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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FIFTIETH CONGRESS. 





SECOND SESSION. 





SENATE. 


MonpbAy, December 3, 1888. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Congress, the 
second session of the Fiftieth Congress convened this day. 

The Senators assembled in the Senate Chamber in the Capitol at 
Washington City. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (JoHN J. INGALLS, a Senator from the 
State of Kansas) took the chair, and called the Senate to order at 12 
o’clock noon. 


PRAYER. 


Rev. J. G. ButLER, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father, in this quiet moment we lift our hearts to Thee in thank- 
fulness for the kind providence that has kept us and that brings us 
again together in health and in strength. Breathe into our hearts the 
spirit of devotion, that we may come humbly and obediently and trust- 
ingly before Thee as Thy servants, seeking Thy guidance and Thy help 
as we enter upon the new and responsible duties before us. 

For Thy continued goodness to us in our persopsand in our families, 
we bless Thee. For the rich blessings of Thy providence in our abun- 
dant harvests and for Thy continued goodness upon all the varied and 
growing industries of this land, we render thanks to Thee. 

We would not be unmindful, O God, of Thy mercies toward us as 
a people, in filling our hearts with faith in Thee, and making us a 
law-abiding and a God-fearing people. Continue Thy presence with us. 

Bless the President of the United States and those associated with 
him in authority. Teach our Senators wisdom. Upon the House 
of Representatives pour out Thy spirit. May our judges decree right- 
eous judgments. And grant that all the people of this land, O God, 
may walk in Thy fear and in Thy love, that our nation may be aright- 
eous nation and that this may be Emmanuel’s land. 

Remember, we pray Thee, Thy servant the President-elect. Have 
him in Thy holy keeping. Endue him with wisdom, and prepare him 
for the responsible duties about devolving upon him. And so order 
all things, O God, for this nation, which Thou hast so abundantly 
blessed during all these years, that we may be a united and a God- 
fearing people. 

Guide these, Thy servants, to-day. Have them in Thy holy keep- 
ing. Help us so to keep consciences void of offense toward God and 
toward men that the peace of God which passeth all understanding 
may keep our hearts and minds. We ask it in the name of Him who 
hath taught us to pray: Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be 
Thy name. Thy kingdom come. Thy will be done upon earth as it 
isin heaven. Give us this day our daily bread. And forgive us our 
sins as we forgive those who sin against us. Lead us not into tempta- 
tion, but deliver us from evil: for Thine is the kingdom, and the power, 
and the glory, forever. Amen. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first Monday in December be- 
ing the day appointed by the Constitution for the annual assembling 
of Congress, the Senate is now in session and will come to order. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The following Senators were present: From the State of— 

Aiabama—James L. Pugh. 

Arkansas—James H. Berry and James K. Jones. 

Colorado—Henry M. Teller. 

Connecticut—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt. 

Delaware—George Gray and Eli Saulsbury. 

Ftorida—Wilkiuson Call and Samuel Pasco. 

Illinois—Shelby M. Cullom. 

Indiana—David Turpie. 

Jowa—William B. Allison. 

Kansas—John J. Ingalls and Preston B. Plumb. 

Kentucky—Joseph C, 8. Blackburn. 

Louisiana—James B. Eustis and Randall L. Gibson. 

Maine—William P. Frye and Eugene Hale. 

Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman. 

Massachusetis—Henry L. Dawes and George F. Hoar. 

Michigan—Thomas W. Palmer and Francis B. Stockbridge. 

Mississippi—Edward C.’ Walthall. 

Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 
Jebraska—Charies F. Manderson and Algernon 8. Paddock. 

Nevada—William M. Stewart. 

New Hampshire—Henry W. Blair and William E. Chandler. 

New Jersey—Rufus Blodgett and John R. McPherson. 

North Carelina—Matt W. Ransom and Zebulon B. Vance. ° 

Ohio—Henry B. Payne and John Sherman. 

Oregon—Joseph N. Dolph and John H. Mitchell. 

Pennsylvania—James Donald Cameron. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich. 

South Carolina—Matthew C. Butler. 

Tennessee—William B. Bate and Isham G. Harris. 

Texas—Richard Coke. 

Vermont—George F. Edmunds and Justin 8. Morrill. 

West Virginia—Charles J. Faulkner. 

Wisconsin—Philetus Sawyer and John C. Spooner. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representatives that a quo- 
rum of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is ready to proceed to busi- 
ness. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of two members be appointed, to join 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, to wait 
upon the President of the United States and inform him that a quorum of each 


House is assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communication 
he may be pleased to make. 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MorRILL 
and Mr. SAULSBURY were appointed. 




























































HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolwed, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock, 
meridian, until otherwise ordered. 

RECESSES. 

Mr. SHERMAN (at 12 o’clock and 44 minutes p.m.). I move that 
the Senate take a recess for half an hour. I understand the commit- 
tees appointed on the part of the two Houses to wait upon the Presi- 
dent have gone to discharge that duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, it is so 
ordered; and the Senate takes a recess for thirty minutes. 

At the expiration of the recess (at 1 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate reassembled. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate take a further recess until 
half past 1 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 1 
o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Mr. Joun B. CLARK, the Clerk of the House of Representatives, ap- 
peared below the bar of the Senate and delivered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives to in- 
form the Senate thata quorum of the House of Representatives has ap- 
peared, and that the House is ready to proceed to business. 

I am further directed toinform the Senate that the House has passed 
a resolution that a committee of three members be appointed on the 
part of the House to join such committee as may be appointed by the 
Senate to wait upon the President of the United States and inform him 
that a quorum of the two Houses has assembled, and that Congress is 
ready to receive any communication he may have to make. 

I am also directed to announce that the House has appointed Mr. 
HoLMAN of Indiana, Mr. TurnneR of Georgia, and Mr. O’NEILL of 
Pennsylvania the coramittee on the part of House. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MorRRILL and Mr. SAULSBURY, the committee appointed in con- 
junction with a similar committee of the House of Representatives to 
wait upon the President of the United States, appeared below the bar, 
and 

Mr. MORRILL said: Mr. President, the committee appointed to 
wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that the 
two Houses of Congress had assembled and were ready to receive any 
communication he had to make have performed that service and have 
been informed by the President that he will communicate in writing 
immediately. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


At 1 o’clock and 31 minutes p. m., Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the 
secretaries of the President of the United States, appeared below the 
bar and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United States 
to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the secretary and handed to the Pres- 
ident pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
annual message of the President of the United States, which the Sec- 
retary will read. 

The Secretary of the Senate (Mr. ANson G. McCook) read the mes- 
sage, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

As you assemble for the discharge of the duties you have assumed 
as the representatives of a free and generous people, your meeting is 
marked by an interesting and impressive incident. With the expira- 
tion of the present session of the Congress the first century of our 
constitutional existence as a nation will be completed. 

Our survival for one hundred years is not sufficient to assure us that 
we no longer have dangers to fear in the maintenance, with all its 
promised blessings, of a government founded upon the freedom of the 
people. The time rather admonishes us to soberly inquire whether in 
the past we have always closely kept in the course of safety, and 
whether we have before us a way plain and clear which leads to hap- 
piness and perpetuity. 

When the experiment of our Government was undertaken, the chart 
adopted for our guidance was the Constitution. Departure from the 
lines there laid down is failure. It is only by a strict adberence to 
the direction they indicate and by restraint within the limitations 
they fix that we can furnish proof to the world of the fitmess of the 
American people for self-government. 

The equal and exact justice of which we boast as the underlying 
principle of our institutions should not be confined to the relations of 
our citizens to each other. The Government itself is under bond to 
the American people, that in the exercise of its functions and powers 
it will deal with the body of our citizens 


iq,a manner 
honest and fair and absolutely just. It has agreed aetkeeiecat 
zenship shail be the only credential necessary to justify the claim of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





DECEMBER 3, 





equality before the law, and that no condition in life shall give rise to 
discrimination in the treatment of the people by their Government. 

The citizen of our-Republic in its early days rigidly insisted upon 
full compliance with the letter of this bond, and saw stretching out 
before him a clear field for individual endeavor. His tribute to the 
support of his Government was measured by the cost of its economical 
maintenance, and he was secure in the enjoyment of the remaining 
recompense of his steady and contented toil. In those days the fra- 
gality of the people was stamped upon their Government, and was en- 
forced by the free, thoughtful, and intelligent suffrage of the citizen. 
Combinations, monopolies, and aggregations of capital were either 
avoided or sternly regulated and restrained. The pomp and glitter of 
governments less free offered no temptation and presented no delusion 
to the plain people who, side by side, in friendly competition wrought 
for the ennoblement and dignity of man, for the solution of the problem 
of free government, and for the achievement of the grand destiny await- 
ing the land which God had given them. 

A century has passed. Our cities are the abiding places of wealth 
and luxury; our manufactories yield fortunes never dreamed of by the 
fathers of the Republic; our business men are madly striving in the 
race for riches, and immense aggregations of capital outrun the imagi- 
nation in the magnitude of their undertakings. 

We view with pride and satisfaction this bright picture of our coun- 
try’s growth and prosperity, while only a closer scrutiny develops a 
somber shading. Upon more careful inspection we find the wealth and 
luxury of our cities mingled with poverty and wretchedness and un- 
remunerative toil. A crowded and constantly increasing urban popu- 
lation suggests the impoverishment of rural sections, and discontent 
with agricultural pursuits. The farmer’s son, not satisfied with his 
father’s simple and laborious life, joins the eager chase for easily ac- 
quired wealth. 

We discover that the fortunes realized by our manufacturers are no 
longer solely the reward of sturdy industry and enlightened foresight, 
but that they result from the discriminating favor of the Government; 
and are largely built upon undue exactions from the masses of our peo- 
ple. The gulf between employers and the employed is constantly widen- 
ing and classes are rapidly forming, one comprising the very rich and 
powerful, while in another are found the toiling poor. 

As we view the achievements of aggregated capital, we discover the 
existence of trusts, combinations, and monopolies, while the citizen is 
struggling far in the rear or is trampled to death beneath an iron heel. 
Corporations, which should be the carefully restrained creatures of the 
law and the servants of the people, are fast becoming the people’s 
masters. 

Still congratulating ourselves upon the wealth and prosperity of our 
country, and complacently contemplating every incident of change 
inseparable from these conditions, it is our duty as patriotic citizens 
to inquire, at the present stage of our progress, how the bond of the 
Government made with the people has been kept and performed. 

Instead of limiting the tribute drawn from our citizens to the neces- 
sities of its economical administration, the Government persists in ex- 
acting, from the substance of the people, millions which unapplied and 
useless lie dormant in its Treasury. This flagrant injustice and this 
breach of faith and obligation add to extortion the danger attending 
the diversion of the currency of the country from the legitimate chan- 
nels of business. 

Under the same laws by which these results are produced, the Gov- 
ernment permits many millions more to be added to the cost of the 
living ef our people and to be taken from our consumers, which un- 
reasonably swell the profits of a small but powerful minority. 

The people must still be taxed for the support of the Government 
under the operation of tariff laws. But to the extent that the mass of 
our citizens are inordinately burdened beyond any useful public pur- 
pose, and for the benefit of a favored few, the Government, under pre- 
text of an exercise of its taxing power, enters itously into part- 
nership with these favorites, to their advantage and to the injury of a 
vast majority of our people. 

This is not equality before the law. 

The existing situation is injurious to the health of our entire body- 
politic. Itstifles, in those for whose benefit it is permitted, all patri- 
otic love of country, and substitutes in its place selfish greed and grasp- 
ing avarice. Devotion to American citizenship for its own sake and for 


what it should accomplish as a motive to our nation’s advancement and 


the happiness of all our is displaced by the assumption that the 
Government, instead of being the embodiment of equality, is but an 
instrumentality through which especial and individual advantages are 
to be gained. 

The of this assumption is unconcealed. It appears in the 
sordid of all but interests, in the refusal to abate 
for the t of others one of selfish advantage, and in combina- 
tions to such ad vantages efforts to control legisla- 


through 
tion and improperly influence the suffrages of the people. 

. The of those not incladed within the eirele of these bene- 
ficiaries, when fully realized, will surely arouse irritation and discon- 
i ing in the race 
not fail to see, 


tent. Our farmers, and patient, 
of life with the hardest and most unremitting toil, 
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in spite of misrepresentations and misl 




























eading fallacies, that oa are 
obliged to accept such prices for their ucts as are fixed in foreign 
ue where they compete with the ers of the world; that their 
lands are declining in value while their debts increase; and that with- 
out compensating favor they are forced by the action of the Govern- 
ment to pay, for the benefit of others, such enhanced prices for the 
things they need, that the scanty returns of their labor fail to furnish 
their support or leave no margin for accumulation. 

Our workingmen, enfranchised from all delusions and no longer 
frightened by the that their wages are endangered by a just revision 
of our tariff laws, eilinensenably demand through such revision steadier 
employment, cheaper means of living in their homes, freedom for them- 
selves and their children from the doom of perpetual servitude, and an 
open door to their advancement beyond the limits of a laboring class. 
Others of our citizens whose comforts and expenditures are measured 
by moderate salaries and fixed incomes, will insist upon the fairness 
and justice of cheapening the cost of necessaries for themselves and 
their families. 

When to the selfishness of the beneficiaries of unjust discrimination 
under our laws there shall be added the discontent of those who suffer 
from such discrimination, we will realize the fact that the beneficent 

of our Government, dependent upon the patriotism and con- 
tentment of our people, are endangered. 

Communism is a hateful thing, and a menace to peace and organized 
government. But thecommunism of combined wealth and capital, the 
outgrowth of overweening cupidity and selfishness, which insidiously 
undermines the justice and integrity of free institutions, is not less dan- 
gerous than the communism of oppressed poverty and toil which, ex- 
asperated by injustice and discontent, attacks with wild disorder the 
citadel of rule. 

He mocks the people who proposes that the Government shall pro- 
tect the rich and that they in turn will care for the laboring poor. 
Any intermediary between the people and their Government, or the 
least delegation of the care and protection the Government owes to the 
humblest citizen in the land, makes the boast of free institutions a 
glittering delusion and the pretended boon of American citizenship a 
shameless imposition. 

A just and sensible revision of our tariff laws should be made for the 
relief of those of our countrymen who suffer under present conditions. 
Such arevision should receive the support of all who love that justice 
and equality due to American citizenship, of all who realize that in 
this justice and equality our Government finds its strength and its 
power to protect the citizen and his property, of all who believe that 
the contented competence and comfort of many accord better with the 
spirit of our institutions than colossal fortunes unfairly gathered in the 
hands of a few, of all who appreciate that the forbearance and frater- 
nity among our people, which recognize the value of every American 
interest, are the surest guaranty of our national progress, and of all 
who desire to see the products of American skill and ingenuity in every 
market of the world with a resulting restoration of American com- 
merce. 

The necessity of the reduction of our revenue is so apparent as to be 
generally conceded. But the means by which this end shall be accom- 
plished and the sum of direct benefit which shail result to our citizens 
present a controversy of the utmost importance. There should be no 

scheme accepted as satisfactory by which the burdens of the people are 


only apparently removed. Extravagant appropriations of public money, 
with all their demoralizing consequences, should not be tolerated, either 


as a means of relieving the Treasury of its present surplus or as fur- 
nishing pretext for resisting a proper reduction in tariff rates. Exist- 
ing evils and injustice should be honestly recognized, boldly met, and 
effectively remedied. Thereshould be no cessation of the struggle until 
a = is perfected, fairand conservative toward existing industries, but 
which will reduce the cost to consumers of the necessaries of life, while 
it provides for our manufacturers the advantage of freer raw materials 
permits no injury to the interests of American labor. 

The cause for which the battle is waged is comprised within lines 
clearly and distinctly defined. It should never be compromised. It 
is the people’s cause. 

It can not be denied that the selfish and private interests which are 
50 istently heard, when efforts are made to deal in a just and com- 
punanatve manner with our tariff laws, are related to, if they are not 
responsible for, the sentiment largely prevailing among the people 
that the General Government is the fountain of individual and private 
aid; that it may be expected to relieve with paternal care the distress 
of citizens and communities, and that from the fullness of its Treasury 
it should, upon the slightest possible pretext of promoting the general 

apply public funds to the benefit of localities and individuals. 

or can it be denied that there isa growing assumption that, as against 

the Government and in favor of private claims and interests, the usual 

= i limitations of business principles and just dealing should be 
v 

These ideas have been unhappily much encouraged by legislative 
acquiescence. Relief from contracts made with the Tciene too 
easily accorded in favor of the citizen; the failure to support claims 
against the Government by proof is often supplied by no better con- 
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sideration than the wealth of the Government and the poverty of the 
claimant; gratuities in the form of pensions are granted upon uo other 
real ground than the needy condition of the applicant, or for reasons 
less valid; and largesums are expended for public buildings and other 
improvements upon representations scarcely claimed to be related to 
public needs and necessities. 


The extent to which the consideration of such matters subordinates 


and postpones action upon subjects of great public importance, but in- 
volving no special, private, or partisan interest, should arrest attention 
7nd lead to reformation. 


A few of the numerous illustrations of this condition may be stated. 
The crowded condition of the calendar of the Supreme Court, and 


the delay to suitors and denial of justice resulting therefrom, have been 
strongly urged upon the attention of the Congress, with a pian for the 
relief of thesituation approved by those well able to judge of its merits. 
While this subject remains without effective consideration many laws 
have been passed providing for the holding of terms of inferior courts 
at places to suit the convenience of localities or to lay the foundation 
of an application for the erection of a new public building. 


Repeated recommendations have been submitted for the amendment 


and change of the laws relating to our public lands so that their spo- 
liation and diversion to other uses than as homes for honest settlers 
might be prevented. 
of reform remains awaiting the action of the Congress many claims to 
the public lands and applications for their donation in favor of States 
and individuals have been allowed. 


While a measure to meet this conceded necessity 


A plan in aid of Indian management, recommended by those weil 


informed, as containing valuable features in furtherance of the solu- 
tion of the Indian problem, has thus far failed of legislative sanction, 
while grants of doubtful expediency to railroad corporations, permit- 
ting them to pass through Indian reservations, have greatly multiplied. 


The propriety and necessity of the erection of one or more prisons 


for the confinement of United States convicts, and a post-office build- 
ing in the national capital, are not disputed. But these needs yeti re- 
main unanswered, while scores of public buildings have been erected 
where their necessity for public purposes is not apparent. 


A. revision of our pension laws could easily be made, which would 
Dp 

But 
while our general pension laws remain confused and imperfect, hun- 


dreds of private pension laws are annually passed, which are the sources 
of unjust discrimination and popular demoralization. 


Appropriation bills for the support of the Government are defaced by 


items and provision: to meet private ends, and it is freely asserted by 
responsible and experienced parties thata bill appropriating money for 
public internal improvement would fail to meet with favor, unless it 
contained items more for lecal and private advantage than for public 


benefit. 

These statements can be much emphasized by an ascertainment of 
the proportion of Federal legislation, which either bears upon its face 
its private character, or which, upon examination, develops such a mo- 
tive power. 

And yet the people wait and expect from their chosen representatives 

such patriotic action as will advance the welfare of the entire country; 
and this expectation can only be answered by the performance of pub- 
lic duty with unselfish purpose. Our mission among the nations oi the 
earth, and our success in accomplishing the work God has given the 
American people to do, require of those intrusted with the making and 
execution of our laws perfect devotion, above all other things, to the 
public good. 
This devotion will lead us to strongly resist all impatience of eonsti- 
tutional limitations of Federal power, and topersistently check the in- 
creasing tendency to extend the scope of Federal legislation into the do- 
main of State and local jurisdiction, upon the plea of subserving the 
public welfare. The preservation of the partitions between proper 
subjects of Federal and local careand regulation is of such importance 
under the Constitution, which is the law of our very existence, that no 
consideration of expediency or sentiment should tempt us to enter upon 
doubtful ground. We have undertaken to discoverand proclaim the 
richest blessings of a free Government, with the Constitution asour guide. 
Let us follow the way it pointsout. It willnotmisiead us. And surely 
no one who has taken upon himself the solemn obligation to support 
and preserve the Constitution can find justification or solace for disioy- 
alty in the excuse that he wandered and disobeyed in search of a bet- 
ter way to reach the public welfare than the Constitution offers. 

What has been said is deemed not inappropriate at a time when, from 
acentury’s height, we view the way already trod by the American peo- 
ple, and attempt todiscover their future path. 

The seventh President of the United States—the seldier and states- 
man, and at all times the firm and brave friend of the people—in vin- 
dication of his course as the protector of popular rights and the cham- 
pion of true American citizenship, declared: 

The ambition which leads me on is an anxious desire and a fixed determina- 
tion to restore to the people, unimpaired, the sacred trust they have confided to 
my charge; to heal the wounds of the Constitution and to preserve it from fur- 
ther violation; to persuade my countrymen, so far as I may, that itis notin a 


splendid government supported by powerful monopolies and aristocratical es- 
tablishments that they will find happiness, or their liberties protection, but in 
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a plain system, void of pomp—protecting all and granting favors to none—dis- 
nsing its blessings like the dews of heaven, unseen and unfelt save in the 
reshness and beauty they contribute to produce. It is such a government that 
the genius of our people requires—such an one only under which our States may 
remain, for ages to come, united, prosperous, and free. 


In pursuance of a constitutional provision requiring the President, 
from time to time, to give to the Congress information of the state of 
the Union, I have the satisfaction to announce that the close of the 
year finds the United States in the enjoyment of domestic tranquillity 
and at peace wish all the nations. 

Since my last annual message our foreign relations have been strength- 
ened and improved by performance of international good offices and by 
new and renewed treaties of amity, commerce, and reciprocal extradi- 
tion of criminals. 

Those international questions which still await settlement are all 
reasonably within the domain of amicable negotiation, and there is no 
existing subject of dispute between the United States and any foreign 
power that is not susceptible of satisfactory adjustment by frank diplo- 
matic treatment. 

The questions between Great Britain and the United States relating 
to the rights of American fishermen, under treaty and international 
comity, in the territorial waters of Canada and Newfoundland, I regret 
to say are not yet satisfactorily adjusted. 

These matters were fully treated in my message to the Senate of 
February 20, 1888, together with which a convention, concluded under 
my authority with Her Majesty’s Government on the 15th of February 
last, for the removal of all causes of misunderstanding, was submitted 
by me for the approval of the Senate. . 

This treaty having been rejected by the Senate, I transmitted a mes- 
sage to the Congress, on the 23d of August last, reviewing the trans- 
actions and submitting for consideration certain recommendations for 
legislation concerning the important questions involved. 

Afterwards, on the 12th of September, in mse to a resolution of 
the Senate, I again communicated fully all the information in my pos- 
session as to the action of the Government of Canada affecting the 
commercial relations between the Dominion and the United States, 
including.the treatment of American fishing vessels in the ports and 
waters of British North America. 

These communications have all been published, and therefore opened 
to the knowledge of both Houses of Congress, although two were ad- 
dressed to the Senate alone. 

Comment upon or repetition of their contents would be superfluous, 
and I am not aware that anything has since occurred which should be 
added to the facts therein stated. Therefore, I merely repeat, as ap- 
plicable to the present time, the statement which will be found in my 
message to the Senate of September 12th last: 


That since March 3, 1887, no case has been reported to the Department of 
State wherein complaint has been made of unfriendly or unlawful treatment 
of American fishing vessels on the part of the Canadian authorities. in which 
reparation was not promptly and satisfactorily obtained by the United States 
consul-general at Halifax. 


Having essayed, in the discharge of my duty, to procure by negoti- 
ation the settlement of a long-standing cause of dispute, and to remove 
a constant menace to the good relations of the two countries, and con- 
tinuing to be of opinion that the treaty of February last, which failed 
to receive the approval of the Senate, did supply ‘‘a satisfactory, prac- 
tical, and final adjustment upon a basis honorable and just to both 
parties of the difficult and vexed question to which it related,’’ and 
having subsequently and unavailingly recommended other legislation 
to Congress which I hoped would suffice to meet the exigency created 
by the rejection of the treaty, I now again invoke the earnest and im- 
mediate attention of the Congress to the condition of this important 
question, as it now stands before them and the country, and for the 
settlement of which I am deeply solicitous. 

Near the close of the month of October last, occurrences of a deeply 
regrettable nature were brought to my knowledge, which made it my 
painful but imperative duty to obtain, with as little delay as possible, 
a new personal channel of diplomatic intercourse in this country with 
the Government of Great Britain. 

The correspondence in relation to this incident will in due course be 
laid before you, and will disclose the unpardonable conduct of the offi- 
cial referred to in his interference by advice and counsel with the suf- 
frages of American citizens in the very crisis ef the Presidential election 
then near at hand, and also in his subsequent public declarations to 
justify his action, superadding impugnment of the Executive and Sen- 
ate of the United States, in connection with important questions now 
pending in controversy between the two Governments. 

The offense thus committed was most grave, involving disastrous 
possibilities to the good relations of the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, constituting a gross breach of diplomatic privilege and an invasion 
of the purely domestic affairs and essential sovereignty of the Govern- 
ment to which the envoy was accredited. 

Having first fulfilled the just demands of international comity by 
affording fall opportunity for Her Majesty’s Government to act in re- 
lief of the situation, I considered prolongation of discussion to be un- 
warranted and thereupon declined to further recognize the diplomatic 
character of the person, whose continuance in such fanction would 
destroy that mutual confidence which is essential to the good under- 
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standing of the two Governments, and was inconsistent with the wel- 
fare and self-respect of the Government of the United States. 

The usual interchange of communication has since continued through 
Her Majesty’s legation in this city. 

My endeavors to establish by international co-operation measures for 
the prevention of the extermination of fur-seals in Bering Sea have not 
been relaxed, and I have hopes of being enabled shortly to submit an 
effective and satisfactory conventional projet with the maritime powers 
for the approval of the Senate. 

The coastal boundary between our Alaskan possessions and British 
Columbia, I regret to say, has not received the attention demanded b 
its importance, and which on several occasions heretofore I have 
the honor to recommend to the Congress. 

The admitted impracticability, if not impossibility, of making an 
accurate and precise survey and demarkation of the boundary line, as 
it is recited in the treaty with Russia under which Alaska was ceded 
to the United States, renders it absolutely requisite, for the preven- 
tion of international jurisdictional complications, that adequate appro- 
priation for a reconnaissance and survey to obtain proper knowledge of 
the locality and the geographical features of the Neuntias should be 
authorized by Congress with as little delay as possible. 

Knowledge to be only thus obtained is an essential prerequisite for 
negotiation for ascertaining a common boundary, or as preliminary to 
any other mode of settlement. 

It is much to be desired that some agreement should be reached with 
Her Majesty’s Government by which the damages to life and property 
on the Great Lakes may be alleviated by removing or humanely regu- 
— the obstacles to reciprocal assistance to wrecked or stranded ves- 
sels. 

The act of June 19, 1878, which offers to Canadian vessels free access 
to our inland waters in aid of wrecked or disabled vessels, has not yet 
become effective through concurrent action by Canada. 

The due protection of our citizens of French origin or descent, from 
claim of military service in the event of their returning to or visiting 
France, has called forth correspondence which was laid before you a‘ 
the last session. 

In the absence of conventional agreement as to naturalization. which 
is greatly to be desired, this Government sees no occasion to recede 
from the sound position it has maintained not only with regard to 
France but as to all countries with which the United States have not 
concluded special treaties. 

Twice within the last year has the imperial household of Germany 
been visited by death; and I have hastened to express the sorrow of 
this people, and their appreciation of the lofty character of the late 
aged Emperor William, and their sympathy with the heroism under 
suffering of his son, the late Emperor Frederick. 

I renew my recommendation of two years ago for the passage of 4 
bill for the refunding to certain German steam-ship lines of the interest 
upon tonnage dues illegally exacted. 

On the 12th of April last I laid before the House of Representatives 
full information respecting our interests in Samoa; and in the subse- 
quent correspondence on the same subject, which will be laid before 
you in due course, the history of events in those islands will be found. 

In a message accompanying my ee, on the ist day of October 
last, of a bill for the exclusion of Chinese laborers, I laid before Con- 
gress full information and all correspondence touching the negotiation 
of the treaty with China, concluded at this capital on the 12th day of 
March, 1888, and which, having been confirmed by the Senate with 
certain amendments, was rejected by the Chinese Government. This 
message contained a recommendation that a sum of money be appro- 
priuted as compensation to Chinese subjects who had suffered injuries 
at the hands of lawless men within our jurisdiction. Such appropria- 
tion having been duly made, the fund awaits reception by the Chinese 
Government. 

It issincerely hoped that by the cessation of the influx of this class of 
Chinese subjects, in accordance with the expressed wish of both Gov- 
ernments, a cause of unkind feeling has been permanently removed. 

On the 9th of August, 1887, notification was given by the Japanese 
minister at this capital of the adjournment of the conference for the 
revision of the treaties of Japan with foreign powers, owing to the ob- 
jection of his Government to the provision in the draft jurisdictional 
convention which required the submission of the criminal code of the 
Empire to the powers in advance of its becoming operative. This noti- 
fication was, however, accompanied with an assurance of Japan’s inten- 
tion to continue the work of revision. 

Notwithstanding this temporary interruption of negotiations it is 
hoped that improvements may soon be secured in the jurisdictional 
system as respects foreigners in Japan, and relief afforded to that coun- 
try from the present undue and oppressive foreign control in matters 
of commerce. 

I earnestly recommend that relief be provided for the injuries acci- 
dentally caused to Japanese subjectsin the Island Ikisima by the target 
practice of one of our vessels. 

A diplomatic mission from Corea has becn received, and the formal 
intercourse between the two couatries contemplated by the treaty of 
1882 is now established. 
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Legislative provision is hereby recommended to organize and equip 
consular courts in Corea. 

Persia has established diplomatic representation at this capital and 
has evinced very great interest in the ares sae achievements of 
our citizens. I am, therefore, hopeful that commercial rela- 
tions between the two countries may be brought about. 

I announce with sincere regret that Hayti has again become the the- 
ater of insurrection, disorder, and bloodshed. The titular government 
of President Saloman has been forcibly overthrown and he driven out 
of the country to France, where he has since died. ; 

The tenure of power has been so unstable amid the war of factions 
that has ensued since the expulsion of President Saloman that no gov- 
ernment constituted by the will of the Haytian people has been recog- 
nized as administering responsibly the affairs of that country. Our 
representative has been instructed to abstain from interference between 
the warring factions, and a vessel of our Navy has been sent to Hay- 
tian waters to sustain our minister and for the protection of the per- 
sons and property of American citizens. 

Due precautions have been taken to enforce our neutrality laws and 
prevent our territory from becoming the base of military supplies for 
either of the warring factions. 

Under color of a blockade, of which no reasonable notice had been 
given, and which does not appear to have been efficiently maintained, 
a seizure of vessels under the American flag has been reported, and, 
in consequence, measures to prevent and redress any molestation of 
our innocent merchantmen have been adopted. 

Proclamation was duly made on the 9th day of November, 1887, 
of the conventional extensions of the treaty of June 3, 1875, with 
Hawaii, under which relations of such special and beneficent inter- 
course have been created. 

In the vast field of Oriental commerce now unfolded from our 
Pacific borders, no feature presents stronger recommendations for 
Congressional action than the establishment of communication by sub- 
marine telegraph with Honolulu. 

The geographical position of the Hawaiian group, in relation to our 
Pacific States, creates a natural interdependency and mutuality of 
interest which our present treaties were intended to foster, and which 
make close communication a logical and commercial necessity. 

The wisdom of concluding a treaty of commercial reciprocity with 
Mexico has been heretofore stated in my messages to Congress, and the 
lapse of time and growth of commerce with that close neighbor and 
sister republic confirm the judgment so expressed. 

The precise relocation of our boundary line is needful, and adequate 
appropriation is now recommended. 

It is with sincere satisfaction that I am enabled to advert to the 
os of good neighborhood and friendly co-operation and conciliation 

t has marked the correspondence and action of the Mexican authori- 
ties in their share of the task of maintainipg Jaw and order about the 
line of our common bo 5 

The long-pending boundary ute between Costa Rica and Nica- 
ragua was referred to my arbitration; and by an award made on the 
22d of March last, the ——- has been finally settled to the expressed 
satisfaction of both of the parties in interest. 

The Empire of Brazil, in abolishing the last vestige of slavery among 
Christian nations, called forth the earnest congratulations of this Gov- 
ernment in expression of the cordial sympatiies of our people. 

The claims of nearly all other countries against Chili, growing out 
of her late war with Bolivia and Peru, have been disposed of either by 
arbitration or by a lump settlement. Similar claims of our citizens 
will continue to be urged _ the Chilian Government, and it is 
hoped will not be subject to further delays. 

A comprehensive treaty of amity and commerce with Peru was pro- 
claimed on November 7th, last; and itis expected that under its opera- 
tion mutual prosperity and good understanding will be promoted. 

In pursuance of the policy of arbitration, a treaty to settle the claim 
of Santos, an American citizen, against Ecuador has been concluded 
under ty authority, and will be duly submitted for the approval of 
the Senate. 

Like disposition of the claim of Carlos Butterfield against Denmark, 
and of Van Bokelen against Hayti, will probably be made, and I trust 
the principle of such settlements may be extended in practice under 
the approval of the Senate. 

Through unforeseen causes, foreign to the willof both Governments, 
the ratification of the convention of December 5, 1885, with Venezuela, 
for the a ee claims of citizens of the United States under the 
treaty of 1866, failed of exchange within the term provided, and asup- 
plementary convention, further extending the time for exchange of 
ratifications and explanatory of an ambiguous provision of the prior 
convention, now awaits the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Although this matter, in the stage referred to, concerns only the con- 
current treaty-making power of one branch of Congress, I advert to it 
in view of the interest repeatedly and conspicnously shown by you, in 
your legislative capacity, in favor of a speedy and equitable adjustment 
of the questions growing out of the discredited judgments of the pre- 
vious mixed commission of Caracas. With every desire to do justice 
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to the representations of Venezuela in this regard, the time seems to 
have come to end this matter, and I trust the prompt confirmation by 
both parties of the supplementary action referred to, will avert the 
need of legislative or other action to prevent the longer withholding of 
such rights of actual claimants as may be shown to exist. 

As authorized by the Congress, preliminary steps have been taken 
for the assemblage at this capital, during the coming year, of the rep- 
resentatives of South and Central American states, together with those 
of Mexico, Hayti, and San Domingo,.to discuss sundry important mon- 
etary and commercial topics. 

Excepting in those cases where, from reasons of contiguity of terri- 
tory and the existence of a common border line incapable of being 
guarded, reciprocal commercial treaties may be found expedient, it is 
believed that commercial policies inducing freer mutual exchange of 
products can be most advantageously arranged by independent but co- 
operative legislation. 

In the mode last mentioned the control of our taxation for revenue 
will be always retained in our own hands unrestricted by conventional 
agreements with other governments. 

In conformity also with Congressional authority the maritime powers 
have been invited to confer, in Washington, in April next, upon the 
practicability of devising uniform rules and measures for the greater 
security of life and property at sea. A disposition to accept on the part 
of a number of the powers has already been manifested, and if the co- 
operation of the nations chiefly interested shall be secured important 
results may be confidently anticipated. 

The act of June 26, 1884, and the acts amendatory thereof, in rela- 
tion to tonnage duties, have given rise to extended correspondence 
with foreign nations with whom we have existing treaties of naviga- 
tion and commerce, and have caused wide and regrettable divergence 
of opinion in relation to the imposition of the duties referred to. These 
questions are important, and I shall make them the subject of a special 
and more detailed communication at the present session. 

With the rapid increase of immigration to our shores and the facili- 
ties of modern travel, abuses of the generous privileges afforded by our 
naturalization laws call for their careful revision. 

The easy and unguarded manner in which certificates of American 
citizenship can now be obtained has induced a class, unfortunately 
large, to avail themselves of the opportunity to become absolved from 
allegiance to their native land and yet by a foreign residence to escape 
any just duty and contribution of service to the country of their pro- 
posed adoption. Thus while evading the duties of citizenship to the 
United States they may make prompt claim for its national protection 
and demand its intervention in their behalf. International complica- 
tions of a serious nature arise, and the correspondence of the State De- 
partment discloses the great number and complexity of the questions 
which have been raised. 

Our laws regulating the issue of passports should be carefuily re- 
vised, and the institution of a central bureau of registration at the cap- 
ital is again strongly recommended. By this means full:-particalars 
of each case of naturalization in the United States would be seurced 
and properly indexed and recorded, and thus many cases of spurious 
citizenship would be detected and unjust responsibilities would be 
avoided. 

The reorganization of the consular service is a matter of serious im- 
portance to our national interests. The number of existing principal 
consular offices is believed to be greater than is at all necessary for the 
conduct of the public business. It need not be our policy to maintain 
more than a moderate number of principal offices, each supported by 
a salary sufficient to enable the incumbent to live in comfort, and so 
distributed as to secure the convenient supervision, through subordi- 
nate agencies, of affairs over a considerable district. 

I repeat the recommendations heretofore made by me that the ap- 
propriations for the maintenance of our diplomatic and consular service 
should be recast; that the so-called notarial or unofficial fees which our 
representatives abroad are now permitted to treat as personal perqui- 
sites should be forbidden; that a system of consular inspection should 
be instituted, and that a limited number of secretaries of legation at 
large should be authorized. 

Preparations for the centennial celebration, on April 30, 1889, of the 
inauguration of George Washington as President of the United States, 
at the city of New York, have been made by a voluntary organization 
of the citizens of that locality, and believing that an opportunity should 
be afforded for the expression of the interest felt throughout the coun- 
try in this event, I respectfully recommend fitting and co-operative 
action by Congress on behalf of the people of the United States. 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury exhibits in detail the 
condition of our national finances and the operations of the several 
branches of the Government related to his Department. q 

The total ordinary revenues of the Government for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1888, amounted to $379, 266,074.76, of which $219,991, - 
173.63 was received from customs duties and $124, 296,871.98 from in- 
ternal-revenue taxes. 

The total receipts from all sources exceeded those for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1887, by $7,862,797.10. 
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The ordinary expenditures of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1888, were $259,653,958.67, leaving asurplus of $119,- 
612, 116.09. 

The decrease in these expenditures as compared with the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1887, was $8,278,221.30, notwithstanding the payment 
of more than $5,000,000 for pensions in excess of what was paid for 
that purpose in the latter-mentioned year. 

The revenues of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1889, 
ascertained for the quarter ended September 30, 1888, and estimated 
for the remainder of the time, amount to $377,000,000; and the actual 
and estimated ordinary expenditures for the same year are $273,000, - 
000, leaving an estimated surplus of $104,000,000. 

The estimated receipts for the year ending June 30, 1890, are $377,- 
000,000, and the estimated ordinary expenditures for the same time 
are $275,767,488.34, showing a surplus of $101,232,511.66. 

The foregoing statements of surplus do not take into account thesum 
necessary to be expended to meet the requirements of the sinking-fund 
act, amounting to more than $47,000,000 annually. 

The cost of collecting the customs revenues for the last fiscal year 
was 2,44 per cent.; for the year 1885 it was 3.77 cent. . 

The excess of internal-revenue taxes collected during the last fiscal 
year over those collected for the year ended June 30, 1887, was $5,489,- 
174.26, and the cost of collecting this revenue decreased from 3.4 per 
cent. in 1887 to less than 3.2 per cent. for the last year. The tax col- 
lected on oleomargarine was $723,948.04 for the year ending June 30, 
1887, and $864,139.88 ror the following year. 

The requirements of the sinking-fund act have been met for the year 
ended June 30, 1888, and for the current year also, by the purchase of 
bonds. After complying with this law as positively required, and 
bonds sufficient for that purpose had been bought ata premium, it 
was not deemed prudent to further expend the surplus in such pur- 
chases until the antherity to do so should be mereexplicit. A resolu- 
tion, however, having been passed by both Houses of Congress remov- 
ing all doubt as to Executive authority, daily of bonds were 
commenced on the 23d day of April, 1888, and have continued until the 
present time. By this plan bonds of the Government not yet due have 
been purchased up to and including the 30th day of November, 1888, 
amounting to $94,700,400, the premium paid thereon amounting to 
$17, 508,613.08. 

The premium added to the principal of these bonds represents an in- 
vestment yielding about 2 per cent. interest for the time they still had 
to run; and the saving to the Government represented by the differ- 
ence between the amount of interest at 2 per cent. upon the sum paid 
for principal and premium and what it would have paid for interest at 
the rate specified in the bonds if they had run to their maturity, is 
about $27,165,000. 

At first sight this would seem to be a profitable and sensible transac- 
tion on the part of the Government. But, as s by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, the surplus thus expended for the purchase of 
bonds was money drawn from the people in excess of any actual need 
et ‘be Government, and was so expended rather than allow it to re- 
ain idle in the Treasury. If this surplus under the operation of just 
an< equitable laws had been left in the hands of the people, it would 
have been worth in their business at least 6 per cent. per annum. 
ducting from the amount of interest upon the principal and premium 
of these bonds for the time they had to run at the rate of 6 per cent. 
the saving of 2 per cent. made for the people by the purchase of such 
bonds, the loss will appear to be $55,760,000, 

This calculation would seem to demonstrate thatif excessive and un- 
necessary taxation is continued and the. Government is forced to pur- 
sue this policy of purchasing its own bonds at the premiums which it 
will be necessary to pay, the loss to the people will be hundreds of mill- 
ions of dollars. 

Since the purchase of bonds was undertaken as mentioned, nearly all 
that have been offered were at last accepted. It has been made quite 
apparent that the Government was in danger of being subjected to com- 
binations to raise their price, as appears by the instance cited by the 
Secretary of the offering of bonds of the par value of only $326,000 so 
often that the aggregate of the sums demanded for their purchase 
amounted to more than $19,700,000. 

Notwithstanding the large sums paid out in the purchase of bonds 
the surplus in the Treasury on the 30th day of November, 1888, was 
$52,234,610.01, after deducting about $20,000,000 just drawn out for 
the payment of pensions. 

At the close of the fiscal year ended June 30, 1887, there had been 
coined under the compulsory silver-coinage act $266,988,280 in silver 
dollars, $55,504,310 of which were in the hands of the 

On the 30th day of June, 1888, there had been coi $299, 708,790; 
and of this $55,829,303 was in circulation in coin, and $200,387,376 in 
silver certificates, for the redemption of which silver dollars to that 
amount were held by the Government. 

On the 30th day of November, 1888, $312,570,990 had been coined, 
$60,970,990 of the silver dollars were actually in circulation, and $237,- 
418,346 in certificates. 

The Secretary recommends the suspension of the further coinage of 
silver, and in such recommendation I earnestly concur. 
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For further valuable information and timely recommendations I ask 
the careful attention of the Congress to the ’s 

The of War reports that the Army at 
consolidated returns consisted of 2,189 officers and 24,549 enlisted men. 

The actual expenditures of the War t for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1888, amounted to $41,165,107.07, of which sum 
$9,158,516.63 was expended for public works, including river and har- 
bor improvements. 

‘‘The Board of Ordnance and Fortifications,’’ provided for under the 
act i September - last, was convened aan” 30, 1888, and 
plans an i i procuring forgings for 8, 10, and 12 inch 
guns, under provisions of section 4, and also for procuring 12-inch 
eee ee cast-iron, hooped with steel, under the pro- 
visions of 5 of the said act, were submitted to the Secretary of 
ne to the board, by the Ordnance Department on the 
same 

These plans and specifications having been promptly approved by the 
board and the Secretary of War, the necessary authority to publish 
advertisements, inviting proposals, in the pers throughout the 
country, was granted by the Secretary on November 12, and on Novem- 
ber 13 the advertisements were sent out to the different ne 
designated. The bids for the steel forgings are to be opened on De- 
cember 20, 1888, and for the mortars on December 15, 1888. 

A board of ordnance officers was convened at the Watervliet arsenal 
on October 4, 1888, to the necessary plans and specifications 
for the establishment of an army gun factory at that point. The pre- 
liminary report of this board, with estimates for shop buildings and 
officers’ quarters, was approved by the Board of Ordnance and Fortifica- 
tions, November 6 and 8. The specifications and form of advertise- 
ment and instructions to bidders have been prepared, and advertise- 
ments inviting proposals for the excavations for the shor building and 
for erecting the two sets of officers’ quarters have been published. The 
Getailed drawings and specifications for the gun-factory building are 
well in hand, and will be finished within three or four months, when 
bids will be invited for the erection of the building. The list of ma- 
chines, etc., is made out, and it is expected that the plans for the large 
lathes, etc., will be completed within about four months, and after ap- 

proval by the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, bids for furnishing 
the same will beinvited. ‘The machines and other fixtures will becom- 
_ as soon as the shop is in readiness to receive them, probably about 
y, 1890. 

Under the provisions of the Army bill, for the procurement of pneu- 
matic dynamite guns, the necessary specifications are now being pre- 
pared and advertisements for proposals will issue early in December. 
The guns will probably be of 15 inches caliber and firea projectile that 
will carry a charge, each, of about 500 pounds of explosive gelatine 
with full-caliber projectiles. ‘The guns will probably be delivered in 
from six to ten months frqm the date of the contract, so that all the 
guns of this class that can be procured under the provisions of the law 
will be purchased during the year 1889. 

I earnestly request that the recommendations contained in the Sec- 
retary’s report, all of which are, in my opinion, calculated to increase 
the usefulness and discipline of the Army, may receive the considera- 
tion of the Among these the proposal that there should be 
provided a plan for the examination of officers to test their fitmess for 
promotion is of the utmost importance. This reform has been before 
recommended in the of the Secretary, and its expediency is so 
fully demonstrated by argument he presents in its favor that its 
adoption should no longer be neglected. 

The death of Gene-al Sheridan in A last was a national afflic- 
tion. The Army then lost the grandest of its chiefs. . The country lost 
a brave and experienced soldier, a wise and discreet counselor, and a 
modest and sensible man. Those who in any manner came within the 
range of his personal association will never fail to pay deserved and 

illing homage to his greatness and the glory of his career; but they 
will ish with more tender sensibility the loving memory of his 
simple, generous, and considerate nature. 

The Apache Indians, whose removal from their reservation in Ari- 
zona followed the capture of those of their number who engaged in a 
bleody and murderous raid during a part of the years 1885 and 1886, 
are now held as prisoners of war at Mount Vernon barracks, in the 
State of Alabama. They numbered, on the 31st day of October, the 
date of the last report, 83 men, 170 women, 70 boys, and 59 girls, in all 
382 persons. The commanding officer states that they are in 
health and contented, and that they are kept employed as fully as is 
possible in the circumstances. The children as they arrive at a suit- 
able age are sent to the Indian schools at Carlisleand Hampton. Last 
summer some charitable and kind people asked permission to send two 
teachers to these Indians for the purpose of instructing the adults as 
well as such children as should be found there. Such permission was 
readily granted, accommodations were provided for the teachers, and 
some portions of the buildings at the barracks were made available for 
school purposes. The good work contemplated has been commenced, 
wnd the teachers engaged are paid by the ladies with whom the plan 


originated. 
I am not atall in sympathy with those benevolent but injudicious 
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who are constantly insisting that these Indians should be re- 
turned to their reservation. Their removal was an absolute necessity 
if the lives and of citizens upon the frontie: are to be at all 
by the Government. Their continued restraint at a distance 
from the scene of their repeated and cruel murders and outrages is still 
necessary. lt is a mistaken philanthropy, every way injurious, which 
mpts the desire to see these savages returned to their old haunts. 
v are in their present location as the result of the best judgment of 
those having official responsibility in the matter, and who are by no 
means lacking in kind consideration for the Indians. A number of 
these prisoners have forfeited their lives to outraged law and humanity. 
Experi has proved that they are dangerous and can not be trusted. 
This is true not only of those who on the war-path have heretofore actu- 
ally been guilty of atrocious murder, but of their kindred and friends, 
who, while they remained u their reservation, furnished aid and 
comfort to those absent with bloody intent. 

These prisoners should be treated kindly and kept in restraint far 
fromthe locality of their former reservation; they should be subjected 
to efforts calculated to lead to their improvement and the softening of 
their savage and cruel instincts, but their return to their old home 
should be persistently resisted. 

The Secretary in his report gives a graphic history of these Indians, 
and recites with painful vividness their bloody deeds and the unhappy 
failure of the Government to manage them by peaceful means. It will 
be amazing if a perusal of this history will allow the survival of a de- 
sire for the return of these prisoners to their reservation upon senti- 
mental or any other grounds. 

The report of the Secretary of the Navy demonstrates very intelligent 
management in that important Department, and discloses the most sat- 
isfactory progress in the work of reconstructing the Navy made during 
the past year. Of the ships in course of construction, five, namely, the 
Charleston, Baltimore, Yorktown, Vesuvius, and the Petrel, have in that 
time been launched and are rapidly approaching completion; and inad- 
dition to the above, the Philadelphia, the San Francisco, the Newark, 
the Bennington, the Concord, and the Herreshoff torpedo-boat are all 

under contract for delivery to the Department during the next year. 
The progress already made and being made gives good ground for the 
expectation that these eleven vessels will be incorporated as part of the 
American Navy within the next twelve months. 

The report skows that notwithstanding the large expenditures for 
new construction, and the additional labor they involve, the total or- 
dinary or current expenditures of the Department for the -hree years 
ending June 30, 1888, are less by more than 20 per cent. than such 
expenditures for the three years ending June 30, 1884. 

‘The various steps which have been taken to improve the business 
methods of the Department are reviewed by the Secretary. The pur- 
chasing of supplies has been consolidated and placed under a responsible 
bureau head. This has resulted in the curtailment of.open purchases, 
which in the years 1884 and 1885 amounted to over 50 per cent. of all 
the purchases of the Department, to less than 11 per cent.; so that at 
the present time about 90 per cent. of the total departmental purchases 
are made by contract and after competition. As the expenditures on 
this account exceed an average of $2,000,000 annually, it is evident 
that an important improvement in the system has been inaugurated 
and substantial economies introduced. 

The report of the Postmaster-General shows a marked increase of 
business in every branch of the postal service. 

The number of post-oflices on July 1, 1888, was 57,376, an increase 
of 6,124 in three years and of 2,219 for the last fiscal year. The latter- 
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Free-delivery offices have increased from 189 in the fiscal year ended 


June 30, 1887, to 358 in the year ended June 30, 1888. 
In the railway mail service there has been an increase in one year 
of 168 routes, and in the number of miles traveled per annum an in- 
crease of 15,795,917.48. The estimated increase of railroad service for 
the year was 6,000 miles, but the amount of new railroad service act- 
ually put on was 12,764.50 miles. 
volume of business in the money-order division, including trans- 

ae in postal-notes, reached the sum of upwards of $143,000,000 
year. 
During the past year parcel conventions have been concluded 
with Barbadoes, the Bahamas, British Honduras, and Mexico, and are 
now under negotiation with all the Central and South American states. 
The increase of correspondence with foreign countries during the past 
three years is gratifying, and is especially notableand exceptional with 


the Central and South American states and with Mexico. As the greater 
part of mail matter with these countries is commercial in 


, this increase is evidence of the improved business relations 
with them. The operation of the parcel conventions, so 
far as negotiated, served to fulfill the most favorable predictions as 





to their benefits. In January last a general postal convention was ne- 
gotiated with the Dominion of Canada, which went into operation on 
March 1, and which practically makes one postal territory of the United 
States and Canada. Under it merchandise parcels may now be trans- 
mitted through the mails at fourth-class rates of postage. 


It is not possible here to touch even the leading heads of the great 


postal establishment, to illustrate the enormous and rapid growth of 
its business and the needs for legislative readjustment of much of its 
machinery that it has outgrown. 
dations of the Postmaster-General, attention is earnestly invited to his , 
report, 


For these and valuable recommen- 


A Department whose revenues have increased from $19,772,000 in 


1870 to $52,700,000 in 1888, despite reductions of postage which have 
enormously reduced rates of revenue while greatly increasing its busi- 
ness, demands the careful consideration of the Congress as to all mat- 
ters suggested by those familiar with its operations, and which are cal- 
culated to increase its efficiency and usefulness. 


A bill, proposed by the Postmaster-General, was introduced at the 


last session of the Congress, by whicha uniform standard in the amount 
of gross receipts would fix the right of a community to a public build- 
ing to be erected by the Government for post-oflice purpuses. 
demonstrated that, aside from the public convenience and the pro- 
motion of harmony among citizens—invariably disturbed by change of 
leasings and of site—it was a measure of the highest economy and of 
sound business judgment. 
paying in rents at the rate of from 7 to 10 per cent. per annum on what 
the cost of such public buildings would be. 
resulting from such a law would be the prevention of a large number 
of bills, constantly introduced for the erection of public buildings at 
places, and involving expenditures, not justified by public necessity. 
I trast that this measure will become a law ai the present session of 
Congress. 


It was 


It was found that the Government was 


A very great advantage 


Of the total number of postmasters, 54,874 are of the fourth class. 


These, of course, receive no allowances whatever for expenses in the 
service, and their compensation is fixed by percentages on receipts at 
their respective offices. This rate of compensation may have been, and 
probably was at some time, just, but the standard has remained un- 
changed through the several reductions in the rates of postage. Such 
reductions havenecessarily cut down the compensation of these officials, 
while it undoubtedly increased the business performed by them. 
ple justice requires attention to this subject to the end that fourth-class 
postmasters may receive at least an equivalent to that which the law 
itself, fixing the rate, intended for them. 


Sim- 


Another class of postal employés whose condition seems to demand 


legislation is that of clerks in post-offices; and I call especial attention 


to the repeated recommendations of the Postmaster-General for their 


classification. Proper legislation of this character for the relief of car- 
riers in the free-delivery service has been frequent. 


Provision is made 
for their promotion; for substitutes for them on vacation; for substi- 
tutes for holidays, and limiting their hours of labor. Seven million 
dollars has been appropriated for the current year to provide for them, 
though the total number of offices where they are employed is but 358 
for the past fiscal year, with an estimated increase for the current year 
of but 40, while the total appropriation for all clerks in offices through- 
out the United States is $5,950,000. 

The legislation affecting the relations of the Government with rail- 
roads is in need of revision. While, for the most part, the railroad 
companies throughout the country have cordially co-operated with the 
Post-Office Department in rendering excellent service, yet under the 
law as it stands, while the compensation to them for carrying the mail 
is limited and regulated, and although railroads are made post-roads 
by law, there is no authority reposed anywhere to compel the owner 
of a railroad to take and carry the United States mails. The only al- 
ternative provided by act of Congress in case of refusal is for the Post- 
master-General to send mail forward by pony express. This is but 
an illustration of ill-fitting legislation, reasonable and proper at the 
time of its enactment, but long since outgrown and requiring readjust- 
ment, 

It is gratifying to note from the carefully prepared statistics accom- 
panying the Postmaster-General’s report that, notwithstanding the 
great expansion of the service, the rate of expenditure has been less- 
ened, and efficiency has been improved in every branch ; that fraud 
and crime have decreased; that losses from the mails have been re- 
duced, and that the number of complaints of the service made to post- 
masters and to the Department are far less than ever before. 

The transactions of the Department of Justice for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1888, are contained in the report of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, as well as a number of valuable recommendations, the most of 
which are repetitions of those previously made, and ought to receive 
consideration. 

It is stated in this report that though judgments in civil suits 
amounting to $552,021.08 were recovered in favor of the Government 
during the year, only the sum of $132,934 was collected thereon; and 
that though fines, penalties, and forfeitures were imposed amounting 
to $541,808.43, only $109,648.42 of that sum was paid on account 
thereof. These facts may furnish an illustration of the sentiment 
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which extensively prevails, that a debt due the Government should 
cause no inconvenience to the citizen. 

It also appears from this report that though prior to March, 1885, 
there had been but six convictions in the Territories of Utah and Idaho 
under the laws of 1862 and 1882, punishing polygamy and unlawful 
cohabitation as crimes, there have been since that date nearly six hun- 
dred convictions under these laws and the statutes of. 1887; and the 
opinion is expressed that under such a firm and vigilant execution of 
these laws, and the advance of ideas opposed to the forbidden practices, 
polygamy within the United States is virtually at an end. 

Suits instituted by the Government under the provisions of the act 
of March 3, 1887, for the termination of the corporations known as the 
Perpetual Emigrating Fund Company and the Church of Jesus Christ 
of Latter-Day Saints have resulted in a decree favorable to the Govern- 
ment, declaring the charters of these corporations forfeited and escheat- 
ing their property. Such property, amounting in value to more than 
$800,000, is in.the hands of a receiver pending further proceedings, an 
appeal having been taken to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

In the report of the Secretary of the Interior, which will be laid be- 
fore you, the condition of the various branches of our domestic affairs 
connected with that Department and its operations during the past 
year, are fully exhibited. But a brief reference to some of the subjects 
discussed in this able and interesting report can here be made; but I 
commend the entire report to the attention of the Congress, and trust 
that the sensible and valuable recommendations it contains will secure 
careful consideration. 

I can not too strenuously insist upon the importance of proper meas- 
ures to insure a right disposition of our public lands, not only as a 
matter of present justice, but in forecast of the consequences to future 
generations. The broad, rich acres of our agricultural plains have 
been long preserved by nature to become her untrammeled gift to a 
people civilized and free, upon which should rest, in well-distributed 
ownership, the numerous homes of enlightened, equal, and fraternal 
citizens. ‘Théy came to national possession with the warning example 
in our eyes of the entail of iniquitiesin landed proprietorship which 
other countries have permitted and still suffer. We have no excuse 
for the violation of principles, cogently taught by reason and example, 
nor for the allowance of pretexts which have sometimes exposed our 
lands to colossal greed. Laws which open a door to fraudulent acqui- 
sition, or administration which permits favor to rapacious seizure by a 
favored few of expanded areas that many should enjoy, are accessory 
to offenses against our national welfare and humanity, not to be too 
severely condemned or punished. 

It is gratifying to know that something has been done at last to re- 
dress the injuries to our people and check the perilous tendency of the 
reckless waste of the national domain. That over 80,000,000 acres 
have been arrested from illegal usurpation, improvident grants, and 
fraudulent entries and claims, to be taken for the homesteads of hon- 
est industry—although less than the greater areas thus unjustly lost— 
must afford a profound gratification to right-feeling citizens as it is a 
recompense for the labors and struggles of the recovery. Our dear ex- 
perience ought sufficiently to urge the speedy enactment of measures 
of legislation which will confine the future disposition of our remaining 
agricultural lands to the uses of actual husbandry and genuine homes. 

Nor should our vast tracts of so-called desert lands be yielded up to 
the monopoly of corporations or grasping individuals, as appears to be 
much the tendency under the existing statute. These lands require 
but the supply of water to become fertile and productive. Itisaprob- 
lem of great moment how most wisely for the public good that factor 
shall be furnished. I can not but think it perilous to suffer either these 
lands or the sources of their irrigation to fall into the hands of monopo- 
lies, which by such means may exercise lordship over the areas depend- 
ent on their treatment for productiveness. Already steps have been 
taken to secure accurate and scientific information of the conditions, 
which is the prime basis of intelligent action. Until this shall be 
gained, the course of wisdom appears clearly to lie in a suspension of 
further disposal, which only promises to create rights antagonistic to 
the common interest. No harm can follow this cautionary conduct. 
The land will remain, and the public good presents no demand for 
hasty dispossession of national ownership and control. 

I commend also the recommendations that appropriate measures be 
taken to complete the adjustment of the various grants made to the 
States for internal improvements and of swamp and overflowed lands, 
as well as to adjudicate and finally determine the validity and extent ot 
the numerous private land claims. All these are elements of great in- 
justice and peril to the settlers upon the localities affected; and now 
that their existence can not be avoided, no duty is more pressing than 
to fix as soon as possible their bounds and terminate the threats of 
trouble which arise from uncertainty. 

The condition of our Indian population continues to improve and the 
proofs multiply that the transforming so much to be desired, 
which shall substitute for barbarism enlightenmentand civilizing edu- 
cation, is in favorable progress. Our relations with these people durin 
the year have been disturbed by no serious disorders, but rather mark 
by a better realization of their true interests, and increasing confidence 
and good-will. These conditions testify to the value of the higher tone 
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of consideration and humanity which has governed the later methods of 
dealing with them, and commend its continued observance 

Allotments in severalty have been made on some reservations until 
all those entitled to land thereon have had their shares assigned, and 
the work is still continued. In directing the execution of this duty I 
have not aimed so much at rapid dispatch as to secure just and fair 
arrangements which shall best conduce to the objects of the law, by 
producing satisfaction with the results of the allotments made. No 
measure of general effect has ever been entered on from which more 
may be fairly hoped, if it shall be discreetly administered. It proffers 
opportunity and inducement to that independence of spirit and life 
which the Indian peculiarly needs, while at the same time the inalien- 
ability of title affords security against the risks his inexperience of af- 
fairs or weakness of character may expose him to in dealing with others. 
Whenever begun upon any reservation it should be made complete, so 
that all are brought to the same condition, and, as soon as possible 
community in lands should cease by opening such as remain unallotted 
to settlement. Contact with the ways of industrious and successful 
farmers will perhaps add a healthy emulation which will both instruct 
and stimulate. 

But no agency for the amelioration of this people appears to me so 
promising as the extension, urged by the ee wove of such complete 
facilities of education as shall, at the earliest possible day, embrace all 
teachable Indian youth, of both sexes, and retain them with a kindly 
and beneficent hold until their characters are formed and their faculties 
and dispositions trained to the sure pursuit of some form of useful in- 
dustry. Capacity of the Indian no longer needs demonstration. It is 
established. It remains to make the most of it, and when that shall 
be done the curse will be lifted, the Indian race saved, and the sin of 
their oppression redeemed. The time of its accomplishment depends 
upon the spirit and justice with which it shall be prosecuted, It can 
not be too soon for the Indian, nor for the interests and good name of 
the nation. 

The average attendance of Indian pupils on the schools increased by 
over 900 during the year, and the total enrollment reached 15,212. The 
cost of maintenance was not materially raised. The number of teach- 
able Indian youth is now estimated at 40,000, or nearly three times the 
enrollment of the schools. It is believed the obstacles in the way of 
instructing are all surmountable, and that the necessary expenditure 
would be a measure of economy. 

The Sioux tribes on the great reservation of Dakota refused to assent 
to the act passed by the Congress at its last session for opening a por- 
tion of their lands to settlement, notwithstanding modification of the 
terms was suggested which met most of their objections. Their de- 
mand is for immediate payment of the full price of $1.25 per acre for 
a — body of land the occupancy of which they are asked to re- 

in yuish. 

The manner of submission insured their fair understanding of the 
law, and their action was undoubtedly as thoroughly intelligent as 
their capacity admitted. It is at least gratifying that no reproach of 
overreaching can in any manner lie against the Government, however 
advisable the favorable completion of the negotiation may have been 
esteemed. 

I concur in the suggestions of the Secretary regarding the Turtle 
Mountain Indians, the two reservations in California, and the Crees. 
They should in my opinion receive immediate attention. 

The number of pensioners added to the rolls during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1888, is 60,252; and increase of pensions was granted 
in 45,716 cases. The names of 15,730 pensioners were drop from 
the rolls during the year for various causes, and at the close of the year 
the number of persons of all classes receiving pensions was 452,557. 
Of these there were 806 survivors of the war of 1812, 10,787 widows 
of those who served in that war, 16,060 soldiers of the Mexican war, 
and 5,104 widows of said soldiers. 

One hundred and two different rates of pensions are paid to these 
beneficiaries, ranging from $2 to $416.66 per month. 

The amount paid for pensions during the fiscal year was $78,775,- 
861.92, being an increase over the preceding year of $5,308, 280.22. 
The expenses attending the maintenance and operation of the Pension 
Bureau during that period were $3,262,524.67, making the entire ex- 
penditures of the bureau $82,038,386.59, being 21} per cent. of the 
gross income and nearly 31 per cent. of the total expenditures of the 
Government during the year. 

I am thoroughly convinced that our general pension laws should be 
revised and adjusted to meet, as far as ble in the light of our ex- 
perience, all meritorious cases. The that one hundred and two 
different rates of pensions are paid can not, in my opinion, be made 
consistent with justice to the pensioners or to the Government; and 
the numerous a pension bills that are passed, predicated upon the 
imperfection of general laws, while they increase in many cases exist- 
ing inequality and injustice, lend additional force to the recommenda- 
tion for a revision of the general laws on this subject. 

The laxity of ideas prevailing among a large number of our people re- 
gardi ons is becoming ae day more marked. The principles 
upon w they should be granted are in danger of being al 
nored, and already pensions are often claimed because the applicants are 
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as much entitled as other successful applicants rather than upon any dis- | 


ability reasonably attributable to military service. If the establish- 
ment of vicious precedents be continued, if the granting of pensions be 
not divorced from partisan and other unworthy and irrelevant consid- 
erations, and if the honorable name of veteran unfairly becomes by these 
means but another term for one who constantly clamors for the aid of 
the Government, there is danger that injury will be done to the fame 
and patriotism of many whom our citizens all delight to honor, and 
that a prejudice will be aroused unjust to meritorious applicants for 


ons. 

The Department of Agriculture has continued, with a good measure 
of success, its efforts to develop the processes, enlarge the resulis, and 
augment the profits of American husbandry. It has collected and dis- 
tributed practical information, introduced and tested new plants, 
checked the spread of contagious disease of farm animals, resisted the 
advance of noxious insects and destructive fungus growths, and sought 
to secure to agricultural labor the highest reward of effort and the full- 
est immunity from loss. Its records of the year show that the season 
of 1888 has been one of medium production. A generous supply of 
the demands of consumption has been assured, and a surplus for ex- 
portation, moderate in certain products and bountiful in others, will 
prove a benefaction alike to buyer and grower. 

Four years ago it was found that the great cattle industry of the 
country was endangered, and those engaged in it were alarmed at the 
rapid extension of the Euro lung plague of pleuro-pneumonia. 
Serious outbreaks existed in Illinois, Missouri, and Kentucky, and in 
Tennessee animals affected were held in quarantine. Five counties in 
New York and from one to four counties in each of the States of New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland were almost equally 

ffected 


a 6 

With this great danger upon us, and with the contagion already in 
the channels of commerce, with the enormous direct and indirect losses 
already being caused by it, and when only prompt and energetic action 
could be successful, there were in noneof these States any laws author- 
izing this Department to eradicate the malady or giving the State offi- 
cials power to co-operate with it for this purpose. The Department 
even lacked both the requisite appropriation and authority. 

By securing State co-operation in connection with authority from 
Congress, the work of eradication has been pressed successfully, and 
this dreaded disease has been extirpated from the Western States and 
also from the Eastern States, with the exception of a few restricted 
areas, which are still under supervision. The danger has thus been 
removed, and trade and commerce have been freed from the vexatious 
State restrictions which were deemed necessary for a time. 

During the past four years the process of diffusion, as applied to the 
manufacture of sugar from sorghum and sugar-cane, has been intro- 
duced into this country and fully perfected by the experiments carried 
on by the Department of Agriculture. This process is pow universally 
considered to be the most economical one, and it is through it that 
the sorghum-sugar industry has been established upon a firm basis 
and the road to its future success opened. The adoption of this diffu- 
sion process is also extending to Louisiana and other sugar-producing 
parts of the country, and will doubtless soon be the only method 
employed for the extraction of sugar from the cane. 

An exhaustive study has also, within the same period, been under- 
taken of the subject of food adulteration and the best analytical 
methods for detecting it. A part of the results of this work has al- 
ready been published by the Department, which, with the matter in 
course of preparation, will make the most complete treatise on that 
subject that has ever been published in any country. 

The Department seeks a progressive development. It would come 
bine the discoveries of science with the economics and amelioration of 
rural practice. A supervision of the endowed experimental-station 
system recently provided for is a proper function of the Department, 
and isnowinoperation. Thissupervision is very important, and should 
be wisely and vigilantly directed, to the end that the pecuniary aid of 
the Government in favor of intelligent agriculture should be so applied 
as to result in the general good and to the benefit of all our people, 
thus justifying the appropriations made from the public Treasury. 

The adjustment of the relations between the Government and the 
railroad companies which have received land grants and the guaranty 
of the public credit in aid of the construction of their roads should 
receive early attention. The report of a majority of the commissioners 
appointed to examine the affairs and indebtedness of these roads, in 
which they favor an extension of the time for the payment of such 
indebtedness in at least one case where the corporation appears to be 
able to comply with ae and exact terms of such extension, 
and the reinforcement of their opinion eee of undoubted 
business judgment and experience, appointed to protect the interests 
of the Government as directors of said ration, may well lead to 
the belief that such an extension would be to the advantage of the 
Government. 

The subject should be treated as a business proposition with a view 
to a final realization of its indebtedness by the Government, rather than 
as a question to be decided upon prejudice or by way of punishment 
for previous wrong-doing. 


The report of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, with 
its accompanying documents, gives in detail the operations of the sev- 
eral departments of the District government, and furnishes evidence 
that the financial affairs of the District are at present in such satisfac- 
tory condition as to justify the commissioners in submitting to the Con- 
gress estimates for desirable and needed improvements. 

The commissioners recommend certain legislation which in their 
opinion is necessary to advance the interests of the District. 

I invite your special attention to their request for such legislation as 
will enable the commissioners, without delay, to collect, digest, and 
properly arrange the laws by which the District is governed, and which 
are now embraced in several collections, making them available only 
with great difficulty and labor. The suggestions they make touching 
desirable amendments to the laws relating to licenses granted for car- 
rying on the retail traffic in spirituous liquors, to the observance of Sun- 
day, to the proper assessment and collection of taxes, to the speedy 
punishment of minor offenders, and to the management and control of 
the reformatory and charitable institutions supported by Congressional 
appropriations, are commended to careful consideration. 

1 again call attention to the present inconvenience and the danger to 
life and property attending the operation of steam-railroads through 
and across the public streets and roads of the District. ‘The propriety 
of such legislation as will properly guard the use of these railroads and 
better secure the convenience and safety of citizens is manifest. 

The consciousness that I have presented but an imperfect statement 
of the condition of our country and its wants, occasions no fear that 
anything omitted is not known and appreciated by the Congress, upea 
whom rests the responsibility of intelligent legislation in behalf of a 
great nation and a confiding le. 

As public servants we shall do our duty well if we constantiy guard 
the rectitude of our intentions, mainiain unsullied our love of coun- 
try, and with unselfish purpose strive for the public good. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

WASHINGTON, December 3, 1888. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I move that the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States lie upon the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. I was about to move an adjournment, but I think it 
would be convenient to the Senate to learn from gentlemen having va- 
rious measures in charge what is likely to be the order of business for 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business is House 
bill 9051, the title of which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The Curer CLERK. A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. HOAR. At what hour to-morrow will that be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 2 0’clock. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to give notice that I shall call up for consider- 
ation, with the consent of the Senate, the bill reported by the Select 
Committee on the President’s Message transmitting the report of the 
Pacific Railway Commission, providing for a settlement with the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company,'to-morrow morning immediately after the 
routine business of the morning hour is completed. That bill was 
made a special order for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 2 o’clock. 

Mr. FRYE. At2o’clock. Then, as the tariff bill, I understand, is 
to be called up to-morrow, I shall move immediately after the routine 
business that this bill be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to give notice that I shall, as soon as 
practicable, ask the Senate to take up and dispose of the resolution for 
the investigation of the election in Louisiana in April last. I am not 
informed by the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson} whether 
or not there will be any objection to the passage of that resolution. He 
was not present in the Senate when the resolution wus taken up on ihe 
last occasion, but I expect that there will be no objection to the pas- 
sage of the resolution, and that, therefore, it will not take up the time 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I wish to say, in reply to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the senior Senator from 
Louisiana has strenuously objected to the passage of that resolution, 
and will continue to do so. 

Mr. CHANDLER, This is the first time that the Senator has so in- 
formed the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say at this time, in connection with the 
unfinished business, that to-morrow at 2 o’clock I expect to ask the 
Senate to go on with that order. In view of the notice given by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye],I think I ought to say that it the 
business which he suggests is prolonged beyond a day or two I shall 
ask the Senate later on to begin regularly the consideration of the tariff 
bill during the morning hour. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 54 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 4, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 3, 1888. 


This being the day designated by the Constitution, the members of 
the Honse of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress assembled in 
their Hall for their second session. 

At 12 o'clock noon the Speaker, Hon. Jouw G. CARLISLE, a Repre- 
sentative of the State of Kentucky, called the House to order. 

The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLBuRN, offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, we devoutly bless Thee that since the adjournment of 
the last session not a member of this House has been called away by 
death, but that the representatives of the people are returned to their 
seats in safety, peace, and health. 

Spread over us, we beseech Thee, the shadow of Thy wing, and con- 
tinue to keep us under Thy sacred protection. 

May all the deliberations of this session be marked by a profound 
zeal for the safety, honor, and welfareof the nation, by a wise and sound 
judgment, kindliness of spirit, and urbanity of manner. 

We humbly ask through Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The roll was called, and the following members answered to their 
names: 

Aiabama—James T. Jones, Hilary A. Herbert, William C. Oates, 
= — ee E. Cobb, John H. Bankhead, William H. Forney, Joseph 

/heeler. 

Arkansas—C. R. Breckinridge, Thomas C. McRae, Samuel W. Peel. 

California—T. L, Thompson, Marion Biggs, W. W. Morrow, Charles 
N. Felton, William Vandever. 

Colorado— 

Connecticut—Carlos French, Charles A. Russell. 

Delaware—John B. Penington. 

F lorida—Charles Dougherty. 

Georgia—Henry G. Turner, Charles F. Crisp, Thomas W. Grimes, 
John D. Stewart, James H. Blount, Judson C. Clements. 

IUinois—Ransom W. Dunham, Frank Lawler, George E. Adams, A. 
J. Hopkins, Robert R. Hitt, Lewis E. Payson, Philip 8. Post, Will- 
iam Hi. Gest, George A. Anderson, William M. Springer, Jonathan H. 
Rowell, Joseph G. Cannon, Silas Z. Landes, Edward Lane, Jehu 
Baker, John R. Thomas. 

Indiena—Alvin P. Hovey, Jonas G. Howard, William S. Holman, 
Courtland C. Matson, Thomas M. Browne, James T. Johnston, Benja- 
min }'. Shively. 

Jowz-—John H. Gear, Walter I. Hayes, David B. Henderson, Daniel 
Keir, J. B. Weaver, A. R. Anderson, Adoniram J. Holmes. 

Kansas—Thomas Ryan, John A. Anderson, Erastus J. Turner, Sam- 
uel R. Peters. 

Kentucky—William J, Stone, W. Godfrey Hunter, A. B. Montgom- 
*y, Asher G. Caruth, John G. Carlisle, William C. P. Breckinridge, 

James B. McCreary, George M. Thomas, W. P. Taulbee, H. F. Finley. 

Louisiana—Matthew D, Lagan, Edward J. Gay, Newton C. Blanch- 
ard, §8. M. Rebertson. 

Maine—Thomas B. Reed, Nelson Dingley, jr., Seth L. Milliken, 
Charles A. Boutelle. 

Maryland—Frank T. Shaw, Harry Welles Rusk, Isidor Rayner, 
Barnes Compton, Louis E. McComas. 

Massachusetts—Robert T. Davis, Edward D. Hayden, Henry Cabot 
Lodge, William Cogswell, Charles H. Allen, John E. Russell, William 
Whiting, Francis W. Rockwell. 

Michigan—J. Logan Chipman, Edward P. Allen, James O’Donnell, 
Julius C. Burrows, Melbourne H. Ford, Mark 8. Brewer, Justin R. 
Whiting, Timothy E. Tarsney, Byron M. Cutcheon. 

Minnesota—Thomas Wi Edmund Rice, Knute Nelson. 

Mississippi—John M. Allen, T. C. Catchings, F. G. Barry, Charles 
E. Hooker. 

Missouri—Charles H. Mansur, Alexander M. Dockery, William 
Warner, John T. Heard, John E. Hutton, John M. Glover, Richard 
P. Bland, William J. Stone, William H. Wade, James P. Walker. 

Nebraska —George W. E. Dorsey. 

Nevada—William Woodburn. 

New Hampshire—L. F. McKinney, Jacob H. Gallinger. 

New Jersey—James Buchanan, John Kean, jr., James N. Pidcock, 
William Walter Phelps, Herman Lehlbach, William McAdoo. 

New York—Felix Campbell, Stephen V. White, Archibald M. Bliss, 
Amos J. Cummings, Lloyd 8. Bryce, Timothy J. Campbell, Samuel 8. 
Cox, Francis B. Spinola, William G. Stahlnecker, Henry Bacon, John 
H. Ketcham, Stephen T. Hopkins, Charles Tracey, George West, John 
H. Moffitt, Abraham X. Parker, James 8. Sherman, James J. Belden, 
Milton De Lano, Newton W. Nutting, Thomas 8. Flood, Charles 8. 
Baker, John G. Sawyer, John M. Farquhar, John B. Weber, William 
G. Laidlaw. 

North Carolina—Louis C. Latham, John Nichols, John M. Brower, 
Alfred Rowland, John 8. Henderson, William H. H. Cowles. 

Ohio—Benjamin Butterworth, E. 8. Williams, 8. 8. Yoder, M. M. 
Boothroan, James E. Campbell, Jacob Romeis, Albert C. Thompson, 
Jacob J. Pugsley, Jo H. Outhwaite, Charles H. Grosvenor, Beriah 
Wilkins, William M ey, jr., Ezra B. Taylor, Martin A. Foran. 

Oregon—Binger Hermann. 


Pen Edwin S. Osborne (at large), Henry H. Bingham, 
Charles O'Neill, Samuel J. Randall, William D. Kelley, Alfred C, 
Harmer, Smedley Darlington, Robert M. Yardley, John A. Hiestand, 
William H. Sowden, Charles R. Buckalew, Franklin Bound, Frank C. 
Bunnell, Edward Scull, Louis E. Atkinson, John Patton, Welty Mc- 
Callogh, John Dalzell, ‘Thomas M. Bayne, Oscar L. Jackson, Norman 

all. 

Rhode Island—Warren O. Arnold. 

South Carolina—Samuel Dibble, George D. Tillman, James 8. Coth- 
ran, William Elliott. 

Tennessee—Roderick R. Butler, L. C. Houk, John R. Neal, Benton 
McMillin, James D. Richardson, Joseph E. Washington, Washington 
C. Whitthorne, Benjamin A. Enloe. 

Texas—C. B. Kilgore, Silas Hare, Jo. Abbott, W. H. Crain, L. W. 
Moore, R. Q. Mil’s, J. D. Sayers, 8. W. T. Lanham. 

Vermont—John W. Stewart, William W. Grout. 

Virginia—T. H. B. Browne, George D. Wise, John R. Brown, Sam- 
uel I. Hopkins, Charles T. O’Ferrall, W. H. F. Lee, H. Bowen. 

West Virginia—William L. Wilson. 

Wisconsin—Lucien B, Caswell, Richard Guenther, Robert M. La 
Follette, Henry Smith, Thomas R. Hudd, Charles B, Clark, Ormsby 
B. Thomas, N. P. Haugen, Isaac Stephenson. 

Mr. HUTTON. I wish to state that my colleague, Mr. CLARDY, is 
detained at his home on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. aa from the call of the roll that 236 mem- 
bers have responded to their names, and there is, therefore, a quorum 
of the House present. 

The following is the list of the Territorial Delegates: 

Arizona—Marcus A. Smith. 

Dakota—Oscar 8. Gifford. 

Idaho—F red. T. Dubois. 

Montana—Joseph K. Toole. 

ew Mexico—Antonio Joseph. 

Uiah—John T. Caine. 

Washingion—Charles 8. Voorhees. 

Wyoming—Joseph M. Carey. 

NOTIFICATION FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that a quorum of that body was assembled and ready to pro- 
ceed to business; also that a committee consisting of two members, 
Mr. MoRRILL and Mr. SAuLsBuRy, had been appointed to join such 
committee as should be appointed by the House of Representatives, to 
wait upon the President of the United States and inform him that a 
quorum of each House was assembled, and that Congress was ready to 
receive any communication he desired to make. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 

Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House inform the Senate that a quorum of the 
eee of a has appeared and that the House is ready to proceed 
to 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members be Spotted on the part of the 
House, to join such committee as may be appointed by the Senate, to wait u er 
the tand inform him that a quorum of the two Houses has assem 
and that Congress isready to receive any communication he may have to make. 

The SPEAKER appointed as such committee on the part of the 
House, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. TuRNER of Georgia, and Mr. O’ NEILL of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House take a recess until half past 1 
o’clock, to await the report of the committee sent to wait upon the Pres- 
ident. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 0’clock and 35 min- 
utes p. m.) the House took a recess until 1.30 p. m. 

AFTER THE RECESS. 
_ The recess having expired, the House (at 1.30 p. m.) resumed its ses- 
sion. 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed under reso- 
lution of the House to wait upon the President and inform him a quo- 
rum was present and ready to receive any communication he may be 
prepared to make, have performed that duty; and the President has 
requested us to extend his congratulations to the House on account of 
the safe return of its members, and to say that he will shortly com- 
municate to the House in writing. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

A message in writing from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
a received; which was laid before the House, and read 
in 

[It will be found in the Senate proceedings. } 

Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Bescived, That the message of the President be committed to the Committee oj 
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the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, printed. 
PRINTING PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a resolution for ref- 
erence to the Committee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed —— thousand copies of the President's last an- 
nual message, for the use of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MILs (at 3 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND RE#ERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below : 

By Mr. BIGGS: A bill (H. R. 11610) granting a pension to Edwin 
Cotton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 11611) granting a pension to Mrs. P. Campron— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 11612) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah A. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 11613) granting a pension to Peter 
J. Hershey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11614) grantinga pension to Daniel Danielson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11615) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A bill (H. R. 11616) for the relief of Thornton A. 
Washington—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11618) granting a pension to Mary Bristley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11619) authorizing the President to appoint and 
retire William G. Galloway with the rank and grade of captain of in- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 4, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 

JouN T. MorGAN, a Senator from the State of Alabama, CuSHMAN 
K. DAvis, a Senator from the State of Minnesota, FRANK HIScocK, a 
Senator from the State of New York, Matruew 8. Quay, a Senator 
from the State of Pennsylvania, and Jonn H. REAGAN, a Senator from 
the State of Texas, appeared in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of yésterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FINANCE REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for 
the year 1888; which, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF NEW MEXICO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the 
United States surveyor-general of New Mexico, submitted in pursu- 
ance of the requirements of the eighth section of the act of July 22, 
1854; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report from 
the Chief of Engineers relative to the construction of the building for 
the Library of Congress under the provisions of the act approved Octo- 
ber 2, 1888, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the report be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. It calls for an immediate appropriation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report of the 
conclusions of fact and law of the Court of Claims in certain spoliation 


claims under the act approved January 20, 1885; which, on motion of 


Mr. HALE, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. er 


REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF IDAHO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report of the 
Sapp of Idaho to the Secretary of the Interior in regard to the af- 
in and the progress and development of the Territory of Idaho 
year; which was referred to the Committee on 


during the last 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
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port of the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1888; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


Board of Visitors to the West Point Military Academy for the year 
1888, transmitted in accordance with law; which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


the Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obedience to law, a full 
and complete statement of all property in his possession belonging to 
the United States December 3, 1888, and of the amounts received from 
the sale of waste paper; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 


of the Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obedience to law, 
a statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Senate from July 
1, 1887, to June 30, 1888. 


ing papers, will lie on the table and be printed, if there be no objec- 
tion. 


to the financial matters of the Senate ? 


referred to the Committee on Printing. I make that motion. 


Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, transmitting a complete account of all 
property belonging to the United States in his possession on the 3d day 
of December, 1888; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


ministrator of Thomas H. Yeatman, deceased, late of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying payment of a claim for war supplies; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


(Ohio) Barracks band, remonstrating against the passage of the House 
bill proposing to prevent them from accepting civil engagements; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Way Association, praying that appropriations be made for the improve- 
ment of the Columbia River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


cers of the Fairfield County Historical Society, of Connecticut, praying 
that an appropriation be made to be expended in removing to this 
country the remains of Joel Barlow, formerly minister plenipotentiary 
and envoy extraordinary to the court of the First Napoleon, who died 
during his service. 
mittee on the Library. 
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FISH COMMISSIONER’S REPORT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 


THE MILITARY ACADEMY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the report of the 


REPORTS OF THE SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report from 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the report 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This report, with the accompany- 


Mr. SHERMAN. Is it usual to print that large document relating 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. SHERMAN, 


It is. 
I think the question of printing it had better be 


The motion was agreed to. 
PROPERTY REPORT OF SERGEANT-AT-ARMS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid beiore the Senate a report of the 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Frederick A. Schmidt, ac- 


He also presented the memorial of 16 members of the Columbus 


Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of the Columbia (Oregon) Water 


Mr. PLATT. I present the petition of the president and other offi- 


I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Nathaniel J. Coffin, of Hallo- 
well, Me., praying to be granted authority to present to the Library 
of Congress a chart containing the location of the magnet poles and the 
source of the Gulf Stream; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of John Kennedy, late a citizen 
of Washington, D. C., by Margaret Kennedy, executrix, praying to be 
allowed damages for property taken and used by the Government in 
the erection of a fort, known as Fort Sedgwick, in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3644) to amend the act approved 
February 25, 1885, entitled ‘‘An act to authorize a retired-list for pri- 
vates and non-commissioned officers of the United States Army who 
have served for a period of thirty years or upward;’’ which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3645) granting to the Astoriaand South 
Coast Railway Company the right to construct a bridge across Young’s 
Bay, a navigable stream in the county of Clatsop and State of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3646) for the relief of William R. 
Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3647) to allow persons who have aban- 
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doned or relinquished their homestead entries to make another entry, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERKY introduced a bill (S. 3648) to allow persons who have 
abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make another 
entry, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3649) to place John J. 8, 
Hassler on the retired-list of the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iintroduce two bills by request. I ask that the 
bill I send to the desk be read by its title with a view to get advice as 
to its proper reference. 

The bill (8S. 3650) authorizing the construction of two steel rams to 
be armed with heavy rifled dynamite guns and pneumatic torpedo- 
throwers, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not know whether the bill should go to the 
Committee on Coast Defenses, which has that subject somewhat under 
consideration, or to the Committee on Naval Affairs, or the Military 
Committee. Perhaps there are Senators who know better where it 
ought to go. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] has taken 
a good deal of interest in this subject and perhaps can advise me as 
to the reference that should be made. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the bill should go to the Committee on 
Coast Defenses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HALE. All matters relating to the construction of vessels for 
naval warfare have invariably gone to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. Ihave not known that the Committee on Coast Defenses in the 
course of its investigations or work has ever taken into consideration 
the question of constructing naval vessels. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not understand that these proposed vessels can 
properly be called naval vessels. They are for the protection and de- 
fense of our ports. They are like the floating batteries which ate men- 
tioned in the report of the Board on Fortifications and other Defenses, 
and which were provided for in the bill reported by the Committee on 
Coast Defenses. 

A line must be drawn somewhere, or else we may as well do away 
with the Committee on Coast Defensesentirely. I think we have made 
but little progress in the matter of coast defenses except through the 
Committee on Appropriations. To judge by what has been accom- 
plished, all such bills probably should go there. 

Mr. HALE, I suppose that the Committee on Coast Defenses would 
examine generally into the subject and make recommendations, which 





-of coursé the country and the Congress would listen to with great 


interest and attention; but when Congress comes to the question of 
constructing any kind of craft for defense in the harbors, or for sailing 
the seas, or for fighting battles, it will be the Navy De ent under 
which the vessels, whatever their kind may be, will be constructed. 
So it seems to me clear in regard to a measure of this kind, which pro- 
vides for the construction of rams, or whatever they may be, that it is 
the Navy Department and the Naval Committee that should consider 
the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Wiil the Senator from Maine allow me to ask him, 
if these vessels are constructed will they not ey belong to and be 
under the control of the Navy Department and become a part of the 
Navy? 

Mr, HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then, it seems to me unquestionable that the bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have yet to learn precisely what was intended by 
the Senate when it constituted the Committee on Coast Defenses. It 
it is a mere ornamental committee, the sooner it is dispensed with the 
better. 

At the last session of Congress the Committee on Coast Defenses re- 
ported a bill intended to carry out the recommendations of the Board 
on Fortifications and other Defenses, providing for the erection of certain 
fortitications, and also for the construction of certain floating batteries, 
somewhat similar, I presume, to the vessels proposed to be constructed 
under the provisions of this bill. In the judgment of some Senators the 
amount proposed to be appropriated was large, and after discussion, 
the Committee on eco having reported in the naval appro- 
priation bill and also in the Army appropriation bill some appropria- 
aoe for coast defenses, the matter was allowed to lie over upon the 

endar. 

I think it was the intention of the Senate to draw the line some- 
where in this matter, and to take a part of the jurisdiction that has 
been exercised by the Committee on Military Affairs and the Committee 
on Naval Affairs from those committees and give it to the Committee 
on Coast Defenses. With that view the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
were made members of the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

It seems to me that such matters as floating batteries, rams, and other 
appliances for coast defenses, to be used only locally in the harbors in 
conjunction with fixed fortifications for the defense of a harbor, ought 
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to be referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. Ido not think they 
are properly a partof the Navy. At least I think it is apparent that 
the Senate intended to divide the jurisdiction between those two com- 
mittees. 

The Senator from Maine knows very well that there has been no a 
propriation made for any such purpose upon a bill coming from ei 
the Committee on Navai Affairs or the Committee on Military Affairs 
or the Committee on Coast Defenses, as a committee, but that all the 
appropriations which have been made have been inserted in the regu- 
lar appropriation bills, a!taough there was some objection made upon 
the floor of the Senate to the effect that it was not the proper way to 
make appropriations for these pu 

I speak not oily for myself but for the other members of the com- 
mittee, and I desire to retain for it such jurisdiction as it was intended 
by the Senate it should have. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DOLPH] moves the reference of the bill to the Committee on Coast De- 
fenses. 

Mr. HALE. Unless the Senatorfrom Oregon consents to a reference 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, I will move, with his consent, to 
amend his motion by referring the bill to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine pro to 
amend the pending motion so as to refer the bill to the Co ttee on 
Naval Affairs, which the Chair thinks is not in order. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will ask the Senator from Maine, with the consent 
of the Senate, that the motion to refer may lie over until to-morrow 
morning, in order that I may consult with the other members of the 
committee. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that course, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table until 
to-morrow, having been read twice by title. 

Mr. REAGAN (by request) introduced a bill (8. 3651) authorizi 
the construction of two steel cruisers to be armed with dynamite an 
torpedo throwers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (8. 3652) to allow persons who have 
abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make another 
entry, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3653) to authorize the sale of a tract of 
land in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3654) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison A. Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and geferred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3655) granting a pension to James 
Swift; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3656) granting a pension to 
George Batterson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3657) granting a pension to 
Adolph Henning; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Dr. Henning, which I 
move be referred to the Committee on Pensions, to accompany the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLODGETT introduced a bill (8. 3658) ting a pension to 
Elijah J. Booth; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3659) granting a pension to William H. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3660) to create a bureau of health 
and to prevent the introduction and extension of contagious and infece 
tious d in the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

Mr. GIBSON. This bill was draughted by committees of the several 
commercial organizations of the city of New Orleans, held October 5, 
1888, and itis accompanied by a memorial whichis notlong. I ask that 
the memorial may be printed in the RecorD, as it relates to a very im- 
portant subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The billis accompanied by a memo- 
rial, which the Senator from Louisiana asks may be printed in the REc- 
oRD. Is there objection? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we shall not commence that practice at 
this session. Let the memorial be printed as an ordinary document. 
I have no objection to that course, if the Senator thinks the memorial 
is important. 

Mr. GIBSON. Let the memorial be printed as an ordinary docu- 
ment, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Nr GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3661) authorizing the Secretary of 
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War to transfer the United States barracks and grounds at New Orleans 
’ to the Tulane University of Louisiana at New Orleans, for educational 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3662) to provide for the payment 
of Joseph H. Jenkins for services rendered by him as clerk to the sec- 
retary of the Territory of Colorado; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3663) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, 
in the State of Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
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order we have heretofore made. I am not opposed to the bill so faras 
I understand it, but I have had no opportunity to look inte the subject 
and to investigate it, to read the report or anything else relating to it. 
I was not aware that the bill would be called up to-day. I was not 
aware that the bill had been set down for to-day until the Senator from 
Massachusetts made the statement. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to debate? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course I do not wish to urge a bill upon the Senate 
where sufficient opportunity has not been given for its examination. 
But this matter is a very familiar one to the United States Senate. It 
has been discussed over and over again, session after session. A spe- 
cial committee was appointed in the early part of the last session to 
consider the President’s message touching the Pacific railroads and the 
indebtedness of the companies to the United States. That committee 
devoted its time, all that it could spare, to the investigation. It gave 
thorough attention and examination to the subject committed to it. 
Long before the close of the session it came to a definite conclusion, 
and a unanimous conclusion, as to one of those railroads, the Union 
Pacific and the Central Branch. It found that the Union and Central 
roads proper could not be. connected: that it was impossible from the 
difference in the conditions and the propositions of the respective cor- 
porations. Therefore it reported a bill touching only the Union Pacific 
and Central Branch. It reported that bill unanimously. The report 
was made in writing, and was printed as many as four months ago. 
It was printed July 31, 1888. 

A special order was made of this bill for 2 o’clock to-day, but notice 
was given by the Senator from Iowa that he would call up the tariff 
bill at 2 o’clock. It seemed to me that this bill could be disposed of 
in four or five morning hours, there being but little routine business 
now to be attended to, and it looks as if it was my duty to insist upon 
the motion which I made, and which I gave notice yesterday I would 
make to-day. I do not see now any reason why I ought not to insist 
upon the motion, of course taking the direction of the Senate in rela- 
tion to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is, I think, fully as mucha question of private 
interest as of public interest. The debt which it is proposed to adjust 
does not mature forabout nine years. I think I can conceive that in the 
present temper of the public mind, and in view of some promises which 
have been rather recently made, more obligation rests upon the Senate 
to discharge the public business which is before it, and which has been 
more or less at issue during the recent campaign, than to take up any 
matter of private concern. 

The Senator from Maine, I think, is mistaken in his estimate that 
four or five morning hours will dispose of this measure. It is one 
which, in my judgment, will require a great deal of debate. Without 
in any way saying what may become of the bill, it will be found, I 
think, to be one of rather more importance than he seems to suppose; 
that is to say, of importance in a direction which he does not appear to 
have taken into account. 

I therefore think that if there is any spare time between now and 2 
o’clock, at which hour, I understand, the Senator from Jowa will call 
up the tariff bill, it would be as well to anticipate that time and take 
up the tariff bill now. 



















































AMENDMENT TO REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment to be proposed by him to the 
bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation 
to the collection of the revenue; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no resolutions, concur- 
rent or other, the order of morning business is closed. The Senator 
from Maine | Mr. FRYE] yesterday gave notice of his intention to move 
for the consideration of a bill at the close of the routine morning busi- 
ness to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to aidin the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; also 
to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and to pro- 
vide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to 
aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to secure to the 
United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the com- 
panies therein mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII be- 
ing in order, the Senator from Maine moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill 3401. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg leave to inquire if the report of the special 
committee on that subject has been printed and laid on the desks of 
Senators ? 

Mr. FRYE. It was printed-at the last session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report and the testimony have 
been printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It seems to me that Senators ought to have an 
opportunity to examine that report before being called upon to vote 
on the bill. As all are aware, there was not very much opportuni 
to do so during the latter days of the last session, and the vacation ig 
been a very short one. This is a very important matter, as all mus 
agree. The testimony, I understand, is very voluminous. For one I 
should like to have an opportunity to examine it. 

I may vote for the bill when it comes up and I may not. I confess 
for one (I speak for myself) I have had no opportunity to give any 
time to the matter. I should be very much gratified if the bill could Mr. FRYE. Iam entirely willing to have a reassignment of this 
be laid over. This is the second day of the session. The tariff bill is | bill, if the Senate will consent, for one week from to-day. That will 
on the table, as I understand, ready to be proceeded with, and it seems | give time for Senators to examine the reports and the bill, ete. If that 
to me we might go on with something that we knew more about than | will satisfy the Senate I will consent to do it and ask that the bill be 
we now do about the bill called up by the Senator from Maine. made the regular order after the routine business in the morning for 

Mr. HOAR. What is the question, Mr. President ? “| Tuesday next. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
in order, the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] moves that the Senate | mous consent—— 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 3401. Mr. PLUMB. [I shall object, Mr. President. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— Mr. FRYE. I move, then, that the bill be made a special order for 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can proceed only by unani- | Tuesday next. 
mous consent. The Chair hears no objection. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 

Mr. MITCHELL. I call for the reading of the report. Senate bill 3401 be made the special order for Tuesday, December 11, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to | at 2 0’clock in the afternoon. 
the motion of the Senator from Maine to proceed to the consideration Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire as a matter of parliamentary 
of the hill, The report can not properly be read until that question | law, the bill being now a special order under the order of the Senate, 
is decided and the Senate agrees to take up the bill. whether a simple motion to postpone it until Tuesday next would not 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon; I thought the bill was before the | effect the purpose. _ 

Senate. The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair thinks the motions would 
Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that it is hardly worth while to take | be equivalent to each other; that a motion to postpone would have the 
up this bill during the morning hour. I do not believe the Senate is | same effect as a motion to make the bill a special order. 
now prepared to enter into a discussion of it. Unlesssome Senator de- Mr. HOAR. The distinction, if the Chair pleases, is this, that an 
sires to address the Senate on the subject, it seems to me that it would | original motion to make a special order requires a two-thirds vote, while 
be well to postpone it and proceed with what it was understood would | a motion to postpone a special order from day to day only requires a 
be the — order when we came together, the tariff bill. majority vote. That is the point I had in my mind when I made the 
Mr. HOAR. This bill was set down by a special vote. inquiry. 
Mr. TELLER. It was set down for when? The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the consid- 

Mr. HOAR. It was set down for this morning by a special vote at | eration of this bill having been assigned for 2 o’clock to-day it can not 
the last session. , ae be proceeded with now except by a vote; and the bill not having been 

, Mr. TELLER. Ifit was set down for this day it will come up at 2 | taken up, the Chair is of opinion that a motion to postpone it at this 
o’clock. This proceeding does not seem to be in accordance with any | time or to make it a special order for Tuesday week is not in order. 
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Mr. FRYE. Then the objection made by the Senator from Kansas 
ails. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Until 2 o’clock. The Chair is of 


opinion that the motion can not be made now, nor until after the bill 
is taken up. 

Mr. FRYE. I withdraw my motion now, and will renew it at 2 
o'clock. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I meve that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 9051. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, 
being in order, the Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

Mr. ALLISON. When this bill was under consideration in October 
last there was an understanding respecting the reading of the bill and 
amendment, and the method of consideration. I do not remember 
precisely the details of the understanding. I presume it can be ascer- 
tained by referring tothe Journal. I know the first or formal reading 
of the bill was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understanding, as the Chair re- 
calls it, was that the bill from the House of Representatives was not 
to be read formally, but that the reading was to proceed upon the sub- 
stitute reported by the Senate Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lettheclerks refertothe Journal. Ishould beglad 
to know just what was the exact order made at that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the entry 
in the Journal bearing upon the subject. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

On motion by Mr. ALLason, 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, the bill (H. 


R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of 
the revenue; and, 


On motion by Mr. ALLIsox, and by unanimous consent, 

Ordered, That the part to be inserted in the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Finance be first considered. 

Pending debate, 

On motion by Mr. Coxr, 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that all? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was no agreement at all, then. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was a further agreement respecting the con- 
sideration of the bill by paragraphs, as I remember. 

Mr. HOAR. The ReEcorD will show. 

* The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To ascertain the agreement that 
was made in that particular, reference to the RECORD would be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. ALLISON. It-is manifest that it isnot to read all at 
once the entire substitute reported, which would take a day or two; 
and unless wnanimoas consent has already been given, I ask now unan- 
imous consent that the substitute may be read for amendment by par- 
agraphs and sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent that the substitute reported by the Senate Committee 
on Finance may be read by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. By paragraphs and sections—as to the detailof the 
tariff sections by paragraphs, and as to the remaining portion of the 
measure by sections. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute may de read by paragraphs and sec- 
tions for amendment, the first formal reading at length being waived. 

Mr. VANCE, Is it not more in order to have it read for information 
first, and then by paragraphs for amendment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the usual order. The Sen- 
ator from Lowa asks that that order may be changed, that the formal 
reading may be waived and that the substitute be read by paragraphs 
and sections for amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I shall object to that, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from North Carolina 
objects. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the substitute reported by the 
Committee on Finance. Having read the first and second paragraphs 
of the proposed section 1— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be suspended. 
The proceeding relative to this bill, which occurred on the 8th of Oc- 
tober last, and as found printed in the REcoRD of the 9th of October, 
will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Alison. I move that the Senate to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection 
of the revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

pi geen pe dee np The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of 
a May ope be read at length. 


ALLison, As this is a long bill and the Senate ia familiar with its provis- 


ment reported by the Committee on Finance 
is so ordered. 
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ions, at least with those of the original House bill, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading of the bill at length may be d with, and that as the 
substitute is read it may be open to amendment; that is to say, that the formal 


—— eS may be dispensed with. 
The pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no objection. 


Mr. Moreay. I ask the Senator from lowa if there is any objection to having 
the measure printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. Harris. It has been printed in the Recorp,I think. 

Mr. ALLIson. No, it has not been printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. Moreay. Not the bill. 

Mr. Harris. The reports were printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. Auuison. Is it proposed that both the bill and the substitute be printed 
me REcorp? 


r. I suppose there is no objection to so nting the bill and 
amendment, if the Senator it. ” " 


Mr. Morgan. Yes, | make 8 My purpose, of course, is toget 
the amendment of the Senate Committee on Finance before the country. The 
bill itself has been before thecountry. Itis a House bill, and has been printed, 


I believe, in various forms. I have no objection te the bill going in. My re- 


quest, though, was as tothe amendment. 
Mr. ALLI80: 
in the 


N. I have no objection certainly to the amendment being printed 
The PREsIpENtT If there be no objection, the amendment of the 


pro 
Committee on Finance will be printed in the Recorp. 


Mr. Harris. If either is printedin the Rzecorp, let the bill and amendment 
both be printed. 
that, Mr. President. 


Mr. Burier. I was about to sa 
The PRESIDENT tempore. If there be no objection, the bill andthe amend- 
l be printed in the Recorp.. It 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then follows the print of the bill 


and amendment. 


Mr. ALLISON. From the proceedings as read at the Secretary’s 


desk it certainly would be open to question whether the order I asked 
for at that time would include the ontission of the formal reading of 
the substitute; but it was my intention at the time to dispense not only 


with the reading of the original bill, but also with the formal reading 


of the substitute. The object, I think, of my suggestion is clear, from 


the fact that I asked that as the substitute wasread it might be open to 
amendment. It was, of course, my intention that the formal reading of 
the substitute should be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was the request of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, itseems to me, with all deference to the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, unless there is express information on the 
subject, unanimous consent has already been given. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If that was a continuing order, not 
interrupted by the iibouninabh of the Senate, the Chair would hold 
that undoubtedly the formal reading had been waived. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make an inquiry. I inquire whether 
the bill will not be open to amendment after it has been read through 
in detail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the uniform practice of the 
Senate it will be. 

Mr, SHERMAN. So, I take it, if the Senator from North Carolina 
wishes, as I understand him to wish, to have the substitute open to 
amendment, amendments to be offered by any member of the Senate 
after it has been read in detail, he has that right under the general 
rules of the Senate, and even if the bill has been gone through and has 
been subject to amendment by detail and by paragraphs and sections, 
after that has been concluded in Committee of the Whole, it is still opep 
to any amendments that may be offered. 

Mr. VANCE. It did not occur to me when I objected to the read- 
ing of the substitute for amendment by sections that unanimous con- 
sent had been given in the closing days of the last session to waive the 
formal reading of the measure at 

I wish to say that on this side of the Chamber we are not prepared 
to go on immediately with the measure by sections, amending it as we 
go on; and if we were to go on with it now it would necessitate our 
going back to propose amendments to such parts as may have been 
passed over. 

I suggest, with a view really to saving time, thata postponement of 
the bill be made until this time to-morrow, when the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Finance Committee will try to be ready with their amend- 
ments and go on regularly with the bill. If we were to go on now it 
would necessitate our going back again, which would occupy more time 
and introduce more confusion i1to the consideration of the measure 
than if the bill were suffered to go over to-day and be taken up to- 


morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the further consideration of the bill be 
until to-morrow at 2 o’clock. > eee 
Mr. ALLISON. [If the bill is to be postponed until to-morrow—and 
of course I do not wish to it unduly—lI suggest to Senators that 
we take it immedia after the morning business to-morrow. 
With that and with the farther und that the 
substitute shall thtn be read for amendment, and amendments shall 
then be offered if any are to be moved, I am willing that it may go 
over until to-morrow, in deference to wishes of Senators on the other 

side. 
Mr. VANCE. That would be agreeable to me. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Iowa propose after 
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that the right to amend a paragraph which has | the public schools of the District of Columbia for the current fiscal 


puree? 
n passed over shall be cut off by this agreement? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not so , nor so desi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, then, the 
consideration of the bill is postponed until to-morrew at the close of 
the routine morning business, when it will be resumed and considered 

paragraphs and sections, the formal reading of the-substitute being 
waived. 

The Secretary will report the first billom the Calendar under Rule 
Vill. 

The Corer CierK. Order of Business 1996, a bill (H. R. 5080) for 
the relief of C. B. Wilson. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I doubt whether we shall make any progress to- 
day, and therefore I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 56 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, December 5, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. , 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 4, 1888, 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mriigurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
The following additional members appeared and took their seats: 
Mr. C. N. Brum, of Perusylvania; 

Mr. WILLIAM D. Bynu™, of Indiana; 
Mr. G. W. Crouse, of (nio; 

Mr. AsHBeL P. Fircn, if New York; 
Mr. M. T. GRANGER, of Connecticut; 
Mr. T. D. Jounston, of North Carolina; 
Mr. W. H. MARTIN, of Texas; 

Mr. J. L. MACDONALD, of Minnesota; 
Mr. J. McKenna, of California; 

Mr, R. J. VANCE, of Connecticut; 

Mr. T. 8. WrLkrnson, of Louisiana; and 
Mr. Jacos Yost, of Virginia. 


ANNUAL REPORT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the annual report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for the year 1888; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REFUND OF CUSTOMS DUTIES. 


The SPEAKER aiso laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of the refund of customs 
duties for the fiseal year 18*8; which was referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the contingent expenses of 
that Department for the fiscal year 1888; which was referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PAYMENTS TO INFORMERS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting report of payments made to informers» 
and seizing officers under the eustoms-revenue laws for the fiscal year 
1888; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Comptroller of the Currency to the second session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

7 PRIVATE LAND CLAIM, NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, a report of the surveyor-general for New 
Mexico on the private land elaim numbered 156 ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF PROPAGATION OF FOOD FISHES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Fish and Fisheries, transmitting statement of expendi- 
tures for the propagation of food fishes for the fiscal year 1888;-which 
was are to the Committee ou Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMPENSATION, PUBLIC SCHOOL TEACHERS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the presi- 
dent of the Board of Commissioners for the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting an exhibit showing the compensation paid to each teacher of 


year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, transmitting a report relative to the construction of the 
building for the Library of Congress under the provisions of the sun- 
dry civil appropriation act, approved October 2, 1888; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INVENTORY OF PROPERTY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, transmitting an inventory of tbe prop- 
erty of the United States in the possession of the Clerk of the House; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROPERTY IN CHARGE OF THE DOORKEEPER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Door- 
keeper of the House of Representatives, transmitting a statement of 
property in charge of the Doorkeeper belonging to the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALES OF WASTE PAPER, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report by the Door- 
keeper of the House of Representatives, showing sales of waste pape 
in his department since the commencement of the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follews: 

To Mr. STRUBLE, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 
To Mr. LAFFOooN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. FutuEr, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. CARLTON, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. CLARDY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that leave of absence be also granted for ten days to my colleague, Mr. 
CONGER. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ADDITIONAL MESSENGER, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be authorized to appoint one ad- 
ditional messenger, who shall also act as night watchman, at a salary of $100 
per month during the remainder of this session; said messenger to be assigned 
to duty with the committees of the House of Representatives located in the 
Butler Building, and whoshall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

TESTIMONY, ALASKA SEAL FISHERIES. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries have leave to print the 
evidence taken by that committee in the investigation regarding the 
seal fisheries of Alaska. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SESSIONS OF COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to offer the resolution I send to the desk, and to ask 
for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, and its subcommittees, have 
leave to sit during the sessions of the House. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and agreed to. 

PURCHASE OF REAL ESTATE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. TAULBEE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee om Rules: 

Whereas it is stated i, certain newspapers that the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have in recent purchases of real estate within and for the use 
of the District of Columbia paid to and through certain agents, appointed or 
employed by them, prices above that asked or received by the vendees or own- 
ers of such property, contrary to law: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives appoint a special 
committee of five members to investigate the matter, and report to the House 
in writing. 

Mr. MCRAE. Iask tointroduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest that to-day be regarded as Mon- 
day, and that the States and Territories be called for the introduction 
of bills and resolutions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I object for the present. 
cially assigned for to-day. 

SECOND ENTRY OF PUBLIC LANDS, 

Mr. McRAE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11620) 
to allow persens who have abandoned or relinquished their homestead 
entries to make another entry, and for other purposes; which was read 


@ first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


An order has been spe- 
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ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. MACDONALD. I ask to have printed in the Recorp, without 
the names, the petition which I send to theClerk’sdesk. Itis a peti- 
tion of the citizens of North Dakota asking for the immediate admission 
of South Dakota and Montana, and for constitutional conventions in 
North Dakota, Washington, and New Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The pe- 
tition will be referred to the Committee on the Territories, and be 
printed in the Recorp. 

The petition is as follows: 

NORTH DAKOTA STATEHOOD LEAGUE. 


To Hon. Grover Cleveland, President, and to the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of America: 

We, the undersigned citizens and electors of North Dakota fully rep- 
resent that the best interests of the country, and especially of the erritories, re- 
quire the immediate admission of all the States formed from Territories now 
ready for admission into the Union, and the speedy formation of State constitu- 
tions for the remainder, including North Dakota, Washington, and New Mexico. 
We therefore pray that the President may recommend the admission of South 
Dakota and Montana under their constitutions, and that the Fiftieth Congress 
forthwith admit the same, and provide for constitutional conventions in North 
Dakota, and the other Territories, in harmony with the ordinance of 1787, and a 
long line of precedents; and they will ever pray. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H, Res. 234) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT TO GENERAL KNOX. 


Mr. DINGLEY. At the last session a special assignment was made 
for to-day of Senate bill No. 449, for the erection of a monument to 
Maj. Gen. Henry Knox, at Thomaston, Me. Subsequently, in my ab- 
sence, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] entered a motion to 
reconsider the special assignment, which is a privileged question before 
the House; and I now move that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. COX. What is the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. For the erection of a monument to Maj. Gen. Henry 
Knox. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, is that the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. Itisaprivileged motion. The rule expressly pro- 
vides that after six days shall have elapsed from the time when a 
motion to reconsider was entered any member may call it up as a 
privileged motion. 

Mr. KILGORE. I desire to submit a point of order upon the order 
made at the last session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. The rule provides that any measure contemplating 
an appropriation of money must be considered in Committee of the 
Whole. I take it that that rule can be dispensed with; but the rule 
also provides that no change in the rule can be made except upon one 
day’s notice thereof. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiIncLEry] asked 
unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill 8. 
449, and assign the 4th day of December for the consideration of that 
bill. Now, I take it that it was competent for the House to assign the 
4th day of December for the consideration of that bill; but it was not 
competent for the House to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the consideration of the bill. t is the point I make. 

TheSPEAKER. Evenif an order to assign a bill for consideration on 
a certain day is considered as a change of the rules of the House which 
would require one day’s notice, still the House by unanimous con- 
sent can dispense with that one day’s notice, and that was what was 
done on the occasion to which the gentleman has referred. This order 
wis made by unanimous consent of the House, and no objection was 
offered by any member on the floor, so that the Chair thinks the objec- 
tion is too late now. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the motion now is to iay the motion 
to reconsider on the table, and that that motion isnot debatable. This 
is a measure to appropriate $25,000 to build a monument to the mem- 
ory of Major-General Knox, at Thomaston, Me. Will not the bill have 
to be considered ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read if it is taken up by the 
House. But the question now is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DrnGLEy] to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘Mr. SPRINGER. hat was the original motion? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 449) for the erection of a monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. 
Henry Knox, at Thomaston, Me, 

The SPEAKER. By an order made at the last session this bill was 
set for consideration on this day, and after that, and within the time 
prescribed by the rules, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGoRE] 
entered a motion to recOnsider that order. That is the motion which 
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the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] now moves to lay on the 


table. 


Mr. KILGORE. Can the bill be read? 


_ The SPEAKER. It can be read by unanimous consent. The House 
is not now called to vote upon the bill, but to vote on the motion to 


lay on the table. 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 


seemed to have it. 
A division was demanded. 
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The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 42. 
Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that no quorum has 


voted. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. DinG- 


LEY]. 


Mr. DINGLEY. We may as well-have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
125, nays 53, not voting 146; as follows: 


YEAS—125. 
Adams, Cutcheon, Hunter, 
Allen, Mass, Daizell, ackson, 
Allen, Mich. Davis, Johnston, Ind, 
Atkinson, De Lano, ones, 
Bacon, Dibble, Kean, 
Baker, N. Y, Dingley, Kelley, 
Baker, Ill, Dorsey, Ketcham, 
a7ee, ——. some, 
, ‘arquhar, Ww, 
Bins, Felton, Lehl s 
Finley, Lodge, 
Bound, Fi » Long 
Boutelle, Foran, McAdoo, 
Bowen, Ford, McComas, 
Brewer, Gallinger, McCormick, 
Browne, Ind. > McKenna, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gest, McKinley, 
Buchanan, Grimes, Moffitt, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Morrill, 
Butler, Grout, Morrow, 
Bynum, Harmer, Nelson, 
Campbell, F.,N. Y. Haugen, Nichols, 
Campbell,T. J.,.N.Y.Hayden, Nutting, 
nnon, Henderson,Iowa O’Donnell, 
Caruth, Hermann, O'Neill, Pa. 
Caswell, Hiestand, Osborne, 
Catchings, Hires, Patton, 
Clark, Holmes, Payson, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Va. Penington, 
Cox, Hopkins, N. Y. eters, 
Crouse, Houk, Reed, 
Cummings, Hovey, * Rockwell, 
NAYS—53. 
Abbott, n, MeMillin, 
Allen, Miss. Dockery, McRae, 
Anderson, Il. Elliott, Neal, 
; Granger, 


Henderson, N.C. 


Oates, 
Outhwaite, 


chard, Herbert, . Peel, 

. Holman, Rayner, 
Blount, Howard, Richardson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Johnston, N.C. Rowland, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Lane, Sayers, 
Bryce, Lanham, Shaw, 
Cobb, Latham, Shively, 
Cowles, Martin, Smith 
Crisp, McCreary, Springer, 

NOT VOTING—l46. 
Anderson,Iowa Dougherty, Landes, 
Anderson, Miss. Dunn, Lawler, 
Anderson, Kans. Enloe, Lee, 
Arnold, Ermentrout, Lind, 
Barnes, Fisher, Lyman, 
Belden, Fitch, Lynch, 
Belmont, Forney, onald, 
Bingham, ; Maffett, 
Bowden, Fuller, Mahoney, 
Brower, Funston, Maish, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va.Gaines, Mansur, 
Brown, Ohio Gay, Mason, 
Brumm, Gibson, M 
ew, Glass, McClammy, 
Bunnell, Glover, McCullogh, 
Burnes, Goff, McKinney, 
Burnett, Greenman, McShane, 
. Guenther, Merriman, 
,Ohio, Hall, Milliken, 
ler, Hare Mills, 
Carlton, Hatch, Montgomery, 
— 2 fe 
y : organ, 
Clements, te - m. Newt 
ewton, 
Cockran, Hitt, Norwood, 
Collins, Hogg, o 
San Hovin: m O Neill'M 
, ° ; 0. 
Gothran utto% Parke 
> Hutton Parker, 
Crain, Kennedy, 
Culberson, Kerr, Perry, 
‘Fie Phelps, 
Davenport, elps, 
Davidson, Ala. Lagan, Pidcock, 
Davidson, Fla. Laird, Plumb, 


Romeis, 
Rowell 
Russell, Conn, 
Ryan, 

Scull, 
Seymour, 
Sherman, 
Sowden, 
Spinola, 


Turner, Kans. g 
Vandever, ’ 


Whiting, Mass. 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Yardley, 

Yost. 


Stone, Mo. 
’ 


mes, 


T aylor b. B. O hie 
i , 
T o nd, 


Vance, 
W: 


White, Ind. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whitthorne, 
Wick 
Wilber, 
Woodbarn, 
Yoder. 
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So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the table. 

Daring the roll-call, ‘ 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names of members voting was dispensed with. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleague [Mr. WHITrHORNE] is detained 
at home by illness. 

The following members were announced as paired until further no- 
tice: 

Mr. RoGERs with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. CooPER. 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

r. TOWNSHEND with Mr. STRUBLE. 

. Moore with Mr. WICKHAM. 

. CARLTON with Mr. SAWYER. 

. WHITTHORNE with Mr. Waite, of Indiana. 
. MERRIMAN with Mr. WILBER. 

. HEMPHILL with Mr. CHEADLE. 

. COTHRAN with Mr. Brown, of Ohio. 

. PERRY with Mr. BELDEN. 

. Davipson, of Florida, with Mr. Funston. 
. MORGAN with Mr. PARKER. 

. Hatcn with Mr. SPOONER. 

. SENEY with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, for this day. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker I now call up the bill (S. 449) for 
the erection of a monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox 
at Thomaston, Me. 

Mr. McCREARY. Iask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. [raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER.» The gentleman has the right to raise that ques- 
tion. The question is, Will the House now proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill has not been read, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read, if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does the reading of the bill interfere with my 
raising the question of consideration? If so, I do not yield. 

The SPEAKER. Itdoesnot. Therule provides that whenever the 
reading of any paper upon which the House is not then called to take 
a final vote is demanded and objected to the House shall determine 
whether it shall be read or not; but there was no objection to the re- 
quest for the reading of this bill, and the reading will not interfere at 
all with the question of consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be used for the erection of a monument to the mem- 
ory of Maj. Gen. ory Knox at Thomaston, Me., and for ding and inclosing 
with stone curbing and iron fencing the lot upon which said monument shall be 
erected, which sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, or stch officer as he may designate: Provided, That the money hereby 
appropriated shall be drawn from time to time only as may be required dur- 
ing the progress of the work, and upon the requisition of the Secretary of War: 
And p , That no part of the sum hereby appropriated shall be so 
expended until a suitable lot at Thomaston, Me., for the erection of said monu- 
mentshall be conveyed, with all the right, title, and interest therein of the owner 
thereof, to the United States, and the deed duly recorded, and the town of 


Thomaston shall have provided for public use an open highway thereto. 
Sec. 2. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of this bill? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 89, noes 30. 

Mr. KILGORE, No quorum. ° 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint as tellers the tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiInGLry]. 

Mr. KILGORE (before the completion of the court). Mr. Speaker, 
I am willing to abandon the point of no quorum with the understand - 
ing that we shall have half an hour on each side for the discussion of 
this question, and that we shall have the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion of ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the tellers report—ayes 93, 
noes 5. The ayes have it, and the House determines to proceed with 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is a Senate bill which has been 
unanimously reported by the House Committee on the Library. It 
appropriates $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. Henry Knox, of 
Revolutionary fame, and provides that this monument shall be erected 
in the town in which his remains are buried and where he resided after 
he retired from the position of Secretary of War. The bill also pro- 
vides that the town of Thomaston shall first convey to the United 
— a rae @utgenien erection of the monument. 

mong isti generals who led the Continental army, 
under the immediate direction of Washington, and achieved our “4 
tional independence, none is entitled to have his memory held in higher 
esteem than Maj. Gen. Henry Knox, the trusted artillery leader and 
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associate of Washington, and his Secretary of War and of the Navy 
when the ‘‘ Father of his Country ’’ was called to the Presidency. 

Born in Boston July 25,1750,of Scotch and Irish stock, Knox, though a 
young man of only twenty-four, came prominently into notice in 1774 as 
one of the patriotleaders. When war was inevitable he joined the ranks 
of the patriot militia, notwithstanding the opposition of his wife’s rela- 
tives, who were prominent Tories. The night before the battle of 
Bunker Hill, young Knox, accompanied by his wife, who sympathized 
with the American cause, and who concealed his weapons in the lining 
of her garments, escaped from Boston, then garrisoned by the British 
troops, and joined the patriot forces. Although not in commission, 
Knox took a conspicuous part in the battle of Bunker Hill as an aid to 
General Ward. 

Immediately after the battle Knox was recognized as one of the most 
efficient officers in the Continental army which invested Boston. When 
Washington took command, his skill as an engineer in planning forti- 
fications and as an artillerist in placing his guns, attracted the attention 
of the commander-in-chief, and from that time to the end of the war 
Washington trusted to Knox’s military skill and sagacity more than 
to any other officer associated with him. 

The first mission which Washington intrusted to Knox was that of 
procuring artillery from -Ticonderoga to place in the works which he 
had constructed for the investment of Boston. In the winter of 1775-76 
Knox brought from far-off Ticonderoga to Boston, over rugged mount- 
ains, through unbroken forests, and over frozen rivers and swamps, 
eight brass and six iron mortars, two iron howitzers, thirteen brass and 
twenty-six iron cannon, 2,300 pounds of lead, and a barrel of flints. 

When Knox accomplished his difficult mission so successfully and 
rejoined the army at Cambridge, Washington appointed him to the 
chief command of the artillery of the Continental army. This posi- 
tion he filled with so great success that he was promoted from colonel 
to brigadier-general, and long before the war closed was made a major- 
general. 

Knox was actively engaged in the New Jersey campaign, having 
charge of the artillery in the battles of Trenton, Princeton, German- 
town, Monmouth, and Brandywine. He shared with Washington the 
hardships and anxieties of that terrible winter at Valley Forge. After 
the battle of Monmouth, Knox was specially thanked by Washington 
for the ability with which he had handled his artillery. 

Irving gives a picture of the patriot camp at Morristown and of 
Washington with his three trusted generals, Greene, Sullivan, and 
‘brave, genial, generous Knox, never so happy as when by his side.’’ 
Knox was in the grand battery near Washington at the siege of York- 
town, and was selected by the commanding general to receive the sword 
of Cornwallis. To Knox was given the delicate and difficuit task of 
disbandiag the American army at West Point at the successful close 
of the war for independence—a duty which he performed with such con- 
summate tact and skill as to receive the thanks of the American people. 
After the farewell address of Washington it was Knox who moved the 
resolution of thanks, and it was Knox who received the first farewell 
embrace. 

In 1784 Knox was appointed by Congress Secretary of War under the 
Confederation. When the new government wasinaugurated under the 
Constitution, Washington called to his assistance his trusted friend, 
General Knox, who was appointed Secretary of War and charged with 
the duty of laying the foundations for anavy. When Washington was 
inaugurated for a second time, in 1793, he continued Knox in his posi- 
tion as Secretary of Warand Navy. In 1795, after eleven years of serv- 
ice in this important position, during which time he laid the founda- 
tions of a navy as well as an army, Knox retired from public life and 
moved to Thomaston, Me., to manage an estate, into the possession of 
which he had come by purchase and through inheritance by his wife. 

At Thomaston he erected a fine mansion, where he received the visits 
of Talleyrand, Louis Philippe, and other noted men, dispensed generous 
hospitality, and entered upon large business operations. Here, in the 
midst of his usefulness, beloved by his neighbors and friends, and held 
in honor by a grateful country, Knox died suddenly October 25, 1806. 
He was buried October 28 with military honors near his mansion, but 
his remains were subsequently removed to the handsome village ceme- 
tery, where they now lie. 

Congress has appropriately recognized the obligation of the people of 
the United States to do honor to the memory of the patriotic leaders 
whose services on the battle-field achieved the independence of the 
United States. Themonumentsand memorials which have been erected 
in the national capital, or on the field where their most conspicuous serv- 
ices were rendered, or in the places where they lived and died, are not 
only a just recognition of the valuable services of the patriot dead, but 
also a conspicuous incitement to those who come after them to emulate 
their patriotism and fidelity. 

Judged by the importance of his services in the war for independence, 
by the high esteem in which he was held by the Father of his Country, 
and by his prominence in the work of organizing the Army and Navy 
under the Confederation and under the Presidency of Washington—at 
once soldier and statesman—it would be difficult to name a Revolution- 
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ary hero, after Washington, more deserving to have his memory per- 
petuated by an appropriate monument than General Knox. , 

Undoubtedly in due time astatue of Knox will be placed in Statuary 
Hall, in this Capitol, by the State of Maine, in which district Knox 
spent the closing years of his life and with whose interests he was 
closely identified. 

But it is fitting that the Republic in whose creation he bore so con- 
spicuous a part should erect in the beautiful village where General Knox 
lived and died, and where his remains now repose, an ap’ iate me- 
morial which shall not only give expression to the nation’s gratitude 
for the services of Washington’s most trusted commander, counselor, 
and Cabinet officer in the creation and organization of the United States, 
but which also shall serve to impress upon every citizen who stands on 
the soil where the remains of this foremost hero of the Revolution rest 
the deep and abiding conviction—so essential to the development of 
patriotism—that the nation will not forget the services rendered by the 
brave leaders who struggled so long and so hard to secure her inde- 
pendence. 

Mr. Speaker, I have agreed to give my friend from Texas [Mr. K11- 
GORE], who is opposed to this bill, the control of half an hour’s time 
in opposition to the measure. I now yield to him thirty minutes to 
use as he may see fit. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I am willing to concede everything 
said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DinGLEY] in praise of Major- 
General Knox and in commendation of the great services rendered the 
country by him during the Revolutionary war. I am willing to con- 
cede that he was a very distinguished soldier and one of the greatest 
and purest patriots of that period. But Iam not willing toadmit that 
he and his reputation and his patriotism and his great services to the 
cause of liberty, taken all together, are superior to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

I have investigated this subject, have taken the pains to look into it 
with some care, and have never yet been able to find a single clause or 
sentence or line in the Constitution of the United States authorizing 
Congress to enact legislation of this character. If my distinguished 
friend from Maine can enlighten meand the House and the country on this 
branch of this important and interesting question it will afford me 
great pleasure to listen to him. Whenever objection to such legisla- 
tion is urged on the ground that there is no constitutional authority 
for it the invariable answer is that there are precedents for it; that Con- 
gress has on some former occasion passed laws of asimilar nature. This 
is deemed aconclusive answer by the advocates of such measures, who 
are ever quoting precedents and never quoting the Constitution. 

I take it there are precedents for bills like this; in fact, precedent can 
perhaps be found somewhere in the history of the legislation of this 
country for almost any scheme that it ever entered intothe mind of 
man to conceive. But it ought not to be necessary for me to suggest to 
this House that Congress does not derive its authority from precedent. 
If this is a government of limited power, the limitation on its author- 
ity must be contained in the Constitution of the United States, and it 
is to that instrament we must look as furnishing the only guide for ac- 
tion by Congress. It is true, in construing or interpreting a doubtful 
clause in the organic law of the land, a line of precedent in one direc- 
tion, concurred in by the whole country, would probably be sufficient 
to determine the meaning of such clause. 

If Congress can, by piling up vicious ents one upon another, 
acquire authority not specifically granted by the Constitution, can 
enact laws wholly unauthorized by the Constitution, then this is no 
longer a Government of limited power and there is no restraint upon 
Federal legislation and no to the in whose interest the 
Constitution was formed. The Constitution could, according to this 
theory, be utterly subverted by the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk this morning’s CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and ask that the Clerk read the marked in the admirable 
message sent to Congress on yesterday by President. They are 
peculiarly pertinent to questions such as are now before this House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The people must still be taxed for the of the Government under the 
m of tarifflaws. But to the extent the mass of our citizens are in- 





ordinately burdened beyond any useful Sa and for the benefit of a 
favored few, the Government, under pretext of an exercise of its power. 
enters itously into with these favorites, to their ad an 
te the injury of a vast of our people. 

The necessity of the reduction of our revenue is soapparent 


be pd. ae 
conceded. But the means by which this end shall be accom: the sum 
of direct benefit which shall result to our citizens present a controversy of the 
utmost importance. There should be no scheme accepted as satisfactory by 
which the burdens of the people ly ey Sa Extravagant 
ions of public money, wi . 
not be tolerated, either as a of 
ent surplus or as furn pretext for 
rates. Existing evils and injustice should be recognized, 
and effectively remedied. ere should be no cessation of the untila 
is , fair and conservative toward ustries, 
uce the cost to consumers of the necessaries Sad peaieeste 
for our manufacturers the advantage of freer raw materials and no 
to the interests of American labor. 
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ently heard, when efforts are made to deal in a just and comprehensive manner 
with our tariff laws, are related to, if they are not nsible for, the sentiment 
largely pene among the people that the General Government is the fount- 
ain of individ and private aid; that it may be expected to relieve with pa- 
ternal care the distress of citizens and communities, and that from the fullness 
of its Treasury it should, upon the slightest possible pretext of promoting the 
eral good, apply blie funds to the benefit of localities and individuals, 
or can it be denied that there is a growing assumption that, asagainst the Gov- 
ernment and in favor of private ms and interests, the usual rules and limita- 
tions of business principles and just dealing should be waived. 

These ideas have been unhappily much encouraged by legislative acqui- 
escence. Relief from contracts made with the Government is too easily ac- 
corded in favor of the citizen; the failure to support claims st the Govern- 
ment by proof is often supplied by no better consideration the wealth of 
the Government and the poverty of the claimant; gratuities in the form of pen- 
sions are granted upon no other real und than the needy condition of the 
applicant, or for reasons less valid; and large sums are expended for public 
buildings and other improvements upon representations scarcely claimed to be 
related to public needs and necessities. . 

The extent to which the consideration of such matters subordinates and post- 
penes action upon subjects of great public importance, but involving no special, 
private, or partisan interest, should arrest attention and lead to reformation. 

% & * * ~ * * 

Appropriation bills for the support of the Government are defaced by items 
and provisions to meet private ends, and it is freely asserted msible and 
experienced parties that a bill a priating money for public internal im- 

rovement would fail to meet with favor, unless it contained items more for 
ocal and private advantage than for public benefit. 

These statements can be much emp! by an ascertainment of the pro- 
portion of Federal legislation, which either bears upon its face its private r- 
acter,or which, upon examination, develops such a motive power. 

* a * * > = ~ 


This devotion will lead us to strongly resist all impatience of constitutional 
limitations of Federal oa. and to persistently check the increasing tendency 
to extend the scope of Federal legislation into the domain of State and local 
jurisdiction, upon the plea of subserving the public welfare. The preservation 
of the partitions between proper subjects of Federal and local care and regu- 
lation is of such importance under the Constitution, which is the law of our 
very existence, that no consideration of expediency or sentiment should tempt 
us to enter = doubtfal ground. We have undertaken to discover and pro- 
claim the richest blessings of a free Government, with the Constitution as our 
guide. Let us follow the ay it points out. It will not mislead us. And surely 
no one who has taken upon himself the solemn obligation to support and pre- 
serve the Constitution can find justification or solace for disloyalty in the excuse 
that he wandered and disobeyed in search of a better way to reach the public 
welfare than the Constitution offers. 

What has been said is deemed not inappropriate at a time when, from a cen- 
tury’s height, we view the way already trod by the American people, and at- 
tempt to discover their future path. 

The seventh President of the United States—the soldier and statesman, and 
at all times the firm and brave friend of the e—in vindication of his course 
as the protector of popular rights and the pion of true American citizen- 
ship declared : 

- ambition which leads me on is an anxious desire anda fixed determina- 
tion to restore to the ple, unimpaired, the sacred trust they have confided to 
my charge; to heal the wounds of the Constitution and to preserve it from fur- 
ther violation ; to persuade my countrymen, so far as I may, that it is not in a 
splendid government a by poy mon ical es- 
tablishments that they will find happiness, or their liberties protection, but in 
a plain a. void of pa rotecting all and granting favors to none—dis- 
nsing its blessings like the dews of ven, unseen and unfelt save in the 
ness and beauty they contribute to produce. It is such a government that 

the genius of our people requ an one only under which our States may 
remain, for ages to come, united, prosperous, and free.”’ 


Mr. KILGORE. In my humble judgment this private legislation is the 
bane of this country and the greatest evilofthe times. Thereis no doubt, 
Mr. Speaker, but this distinguished patriot of the American Revolution 
deserves a monument. It is entirely fit and proper that the memory 
of his great deeds should by perpetuated in that way. But I can not 
believe it is within the duty and the power of Congress to provide 
such monument. I do think Congress is exceeding its authority when 
it proposes to appropriate money wrung from the people by taxation 
to erect a monument in Maine, or Texas, or California, or elsewhere. 
It might be said with some plausibility that Congress could provide 
for such @ monument in the District of Columbia. 

Gentlemen who favor such legislation contend that ample authority 
therefor is found in that clause of the Constitution which declares that 

shall havethe power to lay and collect taxes, etc., ‘‘ to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States.’’ 

It can not be reasonably contended that the language which author- 
izes Congress to provide for the general welfare of the United States 
See eee See ee 
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If it does, can ‘declare any | which the j 
ment of the majority may deem to be promotive of the ‘‘general wel- 
fare,’’ and the j t and discretion of Congress in such cases would 


afford the only limitation upon its power, and this is the same as no 
limitation at all. 

The Constitution declares that Congress shall have authority to pass 
all laws to carry into effect the power delegated to the Fed- 
vested by the Constitution in 
or in any t or office 
thereof. The will and discretion of must be subor- 
dinate to the limitation imposed by the great charter of our liberties. 

All such legislation as that proposed by this bill is pernicious and 
dangerous because it is wholly unwarranted, and it certainly ought not 
indulged in by Congress. : 

, L yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 

But before he takes the floor I ask the right to extend 
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The gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1LGorE] asks 
leave to extend his remarks in the Recor. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me this bill comes here under 
peculiar circumstances. Why has not the State of Maine, which seems 
to be so patriotic on this occasion, built this monument to the memory 
of this i soldier when he died more than eighty years ago” 
I think we may reasonably suspect, inasmuch as the locality in which 
this distinguished soldier died has so long neglected his memory, that 
these have failed for so many years to go down into their own 

for the purpose of building a monument to the memory of one 
of their own distinguished patriots who died some ninety years ago—! 
think that the wholeof the patriotism which is manifested for the mem- 
ory of this distinguished patriot on this occasion is really more in the 


interest of an iation to adorn a town in the State of Maine than 
to te the memory of this distinguished Revolutionary soldier. 


But, Mr. Speaker, while the extract from the President’s annual 
message which has been read by the Clerk at the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KiLGORE] may have been good public policy, 
wise political economy, some time ago, yet we have recently learned 
in this country we are collecting money without costing any one a sin- 
gle cent; that the one hundred millions of surplus piled up in the Treas- 
ury is not a tax at all; that nobody is paying it; that the more we are 
taxed the richer we are getting. In that view of the question I do not 
know why gentlemea on the other side are so modest as merely to ask 
for $25,000 to erect this monument when they might as easily ask for 
an a of $100,000, and especially —— 

Mr. BOUTELLE (in ). That must have been the speech 
the gentleman made in Missouri during the late campaign. 

Mr. BLAND. And especially if it goes to the patriotic State of 
Maine, from which the elie quiianes semen who desires to in- 
terrupt me. I do not see why that State should claim all the patriot- 
ism in this country and yet for eighty-odd years have refused or neg- 

to build a monument to one of its own distinguished soldiers, 
comes here and asks on the part o/ Congress an appro- 
The patriotism here is that kind of patriotism 
ornament towns with monuments to the memory of 
a century ago, and whose memory has ever since 
neglected by these latter-day patriots of Maine. 
Mr. Speaker, as I said before, why should we object to this and 
constitutional questions when we are told that the great public 
interest requires that we should tax the people in order to enrich them? 
money enough to-day, and ought we not to squander 
it on monuments or to get rid of it in any other way so as to room 
for more taxation, because the more we are taxed, we have been told, 
the richer we are getting? That seems to have been settled as part of 
of the country. 
that at the last session of Congress I made a good many— 
say enemies on this floor, but I created a good deal of hard 
the part of members because I made objection to the erection 
ic buildings at various little hamlets throughout the country. 
notion that the money collected for that purpose 
on the ; that they had to pay it; that every expend- 
the public was at the cost of the taxation of the 
I have since then learned that is all a mistake. That is 
a mistake; and why not erect monuments? On the contrary, the 
the tax the richer the people are getting. Let us, therefore, 
thismonument. Letuserect public buildingseverywhere. Let 
us appropriate for rivers and harbors. Let us build navies. Let us 
raise armies. Go it, boots! Dad pays the whole expense, and who 
cares for the outcome? [Laughter and applause. ] . 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will now yield five minutes of my time to the 
Sele. anne 
BRECKINRIDGE, 
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any precedent has 

been established. This list includes a monument in Ohio to the mem- 
ory of William Henry Harrison; in Washington, to Zachary i 

to the memory of the soldiers at Valley Forge; in North 


ashington; in Maine, to Henry Knox: 

in New Jersey, a monument at Trenton; in W; Senmaeed 
to John A. Logan; and a monument at Point Pleasant, W. Va. 

How many may have been already provided for in the preceding 

Ido not know; but there is not one whose name is on this 

list who is not a man of whom this country may well be proud an<i 
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for whose memory the expenditure of the public money can not be just 
as well defended as for the distinguished hero and soldier whose monu- 
ment is to be erected if this Senate bill shall become a Jaw, und there 
are scores of others who are equally worthy as this list of heroes which 
I have read. . If such men, Mr. Speaker, glorious as they were and as 
heroic as were their services to the cause of liberty in this country, 
as Daniel Morgan, Henry Knox, Nathaniel Greene, and William Henry 
Harrison are appropriate objects for the appropriation on the pari of 
the National Government of moneys to erect monuments to their mem- 
ory within the limits of their respective States, then how many more 
are there of the heroes of the war of the Revolution, the second war of 
independence, fought in 1812, and the war with Mexico, as well as in 
the late war, who are equally worthy of that distinguished honor and 
for whose memory similar sums should be expended. 

I do not object to the erection of monuments in the city of Washing- 
ton for proper purposes; nor have I objected to the National Govern- 
ment aiding in the erection of monuments where the States or locali- 
ties themselves have come forward and given by private donation the 
bulk of the money to cover the expense, though that, I think, is a dan- 
gerous precedent; but if we enter, as we now propose to do in this par- 
ticular case, upon this character of legislation, attention having been 
called to it and a contest having been made over it, it will become a 
precedent for all other expenditures of money for this purpose in all of 
the other States; for if Congress appropriates the sum of $25,000 as a 
donation to erect a monument in the State of Maine, all of the other 
States will claim an equal right to a similar appropriation. I do not 
object to it on the ground that it is a national tribute in honor of the 
distinguished soldier, General Knox; nor do I object to it becauseit is 
located in Maine, for I should make the same observations and inter- 
pose the same objections about any similar monument erected any- 
where in America under similar circumstances, because it establishes a 
dangerous precedent; and if we go into it, where is it to end? 

I have no desire to discuss any of the incidental questions which 
have been discussed to-day. I want to confine myself to the single 
observation made pertinent by this list to which I have referred, and 
to call particular attention to the fact that this case becomes now a 
precedent for all further action. If we pass the Senate bill it will be 
accepted as the purpose of Congress to erect handsome monuiments in 
the various States to such heroes as those States may designate as 
worthy of that honor. 

I am informed by my friend from New York [ Mr. FeLrx CAMPBELL] 
that there have been already a number of precedents, and I ask leave to 
append the list ef such precedents furnished me by him; snd I also ap- 
pend the list used by me. It is only, I apprehend, a partial list, but 
it is sufficient to illustrate the point I desire to make. 





BILIS ON THE HOUSE CALENDAR FAVORABLY REPORTED. 

H.R.1740, William Henry Harrison (Oli0)..........0..6.cccsecsssccesaseersneess ceeeee 
Hi. R. 4381,-Zachary Taylor (Washington) .............:cccseceeeeeres 
H. R. 6146, Centennial and Memorial Association of Valley 

Ivania ina , 00 
H. R.1704, Nathaniel Greene (North Carolima)............-.<ccesssreerseccccre 20,000 
Sk Se, UREN DROUINTD CU MIMI 5, ne cecenencnnce cessor comsewnessocneses sencee wones 25, 000 
S. 2967, George Rogers Clark (Koentucky)........0..:0cccrccseecseccs senses ceeeneree 
§. 2392, Joseph Warren (Massachusetts) ............. 








8.1211, Mary, mother of Washington (Virginia) 20, 000 
8.449, Henry Knox (Maine)............................ 25, 000 
5.599, Trenton monument (New Jersey)..............c<+secccoressseesseneesersceneseeees 30, 000 
Res. 155, John A. Logan (Washington), and guns, €6c..........0....00600.. 10,000 
H. R. 6164, Point Pleasant (West Virginia).......................ccseeseeoreseeees eneeeees 25, 000 
SE cesinncitntacntnditethiah acer viaccubndanisnbhiitbdnede,metpsiiaitinsmsasacnectyavesqonwees - tb) GRD 
MONUMENTS. 
Forty-sixth Congress. 
Monument at Yorktown (volume 21, Laws, second session, page 163)...... $20,000 
Brigadier-General Herkimer, at Utica, N. Y. (volume 21, Laws, second 
Ry I pe cenesecsepnpstneccstenenstemissnumcostontersoenesstncsvere sescesscucseteteconcrwss 4,160 
Forty-seventh Congress. 
Newburgh, N. Y. (volume 22, Laws, first session, page 385).............. ........ $10, 060 
Same, for expenses, etc. (same volume, page 642)... ..........cc<. .ccccecseeeveeeees 25, 000 
Major-General the Baron de Kalb (volume 22, Laws, second session 
POSey BOVSTIU COmgreas, PATS 421 )........ccccecccecesessecsvecesssees sn sersewvwsseseeceases 16,000 
Forty-eighth Congress. 
Burgoyne’s surrender, Schuylerville, N. Y.(volume 23, Laws, second 
session Forty-eighth COMBPOEE, PATO 279) .cc0. cee. coccecencceeseesecessersscerereese. GAD, 000 
Baxter Springs, Kans., in memory of Union soldiers (same yolunie and 
Forty-ninth Congress. 
National monument at Plymouth, Mass. (volume 24, Laws, first session, 
Se ibcctmiscscniboents Scale RRA Risicnsiematstedadtiins cncinecedtesaiecdedbeeanee QU, OOO 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. McMinn]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose of dis- 
cussing atany considerable length the proposition now pending before the 
House, but more with the intention of entering mv protest against this 
character of legislation. No man in America more highly reveres the 
memory of our Revolutionary heroes than Ido. The gentleman from 
Maine himself, who presses this bill, has not a more profound regard 
for the memory of General Knox, who was both as general and states- 
man distinguished in the early peried of our Revolution and Govern- 
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be, against the policy of the Government of the United States going 
outside of its own territory, that is outside of the territory over which 
it has exclusive jurisdiction, and entering into the monument business 
within the limits of the States. If monuments are to be built, why 
not put at the country’s capital ? 

How is it that patriotism never bubbled up until now? How is 
it that it has been left all these years for the distinguished gentleman 
from Maine at this late date to discover that to fail to contribute for 
the erection of this monument out of the United States Treasury 
would be an exhibition of a want of patriotism on the part of the rep- 
resentativesof the people? Will he claim that his own State has been 
too poor all these yearstodo it? I would think not. He will notin- 
sist .hat at no time in the past has there been the sum of $25,000 of 
surplus money in the treasury of his State, assume. Then why come 
to Congress and ask to have the appropriation made here for the pur- 
pose of erecting a monument within the borders of his State? Why 
has his State refused so long to erect a monument if doing so was un- 
patriotic? 

There were a few of us, if I may be permitted to illustrate my idea 
of how this kind of work should be done, that, since I have been a 
Representative in this Hall, conceived the idea of having a monument 
to one of Tennessee’s most distinguished heroes, in fact her most dis- 
tinguished military hero, General Jackson. After a conference with 
Clark Mills, the artist, we determined to try to get and did get a du- 
plicate of the monument that stands to the memory of that great hero 
of New Orleans in the square in front of the White House. But, Mr. 
Speaker, it never entered into the minds of any one of us to under- 
take to burden the people of the United States with the expenditure 
for that work. We believed that it was a grander monument when 
erected by the love of his fellow-citizens, and placed there by their 
private contributions, than if paid for with the people’s trust funds. 
The humblest monument that rears its head not six feet above the 
ground will bea more effective and a more admirable token of the 
esteem of the people than the most glittering and costly statue or co- 
lossal column that could be reared at the expense of the people in vio- 
lation it may be of the Constitution, and certainly by questionable con- 
stitutional authority. 

But if we erect a monument to the memory of General Knox, why 
should we not also erect a monument to every other distinguished Revo- 
lutionary hero? How is it that Jefferson, who participated in the 
Revolution; how is it that General Jackson, who was an humble sol- 
dier in the Revolution as well as a statesman afterwards; how is it 
that Madison, the father of the Constitution; how is it that Monroe, 
all of our greatest statesmen who were contemporaneous with the for- 
mation of the Government, never found it incumbent upon them to 
recommend to Congress while occupying the Presidential chair the 


In regard to the fact that Jefferson and those other tlemen, as 
stated by the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMIL- 
LIN] did not recommend monuments to the memory of these men, I 
will-merely say that the Government at that time was weak, and 
under the burdens of taxation, which had been made necessary in the 
struggle for our liberties. 

But now we are rich, and I am in favor of the erection of this mon- 
ument in Washington, so that it will give to the people of the country 
everywhere an opportunity to look upon this monument when they 
come to the capital. And I appeal to gentlemen on the other side to 
waive the location of it and permit the bill to be so amended and have 
it erected here. 

Personally, I do trust that the time will come when this city will 
be adorned by a statue to every one of the lieutenants of Washington 
who rose to the position of major-general in that great contest. 

Furthermore, I would say to gentlemen on this floor that Knox 
was the favorite general of George Washington, and as such he ought 
to be commemorated in this city. I now move to amend the bill by 
striking out in the seventh line ‘‘Thomaston, Me.,’’ and inserting 
‘*Washington, D. C.;’’ andstrike out all after the words ‘‘Secretary of 
War,’’ in the fourteenth line, and insert ‘‘it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of War to designate a place in some one of the public reser- 
vations in the city of Washington on which said monument shall be 

? 


e ; 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order now, unless the gentleman 
from Maine yields for that apa. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not yield for that p 6 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine | Mr. DINGLEY] yielded 
thirty minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KincoreE] for de- 
bate, not foramendments. Thegentleman from Maine [ Mr. DINGLEY] 
has twenty-two minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sprvo.a]. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, like my friend from Missouri who 
has just taken his seat, Iam a dson of one of the men who went 
through the seven years’ e by which the liberties of our coun- 
try were established. While I am not here for the purpose of giving 
votes for ———— expenditures of any kind, when a case of this 
character arises which is to transmit to our children and our children’s 
children for many generations to come that which will refresh in their 
memories the hardships, the privations, and the sufferings which those 
gallant men bore in order that this Republic might be created, I feel 
as though it was my duty, as an humble member of this House and one 
occupying a seat on this side of it, to give my vote in favor of such a 
measure. 

And I appeal to gentlemen in the name of patriotism to let this bill 


erection of these and similar monuments in the different States of the | pass in order that the memory of the dark days and of the suffering 


Union? 
It was probably because they doubted their authority to do it in the 


first place. They might still doubt the propriety of doing it in the 


second place. We may by such legislation as this have a glittering 
exterior; but we will have one from which the heart is gone. General 
Knox already has a monument to his memory by the side of which 
this little concern, costing $25,000, would be a disgrace. He has a 
monument in the hearts of the people, rising to the very skies, and to 
be seen foralltime. [Applause.-] Fortunately for him thisimmortal 
hero is not dependent upon the mortar and marble ofa profligate period 
for his fame. Brigliter than brass and more immortal than marble is 
the monument his immortal deeds make forhim. [Applause. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield nine minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. MANSUR]. 

Mr. MANSUR. As a great-grandson of one who fought in the war 
of the Revolution, I should feel it averse to my own inclination if I 
did not speak a word in favor of the erection of a monument to this 
most distinguished and worthy hero of the American Revolution. But 
before I conclude I shall offer as an amendment to the bill that the 
monument be erected in the city of Washington, instead of at Thom- 
aston, Me. 

This is the capital city of the nation, named after the great hero of 
that war. His countenance beams down upon every member from the 
canvas to the right of the Speaker; and it is but proper that the mon- 
uments and the pictures should adorn and maintain the fame of the 
great Washington, and that he should be surrounded in the capital of 
the nation with those who were his lieutenants in the glory of achiev- 
ing the independence conferred upon our common country. From that 
standpoint it seems to me that it ought to be erected at this place rather 
than at the place where General Knox merely lived. Every person 
to-day who is a worthy citizen of this nation shares in the glory and the 
honor conferred by such men as Knox upon the country; and for this 
we have this as a precedent, that the nation has seen fit to erect here 
at the capital a monument in memory of Maj. Gen. Nathaniel Greene. 
I believe, when we remember that there are only about a dozen of them, 
that in this centennial year of our Constitution we can not do better 
than to erect a monument to each one of the major-generals of that 
period at the great capital city of the nation, 


| of the American army during the Revolution may be handed down to 
| our children to refresh and renew their attachment to the institutions 
: which were established by their courage and their sacrifices. I regret, 
| sir, that I am notin a condition this morning to discuss this question 
as I would like to, but I can not let the opportunity pass without ex- 
pressing my sentiments, and I hope and trust that when the time comes to 
take the vote it will be unanimous upon this side of the House in favor of 
the bill. During my term of service here I shall not vote for any ex- 
travagant appropriations for the construction of public buildings or 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors, nor for any other measures 
which would tap the Treasury improperly. But this bill is of a char- 
acter that I shall always be found supporting, and there can be no 
question as to the right of the representatives of the people to make 
such an appropriation. As to the question why this monument was 
not erected before, if you read the history of the early days of the Re- 
public you will find that jealousies existed then as they exist to-day, 
and that spirit ran higher than it does now, and in that history 
you may the question answered. In conclusion, I repeat, sir, that 
I shall give my vote for this measure. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I now demand the previous question 
on the en ent and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will cut off the amendment which the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. MANsSUR] desires to offer. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthe previous question is ordered it will, of course, 
cut off all debate and amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
KILGork] has used the half hour which was allowed for debate in op- 
position to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The time has been copsumed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY 
allow the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR 
to be pending upon the demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not yield for that purpose. 

The question was taken upon ordering the previous question; and 
there were—ayes 67, noes 29. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the point of ‘‘no quorum ’’ is made we may ag 
well have the yeas and nays at once. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 





The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 46, not | their names: 
voting tee: as follows: 


YEAS—112. 
A Dalzell, Hovey, 
er ‘ass. Dargan, Howard, 
Anderson, Kans. Davis, Hunter, 
Atkinson, De Lano, Jackson, 
Baker, N. Y. Dibble, Johnston, Ind, 
Belden, gley, Kean, 
Biggs, Dorsey, Kelley, 
Bingham, Dunham, Ketcham, 
Boothman, Ermentrout, La Follette, 
Bootelle, Farquhar, Laidlaw, 
Bowen, Finley, Lee, 
Brewer, Flood, Lehibach, 
Browne, Ind. Foran, Long, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Gallinger, McComas, 
Buchanan, Gear, McCormick, 
Burrows, > McKenna, 
Butler, Grosvenor, McKinley, 
Butterworth, Grout, Milliken, 
Sener F.,N. Y. Harmer, Moffitt, 
T.J.N. N.Y. ee Morrill, 
Caswell ‘. Heard, Morrow, 
Chipman, Henderson, Towa Nelson, 
Clark, Hermann, Nichols, 
Cogswell, Hiestand, Nutting, 
Cox, H O'Donnell, 
Crouse. Hopkins, Ml. O’Ferrall, 
Cummings, Hopkins, N. Y. O'Neill, Pa, 
Cutcheon, ‘ouk, Osborne, 
NAYS—46. 
Abbott, Cowles, Martin, 
Alien, Mich. Elliott, Matson, 
Anderson, Ill. Henderson,N.C. McCreary, 
Baker, m. Herbert, MeMillin, 
Bankhead, Holman, McRae, 
Blount, Hooker, Moore, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hutton, Neal, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Johnston, N.C, Oates, 
Bynum, Lane, Outhwaite, 
Campbell, Ohio Lanham, Penington, 
Clements, Latham, Richardson, 
Cobb, Maish, Rowland, 
NOT VOTING—166. 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Fla. Landes, 
Anderson,Iowa Dockery, Lawler, 
Anderson, Miss. Dougherty, Lind, 
Arnold, Dunn, Lodge, 
Bacon, Enloe, Lyman, 
Barnes, Felton, Lynch, 
Barry, Fisher, acdonald, 
Bayne, Fitch, Maffett, 
Belmont, Ford, Mahoney, 
Blanchard, Forney, Mansur, 
Bland, French, n, 
Bliss, Fuller, McAdoo, 
Bound, Funston, McClammy, 
Bowden, Gaines, McCullogh, 
Brower, Gay, McKinney, 
Browne,T. - B. .Va.Gibson, McShane, 
Brown, Ohio Glass, Merriman, 
ae, Glover, — 
ryce, ’ ontgomery 
Buckalew, Granger, Morgan, r 
Bunnell, Greenman, Morse, 
Burnes, Grimes, Newton, 
Burnett, Guenther, Norwocd, 
Candler, Hall, O’ Neall, Ind, 
Cannon, i O'Neill, Mo. 
Carlton, Hatch, Owen, 
Caruth, Haugen, Parker, 
Catchin: Hayes, Peel, 
Cheadle, Hemphill, Perkins, 
Clardy, Henderson, Il. Perry, 
— - phot 
ns, . elps, 
Compton, = Pidcock, 
Conger, Hopkins, Va. Plumb, 
Cooper, Hudd, Post, 
Cothran, Jones, Randall, 
Crain, Kennedy, Rayner, 
Crisp, err, Rice, 
Culberson, Kilgore, Robertson, 
Darlington, ‘oon, Rockwell, 
Davenport, . Rogers, 
Davidson, Ala. . Russell, Conn. 


No quorum voted. 


On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, the reading of the names of members 


voting was d 


ispensed 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. BruMM, on all political questions until fur- 


ther notice. 


Mr. CANDLER with Mr. GAINEs, on all political questions until fur- 


ther notice. 


with. 


Patton, 

Payson, 

Peters, 

Pugsley, 

Reed, 

Romeis, 

Rowell, 

Ryan, 

Sherman, 
Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Taulbee, 

Taylor, J.D., Ohio 
‘Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Tillman, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 


Weber, 
Whiting, Mass, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Yardley, 
Yoder, 

Yost. 


Sayers, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Ga, 
Stone, Ky. 
Turner, Ga. 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, 
Wilson, Minn, 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Russell, Mass, 
Rusk, 
Sawyer, 

Scott, 


- Seull, 


Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Shively, 
Simmons, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spooner. 
Stahlnecker, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Symes, 
‘arsney, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Th. 
Thompson, Cal, 
racey, 
Townshend, 
Vance, 
Walker, 
Ww 


est, 
White, Ind. 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mich, 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkinson, 
Wise 


Weedburn. 


Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL, on this vote. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY). 


the yeas are 112, and the nays are 46. 
Mr. BLAND. Therecord discloses that no quorum has voted. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, it is very evident that there is a 
quorum present, if not on the floor, in the rooms surrounding it, and 
in order to test the question I move that there be a call of the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Upon this question 


Anderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Miss. 
Arnold, 

n, 
Barnes, 
Barry, 
Belmont, 
Blanchard, 
Bowden, 
Brower, 



























Brown, Ohio 
Buckalew, 
Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
Burnett, 
Candler, 
Carlton, 
Cheadle, 
Clardy, 
Cockran, 
Collins, 
Compton, 


of absence. 


ness. 
Mr. OATES. 


business. 


the call. 


Adams, 

Allen, Mass. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson, 
Baker, N. Y. 


Bingham, 
Boothman, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Brewer, 
Browne, Ind. 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 
Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 


Campbell, Ohio 


, 
Chipman 
Clark, ’ 


Crouse, 
Cummings, 


Allen, Mich. 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Il, 
Baker, Il. 


Bynum, 


Mr. DINGLEY. 


Campbell, F., N.Y. 


Davidson, Fla. 

Dougherty, 

Dunn, 

Enloe, 

Fisher, 

Fitch, 

Forney, 

Fuller, 

quran, 
Gaines, 


Browne, T.H.B.,Va.Gay, 


Gibson, 
Glass, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Hemphill, 
Hendersop, Il. 
Hires, 
Hitt, 


Hogg, 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hovey, 


Howard, 
Kennedy, 
Laffoon, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Lind, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Mason, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McCullogh, 
McShane, 
Merriman, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Newton, 
Norwood, 
Nutting, 
O’Neall, Ind. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Parker, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Plumb, 


Members absent on leave were as follows: 

Mr. STRUBLE, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, Mr. LAFFOON, Mr. FULLER, 
Mr. CARLTON, Mr. CoNGER, and Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask leave of absence for my 
colleague, Mr. LANDES, on account of death in his family. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). 
present 206 members, being more than a quorum. 
jection, the Chair will lay before the House several requests for leave 


To Mr. ENLOB, on account of illness. 


The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 


Post, 
Randall, 
Rayner, 
Rogers, 
Russell, Mass. 
Scott, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
StahInecker, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, I. 
‘Townshend, 
West, 
Wheeler, 
White, Ind. 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Wise, 
Woodburn. 


The Clerk reports as 
If there be no ob- 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. RoGErs, until Friday next. 
To Mr. BARNES, for two days. 
To Mr. MORGAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BACON, indefinitely, on account of important private busi- 


I desire to ask indefinite leave of absence for my col- 


The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


There being no objection, leave was granted. 
I move to dispense with further proceedings under 


YEAS—124. 


ete N.Y. Hayden, 
t 


Breckinridge, Ark. Henderson, N.C. 


Cutcheon, Hopkins, Va. 
Dalzell, eae, ¥. 
Dargan, Houk, 
Darlington, Howard, 
Davis, Hunter, 
De Lano, Jackson, 
Dibble, Johnston, Ind. 
Dingley, Kean, 
Dorsey, Kelley, 
Dunham, Ketcham, 
Farquhar, La Follette, 
Finley, Lagan, 
Fl ‘ Laidlaw, 
Foran, Lehlbach, 
French, Lodge, 
Gallinger, Long, 
Gear, McComas, 
Gest, McKenna, 
Grimes, Moffitt, 
Grosvenor, Morrill, 
Grout, Morrow, 
Harmer, Nichols, 
Haugen, O'Donnell, 
O’Ferrall, 
Heard, O'Neill, Pa. 
Henderson,Iowa Osborne, 
Hermann, Owen, 
Hiestand, Patton, 
Hires, Payson, 
Holmes, Peters, 
Hopkins, Ill. Pideock, 
NAYS--34. 
Clements, Holman, 
Cobb, Hooker, 
Cowles, Johnston, N.C, 
Elliott, Jones, 
Lanham, 
Herbert, McCreary, 


league from Alabama, Mr. DAVIDSON, on account of important private 


The question now recurs on the de- 
mand for the previous question on ordering the biil to a third reading. 
On this question the yeas and nays were ordered and taken, but no 
quorum voted. The roll will again be called. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 34, not vot- 
ing 166; as follows: 


Pugsley, 

Reed, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Russell, Conn, 
Rusk, 

Seull, 
Sherman, 
Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, J.D., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal, 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Warner, 
Weber. 

White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mase, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yoder. 


MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Moore, 
Neal, 
Richardson, 
Rowland, 
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Sayers, 


Stewart, Ga, Walker, Wilson, Minn. 

Shively, Stone, = Washington, 

Springer, Turner, Ga. Weaver, 

NOT VOTING—166. 

Abbott, Dockery, Lind, Rayner, 
Anderson, Iowa Dougherty, Lyman, Rice, 
Anderson, Miss. Dunn, Lynch, Rogers, 
Arnold, Enloe, Macdonald, Russell, Mass. 
Bacon, Ermentrout, Maffett, Ryan, 
Bankhead, Felton, Mahoney, Sawyer, 
Barnes, Fisher, Maish, Scott, 

Rarry, Fitch, Mansur, Seney, 
Belden, Ford, Martin, Seymour, 
Belmont, Forney, Mason, Ww, 
Blanchard, Fuller, Matson, Simmons, 
Bland, Funston, McAdoo, Smith, 

Bliss, Gaines, McClammy, Snyder, 
Blount, Gay, McCormick, Spooner, 
Bowden, Gibson, McCullogh, Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Glass, McKinley, Steele, 
Brower, Glover, McKinney, Stewart, Tex. 

Bowne, T.H.B., Va.Goff, McShane, Stockdale, 
Brown, Ohio Granger, Merriman, Stone, Mo. 
Buckalew, Greenman, Milliken Struble, 
Bunnell, Guenther, Mills, Symes, 
Burnes, Hall, Montgomery, ‘Tarsney, 
Burnett, Hare, Morgan, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Candler, Hatch, Morse, Thomas, I 
Cannon, Hayes, Nelson, Townshend, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Newton, Turner, Kans, 
Caswell, Henderson, Ml. Norwood, Vance, 
Catchings, Hitt, Nutting, West, 
Cheadle, Hogg, Oates, Wheeler, 
Clardy, Hovey, O’ Neall, Ind. White, Ind. ° 
Cockran, Hudd, O'Neill, Mo. Whiting, Mich. 
Collins, Hutton, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
Compton, Xennedy, Parker, Wickham, 
Conger, Kerr, Peel, Wilbur, 
Cooper, Kilgore, Penington, Wilkinson, 
Cothran, Laffoon, Perkins, Williams, 
Crain, Laird, Perry, Wise, 
Crisp, Landes, Phelan, Woodburn, 
Culberson, Lane, Phelps, Yardley, 
Davenport, , Plumb, ost. 
Davidson, Ala. Lawler, Post, 
Davidson, Fla. Lee, Randall, 


So ne quorum voted. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. RICHARDSON said: Iask unanimousconsent that the reading of 
the names be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The following additional pairs, for this day, were announced: 

Mr. WISE with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. KENNEDY. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. WIcKHAM. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. SeyMourR. 

Mr. McKINLEY (having voteday). I desire to withdraw my vote, 
as I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 124, the 
nays 34. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. MANSUR. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman on 
the other side in charge of this bill is willing, if unanimous consent 
can be had, that the amendment I proposed some time ago shall be 
voted upon, with the understanding that a five-minute statement shal] 
be allowed on each side, and if the amendment should not prevail, that 
then there shall be a vote on the billas it stands. If this can be done, 
I for one shall not feel it my duty to oppose the bill further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules expressly provide that when 
the absence of aquorum is shown bya yea-and-nay vote, no other busi- 
ness is in order except a call of the House or a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MANSUR. Then we can have a call of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand the Chair to rule that, although 
there may be unanimous consent to the arrangement suggested, such 
an arrangement can not now be made, but the question must first be 
taken gither upon a motion to adjourn or a motion for a call of the 
House? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the rules are 
explicit; only two motions are in order after the absence of a quorum 
has been shown by a yea-and-nay vote; and that so far as the present 
occupant of the chair knows there has been no variation under any cir- 
cumstances. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In view of that statement I will move that there 
bea call of the House. 

Mr.BLAND. And pending that motion I will move that the House 
do now adjourn. © 

Mr. SPRINGER. We can test whether a quorum is present or not 
by the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
58, nays 118, not voting 148; as follows: 


YEAS—58. 
Abboit, Bankhead, Bland, Breckinridge, Ky. 
Allen, Miss. i Ind. 


Biggs, Blount, Browne, 
Anderson, IIL, Blanchard, Breckinridge, Ark, Bynum, 


Clements, Herbert, Maish, Richardson, 
Cobb, Holman, Martin, Rowland, 
Cowles, Hopkins, Va. Matson, Sa 
Crisp, Howard, McKinney, shively, 
Dargan, Hudd, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Dockery, Johnston, N. C, McRae, Thompson, Cal. 
Dunn, ones, Moore, Tillman, 
Elliott, Kilgore, Neal, Turner, Ga. : 
Grimes, . Oates, Walker, : 

re, Lane Peel, Weaver. ‘ 
Heard, Lanham, Penineton, 7 
Henderson,N.C. Latham, Pidcock, 

NAYS—I18. 
Allen, Mass. Dalzell, Jackson, Russell, Conn 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, Johnston, Ind. Scull, : 
Anderson, Kans. Davis, Kean, Sherman, 
Atkinson, De Lano, Kelley, Sowden, 
Baker, N. Y. Dingley, Kerr, Spinola, 
Baker, Ill, rsey, Ketcham, Springer. 
Bayne, Dunham, La Follette, Stahinecker, 
Belden, Farquhar, Laidlaw, Stephenson, ; 
Bingham, Felton, Leh)lbach, Stewart, Ga. , 
Boothman, Finley, Long, Stewart, Vt. 
Bound,; Flood Mansur, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Boutelle, French, McCormick, Thomas, Ky. 
Bowen, Gallinger, McCreary, Thomas, 
Brewer, Gear, McKenna, Thompson, Ohio 
Brown, J.R., Va. Gest, Moffitt, Tracey, > 
Brumm, Grosvenor, Morrow, Turner, Kans, 
Bryce, Grout, Nichols, Vandever, 4 
Buchanan, Harmer, 0’ Donnell, Wade, 
Burrows, Haugen, O’ Ferrall, Warner, 
Butler, Hayden, O’ Neill, Pa. Weber, 
Campbell, F., N. ¥. Henderson,Iowa Osborne, White, N. Y. 
Campbell, Ohio Hermann, Patton, Whiting, Mass. 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. Hiestand, Payson, Wilkins, 
Caruth, ires, Peters, Wilson, Minn. 
Clark, Holmes, Pugsley, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cogswell, Hooker, Reed, Yardley, 
Cox, Hopkins, I). Rice, Yoder, 
Crouse, Hopkins, N.Y. Rockwell, Yost. 
Cummings, Houk, Romeis, 
Cutcheon, Hunter, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—148. 
Adams, Dougherty, Macdonald, Ryan, 
Anderson, Iowa Enloe, Ma ffett, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Miss. Ermentrout, Mahoney, Scott, 
Arnold, Fisher, Mason, Seney, 
Bacon, Fitch, McAdoo, Seymour, 
Barnes, Foran, McClammy, Shaw, 
Barry, Ford, McComas, Simmons, r 
Belmont, Forney, McCullogh, Smith, 
Bliss, Fuller, McKinley, Snyder, 
Bowden, Funston, McShane, Spooner, 
Brower, Gaines, Merriman, Steele, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Gay, Milliken, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, Ohio Gibson, Mills, Stockdale, > 
Buckalew, Glass, Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Bunnell, Glover, Morgan, Strubie, 
Burnes, Goff, _ Morrill, Symes, 3 
Burnett, Granger, Morse, Tarsney, 
Butterworth, Greenman, Nelson, Taulbee, 
Candler, Guenther, Newton, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Cannon, Hall, Norwood, Thomas, Ill. 
Carlton, Hatch, Nutting, Townshend, : 
Caswell, Hayes, O’Neall, Ind. Vance, 
Catchings, Hemphill, O'Neill, Mo. Washington, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Il. Outhwaite, West, 
Chipman, Hitt, Owen, Wheeler, » 
Clardy, Hogg, Parker, White, Ind. 
Cockran, Hovey, Perkins, Whiting, Mich, 
Collins, Hutton, Perry, Whitthorne, 
Compton, Kennedy, Phelan, Wickham, 
Conger, Laffoon, Phelps, Wilber, 
. Laird, Plumb, Wilkinson, 

Cothran, Landes, Post, Williams, 
Crain, Lawler, Randall, ise. 
Culberson, Lee, Rayner, Woodburn. 
Davenport, Lind, Robertson, 
Davidson, Ala. Lodge, rs, ; 
Davidson, Fla. Lyman, Russell, Mass. 
Dibble, Lynch, Rusk, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the demand I made for the . 
previous question may cover an amendment made by the gentleman . 


from Missouri ie. MANSURB]. 

The SP pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man can withdraw his privileged question, and that will allow any 
amendment to be offered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. With that. understanding I withdraw it, and yield 
to the gentleman to offer his amendment. 

Mr. SIANSUR. I move to strike out, in line 7 of the printed bill, 
the words ‘‘ Thomaston, Me:,’’ and insert ‘‘ Washington, in the District 
ofColumbia.’’ Also strike out of the bill all after the words ‘‘Secretary 
of War,’’ in line 14, and insert: 


That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to desi a place in one 


of the public reservations in the city of Washington on which the said monu- 
ment be e 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is perhaps proper for me to say 
that I did not accept that amendment to be covered by the previous 
question when it was first because it seemed to me to be en- 
tirely out of accord with irit of the bill, and that it would in 
effect destroy the particular object we had in view. 

It is the of the State of Maine, at an early day, to add 


another statue in Statuary Hall, the subject of which will be General 
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Knox, and as that will be in the general collection of the nation, it Browne, 2.2.2. Ve.Fenston, Mostenald, Serre, 
seemed entirely proper the monument here osed should be erected eaten o. S — Senay, a. 
in the town in which he lived, and where he died, and where his re- | Bunnell, Gibson, Mason, Seymour, 
mains are buried. It is for that reason I refused to allow it to come | Burnes, Glass, McAdoo, Shaw, 
in to be voted on by the House. But now allowit to be offered with | ,rnct*. Glover, wottemmy, Simmons, 
, , ry, ith, 

the understanding that whatever the vote may be those gentlemen who | Butterworth, Granger, McKinley, Snyder, 
have been withholding their votes will then give their votes so that | Candler, Greenman, McShane, Spooner, 
the majority of the House may decide the several questions before it. | (2t!». em a en 
It is but proper to say that I hope the amendment will be voted down. | Cheadle, Hare, Montgomery, Stewart, Tex, 
I now demand the previous question on the amendment. Chipman, Hatch, Morgan, Stewart, Vt. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dinairy] de- | Clty, Hayes, Morse, Stockdale, 

7 e Cockran, Heard, Newton, Stone, Mo. 
mands the previous —- on = 2 sg ae order for the Collins, Hemphill, Nichols, Struble, 
yeas and nays will ispensed wi ess deman again. Jompton, Henderson, Il, Norwood, Symes, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I did not catch what my | (0"8¢ oe, See eer 
friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] said. Did I understand him to say Cothran, Hogg, O'Neill, Mo. Taylor, E. B.,Ohio 
that there was an agreement between himself and gentlemen who were | Crain, Houk, Outhwaite, Thomas, Ill. 
leading the <epuaion that if this amendment should be voted down | QXiSP, earey, 7, pomemmena, 
there should be no further dilatory motions ? Davenport, Kennedy, Patton, West, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understood that to be the suggestion of the gen- Devideen, Ale. Kilgore, Perkins, Wheeler, ; 

: vi son, a. aioon, er , nite, ind, 
tleman who ched me on the subject. , Dockery, Laidlaw, Phelan, Whiting, Mich. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was not a party toit. Dougherty, Laird, Phelps, Whitthorne, 

Mr. McMILLIN. With whom was that agreement made? Duna, Landes, Plumb, Wickham, 

Ti : a cnloe, Lane, ‘ost, ilber, 

Mr. DINGLEY. With the gentleman who proposed the amend Fisher, i Randall, Wilkins, 
ment. Fitch, Lee, Rayner, Wilkinson, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the gentle- | Ford, Lind, Rogers, Williams, 
man was not opposing the bill originally. I only make this statement | Forney, Lodge, Russell, Mass, Wise, 

: : French, Lyman, Rusk, Woodburn, 
for the purpose of freeing myself from being bound by any agreement | Fulier, Lynch, Ryan, 
made. 


So the previous question was ordered. 
During the roll-call, 


On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, the recapitulation of the vote was dis- 


Mr. MANSUR. I would state I did oppose the bill in its original 
shape, and so stated. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I misunderstood the gentle- pensed with. 
man. fi _— itions . Q smai 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that, whatever may be the understanding meme additional pairs were announced for the remainder of 
of individual gentlemen, when this question is taken the House will Mr. WILKINS with Mr. DAVENPORT 
proceed to dispose of this matter. I do not see the propriety of dila- Mr. BAcon with Mr. KELLEY. : 
tory motions on @ question of this kind at this stage of the business, | The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
= hope a dye. hg dispose of this question so that we may pro- The SPEAKER. ‘The question now is upon agreeing to the amend- 
“aia taken on ordering the previous question on the Pek eee St patianas eae Mimeert. 

) 5 , ° ‘ a . OU l 
amendment, and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have oon SPRINGER. There are two amendments. Let them both be 
it. Mr. McMILLIN. There are two on the same subject- 2 

ee Mr. 4 $ a s yect-matter. 

Mr. BLAND. _ Division. The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 3. The Clerk saad es follows: 

Mr. BLAND. Better have a quorum, had we not? na line? sill, stri onto «“ ld 1 gee es 
Mr. DINGLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. on oan Vasdsin Sane tee District of Columbia.” ee 
The yeas and nays were ordered. coe Ore © Mr. SPRINGER. They both pertain to the same subject and would 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affjrihative—- | necessarily follow. Let the other be read, and the vote be taken upon 

yeas 137, nays 32, not voting 155; as follows: 3 


ae both. 
YEAS—-137. The SPEAKER. They will be read, and if there be no objection 
Adams, Cutcheon, Hunter, Rice, the vote will be taken on both amendments. 
Allen, Mass. Dalzell, Jackson, Robertson, The Clerk read as follows: 
— Sealieckon, — Ind. a ; Strike out all of the bill after the words “Secretary of War,” in line 14, and 
Baker, N.Y Davis Kean Rewell insert “that it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to designate a place in 
Baker lil. De Lano Kerr. Wnssell. Conn some one = public reservations in the city of Washington on which the said 
Barry, Dibble, : Ketcham, Scull, : monument shall be erected.’ 
Boyne. Dingley, - Follette, ae, The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, the vote will be taken on 
en orsey agan, wden, 
Biggs, : Dunham, Lawler, Spinola, both amendments. > ae 
Bingham, Ermentrout, Lehlbach, Springer, Mr.BLAND. We had better have a vote upon the two propositions. 
Blount, Farquhar, Long, Stephenson, 5 The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right ‘to have a vote upon 
ee —, Testor. JD. Obio | gither one of them. 
Boutelie, Flood,’ McComas, Thomas, Wis. The question was taken on the first amendment; and the Speaker 
_——— Aes ee ae announced that the noes seemed to have it, 
rewer, nger, eCullogh, ompson, Ca NY = tat 
Browne, Ind. Gear, McKenna, Tillman, Mr. McMILLIN “ Division. - - 
Brown, J. R., Va. ; McKinney, Tracey, The House divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 85. 
——, ao — ee. Kans. Mr. BLAND. Let us have a quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
ryce, rosvenor, o ; Jandever ' roAR 
Deshanse, Gsouh, Morrill, Wade. Mr. DINGLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. 
Butler, Harmer, Morrow, Warner, The yeas and nays were ordered. s . 
Cosmpbett, ¥. Mt ¥%. = n, Heinen, Weare, The question was taken; and it was decided inthe negative—yeas 
pbell, Ohio. ayden, ates, eber, i : am a 
Campbell, T.J.,N.Y.Henderson, Iowa O'Donnell, White, N.Y. 66, nays 91, not voting 167; as follows: 
Cannon erbert, O’Fe ; niting, Mass. YEAS—66. 
Caruth,’ Hiestand, O'Neill, Pa. Wilson, Minn. Abbott, Seendaiieent Stieber. Shively 
Catchings, Hires, Osborne, Wilson, W. Va. Allen, Mich. Ford, Martin, Smith, * 
Clark, Holmes, Payson, Yardley, * Miss Ges McKi , B oetealion 
- Allen, }. est, McKinney, Sowden, 
Cobb, Hooker, Peel, Yoder, Anderson, Ill. Grimes, MeMillin, Springer, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Til Penington, Yost. Baker, Ill. Henderson, N.C. McRae, Stewart, Ga. 
Cox, Hopkins, Va. Peters, Biggs, Herbert, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Crouse, Hopkins, N.Y. Pugsley, Blount, Holman, Moore, Thompson, Cal. 
Cummings, Hudd, Reed, Breckinridge, Ark. Hooker, Neal, Tracey, 
NAYS—22. Breckinridge, Ky. Hopkins, Va. Oates, Turner, Ga, 
Abbott Cowles Martin Rowland Brewer, Johnston, N, C, Outhwaite, Walker, 
Allen, Miss. Elliott, Matson, Sayers, ' Browne, Ind. Jones, Peel, Washington, 
Anderson, Ill, Henderson,N.C, McMillin, Shively, Bryce, Kerr, Penington, Weaver, _ 
Blan ‘ Holman, McRae, Stewart. Ga. Clements, Ketcham, I idcock, Wilson, Minn. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Howard, Moore Stone Ky Cobb, Lane, Rice, Wilson, W. Va. 
Breckinridge, Ky * Hutton Neal. Turner. Ga Cowles, Lanham, Richardson, Yoder. 
** Fohnston, N.C Pideock Walker, Dargan, Lawler, Robertson, 
ments, Lanham, ; Richardson, Washington. Elliott, Lee, Sayers, 
NOT VOTING—155. NAYS—91. 
Allen, Mich, Arnold, Barnes, Bliss, Adams, Atkinson, Belden, Boutelle, 
Anderson,Iowa Bacon, Belmont, Bowden, Allen, Mass. Baker, N. Y. Bingham, Bowen, 
Anderson, Miss. Bankhead, Bland, Brower, Anderson, Kans. Bayne, Boothman, Brown, J, R., Va. 





tO aaa i cette tat 


Ee ce A a NR A RN oN te ee re ec ncaa tn 


ne ee A SF RR EO 


a 


pagans amcetcnidhisiasindnen 





24 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 45 








Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Burrows, 

Butler, 

Campbell, F., N. Y. 
Campbell, Ohio 
Campbell,T.J.,.N.Y 
Cannon, 

Caruth, 

Caswell, 

Clark, 

Cogswell, 

Crouse, 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 

Dalzell, 

Davis, 

De Lano, 

Dibble, 

Dingley, 


Anderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Miss, 
Arnold, 
Racon, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Barry, 
Belmont, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bliss, 
Bound, 
Bowden, 
Brower, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. 
Brown, Ohio 
Buckalew, 
Ssunnell, 
surnes, 
Burnett, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Candler, 
Carlton, 
Catchings, 
Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
Clardy, 
Cockran, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cothran, 
Cox, 
Crain, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala. 
Davidson, Fla. 


Dunham, 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Flood, 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 


-Grosvenor, 


Grout, 
Haugen, 
Hayden, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hires, 

Holmes, 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 

Hunter, 
Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind. 


La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Lehlbach, 
Long, 
McCormick, 
McCullogh, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 

O’ Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Payson, 
Peters, 
Reed, 
Rockwell, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 


NOT VOTING—167. 


Dockery, 
Dorsey, 
Dougherty, 
Dunn, 
Enloe, 
Felton, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
French, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gaines, 
Gay, 
Gibson, 
Glass, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Ill, 
Hermann, 
Hiestand, 
Hitt, 


Hogg, 
Hopkins, Ti. 
Hovey, 
Hutton, 
Kean, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kilgore, 
Laffoon, 


So the amendment was not } 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 85. 

Mr. BLAND demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
56, nays 101, not voting 167; as follows: 


Abbott, 

Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Il. 
Bankhead, 

Bland, 

Blount, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Bynum, 
Catchings, 
Clements, 

Cobb, 

Cowles, 

Crisp, 


Adams, 

Allen, Mass. 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Atkinson, 
Baker, N. Y. 
Baker, Ill. 
Bayne, 

Belden, 
Bingbam, 
Boothman, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 

Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 

Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Burrows, 
Butler, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. 
Cannon, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 

Clark, 
Cogswell, 


YEAS—56. 
Dargan, foghem, 
Dogkery, atham, 
Elliott, Martin, 
French, MeMillin, 
Grimes, McRae, 
Henderson, N.C. Moore, 
Herbert, Neal, 
Holman, Oates, 
Hooker, Peel, 
Hopkins, Va. Penington, 
Hutton, Pidcock, 
Johnston, N. C. Rice, 
Kilgore, Richardson, 
Lane, Rowland, 
NAYS—101. 

Crouse, Hanter, 
Cummings, Jackson, 
Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. 
Dalzell, Kerr, 
Davis, La Follette, 
De Lano, Laidlaw, 
Dibble, Lehlbach, 
Dingley, Long, 
Progen MeComs 

‘arquhar, Somas. 
Felton, McCullogh, 
Finley, McKenna, 
Fi 4 Milliken, 
Gallinger, Moffitt, 
Gear, Morrill, 
Gest, Nelson, 
Grosvenor, O'Donnell, 
Grout, O’Ferrall, 
Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. 
Hayden, Osborne, 
Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, 
Hermann, Payson, 
Hiestand, Peters, 
Hires, Pugsley, 
Hopkins, N. Y. Reed, 
Houk, Rockwell, 


Lagan, 
Laird, 
Landes, 
Latham, 
Lind, 
Lodge, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 

acdonald, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Maish, 
Mason, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
McShane, 
Merriman, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Nelson, 
Newton, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
Nutting, 
O’Neall, Ind, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Perkins, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Piumb, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 

to. 


Russell, Conn, 
Ryan, 

Scull, 

Sherman, 
Spinola, 
Stephenson, 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 

Warner, 


Whiting, Mass. 
Yardley, 
Yost. 


Randall, 
Rayner, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Mass, 
Rusk, 
Sawyer, 
Scott, 

Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Spooner, 
StahInecker, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Ill. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Vance, 
West, 
Wheeler, 
White, Ind. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 


Wise 
Woodburn. 


Sayers, 
Smith, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stone, Ky. 
——, 

ompson, Cal, 
Tillman, 
Turner, Ga. 
Wade, 
Wahi 

n, 

Whiting, Mich. 
Wilson, Minn. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


y: 
Vandever, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Weber, 

White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Yardley, 

Yost. 


NOT VOTING—167. 

Anderson,Iowa Dougherty, Laird, 
Anderson, Miss, Dunn, Landes, 
Arnold, Enloe, Lawler, 
Bacon, Ermentrout, Lee, 
Barnes, Fisher, Lind, 
Barry, Fitch, Lodge, 
pee a ae, 

ges ord, ynch, 
Blanchard, Forney, Macdonald, 
Bliss, Fuller, Maffett, 
Bowden, Funston, Mahoney, 
Brewer, Gaines, Maish, 
Brower, Gay, Mason, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va.Gibson, Matson, 
Browne, Ind, Glass, McAdoo, 
Brown, Ohio Glover, McClammy, 
Buckalew, Goff, McCormick, 
Bunnell, Granger, McCreary, 
Burnes, Greenman, McKinley, 
Burnett, Guenther, McKinney, 
Butterworth, Hall, McShane, 
Campbell, Ohio ‘Hare, Merriman, 
Campbell,T.J.,N.¥Y.Harmer, Mills, 
Candler, Hatch, Montgomery, 
Carlton, Hayes, Morgan, 
Cheadle, Heard, Morrow, 
Chipman, Hemphill, Morse, 
Clardy, Henderson, Il. Newton, 
Cockran, Hitt, Nichols, 
Collins, Hogg, Norwood, 
Compton, Holmes, Nutting, 
Conger, Hopkins, Il. O’Neall, Ind. 
Cooper, Hovey, O'Neill, Mo. 
Cothran, Howard, Owen, 
Cox, Hudd, Parker, 
Crain, Jones, Patton, 
Culberson, Kean, Perkins, 
Darlington, Kelley, Perry, 
Davenport, Kennedy, Phelan, 
Davidson, Ala. Ketcham, Phelps, 
Davidson, Fla. Laffoon, Plumb, 
Dorsey, ‘ Post, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the roll-call, 


Shively, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, ° 
pooner, 
Stahinecker, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 


On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names of members voting was dispensed with. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon agreeing to the second 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANsuR], 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 47, nays 70, not vot- 
ing 207; as follows: 


YEAS—47. 
Abbott, Holman, Moore, 
Allen, Mich. Hooker, Neal, 
Baker, Ill Hopkins, Va. Oates, 
Blount, Hudd, Penington, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Johnston, N. C. Pidcock, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Kerr, ce, 
Cobh, Lane, Richardson, 
Cowles, Lanham, Robertson, 
Elliott, Lawler, Rowland, 
Gest, Martin, Sayers, 
Grimes, MeMillin, Sowden, 
Heard, cRae, Stewart, Ga. 
NAYS—70. 
Ad \ Cogswell, Hopkins, N. Y. 
Anderson, Il. Crouse, Hunter, 
Anderson, Cummings, Hutton, 
Baker, N. Y. n, Jackson, 
Bayne, Davis, Johnston, Ind, 
Be i Dibble, La Follette, 
Boothman Dingley, Lehlbach, 
_Boutelle, Dunham, McCo 
Bowen, uhar, McCullogh, 
Brown, J.R.,Va. Finley, offitt, 
Brumm, itch, Morrow, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Nelson, 
Butler, Gear, Nichols, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Grosvenor, O'Neill, Pa. 
Cannon, Haugen Osborne, 
Caruth, Hiestand, Peters, 
Caswell, Hires, Reed, 
Clark, Holmes, Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—27. 
Allen, Mass. Bryce, Cox, 
Allen, Miss. Buchanan, Crain, 
Anderson, Iowa Buckalew, Crisp, 
Anderson, Bunnell, Culberson, 
Arnold, Dalzell, 
Atkinson, Burnett, Da . 
Bacon, Butterworth, Darlington, 
Bankhead, Bynum, Davenport, 
Barnes, Campbell, Ohio Davidson, Ala. 
¥ Campbell,T.J.,N.Y.Davidson, Fla. 
Belmont, Candler, De Lano, 
Carlton, Dockery, 
Bingham, Catchings, Dorsey, 
Cheadle, Dougherty, 
Bland, Chipman, Dunn, - 
Bliss, Clardy, Enloe, 
Bound, Clements, Ermentrout, 
Bowden, Cockran, Felton, 
Brewer, Collins, Fisher, 
Brower, Compton, . 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Conger, Foran, 
Browne, Ind. Cooper, Ford, 
Brown, Chio Cothran, Forney, 


Stone, Ky. 
Taulbee, 


Whiting, Mich, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Russell, Conn, 


Taylor, Pap ele 
Thomas, Ky. 
‘Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Vandever, 

Wade, 

Warner, 

White, N.Y. 
Yardley, 

Yost. 


French, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gaines, 
Gay, 
Gibson, 
Glass, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 


Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. Q@ 
Henderson, Il. 
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Herbert, Maish, Patton, Steele, 
Hermann, Mansur, Payson, Stewart, Tex. 
Hitt, Mason, Peel, Stewart, Vt. 
be Matson, Perkins, Stockdale, 
Hh Ti. McAdoo, erry, Stone, Mo. 
Houk, McClammy, Phelan, Struble, 
Hovey, McCormic Phelps, Symes, 
Howard, McCreary, Plumb, Tarsney 
Jones, McKenna, Post, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Kean, McKinley, Pugsley, Thomas, 
Kelley, McKinney, Randall, Tillman, 
Kennedy, Mi » Rayner, Townshend, 
et Merriman, « Rogers, Turner, Kans. 
re, Milliken, Russell, Mass. Vance, ~ 
‘oon, Mills, usk, Weber, 

3 Montgomery, Ryan, West, 

Ww, Morgan, Sawyer, Wheeler, 
Laird, Morrill, tt, White, Ind. 
Landes, Morse, Seney, Whiting, Mass. 
Latham, Newton, Seymour, Whitthorne, 
Lee, Norwood, Shaw, Wickham, 
Lind, Nutting, Shively, Wilber, 
Lodge, O'Donnell, Simmons, Wilkins, 
Long, ’ Ferrall, Smith, Wilkinson, 
Lyman, O’ Neali, Ind. ees. Williams, 
Lynch, O'Neill, Mo Spinola, Wise, 
Macdonald, Outhwaite, Spooner, Woodburn, 
Maffett, Owen, Springer, Yoder. 
Mahoney, Parker, ecker, 

During the roll-call, 


Mr. GALLINGER said: Iask by unanimous consent that the veading 
of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The names were read. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 47 and the noes 
are70. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was on ordering the yeas and nays; and there were— 
ayes 28, noes 31. 

The SPEAKER. More than asufficient number have voted in favor 
of ordering the yeas and nays. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair will cause to be read the order which was made at the last 
session with reference to the daily adjournment of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That hereafter when the House adjourns it shall adjourn to meet at 
11 o’clock on the next succeeding day, and after general debate has been closed 
on the bill entitled “An act to reduce taxation and simplify the lawsin relation 
to the collection of the revenue” the session shall close each day at 5 o’clock 
a ag resolution not to interfere with the sessions provided for Friday 

The SPEAKER. So much of this order as provided that the House 
should meet at 11 o’clock was changed on the 30th of July, and it was 
then provided that the House should meet at 12 o’clock; but the re- 
mainder of the rule, which fixed the time for the daily adjournment 
of the House, was not changed, and it was not limited to the last 
session. The Chair thinks, therefore, that the order is still in force, 
and, the hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived, the House stands ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Joint resolution (H. Res. 235) authorizing Capt. 
G. S. Anderson, Sixth Cavalry, to accept from the President of the 
French Republic a diploma conferring the decoration of chevalier of 
the National Order of the Legion of Honor—to the Committee on For-- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: A bill (H. R. 11621) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Crout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11622) granting a pension to William J. Bryan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

r bei DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 11623) for relief of Kate F. Dunlap— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11624) to increase the pension of Jacob 
Rogers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11625) to grant a pension to Martin 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 11626) granting a pension to Thomas 
McMann—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary 
woo ey bil CHE Oe iiese) on Invalid Pensions. 

sO, & . granting a pension to Mary A. Start—to 
the hiss» DiC - oe Pensions. - 
, @ bill (H. R. 11629) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover—to 
the Committee on Invalid Versions. 4 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11630) for the relief of 
John O. McDonald—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 11631) for the relief of Elwin 
A. Scutt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 11632) to place the name of 
John J. 8. Hassler on the retired-list of the United States Army—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of business men of Nebraska, in favor of 
the Western Pacific Railroad funding bill—to the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of the selectmen of Plymouth, Mass., tor 
repair of beach in that town—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


rs. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of citizens of North Dakota for im- 
mediate admission of South Dakota and Montana, and for constitu- 
tional conventions in North Dakota, Washington, and New Mexico— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill making an appropriation to continue the im- 
provement in the Tennessee River above Chattanooga—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to continue the improvements 
in the Tennessee River below Chattanooga—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to continue the improvements 
in the Little Tennessee River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill making an appropriation to complete the projected im- 
provements in the Hiwassee River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: Petition of John Carpenter, jr., of Clinton, N. 
J., against the passage of the international copyright bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: Petition of the Croatan Indians, of Robeson 
ees North Carolina, for relief—to the Committee on Indian Af- 

airs. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 5, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

ALFRED H. CoLquitt, a Senator from the State of Georgia, and 
Dwicut M. SABIN, a Senator from the State of Minnesota, appeared 
in their seats to-day. j 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


THE SPRINGFIELD ARMORY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with sec- 
tion 1665 of the Revise Statutes of the United States, a statement ex- 
hibiting the expenditures at the Springfield Armory, and the arms, 
components of arms, and appendages fabricated, altered, and repaired 
at that armory during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1888; which, 
with the accompanying papeis, was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present resolutions adopted by the American 
Peace Society held in Pilgrim Hall, Boston, November 26, 1888, in 
favor of international arbitration, in which they set out their approval 
of the resolution of the Senate passed at the last session, and also pray 
that ‘‘the way may be opened for the ultimate establishment of a per- 
manent international tribunal to which may be referred those disputes 
which have hitherto plunged nations in war.’’ I move that the reso- 
lutions be printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 3664) granting a pension to Mary 
C. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3665) to provide for 
the sale of certain land; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3666) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act granting to the city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two 
free bridges across the Red River,’’ approved May 21, 1888; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3667) to incorporate the Equi- 
table Gas Light and Fuel Company of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. PADDOCK (for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill (S. 3668) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph D. Tate; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 
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THE MEAT PRODUCT. 


Mr. VEST. I offer the following resolution and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration: 

Resolved, That the s committee created at the last session of the Senate 
to examine the — ons touching the meat product of the United and 
especially as to rtation of beef and beef cattle, and the sale of the 
same in the cattle markets, stock-yards, and eitlen. and whether there exists 
or has existed any combination of any kind, either on the part of the Trunk 
Line aesee ation oe the — Leminen po me mn oD meee —. ee 
portation, or on the part o ose e: oe , or PP’ 
products, by reason of which the prices of bee and beef cattle have been so 
controlled or affected as to diminish the price paid the 
ing the cost of meat to the consumer, be continued, with power to sit during 
the sessions and recess Senate, at such times and places as it may 
mine, and shall have power to aie, petsons and papers, and also to employ 
a stenographer and a sergeant-at-arms; all necessary expenses of said commit- 
tee to be paid out of the contingent fand of the Senate; and said committee 
shall report to the Senate by bill or otherwise. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The rules require the reference of 
the resolution to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that will not be insisted upon. This is practi- 
cally the same resolution which was adopted by the Senate at its last 
session. 

I wish to make a brief statement as to the necessity for this resolu- 
tion continuing the committee. 

It is very well known to the Senate that our late session lasted until 
a few days before the election. It is also well known to the Senate 
that it was almost impossible to transact any public business for some 
days after the election occurred. 

The committee met on the 20th of November at St. Louis and was 
iv session five days taking testimony. On account of the sickness of 
one of its members and the necessary absence of others, the commit- 
tee was left without a quorum and adjourned over to meet to-day in the 
city of Washington. 

We find ourselves now pressed with the business of the session, and 
it is simply impossible for us to continue our labors at this time. We 
ask, therefore, that this resolution be adopted continuing the commit- 
tee, in order that we may go on with the taking of testimony and at- 
tain the object which was originally contemplated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the rule ing the reference of the resolu- 
tion to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate may be waived. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution seems to contemplate that the 
committee should continue during the next recess. Is that the case? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that that would be rather unusual 
at this period of the session. If at the end of the present session it 
should appear necessary to continue the committee during the next re- 
cess it would probably be best to defer it until that time. 

Mr. VEST. I will state very frankly to the Senator from Ohio that 
unless the public business is expedited much beyond what we contem- 
plate it is believed by us that we can do very little during this session 
of Congress, the short session. We therefore thought it was better to 
ask, in the event that we can not finish our labors during this session, 
that the committee should sit during the next recess. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the resolution except that 
I think it ought to go, according to the rule, to the Committee on Con- 
tingent Expenses, because that is ee es 
delay it; it might be reported back to-day, perhaps. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I should 
like to call his attention to a very small technicality, but one which 
may defeat his resolution. The recess which he describes in the reso- 
lution undoubtedly would mean only the little recess between the ad- 
journment of the Senate on the 4th of March and its assembling a day 
or two after, on the call of the new President, for the of exec- 
utive business. I suppose the Senator desires to have the labor ac- 
complished during the summer recess. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The verbiage of the resolution can be altered so as to 
ao that criticism. I mean, of course, the recess of the Senate 

tween this Congress and the next one. 

The PRESIDENT pro Does the Senator from Ohio object 
to the t consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better follow the rule. I have no 
doubt it will be reported back promptly. I have no objection what- 
ever to the continuance of the committee, but that is the rule of the 
Senate, and it had better be observed in all cases. Ihave a resolution 
which I propose to offer of a similar character, which I shall ask may 


go to the same committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro The resolution will be referred to 


tempore. 
, the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent a 


Senate. 
ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN ALASKA. 
Mr. DAWES. I offer the following resolution and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration: 
Interior be 


Resolved, That the Secretary of directed to communicate to 
the Senate what information, if an any; there i in he Departmen tn rference to 
alleged outrages and restraint 0} 


females and other ns, ont wiot stone, € sor. have been taken by the De- 
partunent to protedt the of female residents in Alaska Sem outage, 
violence, and restraint % 


, sue nea een consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. DAWES. I think it is that I should state that I offer 
the resolution not from ny Naiatent have myself of the alleged 
outrages, but from the fact that the public prints for some time have 
been full of statements of outrages in Alaska of the kind indicated in 
the resolution, of the most barbarous character. Some of the statements 
have come from those who have visited Alaska during the last season, 
and some from persons who have been residents there, writing letters 
published in the newspapers over their own signatures. They are of 
such a character as to put the public prints upon inquiry, and I have 
been unable to obtain any information from the reports of Government 
officials upon the subject. 

It seems to me that the Senate should be put in possession of any in- 
formation there can possibly be in the Department in reference to this 
matter, and if we fail in that respect some ee to de- 
termine the truth of these allegations. If the allegations are true, it 
is a public scandal that no steps have been taken to prevent the repeti- 
tion of the outrages; and if they are not true, it is a public scandal that 
such statements should be circulated without refutation. 

Mr. PLATT. May I hear the resolution read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The resolution was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
am C= Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
o ite: 


Resolved, That the Sengnant-ob-heme of the Senate be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to nt a messenger for the Committee on Foreign Relations, whose 
services be devoted exclusively to the business of said committee, and 
that the messenger so appointed be selected by said committee. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


Senate: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be continued 
with all the ty pte at the last session, and with 
ere to sit during the recess of the Senate and report at the December session 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, ETC. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

. Resolved, That Shere Bo. geintel tn. pamabiet toon, for te wie <6 Che Batata 
1,000 copies message of the Presid d the r of 
the heads a ae emt Com: at of the Senveney. br of the 
int ood and the Treasurer of the United States, without the 

Mr. MORRILL. The object of the resolution is to enable the Fi- 
nance Committee and the members of the Senate to obtain these docu- 
ments promptly without having to wait until the end of the session 
before copies of them can be obtained. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the resolution, 
requiring the printing te extra copies, under the rules should be re- 
ferred to the Committee 


Mr. MORRILL. eas tek Ee tetetend t0 nh enmuaitétne, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 
INTRODUCTION OF YELLOW FEVER. 

Mr. PLUMB. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration: 

Dense tn eke ade emic Diseases be diree‘ed to inquire as 
to the cause of the in eee eee ies eres 
the pee, whether oe aay en - of such eee == 
troduction in the future, end to topent lay SER Gr 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the seeoltition? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read again. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
Se Se the question is on agreeing to the 


neva sediliethen wasiaaieliliae. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME AT WASHINGTON. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sideted ne ee consent, and ‘Wen be tr to: 


ana An cutie Senin eee ee ee re ee 

I ie of United ”’ approved March 3, 185}, 
and also whether such sums to revenue available for the 
use of said home have been and are for 
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LEASES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That th the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform, the Senate 
— —— ian SEE a or otherwise, in the Indian Territory are 
ee sfor the same or any of them were made under legal author- 


ow existing; w 
it er ilies cen ‘of them, and if se which on have been seers by 
the Secretary of the Interior or othar aushority his Department. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 
The PRESIDENT pro temporg. If there be no further morning busi- 


. ALLISON. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9051. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of House bill 9051 under the t made yesterday. 

‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tic ch te LHL OL 1 D061) to eedune teantion and simplify the lave 
ee Oe. 

tempore. The reading of the substitute re- 
ee hin, ig yam and as it is read by 
Paragraphs and sections i will be open to amenent. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the substitute reported by 

the Committee on Finance. Seen Soe See en one Mating af 


of the —_ 
Mr. HALE. In reading the first section will amendments need to 
to each paragraph of the section, or must we wait until the 
reading of the section is completed? The order is that the reading 
PE ID = The Chair thinks uld be 
Th ie rening ot ir it wo more 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the substitute reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRYE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
= The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine will state 

is inquiry. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the amendment now being read for information on 
the motion to lay on the table? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana asked thai 
the amendment might be read for information. The pending question 
is the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to lay the amendment upon 
the table, which is not debatable. Strictly speaking, the reading of 
the amendment would be in the nature of debate, and therefore not in 
order; but the request usually, when made, has been agreed to by the 
Senate, and the Chair is acting in accordance with the precedents. 

Mr. FRYE. I wished to distinctly understand whether or not the 
reading was for amendment under the proposition of the Senator from 
Towa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is being read simply for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRIS. It can only be read for information under the pend- 
ing motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That amounts to a violation of the understand- 
ing. Ido not know whetherthe Senator from Indiana looks at itin that 
way. 

Mr. FRYE. Itisa violation of therule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is aviolation of the rule and a violation of the 
unanimous understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Strictly speaking, it is a violation of 
the rule; but it is in accordance with the uniform practice of the Sen- 
ate, when the reading of an amendment is called for for information, to 
accede to the request. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit to the Senator from Indiana whether 
the effect of his request is not substantially a violation of the unani- 
mous agreement entered into in regard to this matter yesterday. Itis 
a matter for him to decide. If he thinks otherwise, 1 shall not press 
the suggestion, nor do I care anything about it. 

Mr. TURPIE. I will say, in answer to the Senator from Ohio, that 
for myself I do not wish, either directly or indirectly, to violate the 
understanding or agreement. When I asked for the reading of the 
amendment for information I supposed that the amendment was asep- 
arate measure offered by the committee to some section of the bill 
which they had reported as a substitute. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Indiana will allow me to state 
to him—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can proceed only by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I only proposed to ask the Senator from Indiana to 
withdraw his request for the reading for information, and to inform 
him, in connection with that request, that the amendment is the sub- 
stitute reported by the Committee on Finance. It is simply one ainend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute for the whole House bill, and that 
amendment I have moved to lay on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE. Isupposed at the time I asked for the reading for 
information that a separate section upon some subject had been reported 
by the committee, or a majority of it, as an amendment to the bill which 
it presented_as asubstitute. But, there being no such separate section, 
I shall not insist upon the reading of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator from 
Indiana being withdrawn, the question recurs upon the motion made 
by the Senator from Tennessee { Mr. HARRIS] to lay the afendment 
on the table, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.CHace]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea’’ on this motion. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAy]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘*yea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEoORGE’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GrorGR] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Buatm]. My colleague would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were here. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. I should vote “‘nay,’’ and I pre- 
sume he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. HAMPTON’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HAMPTON] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Jones]. If my colleague were present, he would vote “yea,” and I 
understand that the Senator from Nevada would vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when Mr, KENNA’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. KenwA] is detained from the Senate to-day and is paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota {Mr.Sapin]. If my colleague were 
present, he would vote ‘‘ yea’’ on the pending motion. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York {[Mr. Evarts]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea’’ and I presume he would vote “ nay.’’ 















































Hl 


"gee be open to amendment as soon as its reading was con- 
clud: 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Maine that when 
we reach the schedules of the tariff it would be better, I should think, 


Mr. ALLISON. Because the tariff schedules form a single section. 
Mr. HALE. My inquiry was only directed to the treatment of a 
section in which are found several paragraphs, whether Senators are 
expected to wait until the entire section is read or must offer amend- 


ee 
ENT ore ie pro tempore. Under the agreement of the Senate 
the paragraphs are open to amendment as the reading proceeds; but the 
Chair would hold that at the conclusion of the reading of a section, if 
any Senator desired to offer an amendment to a particular paragraph 
it would then be reverted to and the —— could be offered. 
Mr. HALE. That will cover the 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The tine will proceed. 
Mr. HARRIS. Has the reading of the revenue bill been commenced 
this morning? 


The PRESIDENT 7 tempore. It has been commenced. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if he and I 
understand alike that the Committee on Finance has reported but one 
amendment to the bill. Is there one amendment or more than one 
amendment reported by the Senator from Iowa to the pending bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is but one amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis my impression. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. HARRIS. I regarded it as one amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is one amendment to the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. The formal reading of that amendment has been dis- 

with by consent of the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been. 

Mr. HARRIS. That being true, and there being but the one amend- 
ment, and that amendment in my opinion presenting an issue upon the 

net venue legislation, in order to test the sense of the 

teas to w it will adopt the principle indicated by the House 

bill, which, as I understand it, proposes to reduce revenue by reducing 

taxation, while the substitute proceeds upon a principle of reducing 

revenue by to some extent at least increasing taxation, I move to lay 

on the table the amendment reported by the committee; and upon that 
motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

oe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 


‘en ellen egsenteaeeh tegeeten by the committee, and 
upon tht question asks thatthe eas andy may be entero the 





































= and nays were ordered. 
RPIE. t. call for the reading of the amendment for infor- 


ithe i PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the amendment will 





















Q8 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. DECEMBER 5, 


Mr. HISCOCK. My colleague [Mr. EvArts] would vote “nay” if 
he were here. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON (when the name of Mr. WILson, of Iowa, was 
called). My colleague [Mr. WILson, of Iowa] is necessarily absent 
from the Chamber and is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Witson]. If my colleague were here he would vote in the negative. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SABIN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. KENNA] to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RmppLE- 
BERGER}, who is absent, and I vote “‘ nay.”’ 


Mr. CALL. I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
BowEn ]. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to say that when I 
voted on the last roll-call I was under the impression the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] had voted in the affirmative. At the last 
session I had a general pair with him upon all questions where 
substantially divided, and I should not have voted had I not thought 
I heard the Senator from Alabama vote; but it appears he was not in 
the Chamber, and in justice to him I wish to state the fact now. 

Mr. MORGAN. If my colleague [Mr. PuGH] had been present he 
would have voted in the affirmative. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the first sec- 
tion of the matter proposed to be inserted by the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance, which is as follows: 


TOBACCO, 



























That on and after the Ist day of February, 1889, manufacturers of cigars shall 
Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. | each payaspecial tax of Sannually : Provided, Thatthe bond required to be given 
GEORGE]. I understand that the pair has been announced. one Ciao praemmene of Sas XAXV Co aves ee aa 
ae Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. BowEn] is paired with the Sen- 


(ceennahammans districts of the of the ‘United shall be in such penal sum as the 
collector of internal revenue nee not less than $100, with an addition 
of me for each person saomeens employed by such person in making 


on A after the Ist a of Pane, 1889, the ares | nomen 

on cigars, roots, and on cigare we hing more than 
thousand, which shall be manufactured and cia or removed for ganar on 
or sale r that date, shall be $1.50 ee. and on ee oe abe 
less than 3 pounds to the thousand, 50 cents per tho 
the manufacturer thereof. 

That all laws now in force whereby farmers and producers of tobacco are re- 
stricted in the sale and disposition of the same, and all laws and parts of laws 
80 far asthe same relate to the internal-revenue e taxeson the articles hereinafter 


: 

t 

| ator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. If my colleague were present, he 
. would vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. PADDOCK (after having voted in the negative). I havea gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. Ido notsee 
him here. As he is not present, I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his vote. s 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to inquire if a pair has been announced with 

: the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEES], who is absent from the 
| 
: 
i 


city. specified, whether imported or manufactured in United States, be, and the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No such pair has been announced, | Mme sre Hereby, repealed, to take NY nd snuff and the special taxes 
Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask his colleague [Mr. TuRPIE] whether uired by law tohes paid b by manufacturers of and dealers in leaf-tobacco, re- 
the senior Senator from Indiana is paired. tail dealers dealers in manufactured tobacco, snuff, and 


Mr. TURPIE. Iam not aware that he is. 

Mr. HARRIS. I had supposed that he was, but did not know with 
whom. I know that if the Senator from Indiana were here he would 
vote ‘‘yea’’ upon the pending motion, and with that knowledge I 
should be glad if some Senator on the other side would pair with him. 


full amount of the tax mount and extent o may be; but the same shall 

if he has no pair not apply in any case where the claim has not been ented wi ni 
_Mr. BLAIR. I will transfer my pairwith the Senator from Missis- | $2"siowed fer a lose aumeunt than #10, and an a ceeeniae dines ain covering 
sippi [Mr. GrorGE] to the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. JonEs], if that | taxes repealed by this act may be eenernsed Su for portion of the l-tax 
is agreeable to his colleague. year unexpired at the time of the repeal when the amount claimed for such 
Mr. HARRIS. ‘That Senator is absent also. is Act shal be pal out of any Sponey inthe Tearary not cthorwiac appre 
Mr. BLAIR, The Senator from Nevada Mr. JONES] is absent and | priated; and it be the duty of the Secretary of to adopt such 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE] is absent. They would | rules and monesens and to prescribe and furnish ‘ooh blanks and forms as 


vote against each other if they were present. ay bo nesemery to aw Se & into efeet, 














o ,» be, d the 
Mr. WALTHALL. There is no objection to that transfer. is ere pom payne an ~eney in the Treasury Hot Sthareine sriiacke 
Mr. BLAIR. Then I will transfer the pair and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ alteration of dies, stemnon, Se ; Seanieieg ome 
Mr. CULLOM. I desire to make a statement. The Senator from forms, and for such > ota onpenene ot the collection of 


oul taxes at the reduced sedan provides | i thie oak 

Mr. VANCE. Are amendments in order now as we proceed with the 
reading of the sections? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are in order as the reading 


proceeds. 

Mr. VANCE. In section 1 of the amendment, on page 69, line 46, I 
move to amend by striking out the word ‘‘ten’”’ ‘and inserting “five.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 69, in section 1, line 46, it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

And no claim shall be allowed for a less amount than $5. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the substitute was resumed and continued to the end 
of section 11, as follows: 


Sec. 2. That all pape ne mag lome limiting, een, or regulating the 
et sae sale, or all tobacco and sn except as herein pro- 


Nevada [Mr. JonEs] was paired by arrangement with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. The Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VOORHEES] being absent, in the absence of the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. Stewart], I suggest that they be paired with each other. 

Mr. VANCE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
withdraw my vote. I have been requested to pair with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand from the Senator from Illinois that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] is paired with the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]? 

Mr. CULLOM. He is, both Senators being absent. 

. Mr. HARRIS. Very well; let that be understood. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire farther to announce thatif I were permitted 

to vote, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 


the Committee on Finance. 


The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 26; as follows: ided, are hereby , to eon ty ——— the Ist — ; and 
7” TT that the there shall be no wack allowed u enters be en- 
aoe cumatanal terete tain rece i al aitiomeneae ie 
4 : in ve force 
: ae ee ee of Autennenen: Pepie?” bilities incurred, or accruing or scorued prior Soletne chanteeaanant 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, Vest, of the taxes specified n this act shall take 
Blodgett, ~ Gorman, Ransom, Walthall. ALCOHOL IN THE INDUSTRIAL 
" oe ve ™ ized Bergeon bine ena f ee the ae uch 
q ol .u 8 
A NAYS—26. bond as he may prescribe, toestablish be designated as 
Aldrich, Dawes, Ingails, Sawyer, warehouses, to be used exclusively for the of its of 
Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, alcoholic of less than 180 per cent. of proof c—_ as by 
; Blair, Edmunds, Mitchell, Specuse, section 3249 of the Statutes of the Uni in distillers’ 
2 ae. pave, — bridge, or a which —— shall be in the charge of 
- Chandler, awley, q Teller. a a eeper gauger, by trans- 
Cullom. A Hiscock, Plumb, ferred, ‘id in the same manner that storek and 
Davis, Hoar, Sabin, warehouses are now appointed, assigned, and 
ABSENT. Sed Wivery cash Wenahouse shall be undies the contre! of the entiachor of - : 
rae + sien OO SS Ss SRS eae Sees er eee 
e Beck, v enna, Riddleberger, joint custody storekeeper, or storekeeper gauger proprie 
a Bowen, Farwell, M : Stanford," tor thereof, and kept securely locked, and shall atno time be unlocked or opened, 
if Brown, Faulkner, Paddock, Stewart, or remain open, except in the presence of such storek “oF storekeeper 
:. Call, George, Palmer, Vance, and gauger, or other person who may be to act him, as 
; Chace, Hale, Pasco, ee in the case of distillery warehouses. And warehouses shall be undersuch 
, De ~? Hea ; Posh Wien orMae” of the Seeretary of the Treasury may Sake a 
. Eustis, Jones of Nevadu, Quay, Bac. 4, That j spirits io alecholic re of not less than 18) per 
+ So the Senate refused to lay on the table the substitute reported by Dalton — = 2a oe marked, stamaped am 
/ 1 distillery enker regulations to be prescribed by the 
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Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and approved by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, and also stamped as hereinafter provided, be removed in bond from 
distillery bonded warehouses to a bonded alcohol warehouse, under such reg- 
ulstions and after fy ager = Se entries, and executing and filing with the col- 
lector of the district in which such spirits are manufactured such bonds and bills 
of lading, and giving such other additional security as may be prescribed by 
oe Commissioner of Internal Revenue and approved by the Secretary of the 
reasury. 

Sec. 5. That such distilled spirits, after being deposited in such bonded alco- 
hol warehouse, may, under such regulations as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, 
be removed to secure store-rooms, and used in manufacturing establishments, 
as hereinafter provided, without payment of the internal-revenue tax, in the 
isdustrial arts, and in the mated of articles, preparations, compounds, 
acetic and other acids, and medicinal drugs, or chemicals made according to 
the directions of the United States or other national pharmacopeeia or according 
to formulas as published in any of the dispensatories in common use amon 
physicians or apothecaries in the United States. But nothing herein containe 
shall be held or construed as authorizing the use of any distilled spirits upon 
which the internal-revenue tax has not been paid in the manufacture of tinct- 
ures, proprietory articles, wines, liquors, cordials, bitters, or other alcoholic 
compounds which are used or sold as beverages, or which, in the opinion ofthe 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, may be so used or sold. All articles ex- 
cluded from the provisions of this act, manufactured or stored on any premises 
to which distilled spirits have been removed free of tax under the provisions 
of this act, and all articles manufactured or stored in violation of this act shall 
be forfeited to the United States. Every person desiring to have a bondedalco- 
hol warehouse or store-room established, intending to commence or continue 
business shall file with the collector of internal revenue of the district 
in which the or room to be used as such warehouse or store-room is 
lecated a notice in duplicate of his desire and intention, stating the location of 
the building or room, and such other information as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, with the roval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may re- 
quire ; and at the time of filing of such notice shall execute abondin duplicate 
in the form prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, conditioued 
that he will comply with all the provisions of law and regulations made in 

ursuance thereof pertaining to the business to be carried on by him, and that 
he will not use, or allow to be used, any distilled spirits entered into or re- 
moved from his warehouse or store-room by any person or persons whatsoever 
for any of the uses not authorized by this act, and that in case any such spirits 
shall be so used, he shall pay, or cause t&be d, to the United States a sum 
double the amount of the tax on all such spirits so used, and shall pay all pen- 
a!ties incurred or fines imposed on him for violation of any of the provisions of 
this act. Said bonds shall each be with at least two sureties, approved by the 
collector of the district,and for the penal sum of not less than double the 
amount of the tax on the estimated quantity of such spirits that are intended to 
be entered in such warehouse or store-room, asthe case may be, duringa period 
of sixty days, but in no case shall the penal sum of said warehouse bond be less 
than $100,000, nor that of the store-room bond be less than $5,000, and the said 
bonds shall be ed and renewed at such times and shall contain such 
other conditions as Commissioner of Internal Revenue may require. The 
collector may refuse to approve said bond when in his’ judgment the situation 
of the warehouse or store-room issuch as will enable the warehouse proprietor 
or the manufacturer to defraud the United States; and in case of such refusal 
the proprietor or manufacturer may appeal to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, whose decision in the matter shall be final. One copy of the notice 
and application and bond wil! be forwarded to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue and une of each will be retained by the collector. 

Src. 6. That all distilled spirits intended to be entered for deposit ina bonded 
alcohol warehouse, before being removed from the distillery warehouse, shall 
have affixed to each cask or ge an eygraved stamp indicative of such in- 
tention, to be provided and ished to the several collectors as in the case of 
other stamps, and to be charged to them and accounted for in the same manner, 
and for the expense attending the providing and affixing such stamps 10 cents 
for each stamp shall be paid to the collector of the district on making the entry 
for such removal. 


Sec. 7. That any manufacturer, after having provided, at his own expense, on 


the premises, and connected with his manufactory, a secure store-room, in which 
all spirits used in the man = 7 


shall be exclusively entered and stored, and 
to be separated by a secure wall from all other of such manufactory, and 
with one door only entering therein, and all other openings secured and fast- 
ened, and approved by the collector of the district and the Commissioner of in- 


ternal Revenue, after the filing of the notice and bond as uired by this act, 
=m under such bonds and securities as the Commissioner‘of Internal Revenue, 


the oa of the Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe, remove dis- 
tilled spirits of an alcoholic strength of not less than 180 per cent. of proof spirit 
as defined by section 3249 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in distill- 
ers’ original casks or po. without payment of the internal-revenue tax, 


from a ouse, 2s ed in this act, to his store-room for 
use in his manufactory as hereinbefore provided. But suchspirits shall remain 


in the oon until withdrawn for immediate use. Everysuch store- 
room be under control of the collector of internal revenue of the dis- 
trict in which such manufactory is located, and shall be in the charge of a store- 
keeper, or and gauger, and in the joint custody of the storekeeper, 


or storekeeper and gauger, and the proprietor thereof, and kept securely locked, 
and shall at no time be unlocked or opened, or remain open, except in the pres- 


ence of such storekee or Sees ann uger, or other n who may 

naa to act for him, as pro in the case of d ery warehouses, 

and storekeeper, or storekeeper and gauger, shall be appointed, assigned, 
and in the same manner that storek 


eepers or storekeepers 
for ery warehouses are now appointed, assigned, transferred 
and paid. And in case the official bond of the storekeeper, or storekeeper and 
gauger has approved before the paeanae of this act, such officer shall file a 
new official bond, which must be approved by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue before he is assigned to duty under the provisions of this act. 
Src. 8. The storekeeper or storek: rand gauger assigned to such store- 
room shall, in addition to keepi books and making such reports, con- 
cerning spirits entered in, and delivered and remo ved from such store-room, as 
= prescribed the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval 
of Secretary of the Treasury, have access to every part of such man ‘actory 
in which such distilled spirits are used, and make a report each month to the 
ood ‘a 7 a th the = ai ek mat ~4 ih euch 
uring mon © purpose for w , and furnish suc 
headin as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval 


é 


of the of the Treasury, may pees and prescribe; and such store- 
rooms shall be under such further regulations as the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treas: may prescribe. 
Src. cm — such a = a Commissioner o Internal Revenue, 
with e Treasury, ma \ i- 
etor of a bonded who has filed with t enh dpi 


warehouse, 
with the dleiiind ooking in the form and sum specified in this act, may admix 
with the distilled ts entered in his warehouse, in the presence of the store- 
lie , wood-aleohol, or wood-naphtha, which shall cause 
distilled spirits to be unfit for use as a beverage; and such distilled spirits, 
after being so methylated, and drawn off in the presence of the storekeeper, or 





storekeeper and gauger, and under the supervision of a gauger to be designated 
by the collector, into packages of a form and material to & prescribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and different from those of casks in which 
distilled spirits are usually contained, such packages to be gauged, marked, 
stamped, and branded by the gauger as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe, may be sol 
and removed from such warehouse without the payment of the internal-reve- 
nue tax. But distilled spirits produced in different months shall not be drawn 
into the same package, and each kage shall not be of less capacity than 5 
wine gallons, nor of greater capacity than 25 wine gailons, nor contain more 
than 39 proof gallons of spirits. Methylated spirits may be used in the arts and 
manufactures, and for burning, and in the manufacture of articles and com- 
pounds, except wines, liquors, cordials, bitters, and other alcoholic compounds 
used and sold as beverages, or in the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue calculated or intended to be so used or sold. And the methylation 
of such spirits shall be by the addition of methylic alcohol, wood-alcohol, or 
wood-naphtha in such quantities, and in such manner. in the presence of the 
storekeeper, or storekeeper and gauger, as the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Tréasury, may preseribe. And 
no methylated spirits shall be permitted cn any premises in which the busi- 
ness of a distiller, rectifier, wholesale liquor-dealer, or retail liquor-dealer is car- 
ried on, or in premises connected therewith by any private or internal commu- 
nication. Every person intending to withdraw methylated spirits from any 
bonded alcohol warehouse shall file with the collector of the district in which 
the spirits are to be used an application, under oath, setting forth the purpose 
for which the spirits are to be withdrawn, the estimated quantity to be so with- 
drawn and used during a period of one year; the place where the spirits are to 
be stored, and « full description of the premises on which the spirits are to be 
so used; also, the name and residence of every person interested, or to be in- 
terested, in the business to be carried on at said premises; and the application 
shall be in such form, and shall contain such further information as the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue may, by regulation, require. 

Upon the receipt of such application and after making such inquiries as will 
satisfy him that the statements therein contained are true, tie collector shall, 
upon the applicant filing with him a bond with satisfactory sureties and in a 
penal sum of not less than double the amount of the tax on the spirits intended ° 
to be withdrawn during the period of one year, issue a permit, under seal, for 
the withdrawal of said spirits for the purpose or purposes to be therein speci- 
fied; said bond and permit shal! be in such form as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue may prescribe, and may be renewed, and shall be canceled or 
revoked at his discretion. 

And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to have such per- 
mits printed from engraved plates and with serial numbers, as in the case of 
special-tax stamps. 

No methylated spirits shall be withdrawn from any bonded alcohol warehouse 
except upon a permit issued as aforesaid, which permit shall, at the time each 
withdrawal of spirits is made thereunder, be presented by the person to whom 
it is issued, or by his dulyjauthorized agent, to the stérekeeper in charge of 
the warehouse, who shall indorse upon the permit the quantity of spirits with- 
drawn, giving the number of packages, the serial numbers of packages and 
stamps, the number of proof gallons, the date when tax is due by three years’ 
limit, and the.date of withdrawal in each case. Butin no case shall the quantity 
of spirits withdrawn under any permit during the period fcr which the permit is 
issued exceed the quantity of spirits specified therein. And the sale, removal, 
and use of such methylated spirits shal] be under such regulations and restric- 
tions as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, may prescribe. And said Commissioner may, in his 
discretion, exact bonds and returns of persons who purchase or receive, use, 
or transport methylated spirits. And any internal-revenue officer shall, at all 
times, have right of access to all premises on which such methylated spirits 
are received, stored, or used. And the provisions of sections 3276 and 3277 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, so far as applicable, are hereby made 
tonpply to such premises and to the proprietors or occupants thereof. And 
any person who shall demythylate, orseparate methylic alcohol. wood-slcohol, 
or wood-naphtha from any such distilled spirits, or use, or by willful neglect 
cause to be used, any such methylated spirits for any of the uses not authorizec 
by this act, or who shall separate or recover, or cause the s¢paration or recov- 
ery of any alcohol permitted to be used in the manufacture of any of the arti- 
cles by the provisions of this act free of tax, shall on conviction pay a penalty 
of not less than $500, nor more than $5,000, and be imprisoned not less than six 
months nor more than three years. 

Sec. 10, That every proprietor of any such bonded alcohol warehouse who 
shall have filed the application and bond, and every manufacturer who shall 
have provided coutelie store-room, which have been approved by the collector 
of the district and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, shall provide a book 
to be prepared and kept in such form as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
may prescribe, and shall make daily entries therein of all spirits received, with 
the name of the person from whom the spirits were purchased, and the name of 
the distiller by whom and the district in which the spirits were produced, and 


ethe serial number of each cask or package, and the actual contents of each 


when received by him. He shall also, in like manner, enter in said book the 
quantity of spirits removed each day, and the name, occupation, and address 
of the person to whom the spirits are sold; and if a manufacturer, he shall en- 
ter in said book the quantity removed from the store-room, and if less than a 
cask or package, the actual quantity removed from any cask or package; and 
he shall also enter the names of all articles in the manufacture of which such 
spirits have been used as authorized in thisact. And every person keeping the 
book herein required shall, on or before the tenth day of each month, make a 
full and accurate transcript of all entries made during the preceding month, 
and shall, after verifying the same by oath, forward the same through the col- 
lector of the district to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. The book herein 
required shall be kept on the premises described in the application, and shall 
at all times be open for the inspection of any revenue officer; and such officer 
shall at all times have access to said premises for the purpose of inspecting the 
same, or any stock, utensil, apparatus, or appliances therein, where such spirits 
are used, and the owner or occupant of said premises shall,on demand of such 
officer, furnish needful assistance to enable the said officer to make such examina- 
tion and report. And any person who shall willfully use, or by neglect cause 
to be used, any distilled spirits entered in his bonded alcohol warehouse or 
store-room established under this act in any manner except as expressly pro- 
vided and permitted in this act,shall on conviction pay a penalty of not less 
than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, and be imprisoned not less than six months 
nor more than three years. 

Sec. 11. That any person who, under the provisions Of this act,or under any 
regulation issued in pursuance hercof,shall neglect or refuse to make or ren- 
der any entry, bond, or account, or shall make or render any false or fraudulent 
entry, bond,or account, or shall, in qualifying as a surety to any bond required 
by this act, make any false or fraudulent statement or representation as to the 
property owned by him,and any person who shall fail to use any stamp, label, 
tag, mark, caution-notice, or ary other device prescribed by this act,or by any 
reguiation issued in pursuance of this act, or shall fraudulently use or reuse the 
same, shall forany such offense, on conviction had, be fined not less than $500 nor 
more than $5,000, and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than three 


years; and any vessel, package, or other inclosure not me’ marked, of 
branded as required by law and thisact, all spirite or other mater contained id 
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such vessel, cask, or padeae.ertastogure shall be forfeited to the United States, 
Nothing in this act shall be construed as extending the time within which the 
tax on distilled spiritsshall be paid beyond the limit fixed bylaw within which 
such spirits must be withdrawn from distillery warehouses upon payment of 
the tax. And,in case any spirits withdrawn from a distillery warehouse under 
the provisions of this actare not used as authorized by this act within the time 
fixed by the distiller’s warehousing bond for the payment of the tax, the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue shall assess the tax against the person liable, 
under bond as warehouse proprietor or manufacturer atthe time, forthe proper 


use and custody of the spirits, and such tax shall be collected as in the case of 
other assessed taxes. 


It shall not be lawful for any person to receive, use, or store any methylated 
distilled spirits free of internal-revenue tax under the provisions of this act on 
apy premises within 600 feet ina direct line from any premises used as a distill- 
ery or for rectifying distilled spirits. 

Any person who shall receive, or use distilled spirits, free of tax, under the 
provisions of this act, and shall knowingly or willfully omit, neglect,er refuse 
to do, or cause to be diene, any of the things uired to be done by this act, or 
any regulation made pursuant thereto, or shall do anything by this act prohib- 
ited, or declwred thereby to be unlawful, if there be no specific — or pun- 
ishment imposed by this act for the neglecting, omitting, or re g to do the 
thiny required, or for the doing or causing to be done, the thing prohibited, or 
declared uniawful, he shall, on conviction, pay a penalty at the retion of the 
court, not exeeeding $5,000. And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is au- 
thorized to determine the quality and ae of the methylic alcohol, wood- 
alcohol. or wood-naphtha, that may be in methylating spirits. And the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue may also, at his discretion, requirethe maker 
of methylated spirits to provide a separate store-room and vats, with suitable 
locks and fastenings, for keeping and storing meihylic aleoliol, wood-alcohol, 
or wood-naphtha, used in methylating and mixing, and may require samples to 
be furnished from such vats, or other receptacles, for chemical analysis and for 
his approval. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senate have heard read the 
sections which relate to alcohol used in the industrial arts. While I 
have grave doubts about the practicability of trying thesesections with- 
out encouraging fraud, at the same time I believe that the ohjectof the 
sections is a good one—to remove all tax from spirits or alcohol used 
for the purposes of manufacture or in the arts or as medicines and the 
like, and to confine the tax on whisky to that which is used for con- 
sumption in the ordinary form. 

These sections are very harsh and severe; they are necessarily so; 
but Ido not believe that even with all their harshness and severity 
they will be successfully applied and executed. Still, as I have no 
objection to the object sought for, the removal of the tax on any article 
essential to many of the industrial arts and used to the extent ofseven 
or eight million dollars a year, not for consumption in the ordinary 
way, I am willing to see theexperiment tried. I wish simply to enter 
my caveat for the reasons partially stated by Commissioner Miller in 
his recent report, and for reasons which I have also previously stated 
before the Committee on Finance. I fear it will not be a successful 
experiment, but I am willing to let it pass without any resistance, 
stating, however, that I may offer one or two amendments in detail in 
regard to some provisions of these sections to which my attention has 
been called this morning, but which I have not sufficiently studied to 
feel authorized now in moving an amendment. I take it that I have 
a right at any time in the Senate or in the committee stage to offer 
these amendments to carry out the view I have taken of these sections. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not desire to detain the further reading of the 
bill. I wish, however, to give notice that when the bill is reported to 
the Senate I shall probably offer several amendments to the internal- 
revenue sections, and especially to the sections referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio; but for the present, as the amendments are not per- 
fected, I will allow the reading of the measure to proceed without 
offering the amendments at this time, and will, when the bill is reported 

to the Senate, have them ready and will then offer them. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire to offer an amendment as an independent 
section, to come in at the end of section 10. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
reported by the ° 

The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section after 
section 10 the following: 

That whenever in any statute denouncing any violation of the internal-reve- 
nue laws as a felony, or misdemeanor, there is prescribed in such statute 


a minimum punishment, less than which minimom no fine, penalty, i 
ment, or punishment is authorized to be 


to 
exceeding the limit authorized by 
a punishment be less or greater than the said 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, that is merely extending the provis- 
ions of the law authorizing the judge to exercise his discretion to the 
whole law relating to internal taxes. The present law, which has just 
been read as part of the substitute of the Senate Finance Committee, 
in the preceding section, providing penalties for violations of this pro- 
vision, which it is admitted affords great chance to the commission of 
fraud, gives the judge a discretion, merely limiting hin: to a maximum 
punishment. This amendment of mine extends that discretion of the 
court to all violations of the internal-revenue laws. I think it is emi- 
‘nently proper that it should be done. 

Mr. VEST. I did not catch all the wording of that amendment, 
but I suppose the Senator from North Carolina does not mean to ex- 
tend it to any except violations of internal-revenue laws. 

Mr. VANCE. That is all. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Secretary to read it again. It seemed to me 
to extend to the whole criminal statutes of the United States. 

Mr. VANCE. That is not the intention. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. VANCE. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). The ques- 


tion ison the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Vance]. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the yeas and nays. 

a and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I will vote “nay,’’ it 
being understood that the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzoraE] is 
paired with the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. jeneal. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I transfer my _ 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evants]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. If 
present, the Senator from Maine would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Louis- 
iana [Mr. Eustis], who is absent. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
FARWELL] is also absent, and the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 
is paired with him. I have transferred my pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana to the Senator from Illinois, so that the Senator from Florida 
and myself can both vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO. I was paired with the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. Far- 
WELL], but under the arrangement announced by the Senator from Ne- 
braska I will vote “‘ yea,’ my pair having been transferred. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired avith the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr, Cuace}. If he were present, I should vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg to announce that my colleague [Mr. Hamp- 
TON ] is paired with the Senator from Nevada |Mr.Jonxs}. If my col- 
league were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and the Senator from Ne- 
vada “nay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is uncertain whether the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr] did not announce some 
pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampron]. 

Mr. BLAIR. As I understood, my pair with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEorGE] was transferred to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jonxs]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I announced the pair between my colleague and the 
Senator from Nevada. I was not aware of: the fact that the Senator 
from New Hampshire was paired with him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I resume my pair with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GrorGE]. 

Mr. BUTLER. {I have not the least objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. SABIN. I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative), I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumsB]. As I see he is ab- 
sent, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to announce the pair of the Senator from 
Vermont { Mr. Epmunps] with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puau], 
both of whom are necessarily absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to announce that the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. Voornees] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia is 
informed that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] has voted. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The understanding was that the pair controlled 
as to those two Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will say to the Senator from West Virginia thaton 

i upon the table the Senator from Nevada 


: then. That is all right; but the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srrwaet] has voted and is now not in the 
Chamber. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no power to withdraw 
the vote of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course not, unless the Senator were t to do 
it. Probably some Senator who is will withdraw his vote and 
pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs] on this question. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 28; as ws: 


YEAS—I17. 
Bate, Cockrell, - Jonesof Arkansas, Vance, 
a Coke, Pasco, Walthall, 
Blodgett, Gray Reagan, 
Buver Harria Turpie, 
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NAYS—28. 
Manderson, Sabin, 
Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Morrill, Sherman, 
Paddock, mer, 
H Palmer, a 
vis, In Payne, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, McPherson, Platt, Teller. 
ABSENT—31. 
Beck, Edm Hampton, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Eustis, earst, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Brown, Farwell, Kenna, Vest, 
he George, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Chace, Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Daniel, Hale, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. I have another amendment to offer, to come in as an 
independent section at the end of section 11, which I ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina 
effers an amendment, which will be read. 


The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to insert a new section after sec- 
tion 11, the following: ' 


That no warrant, in any case under the internal-revenue law, shall be issued 
upon an affidavit upon information and belief, unless such affi- 
davit is made by a collector lector of sone or by a rev- 


enue agent; and, with the aforesaid,no warrant 
t upon a sworn govuieint pnting atm eRe eenengeetnse 
alleging them to be thin the personal knowledge of the t. And the 


United not be liable to pay any fees to marshals, clerks, commis- 
sioners, or other officers for any warrant issued or arrest made in prosecutions 
under inte: mue laws, unless there be a conviction or the prosecu- 
tion has been approved, cither before or after such arrest, by the attorney of the 
United States the district 


for where the offense is all to have been com- 
mitted, or unless the was by il ion or indictment. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. VANCE, I offer another amendment as an independent section, 
to come in at the same place, at the end of section 11. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read 


The Carer CLERK. It is proposed to insert a new section after sec- 
tion 11, the following: 


That whenever a warrant shall be issued by a commissioner or other judicial 
officer having jurisdiction for the arrest of 
offense, such 


an charged with a criminal 
the affidavit on which the same was is- 
fore some judicial officer named in section 1014 of 
in the county of arrest, or, if there be no such ju- 


county, re some such jud officer residing in another 
county nearest to the place of arrest. And the judicial officer before whom the 
arrant is made returnable 


wi as herein provided shali have exclusive authority 
S make the preliminary examination of every amen arrested as aforesaid, and 


admit him to bail, or commit him to prison, as the case may 
require: Thatthis section shall not apply to the Indian Territory. 
Mr. VANCE. ‘There certainly can be no objection to this amend- 
ment. It simply requires that when a person is arrested he shall be 
taken before the United States commissioner in the county of arrest 
most convenient to him; and, if there be none in that county, then to 
the commissioner in the nearest county where a commissioner resides. 
- It seems to me that there can be no possible objection to that. Italso 
invests the commissioner with power to discharge the person arrested 
if there is not a prima facie case against him, instead of binding hin 
over to the court. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
po by the Senator from NorthCarolina. [Putting the question. ] 


e eee, apneet to have it. 
Mr. VAN I call for the yeas and nays. 
ane and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
ro 
Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Gzorer]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from Colorado [Mr. Bowrn]. 
Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
I transfer my pair 


Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHace]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and I vote “‘yea.”’ 

Mr. B hen Mr. HAMPTON’s name was called). 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). My pair having been trans- 


ferred under the arrangement announced by the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. root I vote “‘ yea.’’ 
Mr. STEWART (when his name was called). 


Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That pair has been transferred. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘Then I vote “nay.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson ], and therefore refrain from yot- 
ing. I do not see him in the Chamber. I voted on the former votes 
without his absence. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], who is tempo- 


























rarily absent from the Chamber. 
“* yea.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was calied). 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were here, he would vote “‘nay’”’ and I 
should vote ‘‘ yea,”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I announce for the last time the pair of the Senator 
— ‘aes [Mr. EpmMuNDs] with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 

UGH]. 

Mr. CULLOM. My coileague [Mr. FARWELL] is paired now with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If my colleague were pres- 
ent, he would vote “ nay.”’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Noticing the absence of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. Beck] with the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam paired with the Senator from New York [| Mr. 
Evarts]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative), I desire to 


inquire whether the name is checked of the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. BLopGerr]. 


] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
recorded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr, PAYNE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
quire whether my colleague | Mr. SHERMAN] has voted. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator’s colleague has not voted. 

Mr. PAYNE. That Senator requested me to pair with him; so I 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—15. 


If he were present, I should vote 


I am paired with the Sen- 


The Senator from New Jersey is not 


I desire to in- 


Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Berry, Faulkner, McPhersoa, urpie, 
Butler, Gray, Pasco, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, 
NAYS—19. 

Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cameron, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, Stockbridge. 
Davis, Hiscock, Platt, 

ABSENT —42. 
Beck, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Kenna, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Morgan, Teller, 
Bowen, George, Palmer, Vance, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne Vest, 
Call, Gorman, Plumb Voorhees, 
Chace, Hale, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hampton, Quay, Wilson of Ma. 
Colquitt, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Sabin, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting. 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


The 


Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Allison, Cullom, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Bate, Davis, Manderson, Spooner, 
Berry, Dawes, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Morgan Stockbridge, 
Biair, Faulkner, Morrill, Tellier, 
Butler, Frye, Paddock, Tarpie, 
1, Hale, Pasco, Vance, 
eron, Harris, Payne, Vest, 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Quay, 
Coke, Hoar, Ransom, 


PRESIDING OFFICER. On the roll-call of the Senate 46 Sen- 
ators have answered to their names. A quorum being present, the roll 
will be called upon the question of agreeing to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vancr]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr CHace}. 
Mr. WALTHALL (when the name of Mr. GEORGE was called). 
coll {Mr. GzorGx] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLArg]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

it, and he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ ; 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KenNA], but the pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. I vote 
"ne 27 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 


I am paired with the Sen- 


My 


I am paired with the Sen- 
Ishould vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were 


Tam paired with the 
If he were present, I should 
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Mr. TELLER. With the consent of the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CALL], I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Gipson ] to my colleague [Mr. Bowen], and I will vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL. Very well. ‘Then I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. VEST. lIagain announce my pair with the Senator from Kan- 
sas {Mr. PLuMB]. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if he were present. 

Mr. BLAIR. I announce my pair with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GrorGE], which will continue until he comes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. Far- 
WELL] with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. My colleague 
would vote ‘‘ nay ’’ if present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. BLopGett]. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Is. 
Bate, Cockrell, Pasco, Turpie, 
Berry, Coke, Payne, Vance, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Ransom, Walthall, 
Butler, Harris, Reagan, 
Call, McPherson, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Allison, Frye, Morrill, Sherman, 
Cameron, Hawley, Paddock, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Palmer, Stewart, 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Manderson, Sabin, Teller. 
ABSENT—A. 

Beck, Edmunds, Hampton, Quay. 
Blair, Eustis, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Ingalls, Stanford, 
Bowen, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Brown, George, Jones of Nevada, Voorhees 
Chace, Gibson, Kenna, Wilson of Towa, 
Chandler, Gorman, Morgan, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Gray, Plumb, 
Daniel, Hale, Pugh, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. I offer another amendment, to come in at the same 
place as those previously moved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina of- 
fers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section after 
section 11 the following: 

That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, may compromise any civil or criminal case, and may re- 
duce or remitany fine, penalty, forfeiture, or assessment, under the internal- 
revenue laws. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. I have another amendment to offer, to come in as an 
independent section at the end of section 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina 
offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The CureF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section after 
section 11 the following: 

That section 8255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended by 
striking out all after said number and substituting therefor the following: 

“And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, may exempt distillers of brandy made exclusively from 
apples, peaches, grapes, or other fruits from any provision of this title relating 
to the manufacture of spirits, except as to tax thereon, when in his judgment it 
may seem expedient to do so.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that question is put I ask the Senator from 
North Carolina what he desires to accomplish by this amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire to accomplish by the amendment some ex- 
emption to the farmer who distills from fruit and to the small distilleries 
on their plantations, that they may be exempted from the supervision of 
storekeepers, gaugers, etc., at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and render an 
account of their tax according to the capacity of their stills. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. VANCE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEorGE’s name was called). I de- 
sire to announce for the last time to-day that my colleague Ae 
GrorGE] is paired with the Senator from New econ Mr. 
BLAIR}. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. If he were present, I should 
vote **vea.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN], who is temporarily absent, and withhold 
my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. I announce my pair with the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. GEoRGE]. 


The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 

Bate, Call, Pasco, Turpie, 

' ay Coke, Ransom, Vance, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Reagan, Vest, 
Butler, McPherson, Saulsbury, Walthall. 

NAYS—30. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, 
Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cameron, Harris, Morrill, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hawley, Paddock, Stewart, 
Cockrell, Hiscock, Palmer, Teller. 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, . 
Davis, Ingalls, Plumb, 
ABSENT—30. 
Beck, Eustis, Hampton, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Evarts Hearst, Stanford, 
Bowen, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Stockbridge, 
Brown, George, Kenna, Voorhees, 
Chace, Gibson, Morgan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Daniel, Gray, Pugh, 
Edmunds, Hale, Quay, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. VANCE. I desire to offer a further amendment, to come in at 
the end of section 11 as an independent section. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The CutEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section, after 
section 11, the following: 

That section 3332 of the Revised Statutes, and the supplement thereto, shall 
be amended so that said section shall read as follows: 

“When a judgment of forfeiture in any case of seizure is recovered against 
any distillery used or fit for use in the production of distilled spirits because no 
bond has been given, or against any distillery used or fit for use in the produc- 
tion of spirits paving a red producing capacity of less than 150 gallons a 
day, every still, doubler, worm, worm-tub, mash-tub, and fermenting-tub therein 
shall be sold, as in case of other forfeited property, without being mutilated or 
destroyed. And in case of seizureof a still, doubler, worm, worm-tub, ferment- 
ing-tub, mash-tub, or other distilling apparatus of any kind whatsoever, forany 
offense involving forfeiture of the same, itshall be the duty of the seizing officer 
to remove the same from the place where seized to a place of safe sto ; and 


said property so seized shall be sold as provided by law, but without being mu- 
tilated or destroyed.” 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the special order for this hour, , 
being Senate bill 3401, the title of which will be reported by the Sec- 
retary. 

The Curzr CierK. A bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 


‘the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved 


July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 
act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing outof the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to 
secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain 
of the companies therein mentioned. 

Mr. FRYE. I move thatthe special order be postponed to one-week 
from to-day, at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. When that special order was made, of course it was 
made subject to the consideration of the tariff bill. I suppose that 
will be understood as applying to it now. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the special order, being Senate bill 3401, be postponed for one week, 
the consideration to be resumed on Wednesday, the 12th instant, at 2 
o’clock in the afternoon. 

-— ALLISON. I have no objection to that, subject to the tariff 
ill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr.CULLOM. There is an amendment before the Senate, I belfeve. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on ing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE]. 

Mr. VANCE. Itseems to me that this is as fair a proposition as I 
have offered, and I should like, as there has been an interregnum, that 
it be read again for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I can not see who can object, or why any oneshould 
object, to this amendment to t the wanton destruction of prop- 


erty that might otherwise be sold for the benefit of the Government or 
somebody. Under the present law the special hardship is that when 
a man’s distillery is seized, ee to have violated the inter- 
nal-revenue laws, his — destroyed. Perhaps there is a ver- 
dict of not guilty, but 


property has been destroyed, and there is a 
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double injury inflicted upon him. This amendment simply provides 
that the property shall be confiscated and sold without being mutilated 
or destroyed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the words ‘‘ having a registered producing capacity of less than 150 
gallons aday.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. ; 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 7, after the word ‘‘spirits,’”’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ day,’’ in line 
8, as follows: 

Having a registered producing capacity of less than 150 gallons a day. 


Mr. CULLOM. Now let us see how it would read as amended. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported as 
proposed to be amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That section 3332 of the Revised Statutes, and the supplement thereto, shall be 
amended so that said section shall read as follows: 

“When a judgment of forfeiture in any case of seizure is recovered against 
any distillery used or fit for use in the production of distilled spirits, because 
no bond has been given, or against any distillery used or fit for use in the pro- 
duction of spirits, every still, doubler, worm, worm-tub, mash-tub, and fer- 
menting-tub therein shall be sold as in case of other forfeited pusey: without 
being mutilated or destroyed. And in case of seizure of a still, doubler, worm, 
worm-tub, fermenting-tub, mash-tub, or other distilling apparatus of any kind 
whatsoever, for any offense involving forfeiture of the same, it shall be the duty 
of the seizing officer to remove the same from the place where seized to a place 
of safe sory and said property so seized shall be sold as provided by law, 
but without ing mutilated or destroyed.”’ 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ appear to 
have it. 


Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired with my col- 
league [Mr. SHERMAN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB]. 

‘The roli-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLAtr], who has been called out of the Senate Chamber and will 
be back in a few moments. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to announce once for all that my colleague 
[Mr. WILSON, of Iowa], who is detained from the Senate, is paired 


with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WrLson]. 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—17. 
Bate, Call, Pasco, Vance, 
ar Coke, Ransom, Walthall, 
Bl burn, Faulkner, ‘an, 
Blodgett, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Ingalls, Palmer, 
Allison, Dolph, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Cameron, e, Manderson, Spooner, 
Chandier, ey: Mitchell, Stewart 
Cullom, . Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hoar, Paddock, Teller. 
ABSENT—35. 
Beck, Eustis, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Bowen, Farwell, Kenna, Sherman, 
Brown, George, Morgan, Stanford, 
Chace, Gibson, Payne, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Platt, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Gray, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Hale, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Edmunds, Hampton, Quay, 


So the amendment as amended was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I am happy to say that I am nearing 
the end of my amendments. I beg the indulgence of the Senate to offer 
only a few more. I offer this as an independent section to come in at 
the end of section 11. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
read by the Secretary. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert, after section 11, as a 
new sectian: 

That whenever it shall be made to My =e to the United States court or judge 
having jurisdiction that the health or life of any person imprisoned for any of- 
fense, in a county jail or elsewhere, is endangered by close confinement, the 
said court or judge is hereby authorized to make such order and provision for 
the comfort and well-being of the person so imprisoned as shall be deemed rea- 
sonable and proper. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VANCE. I offer one more amendment, to come in at the end of 
the one just adopted. 


XX—3 


The proposed amendment will be 
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The amendment will be reported. 
It is proposed to insert as a new section the 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Curer CLERK. 


following: 

Src. —. That all clauses of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, and all laws 
amendatory thereof, and all other laws which impose any specia! taxes upon 
manufacturers of stills, retail dealers in liquors, and retail dealers in malt liquors, 


are hereby repealed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question and declared that 
the noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BATE. I ask for the reading of that amendment again. 

The amendment was read. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. EvaArrts]. 
vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Missouri [ Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], but as I think we agree 
on this subject I shall vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Seeingthat the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
is absent, I announce that Iam paired with him; but I should vote 
‘*nay’’ if at liberty to vote. My colleague [Mr. FARWELL], if pres- 
ent, would also vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [| Mr. 
Breck]. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ but for that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Has the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BLAcK- 
BURN ] voted on this question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. MANDERSON. 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the Sen- 


He is not recorded. 
I am paired with that Senator, and therefore 
abstain from voting. I should vote ‘‘ nay’’ if he were present. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but believing he would vote ‘‘nay’’ if 
present, I record my vote in the negative. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAcE] is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurTt]}. 

The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—4, 
Call, Ransom, Vance, Vest. 

NAYS—30. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, Dolph, Morrill, Stewart, 
Bate, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Harris, Palmer, Teller, 
Butler, Hawley, Payne, Turpie, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Walthall. 
Coke, Ingalls, Reagan, 
Davis, McPherson, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—42. 

Beck, Daniel, Hampton, Quay, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Eustis, Hoar, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Jonesof Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Brown, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Cameron, George, Manderson, Voorhees, 

\ Gibson, Morgan, Wilson of iowa, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pasco, Wilson of Md. 
Colquitt, Gray, Plait, 

Cullom, Hale, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answéred to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Colquitt, McPherson, Reagan, 
Allison, Cullom, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Bate, Davis, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Berry, Dawes, Morgan, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Morrill, Spooner, 
Blair, Eustis, Paddock, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Frye, Pa!mer, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Hale, Pasco, Teller, 
Call, Harris, Payne, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hawley, Platt, Vance, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Pugh, Walthall. 
Coke, Ingalls, Ransom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-one Senators have answered 
to their names, more than a quorum. 

Mr. VANCE. If I can be permitted todo so, to save the time of the 
Senate I will withdraw the amendment. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The presence of a quorum having 
been ascertained, the Senator from North Carolina asks unanimous con- 
sent, the yeas and nays having been ordered, to withdraw his amend- 
ment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 4 

Mr. VANCE. Now, Mr. President, I desire to give notice that I shall 
ask for a separate vote in the Senate on the third amendment, I think 
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it was, which I offered, forbidding the issuing of warrants upon infor- 
mation and belief except by the regular officers of internal revenue, 

Mr. HARRIS. You will offer it in the Senate, you mean? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, I will offer it in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I had supposed the Secretary 
had completed the reading of this schedule, but, as I now understood 
him, he is upon section 12 of this schedule. Am I correct? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is correct. 

Mr. McPHERSON. After the Secretary has completed the reading 
of the entire schedule, it is my pu to ask a separate vote upon 
eliminating the whole schedule from the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. He has read all of that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I will ask for it now for the following 
reasons: In the first place, I call the attention of the committee and of 
the Senate to the fact that the succeeding schedule in the committee’s 
substitute, known as Schedule A, classed as chemical products—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New Jersey indulge me to 
ask if there is not now pending an amendment to this schedule of in- 
ternal-revenue taxation ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The last amendment offered by the 
Senator from North Carolina was withdrawn by him with the consent 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was notawareofthat. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
I thought that amendment was pending. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Schedule A would require very great recon- 
struction in case the Senate should decide, as I hope it will, to strike 
out this entire schedule relating to spirits used in the arts; and I call the 
especial attention of the Senate to the fact that the rates of duty imposed 
in the chemical schedule are nearly the rates of duty now found in the 
existing tariff. There is no reduction to correspond with the amount 
which is remitted in the tax upon spirits. Itisclaimed by the Finance 
Committee in their majority report that it will reduce the revenue to 
the extent of about $7,000,000. Therefore this reduction claimed by 
them is only an additional bounty given to the manufacturers of chemi- 
cal products. It will be no particular benefit to consumers. It will 
not aid in the exportation of our goods so long as the spirits themselves 
are exported free of duty. 

As the bases of almost all of the chemical products are products of 
importation, nothing could result beneficially to the manufacturer by 
this remission of duty so far as the export trade is concerned. 

But the main cause of my opposition to this schedule is found in 
this, that, instead of a reduction of revenue to the extent of $7,000,000, 
there will be a reduction of more than $20,000,0°; because, I take it, 
no member of the committee will assert as a ia< ur as approximating 
the truth that there will not be great frands upon the revenue under 
this scheme. It will be impossible to prevent them. So says the 
Treasury Department; so says every foreign government that has ever 
undertaken to deal with this question in the manner proposed by this 
committee. 

Now, a reduction of, say, $15,000,000 or $20,000,000 of revenue, 
which gives no benefit to the people on articles of necessity in every- 
day use, by the reduction of taxes on spirits, is only the first step to- 
wards an absolute abrogation or abolition of the whole whisky tax. 

I want to compliment the committee on their skill in this first and 
primal step toward the abrogation of the entire whisky tax, for, just 
as sure as one day follows another, it will ultimately be found neces- 
sary to abolish the whole whisky tax or to repeal this legislation. 

lor the reason I have stated, and for the additional reason that in- 
asmuch as the bill itself in other schedules is based very largely upon 
what the Senate may do touching this particular schedule, I desire to 
ask now a separate vote upon this particular question in order that when 
we reach Schedule A we may proceed intelligently to revise and amend 
that, because it will be dependent entirely upon what action the Senate 
may take respecting this question. Therefore I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the question of eliminating from this measure all that is found 
under the title of ‘“‘Alcohol in the industrial arts,’’ commencing on 
page 70 and ending on page 86, at Title XX XIII. _I think it will ex- 
pedite the business of the Senate with respect to the consideration of 
this whole subject. 

If it be the purpose of Senators on the other side of the Chamber to 
take the first and initiatory step towards the continuance of the most 
oppressive duties upon the necessaries of life, by first ee sys- 
tem of legislation of this charaeter, which will make it absolutely nec- 
essary to repeal the entire internal-revenue system of the country in 
regard to whisky, tobacco, and everything else, with all that relates 
to it, then let the country understand it. 

For myself, I am unalterably opposed to this legislation. Iam un- 
alterably opposed to any remission of tax upon its, and I am op- 
namiaeal system which offersa premium for upon the Treas- 
ury, and this measure virtually does that; and I am unalterably opposed 
to giving manufacturers in any particular industry, under 
this chemical schedule, where to-day the 
existing duties, what the committee 


declare wo be $7,000,000 


more in bounty offered to them upon these products. 


If it be the purpose of the Senate to continue this system, then I 
think the Senate should be careful when it reaches the next schedule 
to see that the proper reductions be made in that upon the duties levied 
upon those products. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President, there is some force in the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from New Jersey that this is the proper time 
to test the question as to whether the sections which have been 
over relating to the use of alcohol in the arts shall remain in the bill or 
be excluded from it. As this measure, so far as the chemical schedule 
is concerned, is made up on the expectation that the previous provis- 
ions will be retained, if these sections are struck out it will be neces- 
sary, as suggested by the Senator from New Jersey, for the entire 
chemical schedule to be revised. : 

The Senator from New Jersey, however, is laboring under a misap- 
prehension with reference to many things connected with this schedule. 
In the first place, it was the purpose and intent of the committee to 
reduce the rate of duty upon all chemicalsin which alcohol is a solvent 
corresponding with the elimination of the internal-revenue tax on dis- 
tilled spirits. If he will point out as we proceed with the chemical 
schedule wherein we have failed to make proper allowance for the with- 
drawal of spirits in bond for these purposes, I, for one, shall be glad to 
consider any amendment that may by suggested by him on that subject. 

The Senator says it is admitted that the effect of these provisions will 
be to allow the perpetration of frauds upon the revenue. I know there 
have been doubts expressed on that subject, and the Senator from Ohio 
[ Mr. SHERMAN] has expressed a doubt to-day. I have no doubt my- 
self, as I stated on this floor in October, that these provisions can be en- 
forced so that there will be no fraud upon the revenue. I believe that 
can be done. It may be that in isolated cases there will be attempts 
at fraud; I do not say that will not beso. We have had, however, 
some experience in this country so far as the provisions respecting 
spirits in bond are concerned. It has been the law, I think since 
1866—I may possibly be mistaken as to the date—that manufacturers 
of chemicals for export have been authorized to have warehouses es- 
tablished wherein their alcohol is placed and withdrawn by them free 
oftax. So this is not intended to affect one way or the other the ex- 
port trade, because any chemist under an existing law, which has been 
in force I think for twenty years, or perhaps twenty-two, can avail 
himself of free aleohol. It is certain, however, that if for domestic 

alcohol can be procured without the payment of the tax, it 
will result in a co nding reduction in the prices of articles pro- 
duced by that method. That is all there is in this. 

I can see no difficulty in these provisions. They are in force in Ger- 
many; they are in force in Great Britain, and have been for many 
years. They have been in force here as respects articles exported in 
our own country. There may be some question as to these several pro- 
visions respecting methylation, and upon that subject I desire to say 
a single word. 

I will say frankly that Ido not attach any great importance to the 
suggestions made by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue upon that 
subject. In the first place, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is 
remarkably brief on the subject. If there was any serious danger to 
this great source of revenue, it seems to me that it would be worth 
while for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have elaborated the 
difficulties in the way. Hesimply puts in his report a paragraph call- 
ing attention to the fact that his chemist in the bureau has been ex- 
perimenting respecting this matter. I had occasion to state here when 
this nfatter was up in October that there was no way of securing the 


| withdrawal of methylic alechol or wood-alcohol except by redistilla- 


tion. It turns ont now that these experiments show that distinctly; 
but the experiments made by this chemist in the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue are experiments which I consider to be of no value whatever 
as respects the great questions involved here. This experimenter took 
10 per cent. of methy] alcohol and inserted it in the ordinary alcohol 
and then extracted it, and extracted it in every instance, as shown by 
his own re at a loss of one-quarter of the en Now, 
these provisions require the Commissioner of In Revenue, with 
the approval of the of the Treasury, to say what amount of 
methyl! shall be introduced into these spirits. 

I have no doubt, and I say this now in order that this experimenter 
may go on with his experiments, that if you will introduce 15 per cent. 
of methyl alcohol, the cost of extracting it or removing it would be so 

that See toe ne But in every instance where 
he made an experiment he only too per cent. my judgmen 
what has been successful in Great Britain, what hesbeheeliboneaal 2 
Germany, can be made successful here, even as respects methylation. 
But I have not heard, even in the report of the Commissioner of In- 


tions are not wise 
Revenue not attack the great body of the here, which 
provide that spirits may be introduced and 
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visions being here upon our table threatened the revenue, would not 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue have turned his attention to the 
defects in these bonded provisions that the Senator from New Jersey 
now proposes to strike out? RR 

Se, Mr. President, it seems to me that these bended provisions are 
practically invainerable in the judgmentof the Bureau of Internal Rev- 
enue. The question of methylation is left largely to the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury as to the quantity and method of use, 
and I have no doubt that if a sufficient quantity of this wood-aleohol 
is inserted in the spirits, even by distillation it could not be withdrawn 
withoat an expense greater than the profit of withdrawal. 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey is utterly mistaken in 
his general statement that the effect will not.be to reduce to the con- 
sumer the difference in cost between the taxed spirits and the untaxed 
spirits. He is mistaken in another thing, in my judgment, and that 
is that this will materially affect the revenues from distilled spirits. 
The Commissioner of Internal Revenue himself in his report of last 
year only estimates 5,000,000 gallons as the amount used in the arts. 
I know others-estimate it at ten or twelve millions. I have no doubt 
that if these provisions shall become a part of our statute law the effect 
will be to largely increase the use of alcohol inthe arts. I believe that 
the effect will be in twe or three or five years to increase that use so 
that from twenty-five to thirty million gallons of proof spirits will be 
used in the arts, but not to the detriment of the revenue. 

Because of the great costof the use of alcoho! now in the arts, alcohol 
can not be largely used. So, then, although the revenue may only be 
depleted to the extent of six or seven or eight million dollars, I have 
ne doubt these provisions, taken as a whole, will have the effect to 
largely increase the use of alcohol in the arts. 

Mr. President, I urge the adoption of this portion of the measure 
because I thus believe, and because I am satisfied also that this is not 
a step in the direction of an elimination of the tax on distilled spirits, 
but is really a step which looks to the perpetuationof that tax, because 
it eliminates from the problem of the removal of the tax one great in- 
terest which is now suffering because of the imposition of the tax; and 
if these provisions shall prove sufficient te prevent any great fraud upon 
the revenue—and I have no doubt that will be the effect—it will cer- 
tainly take away the desire on the part of a great number of people who 
now want this tax removed from asking its removal. 

So if this is to be a test question upon these sections I hope that Sen- 
ators will hesitate before they undertake to strike them from the pend- 
ing measure. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I intended when the measure was presented 
to the Senate to. make no captious opposition in any way, skape, or 
form to any of its provisions, and I do not intend to do so now. 

I still assert that with an absolutely prohibitive tariff on all the 
chemical products of which alcohol composes a part, with the trusts 
and combiuations that are being formed day after day by the manu- 
facturers and dealers in chemical products, really the public, the con- 
sumer, is to get no benefit. whatever outof this remission of the tax on 
spirits used in the arts. 

You now propose to reduce the tax upon alcohol that goesinto these 
arts to the extent, as the committee claim, of $7,000,000; as I claim, to 
an extent of more than three times $7,000,000, owing to tie frauds 
which it will be impossible to prevent under thesystem; and the gen- 
eral public will receive no benefit whatever from the reduction. 

If that is a system which commends itself to the gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber, in my opinion it is a principle and a policy 
which will not commend itself to the people of thecountry; but of that 
perhaps they are the best judges. 

I ask for the yeas and nays upon agreeing to my motion to strike out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have long since ceased to be sur- 
prised at any attitude the Senator from New Jersey might take upon 
the tariff question, but I shall be amazed if the motion which he has 
— made is supported by the Senators on the other side of the Cham- 

r. 

The proposition which he makes does not look to the improvement 
of the machinery by which alcohol may be used in the arts free of tax, 
but is a declaration on his partand on the part of his party friends that 
it shall not be soused. Aftertakingthe position before the American 
people that they are in favor of freeing raw materials for manufacturers 
from unnecessary taxation, the first voté of importance upon this bill 
is to be upen this question and on the motion of the Senator from New 
Jersey, that they will not permit materials of this kind to be used free 
of taxation, while the tax is entirely unnecessary either for the pur- 
poses of revenue or of protection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him what is the 
tax imposed upon imported alcohol? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Two dollars gallon. 

Mr. MORGAN. In this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; $2 gallon. 

Mr. MORGAN. You do not propose to make it free when it comes 
in from foreign countries ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means, for the reason that we impose 
an internal-revenue tax upon domestic producers for other purposes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


30 


Does the Senator from Alabama. mean to say that he is in favor of re- 
moving the duty upon foreign alcohol ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I am trying to find out what the Senator from 
Rhode Island is in favor of. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume the Senator has found out. 
not? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think I have. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I inferred from the nature of the question (I take 
it for granted that I was mistaken) that the Senator was in favor of 
removing the duty. 

If there is in the whole range of articles taxed by our internal-rev- 
enue laws or by our customs laws one article of raw material upon 
which the tax should be removed it is the tax upon alcohol used in the 
arts. 

Mr. DAWES. Made here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Made here, and where the tax is added to the cost 
of every article into which it enters. There can be no dispute upon 
either side of the Chamber but that the only effect is to inerease the 
revenue, and to increase at the same time the cost of articles which are 
necessaries of life, and which enter into the use of every family in the 
length and breadth of the United States. It is that principle in the 
details of the machinery which we have put into our bill, that the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey is now assaulting. He proposes to strike out 
the provision entirely. 

Let.us examine for a moment the arguments by which the Senator 
supports his proposition, and I shall refer only to some which he used 
in his closing remarks. He says that the tax upon chemicals is now 
absolutely prohibitory. The importation of chemicals in 1887 was 
more than $15,000,000, and in 1888 it was a larger sum still. 

The Senator says further that we donot propose to reduce the duties 
upon articles in which alcohol is used. He shows as little knowledge 
of the facts in regard to the Senate bill as he does in regard to the im- 
portation of chemical products. In the very first paragraph of Schedule 
A in the Senate bill the duty on acetic acids is reduced trem 10 cents 
a pound to 4 cents a pound, on account of the free use of alcohol in the 
arts. If he had read the very first sentence in that schedule of the 
bill, his statement would have been confuted. In the fifth paragraph 
of the schedule the duty on tannic acid, now $1a pound, is reduced to 
25 cents a pound, a reduction of three-quarters of the present duty, 
simply and solely on account of the free use of alcohol in the arts. 
And that is the case throughout the whole length of the chemical 
schedule. Almost every paragraph in the entire schedule has been 
largely reduced on account of the free use of alcohol in the arts which 
we propose. 

But that is not all. The domestic production of these articles and 
of tens of thousands of others will be largely affected by the free use 
of alcohol. The prices will be reduced, as I have already said, on 
articles in common use by all the people in the land. The medicines 
which they use will be largely affected in price by this proposed free 
use of alcohol; the cost of living will be greatly reduced; and yet from 
this Democratic party, who in the campaign just closed have been tell- 
ing the people time and time again that they were anxious to reduce 
unnecessary and unjust taxation, we have this monstrous proposition 
to strike from the pending measure the sections which allow the free 
use of alcohol for the purpose of reducing the cost of living. 

Mr. McPHERSON., I should like to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Rhede Island to his own confession in a report made by him- 
self and which bears his name. The duties received from the entire 
importation of chemical products in 1887 amounted to $4,386,674. 
Under the present law the rate of duty is 30.78 per cent. Under the 
proposed scheme the duty is 29.70 percent. With that amountof duty, 
and with only 1 per cent. of reduction, taking the whole chemical sched- 
ule together, how does he expect that he is to make a cumpensating re- 
duction of $7,000,000, which he himself admits to be the amount re- 
duced on the whisky tax alone? 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to ask the Senator if he understands 
that the tax taken off our alcohol here, entering into our arts, is also 
to enter into the articles which are imported? 

| Mr. McPHERSON. I donot know what is intended to be done. I 

| only know that if you were to continue the tax on spirits, if you were 
to leave the Senate bill exactly as it stands to-day in the chemical 
schedule without an increase of duty at all—Senators say that they 
have reduced the duty in the chemical schedule as the compensation 
for the amount of tax reduction on the spirits—I say if you were to 
leave the chemical schedule as left in the bill and continue the tax on 
spirits, the profits would be large and the duties would ‘then be abso- 
lutely prohibitory upon the importation of chemical products. What 
more can the most grasping chemica!-manufacturing monopolist want, 
and why force upon him the $7,000,000 of additional bounty in remis- 
sion of taxes upon his materials? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the experience of the Senator’s political 
friendsin undertaking to prove to the people of the country thatan aver- 
age ad valorem rate fixes the character ofa tariff bill or of any part of it, I 
am surprised that the Senator from New Jersey should have used the 
illustration which he has new used in undertaking to prove that we 
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have only reduced the duties a fraction of 1 per cent. upon this sched- 


ule, As I had occasion to show to the Senate near the close of the last | duty levied and the protection given, then I think I will gladly vote 

session, while the House bill pretended or claimed to put lumber upon | with him for it. 

the free-list and did put it upon the free-list, it had -by this same | Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator do me the favor to condense that 

method of computation increased the average ad valorem rate upon the | answer into a simple yes or no? Will you abolish the protective sys- 

whole lumber schedule. tem or abolish the internal-revenue system when the alternative is pre 
I do not think that the Senator from New Jersey is serious or in ear- | sented to you—yes or no? 


nest in undertaking to prove that we have not reduced the duties upon Mr. McPHERSON. I am not in the habit of jumping before I reach 
chemicals, because if he will read the measure through he will find that | the stile. When any such question in a legitimate way comes before 
we have in every instance reduced the duties upon articles into which 


the Senate as a matter of legislation, I shall take the matter under 
alcohol enters in the arts. If we have not reduced them to the extent | prayerful consideration, I will say to the Senator. 
which we ought, the acting chairman of the committee has already Mr. DAWES. Will you not let other people do the same ?- 
said that we are willing to listen to the suggestions of the Senator from i 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 
New Jersey, and we shall certainly conform our action to any intelli- Mr. DAWES. I state distinctly, and I should like to see the Re- 
gent fact which we may receive. 


publican who differs from me, that when that alternative is presented 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Rhode Island is certainly en- | to me I shall vote for the abolition of the internal-revenue system 
titled to my sympathy, as are those who think with him, and I freely | against the abolition of the protective system; and I should like to get 
give it to him. Iam aware of the fact that the convention, called a | as direct an answer from the Senator from New Jersey if I can. 
Republican convention, which assembled in Chicago last June, announc- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title ‘‘ Alcohol in the industrial 
ing the faith and policy of the Republican party, declared in express | arts,’’ being sections 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and. 11 of the committee 
terms that if it were necessary to continue the protective system in this | amendment, has been amended on the motion of the Senator from 
country, in a manner, as a matter of course, which commended itself to | North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] by adding section 12. The Chair under- 
the judgment of the manufacturers of the country, they would abolish | stands the Senator from New Jersey now to move to strike out the en- 
the whole whisky tax. I know it was—— tire title as amended, upon which he asks for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to inquire if the Senator knows of any-—— The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will not the Senator wait a moment? I de- | the roll. 
cline to yield to the Senator in the middle of a sentence. I know the Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
committee have been very anxious to straddle the question. They | Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Crace]. 
have gone as far as they could with any degree of consistency, and they Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
have attempted to compromise the matter between the Republican con- | Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. I should vote ‘‘ nay”’ if he were 
vention and the Republican people. They have taken off the tax on | here. 
spirits used in the arts. They have reduced the revenue, as they de- Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
clare, $7,000,000 by reason of that provision. AsI say and as I proph- | Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. If he were present, I should 
esy, and as I believe I prophesy correctly, there will be an absolute re- | vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
duction of more than $20,000,000 arising out of the fraud which will Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
be of necessity perpetrated under this bill, and as I sy again, without | ator from Nebraska [Mr. PADpocK]. If he were present, I should vote 
any corresponding reduction, without any corresponding benefit to the 


“ec ”? 
yea. 
purchasers and consumers of chemical products, because of the fact that Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
the duty is left prohibitory in itself. This in itself isa gigantic stride 


ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNps]. 

towards free whisky for all purposes, and ought to satisfy for the pres- Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ent at least every demand of the Republican party and people. ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], but I have transferred that pair 

If it be the purpose of the other side of the Chamber to maintain the | to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RipDLEBERGER], and I vote ‘* nay.” 
high rates of duty upon all the necessary articles of life, upon articles The roll-call was concluded. 
of clothing and things of that character, and to make these reductions Mr, CULLOM. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
on spirits to meet the demand made by theRepublican convention asits | Gray]. I will transfer my pair with him to the Senator from Rhode 
idea of what should be the true faith and policy of the party, then I say | Island [Mr. CHace], so that I may be able to vote, and the Senator 
to the committee that they have my sympathy, and I really think they | from Georgia [Mr. CoLguitr], who is paired with the Senator from 
have proposed a very ingenious adjustment of the matter in dispute be- | Khode Island [Mr. CHacr], may vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
tween the Republican politicians, who run the convention, and the Re- 


Mr. COLQUITT. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
publican voters, who do not seem to be in sympathy with any such pol- Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
icy. 


‘ (Mr. CAMERON]. I should vote ‘‘yea’”’ and he would vote ‘‘nay”’ if 
Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator answer my question now? he were here. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I will listen to the Senator’s question. Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the tive). Through 
Mr. DAWES. The question I wished to put to the Senator was, if | an inadvertence I voted, not noticing the absence of the junior Sena- 
the alternative were presented to him of the entire abolition of the pro- | tor from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. I suggest to the Senator from 
tective system or of the internal-revenue system, which would he take? 


Florida [Mr. Pasco], who announced a pair between my colleague 
Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator wants an answer, and he is enti- | [Mr. PADDocK] and himself, that we can transfer our pairs and both 
tled to it. For one, I shall never consent to the abolition of custom- 


vote. 
houses. I believe in collecting the revenue needed by this Government 


Mr. PASCO. Very well. 
for legitimate governmental purposes through the custom-houses, after Mr. MANDERSON, Then I announce the pair of my colleague 
the manner of the fathers. I do not believe in direct taxes, because 


{[Mr. PaAppocK } with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], 
that is the alternative of the cbolition of the custom-houses. and I will let my vote stand ‘‘nay.’’ 
In this country, under our constitutional method, there can be no Mr. PASCO. I vote *‘ yea.’’ 
such thing as the levying and collection of direct taxes. Take, if you The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 24; as follows: 
please, the State of Alabama and the State of New Jersey, each having 































which labor employed in that factory can get the full benefit of the 


about an equal population. The ratables in New Jersey are‘tive times a. 

more than the ratables or the assessed values in the State of Alabama. | Pte, Cole, a ve. 

Under a direct-tax system as provided by the Constitution of the coun- Call.’ Harris, Reagan, , 

try the State of Alabama would be required to pay 5 per cent. tax, | Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 

while the State of New Jersey would only be required to pay 1 per cent. | Coke, McPherson, Vance, 

upon her ratables. No peopie fit to be free would stand such a system NAYS—2%. 

of taxation for a single day. And-until you adopt a system of direct | ajarich, Frye, Mitchell, Sawyer, 

taxation based upon property instead of population, there can be no | Allison, mower. Morrill, Sherman, 

free-traders in this country—all must be protectionists of greater or less | { — — . pine en 

degree. Dawes, Ingal's, Plumb, Stockbridge, 
The Senator asks another question: Would I propose to do away with | Doipb, Manderson, Sabin, Teller. 

the protective system? I would not. The measure of protection ABSENT—35. 

which I deraand, all I have ever asked for and all I shall ever take, is | Chenier il Pugh 

that measure of j;rotection which measures the difference between the | jjackburn, Daniel, Hale, Quay. 

rates of wages paid in this country and the rates paid in foreign coun- | Blair, Edmunds, Hampton, ddleberger, 

tries on the same product. That I believe is due; that I believe would | Blodgett, poe eenees, | weved Tersie 

be legitimate, would be healthful; but when you undertake, asin the | prown; Farwell, Kenna, Voorhees. 

woolen schedule, to impose a rate of duty which is more than double | Butler, George, Mo 4 Wilson of Iowa, 

the entire labor-cost found in the goods, then let me ask the Senator — ron, Geer, : Pee” Wilson of Md. 


from Massachusetts, who receives the greatest benefit? Does it not go 


to the manufacturer? If he will show me any way in the world by | So the motion to strike out was not agreed to. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. I shall reserve my right to move the amend- 
ment again in the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rose to give the same notice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The enumeration of the sections will 
be changed to co nd with the amendment made on the motion of 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. Section 13 will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 13. That on and after the Ist day of February, 1889, the following sections 
shall constitute and be a substitute for Title XX XIII of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States: 

TiTLE XXXIII. 


DUTIES UPON IMPORTS. 


Sec. 2502. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles im- 
ported from foreign countries, and mentioned in the schedules herein contained, 
the rates of duty which are, by the schedules and paragraphs, respectively pre- 
scribed, namely : 

SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICAL PRODUCTS. 


1. Acids.—Acetie or pyroligneous acid, not exceeding the Pye gravity of 
1.047, 14 cents per pound; exceeding the specific gravity of 1.047, 4 cents per 


poun 

2. Boracic acid, 5 cents per pound. 

3. Chromic acid, 10 cents per pound. 

4. Citric acid, 10 cents i, und. 

5. Tannic acid or tannin, 25 cents per pound. 

6. Tartaric acid, 10 cents a pound, 

7. Alcoholic perfumery, including cologne-water and other toilet waters and 
all alcoholic omapoueds not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, $2 


per gallon and cent. ad valorem. 
8. Alizarine t, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or Turkey-red oil, 3 
conte nee d. 
. Alu 


un 
na, alum, alum cake, patent alum, sulphate of alumina, and alum- 
inous cake, and alum in crystals or ground, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

10. Ammonia.—Carbonate of guncete, WS cents per pound. 

ll. Muriate of ammonia, or sal-ammoniac, three-fourths of lcent per pound. 
12. Sulphate of ammonia, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

13. Amylie alcohol, or fusel oil, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

14. Blacking of all kinds, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

15. Blue vitriol, or sulphate of copper, 2 cents per pound. 

16. Bone-char, suitable for use in decolorizing a. 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
17. Borax.—Crude borax, or borate of soda or borate of lime, 3 cents per 
pound; refined borax, 5 cents per pound. > 

18. Camphor, ,4 cents per pound, 

19. ee te ere and =k oe ee eee aa, 
or ot ee cents per pounds; in bulk,7 cents per pounds; other 
cement, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

20. Chalk.— , precipitated, French, and red chalk, 1 cent per pound ; 
all — chalk Sapemtions not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, 

21. 


cent. ad valorem. 
or earths.—Unwrought or unmanufactured, not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act, $1.50 per ton; wrought or manufactured, not 
: a —— or provided for in this act, $3 perton; china clay, or kao- 

n, r ton. 

22, roform, 30 cents per pound. 

23. Cobalt, oxide of, 40 cents per pound. 

24. Col m and all compounds of pyroxyline, by whatever name known, 
30 cents per pound; rolled or in sheets, but not made up into articles, 40 cents 
per pound; if in finished or partly finished articles, 40 cents per pound and 25 
per cent. ad valorem, 

25. Coloring for brandy, wine, beer, or other liquors, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

26. Copperas or sulphate of iron, three-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

27. Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1 cent per pound. 

28. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, and bulbous 
roots, an a oe as nutgalls, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, grains, 
gums, and gum resins, , leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots and stems, 
spices, vegetables, seeds (aromatic, not garden seeds), and seeds of morbid 

wth, weeds, woods used expressly for dyeing, and dried insects, any of the 
foregoing which are not edible, but which have n advanced in value or con- 
dition by refining or grinding, or by other process of manufacture, and not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

29. Coal-tar preparations.—All coal-tar colors or dyes, by whatever name 
ae and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. 

orem. 

30. All pre ions of coal-tar, not colors or dyes, not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

81. Ethers.—Sulphuric ether and spirits of nitrous ether, 30 cents per pound. 

32. Butyric ether and other fruit ether, oils, or essences, $1.25 per pound. 

33. Ethers of all kinds not specially enumerated or provi for in this act, 
75 cents per pound, 

34. and decoctions of logwood and other dye-woods, extract of su- 
mac, and extracts of hemlock and other barks, such as are commonly used for 
dyeing or tanning, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 1 cent 
per pound. 

35. Gelstine, glue, and isinglass or fish-glue, valued at not above 7 cents per 
— 14 cents per pound; valued above 7 cents per pound, 25 per cent. ad va- 

orem. 

36. Glycerine.—Unrefined, of the specific vity of 1.25 or less at a tempera- 
ture of 60° Fahrenheit, 1 cent per pound; refined, 4} cents per pound. = 

87. Indigo.—Extracts of or pastes of, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; car- 
mined, 10 cents pound, 

38. Ink.—W ink in casks, or in bottles or jugs holding 1 pint or more, 40 
cents per gallon ; in bottles or jugs holding less than 1 pint, 50 cents per gallon; 
otherwise than in casks, bottles, or jugs, 60 cents per gallon. 

39. ns Seay ink, and all other ink, not specially enumerated or 
provided for in act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

40. Iodine, resublimed, 30 cents per pound. 

41. lodoform, $1.20 per pound. 

42°Lead products.—Acetate of lead, white, 5} cents per pound; acetate of 
lead, brown, 3} cents per pound. 

43. Litharge, 3 cents per pound. 

44. Nitrate of lead, 3 cents per pound. 

45. Orange mineral, 3} cents per pound. 

46. Red lead, 3 cents per pound. 

47. White lead, dry or in pulp, or ground or mixed with oil, 3cents per pound. 

48. Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms, 5 cents per pound. 

49. M —Carbonate of magnesia, medicinal, 4 cents per pound. 

50. Calcined magnesia, 8 cents per pound. 

51. Sulphate of magnesia, or Epsom salts, one-haif of 1 cent per pound. 

52. Morphia. or morphine, and all salts thereof, 50 cents per ounce, 

53. Oils.—Castor oil, 50 cents per gallon. 

4. Cod-liver oil, 15 cents per gallon. 


55. 
56. 
57. 
58. 


Croton oi), 30 cents per pound. 

Flaxseed or linseed oil, 25 cents per gallon of 7} pounds weight. 
Cotton-seed oil, 10 cents per gallon of 7 pounds weight. 
Hemp-seed oil and sueceed oil, 10 cents per gallon. 

59. Olive oil, fit for salad purposes, 35 cents per gallon. 

60. Seal, whale, and other fish oil not specially enumerated or provided for ia 
this act,8 cents per gallon. 

61. Opium,aqueous extract of,for medicinal uses, and tincture of,as jauda- 
num, and all other liquid preparations of opium, not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act, ae cent. ad valorem. 

62. Paints and colors.—Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, manufactured, one- 
fourth of 1 eent per pound. 

63. Blues, such as rlin, Prussian, Chinese,and all others, containing ferro- 
cyanide of iron, dry or ground in water or oil, 6 cents per pound. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I appeal to the Senator from Tennessee to allow us 
to finish the chemical schedule. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the chief 
reason which controlled my motion wasthe fact that the Finance Com- 
mittee are having a hearing, and will complete it this evening, upen 
the subject that we have just reached, and I thought perhaps we had 
as well complete that hearing before we proceeded further. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isuppose there will be a number of amendments 
to be offered to the schedule. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not insist on the motion if the Senator from 
Towa prefers to proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. When we finish the reading of Schedule A, I shall 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee for a motion to go into executive 
session or to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of Schedule A, 
as follows: 


64. Blanc-fixe, or satin white, or artificial sulphate of barytes, three-fourths of 
1 cent per pound. 

65. Black, made from bone, ivory, or vegetable, under whatever name known, 
including bone-black and lamp-black, dry or ground in oil or water, 25 percent, 
ad valorem. 

66. Chrome yellow, chrome green, and allother chromium colors in which lead 
and bichromate of potash or sodaare component parts, dry or ground in water 
or oil, 4} cents per pound, 

67. Ocher and ochery earths, sienna and sienna earths, umber and umber 
earths, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, dry, one-fourth of 
l cent per pound; ground in oil, 1} cents per pound. 

63, Ultramarine blue, 4} cents per pound. 

69. Wash blue, containing ultramarine, 3 cents per pound. 

70. Vermilion red, or colors containing quicksilver, dry or ground in oil or 
water, 12 cents per pound. 

71. Whiting and Paris white, dry, one-half of 1 cent per pound; ground in 
oil, or’putty, 1 cent per pound, 

72. Zine, oxide of, dry, 1} cents per pound; ground in oil, 1} cents per pound, 

73. All other paints and colors, whether dry or mixed, or ground with water 
or oil, including lakes, crayons, smalts, and frostings, not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, and artists’ colors of all kinds, in tubes or otherwise, 
25 per cent. ad valorem, 

74. Phosphorus, 10 cents per pound. 

75. Plaster of Paris, ground or calcined, $1.50 per ton. 

76. Potash.—Bichronate and chromate of potash, 3 cents per pound. 

77. Hydriodate, iodite, and iodate of potash, 50 cents per pound. 

78. Nitrate ot potash, or saltpeter, refined, 1 cent per pound. 

79. Prussiate of potash, red, 10 cents per pound; prussiate of potash, yellow, 
5 cents per pound. 

80. Preparations.—All medicinal preparations, known as essences, ethers 
(solid or fluid extracts), mixtures, spirits, tinctures, and medicated wines, in- 
cluding medicinal proprietary preparations, of which alcohol is a component 
part, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 cents per pound. 

81. All medicinal preparations, including medicinal proprietary preparations, 
such as anodynes, cerates, conserves, cordials, decoctions, drops, emulsions, es- 
sences, extracts (solid or fluid), infusions, juices, liniments, lozenges, mixtures, 
mucilages, oils, ointments, oleoresins, pastes, pastilles, pills, plasters, powders, 
resins, salves, sirups, suppositories, tonics, troches, vinegars, wafers, or waters, 
of any of which alcohol is not a component part, and not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

82, Preparations known as alkalies, alkaloids, distilled oils, essential oils, 
expressed oils, rendered oils, and all combinations of the foregoing, and all 
chemical compounds and salts, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

83. Preparations used as applications to the hair, mouth, teeth, or skin, such 
as cosmetics, dentifrices, pastes, pomades, powders, and tonics, including all 
known as toilet preparations, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

84, Se~tonine, $1 per pound. 

85. Soup.—Castile-soap, 1} cents per pound; fancy, perfumed, and all descrip- 
tions of toilet soap, 15 cents per pound; all other soaps, not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

85. Soda.—Bicarbonate of soda or supercarbonate of soda or saleratus, 1) cents 
per pound. 

87. Hydrate or caustic soda, 1 cent per pound. 

88. 

89. 

90. 

91. 


: 


Bichromate and chromate of soda, 3 cents per pound. 
Sal-soda, or soda-crystals, and soda-ash, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound. 
Silicate of soda. or other alkaline silicate, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 
Sulphate of soda, or salt-cake or niter-cake, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
92. Strychnia, or strichnine, and all salts thereef, 50 cents per ounce. 
93. Sulphur.—Refined, in rolls, $8 per ton; sublimed, or flowers of, $10 per ton, 
. Sumac, ground, three-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

%. Tartar, cream of, and patent tartar, 6 cents per pound. 

96. Tartars and lees crystals, partly refined, 4 cents per pound. 

97. Tartrate of soda and potassa, or Rochelle salts, 3 cents per pound. 

98. Varnishes, including so-called gould size or japan, 40 per cent. ad valorem ; 
and on spirit varnishes for the alcohol contained therein, $2 per gallon addi- 
tional. 


Mr. HARRIS. I now renew my motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will withdraw 
it for a second. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


Certainly. 
Mr. MORGAN. 


I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
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Iowa, who has the bill in charge. I notice that there are ad valorem 
rates and specific rates upon various articles in the schedule that has 
just been read. I desire to ask the Senator what is the average ad 
valorem rate imposed by the schedule upon the various articles therein 
contained and forming it. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have a table in our report showing that rate. 
It is 29.70 per cent. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the average ad valorem rate upon the chem- 
ical schedule? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what I desired to ascertain. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move tliat the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee has 
already submitted that motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, December 
6, 1888, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, December 5, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mriuzvry, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

The fullowing additional members appeared and took their seats: 

Mr. J. N. Burnes, of Missouri. 

Mr. J. 8. CormRan, of South Carolina. 

Mr. IRA DAVENPORT, of New York. 

Mr. E. H. Puwston, of Kansas. 

Mr. P. T. Guass, of Tennessee. 

Mr. J. J. HEMPHILL, of South Carolina. 

Mr. THomas J. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. E, N. Morrru, of Kansas. 

Mr. C. W. McCiammy, of North Carolina, 

Mr. W. D. Owen, of Indiana. 

Mr. B. W. Perks, of Kansas. 

Mr. CHARLES STEWART, of Texas. 

Mr. E. B. Taytor, of Ohio. 

ACCOUNTS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS, WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting repurts of inspection of money accounts of disburs- 
ing officers, to accompany the annual report of the Inspector-General 
of the Army for the year 1888; which was referred to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the War Department, and ordered % be printed. 

SUPPLIES FOR THE USE OF THE ARMY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting reports of supplies purchased by the Quar- 
termaster’s Department for the use of the Army for the fiscal year 1888; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment, and ordered to be printed. 


SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House two letters from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact 
and of law in certain spoliation claims; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I ask, by unanimousconsent, that the 
States and Territories be called for the introduction of bills and reso- 
lutions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that request is granted, I desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the Honge adjourned , the 
vious question had been ordered upon the third i of the bill then 
pending, providing for the erection of a monument to the memory of 
Maj. Gen. Henry Knox. The House adjourned before the order for 
the previous question could be executed. Rule XVII provides that 
the previous question, if ordered— 


Shall have the effect to cut off al) debate and the House to a direct vote 
wen, He immediate question or questions on w it has been asked and or- 
ered. 


Now, my inquiry is, what isthe parliamentary effect where nae 
vious question has been ordered on the third reading of a bill an 
adjournment has taken place before the execution of that order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if the bill to which the gen- 
tleman refers had been reached for consideration in its regular order on 
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the Calendar, it would have come over this morning as unfinished busi- 
ness, because it was the business under consideration at the time of ad- 


journment; and the House would not only have proceeded to dispose 


of the questions to which the previous question applied, but would have 
continued to consider the bill until its completion. But the bill to 
which the gentleman refers was made a special order for yesterday— 
for the one day only. The previous question was ordered upon the 
pending amendments and on ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

It has always been held heretofore that when at an adjournment the 
previous question has been ordered upon the passage of a bill or reso- 
lution it comes up for consideration on the succeeding legislative day, 
even though it may have been set specially for a particular day; and 
the Chair can see no logical reason why the same rule should not apply 
to a bill when the previous question has been ordered at any stage of 
it, when the execution of that order is pending at the adjournment. 
But such has not been the late practice of the House. Why the dis- 
tinction was made the Chair is not able to state; but it has for some 
time been held that when a measure is set for consideration for oneday 
and the previous question is not ordered en that day upon its passage, 
its consideration falls with the expiration of the day, and the bill re- 
sumes its place on the Calendar and does not come up for considera- 
tion as unfinished business. The Chair thinks it was held, perhaps, 
at one time that under such circumstances the bill would come up the 
next day for consideration so far as to dispose of the questions on which 
the previous question had been ordered, and that it would then drop 
and go back to its place on the Calendar. But the later practice bas 
been the other way; and to avoid the effect of this practice it has been 
usual in the House, when it was desired that a measure should occupy 
the time of the House until entirely disposed of, to provide in the 
order that its consideration be continued from day to day until dis- 
posed of. But that was not done in this case. The Chair thinks, 
en that this bill resumes its place on the Calendar where it was 

fore. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask the Chair whether the language of 
the rule is not peremptory. 

The SPEAK It is; but if the House by its own order has lim- 
ited the consideration of the measure to a particular day, it has itself 
prevented the vote from being taken on the next day. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand the Chair to say that if the previous 
question had been ordered on the passage of this bill, it would have 
come up to-day. 

The SPEAKER. It would under the practice; and the Chair has 
already stated that he can see no difference logically between the two 
cases; but nevertheless the practice of the House has been as stated by 
the Chair. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam aware, Mr. Speaker, that there has been a 
difference of practice in respect to this matter, and the latest decisions 
have been, I understand, as the Chair states. 

The SPEAKER. That has been the practice for several years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have raised the question simply that the point 
might be decided. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. Stewart] asks 
unanimous consent that the States and Territories may be called for 
the introduction of bills and resolutions for reference. there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is understood that it is for that purpose, and 


that alone. 


The SPEAKER. That is all which can be done under the ruie. 
PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. [I rise to submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 
“In THE Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, December 3, 1883, 


“ Resolved, That there be —_ copies of the President’s last an- 
nual message for the use of the House.”’ 
The introdueed by 


Committee on Printing have considered the resolution 
Mr. MILs to print —— thousand of the President's last annual message 


for the use of the members of the House, and report the same to the House with 
the recommendation itdo pass with an amendment the blank therein 
with the words “twenty-five.” The estimated cost of the said 25,000 
eopies thereof, with paper covers, is $496.25. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the amendment was agreed to, and the resolution as amended was 


adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved te reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CHEADLE, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
for two days. 
CALL OF STATES FOR THE INTRODUCTION OF. BILLS, ETC. 
Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 11633) te regulate immigra- 
tion; ‘which was read a first and second time, referred to the Special 
Committee to Investigate Immigration, and ordered to be printed. 





1888. 


ALLOTMENT IN SEVERALTY TO UNITED PEORIAS AND MIAMIES. 


Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for allotment of 
land in severalty to United Peoriasand Miamies in the Indian Territory; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


DIVISION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. VANDEVER introduced a bill (H. R. 11635) to divide the State 
of California into two States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF REVENUE-O@?TER FOR SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 11636) for the construction 
of a revenue-cutter for San Francisco, Cal.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


RELIEF OF WRECKED AMERICAN WHALING AND FISHING VESSELS. 


Mr. MORROW submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the House 
what, if any, relief can be furnished by the Revenue-Cutter Service and the Life- 
Saving Service to American whaling and fishing vessels wrecked in Berin 
Sea or the Arctic Ocean, and what, if any, is necessary to make suc 
relief available and effective. 





INCOME TAX. 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. 11637) to es- 
tablish a graduated income tax, the proceeds of which to be applied to 
the payment of pensions; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


TERM OF COURT AT QUINCY, ILL. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 11638) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for a term of court at Quincy, Ifl.,’’ 
approved August 8, 1888; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RALPH T. MOSES. 


Mr. HOLMES (by request) submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be authorized to employ Ralph T. Moses as 
assistant folder in the seal-room of the House at a compensation of $2.50 per 
diem for the present session, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 
compensation to take effect December 3, 1888. 


FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 11639) to authorize the sale 
of a tract of land in the Fort Leavenworth military reservation, Kan- 
sas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SALINA, KANS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H.R. 11640) for the 
erection of a public building at Salina, Kans.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, also submitied the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed: 

Resolved, That the Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby requested to 
inform the House at the earliest practicable date, and after prompt and due in- 
vestigation, in what ways and to what extent railway companies carrying in- 
terstate traffic may be or are evading, or, by a “‘ clearing-house” or other form 
of combination, may be seeking to evade, those provisions of the interstate- 
commerce act which were intended to secure to the people the benefit of low 
freight rates as the result of competition among carriers, and also to récom- 
mend such legislation as,in the judgment of the Commission, shall 
most ely of carriers 


effectiv prevent combination such fe rpose of 
fixing or maintaining sapeed or uniform freight rates. oa vr . 
The Commission is further requested to transmit to the House a sten hic 
report of its proceedings and of the testimony taken during said inv on. 
INTERNATIONAL COPYRIGHT LAW. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, December 19, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, be set apart for the consideration of the Senate bil! 554 (known as the 


international copyright bill), not to interfere with the consideration of revenue 
——— appropriation bills; but this shall be a continuing order until said 
shall have been disposed of. 


GOVERNMENT POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. RAYNER introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


That Friday, December 14, be set apart for the consideration of the | 


Resolved, 
bill reported by the Committee on Commerce entitled “A biil to provide for the 
construction of a Government postal telegraph.”’ 


NEW STEEL CRUISERS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. 11641) authorizing the 
construction of iwo steel cruisers, to be armed with dynamite guns and 
torpedo-throwers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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; NEW STEEL RAM. 
Mr. CUMMINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 11642) authorizing 


the construction of two steel rams, to be armed with heavy rifled dyna- 
mite guns and pneumatic torpedo-throwers, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION IN OREGON. 
Mr. HERMANN introduced a bill (H. R. 11643) providing for the 


establishment of a life-saving station and life-saving crew at the mouth 
of Coquille River, Oregon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


REFRACTING TELESCOPE. 
Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (H. R. 11644) to authorize the See- 


retary of the Navy to construct a refracting telescope under the direc- 
tion of Theodore Ruggles Timby; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SIOUX RESERVATION IN DAKOTA. 
Mr. GIFFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 11645) to amend chapter 206 


of the laws of 1888, approved April 30, 1888, entitled ‘‘An act to divide 
a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians, in Dakota, 
into separate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the In- 
dian title to the remainder;’’ which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


The SPEAKER. This concludes the call of States and Territories. 


NEW STATES. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to offer, for immediate 
I ask that it first be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8466, a bil! to enable 


the people of Dakota, Montana, Washington, and New Mexico to form consti- 
tutions and State governments, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the ori 
ately after the morning hour on this day and from day to day until disposed of, 
and be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 


nal States; and that said bill be a special order immedi- 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire the Clerk to change the resolution, mak- 
ing it read “‘after the consideration hour,” instead of “‘ after the morn- 
ing hour.’’ I ask unanimous consent for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object to the present consideration of the res- 
olution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not object, but that 
we may go on with it until it is disposed of. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was ready all last session to admit Dakota, 
but the gentleman from Illinois was not anxious for it at that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will allow the 
members representing his party friends on the Committee on Terri- 
tories to dispose of this matter. 


REPRINT OF BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has objected. and de- 
clines to withdraw his objection. The gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Hooker] asks that the bill (H. R. 11601) for the relief of the Ko- 
man Catholic Church of St. Peter’s, at Jackson, Miss., be reprinted, 
stating that there is an error in the original print. If there is no ob- 
jection, the order will be made. The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 


NEW STATES. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will indicate ao 
time when he would allow this matter to be considered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman knows how to get a day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, he does. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thereisa Committee on Rules. 
osition go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


Let this prop- 


uiry. 
7 The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Theinguiry I desire to make is whether 
if this resolution be adopted an amendment would be in ord¢ to sub- 
stitute the Senate bill providing for the admission of South Dakota? 

The SPEAKER. The adoption of this resolution would not pre- 
clude the offering of amendments under the rules of the House if the 
bill comes up. While the Chair does not desire to decide in advance, 
the Chair does not see any reason why an amendment tw the bill to 
provide for the admission of South Dakota woald not be in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would state to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER] that it would be in order, and that the reason why I ask 
for the disposition of the resolution now is that he may have an oppor- 
tunity to offer that resolution and get a vote upon it in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has objected, and the 
matter is not now before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I renew my request and ask if he would seta 
day next week. 
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Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, is it not possible for us to have the regu- 
lar order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. The Chair was proceeding 
with the regular order. 

Mr. REED. I hope the Chair will. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. 

CHRISTIAN HEURICH. 


Mr. BLAND, from the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic, reported back adversely the following resolution, with the rec- 
ommendation that it lie on the table: 

In THE Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 14, 1888, 

Whereas Christian Heurich, a citizen of the United States and of the District 
of Columbia, and a brewer in the city of Washington, in said District, in a peti- 
tion to both Houses of Congress makes complaint of and asks redress for cer- 
tain alleged injury to his business interests arising from the last report of the 
Department of Agriculture on food and food adulterants, in which report it is 
stated that certain samplesof beer brewed in said city of Washington were ana- 
lyzed by the said Department, and that some were found to be pure and free 
from deleterious substances, but without stating the names of the brewers who 
manufactured them, and thus placing under suspicion the pure and wholesome 
as well as the agate and unwholesome articles; and 

Whereas said Heurich alleges that samples of his beer were analyzed by said 
Department and published in said report as beer manufactured in Washington 
with others manufactured there, and that the Commissioner refuses him infor- 
mation as to the result of the analysis of the — of his beer, so that he 
might free himself from said suspicion of manufacturing impure articles: There- 
fore, 

Resolved, ‘That the Commissioner of Agriculture be,and hereby is, requested 
to inform this House on what grounds, if any, he refuses said Heurich the in- 
formation demanded by him. 


There being no objection, the resolution was laid on the table. 
ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 
eighteen minutes before 1 o’clock. The call rests with the Committee 
on Labor, which has occupied one hour, and has under consideration 
an unfinished bill. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of Senate bill 
No, 405. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman inform the Chair whether the 
Senate -bill to which he now refers is the one that was under consider- 
ation when the Committee on Labor last occupied the floor ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I understand that it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will investigate the matter and will not 
deduct from the hour the time so consumed. The Chair asks the ques- 


tion because, under the rules of the House, the Committee on Labor | 


can not now call up another bill, but must proceed with the consider- 
ation of the bill which was left unfinished. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I refer the Chair to page 10326 of the daily Rxc- 
orD, of October 11, 1888. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the Recorp). The gentleman is 
correct. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Michigan 
{[Mr. TARSNEY] that the House now resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
Senate bill No. 405, providing for the adjustment of the accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itseif into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the stateof the Union for the further consideration of the bill which 
will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has 
been employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States since 
the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day's 
work, shall be paid for each eight hours he has been employed as for a full day's 
work, whether engaged at a price per day, or upon piece work, or task work, 
without any reduction of pay on account of the reduction of the hours of labor. 

Sec. 2. That all claims for laborso performed in excess of eight hours per day 
are hereby referred to the Court of 8, to be adjudicated upon the basis that 
eight hours constitute a day’s work, and are to be paid for at the price per day 
as provided for in the first section of this act, and judgment given st the 
United States in favor of each claimant for the amount found due, to be paid as 
other judgments of the Court of Claims against the United States; and no stat- 
ute of limitation, or payment made or receipt given for a less sum day than 
the full price of a day's work, as provided in the first section of act, shall 
bar the gight of recovery: Provided, That all suits under this act shall be com- 
menced Within two years from and after its passage; and any number of said 
claimants may join in the same suit: And provided further, any sum al- 
lowed or found to be due to any claimant under this act shall only be paid to 


such claimant in person or by warrant sent to him by mail, if living, and if 
dead, to his personal representatives. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know what the status of this bill is as to 
general debate. ‘ ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that no limit to the debate 
has been fixed by the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that the bill is in the morning hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. §Itis in the morning hour, and there is one hour 


remaining for the consideration of the bill, an hour having been al- 
ready occupied, ' 
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Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, perhaps it may be as well to briefly 
state here the condition of this bill as we understand it. The bill is 
the same as House bill No. 1539, with some slight modification. That 
bill was reported unanimously by the Committee on Labor. It has been 
debated on the floor of this House, and, so far as Iam concerned, I have 
said upon its merits about all I want tosay; perhaps all that the House 
wishes me to say. But, be that as it may, the bill in like form, with 
two amendments, the Senate, and it comes here now as a Sen- 
ate bill. The only change made from the House bill is the insertion of 
the word ‘‘agreement’’ and the insertion of a proviso, as follows: 

Provided further, That any sum allowed or found to be due to any claimant 
under this act shall only be paid to such claimant in person or by warrant sent 
to him by mail, if living, and if dead, to his personal representatives. 

When we had the bill under consideration in the House three months 
ago a good many persons objected to it because they thought that there 
were some lobbyists about here. or some lawyers, who might be inter- 
ested init. I had not thought of that, but I had thought of this: that 
if the Government of the United States has incurred an obligation it is 
in honor bound to pay it. The Government has incurred this obliga- 
tion. It has broken faith with its employés, and we merely ask now 
that they be permitted to go to the Court of Claims and have a legal 
adjudication of their case. That is all that we are proposing. There 
is no appropriation of money in the bill. Itsimply provides for a legal 
construction of the contract between the Government and these parties. 
The claimants get nothing unless the Court of Claims decides that they 
should be paid, and in that case I suppose it will have to pass the Ap- 
propriations Committee. That is all there is in the bill. The proviso 
which I have read was inserted in order to obviate one of the serious 
objections made to the bill when it was under consideration here be- 
fore The Senate inserted that proviso. The only other amendment 
is the insertion of the word ‘‘agreement.”’ 

Those are the only differences between the House bill and the Senate 
bill. Now, Mr. Chairman, knowing that our time is limited, I do not 
care to occupy the attention of the House further on this occasion ex- 
cept to make this remark, that in my humble judgment the Govern- 
ment of the United States is solemnly pledged to the claims of these 
men. They ought to be paid, and we can not afford to go home leav- 
ing these broken promises behind us. I reserve the balanceof my time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from the Stateeof 
Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] explain in what way the Government of the 
United States has failed to observe its contracts with its employés? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes, sir. Ihave pointed it out. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is it anything morethan this? There 
was a law upon the statute-book providing that—— 

Mr. TARSNEY. Please make an inquiry and not an argument. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I stop with the inquiry I have 
already made, 

Mr. TARSNEY. I will answer the gentleman. On the 25th day of 
June, 1868, Congress passed an act providing as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That eight hours shal! constitute a day’s work for all laorers, 
workmen, and mechanics now employed, or who may be hereafter employed, 
by or on behalf of the Government of the United States. 

That is all there isin the law. For ten months and twenty-three 
days it was evidently forgotten or disregarded; but the attention of the 
then President, General Grant, was called to the matter, and on the 
19th of May, 1869, he issued a proclamation directing the enforcement 
of the law; in other words, directing that eight hours should be taken 
as eight hours; and during his entire administration that law was re- 
garded. Afterwards, in 1877, there was a change of administration. 
President Hayes came in, and on June 30, 1877, his Secretary of the 
Navy, Mr. Thompson, issued an order, a copy of which I have here, 
which reads as follows: 


Under this construction of the law regulating public labor, given by the Su- 

reme Court of the United States, the Department has fixed the rate of labor 
‘or mechanics, foremen, leading-men, and laborers on the basis of ten hours a 
day. All workmen electing to labor only eight hours per day will receive a 
proportionate reduction of their wages. 


Now, there is no decision of the Supreme Court which reaches the 
question under consideration here. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentlenian allow mea question? Hesays 
there is no decision of the Supreme Court which reaches the question 
raised in this bill. I hope the gentleman will state whether the Su- 
preme Court has made any decision upon the eight-hour law, and, if 
so, what that decision is. If he has the decision at hand, I trust he 
will read it, in order that the Committee of the Whole may determine 
whether or not the conclusion which the gentleman has reached is cor- 


rect. 

Mr. TARSNEY. The decision, I repeat, does not reach the case now 
before this House. We have had this question under consideration be- 
fore. Ido not want to occupy the attention of the House unnecessarily, 
because we have now only one hour. I simply wish to make this plain 
statement—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman be kind enough to give mea 
reference to that decision ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I will get it for the gentleman. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] will not interrupt the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Tars 
NEY] while he is answering my inquiry. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I beg pardon of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Thegentleman from Michigan hasstated 
that there is a law on this subject which has been willfully and persist- 
ently violated. I desire to know in what way it has been violated. 

Mr. TARSNEY. By the officers of the Government disregarding it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman assumes that if the law 
fixes a day’s labor at eight hours, and an employé voluntarily consents 
to labor ten hours for ten hours’ pay, the Government thereby incurs 
an obligation to pay the employé for the difference between eight hours 
and ten hours. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ah! you use the word ‘“‘voluntarily.’”’ Go to 
your navy-yards; go to your arsenals; go to your other Government 
establishments—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will you answer the question as I 
put it? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iam answering you, if you will comprehend what 
Isay. There were those Government employés with starvation star- 
ing them and their children in their faces, and they were forced to ac- 
cept the terms offered to them; they did so under protest. That is 
what I mean to say. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have heard the “‘starvation’’ story 
once or twice before—— 

Mr. TARSNEY. If you had experienced a little more ‘‘starvation”’ 
than your appearance would indicate, you would realize the situation 
better. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I think I realize the situation; for I 
happen to know that the employés in the Government service are bet- 
ter paid than any other class of employés in the United States engaged 
in corresponding labor. They are paid higher wages and are paid more 
promptly. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I hope the gentleman will not abuse the privilege 
he has been ted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Michigan permit an- 
other suggestion ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BucHANAN] for an inquiry. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I merely wish to make a suggestion in connec- 
tion with the inguiry of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne]. 
My suggestion is this: In compliance with the terms of the law, the 
Secretary of the Navy, on March 21, 1878, did direct the employment 
of these men for eight hours daily, and also directed that where they 
elected to work ten hours per day, they should receive a proportionate 
increase of pay. Under that order the men did work for ten hours per 
day, but did not receive the increase of pay. 

Mr. TARSNEY. That is the fact. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The Secretary of the Navy ordered that they 
should receive the increase of pay, but his orders were nullified by a 
lot of brass-mounted martinets, 

Mr. TARSNEY. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Does the gentleman from New Jersey 
ai that the Government has incurred a legal obligation in this 
matter 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [I'sostated on this floor on the 2istof March last. 
I repeat the statement; it is correct. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iam not here now to discuss the equity or justice 
or propriety of the so-called eight-hour law; but I am here as an Ameri- 
can citizen and as a representative of a constituency, to say that when 
the Government of the United States makes its contract, it is in honor 
bound to carry it out; and in this case the contract of the Government 
has been actually nullified—not by the Government itself, but by some 
officers over here at the other end of the avenue, who assume to know 
more than the entire House of Representatives. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like the gentleman to inform the House 
whether any estimate has been made as to the probable amount of 
money involved in this bill. 

Mr, TARSNEY. Only one, as I remember; and that was embodied 
ina report of the Secretary of the Navy some time ago; for this is not a 
new measure. It has been favorably reported in the Senate and in the 
House three or four times. It has been estimated that as to the navy- 
yards of the country the cost would be about $3,000,000. 

a SOWDEN. How as to the other Departments of the Govern- 
men . 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ido not know, nor dol care. I simply say that 
~ — incurred an obligation, we should, as honorable men, carry 
it ou 

Mr.SOWDEN. As I understand, the obligation exists only so far 
as the Navy Department is concerned ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Oh, no; it exists wherever the law applies. What 
we propose is that these parties be authorized to go to the Court of 
Claims and obtain from it a judicial construction of the law. Let that 
tribunal declare what the liability of the United States is. Then it 
will come back to you gentlemen who will be here after I retire, and 
it will ge to your Appropriations Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Idonotyield, butreserve the remainder of my time. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I will take the floor and yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the attention 
ot the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] and the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] in regard to a particular feature 
of this bill which seems to be relied on by them by thestatements they 
have made. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] seems to 
understand that this bill intends to do nothing, and will have the effect 
to do nothing, except to enforce the obligations of the Government. In 
other words, the Government is required by this bill to pay its em- 
ployés according to the contract it made with them when it employed 
them to do the work. And the gentleman from New Jersey states, if 
I understood him correctly, and if I do not I wish to be corrected-——. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I rise toa point of order. I am not aware that I 
have yielded the floor. I expressly reserved my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to yield 
the floor, and to reserve the remainder of his time. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I beg the Chair’s pardon, but I did not yield the 
floor. I yielded to an inquiry of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. SowDEN], and intended to yield for the same purpose to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, and regret I did not doso. Now I want to 
know by what right the gentleman from Georgia stands on the floor 
claiming to have the right to it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from Mich- 
igan to yield the floor, at the same time reserving the balance of his time, 
whereupon the gentleman from Georgia claimed the floor, and was 
recognized by the Chair in his own right. 

Mr. TARSNEY. The Chair is mistaken in that regard, or else I cer- 
tainly am, for I did not intend to yield the floor and do not think that 
I did. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know what the gentleman from Michigan 
thought he did, but I am quite sure he said that he reserved the bal- 
ance of his time and went off, and I was then recognized by the Chair 
and yielded to the gentleman from Kentucky, who was proceeding to 
address the House. After proceeding to that extent, I inquire whether 
it is not now too late for the gentleman to insist upon not having yielded 
the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair certainly understood the gentleman 
from Michigan to yield the floor and reserve the remainder of his time. 

Mr. TARSNEY. How much time does the gentleman from Georgia 
ask ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have an hour, and do not want any more. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I beg your pardon, you have not an hour, unless 
the Chair directs otherwise in taking me off the floor when I have not 
yielded it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We will see. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am ready to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan insists that he 
did not yield the floor—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. If the gentleman from Michigan did 
not intend to yield the floor what did he mean by saying that he re- 
served the balance of his time? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Michigan is entitled to an 
hour in the hour for present consideration. Whatever mistake may 
have been made it lies with him to hold his hour and give such time 
to the opponents of the bill and those in favor of it as he may choose. 
Would the Chair rule that the gentleman from Georgia now claiming 
the floor is entitled to the hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia took the floor with 
the understanding that the gentleman from Michigan had yielded it, 
reserving the balance of his time, and having been recognized is en- 
titled to an hour 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And consequently he controls that hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. He controls the hour, but the Chair would be 
indisposed to give the hour to the gentleman from Georgia if the gen- 
tlemman from Michigan insists, as a matter of fact, he did not yield the 
floor. The Chair is quite positive, however, that the gentieman yielded 
the floor and reserved the balance of his time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then he is entitled to his hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. It becomes solely a question of fact. 

Mr. TARSNEY. There is no misunderstanding on my part with 
reference to the matter at all. 

TheCHAIRMAN. It issolely a question of fact. Ifthe gentleman 
from Michigan insists that he did not yield the floor and did not re- 
serve the balance of his time, the Chair wili be compelled to accept his 
statements. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the record be read as made by the Reporters, 
and the fact will appear, I think, as it has been stated by the Chair. 

Mr. TAULBEE. This does not come out of my time, I trust. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. TARSNEY. The gentieman has no time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. He has the time I yielded to him. 

Mr. TARSNEY. The gentleman had no time to yield. [Laughter. ] 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan insist that 
he did not yield the floor and reserve the remainder of his time? 

Mr. TARSNEY. If this body will be in order a moment I desire to 
frankly state to the Chair and to the committee that it was not my 
purpose to yield the time that I had on this subject. It may be pos- 
sible that some language that I have used has led the Chair into that 
im pression—— 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is right. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But my purpose was clearly to hold the floor and 
to pass this bill if possible. I wish to make that statement frankly to 
the committee. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the notes of the Official 
Reporter conform to the statement the Chair has made, and to the un- 
derstanding of the Chair—— J 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope that record will be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair still hopes that gentlemen will 
adjust this matter among themselves and divide the time amicably and 
satisfactorily. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The best way to adjust it is to have the facts set 
before the committee, and I ask to have the Official Reporter’s notes 
read. I do not want anything but my rights under the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the notes of the Official 
Reporter to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The CuarrMay. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. Tarsyey. I do not yield, but reserve the remainder of my time. 
Mr. BLounT was then recognized by the Chair. . 


Mr. TAULBEE. DolI now proceed? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the statement just 
read clearly entitles the gentleman from Georgia to the floor under the 
rules and practice of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to yielding to the gentleman 
from Michigan ten minutes if he so desires. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. TARSNEY. I thank the gentleman from Georgia, and if in or- 
der move that the committee do now rise and report this bill favora- 
bly to the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Thatis notin order, because I have a speech to put 
in on the subject. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentleman from Michigan is 
not in order, unless the gentleman from Georgia yields for that pur- 


ae BLOUNT. LIyield to the gentleman from Kentucky for ten 
minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. To facilitate matters, will the gentleman from 
Georgia answer a question ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not now. 

Mr. TAULBEE. ‘The gentleman from Georgia has not the floor to 
answer a question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then will you answer a question? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly, if you make it shortand easy. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Very short and very easy. Is it the purpose of 
the opposition to this bill to consume the remainder ofthe hour? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am not the ‘‘opposition”’ to the bill, and can 
not answer the gentleman’s question. Iam only responsible for my 
own actions here, and I propose to take in good faith the ten minutes 
to which I am entitled to explain my position on this question, if the 
gentleman from New Jersey will content himself, be patient, and listen. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I make the inquiry in entire good faith; for if 
it is the purpose of the opponentsof the bill to consume the remainder 
of the time, we might as well let the committee rise now and dispose 
of the matter and go on with something else, as we have but about 
thirty minutes of the hour remaining. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe I have the floor, and will now proceed, 
with the gentleman’s consent. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say this to gentlemen on both 
sides of the House: That evidently the gentleman from Michigan did 
make a slip of the tongue when he reserved the rest of his hour. I 
know that he did not intend to give it up. Hecould not give it away, 
for it belonged te the committee, and he supposed when he said he re- 
served the rest of the time that he could rise up at any moment dur- 
ing the discussion and resume the floor again in his own right. 

Now, in view of that fact, and in view of the superior parliamentary 
knowledge of my friend from Georgia and my friend from Kentucky, 
I propose to gentlemen to divide the time in such manner that my 
friend from Michigan will have the closing of the debate, as the rule 
and good faith prescribe. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And custom also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair may be permitted to express the hope 
that the suggestion of the gentleman from New York will be acquiesced 
in because of the misund ing that has taken 

Mr. TAULBEE. For my own part I have no time to divide, hav- 
ing but ten minutes yielded to me, a portion of which has been already 
consumed by the gentleman from New York in discussing a matter 


without reference to the merits of the bill under consideration and 
only relating to a suggestion of a compromise. So far as lam individ- 
ually concerned, I am entirely willing that there shall be a vote on the 
bill, and I desire to consume the time in my own way to which I am 
entitled. 

If I understood the statement of the gentleman from New Jersey 
clearly, itis to the effect that this bill has grown out of the transaction had 
between the officers of the Government and the laborers in the employ 
of the Government, which transaction was in substance that under the 
operation of what is known as the eight-hour law an order was issued by 
the Secretary of War limiting the hours of labor in that Department to 
eight hours in any day; that the employés in that Department were 
permitted to labor beyond the period of eight hours, but with the under- 
standing that they should receive additional compensation for the extra 
labor, and that they have failed to receive the money which they had a 
right to expect in view of their understanding with the managers and 
the superintendents of these public works. I want to statein response 
to that, that I have had occasion to investigate this question on its 
merits. A similar bill to this was introduced and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and to a subcommittee, of which I have the honor to 
be chairman. I listened to arguments of the ablest claim agents from 
day to day on this subject, and I read every brief and document sub- 
mitted to me by them, and I have never discovered in any statement 
made by the agents of these employés anything in the nature and to 
the effect of the statement just made by the gentleman from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, I had it from the mechanics themselves. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not believe that such a condition has ever 
existed; I do not believe that any of these employés have madea claim 
in good faith based upon such a condition. The purpose and effect of 
the bill is reached by a proper understanding of the amendmentin the 
Senate bill, which attempts to vitiate a contract made by the managers 
of these public works and the employés themselves. It is by the in- 
sertion of the word ‘‘agreement”’ in the biil which entitles them, if 
carried out, to collect from the Treasury of the Government an amount 
equivalent to the difference of compensation they had received for ten 
hours’ labor under their contract, based upon labor of eight hours, 
and the additional time so employed and occupied by them in labor. 

. It is going beyond the contract. It is changing the conditions of the 
contract, and allowing them to receive eight hours’ pay for eight hours’ 
work, and two hours’ pay for two additional hours so employed and 
occupied; and, in addition to that, a sum bearing the ratio to the com- 
pensation for ten hours a day which two bearsto eight. It is simply a 
gratuity attempted to be given to these employés of the General Gov- 
ernment beyond that which the law recognizes, and which their con- 
tract implied and expressed. 

Now, if this is not the fact, I want the gentleman from New Jersey 
{Mr. BuCHANAN] or the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] to 
explain the effect of the amendment in this bill by inserting the word 
‘‘agreement,’’ in giving the conditions upon which this money is to be 
paid. If I have improperly understood that, I am willing for the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey or the gentleman from Michigan to correct 
me now in my time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What do you desire to know? I spoke of the 
officers of the Navy Department, and you are speaking of the action of 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The same principle applies to both the Navy and 
the War Department; and, in addition to that, if this bill shall be 
passed, it will give to every employé of this Government in every De- 

ment, no difference where he is employed, if for more than eight 
ours, additional pay beyond his contract. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, while I have been a firm friend of the 
eight-hour law from the time when the matter first became a promi- 
nent question in State and national politics, in 1866 and 1868, I do not 
think it was the intention of those who passed the eight-hour law to 
fix the rate of wages or to influence the rate of wages otherwise than 
as the rate of wages will necessarily be increased by shortening the 
hours for labor and thereby increasing the op nities for improve- 
ment of the intelligence and character of the laboring men; and I un- 
derstand it has been decided by the Supreme Court that the eight-hour 
law was not intended to fix the rate of wages. 

I have little doubt that the Government employés along the seacoast 
who with their agents are anxious for the passage of this bill received 
fully as much for their services as laborers inother occupations during 
the time they were employed, and that they have been paid as much 
as the Government agents agreed to pay them, and that the object of 
this bill isto give them a legal standing that they would not have un- 
der their contracts of employment. 

It should have been the policy of the real friends of the eight-hour 
law to refrain from the performance of extra hours of labor, and those 
who did so made themselves the active opposers of a system that would, 
if enforced, be attended with benefits to the laborers of the country; 
and having been instrumental in setting aside the policy and having 
received all they ex to receive when they entered on their work, 
they should not by legi be given advan that were denied to 


other men and higher rates of wages than prevailed in other employ- 
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ments at the time. If the bill should be so modified as to remove all 

question that it is simply intended as a gratuity to a class of employés 

along the seacoast it might be less objectionable, but if so modified it 
would be found tu contain only a barren right to present a claim that 

equity and justice would be compelled to reject, for I have no doubt 

the Government paid these claimants all they were entitled to under 
heir contracts of employment. 

Mr. Coss withholds his remarks for revision. [See APPENDIX. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] will 
suspend his remarks. The hour allowed for the consideration of this 
business has expired, and the Committee of the Whole will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (S. 405) 
providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics arising under the eight-hour law, had come to no resolution 


Mr. ROCKWELL. I ask unanimous consent to extend in the Rrc- 
ORD my remarks on the bill just under consideration in Committee of 
















































































This contract the men were obliged to sign, and to work under until 
March 1, 1884, when they were again given the full benefit of the law 
which they now have. Thus their claim is for the two extra hours 
they were obliged to work under this contract each day for six years, 
eight months, and nineteen days. 

This statement shows a curious state of affairs. After the eight- 
hour law was passed the workmen at the armory had the beneiit of 
its provisions for a little overone month. Then for about nine months 
their pay was reduced one-fifth, but they were allowed full pay pro- 
vided they worked ten hours. Then came the proclamation of Presi- 
dent Grant, May 19, 1869, and they had the full benefit of the law for 
about eight years. Also under the actof 1872 they at length received 
pay for the extra hours they had been compelled towork. Then came 
the Martin case, and the Department made them sign the contraet to 
work ten hours. Under this they worked for six years, eight months, 
and nineteen days. Then came another proclamation, by President Ar- 
thur, and since March 1, 1884, they have had the full benefit of the 
eight-hour law. 

In view of the decision of the court it may be claimed that the con- 


the Whole. tract was a legal one, and that they have no remedy. Let us see if they 
There being no objection, leave was granted. The remarks are as | have not an equitable claim on us, however, under all the circum- 
follows: tances. Let us see from the decision of the court how they looked 


Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, during the last session I had the 
honor to present to the House a petition signed by several thousand 
workmen, living in about seventy localities throughout the Union, 
asking for the passage of a bill providing for the adjustment of the ac- 
counts of laborers arising under ‘“‘theeight-hour law.’’ In the Recorn 
of June 28, 1884, in the first sessionof the Forty-eighth Congress, will 
be found my views upen the general subject of readjusting the accounts 
of laborers arising under theeight-hour law as then expressed in debate. 
(Volume 69, page 5752.) 

The Committee on Labor at first reported the Long bill (H. R. 1539) 
with certain amendments. Those amendmentsallowed, among others, 
the men employed at the arsenals and armories of the country to have 
their claims adjusted. The workmen employed in these institutions 
stand in a peculiar position. A brief statement of the facts concern- 
ing the workmen at the national armory will show this. 

On the 25th of June, 1868, Congress passed an act (15 Statutes, 77) 
declaring— 

That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics now emplo or who may hereafter be employed, by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States. (Revised Statutes, section 3738.) 

The eight-hour law first went into effect at the national armory on 
July 13, 1868. It was continued in force until August 20, 1868, each 
man receiving a full day’s pay for eight hours’ work. From August 
20, 1868, until May 22, 1869, the men were reduced one-fifth of their 
former pay per day, but were allowed to make full pay by working 
ten hours a day. Subsequently, by act of May 18, 1872 (United States 
Statutes at Large, volume 17, page 134), money was appropriated and 
they were paid for the extra two hours’ service. Under that act the 
men at the national armory received $40,438.48. Thus the men were 
settled with in full up to May 22, 1869, being allowed extra pay for 
the time worked over eight hours. ‘This act of 1872 was an acknowl- 
rr by Congress of the intention and meaning of the eight-hour 

w. 


On May 22, 1869, an order was published requiring all the men to 
work but eight hoursa day pursuant to a proclamation of the President, 
May 19, 1869 (16 Statutes at Large, 1127). The men received the full 
benefit of the law until June 9, 1877. 

Thus it appears that for a period of nearly nine years the men were 
recom pensed on the basis of eight hours constituting a day’slabor. Up 
to June 9, 1877, their accounts have been properly adjusted. They 
make no claim prior to that time, as I am now informed. 

On March 27, 1877, there was issued from the ‘“‘ Headquarters of the 
Army, Adjutant-General’s Office,’ General Orders No. 25, for the infor- 
mation of the Army, a of the decision in the case of the United 
States vs. Arthur Martin (No. 401, October term, 1876, United States 

I Court, 94 (Otto, IV), page 400)—a case arising under 
the eight-hour law on an appeal from the Courtof Claims. Evidently 
relying upon the court’s expressed opinion in that case, namely— 

We are of the therefore, that contracts 

ef timo.an the day's work are legal and binding upon the perties making 


upon the statute in reference to the eight-hour law. I quote further 
from the opinion: 

We regard the statute chiefly as in the nature of a direction from a principal 
to his agent, that eight hours is deemed to be a proper length of time for a day's 
labor, and that his contract shall be based upon that theory. Itis a matter be- 
tween the principal and his agent, in which a third party has no interest. The 
proclamation of the President and the act of 1872are in harmony with this view 
of the statute. 

Now, then, Congress as the principal directs its agent (in this in- 
stance the War Department) to make its contracts on the theory that 
éight hours shall be a day’s labor. The agent deliberately makes the 
contract upon the theory that ten hours shall be deemed a day’s labor. 
The decision of the court would give the agent the legal power to do 
so. When, however, the principal, the Government itself, has de- 
clared its direction in a formal enactment and is appealed to as against 
the act of its agent, the Department, can Congress equitably deny the 
appeal until it has repealed the statute? In other words, the workmen 
come to Congress and ask that its own direction shall be carried out, 
that the Department shall not nullify the direction of Congress. 

For over six years the Department failed to obey the direction of 
Congress. Every one knew of the direction upon the statute-book. 
The workmen knew of it. They knew that at first the direction had. 
been obeyed; that when it had been disregarded and they had been 
forced to work two hours overtime, that Congress, by the act of 1872, 
had recognized the justness of their claim, and had paid them for the 
overtime. They knew that the President had issued a proclamation 
for the enforcement of the direction of Congress when they had appealed 
tohim. They knew that the President and Congress had, by their ac- 
tion, practically sustained the theory of the eight-hour law for nearly 
nine years after its passage. When the law was placed on the statute- 
book they rejoiced with the workmen throughout the country. They 
could not believe it would be a mockery and a sham. They hada 
right to expeet that the various Departments would follow the direc- 
tion of Congress. : 

The direction of Congress since 1868, the date of the passage of th 
law, has been followed in this instance twelve out of nearly twenty 
years. When the Department issued an order that the armorers should 
sign in 1877 a contract to work ten hours a day, although it. was con- 
trary to the direction of Congress as expressed in the eight-hour law, 
there was nothing left forthearmorers buttosignit. Here wasanorder 
issued by a military department. Sign it or leave. There was no 
chance for expostulation or a hearing in sucha case. The arsenal 
grounds are a military reservation. Theorder wasto be obeyed. ‘The 
men were skilled in a single line of labor. The Department said, sign 
this contract or seek employment elsewhere. The men, relyingon the 
good faith of Congress, signed the contract, believing that as the Pres- 
ident had once befriended them, as Congress itself had once compen- 
sated them, so again they would be protected. They believed the 
principal was a higher power than the agent, and they looked to the 
principal for final justice. As long as the eight-hour law remains on 
the statute-book it should be enforced. I am not familiar with other 
claims arising under the proposed bill, but under all the circumstances 
of this case ought not these workmen at the national armory to be 
heard and their claims adjudicated ? 

If the eight-hour law is wrong, repeal it. If it is right, let its direc- 
tions be followed, its spirit be put into practice. Place not upon the 
statute-book laws which deceive above all the workingmen of the 
United States. If you make promises to them, keepthem. They are 
the bone and sinew of the Republic. Their daily toil makes the coun- 
try more desirable tolivein. Gathered from the world or native-born, 
they are our defense in war, our gloryin peace. Loyal to our institu- 
tions and our common flag, they ask simply to earn an honest liveli- 
hood for themselves and families, fair pay for a fair day’s toil. Con- 
gress made the original statute. It can enforce it. It can make it up 
to the workmen where it has not been enforced. The Government, all 
powerful as it is, must set the example of fair dealing. There is no 









the Department required the men at the national armory to sign a 
contract agreeing to work ten hours a day for a day’s wages. This 
contract reads as follows: 


We, the unde employed at the national armory, Springfield, Mass 
on behalf of the United herety agree to work ten hours each calendar 
day, or at the rate thereof, for the sums set our respective names, This 
contract is made in conformity to General Orders No. 53, Headquarters of the 
Army, Adjutant-General's ice, June 1, 1877, and can be terminated at the 
pleasure of the United States or the subscribing party. 
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escape. We either say to the workmen the direction of Congress in the 
statute was a hollow mockery, or we must provide some way to pay 
honest claims. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I ask unanimous consent that another hour beal- 
lowed to continue the consideration of this bill. There are several 
gentlemen who desire to say something. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous 
consent that the time for the consideration of the bill just reported 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be ex- 
tended for one hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 


SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
the Public Lands to report back the bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of set- 
tlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other 


purposes, with amendments, and I ask for the reading of the bill and 
amendments. 


Mr. ROWELL. Is that a privileged report? Has not that, on the 
contrary, been decided to be not a privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. It was so decided by the gentleman occupying the 
chair at the time, but subsequently the report was presented and the 
point of order again made and reserved by the Chair. The report was 
ordered to be printed. The gentleman from Illinois now presents the 


report again, and if the question is made, of course the Chair will con- 
sider it. ’ 


Mr. ROWELL. I raise the point that this is not a privileged re- 

rt. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point that 
this is not a privileged report under the rules of the House. The Clerk 
will read the bill, after which the Chair will hear the gentleman on 
the question of order. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

The amendments are as follows: 


Strike out the preamble. 

Strike out the word “or,” in the seventeenth line of the first section, and in- 
sert the word “and.” 

Insert the word “or” before the word “their,” in the twentieth line, and 
strike out the words “ or their proper assigns,’’ next after the word “heirs,” in 
the twentieth line. ‘ 

> line 2, section 2,after the word “General,” insert “ as soon as practicable 
and,”’ 


The bill as introduced is as follows: 


*‘ Whereas it is alleged that ali the lands along the Des Moines River above 
the mouth of the Raccoon Fork, in the State of Iowa, referred to in the joint 
nee of ae = oo? page 251), 7. — to pe im- 
properly by the ent of the Interior, as under the t of August 8, 
1846, and which were treated in the Harvey settlement, of ‘May 20, 1866, as hav- 
ing n sold or otherwise disposed of by the United Btates, as mentioned or 

rovided in the act of July 1241862 (12 Statutes, page 543), to extend the grant of 
1846, and for which lands the te, in the Harvey settlement, received and ac- 
cepted indemnity lands, as provided she might do by the act cf 1862, which set- 
tlement was fully accepted by the State aw March 31, 1868, and con- 
firmed by Congress March 3, 1871, are public lands, as held by the Department 
of the Interior after Secretary Browning's decision of May 9, 1868, and that by 
such settlement Iowa, in accepting the indemnity lands as referred to, is es- 
topped from all claim to the lands in — that were improperly certified as 
river land, or under the act of 1846; an 

‘‘ Whereas there are many settiers who, believing that the said lands were 
public lands, entered upon the same in good faith, and with the consent of the 
Department of the Interior, as pre-emptions and homesteads, and since so 
doing, snd after receiving patents, have n held by the courts as trespassers, 
or thatéhw lands were reserved from settlement: Therefore, j 

‘ Bediemucted, That ail lands eaeneeny certified to lowa by the Department 
of the Interior under the act of A 8, 1846, as referred to in the joint resolu- 
tion of March 2, 1861, for which in nity lands were selected received by 
the Stateswf Iowa, as provided in the act of are, and are here! 
to be, public lands of the United States: That the title of all bona fide 
settlers woder color of title the State of lowa and its grantees, or the 
United States and its grantees, whieh do not come in conflict with pre-emption 
or homestead claimants, are ratified and confirmed, and made valid: 
Provided further, That the claims of all persons who, with intent, in eet faith 
to obtain title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws oft United 
States, entered or remained upon any tractof said — to January, 1880, 
not exceeding 160 acres, are hereby confirmed and valid in them, their 
heirs or their proper assigns, and upon due proof thereof. and payment of the 
usual price or fee, where the same has not been paid, shall be ca’ to mt: 
Provided further, That the title of all bona fide under color of title from 
the State of lowa and its grantees, or the United States and its 
do not come in conflict with yersons who, with intent, in * 
title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws the United States, 
settled upon the said lands priorto January, 1880, are confirmed and made valid. 

“See. 2. That it is hereby made the ~~ of the Attorney-General, within 
three years after the passage of this act, to institute, or cause to be instituted, 
such suit or suits, cither in law or equity, or both, as may be necessary and 
proper to assert and protect the title of the United States to said lands and re- 
move all clouds from its title thereto; and until such suits shall be determined, 
and Congress shall so provide, no part of said lands shall be open for settlement 
or sale except as hereinbefore provided. And in any suits so instituted any 
person or persons in possession of or claiming title to any tract or tracts ofland 
under the United States involved in such suits may, at his or their expense, 
unite with the United States in the prosecution of such suits.” 


The bill as amended will read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatall the lands improperly certified to Iowa by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior under the act of August 8, 1846, as referred to in the joint 
resolution of March 2, 1861, for which indemnity lands were selected and received 
by the State of Iowa, as provided in the act of 1862, are, and are hereby de- 
ciared to be, public lands of the United States: Provided, That the title of all 
bona fide settiers under color of title from the State of Iowa and its grantees, 
or the United States and its grantees, which do not come in conflict with pre- 
emption or homestead claimants, are hereby ratifiedand confirmed and made 


valid; Provided further, That the claims of all persons who, with intent, in 
faith, to obtain title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the 
United States, entered and remained upon any tract of said land prior to Jan- 
uary, 1880, not exceeding 160 acres, are hereby confirmed and made valid in 
them or their heirs, and upon due proof thereof, and payment of the usual price 
or fee, where the same not been paid, shall be carried to patent: Provided 
further, That the title of all bona fide claimants, under color of title from the 
State of Iowa and its grantees, or the United States and its tees, which do 
notcome in conflict with persons who, with intent, in good frith, to obtain title 
thereto under the poenaen or homestead laws of the United States, settled 
upon said lands prior to January, 1880, are confirmed and made valid. 

Src. 2. That it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General, as soon as 
practicable, and within three years after the of this act, to institute, or 
cause to be instituted, such suit or suits, cither in law or equity, or both, as 
may be necessary and proper to assert and protect the title of the United States 
to said lands, and remove all clouds from its title thereto; and until such suits 
shall be determined, and Congress shall so provide, no part of said lands 
be open for settlement or sale, except as hereinbefore yoavieee. And in any 
suits so instituted any person or persons in possession of or claiming title toany 
tract or tracts of land under the United States involved in such suits may, at 
his or their expense, unite with the United States in the prosecution of such 


suits. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point of 
order that this is not a privileged report under the rules. 

Mr. HOLMES. I raise the point of order that that point of oler 
is not in order, the same point having been raised at the preceding ses- 
sion and having been fully argued. My recollection is that the Speaker 
took the question under consideration, and the point is in that con- 
dition now, where it rests with the Speaker, it having been argued at 
the last session on the same point now raised by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois renews the point of 
order, and the Chair desires to hear what he wishes to say. 

Mr. ROWELL. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to 
aad anything to the argument made by the gentle from New York 
[Mr. FARQUHAR], but to renew the objection made by him, and 
further to state that he is fully prepared to discuss this question both 
on the point of order and on the merits of the bill. I know of no other 
member who is prepared to discuss the merits of the bill; but he is not 
here, and I sugzest, therefore, this question of order be withheld until 
the gentleman from New York is present. 

Mr. HOLMES. I desire to say that I ae to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] yesterday that this bill would be 
called up to-day, or an attempt made to call it up this morning, and 
if he desired to be heard he had full notice. I do not know any argu- 
ment which can be made in addition, and unless gentlemen desire 
further information, the point having been fully — at the last ses- 
sion, I think we ought now to have the decision of the Speaker. 


DIRECT TAX. 


Mr. MILLS. I ask, by unanimous consent, only for a moment to 
have an order entered. It will pass without objection, and it is im- 
portant that it should be done to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That December 6, Saturday, December 8, and Tuesday, 
December 11, 1888, im after the reading of the Journal, be, and are 
hereby, set apart for the consideration of Senate bill No, 139, entitled “An act to 
credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia 
al) the moneys collected under the direct tax levied by act of Congress, approved 
August 5, 1861,” now in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union, and at 4 o'clock p.m. on Tuesday, December 11, the same shall be re- 


ported to the House with such amendments as may have been agreed upon in 
the committee, and the previous question shall then be considered as ordered 
upon all such amendments, and upon ordering the said bill to be read a third 
time and upon the passage of the same; and the votes thereon shall then be 
taken in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOLMES. If this is a matter that will take up time in discus- 
sion, I would ask the gentleman from Texas to withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The order has been made. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to consume any of the 
time of the House in the discussion of the question of order unless the 
Chair shall indicate a desire on his part to hear argument upon the 
question; for it seems to me, if I may say so without the slightest dis- 
respect to gentlemen who differ with me in regard to the point here 
presented, that clause 50 of Rule XI is so piain and so explicit that 
this bill comes as clearly within the question of privilege therein em- 
bodied as anything possibly can come. Unless, therefore, the ‘Chair 
desires argument or entertains any doubt, I have no desire to coasyume 
the time in debating the question of order. 

The SPEAKER. As this question is one that has been already de- 
cided by a gentleman of long experience in the House, and who was 
then temporarily occupying the chair, the present occupant of the chair 
would be very glad of course to hear the views of gentlemen on both 
sides upon the question of order, as the Chair is now asked to review a 
decision heretofore made. Hence, if any gentleman has suggestions to 
offer, the Chair will be very glad to hear them upon the question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Thefirstsuggestion, then, should come from thatside 
which makes the point of order; and I have nething to say except in 
response to what may come from gentlemen who present their objections 
to receiving this report. 
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of the vegetabie kingdom? How attach tosuch a bill a code of forest- 
culture? Why not, by a parity of reasoning, tack on to such a bill 
& tariff on dye-stufis since they are made out of acorns? 

The gentleman argned (page 1945)—after quoting a bill prohibiting 
unlawful inclosures for the benefit of those who sought (not those who 
had, but who sought) to acquire homes upon public lands—that the 
litigation provided in this bill ‘‘ cut no figure,’’ as it was subsidiary 
and subordinate to the main proposition. If it cute no figure it has no | in reference to the pending matter. The first one is, whether under 
privilege. the facts he has stated, and as to which I concur, it is within the prov- 

Will it be said thatthe litigation proposed, if isolated, would be privi- | ince of the Speaker to reconsider or review a decision made by the dis- 
leged under Rule XI? No. Certainly not. if the litigation has no ref- | tinguished gentleman fram New York when he occupied the position 
erence to reservations, Then how can it be dragged into the matter | of Speaker pro tempore. I do not regard it as essential, Mr. Speaker, 
so as to pass on it, by the vigor of certain recitals and provisos? It is | to consume a single moment’s time in discussing that question. If it 
because the courts say these settlers are not bona fide, that the bill | shall be held to be the law that whenever a decision is once made by 
seeks litigation to give them a quality not theirown. Can a commit- | any occupant of the position which you hold, that it can never be re- 
tee, by using terms in their bill or report, change the relation of those then no matter how absurd the decision which shall have been 
litigants or parties so as to make their bill privileged? There is no | rendered upon any question, it stands, like the laws of the Medes and 
fair way of making this bill privileged except by striking out the un- | Persians, for all time to come, or so longas the rules which were in ex- 
privileged part; and then the bill would be worthless for the objects it | istence at the time the decision was made shall be operative in this 
seeks; and that is the touchstone of its privilege. body. 

Is it not within the S er’s province, on a question of this nature, I think it is not necessary to do more than state the facts, and that 
to examine ail the publi records, so as to ascertain whether the |.it is needless to argue a proposition so absurd as that. 
lands involved are reservations, or whether they have another quality? | The report was presen and the gentleman from New York, as 
If this be so, can it not be ascertained whether or not the recitals in | Speaker pro tempore, sustained a point of order as to the question of 
the bill or report of this committee are correct? privilege, and the report was withdrawn, as it may be properly done at 

if such recitals are to govern, why may not a committee, at. any | this time; so it is in precisely the same condition now as if it had not 
moment, become privileged by simply declaring any area of land to be | been presented. That is all there is of that. Itis now presented de 
public domain. The declaration of the committee does not make the | novo, with, of course, this condition staring us in the face, that the 
fact; but it would seem te create the privilege, in the opinion of the | gentleman from New York had decided adversely on the question ot 
gentleman. privilege when he occupied the chair. 

A recital of certain land in Long Island or in Galveston, in which Now, the first question is as to whether it is a privileged question. 
the Government never had any title, coupled with the statement that it | It seems to me that is clear. Section 49 of Rule XI reads: 
is a part cf the public domain, would that bring it within the question | The following-named committees shall have leave to report at any time on 
of privilege? the matters herein stated. 

The question of privilege must be decided, therefore, by referring to| And coming down to the Committee on Public Lands it reads: 


the records of the country. It must be a matter of history. ; Lands, * * @ rutin 
If the lands in question ever belonged to the public domain, I assert See and wate, a 


that the record will show that they have been taken away from that : mantic 
category by acts of Congress. The record of this House will show it. dane Ne ee = & —— a 
It shows the record of the original grant and of subsequent grants. ment, Mr. Speaker, that it is utterly im lol w the individeal 


The records of the executive department show the same thing. The | ; : 
records in the judicis ty of the United States show the same thing. a Be ee , ee — a apna whereny ae a 
No man can, be hee ver so good a lawyer, examine these records with- wueerenn eaaiiieamimaddas andi subject-matter of this bill. 
out being satisfied thi roughly that these lands are not a part of the hg nual be Gnadiealt tat the decision of the Chair must be 
publicdomain. If this bill should become a law it could not relate to hand: the bill’as it is ted. The bill as ted 
public lands, however much, on a superficial glance from the bill itself, a eens presented recites 
the fact that there are certain pieces of land in the State of Iowa which 
are thereby declared to be public lands, and that the lands that are 
thus declared to be public lands shall be opened for settlement in the 
hands of homestead or pre-emption settlers, 

Perhaps I had better read the bill, so as to get the language exactly 
correct: 

the lan certified to Iowa the Department of the In- 
oan ae the ore  aeeue a belie a in aod resolution of 
March 2, 1861, for which indemnity lands were selected received by the 
TE Ee hereby declared to be, 
public lands of the United States. 

There is the germ of this bill. The preamble to which the gentle- 
man from New York refers has been stricken from it; but if it were 
retained, it only recites a state of facts in its different clauses so as to 
show why this land is thus declared to be public lands. 

Because by im action on the part of certain officers of the In- 
terior Department lands were placed in what is known under the 







































The SPEAKER. If there be noobjection, all gentlemen who desire 
to print on this question of order will be permitted to do so. 

There was uo objection, and it was se ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ithink lean make myself understood, Mr. Speaker, 
in less time than has been consumed by the gentleman from New York 
in reading so much of his carefully prepared argument as he has read. 

Two questions only are presented by the gentleman from New York 


The rule which gives this privilege was intended to affect a class of 
settlers who are special beneficiaries of the Government with respect 
to the public lands. - It was never intended to go beyond that. and 
assist remote litigation. 

So far as any personal bias is concerned, I could have had none in 
relation to bona fide settlers; for I believe Iam the only one in this 
House left, except, perhaps, my honored friend from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN ], who voted for the homestead law. I never voted todespoil 
for railroad purposes the public domain. I havea uniform record in 
favor of the settlement of our domain by those who desire to improve 
it, to make it their home. 

When I made the decision in this case I had no idea of the merits, 
if amy were involved in the bill. The only reference to it the 
first debate of a significant character was that made by the i ucer 
of the bill, the gentleman from lowa[Mr. HoLMgEs], who declared that 
it was a bill te reserve the rights of setilers and protect the publiclands 
against this corporation, which has already robbed the United States of 


several hundred thousand acres of land. therefore the to effect settlement under the 
For this he was called to erder by the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. | homestead and pre-emption laws and to make valid settlements have 
WHEELER], who insisted on stating that the company obtained the ve. 


land without one dollar of compensation, and, he added further, that 
the settlers were held in the courts to be trespassers. This is all that 
was developed as to the merits in the debate on the point of order. 

In conclusion, Mr, Speaker, let me say that although these remarks 
may lack in cogency, and although they may not influence your judg- 
ment, yet they may in some future possibly serve some good purpose 
when a case is presented lacking the argumentum ad misericordam on 
behalf of those evicted squatters. That purpose may be to prohibit 
under the rules impertant and menacing matters not pri be- 
cause some subordinate matters eS that thus the pre- 
dominating feature of a measure W is unprivileged may have ad- 
vantages to which neither by the rule nor the sympathetic and humane 
reason of the rule are they entitled. 

Henee it is that I ask to print with these remarks some other points 
to which I have not fully adverted. 

Mr. HOLMES. I truat that the of the gentleman from 
New York az to printing on the peintof order will be made general, so 
that all members may avail themselves of that privilege. 
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was occupying the chair when it was passed by this House and sent to 
the Senate. This is a bill to preserve “‘ in reservation for the benefit 
of all actual settlers’’ these lands. It is to be decided whether it isa 

rivileged question, and as to whether certain lands in the State of 
ee public lands and are to be so held. The second point is that 
those who are in possession of them as homestead or pre-emption claim- 
ants can hold them, and I may say in passing that everybody knows, 
as well as I do, that under the homestead lgw and under the pre-emp- 
tion law ne one can make a claim to public lands except by actual set- 
tlement on the land itself, and that. it comes within the law of this 
House to make this a privileged question, it seems to mé the statement 
of the proposition is the strongest argument that can be made in its 
favor. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. ree the first position taken by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] is that a point decided heretofore by 
a presiding officer of the House or of the Committee of the Whole ought 
to be regarded as res adjudicaia. My colleague [Mr. Payson] thinks 
that that position is untenable and does not deserve consideration. I 
agree that it is untenable, but I think the eminence and acknowledged 
ability of the gentleman from New York render it important to take 
special notice of the doctrine he advances. It is dangerous doctrine, 
fraught with serious inconvenierce to this House. It is all the more 
dangerous because of the distinguished source from which it comes. 

I trust, Mr. 5; er, that in deciding the pending question ot order 
you will ex disapprove of the doctrine of res adjudicata as an- 
nounced by the distinguished gentleman from New York. During the 
last two Congresses we have suffered great inconvenience on several 
occasions because Chairmen of the Committee of the Whole have been 
unwilling to go into the principles of the rulings they made, but have 
contented themselves with relying on some previous decision of some 
previous Chairman. 

The analogy which the gentleman from New York finds between the 
decision of a presiding officer of this House and the decision of a judi- 
cial tribunal is entirely fallacious. There is no real analogy between 
the two cases. Even courts sometimes overrule their own decisions. 
They are reluctant to do so, Iadmit. The reason is this: When a de- 
cision has been made by a court, private parties may make, and are 
presumed to make, the decision a guide for their own conduct. 
enter into contracts on the faith of it. It would not be fair to change 
the ruling without very solid reason. But what analogy is there be- 
tween that case and this? 

No contracts are made by individuals on the faith of the ruling of a 
chairman on a point of order under the rules of the House. The ques- 
tion of private right does not intervene ; and, therefore, the doctrine of 
res adjudicata, or rather the underlying reason of that doctrine, does 


not apply. 

I Oe eid een the very beginning of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
when we made some radical changes in the rules, which gave rise to 
much discussion, it would have been far better if every Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole had examined the principle of every ruling 
that he made, instead of relying on precedent. 

I distinctly remember that one or two decisions hastily made soon 
- fae in ag pe ps the business of this House - — 

ion almost a year. most earnestly hope, Mr. Speaker, that i 
you decide in this case to affirm the former decision of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] it will be becanse you believe in the sound- 
ness of his decision, and not merely because a former presiding officer 
has made a ruling ia the same or in an analogous case, which, however 
erroneous it may in fact be, must stand as res adjudicata merely be- 
cause it has been made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a few words oa this 
subject. I dissent entirely from the view expressed by my friend from 
New York [Mr. Cox]. I hold that the doctrine of res adjudicata of 
the courts is wholly inapplicable to current discussions on questions of 
a ne a nee rennet SONG 
























































substantially the same facts, would be overruled, the general current of 
decision of the House under this rule overthrown. For the purpose of 
securing harmony in the records of the House it is highly important, 
as I think, that the decisien upon this point of erder should be made 
in harmony with the general current of decisions of the House. 

I refer especially, Mr. Speaker, to the decision made by the Chair on 
the question of order raised on the general land bill at the last session. 
The general purpose of that bil, the general scope of it, was to secure 
the public lands to actual settlers, brit it necessarily involved a vast 
amount of other matters: protection of coal fields from monvpoly, pro- 
tection of water courses from monopoly, protection of forests from de- 
struction, and a multitude of other incidental matter. That bill bris- 
tled with legislative provisions which are prominent and yet only in- 
cidental, and, in some cases, only remotely incidental, to the general 
purpose of protecting to the actual settlers the public lands, yet the 
point of order was overruled; whereas this bill contains but a single 
subject-matter and the provisions directly necessary to secure the pur- 
pose sought to be attained, namely, thatcertain lands heretofore granted 
by Congress to a corporation shall be restored to the public domain and 
secured for the benefit of actual settlers. 

My friend says that the main object of this bill is to give these set- 
tlers a standing in court, but that is a mere incident, and it is a re- 
mote incident and yet a necessary incident. My friend misapprehends 
the object of the bill entirely. I can readily see the grounds upon 
which that decision of my friend was made; it was a misapprehension 
on the spur of the moment of the purpose of the bill. My friend says 
that the Supreme Court held that these settlers had no standing in 
court, that they were trespassers, and that the object of the bill was 
to give them such standing. And it is true that the object of the bill 
is to give them a standing in court. Why? For the purpose of secur- 
ing these lands to the benefit of the settlers upon them. 

The incidentof giving them by the second section of the bill a stand- 
ing in court is designed simply to carry out and accomplish the main 
purpose of the bill—to secure these lands for the benefit of actual set- 
tlers as against the corporation towhich the grant was made. The bil], 
contains just tkzee provisions—one declaring the forfeiture; another 
providing that the lands occupied shall remain the property of the per- 
sons in possession; and thirdly, a provision to carry that second prop- 
osition into effect. So that the application of the rule of the House to 
this bill is free from any trouble. The misfortune was that my distin- 
guished friend from New York had not the time necessary for a caretul 
consideration of the scope and purpose of the rule of the House and the 
purpose songht to be accomplished by the bill. I think the House and 
the country are fortunate in the fact that the question of the construc- 
tion of this particular rule has been so often before the Speaker of the 
House that he has had occasion to consider it.carefully in all its details 
as well as purpose of its adaptation. I think my friend from New York 
will see that it is far better the regular course of decision should be 
maintained and the records of the House made perfect than that an in- 
cidental decision, made upon the spur of the moment, should unsettle 
the current ruling and leave the subject open for future controversy. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that questions of order which 
affect merely the proceedings in the House and do not, like judgments 
of courts, conclude the rights of parties, are always open for re-exam- 
ination and decision; and therefore the present occupant of the chair 
has never hesitated to overrule his own decisions when convinced that 
they were we 

The point made by the gentleman from New York is that this is not 
a bill the reservation of public lands for the benefit of actual set- 
tlers. That is a question which has arisen very frequently under the 
fiftieth clause of Rule XI of the House, and the Chair has invariably 
placed @ very liberal construction upou thut rale. In view of the ob- 
ject which the rule was intended to accomplish, the Chair thought that 
was the proper policy to be pursued, leaving to the House at all times 
the right to pass or reject any bill upon which the question might 
arise. Of course it is not the province of the Chair te express any 
opinion as to the merits of this bill or as to whether, if passed, it will 
accomplish the object contemplated by it. 

It is sufficient, in the judgment of the Chair, if the bill shows upon 
its face that its purpose is to reserve public lands for the benefit of 
actual settlers. The bill refers to, and if passed can affect only, those 
lands which were ‘‘ improperly certified’’ by the Secretary of the In- 
terior to the State of Iowa. Even if the Chair were called upon to de- 
cide whether the lands affected by the bill are public lands or not, it 
appears it would affect none except those, as the Chair has already 
said, which were improperly certified; and of course if they were im- 
properly certified, they are still public lands of the United States. 

The second section, which directs the Attorney-General to institute 
suits, provides simply a means for the accomplishment of the object 
which the bill contemplates; and the Chair thinks that the point raised 
by the gentleman from New York, that non-privileged matter can not 
be connected with privileged matter in a bill, does not arise in this in- 
stance. The Chair has always held, and will continue to hold, that 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And upon issues joined. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And upon issues joined. 
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case here. With great respect for the opinion of the gentleman from 
New York who presided when this question was presented before, the 
Chair feels constrained to hold that this is a matter of privil and 
so decides. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] is entitled to 
the floor. 


PRINTING BILL FOR ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA, ETC. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before my colleague [Mr. Payson] proceeds, I 
want to ask unanimous consent for an order to print the Senate bill for 
the admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union and the or- 
ganization of the Territory of North Dakota. This bill as passed by 
the Senate has never been printed. I desire to ask that the Committee 
on Territories be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
and that it be printed, and recommitted to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to that request? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now I ask also that an order be adopted in re- 
gard to the consideration of that subject. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let the proposed order be read. 

The SPEAKER. The order will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate bill No. 185, being a bill to — for the admission of 
the State of South Dakota into the Union and forthe organization of the Terri- 
tory of North Dakota; and that said bill be made a special order, to be consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, immediately after the hour 
for the consideration of bills on to-morrow, and from day to day until disposed 
of, with leave to offer as a substitute therefor, House biil No. 8466; and that 
thereafter the bills relating to the admission of Montana, Washington, and New 
Mexico shall be in order in the House in like manner until disposed of. 


Mr. PAYSON. This has been read simply for information ? 

The SPEAKER. That is all. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object to its consideration at this time. 

‘The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] is entitled to the floor. 

a DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the report which has been made on the 

bill, which comes from the Committee on Public Lands, embraces some 
thirty-six printed pages. I do not intend at this time to do more than 
state the substance of it. I assume the subject-matter of the bill is 
familiar to most of the members of the House, and especially to those 
not serving their first term in this Congress, from the fact this bill and 
the relief which is proposed under it have been in one form or other 
pending in one or both Houses of Congress for the last sixteen years. 
* Beginning with the Forty-third Congress and coming down to this 
time there has not been a time in the history of Congress that a bill 
looking to the relief of the beneficiaries of this bill has not been pend- 
ing in one House or the other. 

More than that, there has been, as I recollect it, but one adverse re- 
port to the proposition to extend some relief to those who are to be 
benefited by this bill. 

I do not take time to go into a detailed history of the legislation in 
the two Houses, but the bill has passed first inone House and then in 
the other, until in the Forty-ninth Congress it passed this House by a 
substantially unanimous vote. It passed the Senate, I believe, with 
only four dissenting votes, went to the President of the United States, 
and by him, after a casual examination of less than two days, was 
vetoed. It came back to Congress, passed the Senate, notwithstanding 
the veto, and on reconsideration in this body received a vote of one 
hundred and sixty-odd to ninety; failing, however, to receive the neces- 
sary vote of two-thirds, it did not become a law notwithstanding the 
veto. 

But the point I make now is, there never has been a time in the his- 
tory of this legislation that measures proposed in the bill have not had 
substantially the unanimous support of both sides in both Houses of 
Congress. 

I content myself, therefore, Mr. Speaker, at this time with giving an 
epitome barely upon which this important bill is based, and then, unless 
something is offered in opposition to it, will ask a vote of the House 
on it after some observations from gentlemen from the State in which 
citizens live who are directly affected by the provisions of the bill. 

I may say I have an earnest desire this bill shall speedily pass, from 
the fact those who are to be benefited by it, because of technical con- 
ditions in the public-land law, and in the situation in which they are 
placed, are placed in such a position that at this very hour, as I am 
advised by members from Iowa—men who, some of them, twenty 
years ago, on the invitation of the officers of the Interior Department 
of this Government, went in good faith on these lands, paid their 
money into the Treasury of the United States, where it now remains, 
and who have had for almost an entire generation a patent for the 
lands on which their homes have been made, are to-day being evicted 
from them and turned out into the highway at this inclement season 
of the year, enduring hardships which awaken the sympathy 
from me. And I am in receipt, and have been since I have been in 
attendance in this Congress, of letters that purport to be written by 
citizens of the United States who are in this condition, of whom I never 
heard until I received these letters, and who make these pitiful state- 


ments to me; and the statements they have made to me are confirmed 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] and the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HoLMEs], who have some personal knowledge of the condi- 
tion of affairs there. 

Briefly, the situation out of which the necessity for this bill has 
arisen is this: In 1846 a grant of public land was made by the Con- 
gress in aid of the improvement of the Des Moines River, in the State 
of Iowa, and it was provided in the bill that alternate sections of the 
public land on either side of the river for 5 miles in width, to be 
selected by a commission jointly appointed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior and the governor of Iowa, should be granted to aid in the im- 
a of the navigation of that river by a system of dims and 

0c 

Without stopping to read the bill, it is enough to state here, in sub- 
stance, that the grant so made is what is known in the public-land law 
as a grant in presenti, and it was provided in the bill that as the work 
progressed the lands would be certified to the State to be sold, and the 
proceeds of the sale to be applied to the further prosecution of this 
work of improvement of the river. The land which was thus granted 
in contemplation of law, and in the judgment of men who framed and 
passed the bill, was limited to lands hey he ae either side of the river 
and south of the forks of what is called ccoon River, or, as it is 
commonly called there, the *‘ Forks of the Coon.’’ The State of Iowa 
commenced the prosecution of the work of improvement by establish- 
ing a board of pablic works, and was proceeding to construct the im- 
provement in its own way and through its own agencies. 

A year or two later, for some reason, that plan of improvement was 
abandoned, and a contract was let toa corporation called the Des Moines 
Railroad and Navigation Company, by which the company agreed, in 
consideration of the grant of land made by Congress to the State, that 
it would itself proceed to construct the works and improve the river, 
as was then in contemplation. They commenced the work upon the 
river, A certain amount of money was spent in this direction, and I 
may say in passing that there is some dispute as to the amount, but 
only a commencement was made, and the work was barely commenced 
when a question was raised as to the proper construction of the law by 
which the grant was made. é 

It was contended on the one side that the grant was limited by the 
forks of the Coon, the t at which the city of Des Moines is located, 
and which is about the center of the State, from the mouth of the 
river to the northwest corner of the State—that this point was the limit 
of the grant; while it was claimed by the navigation company that the 
grant extended to this extreme northwestern corner of the State, and 
that they were entitled, in accordance with their contract undtr the 
grant, to about double the amount of land in contemplation when the 

ill passed Congress. Finally, the officers of the Interior Department 
were called upon to decide the question, and it was decided by the 
Secretary ef the Interior that the grant carried no land further north 
than the forks of the Coon, and that all of the lands further north than 
this, involving some 270,000 acres, were still public lands. ° 

Bat in the mean time, under the assumption which the people of 
Iowa entertained that the grant did extend further north and west, the 
State opened a land office and sold a portion of the lands beyond the 
point I have indicated to the extent of some 55,000 acres; that is to 
say, lands lying north of the point at which the Interior Department 
held that the grant terminated. When the Interior Department de- 
cided that the grant extended no further north the improvement com- 

y, which had expended a certain amount of money—the amount 
ing immaterial, and which, asI have said, has been uted, for they 
had practically done nothing in the way of substantial improvements; 
they had put in some dams, etc., or to the work, and had a 
plant pro for eee ut no substantial improvement ot 
the river had been they threw up their contract and refused to 
go on unless they were seed that they would get the lands on either 
side of the river, not only adjacent to the river north of the forks of the 
Coon but the lands lying along this same line to the extreme northern 
boundary of the State. As the Interior Department had already de- 
cided that the grant did not extend further north, the work was aban- 
doned, and it has not been prosecuted since. 

Then came a question as to the settlement between the navigation 
com: and the State of Iowa; and the State of Iowa, on the 18th day 
of , 1856, by its ture, provided for the making and execut- 
ing by the governor of the State of a deed of all the lands to the nav- 
igation com that it got under the act of Congress, and for the set- 
tlement and adjustment of all claims between the navigation company 
and the State of Iowa arising under the contract to which Ihave re- 
ferred. A copy of these papers is set out in full in the report and sub- 
stantially in exact words I have quoted here. The deed which 
was executed by authority of the State of Iowa purported to convey 
only the lands “‘ granted by the act of Congress 9 ett August 8, 
1846.’ So that upon the face of the deed itself, and under the decis- 
ion of the Secretary of the Interior, as well as under the accepted un- 
derstanding by the authorities of the State of Iowa, all the lands 
which could pass by that deed were those lands tying between the forks 
of the Coon and the mouth of the river, That was executed and 
delivered. 
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But, Mr. Speaker, remembering what I said awhile ago, that upon 
the assumption that the grant to the State did extend farther north, 
the State of Iowa had sold some 55,000 acres of land to citizens of the 
State, assuming that it had the right to sell. Now, by the decision of 
the Interior Department and by the accepted interpretation of the stat- 
utes, the titles to lands thus sold were invalid. 

About that time a case got into the courts, and the Supreme Court 
of the United States decided—the decision being quoted here in the re- 
port, and what is commonly known as the Litchfield case—that the de- 
cision of the Interior Department was the correct interpretation of the 
law, and that the State took nothing by its grant except lands lying on 
either side and between the ferks of the Coon and the mouth of the 
river. 

Then came the necessity for further legislation to protect the people 
who had purchased the 55,000 acres from the State of Iowa, and so an 
appeal was mude to Congress by some member of the Iowa delegation— 
I do notnow remember his name, because it is a matter of the earlier his- 
tory of legislation upon this subject; but the result was the passage in 
1862 of a joint resolution by Congress, cited in the report, providing for 
the validation of the rights of all ‘‘ bona fide purchasers’’ of these lands 
from the State of Iowa, and the only persons who were beneficiaries of 
that legislation, or who were contemplated in the legislation when it 
passed, were the citizens of the State of Iowa who had purchased a part 
and parcel of the 55,000 acres from the State. This is clear from the 
records and the action of the State officials. 

A while later there came a dispute between the State of Iowa and 
the United States as to how much land in acreage, indemnity or other- 
wise, the State was entitled to under this grant, and another made under 
another bill for the benefit of certain railroad companies; and there 
was also another act passed prior to theact to which I havejust referred, 
donating certain lands for educational purposes, and some of these iden- 
tical lands covered by the pending bill were lands which had been se- 
lected for that purpose by the State of Iowa. In order to provide a 
general adjudication of the whole matter of difference an act was 

by the Iowa Legislature providing for what is known as the 
‘* Harvey settlement,’’ that is for the adjudication between Iowa and 
the United States of all these questions, and a claim was presented by 
the representatives of the Des Moines Company for some of the lands 
north of the fork of the Coon under theold contract. This claim, how- 
ever, was rejected by the authorities of Iowa and by the officers of the 
Interior Depaztment as well as by Congress, because when the Har- 
~~ settlement was made it was a settlement in regard only to lands 
falling to the State under the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, and the 
act of July 12, 1862. It wasa complete adjustment of the disputes 
between Iowa and the United States growing out of these several grants, 
and the navigation company was not regarded as coming within the 
provisions of the resolution of 1861 as a purchaser. 

So things were going along smoothly, but in the mean time it was 
held out by the Department that this land was public land. And be- 
cause of the decision in the Litchfield case, and because the Secretary 
of the Interior had invited settlers to come upon it, very many people— 
the gentleman from Iowa sitting near me can tell better than I how 
many, but at any rate a large number of families—went upon this land 
and initiated homestead and pre-emption settlements. They made 
their settlements at that time under the pre-emption law. They paid 
their money into the Treasury, and, after a lapse of six months, patents 
issued to many of them, and many of them have been in possession of 
them from that day to this. 

A little later on came another question. The navigation company 
was disrupted, and all of its assets passed into the hands of those who 
bought them at the sale of itsassets. These gentlemen who succeeded 
to the assets of the bankrupt concern set up a claim that, under a cer- 
tain condition of the law in Iowa, they were entitled to be treated as 
the bona fide under the legislation of 1862, to which I have 
referred. So suit was initiated in the State of Iowa, and it went to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

The Su Court decided in the case, which is known in the his- 
tory of this transaction as the Wolcott case—a full copy-of which I have 
inserted in this report-—holding in that case that the claimants in any 
lands under the ae company, not only south of the fork of the 
Raccoon but north of it, held valid title, and that they were entitled 
to be treated as purchasers of the State of Iowa; and this case has been 
treated as a precedent from the time of this decision down to now. It 
has been insisted, and is insisted to-day in the courts, that this is a rule 
of that we can not go behind. 

e difficulty in thesi on is this: I have insisted, time and time 
sein, and I have asserted it upon this floor for many years, that the 
olcott case was a collusive case, gotten up between holders of the navi- 
gation company’s title and dummy defendants, so that the case could be 
sdjndieated in some of the courts of this country, and upon such decision 
they could base their claims as holders of adverse title, and that state- 
ment is based upon the record of that case. 

Here is the statement of the case between the attorneys for 

Wolcott and attorneys for the d ti: 


The lot in question is one section of land, which is selected and segrores by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and duly certified by the governor of the State 
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to the President, according to the second section of the act, and was duly sold 
and conveyed, among other parcels of lands, by the State to the defendants. 

There is the agreement in the record upon which the Supreme Court 
decided that the navigation company had good title; and there is not 
the first sentence in that admission that is true in fact. 

In addition, it was never before contended that there was an acre 
of land above the forks duly certified under the act of 1846 by the 
governor of the State to the President, or that there ever was an acre of 
this land in dispute that had been duly sold and conveyed to the navi- 
gation company or anybody claiming by, through, or under it. 

And need I say to lawyers who are giving me the honor of their at- 
tention that where an agreed case is made, and the case made by the 
plaintiff against himself, the court can do nothing else than give judg- 
ment for the defendant? And that has been the condition of that Wol- 
cott case down to this time. 

Mr. HEKBERT. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. If the facts are not as stated in that agreement, 
how is it that the Wolcott case has been treated as a precedent for every 
other case? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will come to that presently. It has been decided 
and the decision remains. ‘To show that it was a collusive case I will 
state that the cost of the litigation was paid by the successful party, 
as appears by the records here almost within the sound of my voice. 
The costs were paid by the party that won the suit. ‘‘A trumped-up 
case,’’ as suggested by my friend, Governor GEAR, who has had very 
much to do with this matter. There are other cases of the same char- 
acter that have got into the courts, and in every case but one it has the 
ear-mark upon it of being collusive litigation that the parties manu- 
factured to bolster up the claim of title. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Was not the question that this was a 
collusive case made in the subsequent cases before the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and did not the court decide that there was ne 
basis for the charge? 

Mr. PAYSON. Not in my knowledge or observation. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. As you assert it so distinctly, I take 
your word for it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I speak with some caution as tothat point. I have 
been examining this question for four different sessions of Congress, and 
I have never heard from any one at any time until the question was 
made by the gentleman from Minnesota that such a decision had been 
made, if the question implies that it had been made. 

I have asserted this frequently, and have asserted it in the presence 
of the lawyers of the navigation company time after time, and never 
had them dispute it. I have asserted it in the room of the Committee 
on PublicLands. The questionmay have been so presented, but I do 
not recall it, and feel sure it was never decided that the Wolcott case 
was not collusive. But resuming, this certification of lands which was 
made by the General Government to the State of Iowa was made by 
the Secretary of the Interior about 1848 or 1849. He doubted his right 
to make the certification, and made a ‘‘conditional certification’’ to 
the State of Iowa, simply making and signing a list of reservations ot 
rights under the certification; and the difficulty, as I assert, of those 
who have gone in and attempted to initiate settlements upon these 
lands occurs because the couris have uniformly held, and I think cor- 
rectly, that this conditional certification by Mr. Secretary Stuart was 
a technical ‘‘reservation’’ of those public lands from settlement, and 
that no valid settlement could be initiated upon these lands until that 
‘*reservation’’ was revoked either by Congress or by the Interior De- 
partment. 

If"I make myself understood I wili try to get this ina nutshell. The 
publiclands were there. By thiscertification, conditional as it was, ac- 
cording to the decisions of the court (and I repeat myself to say that I 
think that decision was correct), there was virtually a reservation of those 
public landsas against the rights of settlers until, either by the action of 
the Interior Department or paramount action by Congress, such as is 
sought by this bill, thatreservation should berevoked. It hasnever been 
done by the Interior Department, and now it is asked here, When- 
ever a settler undertakes to go into court upon the certificate ofan entry 
that he made before the decision that these lands were in a state of res- 
ervation he is met by the statement, ‘‘That land was reserved at the 
time the land officers took your money and gave you a certificate of 
entry, and forthat reason you have no standing in court upon which 
we can determine whether you have a valid right to the land or not.”’ 

There have been hundreds of instances, as the records of our com- 
mittee show, where applications were received and afterwards repudi- 
ated on the part of the Land Office; instances where settlers sought to 
make, initiate, and perfect claims, and the action of the Land Office 
was based upon the ground that the courts had decided that until the 
condition of reservation was revoked no settler could make a valid en- 
try upon those lands. 

There is another question which has never been presentedin any of this 
litigation in the cases in the courts which I think decisive for the set- 
tler. The constitution of the Stateof Iowa—the old constitution first, 
and the same provision which was carried into the constitution of 1851— 
provides in express terms that the State of Iowa shall not accept from 
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‘the General Government for any purpose any grant of public land upon 
which there is a settler claiming a settlement right; and in defiance 
of that constitutional provision, or rather without any regard to the 
right of settlers who were upon these lands, the State of Iowa as- 
sumed to take title to one half of the lands, and the claims made to 
the other half are under the State of Iowa as the grantee of the United 
States in disregard of that provision of the constitution of the State. 
That question, I say, has never been presented in any litigation in con- 
nection with this matter. Whenever the settler would undertake to 
set it up the case would not get that far, because, as lawyers will readily 
understand, when the court decided that the land being in a state of 
“‘yeservation,’’ no settlement right could be initiated upon it, that 
ended the question as to the settler, without reference to the merits of 
his claim. 

Now, what does this bill propose todo? Itis a bill of peace. It 
proposes to recognize what is the fact, that there are three classes of 
claims to all these lands: 

First, the claims of the settlers under the general land law, as against 
which this state of reservation exists, which prevents them from having 
a standing in court. They are beneficiaries in this bill. It proposes 
in terms to declare these lands public lands as to them. When that is 
done by this bill, the state of reservation will be wiped out and the 
lands will be placed, in so far as Congress can place them, in precisely 
the condition in which they would have been if they had never been 
certified by the Interior Department. The bill declares that they are 
public lands and that those parties who attempted to initiate pre-emp- 
tion or homestead rights upon them prior to the Ist day of January, 
1880 (that condition being made to prevent persons from coming in and 
acquiring a speculative interest since the matter has been recently pend- 
ing in Congress), shall be protected. 

Second. Another class of claimants are the holders in good faith of the 
navigation company’s title in possession. To remove the blight of un- 
certainty of title we agree that persons in possession under the 
navigation company, whose claims do not conflict with the rights of 
bona fide settlers under the general land law, shall have their claims 
validated. 

Third. We agree that the claims of those who hold the navigation 
company's title in good faith of lands not in possession, and the rights 
of parties who are claiming in any way under the State of Iowa, shall 
be validated. 

Therefore this bill concludes and settles, without any chance for fur- 
ther legislation or litigation, the title of all lands that are not in the 
actual possession of bona fide settlers under the general land law; and 
as to those settlers we simply give them a standing in courtand allow 
them to litigate with the holders and the claimants of the navigation 
company’s tithe adverse to them the questions which I have briefly re- 
ferred to here, in order that they may have a rehearing in the courts. 

This bill does not pretend to divest anybody of any vested right. 
We could not do that if we sought to do it. We recognize the condi- 
tion in which we are and validate everything as to which this unfor- 

- tunate controversy has attached, except the title to tracts of lands in 
actual possession of settlers in good faith under the public-land laws 
by entries made prior to June 1, 1880; and as to them we give them 
the poor boon of going into the courts of the United States to enforce 
their claims, free from any technical obstruction by reason of the state 
of reservation which has existed during all these years. That is all. 

Now, as to the wrongs that have been perpetrated, as to the evils that 
have resulted, as to the inconvenience and the distress which are at this 
very hour being inflicted upon citizens of the State of lowa by the 
holders of these speculative titles, some of which have been purchased, 
to my certain knowledge, as I have it from the men who bought them, 
at less than $3 an acre, upon which they are trying to-day to extort 
$10, $15, and $20 an acre for a compromise with the farmers who have 
been in possession of the lands for a generation—as to these matters we 
simply say, ‘‘ You may go to the courts;’’ and the only inconvenience 
that this bill imposes upon anybody is the inconvenience of a lawsuit 
with a settler to determine these questions free from embarrassment by 
other issues. ‘That is all there is about it. 

The second section of the bill provides, as in justice it ought, that 
Attorney-General shall take the initiative in this matter; that as soon 
as practicable, but within the two years, the Attorney-General] shall begin 
a suit to test the validity of this matter with reference to some of these 
titles which are thus held by actual settlers in possession; and the par- 
ties may join in the suit if they choose and be represented by their own 
counsel. 


This measure does not involve the United States in the expenditure 
of asingle dollar. It imposes an addition: | duty upon gentlemen con- 
nected with the Departmert of Justice, many of whom, I think, could 
perhaps take this added duty without very much interference either 
with their comfort or their pleasure. 


now to discuss, as this bill meets the point that the President made, 
that a simple bill allowing action where action can not be had would 
not be objectionable. This bill does this. 

I have agreed, Mr. Speaker, to yield a few minutes to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], his colleague [Mr. Ho_mes], who 
desire to make statements with reference to some matters of which 
me have personal cognizance. I take pleasure in yielding to those 


emen. 
eat I venture the confident hope that before this session to-day shall 
end this bill will pass without any substantial amendment, by a sub- 
stantially unanimous vote, and tidings of joy be carried to the humble 
homes of the A people in Iowa who will be benefited by our action. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PAYSON] has twenty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. I reserve that time, and yield first to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] so much time as he may desire. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, after the very clear and fair state- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], I do not think it 
proper for me to delay the vote upon this bill. I know from personal 
SM Saha vag soos) Leola Laney bang gegeeeteel em aa 

i t a very great now being pe a ple 
occupying the land in dispute. The one the fa facts as stated By the 
gentleman i can not be gainsaid or disputed. I decline to 
occupy further time, trusting that the bill may pass, and pass unani- 


mously. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’’] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PAYSON] reserve rest of his time? 


Mr. PAYSON. Ido. 

Mr. McRAE. I ask the Clerk to read an amendment which I de- 
sire to offer to this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all of section 1 after the word “settlers,” in lines 10 and 11, and in- 


sert the following: 
“To not one quarter-section to each is confirmed and made 
of the entry, settlement, and cultivation 


\ upon due , and 
payment of the price or fee when the same has not been paid, shall ,be 


carried to patent.” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to so much of the 
bill as provides for a forfeiture of the grant, nor do I take issue with 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. PAYson] as toany of the main facts stated . 
There is doubtas to whether the bill if will accomplish what 
appears to be desired or not, but as far as I am concerned I am willing 
to pass it and to leave the legal questions to be settled by the courts. 

If with a legislative declaration of forfeiture the courts will reverse 
their decisions against the settlers, then we ought not to hesitate to 
make it. It is about the only way to settle the matter as long as the 
settlers will be satisfied with nothing else. The ought not to 
have been made, and I think ought to be forfeited if it can be, and I 
would make it broad and emphatic as far as the original beneficiaries 
are concerned. As between them and the Government there are no 
equitiesatall. ButI do not desire in making such declaration to do an 
injustice to a class of settlers now upon some of the land in question 
by reason of bona fide purchases. To prevent this I have offered this 
amendment. I ask the careful attention of the friends of the bill to 
the lan e of the provisos to the first section. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ifthe gentleman will read the first proviso, he will 
see that there can not be any conflict, because there is this express 
declaration: 


Provided, That the title of all bona fide settlers under color of title from the 
State of lowa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, which do 


not come in conflict with pre-emption or homestead claimants, are hereby rati- 


Mr. McRAE. That is just what I object to, and intended to read 
it. L[wantthegentleman’sattention. Mark the words, ‘‘ which do not 
come in conflict with homestead or pre-emption claimants.’’ Now, Mr. 
Speaker, there are honest settlers upon some of this land who have 
bought and paid for it, whose title come in conflict with home- 
stead and pre-emption claimants who are not on it and have never been. 
The effect of the bill will be to confirm the title in claimants under the 
public-land laws against actual settlers if they hold eo. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no; that is not the intention; is not the 

intention, but it is what the lan- 


construction of the 
Mr. McRAE. It may not 
means, and that will be the effect if it becomes law. 
r. PAYSON. My friend will agree that under the homestead law 
een Ne a ee ee a on, eee 


the 

side u 

intention, why not accept the amendment? I want is to 

all the oaitiest tee ee the land. Itshould make co eliteene 
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such settlers upon the land, they ought to be protected. If there be | kansas could not be made than the statement that this is the same bill 


the amendment is harmless. 


presented by the Senators from Iowa in the United States Senate, and 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will not the object of my friend be accomplished | by the members of the House representing the people directly in inter- 
by inserting the word ‘‘ prior’’ in the thirteenth line before the word | est, and after careful examination by the best lawyers in the State of 


“ ; 9?) 

Mr. McRAE. That will accomplish my purpose in partonly. No 
man who wants to protect the settlers can object to the amendment I 
propose, becaase I seek to make no discrimination in favor of or against 

body. 
oe PAYSON . Suppose that out of the 55,000 acres sold by the 
State of lowa when it was assumed that it had title, somebody, twenty- 
five or thirty years ago, bought in good faith 320 acres of land, and 
went into possession of it. Youramendment would cut such a person 
out of one quarter-section. 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly not. Iam proceeding upon the theory of the 
bill that the land is public land and was in fact improperly certified. The 
policy of our homestead law is to give one quarter-section to each settler, 
and no more. I would confirm no sales except to settlers, and to them 
only what they are entitled to as such. Inthe case you state the pur- 
chaser would lose the whole 320 acres if claimed by persons under the 
homestead and p ion laws if the bill remains as you have it. 
My amendment would give him 160 acres. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I misunderstood what the gentleman pro- 
poses. Let it be read again. 

Mr. McRAE. It confirms it to the settlers without distinction. 

Mr. PAYSON. Perhaps I did not catch it accurately. Let it be 
read again. 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, let it be read againso we can understand it. 

Mr. McRAz’s amendment was again read. 

Mr. PAYSON. That cuts out every purchaser from the State of 
Iowa. 

Mr. McRAE. It cuts out no purchaser who is a settler. 

Mr. PAYSON. And compels them to pay again. 

Mr. HOLMES. And under it they can not get 160 acres—— 

Mr. McRAE. Oneatatime. It compels no one to pay again, and 
of course the confirmation extends to less than 160 acres if the purchase 
was for less. But if the land is public land, and there should be other 
land unoccupied adjoining, such a setiler could easily take such quan- 
tity as when added to the tract purchased would not exceed 160 acres. 
There appears to be more anxiety about the confirmation than the for- 


ture, 

Mr. HOLMES. It would not mend the matter, even under the gen- 
tleman’s own idea. The amendment gives them, and they could only 
get under it what they have. 

Mr. McRAE. Then what objection have you toit? Should they 
not have that which they have bought, paid for, and occupy? 

Mr. HOLMES. Why, it is mere surplusag.e. 

Mr. McRAE. If the amendment is surplusage, then there is much 
more in the provisos proposed to be stricken out. Suppose we strike 
them all out as surpluslage and leave a clean, simple forfeiture. 

Mr. Hi Not at all. 

Mr. McRAE. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I have investigated 
this caseclosely, and I know there are some settlers who purchased from 
the navigation company and those holding under it who, with their 
families, are upon the land as actual settlers; and I believe that under 
the bill as it is it will be possible for claimants to their homes not in 

ion to dispossess them and drive them off. The friends of the 
bill will avow no such purpose and do not expect such result, but such 
will be the result. 

Now, if the gentlemen from Iowa, with this statement of the mat- 
ter on my part, are willing to take the risk, I shall not complain. I 
call your attention to the danger and warn you against the injustice. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not insert the words “ prior and bona fide’ 
before the word ‘‘ pre-emption?’’ By so doing it would avoid that 
trouble entirely. 

Mr. McRAE. Iam willing to dothat and have such an amendment, 
but I want to gofurther still. Evenif the claim under these laws was 
prior and the claimants were not on the land when those who are pur- 
chased it, I would still protect the man who actually makes his home 
on the land. I am for the actual settler everywhere, and against the 
world, as far as the public domain is concerned. Why have you used 
the word *‘ claimant”? in reference to homesteaders and the word ‘‘ set- 


tlers’’ in reference to aprece eg 
Mr. PAYSON. It is simply, if the gentleman will permit me, that 
ee ae the State of Iowa, when the State assumes to 
title, did not have to go into possession under any law whatever. 
be purchasers from the State of Iowa without being settlers 
the land, which could not be the case under the pre-emption and 
homestead laws, as there can be, as thé gentleman knows, no valid pre- 
emption or homestead claim except accompanied by settlement within 
is in conflict with the bill itself, and 
confirms the statement and the point I have already made. 
Mr. PAYSON. Not at all. 


Mr. MCRAE. Letussee. The point I make on you is this—— 
Mr. PAYSON. Perhaps a better answer to the gentleman from Ar- 


Iowa, and they are all very well satisfied with the phraseology of the 
bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. And the settlers themselves are satisfied with it. 

Mr. PAYSON. As my friend, General WEAVER, has stated, the set- 
tlers themselves will indorse it. 

Mr. WEAVER. It has been indorsed by the Settlers’ Union. 

Mr. McRAE. Ido not know anything about the Settlers’ Union, 
and I do not know anything about the prior bill; but I do know that 
the settlers who have gone upon these lands and settled in good faith, 
under the language contained in the bill are liable to be driven from 
their homes. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman in that respect differs from all those 
gentlemen who represent the settlers who are interested in this matter. 

Mr. GEAR. Every one of them. 

Mr. PAYSON. What objection has the gentleman from Arkansas 
to offer when the citizens of Iowa, the Iowa delegation, and the set- 
tlers upon the lands are themselves satisfied ? 

Mr. McRAE. Itdoes not make any difference to me what may be 
the opinion of other gentlemen. In dealing with public lands and set- 
tlers’ rights I prefer to act on my own judgment. The friends of the 
bill in the presentation of the question appear to forget that there are 
two classes of settlers, whose interests may conflict. 

Mr. GEAR. But the settlers are willing to take the risk that the 
gentleman thinks will be taken. 

Mr. McRAE. But there are two classes of settlers, one who hold 
their lands by reason of purchase, and another class who are claimants 
under the homestead or pre-emption law. The latter class is amply 
protected by the bill, but [ fancy that the former, resting on his purchase 
and possession, has had but little to do with the Settlers’ Union, and 
knows nothing about the effect of the proposed legislation upon him. 
When this bill becomes a law, he will wake up with a lawsuit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will submit 
the motion to insert before the word ‘‘ pre-emption,’’ in line 13, ihe 
words ‘‘prior bona fide,’’ so that it will read,‘t which do not come in 
conflict with prior bona fide pre-emption or homestead claimants.’’ 

Mr.McRAE. Certainly. I think that proper, but not at this time. 

Mr. PAYSON. I am content with that. 

Mr. McRAE. I have that prepared already, and I will move it after 
the pending amendmentis determined, ifitshould fail. If itis adopted, 
that is unnecessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only suggest that, because it is usual to perfect . 
the text of the bill first before moving to strike out. 

Mr. McRAE. 1am entirely indifferent as to that. But the amend- 
ment would not meet the objection I make to the provisos. Let us 
examine the words of the first proviso: . 

' That the title of all bona fide settlers under color of title from the State of 
owa, 

Now, that does not refer to homesteaders and pre-emptors, but to 
purchasers who are not homesteaders. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But there could not be bona fide homestead claim- 
ants. 

Mr. McRAE. Let me read the proviso: 

That the title of all bona fide settiers under color of title from the State of 
Iowa, and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, which do not 
come in conflict with pre-emption or homestead claimants, are hereby ratified 
and confirmed and made valid. 

“Mr. PAYSON. Read the whole proviso. 

-Mr. McRAE. Here are these settlers who are now upon the lands, 
having paid their money for them, must yield under this provision to 
any ‘‘claimant’’ who has a right or conceives he has a right to it under 
the homestead or pre-emption law, although he may not have been 
upon the lands for years. No proof of occupancy is required ; nothing 
butaclaim. The further language of the provision is this: 

Provided further, That the claims of all persons who, with intent, in good 
faith, to obtain title thereto under the pre-emption or hom laws of the 
United States, entered and remained upon any tract of said land prior to Jann- 
ary, 1880, not exceeding 160 acres, are hereby confirmed and made valid in 
them, or their heirs, and upon due proof thereof and payment of the usual 
price or fees, where the same has not been paid, shall be carried to patent. 

Now, it does not matter how long he remained upon the lands or 
whether he was qualified or not. If he was upon the lands and made 
a claim prior tothe Ist of January, 1880, under this he has a claim, and 
the actual bona fide settler and purchaser who had been invited by the 
acts of Congress and by the State of Iowa and the decisions of the courts 
to so purchase must yield to a class of claimants who are not even in 
possession. 

Then it goes on: 

Provided further, That the title of all bona fide claimants under color of title 
from the State of lowa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, 
which do not come in conflict with persons who, with intent, in good faith, to 
— title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United 

es. 

So we see that down to the end preference is given to claimants under 
the public-land laws, no matter whether they have made a settlement 
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or not. 
the actual settler who has paid his money for the lands and is in actual 
occupancy. 

Mr. PAYSON. But will the gentleman permit a suggestion ? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will read a little farther down, he 
will find that this only includes those who settled upon the lands prior 
to January, 1880. 

Mr. McRAE. I have read that. The bill is so much the worse for 
that language. It does not require the settlement to be continuous. 
If he made a claim at all prior to January, 1880, and another man 
came along and made the purchase from the navigation company under 
the laws of the State and under the authority of Congress, and has gone 
upon the lands and made his settlement there, the claimant who made 
the prior claim and abandoned it will take the lands, to the exclusion 
of the man who has paid his money and improved the lands and who 
has been upon them all the time. The bill as you have it does not re- 
quire continuous settlement, and that is one of the main objections I 
have to it. 

Now, it is only to prevent discriminations of one class against the 
other that I have said anything. All the amendment means, and all 
it seeks to accomplish, is to prevent such discrimination. If there be 
no purpose to give preference to one class against the other, whence 
the objection to the amendment? I have nothing more to say. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Question !’’] 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, in the twenty years that this matter 
has been under discussion I have never heard an equitable presenta- 
tion of the case made in behalf of the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad 
Company, and I do not expect to. 

The gist of the case is this: There was a grant made to this com- 
pany conditioned upon its performance of certain acts therein named. 
‘These acts have not been performed. It has been the habit heretofore to 
forfeit grants of land to railroad companies or corporations where they 
have not performed the conditions on which the grant was made; and 
I desire to say that the Des Moines company never recgived a patent 
to an acre of these lands. If they had complied with the conditions of 
the grant they would have received the patent. 

The governor of Iowa, it is claimed, made a deed of the lands to 
the company; but the governor of Iowa had no such right, because the 
certificates have never been issued which preliminarily conveyed title by 
a compliance with the grant. He had no such right—first, because the 
condition had not been complied with; and, second, because section 7 
of article 11 of the constitution of Iowa renders it impossible that any 
such conveyance should be made; and I wish to call the attention of 
the House to that clause of the constitution fora moment. Article 11 
of the Iowa constitution provides that— 

The General Assembly shall not locate any of the public lands which have 
been taken or may be granted by Congress to this State, and the location of 
which may be given by the General Assembly, upon lands actually settled, 


without consent of the occupant. The extent of the claim to such occupant so 
exempted shall not exceed 160 acres. 


Now, Mr. Speakez, these lands have been held by a system of chi- 
canery from the time this law was passed in 1846 to the present time. 
Judge Black very properly characterized it in the case of Litchfield 
against the Dubuqueand Sioux City Railroad Company, 23 Howard, U. 
S. There never has been an equity in this case; there never has been 
any performance of the conditions; and yet gentlemen argue against the 
passage of this bill upon simply no equities whatever. 

Now, I presume that the gentleman from Arkansas desires his amend- 
ment shall obtain; but his amendment disin tes this bill entirely. 
There is not a redeeming clause in that amendment that has not been 
discussed by these settlers, and it is not what they desire. They are 
being evicted by United States marshals in the dead of winter. Their 
crops are being taken and appropriated by these parties who claim 
these lands. 

Mr. Snell, oneof these owners, who purchased a large quantity of these 
lands from the Burroughs estate, is attended by United States marshals 
and posses, who are walking arsenals, with their pockets full of ejectment 
writs; they are ejecting these claimants while the snow is on the ground 
in the middle of winter. I tell you there has been no cruelty, even in 
Ireland, to excel that practiced in these evictions. It w d require 
the eloquence of Edmund Burke and such a voice as denounced the 
eruelties of Warren Hastings adequately to portray the wrongs these 
settlers have suifered at the hands of these men. We had a report by 
a committee of the Legislature that investigated this subject and made 
a report as to the condition of these lands, showing that whereas they 
had voted themselves $1,000,000 worth of stock at that time, but $167,- 
000 had been raised in actual cash. 

On the contrary, there has been more damage done to mill-sites and 
permanent improvements on the river than any benefit that has been 
received, even if the improvements had been completed by the ex- 
penditures of this company. And besides, this company had already 
received land below the Raccoon Fork to more than three times the 
amount they had expended. This grant, in 1862, when it was made, 
rons the grant above the Raccoon Fork, expressly provided that 

t should only be earned when that improvement was made to the Rac- 
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coon Fork, and that it was made as provided inthe act of 1846. Why, 
in connection with this very bill, when it passed this House, there were 
one or two members expelled on the ground of corruption, and I have 
never listened to or read touching all the proceedings of Congress a mat- 
ter more redolent with corruption than that which attended the pamece 
of this bill through Congress. I could particularize, but do not 

it necessary to do so. 

These lands are held by honest settlers who have lived upon then 
for years. The Government has their money in its Treasury, an 
know there is enough statesmanship in this House to give these men 
their just dues in connection with this bill. This bill is somewhat dif- 
ferent, as reported by the Committee on Public Lands, from the bill that 
was vetoed by the President during the Forty-ninth Congress, and 
materially different. I regret to say that the word ‘‘assigns”’ is stricken 
out. I would prefer that it should have remained, but we are satisfied 
with this bill, if it is deemed wise in the opinion of the House toamend 
it soas to conform with the Senate bill. And as I would much rather 
that the bill should than listen to my own voice I now yield the 
floor. ([Criesof ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision. easpeee] 

Mr. WHEELER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by substi- 
tuting the bill which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). An amendment is 
not now in order. The committee amendments are pending, and there 
is also an amendment pending offered by the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. McRAg). The question first is upon the amendment proposed by 
the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that motion is put, I move to insert before 
the word ‘‘ pre-emption ’’ the words ‘‘ prior bona fide.’’ Why not in- 
sert also “‘ settlers ’’ instead of ‘‘ claimants?’’ 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MCRAE. Will the gentleman consent to strike out ‘‘claim- 
ants’’ wherever it occurs in the bill and insert ‘‘settlers?’’ 

Mr. PAYSON. No, I will not agree to do that all the way through, 
but in this one case I do not object. 

Mr. HOLMES. Some of these people have been driven off and are 
temporarily absent, so that ‘‘ claimants’’ is the proper word to use. 

t. MCRAE. Not where it comes in conflict with ‘‘ settler.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of proceeding is to 
take the vote first upon the amendments proposed by the committee. 
If there be no objection, those amendments will be voted upon in gross. 

The question being taken, the amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands were agreed to. 

Mr. McRAE. I presume it is proper to 
before voting on my main amendment. 
which I would like to offer with that view. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is first upon the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], which will be 
read 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, before the word “ pre-emption,” in line 13, the words “prior bona fide ;” 
so as to read: “which do not come in conflict with prior bona fide pre-emption 
or homestead claimants,”’ 

The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to. 

Mr. MCRAE. I now desire to move to amend—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, is there not already one amendment 
pending offered by the gentleman from Arkansas {Mr. McRAaxE]? 
Mr. McRAE. There is; but I desire now to offer an amendment to 
perfect the text, in view of the adoption of the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. I ask that my amendment be 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
a “ out the words “ prior to January 1, 1880” wherever they occurin the 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, since the oe of the amendment 
moved by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] there can beno 
objection, it seems to me, to the amendment I have just submitted. 
As the amendment of the tleman from Indiana limits it to prior 
pre-emption or homestead claimants, there is no necessity for fixing this 
arbitrary date, January 1, 1880. 
Mr. PAYSON. Let me a to the gentleman from Arkansas, 
Does he not remember the claim was made before the Public Lands 
Committee that since this measure had been recently agitated in Con- 
gress many persons, for speculative purposes, have been making pre- 
tended entries or claims which ought not to be recognized? By striking 
out the language to which the gentleman refers we only run the risk 
of letting those people in to keep up still further the agitation of this 
question without d ee ae good. I hope gentleman’s 

upon, be voted down. 


rfect the text of the bill 
have some amendments 


amendment, if insi 
Mr. McRAE. The gentleman shakes his head a , but Iin- 
e matical 


sist that since the adoption of the amendment of n from 
Indiana allowi erences to prior ptors and homesteaders 
there should be, I submit, no objection to this proposition. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let us have a vote. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McRag, it was 
rejected: there being—ayes 16, noes 78. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now re the next 
amendment in order, being one offered some time since by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: z 

Strike out all of section 1 after the word “settlers,” in lines 10 and 11, and in- 
sert ‘‘to not exceeding one quarter-section to each is hereby confirmed and 
made valid, and upon due proof of the entry, settlement, and cultivation, and 
the payment of the usual price or fee, when the same has not been paid, shall 
be carried to patent.” 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there be- 
ing—ayes 18, noes 79. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now move the previous question on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I hope the gentleman from [Illinois 
{[Mr. PAYSON] will allow me five minutes. 

The SP. ER pro tempore. Does the gentleman withdraw the mo- 
tion for the previous question ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield to the gentleman from New York five min- 
utes of my time. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I thank the gentleman. Mr. Speaker, 
if the proposition were to make it the duty of the Attorney-General, 
wai on question of the statute of limitations, to bring a bill in 
equity by which action the Wolcott case should be tried upon a ques- 
tion of fraud and as having been obtained by collusion, I should most 
gladly support the bill. is is not a new question tome. I was in 

owa at the time all these early decisions were being made. I had 
knowledge of the course of the litigation from beginning to end; and 
with all deference to my esteemed friend from Illingjs, I think that 
the report of the committee does not fully meet the points which should 
have been met. One of those points is that Secretary of the Interior 
Ewing, in 1850, expressly withdrew all these lands from settlement 
under either the homestead or pre-emption law, which order has been 
continued from time to time until now, as is expressly stated by Mr. 
Justice Miller in a case recently decided by him, in which he reviewed 
this matter. So that the settlers claiming to have gone upon these 
lands under the homestead or pre-emption law have done so without 
eolor of authority from the General Government. 

Mr. HOLMES. That being the case, why did the land officers of 
the Government take those men’s money and permit them to make 
those entries ? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I believe the equities in many cases are 
with the settler. If you will bring this case up properly, Iam in favor 
of a measure which shall test the question, and if any ground can be 
obtained by which the courts can arrive at a result different from what 
has been the decision of the United States Supreme Court for twenty 
years, I should rejoice at it. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is just what this bill proposes to do. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. The committee, then, has been very 
unfortunate in the selection of the terms to accomplish the object, for 
the provision of the first section is that— 

The title of all bona fide settlers under color of title from the State of Iowa 
and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, which do not come in 


conflict with ——— or homestead claimants, are hereby ratified and con- 
firmed and made valid. 


Not a bill gf pence, as the gentleman said, but a decree rendered by 
a legislative y against the decisions and the decrees and the judg- 
ments of the Supreme Court of the United States, which had been con- 
tinued uniformly from thetime the act of Congress of 1861 was passed, 
which was passed in view of the decisions made in 1860 in the Leitch- 
field case, 23 Howard, 66. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In favor of whom? In favor of the corporations’ 
grantees? They are against the settlers so far as they have been made 
on the ground mentioned, that pre-emption and homestead settlers had 
no standing except on land which had been reserved by order of the 
Secretary of the Interior. Is not that so? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. That is one of the grounds. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is the language of the proviso which the gentleman 


from New York has read that to which he refers and which he thinks 
is unfortunate ? 


Mr. WHITE, of New York. I refer to the different provisos in the | 


first section of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to the proviso 
in the succeeding section, and ask him whether that is not what he 
refers to and not the proviso which he has read ? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I will come to that. I was about to 
say the next proviso is barred by the decision of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. PAYSON. But it would not be barred if the proviso in the first 
section = — ee the SE to the public lands. That 
removes the bar, ey co ly recognized by the courts. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. The mistake of my friend 73 this: Dur- 


ing the time they were withdrawn by the Secretary of the Interior 
there could be no rights initiated. 


Mr. PAYSON. t is what I wish to say. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. But you wish to give them the right. 

Mr. PAYSON. We recognize them as public lands as if all the time 
they had been public lands. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I do not suppose my objection will 


make much difference in the vote, but I wish to say that this bill 
undertakes to do whai no legislative body can do as between two con- 
tending third parties. It undertakes to declare valid the title in one 
litigating party against another litigating party. 

Mr. PAYSON. Notatall. The gentleman is wrong. I know he 
means to be right, and generally is, but all this bill proposes is to de- 
clare the title valid as between the United States on the one side and 
the State of Iowa and this corporation on the other. And we let them 
law it out notwithstanding. That is what the gentleman is in favor 
of, as I understand. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I am not in favor of attacking a decree 
otherwise than for fraud. I do not know whether there was fraud 
here or not. The gentleman’s statement would have great weight with 
me if he says there was fraud. But he is in error when he asserts that 
the Supreme Court has not had that question before them. In Will- 
iams vs. Baker, 17 Wallace, 144, the court passed on the proposition far 
enough to hold that all questions were presented by parties in interest 
other than the parties to the record. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time bas expired. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. [I have been so much interrupted that 
1 have not been able to finish the statement I desired to make. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will yield to the gentleman one minute longer, or 
two, if he desires it. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. One minute will be enough. I desire 
to say if you are toadhere to the principleof stare decisis then we should 
adhere to the decision made in 1886 in the case of Ballard against the 
Des Moines Railroad Company, which was passed upon by a man who 
saw the first shovelful of dirt thrown up by that navigation company 
when it attempted to improve the navigation of the Des Moines River, 
a man who has been familiar with the entire grants made by the Con- 
gress of the United States, a man who has taken part in the decisions 
of the Supreme Court in every case decided after the time of the Litch- 
field case, decided in 1860. 

It is the duty of every court and every legislature to bow to that de- 
cision until that decision is attacked for fraud. It is the duty of every- 
body in the United States to bow to the decision of that court, and that 
decision runs through eight cases, made in each case as it arose through 
a period of twenty years. 

I object to the terms of this bill, because it usurps judicial functions 
and undertakes by legislative decree to overthrow the decisions of the 
courts of the United States, which is obnoxious to the genius of our 
laws and repugnant to the Constitution. 

Mr. GEAR. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GEAR. You say these questions were decided by a gentleman 
who saw the first shovelful of earth thrown on that improvement ? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Yes, he was in Iowa almostat the very 
beginning of this work, in 1846, I believe. I refer to Justice Miller, 

Mr. GEAR. I beg pardon; he was not there until eight years later. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. It is immaterial as to the exact date, 
and you may call that a figure of speech if you will. [Laughter. ] 
There is no doubt that since this litigation sprang up he has been an 
honored citizen of Iowa as well as an honored member of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We are not trying Justice Miller 
now. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I wish, in this connection, to insert an 
extract from the opinion of the Supreme Court in the case of Bullard vs. 
The Des Moines Railroad, from 122 United States Reports, page 170, ef 
seq.: 

On April 6, 1850, Secretary Ewing, while concurring with Attorney-General 
Crittenden in his opinion that the grant of 1846 did not extend above the Rac- 
coon Fork, issued an order withholding all the lands then in controversy from 
market “ until the close of the then session of Congress,’ which order has been 
continued ever since,in order to give the State the opportunity of petitioning 
for an extension of the grant by Congress. This court has decided in anumber 
of cases in regard to these lands that this withdrawal operated to exclude from 
sale, purchase, or pre-emption all the lands in controversy, and unless the case 
we are about to consider constitutes an exception, it has never been revoked. 

In 1856 Congress granted to the State of Iowa for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of several railroads across that State from the Mississippi to the 
Missouri River every alternate section, as shown by odd numbers, of the lands 
on each side of said roads, each of which when the line was fixed crossed the Des 
Moines River and ran vhrough the lands which the State claimed had been 
granted to it for the purpose of improving the navigation of that stream. 

Pending this controversy between the State of Iowa and the authorities of the 
United States as to the extent of the grant, a suit was brought by one of these 
railroad companies that the question might be decided by this court. The case 


is ro as the Dubuque and Pacific Railroad Company vs.{Litchfield (23 How., 
66), decided in 1860, and it was held that the grant did not extend above the Rac- 
coon Fork. 

As soon as this decision was made, the State, through its Congressional dele- 
gation, sought the action of the Congress of the United States to obtain the 
——— of an act which would secure the grant to the State and its grantges in 
the full extent which they believed Congress had originally intended by the act 
of 1846. That the propriety of some action by Congress and the demand for it 
was pressing is <bvises when we consider that the Des Moines Navigation 
Gompany, under contract with the State, had spent Jarge sums of money beyond 
what they had received from the State, and beyond the value of the lands cer- 
tified to the State by the Secretary. The work, with all the materials and im- 
plements on hand, was suspended; and the danger of the works being swept 
away and ruined by floods in the river was imminent. The whole subject was 
before Congress; but without waiting to dispose of it entirely that body, by way 


of immediate relief, passed the following joint resolution, approved March 2, 
1861 (12 Statutes, page 251): 





pan 
me 


4 
ake 
bs 


ater + 





vme¥ 


ee 


ev a . a 7 ; 





ee 9 


54 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 5, 


“That all the title which the United States still retain in the tracts of land 
along the Des Moines River and above the mouth of the Raccoon Fork thereof, 
in the State of lowa, which have been certified to said State improperly by the 
Department of the Interior, as part of the grant by act of Congress, “the State 
August 8, 1846, and which is now held by bona fide purchasers under 
of Iowa, be, and the same is hereby, relinquished to the State of lowa. 

At the next session of Congress a statute was passed, approved aly 12, 1862, 
which proviced as follows: 

“That the grants of lands to the then Sees of Iowa for the improvement 
of the Des Moines River, made by the act of August 8. 1846, is hereby extended 
g0 as to include the alternate sections (desig: by odd numbers) lying within 
6 miles of said river, between the Raccoon Fork and the northern boundary of 
said State; such lands are to be held and applied in accordance with the 
visions of the original grant, except that the consent of Congress is hereby given 
to the application of a portion thereof to aid in the construction of the K: 
Fort Des Moines and Minnesota Railroad, in accordance with the 


























land within 5 miles of the Des Moines River, which were reserved from sale or 
pre-emption at the time the settlements were made. Two of the settlements, 
which are the foundation of plaintiff's ee en eee eae 
days before the of the act of July in the comp Fae. gab ane of the set- 
tlements junder which the plaintiff claims was made afte wriginal that 
act. The title was transferred rred by that act to the State of Rocke as 

~~ of the grant of 1846, 

SSSA Ss tare nena he ees et ino te 
wine enbarthens euiunseete and procmptions tocuperier the title con- 
nend bg dienanamens dustintant tenn en grantees under the act of July 
12, 1862. If the lands were, at the time of these settlements and 
declarations, eff effectually withdrawn from settlement, sale, or 
the orders 


the Department whict: we have considered, Gustwan aus 
plaintiff's title, for — that withdrawal or reservation the lands were 


reserved 
for another purpose, to which they were eeeely appropriated ee the act * 


of | 1862, and no title could be initiated or because 
the act of the General Assembly of the State of lowa, approved March 22, 1858."’ had no right to grant it. This proposition, which we have fully discussed, will 
(12 Stat., 543.) be fi ound supported by the decisions, which are eae 


By this joint resolution and this act of Congress, the United States relieved 
so far as it could the misfortune of the construction of the grant to the 7 
of lowa of 1846, made by this court, and ratified the construction which had 
ways been claimed by the State. 

During all this controversy there remained the order of the Department hav- 
ing control of the matter, withdrawing all the lands in dispute from ie 
sale, settlement, or pre-e agen. This withdrawal was held to be effectual 
against the grant made by Congress to the railroad companies in 1856, because 
that act contained the following proviso: 

‘That any and all lands heretofore reserved to the United States, by any act 
cf Congress, or in any other manner by competent authority, for the purpose of 
aiding in any object of internal improvement, or for any other purpose what- 
soever, be, and the same are hereby, reserved to the United States from the 
operation of this act, except so far as it may be found necessary to locate the 
routes of said railroads aoe such reserved lands, in which case the right of 
way only shall be granted, subject tothe approval of the Presidentof the United 
States.”” (11 Stat., 9.) 

See Wolcott es. Des Moines Company (5 Wall, as and Williams ea. Baker (17 
Wall, -. in which cases is also to be found a very full and clear recital of the 
hist. the Des Moines grant controversy. 

In - 1860, the Commissioner of the General Land Office sent to the regis- 
ters and receivers of that office at Des Moines and Fort Dodge the following 
printed notice : 


“ Notice is hereb: given that the lan land plone the Den Stas River, in Iowa, 
within the claimed limits of the Des Moines grant, in that State, above the 
mouth of the Raccoon Fork of said river, which has been reserved from sale 
heretofore on aecouut of the claim of the State thereto, will continue reserved, 
for the time being, from sale or from location, by any species of scrip or war- 
rants, potwithstan<ling the recent decision of the the 
daim. This action is deemed necessary to afford time for Congress to consider, 
upon memorial or otherwise, the case of actual bona fide settlers holding under 
titles from the State, and to make such provision, cofiirmation or adjust- 


controversy : Dubuque and Pacific road vs. Litchfield, 23 How., 66; Wolcott 
vs. praia nes Co., balan 681; Re vs, Valley Rallroad'17 Wall 


saan Railroad vs. 
Company, If Wall srr i Wolbey Chas 101 U.8., 735; 
City: 109 U.S., 329, 234. 
e judgment of vo 3 supreme oe Bs ar the State of lowa, founded on the same 
view of the subject as above set forth, is therefore affirmed. 


Mr. PAYSON. I now move the previous question upon the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to offer a further amendment, and the gen- 
tleman will probably save time by hearing it. 

Mr. PAYSON. 1 will allow the amendment to be read for informa- 
tion, and withdraw the demand for the previous question for that pur- 


pose. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “and remained,” in the seventeenth —6 ew 
lines of the first section, and insert after the word “across,” in nineteenth 
line, the following: “And remained continuously thereon.” 

Mr. PAYSON. Let us have a vote upon the amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. _I wish to be heard for a moment upon it. 

Mr. HOLMES. I trust it will be voted down. 

Mr. MCRAE. I desire to say that the effect of the amendment would 
be simply this: ee ae ee ene Senne or 
pre-emptor to have entered the land prior to 1880, it will require him 
to have entered upon it prior to that time and have remained upon it 


continuously until the time for the filing of his claim. That is the 
ment of the claioas of such settlers, as may appear Sonic a WILSON, effect of it. It has been said that that was the purpose of the 
of the General Land Office. | Proposition. I only want to give the language such shapeas to protect 
“ GENERAL Lap Ovvice, May 18, 1800." the people upon the lands and exclude people who present claims but 
It will thus be seen that, notwithstan’ the decision of the who are not occupants and have not been occupantsoftheland. [Cries 
of the United States in the winter of 1360, Land Office ned tees the 


of “Vote !”” “ Vote! 


reservation of these lands should continue, for Sear securing the very ee question was ‘dei and on a division there were—ayes 29, noes 


action by Congress which the State of 


Tanaaend aeatngetion of 
by counsel for the appellant in this case that this was a valid of 
such reservation, apdurtnn its continuance name under which 


the plaintiff clakus could not have been made. Butt tetresd thes the joint | 50 ‘he amendment was rejected. 


Mr, PAYSON. I move the previous question on the engrossmentand 


The previous q uestion was ordered. 

The a nal the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill to quiet title to settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the 
State of for other purposes. 

ee I now move the previous question on the passage of 
the 


Mr. WHEELER. I sent an amendment to the desk which I under- 
stood was to be voted w 
cn Se 


the continued 
the controversy originated between the State and the Federal Government as to 
the extent of the grant. This is the only foundation on which plaintiff's title to 
the land in controversy in this case rests. 

We de not think the joint resolution had the effect to end the reservation of 
these lands from public entry. Whether we consider the rupee of Cots: 
inal order, its long continuance, and that it has been held, in face of an act 
of Congress gran lands for lie purposes to the 
tioned, to constitute such a withdrawal as that act excepts from the operations 
of the grant, and that up to fen queege Ame ne or sales have been 
finally recognized as valid by the Department or by the courts, it would be 
very extraordinary ay = oint ee a ese ee 

rport to act upon matters were in e 
Btate and the General Government. It certainly did not act uponall the claims 
and matters in question then before Congress in regard to these 
It was indeed a very limited ofa of the matter 


SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair three times distinctly stated 
the motion of the NS Ls Sena ene eteens 
was said about the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

mate i tie eaeediea ands the aaneitinn Wiens 
{Mr. Paxsox], which isthe previous question on the passage of the 


ee 


Mr. HOLMAN. _ Before that vote is taken I wish to make this sug- 


ee - won Ran Te Te, Waeaeth oval the alana 

on within thegrant of 1846, Congressretained forfur- | man from Illinois ‘AYSON] moved the and third 
,and next session, after this joint resolution was passed, 

it completely ‘of th w subject, so far as it was within its power | Teading of the bill Chair stated three times what the motion was, 


Mr. HOLMAN. But it seems it would be but proper and fair to 
have a vote upon this. What does the gentleman from Lllinois [Mr. 
PAYson } say to this? 

Mr. PAYSON. I am the best-natured man in the world, and would 
be glad, if to grant the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, but I shall have to insist upon my motion. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now move to recommit the bill, with instruc- 
tions to the Committee on the Publie Lands to report it back with the 
substitute as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understaad the previous question is ordered, and 
that this can not be done. ‘ Pine 

Mr. SPRINGER. It can when the previous question is pending, or 
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The SPEAKER 


on e. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama, 
tions. 


which is to recommit the bill with instruc- 


Mr. WHEELER. Should it not be read? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 


y 
The SPEAKER protempore. Let it be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the United States will indemnify and pay to the origi- 
nal settlers or their heirs and legal representatives who, prior to January |, 
1880, in good faith, for the of purchasing, p’ g, or securing 

entered upon any lands lying along the river Moines, in the 
State of Iowa, above and north of the Raccoon Fork, which were listed and 
ified to the State of Iowa under an act approved August 8, 1846, entitled 
“An act certain lands to the Territory of lowa in aid of the improve- 
of the Des Moines River in said T ich 
namely, on the 18th day of May, 1858, sold and con- 
veyed to the Des Moines Na’ onand Comrany by an indenture of 
that date signed by Ralph P. eran and attested Elijah Sells, sec- 
by John Davis, his deputy; and said indemnity 1 be deter- 
as follows: 

n good faith entered omy of said lands as 

ut of eviction 


against in favor of the title 
from the State of lowa under said indenture of May 18, 1 


858, was 


compelled to or did buy in the outstanding title to tect himself, there shall 
be paid the amount of the consideration actually by him therefor, not to 
sum of $ per acre land 


good faith entered upon any of said lands 
mt of eviction against him in favor of the 
Iowa under said indenture of May 18, 1858, be- 


unable or unwilling to buy in said outstanding title commas sum ad- 
ju him by the court, under the occupying claimants law of the State of lowa, 
for the value of his improvements, and surrendered the 


shall be 
id the difference between the sum so paid and accepted | im for his im- 

a eevennant and the value of such lands at $ per acre. ig 
Third. To every settler who in good faith entered upon any of said lands as 
aforesaid, and who has had stness of a ——— him, but has not been 
out of possession nor accepted in payment for provements the value 
Pereof as established by the courts the said seqrag ee Satan law, 
there shall be paid the amount of the consideration he have actually paid 
to buy in the said outstanding title emanating from the State under said in- 
denture of 18, 1858, not to exceed the sum of $5 per acre, when he shall 
have in good faith purchased the same by a valid executed instrument in writ- 
But whem anenadtien is unable or unwilling to buy in the outstanding 
establ the courts as the value of 

his improvements i 


abandon said land occupied by him, he shall be paid the 
difference between the value of his improvements so by the courts 


established 
under the occupying claimants law of the State of lowa and the value of the 
land at the rate — r acre, upon oe executing a valid release of said lands 
on: 


to the — evict further, That the limita- 
tion of % per acre, where it is mentioned in paragraphs first, second, and third 
of the first section of this set, 


shall not apply te those rs who occupied 
said land prior to the publication of the of the Supreme Court the 
United States in the case of Wolcott vs. Des Moines Company. published in 5 
Wallace Reports, 


681 et ; but all persons set u said 
lands prior to the Publication ol anid Geaiglon chalh ba entitled to fall censpen- 
sation for all losses they sustained by acceptance of the invitation of Sec- 


retary Browning to settle upon said lands. 
Sec. 2. The circnit and district courts of the United States within the State of 


Iowa shall have ae. of all such claims for indemnity by said settlers. 
Said ims may resented, duly verified, and p: in said courts as 
demands at law the United States. No bond forcostsshall be required, 
and no docket fee, co: uanee, or other fee shall be charged er en- 
tered inst any person claim under this act unless the court is 

the claim was presented in bad faith without blecause. Said 

shall take of all other civil causes and shall be heard and 


petition all 

a of by the court without delay. The filing of the petition in the offiee 
of clerk of the court shall be sufficient notice to the United States, and the 
district attorney for the district shall take t once appear. 


notice thereof and a 

The contain a description of the tractof land involyed and astate- 

of all the facts on which the claim to in is based. If the 
the petitioner to 


of this act must be filed in 
date of the approval of the act, and 
barred. In case of 


During the reading, 
Mr. HOLMAN said: I ask to dispense-with the reading of the pro- 
substitute. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I think if it is to be voted upon it onght to be 


is that by unanimous consent the read- 


The question was put; and the Chairannounced that the noes seemed 
to have it. 


Mr. WHEELER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 113. 

Mr. WHEELER. No quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a subject which can come up to-morrow 
morning for discussion. 

Mr. WHEELER. Idesire tosay butone word. I feel itis my duty, 
as a matter of courtesy to Mr. PARKER, that this bill should go over 
until to-morrow, and that he should be heard. That is my purpose in 
making this request. 

Mr. PAYSON. What earthly good would that do? 

Mr. WHEELER. I think it is a courtesy due to Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. PAYSON. I telegraphed the gentleman from New York yester- 
day, and he was fully advised at our expense. [After a pause.] I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. McMILLIN (to Mr. Payson). Withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays and let the vote be taken by tellers. 


Mr. PAYSON. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays for 
the present. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 


gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] and the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. PAyson }. 

The tellers took their places. 

Mr. PAYSON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stand that the question is on ordering the previous question on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No, sir. It is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] to recommit the bill with 
instructions to the Committee on Public Lands to report it back with 
the amendment offered by him. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 5, noes 160. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now move the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and f 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
a at and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRINT OF BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
139) to refund the direct tax, with the report thereon, was ordered to 
be reprinted. 


Also, -the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, 
with the report thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting his annual report; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following tities; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2040) to establish a land office at Folsom, in the Territory 
of New Mexico; and 

A bill (S. 3475) granting the use of certain lands in Pierce County, 
Washington Territory, to the city of Tacoma, for the purpose of a pub- 
lic park. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE NAVIGATION OF THE CUMBERLAND. 


Mr. WASHINGTON, by unanimous consent, offered the following 
resolution; which was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to transmit to the House of 
Representatives the report of a board of engineers apeeeiee to examine and 
report upon a plan for improving the navigation of the mouth of the Cumber- 
land River where it empties into the Ohio, and any other information upon that 
eo which may be on file in the War Department, with his recommendations 
thereon. F 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


I ask unanimous consent to extend in the RacorD the 
remarks which I made to-day on the bill relating to claims under the 


Mr. BUCHANAN. 


Mr. COBB. 


be and it can be printed in the REcoRD. 
Mr. WHEELER. ill the gentleman consent to have the bill re- 
committed ? 
Mr. McMILLIN. I think that so important a matter should be read | eight-hour law. 
ee ee 


Ne a manage —eageee masta 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
from which is to recommit the bill with instruc- 

to report the bill back with this amendment. 


I ask unanimous consent that leave be made 
general. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


| The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and the House accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 
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PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C.S. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 11646) granting a pension to 
Mary Wildman Herrick—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 11647) for the relief of Ruth C. 
Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 11648) authorizing the payment 
of $132.26 to Everard Bierer—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11649) authorizing the construction’ of a bridge 
across the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the 
State of Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAYSON: A bill (H. R. 11650) for the relief of Jackson E. 
Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of the Citizens’ Newspaper Com- 
pany of Lowell, Mass., for the passage of an international copyright 
bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of 70 citizens of Wilbarger County, Texas, 
and the Indian Territory, praying for the establishment of a Federal 
court, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition of W. T. Havens, of Mount Sterling, 
Ky., in relation to international copyright bill—to the Committee on 
Patents, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 6, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLEr, D. D. 

DANIEL W. VOORHEES, a Senator from the State of Indiana, appeared 
in his seat to-day. ” 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement from 
the Director of the Mint, made in conformity to a resolution of the 
Senate of May 1, 1888, in regard to purchases by the Government of 
silver bullion, and stating that the quotations of India council bills in 
London so far enter into the determination of the market price of silver 
bullion in the United States as those quotations enter into the market 
price of silver bullion in London, etc. 

Mr. STEWART. That document is very lengthy, and I ask that it 
may lie on the table. I should like to examine it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will consent to have it printed. 
I should like to see the details as to amount of bullion that has been 
offered, and the prices. 

sang wea RT. Very well; I have no objections to its being 

rinted. 
: Tire PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
companying papers, will be printed and laid on the table, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the requirements of section 311 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fair and accuratecopies of the accounts rendered to 
and settled with the First Comptroller, for the fiscal year which ended 
June 30, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thiscommunication is accompanied 
by exhibits too voluminous to be placed on the desk, which can be seen 
on the floor at the right of the Chair. What disposition shall be made 
of it? 

Mr. MANDERSON. 


I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


I think it has not been customary to publish that docn- 


ment. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The letter of the Treasurer will be printed, but 
not the accompanying document. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Not the accompanying document. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 
COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of fact and 
of law and the opinion of that court filed April 2, 1888, in the matter 
oe schooner Jane, being a French spoliation claim; which was 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thecommunication will be printed. 
Shall it be referred to the Committee on Claims or to the Committee 
on Appropriations ? 


Mr. HALE. I think it should go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred, if there beno 
objection. 
CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in pursuance 
of the provisions of the act of Congress of February 3, 1887, a copy of the 
official ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice-President 
appointed in the State of Kansas at the election held therein on the 6th 
of November, 1888, as certified by the governor of the State. . 

This being an entirely new proceeding, the Chair will ask the opin- 
ion of the Senate as to the disposition to be made of the letter of trans- 
mittal and the accompanying certificate, whether they shall be entered 
on the Journal or placed in the archives of the Senate. 

In addition to the one presented, the Secretary of State has for- 
warded similar certificates from the State of Maryland, the State of 
North Carolina, and the State of Georgia. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire whether those documents purport to be 
merely certificates of the appointment of the electors? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It might be well to have the letter 
of transmittal and one of the certificates read. The Chair has not ex- 
amined the papers sufficiently to state what the contents are. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the new law require a copy to be transmitted 
to the President of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The provision of the law is that— 

At the first meeting of Congress thereafter, he— 

The Secretary of State— 
shall transmit to the two Houses of Congress copies in full of each and ever; 
such certificate so received theretofore at the State Department. 

If there be no objection the letters of transmittal, with the accompa- 
nying certificates, will be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the letters of transmittal had better be 
printed, so that we may have them as a document to refer to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In each case? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In each case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
RECORD ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The letter of transmittal in each case ought to be 
printed, so as to go into the proper files. 

The PRESID pro tempore. In the RecorD? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the Recorp, but.as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would it not be well enough to have one of them 
read, so as to go into the REcoRD? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not the least objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let one of them be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of transmittal first laid 
before the Senate will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

‘ DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washingion, December 5, 1888. 

Srr: I have the honor to transmit herewith, in pursuance of the provisions 
of the act of Congress approved February 3, 1887, a certified copy of the final 
ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice-President appointed in the 
State of Kansas at the election held therein on the 6th of November, 1888, as 


certified to me by the governor of the said State. 
I have the 


As a document, or printed in the 


nor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


T. F. BAYARD. 
Hon. Joun J. INGALLS, 
President pro tempore of the Senate of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The certificate will now be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


UnITep STATES OF AMERICA, DEPARTMENT OF STATR. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 
In accordance with the eS Sess Ces a roved F’ 
3, 1887, I certify that the following is a true copy of sestihoate of the flank 
ascertainment of the for President and Vice-President appointed in the 
State of Kansas at the election held therein on the 6th of November, 1888, as re- 
ceived by me from the governor of the said State: 
Tue STATE oF Kansas, EXecutive DEPARTMENT, 
Topeka, November 30, 1888, 
I, John A. Martin, governor of the Siate of Kansas, de hereby certify that, in 
of the laws of the State of Kansas, electors of President and Vice- 
ident were chosen by the voters of the State at the general election held on 
Tuesday, the 6th day of November, A. D. 1888, and that for the 
vassing the result of said election, the State board of canvassers, consisting of 
the governor, cometary of state, auditor of state, treasurer of state, and attorney- 
eneral, met at the o' of the secretary of state on Monday, November 26, A. 
1888, as provided by law, and proceeded to examine and make astatementot 
the whole num of votes given at such election for electors of President and 
Vice-President of the United States, which statement they certified to be cor- 
wk peneee, = > te on Koo ot ees son 
ne num es, were 
ent and Vice-President of the United 
States, and did indorse and subscribe on such statementa certificate of such de- 
termination, and did file the said statement, so certified and indorsed, in the 
office of the secretary of staie. 

1 do furtber certify that the final ascertainment made under and in pursuance 
of the laws “ State of Kansas, as from the statement, cer- 


dorsements on file in the office of the secretary of state, is that the 
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persons hereinafter named received the votes set o te their zenpeniirs 
ge for the office of electors of President and Vice- _ ent of the United 


tates, to wit: | . 








Number 
of votes 
received. 


Names of persons voted for. Names of persons voted for. 


John L. Waller...........00: 10.0008 


Eugene F. W: 
Alonzo W. Robinson.............. 


E} 


se 2 


WN AAAAHMAMAM 
=I 3 
RSee2az2 


'. ene F. Ware, Alonzo W. Robinson, 
nk R. , Thomas P. Anderson, John Madden, Delbert A. Valentine, James 
B. McGoni and Willis G. Emerson, having received the greatest number of 


votes cast at the general election held .D. b> 
for electors of President and Vice-President of the United States,are the duly 
chosen and appointed electors of President and Vice-President of the United 
States for the State of Kansas. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed 


the great seal of the State. 

Done at the city of Topeka, this 30th day of November, A. D. 1888. 

@REAT SEAL OF KANSAS. ] JOHN A. MARTIN. 

y the governor: 
E. B. ALLEN, 
Secretary of State. 

In testimony whereof I, T. F. Bayard, Secre of State of the United States, 

[seax.] have hereunto subscribed my name and caused the seal of the Depart- 
ment of State to be affixed. 
Done at the city of Washi m this 4th day of December, A. D.1838,and the 


Independence of the United of America the one hundred-and thirteenth. 


F. BAYARD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The sending to us of these papers is an entirely 
novel proceeding, arising, Isuppose, under the recent act. I think the 
whole proceeding is extra-constitutional. As to whether it is an in- 
fringement of the Constitution I shall not venture to express an opin- 
ion; that is a matter to be considered hereafter. Certainly, however, 
this is a new proceeding, and I think the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections ought toa examine into it. 

What is to be done with these papers? The Constitution provides 
that each State under its own laws shall provide for the election ot 
electors for President of the United States. The Constitution also pro- 
vides that those electors shall meet at the place appointed and shall 
vote, and their votes shall be sent to the President of the Senate. 

If these are merely papers sent here for our information as a legis- 
lative body, they seem to be entirely useless, because the papers upon 
which we shall act and upon which the people of the United States act 
in the eleetion of electorsare transmitted to the President of the Senate, 
and are the evidence of the election; and no law of Congress can change 
that routine of business. 

I do not know, therefore, what benefit these papers will be when sent 
to the committee, or what use there is in the proceeding, or whether 
we haveany authority by law to require the States to send the papers. 
It is a question to be considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the matter isa very simpleone. The Con- 
stitution, as the Senator from Ohio states, says that the electors shall 
be appointed under the authority of the Legislatures of the States, and 
in such a way as the Legislature of each State pleases toadopt. It then 
says that the action of the electors thus appointed shall be sealed up 
and transmitted to the President. of the Senate, and there the Consti- 
tution stops on the subject of the State’s action in doing and sending. 
As to how it shall be sent, and what means of identification and proof 
that it is the action of the State are to be resorted to, the Constitution 
is silent until you turn to another clause of it, and that other clause 
is that Congress shall have power to make all laws necessary to the 
execution of all the powers of the Government, and everything that is 
to be done under the Constitution. 

Therefore, the founders of the Constitution at the first or second 

after it assembled did provide by an act of Congress for what 
the governors of the States should do in order to show to the Presi- 
dent of the Senate or to Congress, where the votes were to be counted, 
what had been the action of the State, and how the President of the 
Senate should know that the papers that came to him were the action 
“> State, and that is the certificate of the governor under the great 


So everybody supposed and supposed rightly, I humbly submit 
that it was within the power of Congress (not touching the right of the 


State to elect her electors in any manner her Legislature chose to de- | process. It does not interpose any claim of any new legislative power 


clare) to pass any law that should appear to be necessary to find out 
what the State has done; and that is all the last act does, just like the 
first act that was ever passed upon the subject. It omly enlarges the 
degree of security and certainty that the counting power, whatever it 
may be here, is to know what the State has done; and so, as one pre- 
caution against the loss of papers and such occurrences, the Congress 
required that the governor of the State should send to each House of 
Congress an official copy of the State proceedings in finding out who 
had been elected electors. That does not interfere with any State 
power atall. It is only the mode of our knowing, when the time 
comes to count, that we have the proof that the people whose names 
appear inside the sealed envelopes are the people who by the certitfi- 
cate of the governor and the secretary of state and the canvassing 
boards in the State received the greatest number of votes. That is all 
there is to it that I can see. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for one suggestion in 
addition to that, was it not also intended to provide for the prompt- 
ness of putting this matter upon the public record, so that there could 
be no tampering with it under any stress of political temptation or any 
danger of loss? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would certainly be a very good additional 


n. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I do not care to discuss any constitutional ques- 
tion. There have been divisions on this subject without respect to 
party and without reference to sections, I may say, in regard to the 
constitutional mode of selecting electors of President of the United 
States. 

I wish simply to call the attention of the Senate to the novelty of 
this proceeding. This is notin pursuance of the old law referred to by 
the Senator from Vermont, but it is a new proceeding looking to the 
exercise of the power by Congress, interfering with the votes of elect- 
ors and with the proceedings in regard to the vote of electors. 

As a matter of course, no harm is done by having this information 
upon our files, but what is the ultimate benefit of it when Congress has 
nothing to do with it, according to my view of the Constitution? It 
has nothing to do with the appointment of electors except simply as 
spectators to witness the opening and counting of certain papers. How- 
ever, no harm is done by the proofs being sent here, except that it is 
an apparent assertion of the power of Congress to control in some way, 
or interfere with, or to pass upon the votes of the electors, which I 
deny. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is perhaps proper to state at thistime the main 
purpose of the act providing for the proceedings in the case of the elec- 
tion of President and Vice-President, which was passed in the last 
Congress. 

That act was originally drawn by the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EpmunNpDs], though it happened to me to report it from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, of which that Senator was not a member. 
It was, however, very carefully scrutinized by the members of that 
committee. The measure was before the Senate two or three Con- 
gresses, and it was passed with substantial unanimity in the last Con- 


It was reported to the Senate from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. There was a difference of opinion in that committee in re- 
gard to oneclause in the bill, the Senator from New York [ Mr. Evarts]} 
having an opinion differing from the majority of the committee. That 
matter of difference was very fully discussed, and the bill then referred 
again to the committee, and reported anew, and passed with general 
acquiescence. 

The main new feature which that bill introduced by law was that it 
declared affirmatively what a majority, I suppose, of both Houses be- 
lieved to be the constitutional result, that the final decision of a State 
upon the question who were lawfully appointed its electors should be 
henceforth controlling and binding upon the power here which was to 
count the vote, without entering at this time upon the question whether 
that was to be done by the President of the Senate or by the two Houses 
of Congress. . 

That bill provided that when a State had appointed a tribunal that 
should be the final power in the State for ascertaining the result of the 
choice of electors, the decision of that tribunal should be binding upon 
the power that hasto makethecount here. That provision in the law 
was the result of very thorough consideration. Iam not aware that 
there was a single member of either House of Congress who doubted 
the constitutionality or the propriety of that provision. 

In order to have, in advance of the constitutional proceeding of count- 
ing the vote, the evidence of the ascertainment of the result by the 
local tribunal of the State, the tribunal established by the State for 
that purpose, it was necessary to make a new provision, which did not 
exist in the old law, for transmitting the proceedings and the result of 
that local State action; and as Congress is not always in session the 
convenient method of doing it was to require the certificate of the pro- 
ceedings of the State tribunal, whatever it is, to be sent to the Secre- 
tary of State, and by him to be sent to both Houses of Congress when 
they are in session. 

That is all. It does not in the least interfere with the constitutional 
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over that constitutional process, but simply provides in a convenient 
way for the prompt and the sure recording of a public fact, to wit, the 
action of the State tribunal. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator takes his seat I should like to in- 
quire of him whether the recent act in any way interferes with the re- 
quirement of the Constitution that the State authority shall transmit 
to the President of the Senate the original certificate? 

Mr. HOAR. That is a provision for transmitting the proceeding of 
the electors, their vote, and it is not in the least affected by the new 
provision. This is a proceeding for transmitting the result, the final 
action of the State tribunal which determine the appointment. 

Mr. BLAIR. So the original evidence of the action of the electors 
will come into the possession of the Senate and not be sent to the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. It will come to the President of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. So I supposed, 

Mr. HOAR. It will come into the possession of the Senate, as I un- 
derstand. I do not understand that it comes to the Senate as a legis- 
lative body. Itcomestothe President of the Senate asa constitutional 
officer. Then, I suppose, when the President of the Semate receives 
from the State of Kansas the certificate of the result and the action of 
its electors he will place them in a secure place of deposit, unepened, 
until the time for counting the vote arrives. Then he will open the 
votes in the presence of the two Houses of Congress a the couatitn- 
tional process will go on. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the letters 
of the Secretary of State, with the accompanying certificates, will be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, mde 2 its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a (H. .% 1368) to 
quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of 
Iowa, and for other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 3475) granting the use of certain lands in 
Pierce County, Washington Territory, to the city of Tacoma for the 
purposes of a public park; and it was thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands, in the State ef lowa, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

. Concerning the bill from the House which a moment 
ago was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, I suggest, as the 
subject has been considered by that committee and reported upon by 
it in the shape of a bill which is now on the Calendar, to ac- 
complish the same purpose which is in view in the House bill, that this 


bill go on the Calendar, thereby avoiding the necessity of any further that 


action by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theorderof commitment will be re- 
considered if there be no objection, and the biil placed on the Calen- 
dar. It is so ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that at an early day I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Dr. Jasper P. Newton and 
other citizens of Benson, Vt., for the of an act grant- 
SpE ee oe late of Company 
A, Twenty-first Massachusetts Infantry; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John Anketell, of Tilton, N. H., 
Ee ee eae to the Constitution of the 

nited States empowering Congress to enact a uniform law of marriage 
and divorce for the entire country; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON presenteda memorial of band musicians of Da- 
vid’s Island band, United States Army, a memorialof the United States 
Engineer band at Willets Point, New York Harbor, and a memorial of 
the United States Fourth Artillery band at Fort Adams, Rhode Island, 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill prohibiting United States 
bands from playing eutside of posts; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of 8. S. Marble and other citizens 
of Maine, praying that James J. Johnson beallowed an imerease of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

a a en 
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of Oklahoma; which were referred te the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 
Mr. presented the petition of Samuel E. Sherwin, of Wash- 


ington County, Maryland, praying for certain relief of the estate of 
Thomas Sherwin, ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

THE MEAT PRODUCT. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam instructed the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the te to report favorably, with 
an amendment, the resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the special committee created at the last session of the Senate 
to examine the questions oe meat product of the United States,and 


and 

a sten a sergeant-at-arms; all necessary expenses of said 
conte fre paid oud of the continganbtend af tho Genate, and said 
shall report to the Senate by bill or otherwise. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
committee will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 2, line 3, after the word * ‘ sessions,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘and recess of the Senate,’’ and 
in lieu thereof to insert: 

And during any recess of the Senate prior to December, 1889. 

So as to read: 

Be continued with power to sit during Sie ceations ns ea Geniagony recess of 
Sptreste pee December, 1889, at such times and places as it may deter- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the question 
is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. The existence of the committees of this body termi- 
nates by ion of rule on the 3d day of March. The question in 
my mind is whether the resolution really carries the committee itseli’ 
beyend that time. I think it was so designed, and it may be that it 
does. I only call attention to the matter with a view that there may 
be no dispute hereafter in regard to it. Probably, however, that dis- 
pute would arise in a practical way, more particularly in regard. te the 
auditing of accounts. 

Mr. DAWES. It has been done. 


was continued in of a special 

tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] drew the resolution, and if I 
member aright it was stated somewhat in this way: ‘‘ In charge of the 
present chairman of the Committee on Indian A fiairs.’’ 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian 4 ffairs 
March, and he was simply a Senator-elect after that time until Decem- 


ber. 
Mr. PADDOCK. TheCommittee on 
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 


Mr. PADDOCK. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report favorably the resolution 
submitted yesterday by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
with a similar amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Relations with Canada be continued 

with all the authority by resolution at the last session, and with 

ag to sit during the recess of the Senate and report at the December session 
n 1889. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
committee will be stated. 
The CH1iEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution by strik- 
ing out all after the word ‘‘session,’’ in the sixth line, and inserting: 
And with power to sit during any recess of the Senate prior to December, 


1889, the necessary expenses of such committee to be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent of the Senate I report without amendment the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHer- 
MAN], and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to —— a messenger for the Committee on Foreign Relations, whose 
services shall be devoted exclusively to the business of said committee, and 
that the messenger so appointed shall be selected by said committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over under 
the rules. 


The amendment proposed by the 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON (by request) introduced a bill (8. 3669) for the 
establishment of a national patho-biological laboratory; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and 


Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3670) to organize bureans of in- 
formation relating to employment, occupation, wants, means of liveli- 
hood, and homes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLATR. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, and I should be glad if the Senate would exam- 
ine its provisions with some care when it shall have been printed. 

I have become satisfied that the legislation of Congress in the 
establishmentof a Bureauof Labor, and the legislation which bears upon 
the interest of the working people of the country more specifically, 
largel fails of effect from the fact that the information which is ob- 
tained comes very late, and that it fails largely to be of that specific and 
practical character which is necessary for the accomplishment of the full 
amount at least of real good that ought to be obtained. 

This is an effort to supplement and to render efficient our existing 
expenditure and existing laws, and to provide, as I think, for something 
further that is really needed for carrying out the legislative purposes of 


the country in enue as 
I think it is y conceded that a great part of the misery which 


exists in this world is owing to the fact that those who are able to re- 
lieve it remain in ignorance of it. Itis certainly true that in our coun- 
try there is a vast amount of evil and misery and want and suffering 
which would be relieved if it could be called to the attention 
wealthier people of the land; and it may be that it is necessary 


there should be a greater degree of legislation and State action for 
full carrying out and the proper working of the principles of our 


civilization. 

This bill is designed as an advance step in that direction. It will be 
found, I suppose, to be subject somewhat to the criticisms of the con- 
servative people of this country, but I invite that criticism and that 
discussion which in the end will result in the enactment of this bill, 
or something like it, into a law. 

I cut the wing slip from a newspaper recently, and the newspa- 
pers, as we know, are the source of most of the information that is of 
value which we have in this country: 


DEATH RATHER THAN DEBT—AN HONEST DIE-CUTTER OUT OF MONEY HANGS 


HIMSELF. 
[Special to the Washington Post.} 
New Yorx, November 28. 


i 


FE 


Albrecht left a note giving his tools to a friend, who will sell them and pay 


A fact of that kind occurring in the United States of America, af- 
ter all we have done in the way of self-glorification, a fact like that 
occurring, as it could only have occurred, for the reason that the cir- 
cumstances were not known, is a most painful argument in favor of 
the enactment of some law and the adoption of some provision which 
shall bring to the collective knowledge of those who can relieve want 
and distress in this country the existence of such specific instances; 
and that is of course, as compared with many that may be developed, 
a matter of by no means the most serious importance. 

Mrs. Stowe has written us these words: 

Half the misery in the world comes of want of courage to speak and to hear 
the truth plainly in a spirit of love. 

I hope that the bill may be examined, and I shall press it upon the 
attention of some future Congress if we are unable to obtain action at 
the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S, 3671) authorizing the President to 
appoint and retire William G. Galloway with the rank and grade of 
captain of infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3672) to amend the act giving 
the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini of the 
Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad, in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3673) to authorize the construction of « 
bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River from the foot of 
South Capitol street, in Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3674) to amend ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia,’’ which was received by the President August 10, A. D. 
1888, and became a law without his approval; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3675) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
F. Snider; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3676) to create the Lincoln 
land district, in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read twice by - 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3677) to open abandoned mili- 
tary reservations in the State of Nevada to homestead entry; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred tc 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3678) for the relief of 
Sterling H. Tucker and others; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred. to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3679) for the free coinage of sil- 
ver, and fer other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3680) granting a pension to John 
Shannon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 119) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing for 
changing the term of office of President and Vice-President from four 
to six years; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask that the joint resolution lie on the table for 
the present. 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That order will be made. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL, submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Porter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to the Sen- 
ate what amount of the money appropriated for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Wichita, Kans., has been expended, together with the respective dates 
and objects of such expenditure. 

SETTLEMENTS WITH OREGON. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resowed, That the Secrctary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate copies of the settlements made between the United States 
and the State of Oregon on account of the s@m of $70,268.08 heretofore appropri- 
ated by Congress to reimburse said State on account of the Modoc Indian war 
hostilities therein ; and 

Second. Copy of settlement on account of the sum of $5,271.10 appropriated by 
Congress to reimburse said State on account of the 15 per cent. rebate of Ore- 
— quota ($35,127.42) of the direct tax levied upon such State under the act of 

ngress approved August 5, 1861. 

Third, Copy of settlement on account of so much of the 5 per cent. of the net 
proceeds of the cash sales of public lands therein which, together with the de- 
duction made by the United States from said $70,268.08, constituted the alleged 
offset of $35,127.42 with which said direct tax was paid, with copies of all drafts 
issued in all the foregoing. 


The bill will be referred io the Com- 
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LOUIS RIEL. 


Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say in connection with a matter of investi- 
gation before the Committee on Foreign Relations touching the circum- 
stances of the death of Louis Riel (a subject presented by me prior to 
the adjournment of the last session), that I have received a statement 
of facts in that case from a citizen of Nebraska, Mr. W. F. Bryant, a 
responsible gentleman, an attorney at law, which is important, I think, 
for the consideration of the committee. 

A question was raised as to whether Mr. Riel was a citizen of the 
United States, whether he was a person who could be naturalized, 
whether the forms of naturalization took place or not. This memorial 
settles that fact and shows that he was of Caucasian blood on the 
mother’s side, and on the father’s side was descended from a grand- 
father or a great-grandfather who was anIndian. So there is no ques- 
tion whatever of the fact or alleged fact that he was an American 
citizen. 

The other allegations were, as the Senate will remember, of a very 
serious character, and the resolution proposed that the President or 
Department of State be called upon to explain the facts with reference 
to the allegations at that time made as to the conduct of our Govern- 
ment when applied to to see to the vindication of this American citi- 
zen’s rights. 

It will be remembered that it is alleged that he was executed with- 
out due process of law, being an Americancitizen, and at the time of his 
trial an insane person, and that the President and the Secretary of State 
were strongly urged by responsible people, who gave them full infor- 
mation of the facts, to interfere to arrest the course of the proceedings 
which resulted in his unjust death. 

The resolution went to the committee, though it was in form merely 
asking for information from the executive department as to what had 
been done in the matter. It was thought best that the committee 
should examine the question before the Department or the ident 
should be called upon for information. I trust that the fact that the 
election is over, if no other fact, will secure the action of the com- 
mittee and a full investigation of the facts. 

This statement is brief, and I will either read it tothe Senate or ask 
permission to have it printed in the RecorD and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that a statement which he presents may be printed in the RECORD. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it in the nature of a memorial? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not able to state. 

Mr. BLAIR. Itis a memorial, a statement of facts in reference to 
this case. 

Mr. HARRIS. I donot want to object and force the Senator to read 
it, but we are putting a great many things into the RecorpD which 
might very much better be left out and let the Recorp be a transcript 
of the actual proceedings of the body. 


Mr. BLAIR. I can make ita part of the proceedings of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know the Senator can, and I shall not force him to 
do it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senate that this is no light, trashy, 


irrelevant matter; it is a brief, pointed, terse statement of facts bear- 
ing upon the merits of this case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The paper presented is no doubt an important 
statement, and it had better be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and it ought to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is all I ask. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think it ought to be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD, but printed as an ordinary document, so that it may be sent out 
to those who make inquiries about it. Such a course is better for the 
RECORD, better for the Senate, and more in accordance with prece- 
dents. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not particular about that. I will save the Sen- 
ator further suggestion by agreeing to his proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be received, 
a as a document, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

ations. 
THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

Mr, ALLISON. I move that the Senate resume the consideration 
of the taritf bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the ae as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation tothe collection of the reve- 
nue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The reading of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Finance will be proceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the amendment, beginning 
with line 255 of section [12] 13, on page 96, as follows: 


SCHEDULE 38.—EARTHENWARE AND GLASSWARE. 


99, Common brown earthenware, stoneware, and crucibles, not ornamented 
or decorated, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


100, China, porcelain, parian, and bisque, earthen, stone, and crockery ware, 


includi 
u ng Deane, cunaqmpain, chamme, weaee, and statuettes, pain 


, tinted 
ename nted, or decorated or ornamen in any 
manner, 55 per cent, ad valorem; if plain white,and not ornamented or deco- 
rated in any manner, 50 per cent. ad valorem 


101. All other earthen, 

other manufactures coinposed wate = fermen ripen © -< bye i, 
“102. Tiles and brick, other than fire-brisk; net glaced inte 
enameled, or decorated, 20 - cent. ad valorem; ornamented, — Painted, 
ename!ed, or decorated and encaustic, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In to paragraph 102 I desire to call the 
attention of the committee to the phraseology of the paragraph, which 
reads: 

Tiles and brick, other than fire-brick, not glazed, ornamented, paihted, en- 
ameled, or decorated, 20 per cent. ad valorem; ornamented, glazed, painted, 
enameled, or decorated and encaustic, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

The same words are used on line 273 that are used on line 272, and 
I want to call attention to the words ‘‘and encaustic.’’ It seems tome 
as though that language qualified all that precedes it after the semi- 
colon in line 273. In order to make it plain it should read ‘‘ orna- 
mented, glazed, painted, enameled, decorated,’’ with a comma after 
‘*decorated,’’ ‘‘and all encaustic tiles,’’ because the committee will see 
that the langnage ‘‘ painted, enameled, or decorated,’’ referring to glazed 
tiles, is not necessary. 

‘There should be a comma after the word ‘‘decorated,’’ and the word 
‘*all’’ should be inserted after the word ‘‘and,’’ so as to read in this 
way: 

Ornamented, glazed, painted, enameled, or decorated, and all encaustic tiles. 

That would then separate the two distinctions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no objection to that amendment, although 
the repetition of the word ‘* tiles’’ is not necessary. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I think it will not do any harm to put in the 
word ‘‘tiles,’’ because encaustic tiles are aseparate and distinct manu- 
facture. Therefore, if you use the full term in addition to the other, 
the ornamented or decorated and all encaustic tiles, that would cer- 
tainly make it clear. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph refers to both brick and tiles when 
decorated and ornamented, and it will also refer to both brick and tiles 
if encaustic. The word ‘‘tiles’’ ought not to be there. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro . TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let me state it again. I to insert a 
comma after the word ‘‘decorated,’’ and to insert the “all”? be- 
tween the words ‘‘ decorated and’’ and the word ‘“‘ encaustic.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro t The amendment will be now stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 274, after the word “‘decorated,”’ it is 
preposed to insert a comma, and after the word ‘‘ and’’ and before the 
word ‘‘ encaustic,’’ to insert ‘‘ all;’’ so as to read: 

Tiles and brick, other than fire-brick, not glazed, ornamented, painted, enam- 
eled, or decorated, 20 per cent. ad valorem; ornamented, glazed, painted, enam- 
eled, or decorated, and all encaustic, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and continued the reading, as follows: 

108. Fire-brick, not glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated in any man- 
ner, $1.25 per ton; glazed, enameled, ornamented, or decorated, 45 per cent. ad 
7 “os Gas retorts, $3 each. 

105, Slate.—Slates, slate-pencils, slate chimney-pieces,mantels, slabs for tables, 
and all other man of slate, not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

106. Roofing-slates, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Before proceeding further I wish to make a 
single statement with respect to Schedule B, containing both earthen- 
ware and glassware products, 

This is, to my mind, an increase of duties over the existing tariff. 
There is quite a difference between the rates proposed in the Senate 
bill and that were proposed in the House bill. I believe tha 
the legislation which has been recommended in this bill by the Finaa 
Committee for the better collection of the customs duties, which will 
be found in the after of the bill ning on page 197, and en- 
titled ‘Collection of duties on imports,’’ and the advantage found in 
that method of collection of duties will increase the rates of duty or 
the protection upon both glass and pottery ware to the extent of at 
least 10 per cent. ~ 

There has been great undervaluation, all admit, in both glass and 

ware. Ifwearesuccessful in accomplishing the result we have 
aimed at in preventing undervaluation, as we think will be accom- 
plished by this bill in the provisions contained in thereportof the com- 
mittee—1 speak now of the provisions for the better collection of the duties 
on imports—the effect will be to increase the duties on glass and pottery 
ware, at least the protection to the manufacturers, more than 10 per cent. 
It will ber membered that we prevent undervaluations; we doaway with 
thedamage allowance, which amounts toa very large sum on perishable 
goods; we also impose a duty upon the crates or We also 
propose another me of determining values. They are to be deter- 
mined at the place of original shipment rather than at the of final 
shipment, asin theexisting law. For instance, the duty be levied, 
if the goods are manufactured in the central part of Germany, at the 
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price prevailing in the place where they are originally shipped, and not 
at the port of final shipment as now. 

More than that, there is a certain amount of profit upon which a 
duty is to be levied, and there is an increase of duty upon the whole 
pottery and schedule. If the supplemental bill which is found 
attached to the Senate bill shall become a part and portion of the law, 
if it shall happen to pass both Houses of Congress and become the law 
of the land, there will be an increase of duty instead of a diminution— 
a very large increase. There is no diminution in the existing rates in 
the substitute as set forth in this schedule, but there is the additional 
advantage which I have stated. 

Now, I think that if it is allowable to grant a large bounty to any 
industry there is good reason for giving it to both the pottery and the 
glass industries. The major part of the value of the product consists of 
labor. A reference to the census report of 1880 will show that the labor 
cost.in pottery and glassware is more than double the entire labor cost 
in the woolen and cotton industries; and I can see a reason, if there is 
any case calling for an increase of duty, why it should be given to pat- 

and instead of other industries. But when it is found 
that there is to be an increase by reason of the prevention of under- 
valuation and by the doing away with the damage allowance, which is 
also a part of the protection, and by imposing duties on the packages, 
and all these things, it seems to me as though the rates proposed by 
the committee were greatly in excess of what the rate should be. 

I speak of this as an industry of my own State, and one of its prin- 
cipal industries. I do not believe the factories need this amount of 
protection. I think the Mills bill accorded them all the protection 
that they need in order to compete successfully with such industries 
anywhere. I do not know but that I would desire to change perhaps 
some of the classifications that follow in the House bill, bat it would 
seem almost impossible for me, desiring to give a fair measure of duty 
to this industry—a great one in my own State—to get out of this meas- 
ure such a provision governing that case as I think would be satis- 
factory to myself. 

I simply rose to make this statement for the information of the Sen- 
ate, and to call attention to the fact, as we pass through this bill, that 
the provisions for the administration of the customs department as 
found in the supplemental bill will tend to add greatly to the protec- 
tion of all the industries covered by this entire measure. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have to leave the Senate Chamber for 
a few minutes, and I desire simply to ask the Senator who has this bill 
in charge to allow me to reserve the right to go back to this glass 
schedule if it shall be I do not think it will be, but I de- 
sire to bring to the attention of the Committee on Finance a suggestion 
in regard to a certain manufacture of glass used in the making of spec- 
tacles, to have it put on the free-list. I do not expect to do it with- 
out bringing it first to the attention of the Committee on Finance. So 
I should like to reserve the mght to go back to this schedule if it shall 
become n ; 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to say another word before we proceed 
with the discussion of this measure and the reading of the bill further. 

It will be remembered by the Senator having charge of the bill that 
it was reported to the Senate but a very few days before our adjourn- 
ment in October, and that none of the members of the committee on 
this side of the Chamber really knew what the measure contained when 
it was reported. They were not present while it was being formulated 
by the majority of the committee. Owing to the fact that a Presiden- 
tial election has intervened since the time when the bill was reported 
to the Senate and that the session has only just commenced, it has been 
impossible for me at ae with the multitude of things that I have had 
to do, to investigate and compare the details of the measure about 
which I knew eee it was reported to the Senate. Therefore 
I shall reserve my right at some future time during the consideration 
of this bill by the Senate to offer amendments to the pottery and glass 
schedule if I shall find that I desire to do sc. I do not mean to make 
any opposition to it now, because I have not prepared my amendments; 
and more than that, I supposed this bill was being read solely to ena- 
ble the committee having charge of it on the other side of the Chamber 
to perfect it by offering amendments which they themselves desired to 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, upon the point suggested by the 
Senator from New Jersey, I desire to submit to him and the Senate a 
pray are statement made by the Treasury Department based upon 
the importations of 1887. On the first articles in this schedule those 
from hs numbered 99 to and including 106, I find the average 
ad valorem ee to the duties collected is 56.75 percent. Under 
the House bill the average equivalent is 44.49 per cent.; under the 
Senate substitute it is 51.95 per cent. Then from numbers 107 to and 
including 111, glassware, I find that the average rate of duty collected 
in 1887 under the existing Jaw was 94.26 per cent.; under the House 
bill it would be 82.93 per cent.; under the Senate substitute 94.26, 
exactly the same as under the existinglaw. From number 112 to and 
including 113, glassware, the average rate of duty under existing law 
is 48.67 cent.; under the House bill 48.67; under the Senate sub- 
stitute 48.67; no difference there between the three. On number 114, 
being cast polished plate-glass unsilvered, etc., I find the rate of duty 


there under existing law is 101.32 per cent.; under the House bill 
101.32; under the te substitute 101.32; all the same. On num- 
ber 115 the rate of duty collected under existing law was 24.55 per 
cent.; under the House bill 24.58 ; under the Senate substitute 24.95 ; 
a small fraction of difference between the House bill and the Senate 
substitute in respect to that article. On numbers 116, 117, and 118 
I find that the rate of duty collected is 59.14 per cent.; under the 
House bill 59.43; under the Senate substitute 59.14; and that com- 
pletes this schedule. 

I simply wanted to put on the record the exact difference, so far as 
this schedule is concerned, between the rate of duty under the existing 
law, the rate of duty imposed by the House bill and the rate of duty 
proposed by the Senate substitute. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then, according to the statement made by the 
Treasury Department, I am quite correct in my assertion that with the 
advantages that must necessarily follow by reason of the improved ad- 
ministration of the custom-houses, the new elements upon which this 
tax is to be based, there will be an increase of duty under the Senate 
bill above present rates in both the glass and pottery schedules, There 
will have been scarcely any diminution of duty if I am correct in the 
estimate I place upon the advantage found in the portion of the bill to 
which I have referred, while there is a very small diminution by the 
House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and continued the reading as follows: 

GLASS, 


107. Plain green, and colored, molded oa. and plain flint and lime 
glass bottles, holding not less than 1 pint, and demijohns, and carboys (covered 
or uncovered), and other plain molded or pressed green and colored and flint 
or lime glassware, not speciaily enumerated or provided for in this act, 1 cent 
rpouid. Plain green, and colored, molded or pressed, and plain flint and 
ime glass bottles, and vials holding less than 1 pint, 1} cents per pound. 

108. All articles enumerated in the preceding paragraph, if filled, and not 
otherwise provided for in this act, and the contents are subject toan ad valorem 
rate of duty, or to a rate of duty based upon the value, the value of such bottles, 
vials, or other vessels shall be added to the value of the contents for the ascer- 
tainment of the dutiable value of the latter; but if filled, and not otherwise 
prev’ 'ed for in this act, and the contents are not sifdject to an ad valorem rate 
co dut , orto a rate of duty based on the value, or are free of duty, such bottles, 
vy ls, cother vessels shall pay: in addition to the duty, if any, on their contents, 
th. ..es of duty prescribed in the preceding paragraph : Provided, That no arti- 
cle ateiiatael from glass described in the preceding paragraph shall pay a 
less duty than 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

109, Glass and glassware of all kinds (not including plate-glass, silvered, or 
looking-glass plates, or cylinder crown, or common window-glass, hereinafter 
specially provided for), when cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, stained, 
gilded, or otherwise ornamented or decorated, and hand, pocket, or table mir- 
rors, not exceeding in size 144 square inches, with frames or cases of whatever 
material com , or without frames or cases, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

110, All cut, engraved, painted, or otherwise ornamented or decorated glass 
bottles, decanters, or other vessels of glass shall, if filled, pay duty, in addition 
to; any duty chargeable on the contents, as if not filled, unless otherwise spe- 
cially provided for in this act. 

111. Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window-glass not exceeding 
10 by 15 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 
24 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 
inches square, 2} cents per pound; all above that, 2} cents per pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Before we pass this schedule, I suggest that in 


paragraph 109, line 309, the word ‘‘ unpolished’’ should be inserted 
before ‘* cylinder.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair). The 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island will be stated from the 
desk. 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 98, paragraph 109, line 309, before the 
word ‘‘ cylinder,’’ insert the word ‘‘ unpolished ;’’ so as to read: 


Glass and glassware of all kinds (not including plate-glass, silvered, or look- 
ing-glass plates, or wapolanet cylinder crown or common window-glass, here- 
inafter specially provided for). 


Mr. ALDRICH. There should be a comma after ‘‘cylinder.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be considered part of the 
amendment. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading, as follows: 


112. Cylinder and crown glass, polished, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 
4 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 
6 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 
20 cents per square foot; above that, 40 cents per square foot. 

113. Fluted, rolled, or rough plate-glass, not including crown, cylinder, or 
common window-glass, not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, three-fourths of 
1 cent per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 1 
cent per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, 1} 
cents per square foot; all above that, 2 cents per square foot; and ali fluted, 
rolled, or rough pwtpey weighing over 100 pounds per 100 square feet, shall 
pay an additional duty on the excess at the same rates herein im d. 

114, Cast polished plate-glass, unsilvered, not exceeding 10 by l5inches square, 
3 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 24inches square, 5 
cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 inches square, & 
cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 60 inches square, 25 
cents per square foot; all above that, 50 cents per square foot. : 

115. Cast polished plate-giass, silvered, or looking-glass plates, not exceeding 
10 by 15 inches square, 4 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 
16 by 24 inches square, 6 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 
by 30 inches square, 10 cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding 24 
by 60 inches square, 35 cents per square foot; all above that, 60 cents per square 

foot, 


116. But no looking-glass plates, or plate-glass,silvered, whea framed, shall 
pay a less rate of duty than that imposed upon similar glass of like description 
not framed, but shall pay in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem upon such 


117. Plate-glass, silvered or unsilvered, and cylinder, crown, or common win- 
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dow-glass, when beveled, etched, engraved, stained, colored, or otherwise orna- 
— or decorated, shall be subject to a duty of 10 per cent, ad valorem in ad- 
tion to the rates otherwise chargeable thereon. 


118. All manufactures of glass or of which 
rial of chief valuc, not specially enumer: 
cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from Iowa having this billin charge 
whether under paragraph 115 there is imposed a duty upon the German 
-glass, silvered, imported into this country, which is used, I think, almost 
if not quite exclusively for articles of furniture? 

Mr. ALLISON. We make distinctions in that paragraph between 
the different sizes of glass. ‘ 

Mr. PLUMB. Is not the German article that which is used in this 
country in looking-glasses? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose that the great body of that character of 

glass is imported from Germany and Belgium. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isa similar article manufactured in this country at 
all? I have been told by a furniture manufacturer that he was con- 
strained to use the German article because the American was not sil- 
vered; that is, it was not covered on the back with quicksilver which 
was durable. It seems to me that if that constituted a class of 
which was not manufactured in this country it might be proper to con- 
sider whether the duty can not be reduced without in any way affect- 
ing the manufacture here of articles of glass. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ido not see why it can not be manufactured here. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have been told, but I know it is a subject of dis- 
pute, that the silvering of glass in this country is not durable. You 
can take your thumb-nail and rub it off, and therefore in articles of 
furniture the German or foreign glass is exclusively used by our deal- 
ers, at all events by those who design to produce an article having any 
permanent value. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would say to the Senator that the duty on the 
first article mentioned in item 115 is not changed by the proposed sub- 
stitute. Under the existing law the ad valorem rate of duty is 10.85 
per cent., which does not seem to be a very heavy duty. It may be 
that because of that lighj duty the silvering done in this country is not 
as substantial as that doneabroad. This silvering process is not a dif- 
ficult process in any sense of the word. 

Mr. PLUMB. My recollection is that the same manufacturer to 
whom I before referred told me that it added to the cost of a glass in 
an ordinary bureau between two and three dollars of duty, and con- 
stitutes a very important item in the cost of an ordinary bed-room set 


of furniture. 
The highest rate of duty in paragraph 115 is found 


jass shall be the component mate- 
or provided for in this act, 45 per 


Mr. ALLISON. 
in lines 359 and 360. Thatis, ‘‘all glass above 24 by 30 inches and not 
exceeding 24 by 60 inches square.’’ That isa very high character of 
giass. The rate there is 78.49 per cent., the highest inthat paragraph. 
Twenty-four by 30 inches would be a very large-sized glass. I do not 
think any furniture-maker would ever geta larger than 24 by 
30 inches. On that grade the rate of duty fixed here is 27.57 per cent. 
ad valorem, and the cost is 36 cents a square foot; so that I do not see 
precisely how that statement can be reconciled. 

Mr. PLUMB. I may be mistaken as to the amount. I know it was 
stated as being very burdensome, and I was asking whether the article 
I was speaking of was enumerated in this paragraph 115. That is the 
part of the cost I wanted to get at. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, takea glass 16 by 24 inches square. Therate 
of duty is 6 cents a square foot under existing law, and not changed. 
The cost of that is 2 cents a square foot, and the ad valorem duty 
18.44 per cent. It seems to me that that can not be a very heavy bur- 
den on anybody. The House bill puts what are called ‘German look- 
ing-glass plates’’ on the free-list. Of course it can not be separated 
from the same kind of glass made elsewhere. It is on the free-list in 
the House bill, but it is not designated in our bill. , Of course you can 
not tell what are German looking-glass plates from any other such 
plates. Looking-glass is made in Belgium y in the same way 
that it is made in Germany and polished with silver. I do not su 
pose that clause was ever inserted for any practical purpose, but I do 
not know what the purpose was. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and continued the reading, as follows: 


SCHEDULE C.—METALS. 


Tron and steel: 
gun ane eaen Sana ton. Sulphur ore in caishumnt of 
rat py , 7 cents per or ° 
Se te Oe ee ee ne ee ee ee 
cents per ten: Provided, ore ee SS ge aan eee 
shall pay, in addition cents per pound for contained g 
And provided That in and collecting the on iron ore no de- 
shall be made from the of the ore on accountof moisture which 


inte lowe than i tooo wide, om less than tense sighibe of f tachthhaiesooana 
or 
fem than three-fourths of 1 Sopnelieneiie 


1 
iameter; and square iron less than three-fourths of 1 inch square, 1 
per pound. 


rem: Provided . That all iron nee, Coieaan, Or Sess ae 
shapes of any kind, in sennaliesgiataaaae aie used as fuel, shall 
be subject to a duty of not less than $22 per ton. 
123. Cast-iron pipe of every description, nine-tenths of 1 cent per \ 
pscieetimmaiah adibaeadtien, aabepeetiar A for in 


ge 


1.2 cents d. 
k of 'mafleable iron not specially enumerated or provided for in 
= 1} cents per pound, 


An or parts thereof, of iron or steel, 2 cents lh: 25” 
127. Iron of steel anchors, of parts thereof of iron or cheek eal tvennend wilt- 


cranks of ‘ ee Sane of iron or 
atone aatiacumin suane, 18 oents und : 

or cen s 
Te tee el cake tat naks Gat de andere, weiter: 


of iron or steel, without reference to the stage or state of manufacture, 2 cents 


per 
ths’ hammers and sledges, track tools, wedges, and bars, 
whether of iron or steel, 2} cents per He 


und, 
130, Beams, girders, joi: Seancis, cartruck chanacls, £T columas 
anid posts or paris or sections columns and posts,deck and bulb beams,and 
ee ee er re on nS steel, L.1 
cen po 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like to interrogate the Senator from Iowa 


somewhat on 130. Does that cover what are known in this 
trade as steel ; that is, the beams which are used in the erection 
of large buildings? : 


80 were go 

of money, which they did. I have no doubt that 
price of these beams is much larger than it ought to be, and that if 

there is no other way of breaking up this combination it ought to be 

reached by a sensible reduction of the duty. 

These manufacturers were not willing to enlarge their production 
and thereby meet the entire American demand, but preferred to manu- 
facture a limited supply at enormously increased profits, and that, I 
think, is a feature of the iron manufacture in this country to a v 
considerable extent. That is to say, those who manufacture these arti- 
cles, beams, do not care to supply the entire American market, but 
prefer to supply only that portion of it which they can supply at an 

t, and they have allowed without cause the foreign 
manufacturers to bring into this country a very large supply of manu- 
factures of iron and steel, underselling the can manufacturers 


I a 
ago, who was the agent of a manufacturer in Sheffield, that he 
into Chicago, and shipped from Chicago to Pittsburgh, and 

sold at Pittsbungh in competition with the Pittsburgh manufacturers, 
picks, crowbars, and other implements that go to make up 
what is called a railroad kit, on w hich the lowest duty then, I think, 
Pittsburgh did 
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Mr. PLUMB. I will move to make that eight-tenths of a cent per 
pound in place of 1 cent per pound, on line 447, page 104. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. BUTLER. Pending that, I move that when the Senate adjourn 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 


next. 

Mr. ALLISON. I the Senator from South Carolina will not in- 
sist on that to-day. I think it very important that we should make 
some progress with this bill. We can adjourn over perhaps from to- 
morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not so sure, I will suggest to the Senator from 
Towa, that we shall not make more progress with the bill by adjourn- 

over to-day than we shall by continuing in session. 
r. BUTLER. We ly do; that has been my experience. 

Mr. ALLISON. I the Senator to withdraw his motion for the 
present until we see what progress we make during the day. 

Mr. BUTLER. . It may be too late then to make the motion. Of 
course I do not feel like insisting upon it in the face of the opposition 
of the Senator who has charge of the bill, and yet I submit to him that 
between this and Monday we can all have an opportunity to examine 
the bill carefully, and perhaps in that way we shall get rid of a good 
deal of talk which would otherwise perhaps necessarily take place, par- 
ticularly when we know nothing aboutit. I always observe that there 


is more talking when we are unfamiliar with a subject than when we 
are familiar with it. 


























oe and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e roll, 

Mr. BLAIR (when hisname wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 

ator from Missiasippi[Mr. GrorGr]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘ne 2? 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 

ator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. If he were present, I should voie 
“nay. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PugH], whom I do not see in the Cham- 
ber, and as this appears to be substantially a party division J with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I transfer the pair 
I have with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY] to the Sena- 
tor from Virginia [Mr. DANTEL], and vote “* yea.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], but on this question I vote 
ae yea. ” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see that my friend from Alabama [Mr. Pucu} 
is present in the Chamber. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I see that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] is 
present, and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator would devote himself between now | Bt: Beam, armen, sean, 
and Monday for nine or ten hours each day to the study of this meas- Bisckbarn, Gino” oo — 
ure I — feel constrained to yield, but I am afraid the Senator may | Butler, —- aoe, Tenet 
find o occupations. ; : > , 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has loaded himself up so thoroughly | Coxe.” Saavttdaunain, bage Watchin, 
that, of course, I can never expect to approach the weight which he is NAYS—20. 
carrying; but still I might manage to get on a small amount between | 4j4rich, Dawes, Hawley, Palmer, 
now and Monday. : Allison, Dolph, Hiscock, Platt, 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not press his motion now. —— in Bow, Sherman, 
ise HARRIS. Mr. President, several Senators have approached oa Hale. Morrill, Stockbridge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is proceeding by unanimous | | ‘ee ne mcg ee 

. JO ’ . x ’ 
“ir. HARRIS. Of course I know the motion is not debatable, but | PAu oon seeect Movein, Spore, 
. gett, tvarts, enna, nford, 
i Bowen, Farwell, Pasco, ; 
See ese ene Se wala, 
ceeding further with it. Weare getting on with it very rapidly, and — —a ~ Riddleberger, Wilson of Md.” 
I think it is not an unreasonable request of the Senator from South 


Carolina to adjourn over. So the motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the motion of the Senator from South Carolina that when the Senate 
adjourns a adjourn to meet on Monday next? [Putting the 
question. | ayes appear to have it. 

A division was called for, and the ayes were 19-—— 


Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Jowa will not ask for a further di- 
vision, I am sure. 


Several Senators. Giveitup. Give it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does any Senator call for a further 
division ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The noes were 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this question the ayes are 19 and 
the noes 11—no quorum voting. 

Mr. HARRIS. That involves the calling of the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

_ ALLISON. Is the roll being called on the motion to adjourn 
over 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll is being called to ascertain 
whether there is a quorum present or not. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
lation to the collection of the revenue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. Will the Senator 
from Kansas restate his amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the Senator from Kansas offers his amend- 
ment I want to call his attention to a fact in respect to ‘‘ beams, gird- 
ers, joists, angles, channels,’’ etc. During the last fiscal year there 
were imported into this country of the articles referred to in the clause 
proposed to be amended by the Senator $164,403 worth. The average 
rate of duty under existing law collected upon them was 102.75 per 
cent. The rateof duty proposed by the House bill averages 49.32 per 
cent., which is six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. The rate of duty pro- 
posed by the Senate substitute is equivalent to an ad valorem of 90. 42. 
I suggest to the Senator that the rate of duty of five-tenths or six- 
tenths of a cent per pound is certainly quite as much ag should be im- 
posed upon that class of articles. I simply. wanted to give him the 
facts as to the amount imported. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have the table before me. I move to strike out 
‘fone and one-tenth cents per pound’’ and insert ‘‘eight-tenths of 1 


Aldrich, Dolph, I ; cent per pe a 

Allison, Edmunds, — of aoe, ..  ~ a The P ING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

oe a an pemnen, Shormen, The CuiEr CLERK. It is proposed to strike out, in lines 446 and 

Bisckburn, re : Mitchell, * Stockbridge, 447, the words “‘one and one-tenth cents’’ and insert ‘‘ eight-tenths of 

aa Morgan, Teller, a cent;’’ so as to read: 

Chandler, — | aw tee Targie 120. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT columns 

Cockrell, Palmer. Voorhees, and or parts or sections of columns and posts,deck and bulb beams, and 

Soke, Hares, Pasco, ' Walthall. sede saben on a all other structural shapes of iron or steel, eight- 

om, awley, Payne, . 

~ vis, Hiscock: Plumb, Mr. HARRIS. Has there been any agreement that this substitute 

. Pugh, shall be treated in offering amendments as an original bill? In other 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have answered r 


words, would an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas be in order? It would not unless there has been an agree- 
ment that the committee amendment shall be treated as the original 
bill, because an amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas would be an amendment in the third degree. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will withdraw my amendment in order to enable 
the Senator to offer his amendment first. 


to their names, and there are one or two present who have not answered. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from South Carolina 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
Senators will please rise and stand until counted. 


The there we division— 24 16. 
eg ot ed reon a on—ayes 24, noes 
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Mr. HARRIS. Then I move to insert ‘‘six-tenths of 1 cent’’ in- 
stead of ‘‘eight-tenths,’’ which I believe the Senator from Kansas 
moved, and that will amount to a duty of 49.32 per cent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from. Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] withdraws his amendment, and the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIs] offers an amendment which will be stated. 

The Cuier CLerK. In lines 446 and 447 it is proposed tostrike ont 
the words ‘‘one and one-tenth cents’’ and insert ‘‘six-tenths of 1 
cent;’’ so as to read: 

130. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT columns 
and posts or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb beams, and 


building forms, together with all other structural shapes of iron or steel, six- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. HARRIS. The whole question now is whether we shall impose 
a duty of 49.32 per cent. ad valorem or 90,42 per cent. ad valorem upon 
this class of articles. Thatis the whole question involved in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Tennessee will not be agreed to. There is undoubtedly some force in 
the statement made by the Senator from Kansas that in past years, 
there being but few manufacturers of this class of steel, some arrange- 
ment as to prices was made; but the information of the committee on 
this subject is that new manufactories are establishing themselves in 
this country, so as to supply the market for these beams, etc. 

It is also true that 6 portion of the articles enumerated in this para- 
graph are mere ordinary iron beams, such as are used in fireproof struct- 
ures; but a great many of them are articles of special length and special 
shape, and require considerable expense in the preparation of the plant 
for their manufacture. 

This proposition of the Senator from Tennessee goes really to the 
root of this whole iron and steel schedule. The steel of the character 
described in this paragraph is made, of course, from pig-iron and from 
blooms or billets of steel that are prepared from pig-iron. We have a 
rate of duty first upon the iron ore, next upon the pig-iron, and next 
upon the billete from which these shapes are made. The lowest rate 
of duty on billets is half a cent a pound under this measure, or within 
one-tenth of a cent of the rate proposed by the Senator from Tennessee; 
and if the steel of these billets shall be of such a character as to cost 
exceeding a cent a pound the duty upon the billets is to be six-tenths 
of a cent per pound. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
right in that connection ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The billet or the bloom is the raw material of this 
beam or joist maker, is it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. It comes to him charged with the cost of production 
and with such increase of price as the duty imposed upon it may give. 
Now, does the Senator from Iowa maintain that the manufacturer of 
these billets and blooms into beams needs and must have a protection 
of over 90 per cent. in order to enable him to convert these billets and 
blooms into the beam or joist? 

Mr. ALLISON. I only maintain this: The committee was satisfied 
that the rate of duty prescribed here would enable these beams to be 
manufactured in our own country upon sharp competition, and we re- 
duced the duty, as the Senator will see, from the existing rate, the ex- 
isting rate being 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. HARRIS. One hundred and two and seventy-five one-hun- 
dredths per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes,'102.75 per cent. I have no doubt that if this 
duty is maintained upon these shapes of steel, in a very short time the 
competition will be sufficient to bring down the price in the cost of pro- 
duction, if it is not so now. Therefore, this was the judgment of a 
majority of the committee after full examination of the question. 

I trust the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee will not pre- 
vail, nc¥ do I think the amendment of the Senator from Kansas should 
prevail. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the rate pro in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee is the rate of the House bill, six- 
tenths of a cent a pound; and if there is any one item of that bill which 
is more indefensible than any other, I think it is the rate it put upon 
structural forms of iron and steel. Therate upon bar-iron, from which 
iron beams must be made, both by the Senate and House bills, is from 
eight-tenths to a cent and one-tenth of a cent a pound. The Senator 
from Kansas shakes his head, but he will find that he is mistaken. If 
the duty on iron beams is to be reduced to six-tenthsofa cent a pound, 
the duty upon bar-iron, from which they are produced, and the duty 
on pig-iron must be reduced very greatly, and the duty on iron ore 
must be reduced to make it all harmonious and ical. 

Take the item of steel beams. The suggestion of the Senator from 
Tennessee is to make the duty upon steel beams six-tenths of a cent 
per pound. The duty by this measure upon the steel billets, from 
which these beams must be made, is seven-tenths of a cent per pound. 
If the duty on beams is reduced, there must be a reduction of duty 
on all the other forms of steel. If that is done, it will necessarily in- 
volve a recommittal of this bill to the Committee on Finance or an 


abandonment of it. It certainly is an abandonment of the protective 
feature of the measure to reduce the rate on iron and steel beams to 
six-tenths of a cent a pound. There is no more justice in it than there 
woul be in making it three-tenths ofa cent a pound with four-tenths 
of a cent duty upon pig-iron. 

The Senator from Kansas says there is a combination between the 
manufacturers of structural iron and steel in this country. This is the 
state of affairs, as I understand it to be: There has been developed 
within the past few years an enormous demand for structural iron and 
steel for building purposes, a demand greatly in excess of the produc- 
ing capacity of the plants which are engaged in this business; but 
there is nothing difficult in the production of iron and steel" beams, and 
all the large Bessemer-steel works of the country are now considering 
the question—one or two of them have plants, I think, in process of 
erection—of extending their business to do this. 

So there is no reason under heaven, with a reasonable amount of 
protection, why every manufacturer of steel in the United States should 
not be engaged in the business of manufacturing structural steel; and 
that competition among American producers will in time réduce the 
price to a proper limit I have no doubt whatever. .- 

Now, if the Senator from Kansas means to say that because there is 
a combination at the moment which advances the price of iron or steel 
above what he thinks is a proper one, and he proposes to obviate that 
by a reduction in duty, which will give the entire business to foreign 
producers—which would becertainly the effect of this amendment, and 
the foreign producers at this moment are in a combine amongst them- 
selves, as has been shown by documentary evidence submitted in this 
and the other House of Congress—if he is desirous of bringing about 
that state of affairs, he must do it with his eyes open. 

There is no more reason for reducing the duty upon structural forms 
of iron and steel toa rate below that fixed upon other forms of iron and 
steel by this measure than there is for reducing the duty upon any 
other item. There is no trust or combination among makers which 
can not eventually be prevented from enhancing prices by competition 
in this country; and I have no doubt that will be the result at an early 
day. Ido not think at the present moment that the prices of iron and 
steel are excessive. I think the state of affairs to which the Senator 
from Kansas alluded existed a few years ago, but does not exist at the 
present time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I desire to know if the Senator from 
Iowaand the Senator from Rhode Island are prepared to maintain that 
a duty of over 90 per cent. is to enable the people of this coun- 
try to convert blooms and billets into these joists and structural forms? 
The provision in the House bill imposes a duty of 49.32 per cent. The 
provision in the Senate substitute imposes a duty of over 90 per cent. 
Now, can it be pretended that a duty of 90 per cent. is necessary, even 
if the principle be conceded that it is proper to give such protection as 
may be necessary to encourage the manufacturer here? Is 90 per cent. 
necessary, and can it be pretended that if you impose a duty of 90 per 
cent., which protects the home manufacturer to the extent of 90 per 
cent. as against foreign competition, that the small number of persons 
engaged in the production of these articles here will not continue to 
combine as they have combined heretofore, and demand the full meas- 
ure of the price enhanced by the imposition of the 90 per cent. duty, 
or, in other words, the users of that material in this country will be 
compelled to pay 90 per cent. more than they would otherwise have to 
pay but for the imposition of this duty ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the amount of iron of the kinds in- 
cluded in this clause that was imported the last year only reached 
$13,513,000 in value. That was under a duty amounting to 102.75 per 
cent., which therefore must have been a restraint upon large importa- 
tions of the articles. When we recall the great number of public and 
private buildings into which iron of this description goes as a part of 
the structure, ‘* beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck chan- 
nels, T T cclumns and posts, or parts or sections of columns and posts, 
deck and bulb beams,”’’ etc., and that ail these classes of iron go very ex- 
tensively into buildings, public and private, and into bridges and other 
structures, we shall see the im ce of this question. 

The amount of iron of this which must go into use is enormous 
and must continually be enormous. Looking at that fact and at the 
unlimited resources of iron and coal in our country, can it be possible 
that the manufacturers of such iron can not make it successfully here 
when a subsidy is given to them equal to the amount offered by the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee of 49.32 per cent. , nearly 50 per 
cent.? If they can not make such iron with the vast resources of iron 
and coal which we have with a protection of $50 on the hundred oi 
other people’s money, it seems to me they ought to go out of business. 
When, added to this, the country is met by a combination which om 
any price it chooses upon those who are ae or bridge: 
on their own account or who are compelled by their contracts to make 
public buildings or bridges, it will be seen that it is fully a larg 
enough duty to allow them within a fraction of 50 per cent. on suck 
iron. If we ann So ge ee ee Oo making the iron that goei 
into buildi and bridges and other structures cost nearly i 
what it conti purchased for in foreign countries, or what it co 
probably be made for in this, it will be seen that it creates an enor 
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mous monopoly. If there is any one thing in which the American 
ople are more interested at this particular time than in any other, 
tis in being rescued from the grasp and oppression of monopolies. 

This measure, as framed by the Senate Finance Committee, aids 
monopolies. When we talk of protection, legitimate protection simply 
would mean what would enable people to manufacture here, not what 
would enable them to exact the last possible farthing that can be ex- 
acted by the exclusion of similar articles from trade in this country. 

I understood the Senator froia Rhode Island to refer to the fact that 
combinations existed with reference to such things in other countries. 
If they do, it seems to me that that would not be an argument against 
a reasonable rate of duty here, but an argument in its favor, because 
if combinations are formed there, that fact aids whatever duty may be 
imposed here in giving to ou: manufacturer of such kinds of iron a 
greater chance to supply our own people. 

Isubmit, Mr. President, that 49.23 per cent. is a very high duty, and 
that there can be no difficulty with American manufacturers under 
such a duty manufacturing all that this country wants and having the 
advantage over foreign manufacturers. There can be no question that 
with the duty proposed to be imposed by the Senator from Tennessee 
our manufacturers would have the advantage of all other manufact+ 
urers of this description of iron, and it would relieve to that extent the 
people against enormous duties and would to that extent relieve them 
against the effects of the combinations through which it is intended 
improperly to extort from them money that ought not to be extorted 
from them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I rise only to say a word. The 
| Seng to which both the Senator from Tennessee and the Senator 

m Texas have alluded are based upon false values of goods from 
the other side. The unit of value is given in the table to which the 
Senator from Tennessee refers—a cent a pound, or about $24 a ton for 
iron and steel beams. I take it for granted that neither of those Sen- 
ators will undertake to say that that is a fair valuation, or anything 
like a fair valuation, fer structural iron and steel. The Senator from 
Ohio who sits in front of me [Mr. PAYNE] must know as well as I do 
that the valuation is one that is very largely below the real valuation 
on the other side. 

Mr. HARRIS. My statement, if the Senator will allow me, was 
based upon the statement of the Treasury Department upon the im- 
portations of the year ending June 30, 1888, 

Mr, ALDRICH. I understand that perfectly, but the information 
upon which that is based is furnished by the invoices which are made 
by the gentlersen upon the other side, and what I say in regard to this 
item, and almost every other, is that they are very largely undervalued, 
and that that does not in any sense represent the true value which the 
Senator from Tennessee or any other buyer would have to pay for 
these or similar goods in Belgium, in England, or in Germany, and 
that therefore all calculations of percentages based upon such values 
are a 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator to say that the Treas- 
ury Department has no accurate information as to the value of impor- 
tations into this country ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They may have accurate information, but it does 
not necessarily follow that the tables which they sent here are the 
true values. Take the article of lime. The importations of lime in 
1887 are put upon the basis of 30 cents a barrel. Take wood-pulp; 
the average value, according to the table sent here by the Treasury De- 
partment, is $22 a ton. Nine-tenths of that was wood-pulp which 
sold at from $75 to $100 a ton and only paid 10 per cent. duty. 

It ought to be as well known to the Senator from Tennessee as to 
myself, because it is a notorious fact, that nine-tenths of the goods im- 

ported into this country are very largely undervalued, and that while 
the tables sent here by the Treasury Department are not falsely repre- 
sented by the Treasury Department itself, they represent a false value 
of the. or a value which is not a correct one. 

Mr. RRIS. Can the Senator from Rhode Island furnish me any 
method by which we can approximate with anything like the same 
degree of certainty the value of importations into this country as the 
report of the ee Treasury as to the values upon which 
import duties were ? 

r. ALLISON. I can furnish the Senator from Tennessee, and he 
can be readily furnished by many other Senators upon this fioor, with 
a very much better basis for fixing the rate of duties in the market 
values in the various markets of the world of these articles of struct- 
ural iron and steel. 

Mr. HARRIS. Where an ad valorem duty is imposed, is it not the 
duty of the Department to ascertain the value in order to fix 
the amount of the a ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. is no ad valorem imposed here. 

Mr. HARRIS. I say where an ad valorem is imposed. Where a 
—_ —_ is imposed, it does not matter what the value of the arti- 

e may 


Mr. ALDRICH. Where an ad valorem rate is imposed, it is the 
duty of the Department to obtain the correct value, of course; 
but that is based on the invoices and on the foreign valuation fixed by 
the importers themselves, 
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Mr. HARRIS. It being the duty of the Treasury Department to 
ascertain the value in order to fix the amount of duty when it has so 
ascertained it, I say that is the most reliable information that can be 
had upon the subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Tennessee mean to say that 
if I should produce him quotations from all the leading markets of 
Great Britain, Germany, and Belgium that structural iron and steel 
were worth $40 per ton, he would still insist that a valuation of $20 per 
ton was more nearly correct? 

Mr. HARRIS. I mean to say that, it being the duty of the Treas- 
ury Department to ascertain the value of imports, it presumably re- 
sorts to all the evidences enabling that Department to decide justly and 
truly what the value is; and when it has decided, that decision is en- 
titled to more credit than any statement which can come from any other 
source. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But they donotsend us the opinion of the Treasury 
Department as to what the valueis. They simply send the transcript 
from the records of the Department of the invoices which are made by 
foreign importers and sent here as to value, 

Mr. HARRIS. Are the invoices conclusive? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are conclusive in the absence of addition by 
the appraisers. 

Mr. HARRIS. Conclusive in the absence of any other evidence? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not say ‘‘ any other evidence.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator to mean that. 
what he means? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; I do not mean that. I say they are con- 
elusive in the absence of any addition by the appraising officers of the 
customs. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then the appraising officer appraises in the light of 
all the information he has in respect to the value ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He does, and it is a notorious fact that the ap- 
praised values of imported goods are 25 to 50 per cent. below their real 
value. 

Mr. HARRIS. It being the duty of the appraising officer to appraise 
and ascertain the values, does he not presumably arm himself with all 
the best information attainable upon the subject? If so, and he fails 
to fix a proper value, I see no alternative but to argue that it is corrupt 
in him to have made a false report in the light of such information as 
he has; and that is not to be presumed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have had some occasion—I have had 
no experience in this matter myself—to hear the result of the experi- 
ence of a large number of persons who know as much about this sub- 
ject as any persons in the country, I should suppose; I mean the busi- 
ness men of the city of Boston and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
I undertake to say, as a perfectly notorious fact, which every man ac- 
quainted with the subject knows, that it would be as safe to take the 
opinions of the horse-dealers of this country as to the value of the horses 
they have to sell as to take these foreign invoices which the Treasury 
is compelled in many instances to accept as to the value of goods that 
are imported. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. In this particular case there is no occasion for the 
Treasury Department to ascertain the correctness of the invoice values, 
because the duties are specific. I say that in answer to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Tennessee. Therefore there is no occasion for an 
examination, and there is a temptation, which has certainly been taken 
advantage of in this case, to place the value very greatly below what 
the real value is. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not suppose there is any doubt about the fact 
that in a large number of cases where goods are brought into this 
country from foreign countries the effort is very often made to under- 
value them. I do not think there is any doubt about that; but the 
Treasury Department, as I understand, has adopted several methods 
within its reach to correct this abuse. The invoices of imported goods 
are first approved by the American consuls residing in the foreign coun- 
tries from which they are sent; but that is not of itself conclusive. 

It has come within my knowledge in a number of cases where in- 
voices have been brought to consuls to be certified before the import- 
ers could bring their goods to this country, that those officials have 
transmitted to thecollecting officers at New York and Boston and other 
offices the actual values of those goods, which, as I have just said, in 
very many cases are above the amount certified by the owner and im- 
porter of the goods. When those facts are ascertained by the Treasury 
Department and those notifications are sent to the appraising officers, 
it must be the fault of the appraising officers if there is an undervalu- 
ation, because they get the actual values at the point from which the 
goods were shipped. So I can not see, where the proper inspecting offi- 
cers are sent, as they are sent from this country ail over Europe forthe 
purpose of ascertaining these very facts, why there should be so much 
complaint of undervaluation; and I donot agree with the Senator from 
Rhode Island that there is suchan abuse in that direction as he claims. 
The importers, I have no doubt in the world, would be delighted to 
swindle the Government of the United States out of its revenues by un- 
dervaluation. 

Such attempts have been made for years and years. I have no doubt 
further that there is even now a great abuse of that kind; but our offi- 
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cers ought to be able to ascertain the actual value of the imported arti- 
cles by means of the consular reports and by the inspectors and special 
agents sent by the Treasury Department abroad for the purpose of as- 
certaining the actual valuation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, on the subject of valuation referred 
to by the Senator from Rhode Island, I desire to call attention to the 
articles in the preceding paragraphs and the statement in the table 
which accompanies the report of our Finance Committee in regard to 
the percentage of valuation on blacksmiths’ hammers and sledges, track 
tools, etc. If this estimate of valuation by the Treasury Department 
is enfirely unreliable in the case of steel beams, whereby the value 
has been put far below what it should be, what does he say about the 
valuation of blacksmiths’ hammers, and so on, where the valuation is 
very much higher? It seems to me that there should not be any very 
wide discrepancy. 

I have no doubt there is room to say that there is some; butat $24 a 
ton, which the valuation stated in this table represents, I do not think 
that is very far wide of the mark, because steel rails have been bought 
at any time during the past year in England for much less than $24 a 
ton, or during most of that period, at all events. Ido not see myself 
why there should be this enormous duty upon this article, being six 
times what it is upon blacksmiths’ hammers, sledges, and so on, the 
labor in the production of which per pound is greater than in the pro- 
duction of steel beams. I admit there is not the same necessity for 
strength, and that in the forging of a very large beam or article of 
manufacture there is more liability to flaw, and so on, and there must 
be greater care exercised, no doubt. Of course the tariff is higher, 
but why should it be six times higher? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate on hammers is just as high. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam speaking in proportion to their value, the ad 
valorem duty. The equivalent, according to the statement made up 
by the committee, in the one case is 15.81, or less than 16 per cent. ; 
and in the other case it is 102.75 per cent. There isa difference of six 
times, and this stands out here with a bold prominence which attracted 
my attention atonce. In addition to that, my knowledge of the fact 
that this combination had existed and that it had, as I believe, unduly 
increased the price of these articles to the American consumer, led me 
to propose to reduce the duty still further below what is proposed by 
the committee. 

I know one of the contractors of the Texas state-house told me that 
they got the same reply as to prices from all the manufacturers in this 
country, with no suggestion of any competition or anything of that 
kind; in fact, they found there was no competition; the price could not 
be broken, and the manufacturers were entirely indifferent whether 
they sold or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will allow me to say that the price 
upon the other side was $24 a ton, and a duty of $27 a ton makes $51; 
and as the price here is $81, it strikes me that affords quite a margin 
of profit to somebody. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is so, and I presume that will appear so to any 
one, except the manufacturers, and yet these manufacturers will not 
scruple to take it if they can get it. The Senator ought to have more 
acquaintance with them than I have; but I venture to say that they 
will take $30 a ton, and they will take $40, if they can get it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kansas state that ii is larger 
than $30 a ton? There has been but $164,000 worth of these articles 
imported. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know about that; but I can imagine a con- 
dition of things whereby these people have got the particular forms 
necessary for use in the kind of buildings being erected in this country, 
and by making up the combination which I have suggested they were 
enabled for the time being at least to control the market and realize 
these enormous profits. 

That leads me to say that one of the features of these combinations 
is that certain people will get enormous profits in a short time and as 
long as they possibly can, and when they get themselves sated, they 
will shut down, and they will always do that rather than run the risk 
of raising the wages of their laborers. The Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] says that somebody else will begin then; but we do rot 
want to continue that condition of things. e want a more aniform 
state of things. Wedo not want enormous profits to-day to be fol- 
lowed by knock-down prices to-morrow. We want the relation of the 
law to this form of manuiacture, as with the other forms, to beisuch 
as will give us as early as possible a uniform 
price which, while yielding profit to the man: 
and proper wages to the laborer, and no more. I agree to all the Sen- 
ator said about the effects of the protective system; but I do not pro- 
pose, so far as I am concerned, in the maintenance of the protective 
system to give undue profit to the manufacturers, and I propese myself 
with the light I can get todetermine what their profit it to be 
the relation of that profit to the duty; and as much as 
Senator from Rhode Island, I am not willing to have him say here, 
conclude me, that we have got te abandon this measure if we 
any item in the report of the committee. I understood the Seaator to 
say that if we reduced the duties here we had either to recommit the 
bill or recast the entire schedule. I do not think so, 


Bar-iron does not enter into the manufacture of these steel beams, 
at least not to an appreciable degree, and the duty on bar-iron, there- 
fore, has no relation to this duty, and the duty on bar-iron, according 
to the schedule of the committee, is much less than it is on steel beams. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How can iron beams and girders be made except 
from bar-iron ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The beam is rolled by itself; that is the larger part 
ofit. Itisa te article, just like the steel rail. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to know how an iron beam can be 
made without an iron bar. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is not an iron bar, and the Senator will see that 
his own bill describes an iron bar as a different thing, and imposes a 
different duty. Therefore it is not the same manufacture at all. Bar- 
iron is one thing, and these beams, girders, joists, channels, TT col- 
umns and posts, etc., are a different thing, and the one might be ad- 
mitted free of duty without practically affecting the trade in the other. 
The Senator will find that bar-iron, according to the table furnished 
with the report of the committee, only has imposed upon it a duty of 
48.61 per cent. Now you propose to more than double that on these 
steel beams. I say that the mere statement of itself calls on the com- 
mittee to defend its action. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement which the Senator has last made 
shows the utter absurdity of his position. He says that the duty upon 
bar-iron is only fixed here at 48.61 per cent., while the duty of 1.1 
cents per pound is 100 per cent. on iron beams and girders, which must 
be made from bar-iron. There is no other possible way in which they 
can be made. 

I suppose there is a certain amount of seriousness in the argument 
which the Senator from Kansas has been making. Does he mean to 
say that there being a profit of $30 a ton upon the importation of these 
steel and iron beams would make any difference if a combination were 
possible on this side to effectuate that result, whether the duty was 
L.1 cents a pound or six-tenths of a cent? Ifthe condition of things 
is possible by which $30 per ton profit can be made, certainly the dif- 
ference in duty does not enable them to do that. It must be some 
cause outside of the tariff. It must be some extraordinary demand 
or some fact by reason of which manufacturers can not produce the 
articles from the other side and bring them here. It certainly is not 
dependent upon the duty, which in itself is not equal to the amount of 
profit. 

The Senator must see that reducing the duty from 1.1 cents to six- 
tenths or eight-tenths of a cent per pound would not cure that evil. 
He says that one of these articles could be put upon the free-list with- 
out affecting the other. I think the Senator from Kamsas upon.consid- 
eration will have to modify that statement, because if bar-iron or steel 
billets are put upon the free-list and a duty of six-tenths of a cent is 
maintained upon iren and steel beams, no iron and steel will be im- 
ported in the form of beams; they will be broughtas bar-iron or steel bil- 
lets, and vice versa. The competition is so great and the natural laws 
of trade are such that when you reduce the rate of duty upon any ar- 
ticle in this iron or steel schedule below the normal rate or below the 
symmetrical rate to which it is entitled, as in the case of tin-plates, 
you immediately destroy that industry or you destroy the symmetry 
of the bill, and you prevent justice to the American manufacturer. 

That is simply what I stated. As I said, ifthis duty is reduced 
six-tenthsof a cent a pound upon the motion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, it will necessarily involve a recasting and modification in every 
item of the measure of the committee, if we mean to be just—and that 
is certainly what the committee mean to be—and they have fixed this 
rate after investigation, because they thought it was necessary for 
the protection ef the American manufacturer. And I will say here that 
so far as I am concerned, I care not whether the average shown by the 
Treasury Department is 49 pér cent. or 149 per cent., if it is necessary 
for the protection of the American manufacturer, conceding that the 
industry is entitled to protection, it shall have my vote my sup- 


port. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the Senator has introduced steel bil- 
lets as an element in the manufacture of steel, which is but that 
was not introduced before. I was speaking of bar-iron. us see 
what bar-iron is: 

1 
9 eee es oe ee cee ing Sata nep ee tae inch wide nor 

The Senator does not mean to say that bar-iron of that kind enters 
into the manufacture of stee] beams ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly what I say—not less than 1 inch. 
It may be 20 inches. 

Mr. PLUMB. I take issue with the Senator on that. I understand 
that that means an entirely different thing trom these beams and girders 
formed in form. y are not bars in any sense. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the beams must be made from bar-irou, and 
can be made in no other way. Bars are the raw material from which 
the beams are made. 

Mr. PLUMB. Sn ee eS ae ee ane 
here as shown by the report of the committee, and while I might per- 
haps be willing te say with as much fervor as the Senator from Rhode 
Island that whatever is necessary I will vote to maintain, Ido say the 
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onus is on the committee to show that a duty of 90 per cent. is neces- | five or six rolling-mills in Cleveland, and one of them is among the 


in one case, being six times more than that on the ordinary form 
of iron manufacture. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that the com- 
mittee are in no sense responsible for the figures which are placed here 
as the ad valorem rates. Those are the ad valerem rates furnished by 
the Treasury Department. They are based upon valuations which I 
say are false and misleading, and so far as the committee is concerned 
we disclaim any responsibility as to the character of the figures. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is it not a little singular that they are only false 
and misleading in one case, while lower down there is a 16 per cent. 
rate, and in paragraph 131 as low as 31 per cent., and that in this par- 
ticular paragraph 130 there should be this conspicuous error, which the 
Senator says exists, up to 102 per cent.? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought I made myself understood that all of 
them are misleading or liable to be misleading. 

Mr. PLUMB. . But the theory is that it is the interest of the foreign 
- importer to reduce the value; and if that be so, it seems that certainly 
is disputed by paragraph 129. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are only $1,450 of value of the article the 
Senator mentions imported into this country. It might have been 
some particular form of the large amount of tools mentioned in para- 
graph 129. It furnishes no guide whatever of any nature or descrip- 
tion as to the proper duties to be levied upon these articles, and if the 
Senator from Kansas will give the subject investigation as intelligent 
and faithful as I know he can do, he will certainly arrive at the same 
conclusion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thereupon, Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator withhold that motion for a moment 
that I may make a motion to recommit a bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw it. 


JOHN H. NEWMAN. 


Mr. PLATT. Just at the close of the last session I objected to the 
consideration of a bill for the relief of John H. Newman, deceased. Itis 
Calendar number 2094, House bill 834. Since that time considerable 
evidence has been submitted tome proand con, and, with the consent of 
the Senator from Arkansas who made the report [Mr. Jones], I move 

. the reconmitment of the bill and the reference to the committee of the 
papers which I have. 

I desire to say that I do not wish to delay the consideration of the 
case by this motion, and I would like to have the order of the Senate 
that when the committee has examined and reported the bill it will 
take the place which it now occupies upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Connecticut can only be entertained by unanimous consent. If there 
be no objection, the bill named, with the accompanying papers sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Connecticut, will be recommitted, the un- 
derstanding being that when again reported it shall resume its place 
upon the Calendar. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of 
John H. Newman, deceased. 


MATTHEW W. BERRYMAN. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Kansas will withdraw 
his motion until I can ask for action on a motion to reconsider House 
bill 925 for the relief of Matthew W. Berryman, made during the last 
session, and the bill recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having passed the Senate 
and having been recalled from the other House, the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed will be agreed to if there 
be no objection, and also the vote by whicli the bill was ordered to a 
third reading, and the bill recommitted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I now present papers which I ask may be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs with the bill. 

The bill, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask permission of the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB] to make a single remark before adjournment upon a point 
that has been raised in the discussion of the tariff. 

I have had occasion to know something about the manufacture of 
structural iron, and there may be some facts pertaining to that which 
do not affect the application of duties to most other forms of manu- 
factures of iron and steel. 

There are but two or three rolling-mills in the country that are 
9 ee many — = structural iron. We have one 

works; they are prepared to manufacture 
all sizes all forms. I believe the machinery in one of the mills in 
Chicago has this year been for the purpose of meeting the iv- 
creased demand that is now made for that article in recent structures. 
Thad occasion in my own case to ascertain these facts. We have 


a 
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largest steel and iron rolling mills in the United States. I happened 
to be associated with that enterprise in the directory, and have urged 
the enlargement of the works to fill orders for structural iron and steel, 
but they have not done it on account of the very great cost and the 
amount of capital that would be required for it. They can not afford 
to do it because it requires so large an investment for the construction 
of the plant. There would have to bea great many patterns and a 
great variety of sizes of steel used for this purpose. There is, how- 
ever, a large and increasing demand. 

I do not know how it is in the Atlantic cities, in New York and Phil- 
adelphia, but I suppose they probably have works adapted to rolling 
the various sizes of structural iron. The contractor for a moderate- 
sized building in my city would be compelled to purchase a large pro- 
portion from the Carnegie works at Pittsburgh. It requires an im- 
mense amount of money and an innumerable variety of patterns to ena- 
ble them to do it, and that is the reason why there is so little compe- 
tition. The whole Western country is dependent upon the Carnegie 
works for iron structufes. Contractors who take orders for the erection 
of buildings requiring many sizes of structural iron and steel are com- 
pelled to obtain their material from the Carnegie works. 

I have to say to the honorable Senator from Kansas that I know of 
no combinations in the country in the manufacture of this structural 
iron and steel. If there are such combinations, I have not heard of 
them. I know that Carnegie will give prices to all works and all con- 
tractors alike, and our contractors who take contracts to erect a public 
building that requires such articles must pay them the price that they 
demand. There can not be much competition, and I do not think 
that in the case of structural iron it would be safe to reduce the duties 
that the committee have reported; and, for one, I shall be compelled 
to su:tain the committee on that point. 

PENSIONS TO ARMY NURSES. 

Mr. PLUMB.. I renew my motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to call attention to a bill if the Senator will 
yield. 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish tocall the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL] to Calendar number 273, Senate bill number 
373, for the relief of women enrolled as Army nurses, and to ascertain 
from him whether he has yet received the long hoped for information 
from the War Department with reference to that bili? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have not received it and have despaired of re- 
ceiving it, but shall not ask further delay upon the matter when the 
case is reached regularly in its order. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘Then, asI understand, the Senator is ready to proceed 
so far as that matter is concerned with the consideration of the bill at 
any time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 10, 1888, at 12 0’cleck m. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 6, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W., 
H. Mitsurn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved, 

The following additional members appeared and took their seats: 

Mr. Joun H. Rogers, of Arkansas. 

Mr. RALPH PLUMB, of Llinois. 

Mr. GeorGE T. BARNEs, of Georgia. 

Mr. ‘WiLi1AM H. Hatca, of Missouri. 

Mr. F. M. Smumons, of North Carolina. 

Mr. R. H. M. DAvipson, of Florida. 

Mr. W. BouRKE CocKRAN, of New York. 

Mr. M. L. CLaRDy, of Missouri. 

Mr. DAVID WILBER, of New York. 

Mr. T. R. STOCKDALE, of Mississippi. 

Mr. G. E. Bowben, of Virginia. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a statement of the expenditures for contingent ex- 
penses of that Department for the fiscal year 1888; which was referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

TESTS OF IRON AND STEEL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Ordnance, a 
report by Lieutenant-Colonel Parker, commanding the Watertown ar- 
senal, of tests of iron and steel and other materials for industrial pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 



























































































4 
hs 
; 
, 
é 
y 
¢ 

- 


68 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





ACCOUNTS SETTLED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury. transmitting copies of accourts rendered to and settled 
by the First Comptroller of the Treasury for the fiscal year 1888; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury De- 
partment. 

CLAIMS UNDER THE BOWMAN ACT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House letters from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of cases of claims for 
stores and supplies furnished the United States during the late civil 
war, under the provisions of the Bowman act, which have been dismissed 
by the court for want of jurisdiction; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 


clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of law and of 


fact and the opinion of the court in certain spoliation claims; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. NEWTON, for two weeks, on account of ill health. 
To Mr. NUTTING, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, for eight days, on account of important 
business. ; 
RESIGNATION OF HON. PERRY BELMONT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that he has re- 
ceived a communication from the Hon. PERRY BELMONT, announcing 
that he has sent to the governor of New York his resignation as a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives from the First Congressional dis- 
trict of that State, and the Clerk will therefore be directed to omit his 
name hereafter from the roll-call. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to report a resolution providing for the distribution 
of the President’s message, and I ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, where the mes- 
sage has already been referred. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ifthe gentleman having in charge the special 
order for to-day does not desire to press it immediately, I will ask his 
permission tomake a motion that the House now gointo Committee ofthe 
Whole for the purpose of disposing of this resolution. I do not think 
it will take more than five minutes. 

Mr. CASWELL. All right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 


now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 


the Union for the purpose of considering the resolution which has just 
been reported from the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 


into Committee of the Whole, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union for the consideration of the resolution which 
the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the President of the United 
States to the two Houses of Con at the present session as relates to our 
foreign affairs, including appropriations therefor, together with the accompany- 
ing correspondence and documents, the British-American fisheries, the Alaska- 
Columbian coastal boundary, our Samoan interests, Chinese and Japanese in- 
demnity, Chilian war claims of American citizens, the regulation of issue of 
passports and reorganization of the consular service, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

That so much of said message and accompanying documents as relates to the 
public debt and the public revenues, to the national finances, to the revenue 
provisions of treaties with Mexico and other countries, the commercial rela- 
tions with foreign countries having connection with revenue questions, the 
necessity of the limitation of the revenues of the Government to its economical 
administration, to the wants and condition of the and the reduction 
of its surplus, be referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

That so much of said message and accompanying documents as relates to the 
appropriation and expenditure of the public moneys for the support of the Gov- 
ernment., i. ¢., for legislative, executive, and judi expenses, for sundry civil 
expenses, for fortifications, for the District of Columbia, for pensions, and for 
all deficienvies, be referred to the Committee on ‘oc pC 

That so mucoh as relates to the judiciary of the United States, and touching 
nae. affecting the Department of Justice, be referred tothe Committee on 
the Ju ry. 

That so much as reiates to the commerce of the United States, national or in- 
terstate, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

That so much as relates to agriculture, including appropriations therefor, be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

That so much as relates to the Army of the United States, including appro- 
priations therefor and to providing an armament for defense on the seacoast, be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the Navy of the United States, and the reconstruc- 
tion of our naval establishment, including appropriations therefor, be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


That so much as relates to postal affairs, including appropriations therefor, 
be referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

That so much as relates to the publicdomain and legislation to prevent frauds 
and revive the homestead policy in the disposal of our public lands, be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

That so much as relates to the care, education, and management of the In- 
dians be referred to the Conimittee on Indian Affairs, 
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That so much as relates to pension laws and their mo’ ¢ ‘‘ons and revision 
be referred to tl e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


That so much ai relates to the District of Columbia» d sugges ~d legislation 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Colun bia. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I move the adoption of this resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a parliamentary question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I could not hear the reading of this entire reso- 
lution, and I wish to inquire whether it is proposed to refer any part 
of the President’s message to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to advise the gentleman. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] moves that the com- 
mittee rise and report this resolution to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the 
annual message of the President of the United States, had recommended 


the adoption of the resolution which he was directed to report to the 
House. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso!u- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFUND OF DIRECT TAX, 


Mr. CASWELL. In accordance with the order made yesterday, I 
desire to call up Senate bill No. 139, providing for a refund of the direct 
tax of 1861. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] 
moves that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole—— 

Mr. OATES. Before that question is put, Mr. Speaker, permit me 
to say a word. I have learned from a good many gentlemen on each 
side of the Chamber that they would be glad to have a change in the 
order in regard to this bill, as they desire no session of the House on 
next Saturday, wishing to devote that day to Department business. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the order be modified so as to 
substitute Tuesday for Saturday, and Wednesday for Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that the vote be 
taken on this bill on Wednesday next, instead of Tuesday, and that 
Saturday be omitted from the order; the order in other respects to stand 
just as it is? 

Mr. CASWELL. It has been suggested to me that Saturday be 
dropped out entirely, and that we consume only to-day and Tuesday 
upon this subject. 

Mr. WEAVER. I think that would be better. Does not the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] think that would allow sufficient 
time? 

Mr. OATES. No, we can not agree to that, as a number of gentle- 
men have indicated a desire to speak on this subject. 

Mr. CASWELL. I see no objection to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the order will be modified 
as proposed. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, one word further before proceeding with 
this question. I was not in my seat yesterday when this order was 
made, or I should have asked some understanding in regard to one or 
two other points. With the view of facilitating proceedings and secur- 
ing greater harmony I ask, in the first place, unanimous consent that 
any gentleman who desires to do so may either extend his remarks or 
print remarks in the RecorpD touching this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request just stated by the 
gentleman? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. OATES. Now, Mr. Speaker, the regular order of proceeding in 
Committee of the Whole will be, of course, first, to consider and vote 
apon ameidments of the committee or other amendments seeking te 
perfect the text of the bill. I desire consent that other amendments 
which are intended to be offered may be presented, read, printed in 
the RecorD, and considered as pending, to be offered formally and 
voted upon in the usual order, and that general debate be concluded 
at some hour to be upon on Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent that all gentlemen having amendments to offer to this bill in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union have leave to do 
so, and that such amendments be considered as pending, to be voted 
upon in their order when reached. Is there objection to this request? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will that carry amendments over into the 
House, so that they can be voted upon by a yea-and-nay vote? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that when the previous ques- 
tion is considered as ordered under the rule adopted yesterday, all 
amendments which may be pending would be embraced in the opera- 
tion of the previous question, and would have to be voted _— 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
should confine his request to the printing of these amendments, for un- 
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til they are printed the House can not know to what it is giving its 
consen 


t. 

Mr. OATES. I will state for the information of gentlemen on the 
other side that there are several members who desire to speak upon 
amendments to be offered, and such remarks would not be in order if 
the offering of the amendments must be postponed. Of course the 
amendments would not be formally offered, and could not be, until we 

in to act under the five-minute rule. 

r. REED. Any gentleman under the order already adopted can 
state what bis amendment is, and discuss it quite as well as under his 
proposed modification that it shall be printed and votedon. Isuggest 
the gentleman confine his request at present to the printing of his 
amendments and afterwards ask the consent of the House as to a vote 
on them. 

Mr. OATES. I prefer they shall be considered as pending, not form- 
ally offered, but printed for the information of the House. 

Mr. CASWE How is that? 

Mr. OATES. That they shall be printed in the RecorpD and con- 
sidered as pending, but not formally offered. 

Mr. CASWELL. That is to omit the reading, but to print them in 
the Recorp? 

Mr. REED. That modifies the agreement which has been already 
made, which was that we were to vote on the amendments already 
offered; was it not? 

Mr. OATES. Amendments to the text of the bill would come first. 

The SPEAKER. Any amendment presented with the understand- 
ing it is to be considered as pending would have to be voted on unless 
there is action on the part of the House to the contrary. 

Mr. OATES. My desire is that the amendments shall be considered 
as pending and to be voted on. 

Mr. CASWELL. Let them be offered and printed in the Recorp 
so that we may know what is to be offered, and then let them be voted 
upon as the House may determine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] 
objects to the request made by the gentleman from Alabama in its 
present form, and suggests.it be confined at present to the offering and 
——e of amendments in the RecorD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That ‘the amendments shall be offered simply for 
printing in the RecorD, as I understand it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, That isall. 

Mr. CASWELL. That is my suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. Is that modification agreed to? 

Mr.McMILLIN. What isit? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it again. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] objects to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] in the form in which it is made, but 
—- that gentlemen desiring to do so may present amendments to 
the bill and have them printed in the Recoxp; the understanding to 

no further at present. 


_ Mr, OATES. I prefer it in the form in which I originally proposed 


it. 

Mr. CASWELL. There are so many objections to that I can not 
consent to it. 

Mr. OATES. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that I do not desire to take 
any advantage, but my object is merely to facilitate the business of the 
House. I wish gentlemen having amendments to offer may be allowed 
to put them in and have them printed in the RecorD; that they shall 
eo be formally offered until the proper time, under the rules, to be 
voted on. 

Mr. RYAN. If offered under the order, then they are pending and 
must be voted on. 

Mr. CASWELL. And to that I can not consent. 

Mr, OATES. I have myself amendments which I desire to offer. 

Mr. REED. I would suggest to the gentleman from Alabama to 
send his amendments up to the desk and to ask unanimous consent as 
to thoseamendments. All the objection now is asto acting in the dark. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order no amendments can be voted on 
in the House except as reported by the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. The modification suggested by the gentle- 
man from Alabama would result in having the amendments voted on 
which are to be considered as pending. 

Mr. REED. The original ent was made as an abridgment of 
time so we might come to action on the bill. It is very desirable the 
und unanimously agreed to by the House should be carried 
out at this time. No one hasany objection to make to any concessions 
which may be reasonable, but we wish to know what they are before 
they are agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. So far as I know, Mr. Speaker, no one wishes to put 
in any amendments with a view to killing time. We wish toconform 
to the order of the House in good faith. We wish to have the bill re- 
ss from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion in good faith with such amendments as may be adopted. The 
modification I have suggested to the original order is with a view to 
facilitate the business of the House. 

Mr. REED. Send up vour amendments and have them read. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Alabama 
fora moment. It is probable—more than probable—that the amend- 
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ments which are now proposed to be offered by him will cover an amend- 
ment to this bill that I myself desired to offer; but until I have heard 
his amendments read I do not wish to give my consent to any arrange- 
ment which will deprive me of the right if I shall desire to submitthe 
amendment. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps we had better go on under the present arrange- 
ment, 

Mr. OATES. I think my amendment covers the amendment of the 
gentleman from Arkansas, as I understand it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think it very likely it does, as I left my amend- 
ment with the gentleman from Alabama at the last session. Still Ido 
not desire to be precluded from the right to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition.of the gentleman from Alabama 
is not confined to his amendment, but embraces all. 

Mr. REED. And that is just the trouble about it. 
and indefinite. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire if the terms of the 
proposition submitted by the gentleman from Alabama are not so 
sweeping as to preclude, if accepted, the possibility of even raising 
points of order against any of the amendments which may be offered 
and which may be liable to a point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, unless that right is expressly 
reserved; because if the amendments are considered as pending it will 
then be too late to interpose the point of order. 

Mr. OATES. Ido not desire to prevent the point of order being 
made against any amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. But the terms suggested by the gentleman are so 
broad that I think they would preclude all points of order. 

Mr. CASWELL. I see no harm in consenting that the amendments 
may be presented and printed in the Recorp. But beyond that I do 
not think it wise to go. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already submitted that request to 
the House, and so far there has been no response. The Chair will 
again submit the request. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL] that any amendment which 
any member desires to offer may be presented now, or in committee 
after the House has gone into committee, and be printed in the Rxc- 
ORD? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. For information. 

The SPEAKER. That is the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do I understand that if that arrange- 
ment be adopted it would preclude the offering of amendments at a 
later date than the present time? 


It is too vague 


The SPEAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. CASWELL. Thatis not the intention. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman would modify his re- 


quest so as to allow amendments which I desire to offer to be printed 
in the RECORD and considered as pending——_—_ 

The SPEAKER. ‘That has been objected to, but the Chair will again 
submit the request. Is there objection to the request of the geuitle- 
man from Alabama, that the amendment he now desires to offer may 
be printed and regarded as pending? ~ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The objection is to the use of the words ‘‘ con- 
sidered as pending.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. But subject to the point of order. 

Mr. CASWELL. We desire to reserve all points of order against 
any amendment. 

Mr. OATES. I consent to that modification. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

Mr. REED. The understanding is that they are to be presented 
now ? 

The SPEAKER. Now or after the House has gone into Committee 
of the Whole. It can be done by consent now. 

Mr. REED. But let it be understood, if this agreement is made, 
that they are to be presented at once, and not to be offered all along 
the line. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that they may be offered 
now or after the House has gone into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘The objection to the words ‘‘considered as 
pending’’ has not been withdrawn. 

Mr. OATES, I have only asked that this order apply to the amend- 
ments that I shall myself offer at this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If I knew the character of the amendments and 
the number of them, I might consent to withdraw the objection. 

Mr. OATES. There are but four of them. 

Mr. REED. Then let them be read. 

Mr. OATES. Iwill offer them at the proper time, if this agreement 
is entered into. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We must know what they are. 

The SPEAKER. Noagreement hasbeen made. Objection is made 
by the gentleman from Alabama to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin; and the gentleman from Ohioobjects to allowing the amend- 
ments proposed by the gentleman from Alabama to be considered as 
pending. 
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Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 


tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider thespecial 


order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Tho House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the title of the spe- 
cial order fixed for consideration to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the 
District oi Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act 
of Congress 2pproved August 5, 1861. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. CASWELL, Mr, Chairman, the merits of this bill are so well 
understood that it would be but a useless consumption of time to oc- 
cupy the attention of the committee in furtherexplanation. Lateron, 
in the course of the debate, when new questions arise under the 
amendments proposed to the bill, I shall perhaps desire further time 
upon the floor to explain. For the present, I will state to the com- 
mittee that this bill simply proposes to refund to the States and to in- 
dividuals that portion of the direct tax levied in 1861 which was col- 
lected, and to remit ‘the collection of the uncollected portion of the 
tax. Ihave made a careful computation of the amount which the bill 
will carry and find it to be $15,227,632.03. This does not include the 
15 per cent. commissions which were allowed to the States, or to those 
who paid the tax. The bill further provides, as I have said, that the 
amount which is now uncollected shall be canceled, which amount 
will be $2,562,401.29. For the information of the House I will sub- 
mit and have printed in the REecorD a letter from the Comptroller, 
dated March 2, 1888, giving a very carefully prepared statement of the 
condition of this matter, so far as he is able to do so, and I will ac- 
company it with the tables submitted by him and also the computa- 
tion which I have myself made, showing the amount to be refunded to 
each State, and the amount that would be canceled still remaining due 
from the States. 

There are only two amendments pending. These amendments were 
submitted by the Judiciary Committee when they had the bill under 
consideration and made their report. One is adding the words “ col- 
lected by offsets or otherwise,’’ so that where an offset was made upon 
the fund and the United States had the benefit of it, the money will be 
paid to the State thesame as though they paid the money. The other 
has reference to State agents; so that the money may be paid directly 
to the State, and not to State agents. These are the only two amend- 
ments that are now pending. 

The letter and tables to which I have referred are as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, First CoMPTROLLER’s OFFICE, 
Washington, DP. C., March 2, 1888. 

Sir: Your letter of the 27th ultimo tothe Secretary of the Treasury has been 
referred to this office. 

In reply I have to state that the report of the committee appointed to exam- 
ine the direct-tax accounts was approved by this Department, and adjustments 
have been made as recommended, as shown in the inclosed statement, and 
which gives all balances due to the United States on account of direct tax un- 
collected. The accounts of the States and Territories not therein named are 
balanced and closed. From an estimate made in this office it appears that to 
pay back the direct tax proper to the several States and Territories, after de- 
ducting the amounts credited under acts of Congress and amounts paid back 


under appropriations for the 15 per cent. and the amounts of the ju ents for 
certain set-offs obtained in the Court of Claims, there will be req (approxi- 
mately) $15,035,000, 


An estimate of the amount required to pay the amounts collected by the 
direct-tax commissioners, incidental to the tax, namely, penalties, interest 
costs,and the amountsinvolved in the sales and redemptions of land, etc., would 
involve months of labor and would require the examination of many hundred 
claims for the refund of money collected under the direct-tax laws that have 
been passed upon during the last twenty-five years. 

Respectfully, yours, 
M. J. DURHAM, Comptroller. 
Hon. L, B. CASWELL, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Slatement in relation to direct tax. 
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| Amount col- 

| | sented Gems Total 

ae ; | Amount e State amount 
Name of _— or Terri- \of aie tax) by set-off of collected 
P | charged. amoun 

due to the credited, 

State. 
Alabama, ..............0..- $529, 313. 33 $22, 520. 24 $22,520. 24 
DED cieccetancecncesnte ppequenpatnaneresene 154,701. 18 
PU GROI cin ccmnsicnpscceectnadl MA OU Maccctes eect 4, 766. 26 
CPEs cceyrcrsatboucian eoand 85, 555. 42 117, 982. 89 
Louisiana... aii 71, 385. 88 385, 886. 67 
Mississippi .....0.....cc..0000 43,740. 11 113, 824. 66 
North Carolina..... ......... pempcaptubalamecnspee 377, 452. 61 
South Carolina enndbuithiigitwowwie 222, 396. 36 
Tennessee ................ cnccnesecunescounende 892, 004. 48 
TOXMB....000csccersecsecscesesecses| 805, 108.67 | 180, B41.B1 |......0c000000 auind 180, 841.51 
IED Sihvonitineb betnricienbes oqnenegeeuapenstinnen 442, 408, 09 
PID snvitienk' ccstenponvenill {“Fe lense } 528, 098. 10 
Colorado. .....0..... . deveiauatneniieens 22, 189. 96 
WED sxnncmpesienene eoeieene eageinid excel amnagtenedatomequadiecdescnersne,s eat 
Washington ..........ccsees mbesesepenseciebe 4, 
a * Collected from State. F + Credited, equal 15 per cent, 











Statement in relation to direct tawx—Continued. 





Balance due 




























the United 
(Balance of ae - States after 
tax uncol- Balance |_J ee said judg- 
Name of State or Terri- | lected and joverpaidand Geant e ments are 
tory. | + due to due to Claims ° 
| the United | the State. 7 of back in 
| States. oe direct-tax 
account of 
the State, 
DDG icisvcinisdentiitions «| $506,793. 09 $18,285.03 | $525,078.12 
ArkanSas............c000 serves} 107, 184. 82 <otlfeusieeimnecseensescand|cnoutbontamunmendects 
FIOTIAR ..ccccccccce e00.90. sectenee 72, 756. 41 
Geo pepenaenennuqecinessccsetel 466, 384. 44 
Louisiana..... = Balanced 71, 385.14 
MississippI1.......0+......+ 299, 760. O1 41, 453. 91 
131, 124.08 
North Carolina............... ee ieccvare sbaqeecencssctien escees covestes 
South Carolina ...........-... 141, 174.31 |. plithctuedaenieiinn 
Tennessee .......00-+» wseconsves| 277, 498. 52 |. ~ 
a pcstasnctiaceecs -| SGU Bctedhsivcncdescadivodsnasidneocatcindicheislidietas snes 
Virgimia. .......ccccccsereeeeees| 286, O62. GB | ....000c- covers cevcve] sooccerseccescnsccses] coseovccssesoress 
Wisconsin.. cal iainteghadiidalie lant 
Colorado.......... 715. 37 
ep naGsscisedsesouese 26, 982. 00 |. 





Washington ............ | 3, 487.17 |... 






I have carefully computed the amount which will be refunded to the 
States and Territories under this bill, the amount of commissions al- 
lowed, and the amount unpaid and which will be canceled, and I sub- 
mit the statement for the use of the House: 





lasnatihin col- | 15 per cent. 


Balance due 
States and Territories. ——- a — = oe to be can- 
j funded lowed. celed. 


























$529, 313. 33 
261, 883. 00 154, 701, 
254, 538. 67 222, 955. 41 
22, 905. 33 22, 189. 96 |.. 
308, 214. 00 261, 981. 90 
3, 241.33 3,241.83 |.. 
74, 683. 33 ‘70, 332. 83 
District of Columbia...... 49, 437.33 49, 437, 33 
PPIOrIAR..... 00000000 ccccccccescceees 77,522. 67 4, 766, 26 |. 
Georgia....... 584, 367.33 117, 982. 89 
Bi scncsev ersten 1, 146, 551. 33 974, 568. 63 
Ra 904, 875.33 | 2769, 144.03 
a 452, 088. 00 384, 274. 80 
TEQIRORG coveccssewscces ovses snsiond 71, 743. 33 60, 981. 83 
Kentucky ....ccocessesceseeesere 713, 695. 33 606, 641. 03 
RIS cocciechiniidedoccend 385, 886. 67 385, 886. 67 
Mi RIMC....000 0000009 co 0cecscvsvescoe 420, 826. 00 357, 702.10 
Maryland ..........00.000-0| 436,823.33 371, 299. 83 
Massachuscetts............0.+ «| 824,581.33 700, 894. 14 
Michiigaans.........000ccesesccecees 501, 763. 33 426, 498. 83 
Minnesota.............+. 108, 524. 00 92, 245. 40 interline. 
Mississippi...........cc-s0r, 413,084. 67 113, 324. 66 299, 760. 01 
North Carolina...... eocseneed 576, 194. 67 377, 452. 61 198, 742. 06 
South Carolina............... 363, 570. 67 222, 396. 36 141, 174.31 
Miss0url q......00..00.sccceeee: «| 761,127.38 646, 958. 23 
Nebraska.........00csersereerees 19, 312.00 19, 312. 00 
Nevada ...ccc00s +00 onmend 4,592. 67 8, 903. 77 
New Ham senclagiioe te 218, 406. 67 185, 645. 67 
Mew Jersey...ccccceccccesseeee-| 450, 184.00 882, 614. 83 
New Mexico. j 62, 648. 00 62, 648. 00 
— 603, 918.67 | 2,213,330. 86 
567,089.33 | 1, 332,025.93 
peseonaventoted 35, 140. 67 29, 869. 57 a 
946,719.33 | 1,654,711. 43 
scammpegtienaseinih . sn Q9,419. 11 | 17, BAS. G6 jecccrsece.cceee noes 
TeMNCSSCE ..........00eseereee0-) 669, 498.00 892, 004. 48 b 
—~ Pa 180, 841.51 74, 285. 
Ute hinnccocoscrecsessovcccseneccosnes BER OO bc cccnnisnagocesoness 00 
211, 068. 00 179, 407. 80 napuidethsesnganenethe 
ameue 729, 071. 02 BEE WOE. GD Tocesveersssccenetbonn 93 
208, 479. 65 181, 306. 98 pe bbtbdsesbecerete é 
7, 755. 33 4, 268. 16 38, 487.17 
519, 688, 67 446, 535. 41 eapiibedhade 








Now, Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied four minutes of his 
time. 

Mr. OATES withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. OATES. I ask the Clerk to read my first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src.—. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, arthorized 
and directed to credit and pay to each State a sum equal totheam ‘nts co)- 
lected therein respectively as a tax or duty on raw cotton under the p. visions 
of the act a ved July 1, 1862, and the supplemental and amendatory acts 


thereto; which sums when so credited and paid shall be and held by 
such States to be d of as their respective Legislatures elected next after 
such payment may 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which the Clerk will 
next read is one which I propose to offer, if the one just read, the adop- 
tion of which I prefer, be not adopted. 





















































































1888. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. —. That any citizen of the United States who owned raw cotton grown 
—— ia a one or more of said States, and who was required by any 
cer or agent of the United States to pay, and did pay, on such cotton any 
money as a duty or tax under the act approved July 1, 1 or the Se 
mentary thereto approved July re 1866, entitled “An act to reduce in’ - 
ation and to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to provide internal revenue to sup- 
the Government and pay interest on the public debt, and for other p ° 
approved June 13, 1864, and acts endetery Geerect,” may at any time within 
two years after the approval of net file or her petition and bring suit in 
the Court of Claims the United States for the recovery of the money so 
and collected from him or her as a duty or tax on said cotton; and thesaid 
ay of Claims shall hear all legal evidence and render judgment in such case; 
and within sixty days t either petitioner or the United 
States—shall have the right of 1 from such judgment to the Supreme 
Court of the United States for d on therein. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I propose also to offer at the proper 
time the amendment which the Clerk will next read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. —. That the right of action in the Court of Claims, under the provisions 
of the captured and abandoned property acts, be, and the same hereby is, re- 
vived extended for one year and after the passage of this act, includ- 
ing all eases of seizures under said acts, or under color thereof, either before or 
after June 30, 1865, without regard to any statute of limitations; and all claims 


for such perty not filed in said court within that od shail be forever 
barred: however, That where any of such claims have been filed be- 
fore the Secretary of the roof taken in relation thereto, under 


‘Treasury, P 

the provisions of the fifth section of the act of May 18, 1872, the proof so taken, 
whether upon the part of the Government or the claimant, where it is made to 
appear by aflidavit that the witnesses are dead or can not be found,shall be 
used in evidence in the said Court of Claims as though taken in pursuance of 
the rules of said court; and that the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the call of 
said court, on the motion of either party, shall transmit said proofs and all the 
— in the case to the said Court of Claims; and all judgments rendered in 

vor of the claimants shall be paid outof the cree and abandoned property 
fund, as provided by section 3639 of the Revi Statutes. 

That in the trial of causes before the Court of Claims no person shall be ex- 
cluded as a witmess because he is a party to or interested in the same; and any 
claimant or y in interest in any suit may be examined as a witness on the 
_ of the Government, and when refusing so to testify, or willfully testifying 

ely, shall not be entitled to relief; and the testimony of such witness may 
be used by either party. 

That if it shall appear to the court, in any case, that testimony has been duly 
taken by either party prior to the passage of this act, or that testimony taken 
in auy other case under the ruleso/ the court is pertinent to the issues involved, 
the same, so far as relevant, may be used in other cases pending in said court. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, which will be offered 
at the appropriate time, is the substance of a bill now on the Calendar 
which the Judiciary Committee, through its chairman, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], has reported to the House. Its object 
is to enable parties making claim to moneys which are a part of the 
captured and abandoned property fund to go into the Court of Claims 
and make proof for the purpose of obtaining the money to which they 
may be entitled. The Supreme Court has held that this fund, now 
amounting to some $10,000,000, does not belong to the Government of 
the United States, but is held in trust for these parties. The previous 
law on this subject having expired by limitation, there is now no law 
by which these parties can go into court, make proof, and obtain their 
money. 

The next proposition which I desire to have read is one referred to 
by the gentleman from Arkansas, which is designed to come in as a 
proviso to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury, in making payment and settle- 
ment with any State, shall take into account and set off against the amount 
made due by this act to such State any amount which may be due by such State 
to the United States under an act approved June 23, 1836, entitled “An act to 
regulate the deposits of public money.’ 


Mr. OATES. New, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
these amendments be printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. They will be printed in the Recorp as part of 
the gentleman’s remarks. 

_ Mr. OATES. I prefer to have them printed independently for the 
information of the House, as I may withhold my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
these amendments be printed in the Recorp. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. OATES. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied thirty minutes. 

Mr. OATES. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CASWELL. The amendments just read were, as I understand, 
read only for information and were not regularly offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. They were read as part of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 


Mr. OATES. I ask the attention for a moment of the gentleman 


from Wisconsin naa CaswELL]. 
Mr. CASW I am here. 
Mr. OATES. I suppose the debate is to alternate on the one side 


and the other. If no one is ready to on the other side of the 
SE ASv ELL we cence 
e are entirely willing tlemen on the other 
icaheaht iqenk Wake ons i preened to 9s on. 
TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will recognize any gentleman on either 
side who is to go on with the debate at this time on either 
side, [Cres of ‘‘ Vote!’ 
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Mr. OATES. I will yield the floor to the gentleman from Georgia 





[Mr. BARNES] who is ready to proceed. . 


Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, when I consider the important consti- 


tutional questions which are involved in the consideration of the meas- 
ure before the House, I confess that I approach the argument with well- 
warranted misgivings. These misgivings do not come from any want of 
confidence in the soundness of the positions which I will this day assume. 
They spring rather out of distrust in my ability to present the argument 
in their behalf with the force which they merit, and from the knowledge 
that there is an indisposition in governments as well as individuals to 
afford adequate remedy for the wrongs and errors which they may in- 
flict. 


In the treatment of the question, however much repetition there may 


have been of certain points in the discussion herejofore, it is well, at 
least, at the outset, to understand what is the real question before us. 
The act of July 5, 1861, imposed a tax of $20,000,000 on the United 
States, and in accordance with the constitutional prevision in regard 
to the subject of direct taxation, assessed it * mong the States in pro- 
portion to populaticn. 


That tax, let me call attention at the commencement of my remarks, 


Mr. Chairman, was a tax not levied on land as so many acres, but if 
was a tax levied on the value of the land, on the value of the improve- 
ments, on the value of the dwellings, and the value of lots of ground 
in the cities. This is an important distinction necessary to be borne 
in mind in the consideration of the act. 


The act of 1862, amendatory of the act of 1861, was an act which had 


for its object the more rigorous enforcement of the collection of this 
tax in what were known as ‘‘ the insurrectionary States.” 
ations under this act are fully set forth in the following table, marked 
A: 


Exurpit A.—Statement of the condition of the direet-tax accounts of the 


The oper- 


several States and Territories of the Union under eighth section act August 


5, 1861, as appears from the books of the Register’s Office, February 18, 
1888. 






















, | Balance 
15 per cent. | ’ 7 Amountim-|Amountcol-| ,7™3nce 
alte ce. | State or Territory. posed, ete. | lected, etc. | — 
= ' | } 
i = ee 
| Alabama..........:..-cececcee: | $529,313.33 $22,520.24 | $506,793. 09 
ATKANSAS .......000ceceeeseseee 261,886.00} 154,701.18 107, 184, 82 
(*) | Califormia..........c00.---| 254,588. 67 254, 538. G7 |. erecceeeesees a 
CN a itccctimentinmil 22, 905. 33 22, 189. 96 715. 37 
$46, 232.10 | Connecticut ................. | $08, 214. 00 261, 9B1. GO |..cecceeseeees fies 
at cinsebindiscdiicbintons 3, 241. 33 3, 241. 33 | 
$4, 350.50 | Delaware...........cccesss0s | 74,683.38 ie ceca 
District of Columbia......| 49, 437.33 49, 437.33 ie hciacs 
REE icccunecismaseccccal SEL 4, 706. 26. 72,756. 41 
SR siticctcctnstavceseeses | 584,367.33 117, 982. 89 466, 384. 44 
171, 982.70 | Hlinois . | 1,146,551.33 | 974, 568. 63 
135, 731.30 i 904,875.33 | 769,144.03 
67, 813, 20 } 452,083.00} 384, 274.80 
(* | 7h, 748. 33 71, 743.33 
107, 054. 30 | 713,695.33 | 606,641.03 
Louisiana | 385, 886. 67 385, 886. 67 
63, 123.90 | Maine ........ | 420,826.00} 357,702.10 
65, 523.50 | Maryland...................... | 436, 823.33 871, 299. 83 
123, 687.19 | Massachusetts... | 824,581.33 | 700,894.14 
75, 264.50 | Michigan.............00000000-- 501, 763.83 | 426, 498.83 
16, 278.60 | Minnesota..............0000... | 108,524.00 2, 245. 40 
I rccnniabipcocapnens 413, 684.67 | 113,324.66 | 299,760.01 
114, 169.10 | Missouri..........cccc0reseess. 761,127.83 | 646, 958. 23 |.......0..ceseesevess 
(t) Nebraska .,......-++-csesse 19, 312. 00 tra, 
(*) I  nrgevinngnstmegrinaes 4, 592. 67 MAE, Traceutsnactetenstnase 
32,761.00 | New Hampshire ........... 218, 406. 67 185, 645. 67 | 2.2.00 cree 
67,519.17 | New Jersey... 450,134.00 | 382,614.83 
(@) New Mexico .........00...++- 648. 00 62, 648. 00 
890,587. 81 | New York...........ccscccss- 2, 608, 918. 67 | 2,213, 330. 86 |...... 
North Carolina.............. 576, 194. 67 877, 452. 61 
235, 063.40 | Ohio. _.........---eecesereseeeree| 1,567, 089. 33 | 1,332,025. 93 j...... 
(*) a 35, 140. 67 5, 140. 67 
292, 007.90 | Pennsylvania................. 1, 946, 719. 33 | 1, 654, 711. 43 |...ccoces- 
17,544.56 | Rhode Island...............+ 116, 963.67 | 99,419.11 | o.secesecceeveeneeene 
South Carolina sen} 363,570.67 | 222, 396,36 M41, 174. 31 
Tennessee 669, 498. 00 392, 004. 48 277, 498. 52 
| Texas... 355, 106.67 | 180,841.51 174. 265. 16 
Utah....... GR SURO E crcncntettinsace 26, 982, 00 
31,660.20 | Vermont. 211,068.00 | 179, 407.80 |oecceccceccneee one 
(i) Virginia. 729,071.02 | 442, 408.09 236, 662, 93 
i 7, 755. 33 4, 268. 16 3, 487,17 
! 


* Payments made on account 15 per cent. allowance for cost of assuming col- 


lection, namely : 





To California, September 10, 1884...............cc0vesceneseneressesesssserseese $31, 583. 26 
IIL, I csiaseretsccenantiidenisbevtitihansianqeibanabdssaneiembrasconens 10, 761.50 
To Nevada, September 3, 1984 .......ccccccoccersecee covers sscccesorssasveesssssees 688. 90 
Se Rs EROURINGN EOL, BIO wcccsrcccccerccerc cesses cosectncnsoccnsesescoooe rere 5, 271.10 
tIn on compromise. 
Tt Nebraska— 
Fe IR iacsns cectcnceceessceseenesnccoces eveese -vocccncccnesepenenminedineestses 4, 231. 60 
Amountallowed by First Comptroller, March 27, 1884, under act 
19, 312. 00 


2?New Mexico: Amount allowed by First Comptroller, March 27, 
1904, under act July 1, 1863........cccccrrescesccccsccesses-sccncstees-sccssssecssceseee 62, 648.00 
{Section L, joint resolution February 25, 1867, anthorized the Secretary of the 
Treasury to transfer $208,479.65 of the amount originally imposed on Virginia 
to the State of West Virginia, 
L, W. REID, Acting Register. 
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Exurpir A.—Statement of the condition of the direct-tax accounts of the 
8 veral States and Territories of the Union, ete.—Continued. 


| 





- | Balance 
15 per cent, ae — f Amount im-| Amount col-' Toot 
allowance, | State or Territory. posed, ete. | lected, ete, ar OA 

. 
*§27,172.72 | West Virginia................ $208,479.65 | $281, 306. 93 cocpeospeugiignveecee 
39, 346.43 | Wisconsin.............0--| 519,688.67 | 28, 098. 10 |tteeeeseneeenenensens 
2, 124, 874. 08 20, 000, 018.19 |15, 360, 49°, 48 | 
Total indebtedness of 
1 A 9G ciretetcntsenatsrdittentees nibs whibilanectain $2, 562, 401. 29 
Deduct balance due 
IUD sick ctlecctnsdndeces Tacenmattnccevnacausidiantadiaidten 8, 409. 43 
| Net indebtedness tothe | 
| United States........... ~emageraensenr crennooomnenen] 2, 553, 991. 86 





of the 


*Section 1,joint resolution Febraary 25,1867, authorized the Somutnny 
irginia 


Treasury to transfer $208,479.65 of the amount originally imposed on 


to the State of West Virginia. c 
L, W. REID, Acting Register, 


The column headed “‘15 per cent. allowance’’ shows the credit al- 
lowed States which assumed the payment of the tax for the expenses of 
collection. It will be seen that, ineluding this allowance, about $17,- 
500,000 have been paid and about $2,500,000 remain uncollected. 

‘he purpose of the bill on your table is to execute a release as to the 
tax uncollected, and to refund the tax which has been coilected to 
those who have paid it. Considered in that mere statement of the 
question, without regard to constitutional principles, as a mere isolated 
question, there is an appearance of equityin theclaim. But it is true 
in reference to all taxes that they are never wholly collected. If taxes 
are to be refunded on the ground that a part remains unpaid, then there 
is an end to all taxation, and I may say to all government. 

But neither justice nor right nor constitutional principles will per- 
mit the question of the repayment of this tax to be considered separate 
and apart from the repayment of other taxes which this Government 
has imposed and collected. One of the amendments which have been 
read proposes to amend this bill by restoring the taxes collected on 
cotton during and immediately after the war. It is to the considera- 
tion of the equities involved in this proposed amendment that I now 
desire to invite your attention. 

In 1862 the Congress of the United States imposed a tax of half a 
cent per pound on cotton. In 1864 it increased that tax to 2 cents per 
pound. In 1866 Congress passed a further act increasing the tax on 
cotton to 3 cents a pound, 

I now annex tables, taken from the report of the minority of the com- 
mittee, which will show the operation of these acts, where the tax was 
collected, the States which paid it, and the amounts paid; and from 
thcse it will appear, Mr. Chairman, that the great bulk of what was 
known as the cotton tax was paid under the last of these acts. 


EXHIBIT B.-—Table showing the total amount of cotton tax collected within 
























each State and Territory. 
| 
States Amount. | States. | Amount. 

| ; 

} ' 
natal iii isin od | $10, 388, 072.10 || Missouri... $592, 098. 36 
PGR iivees cicntitinsnniie ! , 555, 638.43 || New Jersey................ i 3, 656. 42 
Cass cvcnda Noctis } 430.04 || New York................ ad 867, 942. 68 
Connecticut..........0- seer 193.64 || North Carolina 1, 959, 704. 87 
UR se.ctttncsanasaneiees O18, 944.98 || Ohi0............cccccesseeesees 447, 127.12 
Georgia... "| 11,897,094.98 || Pennsylvania... 78, 535.06 
Illinois... ost 878, 144.42 || Rhode Island..... 2,421.73 
Indiana ... sees! 92,727.22 || South Carolina .. 4, 172, 420. 16 
I RAUNNNGE <0id stops tSconn esl 286.15 || Tennessee......... 7, 873, 460. 71 
Kentucky ...........c00-cc0s 553, 327.45 || Texas...........-ccccessocereess 5, 502, 401. 24 
Louisiana .......... esccoee] 10,008, G01.00 || Utaalr.........cccrccsccersessoeeeee 1,375. 34 
Maryland ....... 51, 49.52 || Virgimia.........c..0..000000 i 825, 856. 87 
Massachusetts... nial 66, 679. 30 |) —$_$_—____. 
Mississippi wf 8,742, 995, 93 Total cotton tax “| 68, 072, 388. 99 


Collections of duty on cotton for the years 1863 to 1868, both inclusive. 
(Taken from the books of the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. ] 


For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1863 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1864..... 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1865..... 
For the fiseal year ending June 30, 1866.... 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1867.... 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1868 





Making the aggregate sum Of.............000000 


The total amount collected was over $68,000,000, of which my own 
State paid nearly twelve millions, of which the South paid more than 
sixty-four millions, and of which more than forty-six millions was col- 
lected under the act of July 13, 1866. 

The land tax, Mr. Chairman, was a general tax, a legal tax, a con- 


stitutional tax. It was laid on all the States of the Union, and in pro- 
portion to the population of each State. It was laid in strict accord- 
ance with all the forms and rules prescribed by the Constitution. 
The tax on cotton was essentially a special tax. It was an illegal 
tax: it was an unconstitutional tax. Isay it was aspecial tax because, 


Mr. Chairman, while the land tax affected property generally through- 
out the whole Union, the other, the cotton tax, was one imposed upon 
a special product peculiar to a portionof the Union. In fact, the laws 
of climate interposed and confined its production to eleven States. It 
singled out a special agricultural product. With the excepiion of one 
other agricultural product, that of tobacco in its raw state, no other 
agricultural product was a subject of taxation. Wheat, corn, wool, 
rye, oats, hay, pease, beans, potatoes, products common to the whole 
country, were exempt. It was therefore special in its operation. It 
was a step backwards in the history of civilization. In all civilized 
nations, so far as I have been able to examine the question, the annual 
products of the soil have long since ceased to be the subject-matter of 
taxation. This tax act singled out this product. It was therefore 
special and partial in its character. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I say this cotton tax was to all intents and pur- 
poses, and in its effect, a special land tax also on the cotton lands of the 
South. It was a direct tax as that term was understood by the framers 
of the Constitution. It could not have been laid in any other manner 
than that prescribed by the Constitution for laying direct taxes. Let 
me say, sir, that when we approach the discussion of those clauses in 
the Constitution which bear on the subject of taxation, we should ap- 
proach the investigation of the proper construction to be placed upon 
them somewhat in that spirit of jealousy with which our fathers framed 
them. There was no subject upon which our fathers were so peculiarly 
and specially jealous as they were with regard to the powers which 
should be conferred By the Congress of the United States bearing 
on the subject of taxation. 

Why, sir, I have been forcibly reminded as I approach the investi- 
gation of this question with what Burke said in his great speech in re- 
gard to the character of the colonists made in the British Houce of 
Commons before the battle of Lexington. He called the attention of 
the House of Commons to the fact in the then pending struggle with 
America, that the colonists were descendants of Englishmen, that they 
had emigrated from England when the love of freedom was most pre- 
dominant in the character of Englishmen, that if they were devoted to 
liberty it was not to liberty in the abstract, but to liberty according 
to English ideas and on English principles. He said that in the his- 
tory of England in every struggle for freedom the contest, unlike the 
contests in the ancient commonwealths, had turned on the question of 
taxing. He told the House of Commons that the American c: lonie: 
had drawn in these ideas with their life-blood; and he told th«m fur- 
ther that however much liberty might be safe or might be endangered 
in aw other particulars, they would not be much pleaced nor 
alarmed. : 

But, he said, this love of liberty, as with you, is fixed and attached on 
this specific point of taxing. Here they felt its pulse, and as they 
found that beat they thought themselves sick or sound. Such was the 
character of our fathers, as described by no less a statesman than Ed- 
mund Burke, before they had been tried by the fires of the Revolution. 

Mr. Chairman, it is with the same spirit of jealousy that I would 
examine the clauses of the Constitution which confer the taxing power. 
These colonies had fought the whole power of Great Britain for seven 
long years without conferring any power of taxation whatever on the 
central government. 

When they came to frame the Constitution they gave to Congress, it 
is true, the power of taxation almost—I will notsay quite, because the 
Constitution forbids me to say so—almost unlimited as to subject-matter. 
The power of taxation was conferred in the first clause of the eighth 
section and first article of the Constitution, in these words: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 

The question has been raised as to whether the term ‘‘taxes’’ as here 
used includes all taxes of every possible conceivable kind, which can 
not be described as duties, imposts, excises, and export taxes, or whether 
under this term only direct taxes were intended. 

It is unnecessary at this time to discuss this question. For my part 
I doubt whether any tax can be laid which is neither a duty, nor an 
impost, nor an excise tax, nor a direct tax, nor an tax. The 
limitations expressed in the clause were, first, as to the purposes of taxa- 
tion. This provision limited the exercise of the power as to all the 
taxes, whether falling under the general term of taxes, or of duties, im- 
posts, and excises, to the three distinct purposes—of paying the debts, 
providing for the common defense, and generai welfare of the United 
States. The second limitation applied only to duties, imposts, and 
excises. Wherever any taxes were laid in any of these three forms, 
then it was provided that in the exercise of the power Congress should 
see that they should be uniform throughout the United States. s 

The convention further im a positive prohibition on the taxin 
power in these words: *‘ No tax norduty shall be laid on articles expo 
from any State.”” It was broad and¢omprehensive. It made no differ- 
ence whether it wasa tax ora duty. The prohibition applied positively 


to both. Neither should be laid on articles € | from any State. 
We come now to another haem pee This prohibition applied to the 
manner in which the tax should be laid. It is in these words: 


No capitation or other direct tax shall be laid, unless in proportion to the cen- 


sus or enumeration hereinbefore directed to be taken. 
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That census was provided to be taken in the third clause of the sec- 
ond section of the first article of the Constitution, in these words: 


Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several 
States which may be included within this Union according to their respective 
num! which shall be determined by adding to the whole number of free 


gemnene. mang Snege bound to service for a term ofyears, and excluding In- 
not taxed, fifths of all other persons. The actual enumeration shall 
made within three years after the first meeting of the Congress of the United 

and within every subsequent term of ten years in such manner as they 
shall by law direct. 

Here was a distinct manner, clearly pointed out, in which capitation 
or other direct taxes must be laid. They could not be laid in any other 
manner. There was no discretion whatever. The prohibition was 
—— that in this manner, and in this manner only, could they be 

aid. If laid in any other manner, the law would be clearly unconsti- 
tutional. 

This provision in the Constitution was the result of compromise. No 
other provision in the Constitution elicited so much contention. The 
Revolution had been fought on the idea that taxation should not exist 
without representation. This referred entirely to internal taxes—not 
to duties on imports. This clearly appears from the examination of 
Franklin before the Houseof Commons. (See Bigelow’s Franklin, vol- 
ume 1, page 477.) The success of the Revolution established the prin- 
ciple that taxation and representation should go together. 

This clause in the Constitution, that taxation should be in propor- 
tion to representation, was a coroilary from thisidea. The proposition 
as originally reported to the convention was that ‘‘taxation shall be 
in proportion to representation.’’ But this was seen to be inapplicable, 
and it was changed so as to read, ‘‘ that direct taxation ought to be pro- 
portioned to representation.’’ The restriction of the taxation which 
should be proportioned to representation to direct taxation shows how 
closely the ideas developed during the struggle with Great Britain were 
followed in framing the Constitution. They saw clearly that taxation 
generally could not be proportioned to population; but, unwilling to 
trust the subject to the discretion of Congress, they restricted the power 
of levying direct taxes to a certain invariable rule, which they re- 
garded as the best measure of wealth, and therefore provided that these 
taxes should always be in proportion to population as fixed by the cen- 
sus, and also provided, in estimating numbers, that five slaves should 
be counted as three white persons. 

This much of the history of the clause I have thought proper to in- 
troduce prefatory to the inquiry of what was understood by direct 
taxes. I will not inquire here what political economists understand 
by direct and indirect taxes. But what did the framers of the Consti- 
tution understand by direct taxes? 

The inquiry was made in the convention while this question was 
up for consideration as to what was understood by the term ‘‘ direct tax,’’ 
and we are told by Mr. Madison that no answer was given to the in- 
quiry. Weare told by Luther Martin, in the account he gave of the 
convention to the Maryland Legislature, that it was stated in the 
secret deliberations of the convention that the clause in reference to 
taxation, where used in connection with the words ‘‘ excise, imposts, and 
duties,’’ was meant to be understood asa direct tax; that all the other 
taxes, imposts, excises, and duties were to be uniform, and that all other 
taxes must necessarily be direct taxes, and consequently taxes accord- 
ing to the prescribed provisions of the Constitution, to be apportioned 
among the States according to population. 

What, then, were direct taxes? It has been generally assumed by 
all the commentators on the Constitution that direct taxes are to be 
limited to lands, and that the capitation tax applies to persons. Chief- 
Justice Marshall, in discussing the subject in the Virginia convention, 
described direct taxes as taxes on lands, slaves, stock, and a few other 
articles. It is to be presumed, as he was addressing a convention com- 
posed in large part of Virginia planters of that day, that in speaking 
of stock he meant the usual stock on and pertaining toa Virginia plan- 
tation. (Elliott’s Debates, volume 3, page 229.) 

Mr. Madison said: 

It is represented to be oppressive that the States who have slaves and make 
tobacco should pay taxes on these for Federal wants, when other States who 
have them not would escape. But does the Constitution on the table admit of 
this? On the contrary thereis a proportion to be laid on each State, according to 
its a. The most proper articles will be selectedin each State. If one 
arti in each State should be deficient, it will be laid on another article. Our 
State is secure on this foundation. Its proportion will be commensurate to its 
population, It is a constitutional scale which is an insuperable bar against dis- 
proportion, and ought to satisfy all reasonable minds.—Ellioti’s Debates, vol- 
ume 3, page 307. 

Now, the first case that came before the Supreme Court of the United 
States bearing on this subject was the celebrated case of Hylton vs. The 
United States, where the question before the court was simply whether 
or not a tax on carriages was a direct tax. But there fell from some of 
the judges certain opinions in the course of their remarks, from which 
we can gather, possibly, what was understood to be direct taxation by 
the framers of the Constitution. 

Justice Chase uses this language: 

Tam inclined to think, but of this I do not give a judicial opinion, that the 
direct taxes contemplated by the Constitution are only two, to wit, a capitation 
or poll —_, simply without regard to property, profession, or any other cireum- 


stance, and a tax on land. I doubt whether a tax, by general assessment of 


— property within the United States, is included within the term “ direct 


I turn, however, to Justice Patterson, who was one of the members 
of the convention which framed the Constitution, and one of the promi- 
nent and conspicuous members of it. He states: 


The Constitution declares that a capitation tax is a direct tax; and both in 
theory and practice a tax on land is deemed to be a direct tax. In this way the 
terms “ direct taxes” and “‘ capitation and other direct tax” are satisfied. It isnot 
necessary to determine whether a tax on the product of land be a direct or indi- 
recttax. Perhaps the immediate product of land, inits original and crude state, 
ought to be considered as the land itself ; it makes part of it, or else the provis- 
ion made against taxing exports would be easily eluded. Land independently 
of its produce is of no value. 


If we tax the value of land then we must have regard to its prod- 
ucts. 

Again he says: 

A sum is to be laid on the landed property in the State, but by whom and by 


whatrule? Shall every acre pay the same sum, without regard to its quality, 
value, situation, or productiveness? This would be manifestly unjust. 


Here we see again that in determining the tax on the land we must 
have regard to the products in estimating the value and determining 
a just basis of taxation. 

Now, let us look for a moment and see how those statesmen who came 
immediately after the Revolution framed the earliest direct-tax acts. 
The first direct-tax act was the act of 1798. That imposed a tax on the 
valuation of land and apportioned it among the States, and imposed a 
capitation tax on slaves. The act of 1813, 3 Statutes at Large, page 22, 
and the act of 1815, 3 Statutes, page 164, taxed land and slaves, and 
taxed them both as realty in connection with each other. They did not 
impose a capitation tax on the slaves. They imposed a tax on slaves 
and the Jand together. The language is that whenever a direct tax 
shall be laid the same shall be assessed and laid on the value of all lands, 
lots of ground, with their improvements, dwelling-houses, and slaves, 
which several articles, subject to taxation, shall be enumerated and 
valued by the respective assessors at the rate each of them is worth in 
money. They treated the labor as part of the realty. 

Now, I put the inquiry right here at this stage of the argument that 
if the labor which gave value to the land was to betaxed as part of the 
realty because it was part of the realty, how will you escape the con- 
clusion that the product, which is the joint fruit of that land and of 
that labor, both of which in law are realty, can be other than realty? 
The conclusion is irresistible. To deny it is to claim that the offspring 
is different in nature from its parentage. The argument is unanswer- 
able in the mere statement of it. It may be avoided, but itcan not be 
met. 

I wish now to invite attention to the views on these statutes ex- 
pressed by Chief-Justice Chase, a judge whom I regret was not upon the 
bench when the case was argued about the constitutionality of the cot- 
ton tax. Let us see what he suys in his comments—and I should have 
liked to have had on the bench at that time a man of his equipoise ot 
mind. 

In the case of Veasie Bank vs. Fenno, in 8 Wallace, where the 
question was whether ot not the tax of 10 per cent. on the amount of 
the notes of any State bank paid out is a direct tax, he enters into a 
discussion as to what is a direct tax. He says: 


We are obliged, therefore, to resort to historical evidence and ‘to seek the 
meaning of the words in the use and in the opinion of those whose relations 
to the Government and means of knowledge warranted them in speaking with 
authority. 

And, considered in this light, the meaning and application of the rule as to 
direct taxes appears to us quite clear, 

It is, as we think, distinctly shown in every act of Congress on the subject. 

In each of these acts a gross sum was laid upon the United States and the to- 
tal amount was apportioned to the several States according to their respective 
numbers of inhabitants as ascertained by the last preceding census. Having 
been apportioned, provision was made for the imposition of the tax upon the 
subjects specified in the act, fixing its total sum. 

In 1798, when the first direct tax was imposed, the total amount was fixed at 
$2,000,000; in 1813 the amount of the second direct tax was fixed at three mill- 
ions; in 1815 the amount of the third at six millions, and it was madean annual 
tax; in 1816 the provision making the tax annual was repealed by the repeal of 
the first section of the act of 1815, and the total amount was fixed for that year 
at $3,000,000. No other direct tax was imposed until 1861, when a direct tax of 
$20,000,000 was laid and made annual; but the provision making it annual was 
suspended, and no tax except that first laid was ever apportioned. In each in- 
stance the total sum was apportioned among the States by the constitutional 
rule, and was assessed at prescribed rates, on the subjects of the tax. These 
subjects, in 1798, 1813, 1815, 1816, were lands, improvements, dwelling-houses, and 
slaves; andin 1861 lands, improvements, and dwelling-houses only. Underthe 
act of 1798 slaves were assessed at 50 ceutson each; under the other acts, accord- 
ing to valuation by assessors. 

This review shows that personal property, contracts, occupations, and the like 
have never been regarded by Congress as proper subjects of direct tax. It has 
been supposed that slaves must be considered as an exception to this observa- 
tion. But the exception is rather apparent than real. As persons slaves were 
proper subjects of a capitation tax, which is described in the Constitution asa 
direct tax; as property they were, by the laws of some if not of most of the 
States, classed as real property, descendible to heirs. Under the first view they 
would be subject to the tax of 1798,as a capitation tax; under the latter they 
would be subject to the taxation of the other years as realty. That the latter 
view was that taken by the framers of the acts after 1798 becomes highly proba- 
ble when it is considered that in the States where slaves were held much of the 
value which would otherwise have attached to land passed into the slaves. If, 
indeed, the land only had been valued without the slaves, the iand would have 
been subject to much heavier proportional imposition in those States than in 
States where there were no slaves; for the proportion of tax imposed on each 
State was determined by population, without reference to the subjects on which 
it was to be assessed. 

The fact, then, that slaves were valued under the acts referred to,far from 
showing, as some have supposed, that Congress regarded personal property as 
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a proper subject of direct taxation under the Constitution, shows only that Con- 
gress, after 1798, regarded slaves for the purposes of taxation, as realty. 

It may be right!y affirmed, therefore, that in the practical construction of the 
Constitution by Congress, direct taxes have been limited to taxes on land and 
appurtenances and taxes on polls or capitation taxes. 

It will be seen that Judge Chase here includes as subject-matter ot 
direct taxation, not the land alone, but landand appurtenances. Now, 
if in the view of any opponent of this amendment annual cropsare not 
to be regarded as part of the land, it certainly can not be denied that 
nothing could be more appurtenant to land than the annual crops 
which spring from the soil. 

But if it is a correct proposition that the slave was to be considered 
as realty because he added to the value of the realty, and the tax was 
not upon the land, so many acres, but upon the value of the land, how 
are you to escape from the conclusion that a tax on products is a tax 
on land? Is the land of value without the products? Does not the 
product increase the value of the land? If you impose a tax on the 
land, you tax the products of the land. If you tax the product of the 
lands, you tax that which gives value to the land; you do in fact tax 
the value of the land. Having seen what were the views of the fram- 
ers of the Constitution, as expressed by some in the debates on the 
Constitution, as set forth in the opinions of eminent judges, as discov- 
erable from our early legislative history, let us see what were the pre- 
vailing opinions in England at or about the time of the formation of 
the Constitution. 

The opinions of our fathers on questions of taxation were unquestion- 
ably formed to a great extent on the history of and the then existing 
status of English taxation. 

I think the views which I have expressed are fully supported by refer- 
ence to English history. I have endeavored to give the subject close in- 
vestigation. I can nowhere find that agricultural products were taxed 
in England, with the single exception of tithes. lam strengthened in 
this belief trom the fact that one of the ablest Senators the Republican 
party ever gave to the American Senate announced the same conclu- 
sion in a speech made in the Senate in 1866. I refer to Hon. John B. 
Henderson, of Missouri. He quetes some authorities I have been un- 
able to procure, and I have been able to obtain access to some from 
which he does not quote. Theconclusions which he reached were that 
agricultural products were never assessed and placed in the tax-lists. 
They were taken into consideration as affecting the value of lands, 
those lands producing most being regarded as most valuable; but they 
were never rated and taxed in addition to the lands on which they 
grew. 

There is but one exception, that of hops, and this exception proves 
the rule. Blackstone gives a list of articles subject to excise duty in 
England in his time just prior to the American Revolution. ‘Theonly 
agricultural product named is hops. Senator Henderson gives as the 
reason for this exception: 

The cultivation ofthis article was regulated by law asthe cultivation of tobacco 
now isin France. The article was never exported, and could be, and was, pro- 
tected by a heavy importduty on the foreign article. There was not enough of 
the article produced for home consumption 

These reasons sufficiently explain why this article was excepted, and 
strengthens the correctness of the statement that agricultural products 
were not a separate subject-matter of taxation. 

The ancient taxes were the scutage, the hidage, and the tailage. 
These were succeeded by what were called subsidies, and these in turn 
by what were called periodical assessments. Senator Henderson quotes 
that subsidies was a money tax on persons, levied in proportion to their 
wealth, lands being valued according to their rental or productions, and 
taxed at four shillings per pound and goods at two shillings eight pence 

pound. 

Blackstone, published 1765, says, page 312: 

These periodical assessments, the subsidies which preceded them, and the 
more ancient scutage, hidage, and tailage were to all intents and purposes a 
land tax, and the assessments were sometimes expressly called so. 

The land-tax act, passed in the reign of William and Mary, 1692, 
took the place of these ancient taxes. 

Burns’s Justice, published 1769, volume 3, page 17, says: 

The land tax hath succeeded into the place of the ancient fifteenths and sub- 
sidies, and the land-tax acts are framed in many respects after the manner of 
the ancient subsidy acts. 

Macaulay says: 

The Commons resolved that a new and more accurate valuation of estates 
should be made over the whole nation, and that on the retital thus ascertained 
a pound rate should be paid tothe government. Such was the origin of the ex- 
isti ‘ land tax, The valuation ein 1692 has remained unaltered down to 
our time, 

Now, this was the land tax of England in force at the time of the 
commencement of the American Revolution, and at the time of the for- 
mation of our Constitution, Underthis law a very large variety of sub- 
jects were embraced. They include lands, tenements, manors, springs, 
tolls, tithes, annuities, and a great number of other specific matters. 
But agricultural products are not included. 

Adam Smith, in his Wealth of Nations, published 1776, Edinburgh 
edition of 1828, page 391, says: 

When, instead either of a certain portion of the produce of land, or of the 
price of a certain portion, a certain sum of money is to be paid in full compen- 


sation for all tax or tithe, the tax becomes in this case exactly of thesame nature 
‘with the land tax of Engiand. 


These views from law writers, historians, and political economists on 
the subject of taxation of lands or products are in entire consonance 
with the ancient common law of England. Let me add the authority 
of one other great name in support of the position that the products or 
profits of the land are onewiththe land. Says Lord Coke: 

If a man seised of lands in fee by his deed granteth to another the profit of 
those lands, to have and to hold to him and his heires, and maketh livery secun- 
dum formam chart, the whole land itselfe doth passe; for what is the land but 
the profits thereof? For thereby vesture, herbage, trees, mines, and all what- 
soever parcel! of that land doth passe. (Coke on Littleton, L. 1, C. 1, section 1; 
Fee-simple, 4b.) 

Now, it was from such sources that our fathers must have derived 
their opinions on the subject of land taxation. With tliem lands and 
the profits of land were one and the same. They did not know of agri- 
cultural products as a subject-matter of taxation independent of the 
land itself. They merely regarded products as imparting additional 
value to the land and the value of the land as the subject-matter of 
taxation. 

A few words on tithes and I dismiss this branch of the subject. Tithes 
under the old Hebrew law show that in their origin and in practice they 
were a tax on land. ‘The tithes were the tenth part of the annual prod- 
ucts, taken from the lands of the other tribes and contributed to the 
Levites. No land was assigned to the Levites in the general distriba- 
tion; but in lieu of land—and in payment of their duties connected with 
the priesthood—tithes, made a burden on the rest of the land, were as- 
signed to them. This was their share in the land, and had they been 
paid in money instead of kind they would have been, in the 
of Adam Smith, of exactly the same nature as the land tax of England. 

Let us now return and examine more specifically the cotton-tax act 
of 1866. ‘The act was approved July 13, 1866. It imposed no tax on 
any cotton produced prior to that time. It imposed no tax on any 
cotton on which any tax had been levied, paid, or collected. But there 
had been a tax, either levied, paid, or collected under prior acts, onall 
cotton produced in the United States, of crops prior to the crop of 1866. 
All the cotton of previous crops was then specially excepted from the 
operations of this act of July 13, 1866. The act then provided that on 
and after the Ist day of August, 1866, there should be paid by the pro- 
ducer, owner, or holder a tax of 3 cents per pound. The language, “‘3 
cents per pound,’’and the subsequent provisions in reference to the 
weight of the cotton, are mere rules for measuring or fixing the amount 
of the tax. 

It was provided further that this tax should be and remain a lien 
thereon in the possession of any person whomsoever from the time this 
law took effect (that is, from the Ist day of August, 1866), or such 
cotton was prodyced as aforesaid, until the same should have been paid. 
Here is a aay declaration of the statute that this tax should be a 
lien from the Ist day of August, 1866, although the amount was to be 
subsequently ascertained. 

The tax was actually laid on cotton on and after the ist day of Au- 
gus!, 1866; that is, when the cotton was in the field growing. That 
was the time when this tax was laid on the cotton. It was further 
provided by the fifth section of the act that this crop of 1866 was not 
to be removed from and after the Ist of September, 1866, from the 
place where it was produced without the paymentofthetax. It was not 
@ tax that was appurtenant; it was a tax upon part and parcel of the 
land. Would you tax potatoes when they were in the soil, embedded 
in the earth, and then say that it was not atax upon the land? Would 
you tax trees which grow upon the land, forming a part and pareel of 
the soil, and say that that was not a tax upon the land? Will you tax 
wheat er cotton growing in the field, part and parcel of the soil itself, 
and say that that is not a tax upon the land? 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that I have made good the position 
that this, being a tax imposed on the cotton while it was still growing, 
was in fact a tax upon the land itself. ee Oe ee 
hibition in the Constitution of the United tes against laying any 
tax upon land, and you had imposed a tax on the products which 
grow upon that land, would you not be taxing the value of the land ? 
How do you escape the conclusion that a tax on the products which 
impart value to the land is a tax on the value of the land? 

Mr. CASWELL. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. BARNES. Yes, sir; and I will try to answer it. 

Mr. CASWELL. Can you draw a distinction between a tax upon 
cotton and a tax upon tobacco? 

Mr. BARNES. None whatever; and I do not propose to make a dis- 
tinction so far as the raw, unmanufactured tobacco is concerned—the 
tobacco in its crude state. I say such a tax would be illegal and un- 
constitutional. 

I do not believe it was ever contemplated to tax the annual products 
of land in this country, except as a land tax. That was the position 
of Senator Henderson, as I understand, when he argued the constitu- 
tionality of this measure; and no attempt was made to answer him in 
the American Senate. I again say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. CASWELL] that there is no distinction; the two classes of tax 
when the taxes are laid on raw products are the same in reason and on 

nciple. 
eae. bear in mind, is not a tax on land; it is a tax on the value 
of land; the product is a partand parcel of that value. When this tax 
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was laid on cotton growing in the fields, it was just the same asif a 
tax had been laid on wheat in the fields. So far as I have been able to 
find, there is no civilized country where a tax is laid on annual prod- 
ucts; and in speaking to-day in the interest of the cotton planter I am 
speaking equally in the interest of the grower of wheat, of potatoes, of 
Indian corn, or any other product. 
To tax the value of the land, and then impose another tax on the 
uct which gives it its value, is to impose an additional tax on the 
There is no telling but that in the course of time, when some 
other chapter of history may arise, if this tax is to be held a legal and con- 
stitutional tax, there may be, by some combination of interests on this 
floor or in the other Chamber, a tax proposed on wheat or Indian corn. 
If so, and I should be here then, I would stand then, as I stand now, 
ready to oppose such a tax on the annual products of land as vicious, 
illegal, and unconstitutional. 

Mr. Chairman, I humbly conceive that I have shown that a tax on 
the annual products of land is a tax on the land itself. I think I have 
shown that the statesmen who framed the Constitution so regarded it. 
I think I have shown that it was so regarded by some of our earliest 
and by one of the most eminent of our later judges. I think that it 
has been so treated in the early legislation of the country. I think that 
it has been so regarded in English legislative history. I think I have 
shown that the most eminent political economists have regarded taxeson 
annual products as of the same nature as the tax on land, and I think, 
Mr. Chairman, I have established that the act of 1866 in its imposition 
of the tax on cotton has laid the tax while the cotton was part and 
parcel of the land. The conclusion is inevitable that the tax on cot- 
ton was a tax on the value of the land. Ifso, it was adirect tax. As 
@ direct tax it could not be laid unless in proportion to the census which 
the Constitution provided should be taken. It was not so laid, and 
not being so laid, I am authorized in pronouncing it an illegal and un- 
constitutional tax. In the view which I take of this question, I might 
here, Mr. Chairman, dismiss the subject from all further consideration.* 

But there are those who insist that this was a duty imposed on the 
cotton. Ifso, Mr. Chairman, it was not sucha uniform duty as was 
required by that clause of the Constitution which prescribes that all 
duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. A uniform duty could have been laid on wheat, tobacco, or 
corn, because they could at least have been grown throughout the 
United States. But it was impossible to single out an article which 
under the laws of climate could only grow in a certain section and im- 
pose a peculiar burden of taxation on that article, and then claim that 
the tax was aniform throughout the United States. In the case of 
Gilman vs. The City of Sheboygan (2 Black, 510) the Supreme Court 
of the United States quote with approbation the following language 
used by the supreme court of Ohio in the case of The Exchange Bank 
of Columbus vs. Hines (3 O. S. Rep., 1), wherein that court says: 


Taxing is required to be a uniform rule, that is, by one and the same un- 
varying standard, Taxing by a uniform rule requires uniformity not only in 
the rate of taxation but uniformity in the mode of assessment upon the 
taxable vaiuatien. Uniformity in taxing implies equality in the burden of 
taxation, and this equality of burden can not exist without uniformity in the 
mode of assessment as well as the rate of taxation. But this is not all. The 
uniformity must be coextensive with the territory to which it applies. If a 
State, it must be uniform all over the State. 1fa county or city tax, it must be 
uniform throughout the extent of the territory to which it is applicable. But 
the uniformity in the rule required by the Constitution does not stop here. It 
must extend toall property su totaxation, sothatall property may be taxed 
alike, equally, which is taxing by a uniform rule. 


Now, can it be said that a tax imposed on a single agricultural prod- 
uct, which under the laws of climate could not possibly be produced 
outside of a given number of States, when all other agricultural prod- 
ucts, with but one exception, and which could be produced anywhere 
throughcut the Union, wereexempt, is a uniform tax, a uniform duty as 
contemplated by the Constitution? Is this an imposition of the burdens 
of taxation equally throughout the country? Is this the spirit of equal- 
ity which this clause of the Constitution was intended to subserve ? 

But there is still another provision of the Constitution under which 
this cotton tax is unconstitutional. I refer to the clause prohibiting 
the imposition of any tax on exports. The language of the clause is: 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 

As I have elsewhere said, it made no difference whether it was a tax 
oraduty. The prohibition applied positively to both. Neither should 
be laid on articles exported from any State. 

House was strictly on legal and constitutional 


*The argument made in the 
grounds. I[ now add here ions of aoipeinelicate, showing the vicious- 
ness of taxing annual crops wee aloamts effect of tithe laws. eCulloh on Taxation, 
pose 178, says: “*Tithes ly operate as a premium on idleness, and as a 
vy and constantly increasing tax on industry. They obstruct the progress 
ape a eRe ete gee at 
exertion, 

Siete eae Senet naa 
.” save . alwaysa great d ent, both 
to in Reasetemaeteal dentietie and the cultivation of the er. The 
one can not venture to make the most important, which are generally the most 
expensive improvements, nor the other to rear the most valuable, which are 
, too, the most expensive crops, when the church, which lays out no 

part of the expense, is to share so largely in the profit,”’ 
Dr. Paley, volume 2, 105, edition of 1819,says: “Of all institutions ad- 
verse to cultivation and mprovement, none is so noxious as that of tithes. 
are a tax not only upon industry, but upon that ind which feeds 
ket. upon that species of exertion which it is the object of all wise laws 

cherish and promote.” 


If there isany one article of American produce which is specially and 
pre-eminently an article of exportitis the article ofraw, unmanufactured 
cotton. From four-fifths to five-sixths of American cotton goes abroad. 
Its price is regulated at Liverpool, in a foreign market. Early afterthe 
close of the war it cameintocompetition then with the untaxed raw prod- 
uct of India and other countries, where its production had been greatly 
stimulated during the war. The tax paid by the planter here was not 
paid back in any price increased to that extent, for the price which 
ruled in Liverpool controlled the price here, and Liverpool was beyond 
the jurisdiction of your tax. Had you repealed the cotton tax at the 
time it would not have reduced the price in Liverpool. The tax paid 
by the planter was so much taken out of his profits, for which he was 
never reimbursed. 

The planter’s cotton was an article of export; it was raised for ex- 
port; it was intended for export; it wasin fact exported. Congress by 
this act imposed a tax on it, which the Constitution in positive terms 
prohibited. There was a reason xor this prohibition on Congress. It 
was intended to prevent Congress from favoring the articles of pro- 
duction in one section rather than another. Ina very able speeck on 
this question, made in this House in 1887, Mr. McRa& quoted from 
Mr. Ellsworth on this subject in the debates in the convention. I beg 
to reproduce that quotation here: 

There are solid reasons against Congress taxing exports. First, it will dis- 
were industry, as taxes on imports Tiscopnens uxury. Secondly, the prod- 
uce of different States is such as to prevent uniformity in such taxes. Thoro 
are indeed but a few articles that could be taxed atall, as tobacco, rice, and in- 
digo, and a tax on them alone would be partialand unjust. Thirdly, tho taxing 
of exports would engender incurable jealousies. 

Judge Story, in hisCommentaries on the Constitution, says the ob- 
ject of thisclause was to prevent any possibility of applying the power 
to lay taxes or regulate commerce injuriously to the interests of any 
State soas tofavor oraid another. If Congress were to lay a duty on 
exports from any State it might unreasonably injure or even destroy 
the staple productions or common articles of that State. (Story’s 
Commentaries, section 1014.) 

But the Congress of the United States found it possible to impose 
the onerous duty of 3 cents per pound on this article of export. If it 
could do this, and thus unreasonably injure this product, it could do 
more, and utterly destroy the cotton interests of the South. 

But Congress was determined that by no possibility whatever should 
this cotton be exported without paying an export duty. 

Section 5 of the act of 1866 reads: 

And be it further enacted, That it shall be unlawful from and after the ist day 
of September, 1866, for the owner, master, supereargo, agent, or other person 
having charge of any vessel, or for any railroad company, or other transporta- 
tion company, or for any common carrier, or other person to convey, or at- 
tempt to convey, or transport any cotton, the growth or produce of the United 
States, from any point in the district in which it shall have been produced, un- 
less each bale or package thereof shall have attached to or accompanying it 
the proper marks or evidence of the payment of the revenue tax, etc. 

Now, this cotton, five-sixths of which was not only intended to be, 
but was actually, exported from the country, could not be mcved either 
by the owner, the common carrier, or any other person, unless this li- 
cense fee was paid. Why, sir, Chief-Justice Marshall, in the case of 
Brown vs. Maryland, said that the license fee required by the State of 
Maryland from any man attempting to sell an article of import was a 
violation of that clause of the Constitution of the United States which 
prohibited a State from imposing a tax on imports, Here is a consti- 
tutional provisien prohibiting Congress from imposing any export duty; 
yet this law undertakes to provide that you shall not move this cotton 
to the port for export until this license fee bas been paid. 

There is no escape from the conclusion that this was a tax on exports. 
You can not vary the form and change the substance. The prohibition 
is general; itis intended to prohibit any interference with any article 
of export from any State. You can not, to paraphrase the language of 
Chief-Justice Marshall in Brown vs. Maryland, treat the prohibition, 
which is general, asif it were confined to a particular mode of doing the 
forbidden thing. 

But I must do the Congress which passed the act the justice to say 
that they clearly intended to be understood as imposing this tax on an 
article which they knew would be exported. Knowing from the past 
history that four-fifths or five-sixths of the cotton raised in the United 
States would be exported in a raw, unmanufactured condition, they 
nevertheless provided in the first section of the act of 1866, that no 
drawback shall in any case be allowed on raw or unmanufactured cot- 
ton of any tax paid thereon, when exported in the raw or unmannfact- 
ured condition. 

They weredetermined there should be nomistakeaboutit. Thisraw, 
unmanufactured cotton should not be exported without paying duty. 
Thereare many articles raised or manufactured in the United States,some 
of which are disposed of here, and others exported abroad. It would 
have been an easy matter to have devised some legis!ative plan by which 
cotton exported abroad should have been relieved from the payment of 
this duty or tax. In the case of manufactured tobacco stamps were 
devised as a means of separating and identifying the tobacco intended 
for export from that which was to be sold in the home market, and 
relieving it from the tax imposed by the internal-revenue act. (See 
92 United States, page 375.) 

There was but one way to have avoided the constitutional prohibie 
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tion against the taxation of exports. That was to have provided for 
the paymentin the form of a drawback to the producer or owner of the 
amount which he might have paid on the cotton whenever the cotton 
was exported. As this was not done it is manifest that it was the 
clear intention of Congress to impose a duty on exports. Such a duty 
so imposed, it is needless to say, was illegal and unconstitutional. 

Mr. Chairman, I fear I have detained this committee too long, but I 
have not detained you one moment longer than the importance of the 
subject demands. I make no plea on account of the impoverished 
condition of our people. I say that the Government has collected money 
under the form of taxes from the cotton States of the South, under acts 
which I believe I have demonstrated to be partial, special, illegal, and 
unconstitutional. If this be true, then the money paid has been un- 
justly exacted and most wrongfully collected. It has been exacted and 
has been collected in violation of the compromises in the Constitution 
which your fathers and mine made in convention assembled. Wrong- 
fully collected, every principle of justice, of law, and the Constitution 
requires its return. 

Mr. Chairman, an impression is abroad that the Supreme Court of 
the United States has pronounced an opinion on the constitutionality 
of the cotton tax. This is a mistake. There was a case before the 
court, argued in an early year after the war, in which the question of 
the constitutionality of the cotton tax was raised. There were but 
eight judges on the bench. They were equally divided on the ques- 
tion, and therefore no decision was made. The act imposing the tax 
has long since been repealed, and there is therefore now no way in 
which a case can be made, taken to the Supreme Court, and a decis- 
ion be obtained on the constitutionality of this question. 

The act imposing this tax was passed amid the passions engendered by 
fratricidal strife. Its constitutionality was argued before the Supreme 
Court without a single representative at the time from the section most 
deeply interested on the bench. Judges are but men. The heat aris- 
ing from the flames of civil war could still be felt. Yet when the case 
was argued there were four of the eight judges to decide that 
this cotton tax was an ill and unconstitutional tax. If my argu- 
ment has failed to establish the correctness of the same proposition, 
these circumstances can not fail to bring into your minds a deep con- 
viction that this cotton tax was of most doubtful constitutionality. 1 
cease to argue the question. I put to you the inquiry, will you restore 
a tax the legality and constitutionality of which is unquestioned and 
refuse at the same time the restoration of another tax which the Su- 
preme Court of the land under such circumstances was unable to de- 
cide was unconstitutional ? 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to have the amendment which I send up to the 
Clerk’s desk read and printed in the Recorp, and to be considered at 
the proper time. 

Mr. ENLog’s amendment was read, as follows: 

Src. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to credit and pay to each State a sum equal to the amounts col- 
lected therein, respectively, as a tax or duty on raw cotton under the provisions 
of the act approved July i, 1862, and the supplemental and amendatory acts 
thereto, which sums when sc credited and paid shall be accepted and held by 
such States to be refunded and distributed to the parties who produced the cot- 
ton and actually paid said tax, through hesmey of such legal tribunals as the 

islatures of the several States may lish or empower; and it shall be 
held sufficient proof to entitle the claimant to recover for him to show by com- 
tent and sufficient testimony that he raised the amount of cotton upon which 
e claims to have paid taxes, and that he, through himselfor others, paid taxes 
upon said amount to the Government in any year between the F ae -ay 1863 and 
1868, inelusive. Claimants shali have three years within which to file their 
claims after the several islatures shall have established competent tribunals 
or clothed existing tribu with power to take jurisdiction and toadjudicate 
their claims; and al! claims not filed within three years be forever barred. 
Any portion of the money that ma n in the hands of any of the States 
after all established claims i be turned over to the custodians of the 
commoen-school fund of the several States, and be constituted a part of said 
fund, to be used as other school funds of the States are used. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery in the chair). The Chair under- 
stands the request of the gentleman from Tennessee to be that his 
amendment shall be printed in the REcoRD and be considered as pend- 


ing. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I understood the gentleman from Tennessee 
merely to ask that his amendment be printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairunderstood the gentleman to ask that 
his amendment be considered as pending. 

Mr. ENLOE. My object merely is to get myamendment printed in 
the RECORD, so riembers may address themselves to it during the de- 
bate, and to have an opportunity to speak on it on Tuesday. 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not object to the printing of the amendment 
in the Recorn, but I do object to its being considered as pending. 

Mr. ENLOE. All I wish is that it shall be printed in the Recorp, 
to be considered if other amendments are to be offered. 

Mr. CASWELL. We do not object to printing the amendment in 
the REcorD. 

Mr. ENLOE. I ask for nothing more. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. KERR. Mr, Chairman, I desire to be heard fora few moments 
in regard to the question of refunding the cotton tax, and to put on 
record my opposition to the claim for the refunding of that tax. The 
main objection I see to it is this: That while the tax might have been 





paid by the producers of cotton at the time, it is also a fact that they 
received much larger prices for their cotton, and the consumers of the 
cotton paid that much more for it. In fact, the price of cotton was 
enhanced so that the producers were really benefited and gained an 
advantage during all of the years that the tax was levied. They re- 
ceived more, over and above the tax en the cotton, during the years 
that this tax prevailed, than they bave ever received since, and if 
anybody suffered from the tax it was the consumers of the cotton 
product, and not the producers of cotton in the Southern States. So 
that, Mr. Chairman, even if there was an evasion or violation of the 
Constitution in levying the tax, as has been claimed by the gentleman 
from Georgia, the remedy that ought now to be applied should be appli- 
cable to the consumers of the product, and not to the men who raised 
it. So that to remedy the wrong is now impossible. I know some of 
our friends on the other side would say that this argument militates 
somewhat against the views and theories of some Republicans that the 
tariff is not a tax. But the tariff is levied upon an entirely different 
basis, and the same rules that are applicable to that would not appl 
to the cotton tax, which was necessarily a tax upon consumers, for ail 
cotton had to pay the tax. 

In regard to the refunding of the direct tax, as proposed by this bill, 
I confess that I seriously question the policy of doing so. I donot like 
the policy of the Government levying a tax of twenty millions of dol- 
jars and paying 15 per cent. for collecting it, and then going to work 
after the money has been expended in collecting it and paying it all 
back. I think, as a rule, it would be a decidedly bad policy, and I 
confess I have great hesitation in voting for this bill, but shall do so 
in obedience to the very general desire of my constituents. I am also 
afraid that should it be refunded it will be a source of great annoyance 
to future Legislatures of my State, for the people who paid the tax will 
be inclined to regard the State as their trustee, and will want the money 
paid them in person. I make this statement, Mr. Chairman, in order 
that I shall be perfectly understood in the vote I shalf cast upon this 


uestion. 

Mr. BLAND. It is one of the instances in which the consumer pays 
the tax, is it? 

Mr. KERR. Yes; the cotton tax was. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise only to submit a few re- 
marks, for I do not expect to enter into a discussion of all the propo- 
sitions which were so eloquently and forcibly laid down by my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], who, whether he has a good or a bad 
cause, always argues it so well that every one who listens to him can 
not fail to be thoroughly entertained, and who never fails to give us a 
great amount of valuable information andthe best kind of logic, no 
matter how hard a road he has to travel so far as the merits of his case 
are concerned. 

I shall confine myself to a single remark, for there is but one thing 
that I wish to say in this connection, and that is, that there is no com- 
parison whatever between the cotton tax and the tax which we pro- 
pose to refund by this bill. The cotton tax was levied, and all who 
produced the cotton paid the tax. There is no complaint here that 
anybody held back and did not pay his share of the tax. It was uni- 
formly collected. is nobody in default about it. If the cotton 
tax fell upon one section of the country rather than upon another sec- 
tion, it was simply because the cotton was produced in one section and 
could not be in another. 

Mr. BARNES. That is the reason it was levied. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And the same reason would apply to the tobacco 
tax. One section of the country produces that, and the other sections 
do not, or to a very limited extent. Is that any reason for refunding 
that tax? You might the doctrine of my friend to the entire 
internal-revenue tax. e the tax upon whisky, for instance. My 
State is not taxed. Why? Because it produces no whisky. The tax 
upon beer does not apply to the State of Maine, because we produce 
none, Certain sections of the country produce it; they pay the tax 
upon it; it happens that it falls upon certain localities, but is thet any 
reason for refunding the tax ? 

But, Mr. the bill under consideration has a very much 
wider and broader sco This tax was laid upon all the States of the 
Union. It was levied for the purpose of ee the great expendi- 
tures of money at that time rendered necessary by the existing civil 
war between the States; and a part of the States obeyed the law and 
paid the tax. To use a common phrase, they put their portions into 
the pot. Another part of the States paid either none of the tax or only 
a portion of it. This tax was made to bear equally upon all of the 
States. Now it seems to me to be a proposition as clear as. the light of 
day, and one which can not be evaded by any constitutional discussion, 
or by anything else, that either one of two things should occur—either 
the which failed to pay the whole of the tax, failed to come u 
to the requirements of the law, failed to put their portion in, and fail 
to pay their share of the tax, should now come up and pay it in full, 
or else that the States that did pay the tax should have it refunded to 
them 


The position of my friend from Alabama [Mr. OarEs] is this—and I 
have great regard for him, but it amounts simply to this—that while 
he would not have his State come up and pay its portion of the tax, at 
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the same time he would be willing to have it reap its portion of the 


fruits derived from those who did pay the tax. 
That is what there is of the question. : 
when my friend comes and introduces, as an amendment, a provision 


to pay the cotton tax back, somebody else will propose to pay the whisky 


tax, and somebody else will want to pay the tobacco tax. That will 


involve the whole matter, and it is simply to escape from a plain, square 


meeting of the question whether those who failed to pay shall come up 
and pay their portion, or else those who did pay shall have their por- 


tion paid back; and that he who did not pay shall not himself partake 


of the value of that which was paid by others. It is simply a proposi- 
tion as to whether justice or injustice shall be done. 
Mr. OATES. Defeat the bill and pay none. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, we will not defeat the bill; we will pass the 


bill if we get votes enough. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, there are a greater number of gentle- 
men opposed to this bill ready to speak than there are of those who 


favor it. It occurs to me that it would not be quite fair for the oppo- 


nents of the bill to go on and speak to-day and consume their half of 


the time, and the advocates of the bill to have all day Tuesday to re- 


ply. I suggest, then, in fairness, that the time be equally divided each 
If the advocates of the bill do not want to consume any time to- 


day. 


day, why those who are ready to speak in opposition can go on now. 


All I want about it is perfect fairness, and I presumo my friend from 


Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] does not want any more than that. 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not think there will be any trouble about it. 

Mr. OATES. I simply want to call the attention of the House to 
that. 

Mr. CASWELL. I see no objection to the suggestion. 

Mr. OATES. I ask, by unanimous consent, that that be the agree- 
ment; that the time be equally divided each day between those who 
desire to udvocate the bill and those who are opposed to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
way, according to custom. 

Mr. OATES. According to custom, I believe the time is to be equally 
divided. I only ask that it be equally divided each day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to do so. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman from Alabama approve of 


a motion that the committee rise now for the balance of this day? 

Mr. OATES. Oh, no: There are others ready to address the com- 
mittee. You see the order of the House limits this discussion to acer- 
tain length of time, and there are a greater number of opponents of the 
bill who wish to speak than there areof the advocates. Thatis certainly 
the case to-day. Butthe opponentsof the bill do not want to consume 
this entire day, and the advocates of it all day Tuesday. ‘That is not 
fai 


r. 

Mr. CASWELL, I think there is no objection to the understanding 
that the time shali be equally divided each day, and if other gentle- 
men prepared to speak can go on, they can doso this afternoon. If not, 
those on this side can goon. We will have no trouble about that. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consid- 
eration proposes to credit and pay back to the several States and Ter- 
ritories all sums of money collected under the direct tax levied by act 
of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

The large sum of money carried by this bill, as well as the grave 
constitutional question involved, are sufficient reasons why this meas- 
ure should receive careful consideration by every member upon this 
floor. The bill provides that the General Government pay to the sev- 
eral States and Territories certain sums of money. This language 
would seem to imply that the relation of debtor and creditor exists. 

If the tax collected under the act of 1861 was constitutional and le- 
gal, those who paid it, whether as States or individuals, have no valid 
claim against the General Government, and the General Government is 
under no legal obligation to the States or Territories on account of the 
imposition and collection of said tax. What court or constitutional 
lawyer has ever doubted the constitutionality of the tax act of 1861? 
I know of none. It must, therefore, follow that the language of the 
bill is illogical, and by implication seeks to declare a legal right which 
does not exist. If the General Government does not owe, and if the 
States and Territories, as well as individuals, have no right to demand 
this sum of money, then it must follow that this is an effort by the Gen- 
eral Government to donate to the States and Territories more than 
$17,000,000. We learn from the sayings and conduct of those who es- 
tablished the General Government and who framed the Federal Con- 
stitution that the States delegated certain powers to the General Gov- 
ernment, which are enumerated in the Federal Constitution, and we 
maintain that among all the grants of power, as well as the objects 
contemplated by them, no authority can be found in the Constitution 
for such legislation as is proposed by this bill. 

In the debates which were had at the time the Constitution was 
adopted it will appear that for a time it was contended that no power 
should be conferred upon the General Government to levy and collect 
taxes, but that the same should be reserved to the States, and many 
contended that this was the most dangerous of all powers; that the 
purse and sword would go together, and that this would enable the rich 
and strong to grow richer and do this by oppressing the poor. Were the 


That is all there is in it, and 


The Chair will endeavor to arrange it in that 

















words then spoken prophetic? If we are to engage in such legislation 
as this, what is it we can not claim to do under the Constitution ? 

Our Federal compact has stood the test of an hundred years. It is 
‘hoary with age and venerable with wisdom.’’ It has laid the foun- 
dation upon which has been erected the grandest republic known among 
all the civilized nations of the earth. Shall we now ruthlessly disre- 
gard its sacred limitations? I most solemnly protest. While it may 
suit the convenienceof some or subserve the partisan purposes of others 
to pass this bill, I trust that a majority of the members upon this floor, 
inspired by feelings of patriotism, will rise above party and with a 
fixed purpose for the maintenance of constitutional right vote against 
this measure. 

Our friends on the other side of the Chamber contend that, as only 
part of the tax imposed by the act of 1861 was collected, they are now, 
after a quarter of a century has elapsed, justified in taking a sum of 
money from the Treasury of the United States and paying it over to 
the States or individuals from whom taxes were collected in 1861. 
There is no force whatever in this argument. If a State or munici- 
pality imposes and collects a tax for a legitimate purpose, and by omis- 
sion or other cause fails to collect from some person subject to taxation, 
will it be contended that such omission to enforce a law will justify a 
State or municipality in paying a sum of money to those from whom 
taxes were legally collected? And in this connection let it be borne 
in mind, if we have the power to take seventeen millions of money 
from the Treasury and pay it out under this bill, it must necessarily 
follow that we have the power to levy a new tax in order to raise 
money to meet the necessities created by this bill. And who would 
for a moment contend that we have such authority? If the friends of 
this measure contend that this bill should be enacted into law because 
it tends to equalize burdens heretofore imposed by the Government, 
then it would logically follow that all taxes heretofore assessed or im- 
posed which were excessive or burdensome should be returned. 

And if we are to enter upon this class of legislation, why not com- 
mence with the tax act of 1789, or with the expenses incurred by the 
war of 1812, and especially give attention to the discriminations made 
by the bank deposit of 1835, when it is well known that the amounts 
received by some of the States have never been returned, and I call at- 
tention to a notable case, that of the cotton tax of 1866. A more in- 
vidious and oppressive tax than this was never imposed by the des- 
potic governments of the Old World. 

This tax, I fear, was imposed in a spirit of oppression; and, in many 
cases, collected in a spirit of mendacity. I think this statement en- 
tirely justifiable when we remember what was the true condition of 
the country when this tax law was enforced. The South had emerged 
from one of the most sanguinary struggles known in all history. The 
face of the land was scarred with new-made graves; the curling smoke 
of the invaders’ torch had scarcely been dissipated; the widow’s wail 
and orphan’s cry were heard upon every hill-top and in every vale; want 
and desolation were seen and felt on every hand; the Federal Govern- 
ment, dominated by the Republican party, imposed a tax upon one 
Southern product and from it collected into the Treasury about $68,- 
000,000. 

By the common consent of mankind I am sure this is regarded as 
one of the most oppressive and iniquitous taxesever imposed. Itscon- 
stitutionality was called in question, and when the question was pre- 
sented to a Republican Supreme Court, consisting of eight members, 
they were equally divided inopinion. Thistax law was so odious that 
by the forceof public opinion it was soqn swept from the statute-books; 
and notwithstanding all this when appeals have been made to a Repub- 
lican Congress to have this money thus collected returned to its right- 
fal owners all such appeals, if not spurned, have been treated with 
indifference. A Republican Congress has ever failed to see that equal- 
ization was needed here. 

My friend from Alabama, Colonel OATEs, has given notice that he 
will offer an amendment to the bill under consideration directing that 
this cotton tax be returned to those who paid it, and I shall watch with 
deepest solicitude the conduct and votes of the friends of this direct- 
tax bill when they come to vote on this amendment. Will not those 
who vote in favor of this tax bill be committed toaline of policy which 
will impel them to vote for this amendment, and if they should vote 
against the amendment will not their conduct be not only inconsistent 
but stultify every sense of propriety ? 

Gentlemen, in the name and in the behalf of the almost impoverished 
farmers of the Southland from whom you collected this tax, I appeal to 
your sense of justice and right and demand that this ill-gotten money be 
returned. If you can rise above party and return this cotton tax, then 
shall we have convincing proof that the passions of 1861~’65 have well- 
nigh died out, and that it is your desire that a spirit of fraternity and 
good-will shall dwell within all our borders. Much more might be 
said with reference to this cotton tax, but my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. BARNES] has made an argument touching this matter which is 
unanswered and in my opinion unanswerable. I therefore beg te call 
attention to additional reasons why the bill under consideration should 
not become a law. 

The late war has cost more than $6,000,000,000; the burdens which 
it imposed were necessarily unequal. Willthe precedent created by the 
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passage of this bill be urged hereafter as a reason why we should un- 
dertake to equalize the expenses incurred by the late war? Who can 
tell ? 

Not many years ago the Congress of the United States passed an in- 
come-tax law, and under its provisions many thousands of dollars were 
collected, and mostly from one portion of the country; and how long 
will it be before those who paid that tax (encouraged by the passage 
of this bill) will be making appeals to Congress to have the income-tax 
returned? Standing here to-day I would sound this note of warning: 
Let the friends of this measure stop and think how dangerous must be 
the consequences which must necessarily follow the adoption of this 
measure, 

Aside from the insurmountable constitutional objections to this bill, 
it contains provisions which will necessarily lead to inevitable confu- 
sion, and for this reason is most objectionable. Take its application to 
the State of Georgia as an illustration. Under the act of 1861 there 
was collected from the individual citizens of Georgia about $83,000, 
ranging in sums from 50 cents te $20. By the provisions of this bill 
this fund is to be held by the governor of Georgia in trust for the term 
of six years, so as to allow parties to present their claims; and at the 
end of six years that part of the fund unclaimed is to belong to the 
State. 

The governor is not a bonded officer, and his term of office does not 
extend through six years, The State of Georgia never paid any part 
of this tax, and suppose at the end of six years $40,000 of this fund 
should be unclaimed (as no doubt most of those who paid this tax are 
either dead or removed to other States), upon what principle of law or 
equity can it be insisted that $40,000 or any other sum of money should 
be taken from the Treasury of the United States and donated to Geor- 
gia when it isnot claimed that the State ever paid one dollar of this tax ? 

The truth is that the whole scheme contained in this direct-tax bill 

reduced to its last analysis is nothing more nor less than an effort to 
take from the Treasury of the United States money collected from the 
people and make @ donation of the same. Every lawyer, every writer 
on constitutional law, as well as every writer on the power of taxation, 
knows and has often declared that this Government has no power or 
authority legally to raise a sum of money by taxation or otherwise 
for the purpose of making a donation. This is boldly and baldly an 
effort to perform an act based upon the prineiple that ‘‘ might makes 
right.’’ Let those who participate in such conduct remember that the 
people whose money you are attempting wrongfully to dispose of will 
hold you to an account; you will be tried before the bar of public 
opinion; and while public opinion does not execute it can execrate. 
» Mr. Chariman, if it were not for the fact that we have an overflowing 
Treasury, I doubt very much whether this measure would ever have 
been presented to this House for consideration. It constitutes one of 
the many schemes which have been devised to deplete the Treasury, 
so as to charge a Democratic administration with prodigality, and at 
the same time prevent any reduction of taxation. I denounce this 
measure as unwise legislation, It is not warranted by the Constitution. 
As a precedent it is dangerous; as a party measure it is most pernicious; 
as an equitable claim it is unjust; as based upon legal right it is a 
monstrosity. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I know of no one on this side of 
the House who desires to take part in the discussion to-day, and if there 
are no gentlemen on the other side who wish to be heard, I shall move 
that the committee do now rise. If there is any one, however, who is 
prepared to proceed, I shall be very glad to have him occupy the time 
now. 

‘Mr. HOOKER Mr. Chairman, I had hoped to hear something from 
the advocates of this bill explanatory of a which is certainly 
novel in its character, and I believe for first time in the history of 
this country made upon the presentation of the pending bill. But it 
appears that there are no gentlemen upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber among the many gentlemen who favor the measure, who are pre- 
pared to give 2 reason for the extraordinary proposition which is now 
presented, to take trom the Treasury of the United States the back taxes 
paid by the States of this Union to be distributed among the several 
States of the Union by which they were pai 

I do not wonder, sir, that there 


history of our country. 

As has been well said by my distinguished friend from Alabama [ Mr. 
Oatrs}, who makes the minority report from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, in his challenge to the opposition to say under what clause of the 
Constitution this power is assumed by the Congress of the United 
States, there does not exist in the general grant of power to levy taxes 
any power to take back the taxes which have once been paid into the 
public Treasury; for if that power does exist under the 
of the Constitution which grants to the Congress of the 
as the legislative department of the Government the power to levy 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the public debts and provide 
for the common defense and the general welfare of the United States— 


a tax, whois prepared to argue that under that sameclause 
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I say if there is any power in this grant of eens 


stitution the power exists to take taxes already paid out of the public 
Treasury to be refunded? 

That is the proposition, the naked, distinct, unequivocal proposition 
of this bill: to put the hand of the authors of this bill, or the bene- 
ficiaries of this bill, into the public Treasury and to take back the tax 
money already paid under the law, and divide it among the sev 
States. And upon what ground, sir, is it proposed to be done? I say 
the clause of the Constitution which authorizes it can not be pointed 
out. = 

Mr. Chairman, the power of taxation is the most tyrannous power 
with which any government can possibly be invested, and we are all 
familiar with the fact that when our ancestors had emefged from the 
successful struggle for liberty, the Revolutionary war, the rebellion 
ayvainst the mother country, and were prepared to found a government 
of their own, in adopting the confederate form of government, the con- 
federation of the States, they absolutely declined in that constitution 
first adopted after the war of the rebellion to concede the power of tax- 
ation to the Federal Government at all; and in the debates in the eon- 
vention which framed the Constitution under which we now live, as 
well as the debates in the several State conventions, upon the question 
of the adoption or the rejection of the Constitution, the gravest ques- 
tion which was discussed, both in the general convention and the con- 
ventions of the respective States, was that of conceding to the General 
Government the power of taxation. 

It was well said by a distinguished gentleman whose remarks I have 
just read, in the debates in the New York State convention, that to 
concede the power of taxation to the Federal Government upon all sub- 
jects and upon all kinds of property would be to have two legislatures 
imposing taxation upon the States, and a necessary conflict of jurisdic- 
tion between them. I have said, sir, in the first government estab- 
lished after the war of the Revolution the concession of the power of 
taxation was refused to the Federal Government. 

But experience demonstrated the fact that thirteen different Legisla- 
tures of the thirteen different States were ill prepared to lay a tax for 
the support of the General Government. The consequence was that 
under the Articles of Confederation the quotas of the several States, as 
called for by the Federal Government, were not furnished to the Gen- 
eral Government; and the great argument made in the convention of 
the General Government, as well as in the conventions of the different 
States, for the grant of power of taxation to the Federal Government 
was that the States would not levy the tax, and the quota required 
from each State would thus not be forthcoming when the necessities of 
the Government should require it. 

It was the force of this argument that impelled the framers of the 
Constitution, with guarded language, to concede for the first time the 
power to the Federal Government to levy taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises, and they tried to guard the tof that power, sir, by the 
terms of the Constitution enumerated in this grant, that it should only 
be exercised for three namely, to pay the public debt, to pro- 
vide for the common and the general welfare of the country. 
It is true that in the concluding clause of this paragraph of the Con 
stitution the power to pass ali laws needful for carrying into effect the 
power thus conceded to the Federal Government was also given to Con- 
gress, but it went no further. 

I repeat, therefore, that both in the debates in the general convention 
that adopted the Constitution as well as in the debates in all the States 
on thequestion of its adoption or rejection by the States (because it pro- 
vided inits own terms that it was to become the constitution over the 
States when nine of the original thirteen States should have ratified it 
in their conventions, and then, Mr. Chairman, only to become a consti- 
tution over the States which ratified it and none others), it was — 
that this power conceded to the General Government of taxation be for 
the purposes I have enumerated, and none others. 

That concession was made for the reasons I have indicated, but this 
bill proposes to take back a portion of a tax imposed on lands by the 
act of 1861 out of the common Treasury of the United States and divide 
it among the States, confiding it to the executives of the respective 
States in trust for a period of six years to be handed back to the per- 
sons from whom it was originally derived. 


is that you are going to refund this money, 

to those who paid it. They will not be found 

easily, and yet this bill proposes to take from the Treasury all of this 

ved by the taxing power of the Government, and paid by 

each individual tax-payer in the respective States where it was collected, 

and give it back to the States and not to the individuals, for I appre- 
hend the individuals will not be found. 


excises is conceded; but nowhere, by construction or otherwise, can you 
evoke from the Constitution or any phrase or paragraph init the power 
to take out of the common Treasury taxes that have already been paid, 
therefore, vied b Se nee a United 

If this was of a 
States 1861 ee tinea of the United States, 
by what authority can you take it out now and hand it back to the 
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States? And if you can do it—as has well been said by my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. Oates]—if you can do it with reference to one species 
of taxation, why can not you do it with reference to all? If you can 
do it upon the principle of equalizing taxation ameng the people of 
this country, then you can give back and equalize the tax for the war 
of 1812, and you can go back still further and equalize the taxes of the 
war ofthe Revolution itself. What limit is there, sir, to this power of 

to equalize taxes if the power exists in regard to this particu- 
lar and specific tax? Where, is the limit; where is the re- 
straint? You will find it nowhere; but it will give unlimited power 
to any future Congress to go back and equalize every tax which is 
being paid into the Treasury to-day under any of the internal-revenue 
taxes of the country, which are direct taxes. 

Is it not, therefore, an assertion of power which does not exist under 
the Constitution, and the setting of a precedent, Mr. Chairman, that 
will be in the extreme if this bill should become law? There 
is no limit to it. There was a tax, sir, imposed upon incomes during 
the late unfortunate war between the States. That is a species of tax- 
ation which the great parliamentarian of England said in regard to all 
direct taxation, was the most just of all, bat which you long since re- 
pas, because the prediction of Mr. Williams, in the speech he made 

the New Yo:k convention adopting the Constitution, has been {ul- 
filled; for he said that if this power of taxation was granted, this Gov- 
ernment would become a government of the wealthy men of the coun- 
try, and the power of taxation would be exercised in their behalf. 

Have we not reached a consummation of that prediction made by this 
gentleman in the convention of New York? The income tax has long 
since been repealed. There may be many who did not pay the in- 
come tax. That very portion of the country which you say did not 
pay a part of this direct land tax did not pay income tax, and I raise 
a note of warning here to-day that if you pass this bill in regard to the 
refunding of this direct tax it will not be long before it will be said 
that that portion of country which by reason of the war could not be 
reached and where the tax-gatherer could not go to collect the income 
tax, ought to pay its fair proportion of that tax. 

And if you can go back to that tax, then you can go back to every other, 
and the precedent will be set of the Congress of the United 
States investing itself, outside of the Constitution, with authority con- 
ferred neither by the terms of the instrument nor by necessary impli- 
cation to carry into effect granted power, and you will have an ex- 
ample set of going back to equalize any taxation that the majority of 
Congress may think, in their judgment, ought to be equalized. I call 
the attention of gentlemen upon the opposite side and warn them that 
if this measure shall become law, there will be no end to corrections of 
what may be called unequal taxation. 

It will be extended back to other species of taxation that you can 
say have been in one portion of the country and not in another. 
I do not like, Mr. Chairman, to go outside of the very question which 
the bill itself This is simply a question of the power of 

by an act to go into the Treasury of the United States and 
take out tax money paid a quarter of a century ago for the purpose of 
dividing it between the States themselves in trust for the people who 
paid it. If, as I have said, you can do this im reference to this tax, 
then you can do it with reference to all. And why should it not be 
done with reference to all? If at any future time it shall be said any 
—— of taxation has operated unequally upon this country, why 
you not make a proposition to take the money from the Treasury 

and divide it? 

Suppose that the unjust and excessive taxation under which the 
le been groaning for years had not been imposed upon it, sup- 
pose were now no surplus, would the honorable gentleman who 
represents the majority of the committee that reported this bill dare to 
propose that a tax should be imposed on the people for the purpose of 
returning the money which is alleged to have been unequally paid in 
this case? And, yet, if you possess the power to take the money out 
of the Treasury and divide it amongst the people who paid this tax, 
upon the ground that there are others who did not pay it, why would 
you not have the power to levy a tax to raise money for the same pur- 
pose? Yet I venture to assert that the honorable members of the com- 
mittee who favor this bill would hardly dare propose that a law should 
pr enacted eo Say taxation un- 

ustly or unequally colleeted from people. Nevertheless the prin- 
ciple in both cases is the same. m 

I repeat, if the power exists to pay out the money which is in the 

Treasury now and devote it to this then the power exists to 


levy a new tax to make this repayment. And if that is the case you 


was a sub- 


But, Mr. Chairman, the power does not exist to take the money out 
of the Treasury for this purpose. The pretext on the face of thie bill 
is that you are going to return the money to the persons who ~ it, 
but that is only a pretext. You know that you will never do that; 
you know that it is ineapable of being done; you know that not one in 





a thousand of the men who paid this tax will be beneficiaries under 
this bill if it shall become a law. You know that the money will go 
to the States for the purpose of being appropriated, after the expiration 
of your trust period of six years, in the discretion of the State Lezisla- 
tures, and thus a precedent will be set by which the most dangerous 
legislation that can possibly be imagined may be enacted by the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

It was well said, sir, by that great judge, Chief-Justice Marshall, in 
an early ease decided in the Supreme Court of the United States, the 
ease of The State of Maryland vs. McCullough, th t the power of taxa- 
tion was the most tyrannous power that any government could be in- 
trusted with, and that it might be used to destroy; and if those who 
feel an interest in this question will examine the debates in the various 
State conventions, and especially in the great State of New York, they 
will find that the argument against the policy of conceding the power 
of taxation to the Federal Government was predicated upon the idea 
that the power of taxation might, in the language of Chief-Justice 
Marshall, be used to destroy. 

To-day, if this bill becomes a law, there will be no restraint upon 
the legislative power to impose hundreds of millions of dollars of taxes 
such as have been imposed within the last quarter of a century not 
needed for any legitimate purposes of government, not needed for any 
purpose of honest and economical administration. The prediction of 
the debater in the convention of New York, Mr. Williams, will be veri- 
fied, and I say that the history of this country now demonstrates that 
the Government of the United States exercising the taxing power upon 
the theory of this bill, holds the power of the purse and may lay taxes 
to the absolute destruction of the people of this country. 

The debater in the New York convention reminded that body that, 
if the power of laying taxes without limit was conceded to the Federal 
Government, the power of the sword ever accompanied the power of the 
purse, and that the Government, which had an unlimited right to levy 
taxes, would have an unlimited right to raise armies and to arm and 
equip them, and thus the free Government of the United States would 
be clothed with a power as dangerous, as despotic, as autocratic in its 
character as that possessed by the most powerful despotism of the Old 
World. 

There is no one now, I presume, who would contend that the power 
of taxation should be used in that way; but where is the limit? How 
are you going to restrict it? The discretion and conscience of the leg- 
islator will be the only restriction if you are going te set th s preeedent 
of ‘‘equalizing’’ taxation inthismanner. It has been well said by my 
distinguished friend from Alabama [Mr. OarEes]—better said than [ 
can say it—that if you are going to equalize taxation at all, certainly 
you ought not to begin with a tax which everybody concedes was legally 
and constitutionally laid, legally and constitutionally collected, legally 
and constitutionally expended. 

If you are going to equalize taxation on principles of common justice, 
honesty, and equity, you ought to begin with those taxes which, as con- 
ceded by the common consent of mankind and the judgment ef every 
fair-minded man, have been illegally and unconstitationally laid. Sir, 
while the war was going on, in 1861, and even after the war had termi- 
nated, by amendments to the original law, the Congress of the United 
States selected a particular article produced in the Southern States 
alone, the article of cotton, and levied a tax of 3 cents a pound upon it. 

If the Government of the United States possessed the power to levy 
this taxation in time of war, there can be no man so bold as to assert chat 
it possessed it in time of peace, after the war had closed. Ifin time of 
peace the Congress of the United States can levy a tax upon a preduct ef 
any one particular region of the country, then, as has been well said by 
my learned friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNES}, you may levy asimilar 
tax upon all other products; and if you may do this, then the power 
of taxation may indeed be said to be, in the language of Chief-J ustice 
Marshall, the power of destruction. What authority or right has the 
Government of the United States te go into a Srate, seize u; o2 & par- 
ticular product of the soil and make it the subject of taxation? 

Sir, we had direct taxation for a brief period only aiter the war of 
the Revolution; that law continued in iorce for only a year, having 
been swept off the statute-book in 1801. In 1812 we again resorted to 
that form of taxation, but in five years it passed away. During our 
late war direct taxation was again resorted to in 1861 and 1862; and 
much of that taxation has been swept away, though some portion still 
remains upon the statute-book. It was in 1861-62 that the tax on 
cotton was originally imposed; but in 1866, when the war had termi- 
nated, Congress another law on this subject, still more punitive 
in its eharaeter than the original act itself, selecting a single product 
of a particular region of the country and subjecting it to onerous apd 
oppressive taxation. 

A ease arising in the United States court at Memphis which pre- 
sented the question of the constitutionality of this tax went to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, but unfortunately for the ceun- 
try, unfortunately for the Constitution, unfortunately for the liberties 
of the tax-payers, this court was equally divided upon the question; 
and under the rule which prevails alike in the Supreme Court and in 
the Stute tribunals o! last resort, the equal divis.on of the eourt amounts 
to an affirmance of the judgment of the inferior tribunal. Thus there 
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was a failure to obtain from the Supreme Court an authoritative deter- 


mination of the question of the constitutionality of thecottontax. The 
judgment of the court below stood as the judgment of the higher court, 
so far as the parties in interest in that litigation were concerned. 

But to-day there lies in the Treasury of the United States $68,000,000, 
collected under that law which certainly could not commend itself to 
the gentlemen who advocate this measure upon the doctrineof equality, 
justice, honesty, and fair dealing—collected from the people of the 
Southern States at a time when they were scarcely able to bear any 
taxes. We were just recovering from the devastating effects of a 
great war between the States; we were straggling to place ourselves 
again in a position in which our people could earn a livelihood, to 
keep body and soul together, to support their wives and little ones; 
we were struggling to rehabilitate our States; we were struggling to 
emerge from a condition of poverty to which no other people have 
ever been reduced, and which no other people have ever borne with 
the fortitude, the manliness, and I may say the womanliness with 
which our people in the South bore their condition. It was then that 
you imposed this cotton tax which the amendment of my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. OATES] proposes to refund. You imposed it after the 
war as well as during the war. After awhile you repealed it. Why 
was it repealed? Was it from a returning sense of justice and con- 
science on the part of those who had imposed it? If it was a right 
tax, a necessary tax, a constitutional tax, why was it not maintained? 
Ah, you dared not continue it. Why? Because the very same prin- 
ciple which you invoked when you unjustly and iniquitously laid this 
tax upon that product would authorize a tax upon the wheat in the 
fields of the West and the North, and upon every product of your 
farms. I presume it was the returning sense of justice, the reproach 
of conscience against that unjust, oppressive, and onerous tax which 
induced the Congress of the United States to repeal it. 

Now, if you intend to commence the return of taxes which have been 
unequally, unjustly, unconstitutionally imposed, my friend from Ala- 
bama properly invites you to begin with this unjust taxation which 
you imposed upon the cotton farmers of the South during and immedi- 
ately after the war. You derived from that taxation $68,000,000, ly- 
ing in your Treasury to-day. Will you not submit to the Supreme 
Court of the United States the question whether that money has been 
placed there rightly or not? Will you deny such an appeal? Will the 
friends of this measure now refuse to permit the court of last resort, 
the court to whose adjudications we all bowin ready obedience, to pass 
upon this great constitutional question ? 

There is one tribunal in this country that is the repository of the 
safety and the liberties of the citizen. No great standing armies are 
necessary in the United States of America to protect our liberty and 


our independence; we have merely the skeleton of an army in time of 


; but there is one tribunal, the tribunal of law, which regulates 
fiberty by law and which adjudges all constitutional questions; and to 
the decisions of that tribunal the citizens all over the land bow in 
obedience. 

When that tribunal decided after the late unfortunate conflict be- 
tween the States regarding the first thing they had to do, as they were 
bound to do, as they were coerced to do, was to recognize the great 
principle of home rule and community independence, which lies at the 
foundation and is the corner-stone of our constitutional Union, and in 
accordance with that great principle that great tribunal decided this 
was an indissoluble Union composed of indestructible States. And hence 
when they made that decision every man in the United States of 
America from Maine to California bowed in obedience to the rule of 
law proclaimed by the tribunal of last resort. 

If you will not take as an amendment to this bitl the proposition of 
my friend from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] and allow that court to decide 
on the constitutionality of your cotton tax, if you will not adopt it as 
an amendment to this bill, then will you dare to refuse the proposition 
he makes to give to that oppressed and tax-ridden section of our coun- 
try, reduced by the disasters of war, at least the right to have the de- 
cision and adjudication of that court of last resort upon the propriety 
of returning the $68,000,000 you now hold in your Treasury ? 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but my friend from Alabama proposes 
an amendment to this novel and extraordinary bill, to test the sincer- 
ity of the men who advocated it on the ground of justice, equity, and 
fair dealing. He proposes that you shall allow another fund called 
“the captured and abandoned property fund,’’? which originally 
amounted to $35,000,000, collected from the Southern States after the 
war, and the cotton sold by the firm of Drexel & Co. in the great city 
of Philadelphia, and which, after taking out what the collectors of the 
tax took to defray expenses, left $34,000,000—to let the Supreme Court 
of the United States decide whether the cotton thus sold, making up 
a fund never to be mingled with the other funds in the Treasury of the 
United States, but to remain there as a fund liable to be called for by 
the people who owned the cotton at the time when the Government 
took it and sold it and put the proceeds into the Treasary—will you 
refuse, I ask, to accept that proposition and let the Supreme Court de- 
cide whether the act was constitutional or not ? 

The gentleman from Alabama proposes that as an amendment to this 
bill, which you on every principle of equity, justice, and fair dealing 













ought to accept. He proposes you shall give to every man who owns 
a part of that captured and abandoned property fund the right to go 
into the tribunals of the Government and establish his right to it and 
obtain judgment for it. 


It was well said by that man whom I cherish in my memory with as 
much regard and affection as I do any of the distinguished men who 
lived before my time in our history—it was said by the late Justice Story, 
of Massachusetts, long before you created the Court of Claims, with its 
small, qualified jurisdiction—I remember to have heard him say that 
while in the most despotic government in the Old World a citizen, how-~ 
ever humble he might be, had the right to walk into the tribunals of 
that government and sue it and compel it to pay"his just claims, it 
was a shame and disgrace to the greatest and freest government on 
earth that there was no tribunal in which a citizen of the United States 
could present his claim and ask to be heard inits maintenance. Toa 
limited extent you have removed that shame from the country by cloth- 
ing the Court of Claims with limited jurisdiction. Why should not 
every citizen of the United States have the right to enter the tribunals 
of the Government and establish his claim against the Government and 
have it paid? 

And what argument can you make against the proposition of my 
friend from Alabama to allow this remnant of the fund, magnificent 
in its proportions, which you took from the Southern people after the 
war and putin the Treasury—what reason can you give, what conscience 
to deny the rights of the citizens to go to yourown tribunal and prove 
simply that what is there belongs to them, especially when the Supreme 
Court has declared it constitutes a sacred fund to remain there forever 
until paid to the people entitled to it? 

I have spoken longer than I intended upon this question, Mr. Chair- 
man, but there seemed to be none upon the other side who desired to 
be heard, and with the permission of the committee to extend in the 
RECORD, with a view to copying some expressions of others upon the 
subject whose judgment is better than my own, I leave the question 
for the further consideration of the committee. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has occupied thirty-seven min- 
utes of his time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, I ask consent to have printed in the 
RECORD two amendments to be offered to the bill at the proper time. 

Mr. CASWELL. To be printed for information only. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments of Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, are as follows: 

Amend by adding the following section: 

“Sec. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to credit and pay to the State of Liiinoisasum equal to the amount of 
2 per cent of the net proceeds of the lands sold by authority of Congress after 
January 1, 1819, within said State of Ilinois.”’ 

Amend by adding the following sections: 

“Sec, —. That forthe pu of raising the money herein appropriated inthe 
foregoing section, there shall be levied, collected, and paid during the year 1889 
upon the annual gains, — or income of every person residing or owning 
peeete in the United States, and of every banking company, trust company, 
ao n enatiene, noenae. a ze, ono, telegraph, steam-boat, 

e - canal, manufacturing, nav on, Or ra road com or corpora- 
in whether derived from a, rofession, trade, emplo ont Wanees, ve. 
cation carried on in the Unit tates or elsewhere, or from any other source 
whatever, if such annual gains, profits, or income exceed the sum of $25,000, a 
duty of 3 per cent. on such annual gains, profits, or income overand above said 
sum of $25,000; and upon the annual gain, profits, or income, rents, and divi- 
dends accruing upon any property, security, and stocks owned in the United 
States by any citizen of the Uni States residing abroad and not in the em- 
ployment of the United States, and by every foreigner, there shall be levied and 
collected a duty of 1 per cent. additional to the rates ve im 

“Spc, —. Thati. estimating said annual gains, profits, or incomes, all other 
State and local taxes lawfully assessed upon the property or other sources of 
income from which said annual gains, fits, and incomes are or should be 
derived shall be first deducted ; and the duty or income tax herein provided for 
shall be assessed and collected upon the income for the year ending the 3lst day 
of December next preceding the time for levying and collecting said duty; that 
is to say, on the Ist day of May, A. D. 1889. 

“Sec. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized and empowered to adopt and prescribe such rules and regulations as 
will enable him to carry into effect this act.” 


Mr. CASWELL. I move that the commiitee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (S. 139) 
to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the District 
of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the 
act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H. R. 11651} making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


rinted. 

. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. All points of order are re- 

served. ; 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill which I send to the desis 











1888. 


. 
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was incorrectly referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It | has been mislaid and was never transmitted to the Senate. If there 


does not refer to the late war. 

The SPEAKER. The title will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S, 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alexander. 

Mr. LANE. I ask to have this bill referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar for the reason that the Commit- 
tee on Pensions have reported a similar bill, which is now on the Cal- 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
And then, on motion of Mr. Breckinriper, of Kentucky (at 3 
o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 11652) granting a pensith to 
Mary E. Wadleigh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 11653) to restore Thomas J. Spen- 
cer to rank of captain—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11654) to restore Thomas J. Spencer to certain 
brevet rank—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 11655) to amend an act giving 
the approval and sanction of Congress to the route and termini of the 
Anacostia and Potomac Railroad, in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 11656) for the relief of press- 
men employed in the Government Printing Office—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 11657) to pension Henry Klock- 
enbring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Abraham Flener, of 
Monroe County, Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of the publishers of the Muncie 
(Ind.) Herald, against the international copyright bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. CANNON: Remonstrance of H. J. Dunlop, of Champaign, 
Ill., and of G. F. Howard, of Paris, I!l., against the international copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of L. D. Agnew, administrator of James 
R. Dorsey, of Cherokee County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of John S. Flanagan and others, citizens 
of Charlestown, and of A. B. and H. R. Champiin, of Massachusetts, 
against Senate bill 554—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of Fannie B. Damon and Mary V. Pierce, of Maine, for 
the relief of Anna Ella Carroll—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of sundry citizens of Hous- 
ton, Tex., for the removal of duty on dental and surgical goods—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of administrator of John Thomp- 
son, deceased, of Davidson County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmay, December 7, 1888. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


H. Misurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the ings of yesterday was read and approved. 
The following addi members appeared and took their seats: 


Mr. RicHARD W. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 

Mr. GrorGE W. STEELE, of Indiana. 

Mr. RicHARD GUENTHER, of Wisconsin. é 
Mr. Joun H. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 


NAVAL MUSEUM. 

The SPEAKER Jaid before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in to a resolution from the House calling 
for information relative to the proposed establishment of a naval mu- 
seum in the city of Washington; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER. During the last session the House passed a Senate 
resolution providing for the printing of a nu:aber of copies of the re- 
port of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and it seems that the resolution 
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be no objection, an order will be made directing a duplicate copy to be 
made, so that it may be transmitted to the Senate, 
There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. THOMAs, 
of Kentucky, indefinitely, on account of important business. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER TO MONDAY. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that he was un- 
able to determine the result. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
sion of to-night? 

The SPEAKER. 
day. ° 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Willit interfere with the debate on the 

direct-tax bill ? ; 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. The order was changed yesterday, 
substituting Tuesday for Saturday and Wednesday for Tuesday. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That was done in order to adjourn over from 
to-day. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent that Thursday, Decem- 
ber 13, immediately after the reading of the Journal, be set apart for 
the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, in such order as the committee may designate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will indicate 
the character of the bills proposed to be acted upon. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope, further, that he will make it after the con- 
sideration hour. 

Mr. McCREARY. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope that Wednesday will be set apart for 
the consideration of bills from the Military Committee. 

Mr. McCREARY. That will not be in order as an amendment, but 
as a separate proposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to have a day set apart for the con- 
sideration of bills from the Military Committee. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If the gentleman from Kentucky will specify the 
bills [ will not object. Otherwise I shall feel it my duty to object. 

Mr. McCREARY. The first bill that I desire to call upon that day 
is the Senate bill which came from the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
last session, which was unanimously reported to this House and is 
now on the Calendar, providing for the celebration of the four hur- 
dredth anniversary of the discovery of America by Columbus. That 
is the first bill; that bill has already passed the Senate. Itis very im- 
portant that action should be taken on that bill this session, in order 
that proper application may be made to the Legislatures of the various 
States, which will probably take such action as to participate with us. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Will the gentleman provide that his resolution shall 
specify that very bill? 

Mr. McCCREARY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Then I withdraw opposition. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, there are important measures now, 
which under the rules of the House have precedence over everything 
else, and which are of more importance than this, notwithstanding 
there isa patriotic sentiment connected with it; and I must object until 
that business shall have been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa objects. 


RELIEF OF WRECKED WHALING AND FISHING VESSELS, 


Mr. DUNN. lIask to make a privileged report from the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, December 5, 1388. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inform the House 
what, if any, relief can be furnished by the Revenue-Cutter Service and Life- 
Saving Service to American whaling and fishing vessels wrecked in Bering 
Sea or the Arctic Ocean, and what, if any, legislation is necessary to make such 
relief available and effective. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNN iaoved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Does that interfere with the pension ses- 


It does not. Itis when the House adjourns to- 


INVALID PENSION BILL. 


Mr. FORAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 
(H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I reserve all points of order 
upon that bill. 
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SMALLS AGAINST ELLIOTT. 


Mr. CRISP. Iam directed by the Committee on Elections to report 
back the contested-election case of Robert Smalls against William El- 
liott, from the Seventh district of South Carolina, and I desire to give 
notice that at an early day, after the report of the committee and the 
views of the minority shall have been printed, I shall ask the House to 
consider this case. 

Mr. ROWELL. On behalf of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Ly- 
MAN], I ask leave to present the views of the minority, to be printed 
with the report of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THE REPORT OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. ‘COX, by unanimous consent, offered the following resolution; 

which was read, and referred to the Committee on ——e 

Resolved by the Howse of Representatives (the Senate That there be 
printed of the report of the Smithsonian Institution and of a. National Mu- 
seum for the year ending June 30, 1888, in two octavo volumes, 16,000 extra 
copies, of which 3,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use 
= the House of Representatives, and 7,000 copies forthe use oft e Smithsonian 

nstitution. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. This being Fri- 
day, the regular order is the call of the committees for reports on bills 
of a private nature. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move to dispense with the call of the commit- 
tees. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, it will be remembered that at the 
last session, toward the close of the session, we adopted a plan, by com- 
mon consent, whereby on Fridays the roll of members was called in 
alphabetical order, and gentlemen, as their names were called, were 
each allowed to cail up a bill for consideration, which was considered 
unless objected to by five members, That rule operated somewhat to 
the satisfaction of the House, and I desire now to take the sense of the 
House as to the continuation of that plan of procedure during the re- 
mainder of this session. Accordingly I have p and will send 
to the Clerk’s desk a resolution which I ask to have considered at the 
present time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That when the House resoive itself into Committee of the Whole 
House for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar upon this Fri- 
day and future Fridays of this session, the order of procedure shall be for the 
Clerk to call the roll of members in alphabetical order, beginning where thecall 
ended at the last session, auktied andy aasphen, when his name is reached in 
tue call, shall be permitted to call up for consideration on the Private Calendar 
one bill, other than a rs bill, and the same may be considered by the 
Commitiee of the Whole House unless five members shall object to such con- 

eration. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would ask the Chair how far we had pro- 
ceeded with the call. I suppose the names of the gentlemen who ob- 


ject have been already reached and 


The SPEAKER. That call takes place in the Committee of the 
Whole, where the present occupant of the chair does not preside, and 
therefore he is unable to answer the question. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM]? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I reserve the right to object, unless gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. K1LGorE] objects. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1LGorr] has 
objected, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to inquire whether the objection 
comes from a gentleman whose name has already been reached in the 


call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that he is unable to answer 
that question. 

Mr. CLARDY. I want toask the gentlemanfrom Texas — LAN- 
HAM] whether he proposes to interfere with the unfinished business, 

Mr. LANHAM. I do not. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to say ee never been called 
on this Calendar, and I hope it never be while I am a member of 
Congress. I never want to havea private claim; I never have had one; 


Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman’s name was reached and he 
called up the bill to charter the Nicaragua Canal Company. I was in 
the chair at the time. 

Mr. LANHAM. Dol understand that my colleague [Mr. K1LGorr] 
objects to the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman [Mr. K1LGore] has objected sev- 
eral times. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on this res- 


olution. 

The SPEAKER. There is no point of order to be made, The gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. LanHad ]} asked unanimous consent, and the 
resolution requires unanimous consent, which has not been given. 
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Mr. LANHAM. I will state to my colleague that the resolution 
the adoption of which I have just asked provides that if five members 
object to the consideration of any bill it shall not be considered. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the resolution were modified so as to provide 
that one objection should be sufiicient-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has objected to the consideration 
of the resolution, and the matter is terminated. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. McMILLIN in the chair, and proceeded to the tonsideration of 
business on the Private Calendar. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
comes over from last session as unfinished business. 

a erk read as follows: 

(S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

‘Mr. CLARDY. There is an amendment pendin 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would like to inquire how this bill gets to the 
head of the list. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The bill was underconsideration when the House 
was last in Committee of the Wholeon the Private Calendar, and comes 
up now as unfinished business. The Clerk will read the pending 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. FULLER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all of section 2 after the word “ company,’ in line 3, and add to the 
section the following: 

“The directors hereinafter described, with the approval of the majority of the 
stockholders, may adopt regulations and by-laws not inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act; but no amendment to or change in the Uy-laws be 
made except by a majority vote of the stockholders, either personally or by 
proxy, and ata et held for the purpose. Atleast twenty days’ notice ot 
any such meeting shall be published in a newspaper of general circulation in 
the city where the principal office of the company is located.” 


r. HOLMAN. I believe the bill itself has not yet been read. 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that the bill 
was read when under consideration at the last session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill had better be read agai 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can have the bill rea‘ read aby taking 
the floor and having it read in his own time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, I will ask the reading of the bill in my own 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized and 
oe the reading of the bill in his time. The Clerk will report 
the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, has not 
this bill been once read? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been; but the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] has taken the floor and demanded the reading of the 
bill in his time. The gentleman from Indiana has five minutes. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
a parliamentary inqui Ti I wish to know whether it is in order to offer 
amendments as the bill is now being read, or when it will be proper to 
do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Indiana has taken the floor 
in his own right for the purpose of debate, and the bill is being read as 
a part of his remarks. An amendment at this time would not be in 
order. 

The, Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, which was continued until 
the expiration of the ‘ve minutes of Mr. HOLMAN. 

ao PERKINS. IT ask that the residue of the bill be read in my 


O The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perkins] is 
recognized, and asks that the reading of the bill be continued in his 
time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. Does the Chair hold 
that the five-minute rule is now operating? I think that I have the 
floor for an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair now remembers, this bill, when 
the committee rose on a former day, was being read for the purpose of 
amendment and discussion under the five-minute rule. The Chair, 
however, will make examination as to that point while the reading of 
the bill is continued. 

Mr. DUNN. The Chair is correct. I was in change of the measure 
at that time, and that was the order. 

The Clerk continued and concluded the reading of the bill, which, 
with an amendment heretofore adopted by the Committee of the Whole 
to section 5, is as follows: 

A bill to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

PA fo 1-3 to facilitate commercial intercourse by water between the ——_ 

the Pacific States as weil as with foreign nations, it is deemed desirable 


ee cable interest of the ae atl palde-aeel Ghenneresntintnon 
ee ee ee eee oe ee weet 


That Frederick Billings, Charles P. Daly, Daniel Ammen, Fran- 
vbeitgnactd ‘That Frederick Billings Beale, Hires Hitenoe Onley 
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, H.C. Taylor, J. W. Miller, A.S. 
Garrett, Jules 

Gustav E. K , Horace Fairbanks, 
E. MeDonald, James Roosevelt, 


Good A. GC. J.F. O° 
Growninahield, A. G. Senosal, Charles H, Stebbins, 
Alfred B. Darling, 


F. Thompson, Sahn A. Parr, and such other per- 
and successors 


with them their consti- 


tuted and created a body corporate and politic in deed and in law, by the name, 
style, of “The Gomaane ** for - — 
struction, equipmen eae a a from the At- 
Tantlo to the Pacific Ocean a eck oe Sees ao Oe epee 
and in part through itory of 

public of Rica,with such . ng, or cross canals as may be 
nece: to connect and to exercise such r powers as have been 

concession of that Republic 


by 
to the Nicaragua Canal ’ ; 
tive, and dated the 23d day of March, A.D. 1887, and finally 
legislative and executive authority of the the 23d, 
days of April, A. D. 1887, and such powers as the Republic of Costa Rica ma 
confer of the same kind as those named in said concession; and the said Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua, that name shall have perpetual succes- 
Lesions ef'tau maabaniny win Gos 


ed, defend and be defended in 
all the courts of law nited States; may make and have 
acommon seal; and and possess the rights, powers, and privileges 


ee rent he eaten ernaeies. It may receive, hold, and 
cesslonety rights on ming be ae taney tons metslceens ut tte 
as necessary to carry into e e ° 8 
act; may issue stock to the amount of the value thereof in payment therefor 
and the stock so issued shall be declared and taken to be full-paid stock an 
eres alae of tae concn niitine’ aman bon thin he 
cure enjoyment powers, 1 efits, and gran 
condalndihaand cnaniemmmestion osama he ee of N or to 
be made by the Republic of Costa Rica, asaforesaid ; and toaid in the 
tion of said canal and to carry out of this the said Maritime 


the 
Company of Nicaragua is hevuby out orized to issue its bonds, and to se- 
mortgage on its property and rights of y of all kinds and 
tion, rhe i 


personal, and mixed, including its fran 
and all legal process may be served upon the person who may at the time be in 


to be > 
office of said corporation shall be in the city of New York, 
or w the attorney of said company, whose name and 
address shall be certified by the dent of the company: and such certificate 

ed in vetary of State of the United States. 
of said company shall consist of not less than 
with the right to increase the tal stock to 
upon the vote of two-thirds of the stock of said 
shares 


corporation may provide. ineorporators, who shell 

majority of the number from those named in this act, shall have 
books of subscription to the capital stock of said company in the city of New 
York, and at such other A ne in the United States, Nicaragua, or elsewhere 
as they may designate, shall receive all subscriptions for stock ; and no 
stock shall be transferable except upon the books of the company provided 
for that amen The said incorporators shall give thirty days’ notice of the 
time an of the as of said books, by publication in one daily news- 
City, one newspaper 


power to open 


Pes York Managua, Nicaragua, and one 
José, Costa Rica, if the said canal sh be in part in the territory of 
that Republic. Sixty days’ previous notice shall be given of the payment re- 
quired, of the time and of payment by publication in one daily newspaper 
in the city of New York and in one newspaper in pe Niearagua, and 
one in San José, Costa Rica, if the said canal should be in part in the terri- 
tory of that Republic; and in case any stockholder shall neglect or refuse to 
in pursuance of such notice, the stock held by him may be sold to the 
eee es ns to be made therefor in the 

by-laws of said company. The hereinafter provided for may adopt 


——a and by-laws not inconsistent with the provisions of this act. 
. 3. That the affairs of the said company shall be managed by a board of 
rs, fifteen in number, who shall hold their office for three years and until 
are duly chosen Sas epeeied. nnd a majority of whom shall 
residents of the United States. At the first election five shall 
stockholders for one year, five for two years, and five for three 
annual election thereafter five shall be chosen the stock- 
years. Thesaid board shall elect from its number a president 
a citizen and resident of the United States, and one or more vice- 
the company, who shall hold office for such terms as the by-laws 
may provide and until their successors are duly elected and shall 


That forthe management and disposition of the stock, property, estate, 
said company, the board of directors may make such by-laws, 
as — conform to the oe granted in such canal 
concessions, not be inconsistent with this act or the laws of 
or the existing treaty en of the United States with 
Costa Rica, if the said canal should be in 

that Republic; and may fix the time for election of di- 
caused by death, resignation, or 
bea director who is not a stock- 
be a director. 


cette euceeises 
ciety 
iter ieiite! 


ie 
. 


in 


y, but such election may be holden on any day 
thereafter by the directors first giving thirty days’ notice thereof, in 

The di of whom eight, inctuding the president, shall 
have full power touching the election or appointment of all 
pany, and said officers shal! hold office at the will and pleas- 


Nothing in this act contained shall be deemed or construed to in any 
impair any right of the United States under any treaty in force 
N And nothing in this act shall be held or con- 
involve the United States in any pecuniary obligations 
respect of the payment of tolls, as provided for in this 


Hl 
“al 


: 
£ 
[ 


teh 
it 
i 


. 6, Congress shall at all times have the r . amend, or re- 
thin ace, when In ins Sedigunent Ge putile good umny eo soncine 6H 
The CHAIRMAN. The is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleraan from Iowa [Mr. FULLER], which has already been read. 
Mr. CLARDY. I think there is no opposition on the part of the 
Committee on Commerce to the adoption of that amendment. 
The on being takeu, the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CLARDY. If no further amendments are to be offered, I ask 
that the committee rise and report the bill to the House. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Are amendments now in order? 
~The CHAIRMAN. They are. 





Mr. SPINOLA. I move to amend bystriking out aliafier the word 
‘ therewith,’’ in the twenty-first line of the first section, down to and 
including the word ‘‘ concession,’’ in line 32. The language which I 
propose to strike out is as follows: 


And to exercise such other powers as have been conferred by the Government 
of Nicaragua by the concession of that Republic to the Nicaragua Canal Asso- 
ciation, through Mr, A. G. Menocal, its representative, and dated the 23d day 
of March, A. D. 1887, and finally approved by the legislative and executive au- 
thority of the Republic on the 20th, 23d, and 24th days of April, A. D. 1887, and 
such powers asthe Republic of Costa Rica may confer of the same kind as those 
named in said concession, 


Mr. Chairman, I make this motion to amend the bill for the reason 
that we are conferring power and authority we know nothing of; wo 
are conferring, sir, power on a corporation to do semething which some 
other government may authorize it to do without knowing anything 
at all about it. Now we should protect ourselves against such danger 
as may be involved in the incorporation of any company of that char- 
acter. 

Mr. CLARDY. We were not able to hear just exactly what the gen- 
tleman’s amendment is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York will send his 
amendment to the Clerk’s desk in writing, and it will be again read. 

Mr. SPINOLA’s amendment was again read. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I trust that amendment will not be 
adopted. In the absence of concessionary right these people could not 
undertake to build this canal. They can not enter even into the un- 
dertaking without such concession, and I trust, therefore, the amend- 
ment will be voted down. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I do not see what the Congress of 
the United States has to do with making an agreement between a pri- 
vate corporation which has no real, no legal existence to-day and a for- 
eign government. Now, if this is to be a mere stock-jobbing concern, 
the quicker we learn that fact the better. 

I see no good objection which can be honestly urged why this amend- 
ment should not prevail. How many members are there on the floor 
of this House who know what is the agreement between this Maritime 
Canal Company and the Government of Nicaragua? How do we know 
what we are to protect and confirm, and what powers and authority we 
are to confer? 

I think, sir, the amendment is a proper one and ought to prevail. It 
ought to prevail for the protection of everybedy who expects to invest 
one dollar in this enterprise, if it is to be honest in its operations. 

Why, sir, a failure has taken place a little south of this line of a French 
company which has been conducted by the most distinguished and ex- 
perienced engineers in the world. Now, this is an attempt te get up 
another enterprise of a similar character, and to ask the American peo- 
ple to invest their money in it under the sanction of this act of Congress 
which is proprosed to be passed by the Congress of the United States. 
I trust, for the reasons I have stated, that the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I do pot know any facts upon which my 
colleague can make his statement that this is a stock-jobbing bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I did not say it was; I said that probably it might 


Mr. COX. I do not know of any probability which could lead the 
gentleman to designate the bill as a future stock-jobbing measure. The 
stock authorized by it may be placed and more or less affected in our 
bourses and exchanges. I do not know about that; I know nothing of 
its pecuniary relations except what is disclosed by the bill and report. 

This bill or one of similar object was reported several Congresses ago 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, of which I was then chairman. 
That bill was reported by Mr. Morton, then of New York, our present 
Vice-President-elect. Then I had occasion to study its constitution- 
ality and practicability. 

I do not judge this enterprise by the condition and probable failure 
of the Panama Canal Company, for if there ever was a stock-jobbing 
scheme which probably will ruin the deluded men who undertook, who 
have subscribed for and paid their money for its stock and construction, 
that Panama Canal Company is one. I propose in the short time al- 
lowed to discuss the bill. 

It has two branches. First, its constitutionality, and, second, its 
feasibility. 

First. Can Congress create such a corporation ? ; 

Under Article I, section 8, of the Constitution, Congress has power t¢ 
regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several States. 
TheSupreme Court hasinterpreted thisclause frequently. Chief-Justice 
Marshall decided the leading case of Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheat., first 
volume). He upheld the power of Congress to provide for ‘‘ commer- 
cial intercourse between nations and parts of nations in all its 
branches.’”’ Navigation was embraced, according to that decision, 
within the words of the Constitution. There was no limitation on 
the species of commercial intercourse. It could be “‘exercised to the 
utmost extent.’’ When the sovereignty of Congress is recognized, 
though limited to specific objects, it is plenary as to these objects. 

There has been a close adherence te this leading case both in the Fed- 
eral and State courts. 

cases include commerce carried on by corporations as well as 
by individuals. Mr. Justice Field recognized this (8 Wallace, 182, 183) 
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in the case of Paul vs. Virginia. He recognized the utility of corpo- 
rations in the commercial world. They were contemporaneous with 
the formation of the Constitution, the grant of power having made 
no reference to the instrumentality by which this commerce should 
be carried on. ‘‘It is general, and includes alike commerce by indi- 
viduals, partnerships, associations, and corporations.’’ 

Afterwards, in the case of The United States vs. Marigold (9 How- 
ard, 567) Mr. Justice Daniel said that the Constitution. warranted 
legislative discretion on all and every subject of commerce. 

In other cases, which might be quoted, it was held that either inter- 
state or foreign commerce was within the purview of our organic law. 
Even as late as the case of Lord vs. Steam-ship Company (102 U. 8. Re- 
ports, 544) the court interpreted the constitutional clause as to extra- 
territorial commerce, and the cases then decided had reference to com- 
merce in a foreign country, including navigation as well as traffic. 

There can be no doubt that if this corporation is a facility for such 
commercial intercourse and navigation, it is within the constitutional 
clause. 

It is, therefore, unnecessary to inquire whether this bill is constitu- 
tional under the ‘‘ general defense ’’ clause of the Constitution. This 
brings me to the 

Second proposition: That this proposed charter affects the commerce 
of the whole world, and including especially our own. The obstacle, 
if any, would bethe lack of acquiescence in the foreign country through 
which the proposed facility of commerce, or the proposed canal, is to 
pass. There is no obstacle in this case, as Nicaragua lias given her 
stipulation in that regard. 

How will this matter affect our maritime traffic? 

First, itdoes what Maury intended should be done by his scientific 
induction and experiment in making a map of the ocean,.showing its 
varied currents. That is, it leads commerce away from the old routes 
upon the ocean; it discovers and constructs new and shorter routes. 
That this is so has already been explained by the committee which 
has proposed the measure. 

Without considering any other route, or the relations of any other 
country to this or any other route, I may be allowed to say that if 
this enterprise be successful, it will enable our country to compete 
successfully with the other hemisphere, not only with the Pacific coast 
of our own country, but with the coast of North and South America 
generally. The vessels of Europe now have ten days of an advantage 
over us in time and 2,000 miles in distance in reaching the western 
coast of North and South America. In sailing around Cape Horn we 
are at a great disadvantage compared with the vessels of the world. 
This canal will place the city I represent 2,500 miles nearer to San 
Francisco than Liverpool is. It is of especial advantage to our South- 
ern cities. I need not dilate upon the advantages by which we wou'd 
be enabled to trade for the eastern coast and nations of Asia through 
this shorter water route. 

It does not matter, in this connection, whether we shall be exclusive 
users of the canal or not. The advantages to the company are appa- 
rent, and the advantages to ourcountry are paramount. They will not 
be lessened by making the canal neutral. 

This company asks no money and no monetary credit of the Govern- 
ment. The bill as now pending absolutely forbids any moneyed re- 
sponsibility. It stands, therefore, very unlike other transit routes, 
which have been becoming running sores, by reason of the munificence 
of Congress in granting them lands and credit, and the flagrant 
of the trusts created by statute. : 

It has been contended in some pamphlets which I have read, that 
the scheme is so grand and the probable results are so great that Con- 
gress ought not to give a charter without some monetary or other com- 
pensation. 

The scheme does look grand. The capital stock is to be one hundred 
millions, with the right to increase it to twice that amount. It has 
advantages connected with the reception, purchase, and conveyance of 
real and personal estate. And I do not well see how this corporation 
could effectuate its grand ends for the improvement of our commerce, 
especially that which is beyond our control, without.having the Fed- 
eral egis thrown over it. The Panama Railroad is no longer within 
our control. The proposed Panama Canal is becoming a fruitful failure 
in spite of all the efforts of its great projector by lottery—nay, in spite 
of the French Government—and other schemes to prop it. 

All that this charter proposes is to endow this company with the 
power to do its own business. It binds the Government to nothing, 
except such action as will throw a shield over our citizens who will 
invest their means in its construction. 

Other gentlemen at the last session expanded, and very properly, and 
none more so than the distinguished gentlemen from Kentucky [Mr. 
McCREARY] and from Mississippi [Mr. HookER] upon the vast trade 
which this country would and should secure between the Atlantic and 
Pacific ports of the United States; in fact, between our country and the 
Pacific islands and Asiatic coast. They have given you in tonnage and 
in dollars the immense values now existing. and they have made a 
horoscope of our splendid future in this direction. 

Sir, t ideals of fature advancement southward are not new to 
me. Years ago, when the Mexican treaty of Mr. Robert McLane, oar 








minister to France, was sent to Washington for confirmation, and after- 
wards when we discufsed our Central American and other policies, I 
gave my feeble help to those projects. The civil conflict came along to 
disturb and terminate these projects. One great bugbear stood in the. 
way. It was the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 

The gentleman from Tennessee, who has made the minority report, 
has done me the honor to quote from a report I made from the For- 
eign Affairs Committee upon this topic. I take back not one word in 
that report as to the propriety and necessity of the resolution I reported 
for abrogation of the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Our traditions, and es- 
pecially the doctrine known as the ‘*‘ Monroe doctrjne,’’ should not 
stand in the way of that freedom of intercourse which belongs to us as 
the leading power on this continent, not only for our own connection 
with our own territory but with foreign countries. ‘ 

The report to which the gentleman refers was made to this House on 
the 16th of April, 1880. It was made to the Forty-sixth Congress, sec- 
ond session, and is numbered House Document 1121. 

The committee, of which I was thechairman, obtained jurisdiction of 
the question by reason of two resolutions: one in relation to the inter- 
oceanic canal, and the other with reference to the ‘‘ Monroe doctrine.”’ 
The report quoted with satisfaction the message of the then President, 
Hayes, and from which the gentleman from Tennessee has made an ex- 
tract in his own report. It demanded American control for the route. 
We agreed with the President as to the necessity of the-canal, and I 
still agree with him, The extract from my report will show this ac- 
cord. Our.committee at that time protested against British arrogance, 
and denounced the ill-omened Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which we gen 
violated by that power, It recited the various stages of diplomacy, 
which show that although we were compromised by the treaty, yet that 
Great Britain had violated itso frequently that it was practically nulli- 
fied. Still it existed. 

The President advised its abrogation, and the committee authorized 
me to report a resolution of that tenor, for the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, 
although it was practically inept, still remained as a cloud over the 
interoceanic transit, which we desired should be shared by no other 
power. It was purely a diplomatic question. The-influence of Con- 
gress which was sought on that occasion was simply moral, and, if you 
please, intended to exercise the influence of one co-ordinate branch 
upon another. Diplomacy has failed to rid us of the incubus of that 
treaty, and I do not know that that treaty should stand as an obstacle 
to the accomplishment of the great ends sought by the pending meas- 
ure, nor am I pre to say that the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Tennessee would be other than a prejudice and an im- 
pediment to the success of the objects of the measure. 

The main question is, will this canal be controlled substantially by 
Americans, and will our Government have the paramount influence 
for all the purposes connected with commerce; and, in case of war, 
with that neutrality, without which a grand highway, like that pro- 
posed, would be rather a hurt than a help in the interchanges of man- 
kind ? 

Mr. Chairman, I believe not only that our own commerce bet ween 
our Atlantic and Pacific ports, but between the Orient and Occident, 
will be benefited by this canal. It will be a competitor for trade—a 
useful competitor with our trans-continental railways. It will bea 
usefal competitor with any other canals. It therefore helps the trade 
of the people of the United States, among themselves, north and south, 
inland and on the as well as our commerce with other and for- 
eign nations, If there be any one thing more than another that the 
United States wants to-day to secure its advancing prosperity, it is the 
revival of that shipping and commerce which bears our surplus prod- 
ucts to all the world. If we can notdo this by domestic or Federal 
legislation, let us bestow on our enterprising citizens, the chartered 
panoply of the Republic. Let its protection go out over the world and 
draw the resources of other nations to our shores. [Applause. ] 

I favor the bill and shall oppose any suggestion which would break 
down its scope, force, and effect. It will not only help that great me- 
tropolis which I have the honor in part to represent, but it will be of 
incalculable benefit to the whole country in the revival of those inter- 
changes, which is now the great desideratum for our country. [Ap- 

lause . $ E 

. It is said by Humboldt that the discoverers of the western world 
sailed by the light of the Southern Cross. Their religion, which was 
that of the Catholic Church, gave pious enthusiasm to their adventure. 
The stories of those days read like marvels, even to us in these days of 
steam and electricity. But so long as the Southern Cross shines in the 
heavens, so long will the wonders of this nation be led by its light, for 
it is loftier and more beautiful, as an emblem of that commerce which 
produces civilization and Christianity, than any Pharos which was ever 
erected by the genius of man to guide adventure over the uncertain 
elements of the sea. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident to the friends 
of this bill that the amendment proposed by my friend from New York, 
General SPINOLA, is caleulated to leave the bill in the condition of 
the play of Hamlet with Hamlet left ont. I do not suppose, sir, that 
this Congress cares to debate matters which have taken place in the 
past twenty years as to the charters of these various Nicaraguan com- 
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panies. It is plain to us now, as set forth in the minority report of th's 
committee, that to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINoLA], and 
to others, every line of concession by Nicaragua is laid plainly before 
this Congress for its consideration. We are not either at loose ends or 
in the dark as to what Nicaragua desires, nor what is conceded to this 
maritime canal company. These matters are well understood. 


This bill, Mr. Chairman, stands simply in this way: the friends and, 


incorporators and the movers of this great canal company project have 
come to the National Legislature for the purpose of obtaining a charter. 
Those who are the enemies or the pretended enemies of this bill can 
not make either any capital or headway in their opposition by opposing 
it on this floor on simply the merits that the United States will give 
the guaranty of money or otherwise, anything they ought not to give 
to this company or to any other private corporation. 

That argument is of no avail. The question simply lies here with 
me. Ican have no interest, particularly in the district I represent, 
only as the interest of that district is affected by the whole commerce 
of the United States. Now, at the first glance at this bill there is one 
idea, one strong, great, determined commercial proposition, and that is 
this: Build this great Nicaraguan route and you place in advantage the 
whole of the coastwise commerce of the United States, as between 3,000 
and 3,500 miles the European ship has to sail before it reaches our 
competing line. Open this route to the governments of South Amer- 
ica, and the whole trade of the Indies is in the hands of the United 
States. It does more than that. While this coastwise trade has been 
concentrated in New England and New York, I am willing now for the 
rehabilitation of our Southern commerce that New Orleans shall enter 
into the strife for the prize of the two Americas south of us and their 
magnificent trade. [Applause.] And I hope, sir, when this bill shall 
have passed, such an impetus will have been given to the coast marine 
of the South that out of the iron and coal of Alabama shall be built 
the 3,000 or 4,000 ton steamers which can reach the prize, the com- 
merce the Nicaraguan Canal will place in the lap of the South. [Ap- 
plause.] I say that with all due sense of what may be the outcome of 
the future, whether this Congress or another Congress shall pass a free- 
ship bill or a subvention bill. Let us show to the congress of the three 
Americas, when it meetsin this city, that instead of empty phraseology 
and resolutions of comity and of good will, this Congress has opened to 
the two Americas south of us a highway costing a hundred millions of 
dollars backed up by the sentiment and good will of the Fiftieth Con- 

of the United States. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, in my judgment this bill is one of 
the most important measures that have been before the American Con- 
gress foradecade. It is of transcendent importance to the commerce 
of the whole country. Itbears the same relation to the trade of Amer- 
ica that the discovery of the Cape of Good Hope bore to the commerce 
-of the Old World. ‘The discovery of the Cape of Good Hope turned 
the commerce of Asia away from the cities of the Mediterranean to 
the cities of London and Liverpool. The completion of this great 
canal will turn the commerce of the Orient away from the cities of Liv- 
erpool and London to ourshores and to the cities of the United States. 
[Applause.] It will give us more than 3,000 miles of advantage, and 
we can trust American pluck and enterprise to do the rest. I hope this 
measure will pass. I regard it as one of great impertance, so impor- 
tant, indeed, that I venture to hope it may pass this body unanimously. 
[ Applause. | 

Mr. MAISH. In my judgment the discussion upon the merits of 
this measure issomewhat premature. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SPrNoLA] proposes an amendment which I think it is entirely 
proper for this House to adopt. He proposes to strike out of the bill 
an amendment that was made by the Senate, which proposes to con- 
fer on this corporation all the powers that were conceded to Mr. A. G. 
Menocal, and all the powers of a similar kind that may be conceded to 
the corporation by the Republic of Costa Rica. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I beg pardon. 
from Pennsylvania read the bill? 

Mr. MAISH. I think I have. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. 

Mr. MAISH (reading): 


And such powers as the Republic of Costa Rica may confer of the same kind 
as those named in caid concession. 


I was a little inaccurate in not mentioning the Republic or 


Has the gentleman 


Look at the bill. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. They strike out ‘‘ or may be.”’ 

Mr. MAISH. ‘Or may be”? is not stricken out in the bill I have. 
This House is asked to adopt an amendment of the Senate conferring 
all these powers on this corporation now granted by the concessions 


made by the Government of Nicaragua and which may be conferred by 
Costa Rica. 


Mr. CLARDY. The words ‘‘may be’’ were stricken out. The 
gentleman has not got the right bill. 

Mr. MAISH. Why does not the committee give us bills that show 
us what is before the House? This House is not informed as to what 
is before it. Now, it is very apparent that when the friends of this bill 
first introduced it they did not consider it necessary to possess these 
powers, for they were not contained in the original bill. 





The amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York [{ Mr. 
SPINOLA] is to strike out this amendment because the powers are not 
set out in the bill. They should certainly beincluded, so that we may 
know what is granted. But here we are referred to the concession. I 
think, therefore, the House should adopt the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York; or at least the committee should incorporate 

the concession as part of this measure,so that we may know what 
| powers are granted. I think that the amendment is reasonable and 
proper. I am not opposed to this bill; but I do not want to confer 
upon this or any other corporation indefinite or unlimited power such 
as conferred in this measure. I venture to say there is not aconstitu- 
tion in any of the States that would authorize the granting of a charter 
like this. Further, there is no provision in this bill that one cent of 
the capital stock shall be paid. I have never heard of a charter being 
granted in the States where it was not provided that at least a portion 
of the capital stock shall be paid. 

Mr. ADAMS. The question now before the committee is not on the 
merits of the billas a whole. The question now before the committee 
is on the merits of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York. As I understand the sentiment and opinions of that gen- 
tleman he is not opposed to the bill; he is not opposed, therefore, to con- 
veying to certain persons the powers of a body corporate for the ‘‘ con- 
struction, equipment, management, and operation of a ship-canal from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean,’’ but he is opposed, apparently, to 
the conveyance of certain additional powers, known or unknown. 

Now, in the first place, as I understand, the additional powers to be 
conferred are now known, because it is proposed to strike out the 
words ‘‘or may be.’’? So that the only additional powers to be con- 
ferred on this corporation in addition to the powers involved in the 
words which I have read from the bill are the powers which have al- 
ready been specified in what is known as the Menocal concession from 
the Nicaraguan Governnient. 

I think, as I understand the copy of that concession which I have in 
my hand, that there are certain of these powers conveyed by that con- 
cession. Possibly whatris to be implied in this language of lines 16 
and 17, ‘‘the construction, equipment, management, and operation of a 
ship-canal.”’ 

For instance, article 23 of that concession mentions certain lands 
which that company can hold. We can not object to their holding 
these lands. We have no power to concede these lands to this com- 
| pany, but this corporation have the power to hold lands; otherwise they 
| could not hold them. When we create a corporation they can not ex- 
| ercise powers unless we give them those powers, and to give them 
| power to maintain and operate a ship-canal would not give them power 


to hold a concession of land outside of the route line. Therefore it is 
contended that certain powers shall be exercised by this corporation 
outside of this, which will be involved in the language prior to or pre- 
ceding the language which the gentleman proposed to strike ont. 

Article 23 recites the concession of land which this confpany is to 
hold, but which it might not have power to hold if they simply had 
power to construct, equip, and operate a canal. Article 26 relates to 
the mines of stone, gold and silver ores, and other metals, to which 
the company shall have certain rights. 

Now, we desire that that company shall have the right tocontrol those 
mines if that republic chooses to concede it; and yet the power to own 
and control those mines might not be involved or implied in lines 17 
and 18 of this bill, giving the power to construct, operate, and maintain 
a ship-canal. I find also in article 25 a similar provision; also in arti- 
cle 26, in article 43, and in article 45. So faras I have been able to ex- 
amine the bill, certain powers are provided for which it would be for 
our interest that this company should enjoy, yet which would net be 
implied in the mere power toconstruct, equip, and operate a ship-canal 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific. Therefore the gentleman from New 
York, who proposes this amendment, will see that it is necessury that 
this company shall not only have the power to operate, but that, in or- 
der to make the enterprise effective, the company must have the right 
to exercise additional powers which have been already conceded and 
which are perfectly definite and ascertainable. A 

Mr. CLARDY. I trust, Mr. Chairman, that we shall now have a 
vote on this amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the remarks of 
my two colleagues from the State of New York, and I can not but ad- 
mire them. They are broad, statesmanlike, and comprehensive, and I 
agree with those gentlemen on the general principle which they have 
set forth. But, Mr. Chairman, this is a measure which is to go before 
the American people, and by which we are to convey away the rights of 
the people to a certain extent, and all I ask at the hands of this House 
in defense of those rights is that this bill shall be perfected. 

IT am as much in favor of increasing the commerce of this country us 
any man upon the floor of this House, and I will go as far toward car- 
rying out that idea as either of my colleagues; but I do not wish to lend 
myself, upon any buncombe idea whatever, to the passage of a measure 
which some day may rise to plagueus. This bill presents avery grave 
question for the consideration of the Congress of the United States, and 
we should move with great caution, and should perfect the bill so that 
when we transmit it to the gentlemen who are to act under it we shall 
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know that we have done our duty fairly and honestly and have held 
out no false inducements to persuade people to invest in this enterprise 
under the idea that the Congress of the United States has given it sanc- 
tion. Up tothis time this company isnotacompanyatall. Alth 

the promoters of it procured the e of an act through the Vermont 
Legislature exactly in conformity with the bill now before us, yet they 
did not dare to proceed under that enactment of the Vermont Legisla- 
ture, and now they come back here to us and ask us to take the same 
bill and pass it blindly. 

I ask the Congress of the United States to make this bill a perfect 
measure, and when that is done no gentleman on this floor will vote 
for it more cheerfully than I will. But let us bea little guarded in 
acting upon this bill. I understand this character of legislation, un- 
derstand it thoroughly. Gentlemen can come here, where there are 
three hundred and twenty-five members upon this floor, and intro- 
duce a measure like this, and although the committee who report 
the bill may understand it very well, we all know that very few of us 
have had an opportunity to give sufficient attention to it to familiarize 
ourselves with all its provisions. Weare asked here to confirm and 
ratify and perpetuate powers which have been conferred by another 
government upon a private corporation. That is what this bill asks 
for. And, Mr. Chairman, there is gross disagreement among the 
‘doctors’? themselves who have brought us this bill. They have pre- 
sented three different measures upon thissame subject, and it was only 
by accident that I found out this was the bill before us. 

Mr. MAISH. I will ask the gentleman from New York to tell us 
which is the right bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I do not know with certainty, but I suppose it is 
the one I have in my hand, which is called the Senate bill. But there 
are also two others. This shows that there is very great disagreement 
between the two Houses, and also among the members of our own com- 
mittee, and is it not reasonable and natural that a difference of opinion 
should exist among members on the floor, who perhaps have not had 
suflicient time to examine the bills in detail? Formyown part, I only 
ask that this measure shall be perfected so as to be a measure that no 
gentleman shall be ashamed of when passed, a bill that can not be foot- 
balled all over the country, or over the world, upon the allegation that 
the Government of the United States is standing behind it and is its 
sponsor and guardian. There is a great deal connected with this meas- 
ure which has come to my ears that I do not wish to refer to here. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will my colleague permit me to ask 
him whether in his judgment there is anything in this bill by which 
the faith or credit of the United States is pledged to this corporation? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Only by implication. It is implied. Every word 
in the bill carries with it that implication, and it will be used by the 
gentlemen who are negotiating this enterprise when they go abroad for 
the money to construct the work. They will use the argument that 
they have a charter granted by the Congress of the United States and 
approved My the President of the great Republic. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman state what words in the bill indi- 
cate that ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. The whole of this section indicates it. Every line 
in the bill would indicate it. It is the grantof a charter by the United 
States Congress. 

Mr. REED. When your State of New York grants acharter, do you 
understand that it thereby loans its credit ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor and said: If the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Sprvo1a] desires to continue, I will withhold my re- 
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the gentleman from New 
York may be permitted to continue his remarks. 

Mr. CLARDY. I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. SPINOLA (to Mr. CLARpy). Why, my friend, you have all 
day. Let us take time. This is an important measure; and we have 
only begun its consideration. 

A Member. Itis important enough to occupy a day. 

Mr, SPINOLA. Certainly; important enough to oceupy a week. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will notobject to extending the time of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Sprno.a] if theextension beonly for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman 
from New York to continue his remarks for five minutes? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would say to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] that the State of New York has granted so many charters, for 
which more than once that State has had occasion to blush, and the 
State, with its great character, immense resources, and untold wealth, 
has been so frequently referred to as a guarantor of the genuineness of 
the charters granted, that the State has from time to time—— 

Mr. REED. Perhaps the gentleman in the confusion did not ap- 
prehend my question. It was whether, when the State of New York 
grants a charter, it carries with it any implication of State aid? 

Mr. SPINOLA. It does not. 


Mr. REED. Well, this is nothing but a charter of that kind. 
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Mr. SPINOLA. But this carries with it the inference — 
Mr. REED. From what? 


Mr. SPINOLA, From every line in it. 


Mr. REED. Well, which particular line? 
Mr. SPINOLA. every section of it—— 
Mr. REED. Which i section? 


Mr. SPINOLA. The bill grants to certain individuals the power to 
form a ration and to construct a canal between the two oceans. 

Mr. . Does that imply a loan from the Government? 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir, not a loan; I have not said that. 

Mr. REED. What else is it, > ae which an, Sh ae it that character ? 
I want to know, for my own info: that of the House, on 
what the =. bases his oo eg 

Mr. SPINOLA. I base it upon the whole bill. 

Mr. REED. But upon no particular words which are in the bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, because they have been too cautiously avoided. 
The framers of the bill understood that they could not—— 

Mr. REED. It looks tome asthough they had not only ‘‘ cautiously 
avoided ’’ it, but had actually avoided it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Ah, they have dodged it. They have left it for 
the drummers and “heelers ”” to explain to foreign capitalists and to 
capitalists of our own country that the Government hasgivena charter, 
and that under this charter they are acting —— 

Mr. REED. May lI call the gentleman’s attention to the fact we 
have already adopted an amendment on this subject— 

And nothing in this act shall pe: held or construed to in any manner involve 


the United States in any obligations whatever other than in respect 
of the payment of tollsas pocovided for in this act. 


As the bill contains no words committing the United States to any 
liability, and as this express amendment been adopted to guard 
against any such thing, how could we protect ourselves any further? 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is similar to the language used the act 
providing for the centennial exhibition; but afterward they came back 
and the Government had to make good-—— 

Mr. REED. The Government had to make good ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. The Government did make good—— 

Mr. REED. Oh, the gentleman is as much out in his history as he 
is in his law. The Government refused to make it good. 

Mr. SPINOLA. But the ies came here for it. 

Mr. REED. Oh, “came here!’’ You can not expect to prevent 
men from asking the earth. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I simply want to say to 
tleman from New York, what I havealready stated hen soncitctenines 
in this House, that the one million and a half of dollars in connection 
with the centennial celebration was paid by the people of Philadelphia 
and not by the Government. Now, while I am on my feet I will 
ask—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. The ra from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is 

Mr. HO r. Chairman, at the outset of my remarks I ask 
that an amendment, which I wish to offer at the proper time, ,to the first 
section of the bill may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pro however, That noth 
atric rae ates faa, teint el tows cote 
said company ; nor sball the United States be heid in any wise liable or 
sible in any form or by any ~ py AF a debt or oo in any 
on contract of said company or as having assum “py virtueof this act or other, 


wise, any responsib: acts or proceedings of said company in any for- 
> engagements entered into in the United States, 


The CHAIRMAN. Unless this is offered as an amendment to the 

ing amendment it is not now in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe I will offer that as an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. [rise to a point of order. We want to hear this 
discussion—those of us who have not made up our minds on the ques- 
tion—and if the Chair will preserve order we will listen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to eorder. Gen- 
tlemen desiring to converse will retire to the -room. The House 
will come to order. 

The first question is on the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SprnoLa], on which debate is exhausted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer my amendment as an amendment to that 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. DUNN. A t of order right there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. Is it inorder to offeras an amendment to constitute 
nee which is to strike out part of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is substituting this in its place. 

Mr. DUNN. If he will offer that as a substitute it is a different 
= instead of as an amendment to it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. He offers it in the nature of a substitute. 
Mr. HOLMAN ee ee [See Anon} 
Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I will not consume = time of 
extended discussion of this question. I desire 
to the suggestions of the gentleman from Indiana 
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the celebrated treaty known as the Hise-Selva treaty, <n eee 


, and no 
the United Seckes had not the power to grant the charter that itis pro- 
posed here to grant to this canal company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that was an actin which the President of the 
tates and the Senate alone were concerned under the treaty- 


making power. 
Mr. CLAEDY. That is very true; but it is a most singular coinci- 


dence, I think, that while that treaty, which never in fact became a 
treaty, because it was not approved by the Senate, has been discussed 


by the Committee on Commerce on this subject will doubt for a moment, 
or if he doubts, his doubt will be removed, that this power does exist, 
and that has the constitutional right to exercise it. 

This bill, Mr. Chairman, does not go to the extent that my friend 
from Indiana seems to apprehend. It does not propose that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall guaranty any of the bonds or shall 
be responsible or liable for the value of any of the stock of the company ; 
and if a future Congress, as the Congress which preceded the centennial 
appropriation did, sees proper to assume an obligation that does not rest 
upon Congress or the American people, I know of no way of preventing 
that Congress from doing so. I do not believe that all virtue willdie 
with the present Congress, and I know that all virtue will not die with 
the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. KELLEY. Permit me to say that Congress assumed no respon- 
sibility about the centennial at Philadelphia. They exacted the re- 
payment of the last cent of money advanced in aid of that enterprise. 

Mr, CLARDY. I understand that. 

Mr. KELLEY. And the gentleman probably refers to the New Or- 
leans exposition. The Philadelphia exposition cost nothing to the Gov- 
ernmen 


it, 

Mr. CLARDY. I ought perhaps to have known better than to have 
referred to Phi phiain this body. [Laughter. ] 

But, Mr. I repeat that there is no provision in the pending 
bill that does not affirmatively show that the Government is in no wise 
to become involved or responsible for this enterprise; and an amend- 
ment which I regard as a work of su tion has been already 
adopted, expressly negativing the idea that the Government shall un- 
der any circumstances become involved in any obligation on this ac- 
count. Iask a vote on the question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I regret that so important a measure as this should 
only have debate under the five-minute rule for its consideration. In 
the Forty-seventh this subject was before the Committee on 

Affairs, and Mr. Menocal and certain associates of his, as cor- 

porators of a charter, were before that committee, urging that Congress 
should at that time avail itself of the great privileges then afforded by 
a cession from the Nicaraguan Government or they would ‘pass away 
forever. They seem not to have passed away; neither have the gentle- 
men nor the scheme. . Thesame parties are living, and are here to-day 
indoctrinating Congress by methods and schemes which are not new 
to persons who have had anything to do with public affairs. 
The facts are that this bill simply asks for a charter, but this by no 
means provides that these parties, who understand well the methods 
of legislation, are to stop here. They undertook in the outset to get 
the Government to indorse the bonds of their company. They found 
that that created opposition that might result in absolute failure, and 
they withdrew it, and they are here to-day in this form. 

Now, sir, reference has 
in — to the centennial exposition. It is well known that the first 
—_ was an invitation to other nations to participate in that ex- 
position. 


It was alleged and believed that the Government was in no manner 


bound by it, but some en representing the concern by reason 
of that invitation were here and at the other end of the Capitol in the 
succeeding and they and their friends were mold- 
ing public opinion to the point that the American people were morally 
bound to aid that exposition. And they triumphed. Gentlemen say 
that Philadelphia never asked for any contribution. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] placed an amendment 
on that appropriation bill designed to protect the Government against 


may not get through such a bill as they expect. 
other 





made to the action of the Government 


any claim that it was a donation, which was ween by the friends of 
the measure. It finally prevailed, and my recollection of it is that by 
virtue of that amendment suit was brought and the matter went before 
the Supreme Court of the United States, which determined that Phila- 
delphia was not entitled to it. My personal knowledge is that gen- 
tlemen from Philadelphia came before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and urged, notwithstanding that decision, that it was nothing 
but right that the Government should release it. Now, sir, this is but 
an illustration. You begin to-day with a charter. Why, there is no 
question but these gentlemen may operate undera charterof New York 
or some other city. 

Why have they gone on year after year when they have failed to get 
anything through Congress? Why have they passed by the Stategev- 
ernments and charters and never sought aid anywhere but at this Fed- 
eral Capitol? Sir, it simply means that the Government shall, as they 
will allege, be committed to this scheme if this bill shall pass. Then 
the nexi step will be an indorsement of the bonds of this company. 

If, sir, I am correci in the proposition, that they need no charter 
from the Federal Government, and that they may obtain it from the 
States; if these difficulties are likely to arise in the future in the mat- 
ter, involving the Federal Government, why not let this matter alone? 
This project will not be abandoned, will not be destroyed because they 
They will be here in 


Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 
Mr. BLOUNT. If it is not too long. 
Mr. HOLMAN. When the scheme was first put on foot, and when 


the concession was made by Nicaragua, had not the gentlemen obtained 
a charter from the State of New York? 


Mr. BLOUNT. I can not say, Mr. Chairman, as to that. 
Ry CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia has ex- 
ired. 

Mr. RAYNER. i only desire to say a few words in reference to the 


proposition advanced by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Homan} 
in regard to the legality and constitutionality of this measure. After 
a thorough examination of this question the committee examining it 
came to the conclusion that Congress had an undoubted right to charter 
this company for the purposes specified in the charter and for the pur- 
poses specified in the concession made by the Governmentof Nicaragua. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there can be no question as to the right of Con- 
gress, under the power to regulate commerce between the States, and to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations, to give this company the char- 
ter the bill proposes to give them, and to place in that charter every 
provision which it now contains. 

This question is res adjudicata, has been deliberately passed upon by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in a number of cases similarly 
situated, and is no longer open to discussion. In the leading case of 
Gibbons vs. Ogden the Supreme Court held that under the power to 
regulate commerce between the States and with foreign nations we had 
a right to do every act which was necessary for the purpose of regulat- 
ing commerce between the States and with foreign nations, and in the 
celebrated case of McCullough vs. The State of Maryland, where the 
question came up, what right Congress had to incorporate a national 
bank, the Supreme Court held that Congress had the right to incorpo- 
rate a national bank for the purpose of regulating commerce between 
the States or for the purpose of regulating commerce with foreign na- 
tions—that it had the right to incorporate a corporation or to do any- 
thing else that might be necessary for the purpose of carrying out the 
general power vested in it to regulate commerce between the States or 
with foreign nations. 

Now, the whole question is, Is this.a regulation of commerce between 
this country and foreign nations? Is the incorporation of a company 
to cut a canal through this isthmus a regulation of commerce between 
the United States and foreign nations; or is it a regulation of commerce 
between the States? If it be either, then Congress has the right to in- 
corporate a company for this purpose. 

Mr. COX. And it is both. 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes,itis both. It is a regulation of commerce be- 
tween the States and it is a regulation of commerce between this coun- 
try and foreign nations. 

Why is it a regulation of commerce between the States? And wh: 
is it a regulation of commerce between this country and foreign na- 
tions? It is a regulation of commerce because it expedites commerce 
between the different States, because it expedites by thousands of miles 
commerce between foreign nations and American ports. Now, where 
does the objection come in that we are dealing with a doubtful con- 
stitutional question, when in two leading cases, in Vezey vs. Moore 
(14 Howard) and in the case of Lord vs. The Steam-ship Company (102 
United States Reports) the question was raised whether this Govern- 
ment had a right to incorporate 2 company to do an extraterritorial 
act, and in both cases the Supreme Court held that Congress had that 
right. We have the right, so far as that is concerned, to incorporate 
a company to cut a canal through Italy. We have the right to incor- 
p*rate a railroad company to build a railroad through Russia, provided 


it is aregulation of commerce between Russia and the United States. 
That is the test. The test is not the place where the act is done. It 
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is not the locality that decides the constitutional question. The ques- 
tion is, is it a regulation of commerce? If it be a regulation of com- 
merce it matters not where the act is done. ‘ We have the right to 
authorize the performance of an extraterritorial act, provided it ac- 
complishes the purposes set forth in the Constitution. The authority 
of Congress to build a railroad through Russia would not amount to 
much if Russia did not give a concession to the railroad company to 
use lands for the purpose of building its road. What does the right 
to construct this canal through the republics of Central America 
amount to unless those republics give the rights that are necessary to 
the purpose of executing the powers which Congress vests in this com- 
jany? 

Tfiese are all different questions from the naked question of the con- 
stitutional power of this body to incorporate acompany or to permit an 
individual to do an extraterritorial act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will yield to the gentleman, with the understand- 
ing that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] shall have his time 
afterwards. 

Mr. RAYNER. There is only one other thing, Mr. Chairman, that 
I want to say, and that is that I think the whole discussion presents a 
very remarkable proposition. Whatdoesthis company ask for? Why, 
as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has said, is it possible that 
when a State or when Congress grants a chartez to a company for the 
purpose of performing a certain act it pledges in any degree or in any 
manner its faith to the company for the performance of that act? If 
that is so, then the different commonwealths of this Government are 
day after day and hour after hour pledging their faith to thousands of 
corporate charters that are authorized by the Legislatures of the indi- 
vidual States. What does this company want? It does not ask fora 
dollar of credit. It does not ask for a dollarof bounty. It does not 
ask for a single solitary thing except a naked charter of incorporation, 
and the charter of incorporation that is asked for contains an express 
provision that this Government does not pledge its faith or incur any 
obligation on bekalf of the company that it so incorporates. 

Why all these objections? They amountto nothing. Are we never 
coming to the point of permitting American commerce to grow when 
the parties who are willing to help it grow come to Congress and merely 
ask us to do what any other government upon the face of the civilized 
globe would be perfectly willing to do—to give to these people a simple 
charter (without the appropriation of a cent of money) to enable them 
to carry out one of the greatest enterprises that has ever illustrated 
the pages of history. There is nothing in this charter that now binds 
or can hereafter bind the Government. The charter is not worth the 
paper upon which it is written unless the company receives and acts 
upon the concessions that the republics of Central America have already 
given to it. What does the charter amount to? I say give men who 
propose to embark in enterprises of this kind as many charters as they 
want. I say that whenever a body of responsible men come to the 
Congress of the United States and say that they are willing to risk 
their fortunes in an enterprise of this sort it is our duty to give them 
authority to do so, and it is a miserable policy which opposes such a 
grant and would prevent us from giving to such persons a right from 
which we might derive such immense benefits as I see before us in this 
measure. 

It is but a short time since America controlled the tonnage of the 
world. We had more registered tonnage than any nation of conti- 
nental Europe. To-day our flag has disappeared from the ocean; our 
ships have vanished from the sea. You have presented to you now a 
means of doing something to restore and revive that commerce, to ex- 
pedite by thousands of miles the traffic and the commercial intercourse 
among the nations of the earth. There is not a single objection that I 
have heard, legal or practical, which to men of a@¥vancing mind should 
— = slightest obstacle to the passage of this measure. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I for one am decidedly in favor of the 
United States giving at least its encouragement to the creation of an 
interoceanic canal. I think it would be decidedly bad policy for this 
Congress to say, by a refusal to incorporate this company, that it does 
not propose to give any encouragement in that direction. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] made the objection 
that we would in some way involve ourselves in foreign complications 
if we authorized the incorporation of this company. I think there is 
no line of policy better settled in American history in the last fifty or 
sixty years than that this country is pledged to maintain its ascend- 
ency in the political affairs and commerce of the western continent, and 
that we ought, by our influence to do what we can to maintain the as- 
cendency of this Republic in the commerce between the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans, so far as the Government can doit. The policy of non- 
intervention was only urged in reference to the affairs of the eastern 
continent. 

A provision which has been incorporated in this bill declares clearly 
that we are not by this measure to incur any financial responsibility 
for this corporation. Gentlemen say that we may hereafter do this. 
The act of encouraging the organization of such an enterprise as this is 
one thing, but the act of pledging the finances of this Government to 
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the enterprise is another thing; and for m Tam not yet nod 
to take the latter step. But,so far as aieeanmiae > comsemad, 
think we ought to give it, and doso speedily. 

The objection is made that this company is already incorporated 
under the law of one of the States. I think there is very great reason 
to doubt whether the charter of a State is of any validity in Nicara- 
gua or in any foreign country, because the States have no authority 
outside of their own jurisdiction; but, by virtue of a provision of the 
Constitution which gives to the United States Government control over 
foreign commerce and makes that control exclusive, I think it follows 
logically that we have exclusive control in the organization of com- 
panies to operate outside of the United States, and that consequentl 
it is necessary, in order to make the charter of any validity, that su 
a company should be incorporated under the authority of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. The recent decision of the Supreme Court 
would seem to lead to this conclusion, for, if the States can not control 
interstate commerce, how can they grant charters to control foreign 
commerce ? 

There have been objections urged to this incorporation which I would 
like to hear answered. It has been stated that the only object of this 
charter is to create a corporation which does not intend to do anything, 
which intends to be inoperative, in the interest of the Panama Canal. 
If such an objection has any foundation in fact, if any one knows that 
such is the object of this incorporation (and it is being stated quietly 
on this floor), we ought to know it. 1 would like to hear from the 
chairman of the committee in reference to that subject. 

Mr. CLARDY. I did not hear the question of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. KERR]. Iam under an obligation to yield to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BLounT]. 

Mr. KERR. My question is whether this company is not being in- 
corporated in the interest of the Panama Canal, and simply for the pur- 
pose of preventing other companies from taking eflicient measures to 
construct a canal in that region. 

Mr, CLARDY. I answer emphatically, no. The Panama Canal 
Company has been fighting this enterprise. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLounr]. 

Mr. KERR. I asked the question for information—not that I know 
anything about the matter myself. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What has changed the opinion which the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. KERR] expressed last session? 

Mr. KERR. I have not changed my opinion on this subject. 

Mr. SPINOLA. You stated at that time a good reason for not fa- 
voring this enterprise. ihe 

Mr. KERR. No, sir; you are mistaken. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
RAYNER] in concluding his eloquent speech remarked that a failure to 
give this charter would deprive the country of fruitful results which 
would otherwise inure to our commerce, and that the proposition could 
only be opposed by those who are not of the class,of ‘“‘ advancing 
minds.’’ Sir, there are certain taunts which we are getting familiar 
with, which originate in sources—I say it with no disrespect to any gen- 
tleman on the floor—generally known as ‘‘ the lobby.’’ 

Whenever there is opposition to any scheme it is intimated that there 
is a lack of breadth of thought on the part of gentlemen who oppose it. 
Whenever there is a disposition to scrutinize a measure there is a lack 
of ‘‘advancing mind.’’ Sir, such intimations will not restrain me from 
an honest and fair discussion of any proposition. 

Now, sir, I say that I deny what the gentleman from Maryland 
{Mr. RAYNER] has stated. I assert it is competent—and it has never 
been questioned by the gentlemen asking for thischarter—for any State 
government in the United States to give acharter for this very purpose. 
I have heard these gentlemen time and again before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs in urging the granting of this charter, and they have 
never failed to concede that under a State charter they could go for- 
ward and organize a company, receive subscriptions, elect a board of 
directors, and go on with this great work which they tell us will re- 
dound so much to the advancement of American commerce. 

Mr. CLARDY. Does the gentleman say this company? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I mean to say that Mr. Menocal, who got this con- 
cession, was there arguing before that Committee on Foreign Affairs in 
the Forty-seventh Con to which I have alluded. I mean to say 
that Mr. Phelps and o naval officers interested then and interested 
now in this concession were there urging the granting of a charter. 

Mr. RAYNER. Had they not a right to do that? 

Mr. CLARDY. Not under the same company. 

Mr. BLOUNT. IfI had the time, Mr. Chairman, I would be glad 
to yield the floor, but my time is limited and I will need it all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the object of it? If they can do this 
under any one of the States, why, then, this persistent refusal to go to 
any one of the States to get this great charter and do this great work 
for the advancement of American commerce? Why this persistence? 
Task. It must be, sir, because there is something else than that which 
a rs on the face of it. 

hen they shall have obtained this charter these gentlemen, intelli- 
gent and learned, not provincial, men of the world, not American citi- 
zens alone, but men who have traversed the earth; men who have had 
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‘ Mr. HOLMAN. I now offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk, 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment has already been read. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let it be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 























connection with great business interests, with great moneyed corpora- 
tions throughout the world, these men have an object in it when they 
fail to take a charter from one of the State governments and ask that 
the Congress of the United States shall grant them this act of incor- 
poration, 


They know, sir, they can and they expect to use this charter for the 


ee however, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to commit 
s s i i . | the United States to any liability whatever for or on account of said company ; 
purpose of having the power of this Government with them in the con Se ain ae : for c 1 said Dany 

. . . 1e United States be held in any wise liable or responsible in any form 
duct of their affairs upon that Isthmus. They mean to come to this or by any implication for any debt or liability in any form which said company 
Congress, as has been done by others, to have the Government aid, as 


may incur, nor be held as gtarantying any engagement or contract of said 
company, or as having assumed, by virtue of this act or otherwise, any re- 
sponsibility for the acts or proceedings of said company in any fore.gn coun- 
try, or contracts or engagements entered into in the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. } 

Mr. McADOO. With the most profound respect for the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HotMAn], I must entirely dissent from his general 
objection to this bill. Ido not think that the constitutional objec- 
tions advanced by him are at all tenable. I believe that they have 
been very ably and fully answered by the distinguished gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER]. The regulation of interstate and in- 
ternational commerce is a very broad power. Now, one point that the 
gentleman from Indiana makes is that it was the policy of our fathers 
that this Republic should not become entangled with foreign nations, 
and he declares that this bill will entangle us with foreign nations in 
South America and in Europe. The mistake that the gentleman makes 
in this is in ignoring the fact that foreign nations are now entangled 
with our rights and policy. We are now on the defensive. A canal 
through the Isthmus of Panama or through the Central American 
country will eventually be cut. The growth of population on the 
whole Pacific coast demands it. x 

The French nation are now constructing the Panama Canal, and we 
are confronted with the duty of protecting American rights there. Why, 
the very logic of the situation is this, that the tremendous foreign in- 
terests that are growing up in this whole region if the Panama Canal is 
built, or if any canal or any mode of traversing this Isthmus is con- 
structed under foreign patronage, this Government must inevitably be 
entangled in protecting American interests against foreign supremacy 
which will then reign in these regions. 

The day a canal is completed under a foreign flag, that day, willingly 
or unwillingly, we must of necessity be on the defensive to maintain 
our proclaimed determination to support the Monroe doctrine and curb 
European power in the Americas. We can not be indifferent. The 
canal must come, and come it should under American auspices. 

This bill, to my mind, properly amended is « wise and a paitriotic 
one. There will beacanalthere. Youcannotstopit. It will have to 
be built by private enterprise with tremendous capital, or by Govern- 
ment. As between the two evils, the building of a governmental 
canal with taxes taken from the people and the building of a canai by 
private enterprise, I am in favor of individual effort and combination. 
But the canal must be built. The extraordinary growth of our own 
Pacific coast, the tremendous increase in population of the South Amer- 
ican countries demand it. 

Look at the startling growth of the Argentine Republic! A canal, 
“119 or some mode of getting across the Isthmus so as to avoid the long 
gentleman speaks was adopted to the bill? voyage around the Horn, is the absolute logic of events, and in order 

Mr. CLARDY. Some time in last October. : . 2 , : eee 

on @ that we may protect our rights in that region I am in favor of giving 
Mr. BUCHANAN. During the last session ? : : mepteted 
: to an American company, with as carefully guarded provisions in the 

Mr. CLARDY. About the close of the last session. bi j es ; : 

: 9 ion aah a ‘ ill as the gentleman from Indiana can inject into it, the power to 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ah! In those ‘‘ twilight days’’ to which I have todht endl S tendiies te ‘3 of oun tit ot 
alluded. Will the gentleman be kind enough to explain the provis- 0 tage en llamar tng! “wenbon. stake He raplvncty-masnness st fie oncapepegldaee 
fons of that amendment? without committing the Government to any financial scheme of guar- 

Mr. CLARDY. It has been read several times to-day. Philadtiphin. such as was adopted in the case of the exposition at 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam aware of that, but so much confusion has Wh : . 

: : y, look at it! The governments of Europe are already awake to 

Ing of any papers that but little could be gleaned from the read- the situation. This canal is necessary in order to enforce the Monroe 
' : : doctrine. The governments of Europe are land hungry. ‘The popu- 
‘tnetn tet: I will send the amendment to the desk and ask to lation of Europe is congested. They are looking for land, military, 
Mr. BUCHANAN. [I hope the gentleman will do so, and that we ee and political outlets in every a of _ globe. India 
may have order while it is being read. has been ex austed. Russia is assuming contro of t e vast territories 
: : in the eastern part of Europe and Western Asia. She is threatening 

Mr. CLARDY. This amendment, I will state, was offered by the English. Turkish. and Oriental Sten kn on f all 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. CULBERSON], and was me att pee oe. ane Papen ea sr he oa Sat eae 


the phrase is, to carry out this object; they intend to come here and 
ask the Government to go further and to maintain it—to maintain it 
by contributions in the matter of issuing and guarantying its bonds. 

They mean to put it on the ground indicated by the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], that this Government is interested in the 
commerce of the world, and is so to regulate our relations with it and 
to do whatever may be necessary for the advancement of that com- 
merce. I do not think I overstrain the language of the gentleman. 

It is said the majority of the directors are to be American residents. 
That may be true, but under the scheme presented before it was ar- 
gued— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, it is well known that the first 
session of the present Congress did not adjourn. Itdid nothing of the 
kind, but dwindled away, as it were, and in the twilight hours of those 
last lingering days this bill was brought up for discussion; and my 
recollection is at that time it was stated nothing was asked of the Gon- 
eral Government except the mere act of incorporation. Now the de- 
bate has seemed to drift away from the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], which in my judgment secures 
in explicit language in the act itself the object as stated then by the 
framer of the bill. 

It is said that they need no indorsement of their bonds, no assump- 
tion of any obligation on the part of the Government of the United 
States. 

I ask if that is the case. I ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
why he does not at once accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana, and no longer render this Mouse obnoxious to the charge read 
from that desk on last Monday, that the Congress of the United States 
fritters away too much of its time over private business. 

Mr. CLARDY. In answer to the gentleman from New Jersey, if he 
expected an answer from me—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly I did. 

Mr. CLARDY. I will say that theamendment presented by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is, not only substantially but almost in identical 
language, the amendment that has been already adopted to this bill; 
and I do think that asquare amendment to the bill negativing the idea 
that the Government of the United States under any circumstances 
should become résponsible for any of the operations or obligations of 
the company ought to be enough and should be satisfactory without 
the surplusage which is employed by the proposed amendment of the 
gentleman from Ind 

Mr. BUCHANAN. May I ask when the amendment of which the 


nat : Europe are turned to this continent, and the feeble republics of South 
ot ag hers eed “= ee an follows: america can only be preserved from foreign aggressions and from sub- 
Stated tain tela: : servience to foreign interests by the moral, political, the financial, and, 


“And nothing in this act shall be held or construed to in any manner involve | if necessary, the military power of the great Republic of America. 


the United States in any pecun obligations whatever other than i t | [Applause. 
to the payment of tolls as Sroekied tee in this act.”’ ene [ a 


Why, Mr. Chairman, the flag of Britain is already posted on naval 
Mr. CLARDY. This ne it will be seen, covers the point | stations at this very center. Spain, in Cuba, hasmilitary contro! of the 
suggested by the gentleman from . great Gulf and our Mississippi Delta. France isgetting afoothold there; 
Mr. MAISH. May I ask that all of the other amendments which | and Bismarck, having accomplished the unity of the German Confed- 
have been adopted to the bill be read? eracy, and having laid down its military and financial policy, is now 
Mr. CLARDY. I ask that the pending question be first disposed of. | finding an outlet for the German arm and the German brain in South 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask consent to withdraw the amendment which | America and in the islands of the Pacific. Yetwe are asked to remain 
I have offered temporarily until after the amendment for which it has | supinely neutral! I preach no blatant jingoism. I am a conservative 
been offered as a substitute is disposed of. of the conservatives, but I am neither blind, deaf, nor unobserving. 
There was no objection. : We only ask to mind our own affairs and make happy our own 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- | people; bué the bedeviled and tottering systems of Europe look with 
tleman from New York [Mr. Sprno.a]. 


. ; jealous eyes on these Americas. We have nothing to do with the 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. cruelty, pomp, and artificiality of European politics, but the millions 
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of freemen on these continents will never permit the flags of mo- 
narchical power to float on additional acquisitions on these continents. 
In the Northern Pacific, in the Southern Pacific, and the islands of the 
great Gulf we are alive to the restless activity of European aggression, 
open or insidious. 


I would not have this great Republic embark in any wild and vis- 
ionary foreign enterprise. I have contempt for wild and rhetorical 
declamations on un-American interference in foreign aftairs. I have 


never believed in these dazzling foreign ventures. Our fathers wisely 
abjured them. We have no quarrel with Europe; but these nations 
must never be allowed to dominate a rod of free America. But I know 
that God has given us these continents as a heritage, and coupled with 
a duty to mankind to secure and preserve in both of the Americas, 
from the mystic grandeur of the northern seas to the unknown lands 
of Terra del Fuego, a republican form of government, a refuge for all 
who love liberty without license and hate the tyranny of purse or 
sword, and a territory pure and uncontaminated by the influence of 
foreign power, and therefore I favor in substance this bill. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. Chairman, I agree with those gentlemen who 
most heartily dissent from the methods which have been adopted by 
the friends of this measure for the purpose of forcing it through the 
House. The statement has been made that this measure has been dis- 
cussed ad nauseam, in spite of the fact that up to the present time, with 
the single exception of s6me few hours of the last session of this House 
and a short debate in the Senate of the United States, there has been 
no discussion of it upon the floor of Congress. The question is too 
large and the interests involved are too intricate and complicated to 
admit of anything like a just, fair, and comprehensive discussion upon 
this occasion. This bill involves every interest which we have in con- 
nection with what is called the Monroe doctrine, and I desire to say to 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McAD0o], who has just con- 
cluded his remarks, that although he undertook to defend this bill, 
every word that he said, every sentiment that he advanced, was really 
in opposition to the measure which is now pending before this House. 
Gentlemen who favor this bill have carefully avoided giving the House 
an opportunity to discuss it, although it is a measure which demands 
frank aud full and critical discussion. It is impossible in the brief 
time allotted me to enter into anything like an adequate discussion of 
the interests and the quesiions involved. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. RAYNER] has undertaken with one remark to settle what 
is called the constitutional issue involved in this measure. 

He has said that it is res adjudicata, that the question has been al- 
ready passed upon by the Supreme Court of the United States. He 
makes that statement in spite of the fact that this question has never 
been before the Supreme Court of the United States, and also in spite 
of the fact that it has been the policy of this Government from the be- 
ginning up to the present time never under any circumstances to grant 
a charter for the purpose of bringing a corporation like this into exist- 
ence. Under the interstate and foreign-commerce clause of the Consti- 
tution the idea of jurisdiction necessarily goes with any grant of power. 
We have jurisdiction of the instrumentalities of commerce. We have 
jurisdiction under the interstate-commerce clause of the territory of the 
United States. The gentleman has referred to the cases of Gibbons vs. 
Ogden, Vesey vs. Moore, and Lord vs. The Steam-ship Company, but the 
principle involved in every one of those cases was that the Federal Gov- 
ernment had jurisdiction as well over the territory as over the instru- 
mentalities of commerce. 

Upon that principle, to expedite commerce is to regulate it. Gen- 
tlemen might go a little further and hold that to commerce is 
to expedite commerce, and to expedite commerce is to regulate it. And 
in this kind of a springing-board argument they might go further, and 
say that to increase commerce is to promote it, to promote commerce is 
to expedite it, to expedite commerce is to facilitate it, and to facilitate 
commerce is to regulate it. Under this form of reasoning there is abso- 
lutely no field from which the Federal Gevernment would be shut out. 
Under our power to establish post-offices and post-roads it would be 
entirely within the power of the United States Government to estab- 
lish a farm for the purpose of raising horses, because horses are useful 
in carrying the mails. The Government could enter into any kind of 
busixess, I care not what, which might directly or indirectly facilitate 
the exercise of any grant of power. 

Sir, we have no jurisdiction over the territory of Nicaragua. I care 
not what concession we may receive from that Republic, that conces- 
sion does not give us authority to go beyond the power which has been 
granted to by the Constitution of the United States. 

For myself I hope that the bill now pending will be voted down, or 
at least postponed until this House has had fair and legitimate oppor- 
tunity to examine and discuss it in all its bearings. I would especially 
call the attention of the House to the fact that at this time and under 
these circumstances we are called upon to inaugurate a policy totally 
and radically new, and, though I have not time to prove it, I will say 
absolutely and entirely antagonistic to all precedent on this subject 
—_ hostile to the very best interests of the Government of the United 

states. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, to-day the construction of a ship-canal 


between the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans is a necessity to our com- 
merce, and to my mind this fact demonstrates its constitutionality. 

Let us consider for a moment the advantages of this route and the 
great and growing traffic that it would accommodate. It lessens the 
distance between our Atlantic and Pacific ports 7,000 miles, two and 
one-third times the distance across the Atlantic, and it also saves the 
tempestuous and us Voyage around Cape Horn. 

The Suez Canal, w has revolutionized the commerce of Europe, 
only shortens the distance to India about 4,000 miles. This route 
shortens the distance from our Pacific coast to Liverpool 6,000 miles, 
and from Callao, South America, it lessens the distance to western 
European ports 4,000 miles, and the distance to our own Atlantic coast 
nearly the same. It would also greatly diminish the distance of our 
eastern ports from the Pacific islands, and could not fail to largely in- 
crease our trade with them. An immense impetus would be given to 
the trade of our own Pacific coast and that of South America. The 
lumber export of Washington Territory and Alaska would soon be- 
come of great magnitude. When it is seen that sailing vessels leaving 
Europe for San Francisco, which can now only make one round trip in 
a year, will then be able to do that and return to San Francisco in the 
same time, the adyantages of this transit will be obvious. 

The Suez Canal was opened to commerce in 1870. In that year 486 
ships through, aggregating at of 436,609. Its receipts 
were $1,031,865. In 1880 number of ships was 3,307; tonnage, 
5,775,861, and the receipts were $13,702,413. The Nicaragua Canal 
possesses a great advantage over the Suez Canal, which would lead to its. 
more rapid development. The latter can only be used by steam-ves- 
sels on account of the peculiarly difficult and dangerous navigation of 
the Red Sea, while the former can not only be used by them, but will 
undoubtedly lead to a large and rapid increase of this class of vessels. 

The Chiefs of the Bureau of Statistics for 1879 and for 1885 give 
the number of vessels and their tonnage which would have used this 
route as the most convenient during those years, respectively. In 
1879, 2,647 vessels, with a tonnage of 2,671,886; in 1885, 4,139 ves- 
sels, aggregating a tonnage of 4,252,434. At this rate of increase at 
the date of the possible completion of the canal its business would 
amount to more than 6,000,000 tens, and equal the present traflic of 
the SuezCanal. It hassubstantial advantages forour merchant marine 
and particularly for our sailing vessels over the Panama route, should 
that ever be completed, which isextremely improbable. The Nicara- 
gua route between our Atlantic and Pacific coasts would be 600 miles 
shorter than that by the Panama Canal, and it would also be north of 
the region of calms and ae ee within which the latter is situ- 
ated. Then the magnificent -water lake which forms a part of 
the route would furnish commodious and safe shelter for vessels of any 
tonnage. 

Our naval squadrons, which it is probable in the future may be found 
more frequently in the Caribbean Sea oe both. coasts of Central 
America, could remain here when not needed for active service, and 
would last a much longer period of time in the fresh waters of the lake 
than when exposed to the corroding influence of the sea. It would in- 
deed furnish for our Navy a safe and permanent harbor of refuge, un- 
like and superior to any existing harbor. What are the objections to 
this project? So far as its engineering features are concerned, or the 
feasibility and efficiency of the proposed canal, there is no serious ques- 
tion. 

The ground is taken by some who profess to favor the canal that the 
grant of this charter should be accompanied with a renewed and vig- 
orous assertion of the Monroe doctrine. One objection to this is that 
it would defeat the project. Perhaps this is a sufficient objection. 
We eertainly ought not to desire by the barren assertion of a doctrine 
to prevent its conversion into a fact through the virtual union of our 
Adantic and Pacific coast lines. This canal will be built by an Amer- 
ican company with a national charter which provides that the presi- 
dent and a majority of the directors shall be citizens and residents of 
the United States. 

It seems to me that the building of a canal across the Isthmus by a 
purely American company under the patronage and prestige and au- 
thority of our Government is a practical and most forcible illustration of 
the Monroe doctrine. It is anannouncement to the world that Amer- 
ican citizens with the sanction of their Government propose to connect 
the two oceans and to control if necessary the passage between them. 
Is not this better than a mere declaration of a policy which did not 
prevent France from attempting to build the Panama Canal? Declara- 
tions which are not accompanied or followed by corresponding action 
only excite contempt. Great Britain created her colonial system and 
established her power in every quarter of the globe, not by high-sound- 
ing claims of dominion, but by quiet occupation, secured through the 
enterprise of her subjects, whom she was very sure to protect whenever 
and wherever their interests were assailed. 

notified Great Britain in consider 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty by her violation of its terms. A 
restatement of our position and a fresh assertion of the Monroe doctrine 
attached to the charter of a private company would be inopportune, un- 
dignified, and impolitic. closing these brief remarks let we urge 
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that the rapid and extraordinary development of the world’s commerce 
demands this direct route and will not longer brook the cost, delays, 
and dangers incident to a detour around the South American conti- 
nent. Let us unite these immense oceans which wash the shores of 
the New and the Old World and form the great highways of commerce 
to the most frequented and the most remote regions of the earth. 

Let it be the glorious work of the Fiftieth Congress, which completes 
one hundred years of our legislative history, to remove the barrier be- 
tween these oceans and strike the fetters from the limbs of commerce 
which she has been compelled to wear for these three hundred years. 
Let us crown the closing years of this grandest of the centuries with 
what will prove to be the noblest of its achievements; and, believe me, 
sir, that we and our children will be proud and grateful that we have 
been enabled to contribute toward this result—a result which since the 
hour when the daring Spaniard, “standing upon a peak in Darien,’’ 
gazed upon two oceans and two continents hasbeen the dream of genius, 
the ie of science, and the hope and demand of civilization. [Ap- 


lause. 
. the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when the five min- 
utes of Mr. Davis had expired, Mr. DALZELL obtained the floor and 
yielded histime to Mr. DAvis, who resumed and concluded his speech. ) 

Mr. COBB obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLARDY. I desire to ascertain whether we can not arrive at 
some agreement as to the time to be consumed in the discussion of this 
amendment. I do not wish to interfere with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Coss], but suggest that we limit discussion on this amend- 
ment to ten minutes, to be equally divided between the two sides. 

Mr. PAYSON and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 

Mr. CLARDY. Then I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of limiting debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman from 
Alabama. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDyY] will be rec- 
ognized next. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, as an amendment to the amendment ot 
the gentleman from Indiana, I offer the following: 

And this proviso shall be printed on every bond, contract, certificate of stock, 
or other obligation issued by said company. 

The object of thisamendment is apparent. Itis to prevent any per- 
son who may become possessed of any of the bonds, contracts, or cer- 
tificates of stock issued by this company from being misled as to the 
obligation which the United States Government assumes in the prem- 
ises, but may have notice conveyed upon the bonds themselves of the 
fact that the Government is in no way responsible for any of the obli- 
gations of the company. 

I can not, of course, Mr. Chairman, enter at any length into this dis- 
cussion in the time to which I am limited. I take it we are agreed 
here in the wish that there may be at some time in the near future a 
water communication constructed between the Atlantic and the Pacific 
along this proposed route. I apprehend further that we are agreed in 
the desire that this water communication shall be controlled by citizens 
of the United States; but when it comes to the methods to be pursued in 
effecting this desirable object we do not agree. 

We have had, according to my conception, very latitudinarian views 
expressed here to-day as to the power of the Congress of the United 
States over matters of this kind. According to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Ray- 
NER] Congress can exercise any power whatsoever that may be con- 
ceived to be necessary for the purpose of facilitating interstate commerce 
orcommerce with foreign powers. If their views are correct, Congress 
may authorize the construction of a line of railroad from here-to the Pa- 
cific, and along the whole line may, in exercise of the power of eminent 
domain, seize and condemn, for the purpose of its construction, the land 
within the States through which the road passes. I apprehend those 
gentlemen will not be willing to go to thatextent; and ifnot, how can 
they claim that Congress may authorize the construction ofa line of 
travel when in that construction there must be the purchase and hold- 
ing of property even beyond the United States? 

The grant of corporate rights is the bestowal to some extent of gov- 
ernmental privileges and powers; and no government can, with pro- 
priety, attempt to make such bestowal unless it can secure through its 
own laws and administration the exercise of the powers granted. 

In order to show that the attemptis made to confer authority which 
the Government of the United States itself can not exercise, and the 
exercise of which it. can not secure to others, look at one or two pro- 
visions of the bill. Here is one in which it is said that this corpora- 
tion ‘‘ may receive, purchase, hold, and convey personal and real prop- 
erty and rights of property.’’ 

Now, what authority has the Congress to convey to any corporation 
or to any person the right to acquire and hold property in any State 
in the American Union? None whatever. No such grant of power is 
found in the Constitution. If there is no power in the Government of 
the United States to confer upon a corporation the right to acquire and 
hold property in the States, and to secure the exercise of that right, 


how much more conclusive becomes the argument when you attempt 
to go beyond the domain of the United States and its authority. 

In this bill it is provided that the proposed corporation may acquire 
property in a foreign country where we have no authority whatever. 
You can not enter one of the States and confer this right. Much less 
can ycu exercise it in a foreign government. Not only that, but you 
undertake to convey to the corporation authority to issue bonds and se- 
cure the same by mortgage on its property and rights of property. 
Property where ?—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman’s time will beextended for 
five minutes longer. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that so far as I am con- 
cerned myself, I am willing to accept the amendment offered by the 
gentlemar from Indiana. Myonly objection is the one I stated awhile 
ago; that is, that it is covered by an amendment already adopted. But 
if this amendment is adopted, then I think the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. CoBB] an eminently proper one, and I shall 
offer no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question first recurs on the amendment to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama | Mr. Coss]. 

Mr. Cons’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to, and then 
Mr. HoLMAN’s amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BLAND. I offer the amendment which I send up to be read as 
a substitute for the sixth section of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Congress hereby reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, and to 
regulate the tolls or tariff rates for transportation of persons or property by this 
company or its assigns. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I offer that for the purpose of making 
certain the power of Congress to regulate the tolls of this company with- 
out the necessity of repealing, altering, oramendingthecharter. Under 
section 6 as it is in the bill the only power on the part of Congress is to 
repeal or amend the charter. It does not give the power to regniate 
the tolls of this company. I think we ought to reserve the right to 
regulate the charges of this company, and hence I have offered my 
amendment as a substitute for section 6 as it is in the bill. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. [I rise to ask the gentleman from Missouri if he 
would put his money into any enterprise and leave to somebody else 
the question of regulating what profit he should receive on the invest- 
ment? 

A MEMBER. You do that in railroad companies. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, the day has passed in this country 
when the people of the United States are willing that Congress, or any 
of the State Legislatures, shall create an individual—a corporation— 
which is greater than the Government itself. I demand, sir, the exer- 
cise of the power on the part-of Congress to regulate the traffic of this 
company, and if we are tocreate a corporation bigger than the Govern- 
ment and Congress itself, and authorize it to exercise power of itself in 
violation of the law, or which can not be controlled by Congress, then 
I hope that this bill and every similar bill, all measures that mean the 
enactment of such legislation as that, will be rejected by this body. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I expected the gentleman from 
Missouri to make just exactly thatsame speech. It is identically the 
old speech which he has been making here ever since I have been in 
Congress—an attack upon corporations, and the assertion of the right of 
Congress to control private property. 

Now, the only objection which I have to the amendment which the 
gentleman from Missouri offers is that it goes to the very vitality of 
the billitself. In other words, if the amendment is adopted, what rea- 
sonable man would put up his money to build the canal? When men 
invest money in enterprisesof this character they expect remuneration 
from it. It is a risk and may be a total loss. Lagree withthe gentle- 
nran that Congress should have the right to regulate the corporations it 
creates to a certain extent, but when you say that Congress shall have 
the right at any time to fix the fares and the rates and the tolls upon a 
railroad or a canal that somebody else is going to build ‘with his own 
money, then I ask the gentleman where is the reasonable man or the 
man who would take ordinary care of his own affairs and of those who 
are dependent upon him who will venture his money in such an enter- 
prise as that? Who will embark his means in an enterprise where the 
right to regulate what he shall receive for his investment is left to 
somebody else, and where other men shall say whether he shall receive 
1 per cent. or 5 per cent. or no per cent. at all? It is not even reason- 
able. 

Mr. BLAND. Iam guite willing that the gentleman from Maine, 
who seems upon all questions here to represent monopoly, should rep- 
resent it to-day on this question. 

So far as I am concerned I propose to stand here, as I have stood in 
the past, demanding that Congress shall at all times preserve its right 
to control and regulate trafficin this country both as to transportation 
and the rate to be charged by any corporation which is authorized by 
Congress. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. 


I do not belong to any corporation in this coun- 
try. 


I have not a dollar’s interest in any corporation in this country. 
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I am not any more in favor of monopoly than the gentleman from 
Missouri himself. This word ‘‘monopoly’’ has been used as a scare- 
crow to defeat many interests, and people have been frightened by 
the use of the word. If I believed that there were men here who had 


capital to invest who would invest it to build this canal across the Isth- 
mus and at the same time allow somebody else to say whether they 
shall reap any profit or not, or whether that investment shall be profit- 


able or a dead Joss, I might be willing to agree with the gentleman from 
Missouri that Congress should be allowed to regulate the tolls to be 
charged upon the canal. But I do not believe that there can be found 
within the limits of the United States men who will put their money 
in to build this great canal across the Isthmus, a matter of so much 
national importance to this country, and at the same time allow this 
body or any other body to say whether they shall reap a profit on the 
investment or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute for the sixth 
section proposed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. I offer that as an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will agree to 
offer this as an addition to section 6. 

Mr. BLAND. I will ask its adoption as an amendment to the sixth 
section. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 72, noes 
62. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MAISH. I beg to offer the following additional amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the construction of said ship-canal shall be commenced in 
good faith within three years, and be completed within ten years; and a fail- 
ure to comply with this proviso shall cause a forfeiture of the franchise granted 
by this act. 

Mr. KERR. I ask a division of that proposition, anda vote upon the 
limitation of three years and ten years separately. I agree to the first, 
but the limit of ten years I do not think ought to prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the question is divisible, and 
the gentleman is entitled to a separate vote. The first question is on 
agreeing to the limitation that the work shall be commenced within 
three years. 

‘The amendment yas adopted. 

The question recurred on the second portion of the amendment, limit- 
ing the time of completion to ten years. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 49, noes 
54. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr, CLARDY were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided. 

During the count, 

Mr. CLARDY said: Mr. Chairman, the point of no quorum is with- 
drawn upon the condition that we shall consent to a yea-and-nay vote 
in the House on this amendment, and a yea-and-nay vote upon the pas- 
sage of the bill as well. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair wil! state that the committee can not 
bind the House. 

Mr. CLARDY. I hope the agreement will be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that the notification made 
by the gentleman from Missouri is all that can be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But he can not be heard. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I will again state for the informa- 
tion of the committee that the point of no quorum has been withdrawn 
by the gentleman from Indiana upon condition that we assent to a yea- 
and-nay vote upon this amendment in the House, and to a yea-and-nay 
vote upon the passage of the bill as well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Committee of the 
Whole can not bind the House to an agreement of that kind; but ifthe 
members constituting the House itself constitute the committee, the 
understanding will probably be as effective. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think a majority of the committee will determine 
the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia renew the 
point of no quorum ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Indiana [Mr. Ho_tMAn] 
withdraws the point of no quorum, and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLouNT] renews it. 

: The count was concluded; and the tellers reported—ayes 63, noes 
03. 


So the latter part of the amendment was not agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it but proper that the Clerk 
should report that portion of the amendment that been rejected. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


And te completed within ten years,and a failure to comply with this proviso 
shall cause the forfeiture of the franchises ted by this act. 
The amendment as adopted will read as follows: 


“ Provided, That the construction of said ship-canal shall be commenced in 
good faith within three years.” 





Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I offer the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 

After section 2 add the following: 

“Src. 3, That no certificates of stock shall be issued until at least 10 per cent. 


of the same shall be fully paid for in money atthe par value of said stock, and 
the money deposited in the treasury of said company, and said stock so sub- 
scribed shall not be assignable until the whole of the same shall be so paid in, 
and no payment on account of capital of said company shall be made except in 
money; and said company is hereby prohibited from returningor rebating any 
part of the money so paid. No 

and received shall be authorized or issued until such paid capital shall amount 
to the sum of $5,000,000. No part of the capital stock paid in shall be atany time 
withdrawn or returned to the stockholders or inany manner diverted from the 
proper uses of the corporation. Every person violating or ‘aiding in the viola- 
tion of the fo ing provision shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 

on conviction thereof shall be punished by fine not exceeding $10,000, or by 
imprisonment not exceeding five years, or by both of such punishments, in the 
discretion of the court.” 


bonds in excess of the amount of capital paid 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this 


bill, but I desire the amendment which has just been read incorporated. 
I have no doubt, sir, that a canal across that Isthmus will be built within 
a short time, and I feel equally certain that the United States should 
permit no foreign country to build or control that canal. I think that 


is manifest public policy. I have listened with strict attention to the 
argumentof the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and other gen- 


tlemen that we have no power under the Constitution to grant such a 


charter as this, and I must admit that, while I entertain doubts, I have 
not been convinced by their arguments. Indeed, no one can satisfac- 
torily discuss that question in the limited time allowed to a speaker un- 


der this order (five minutes). But I incline very strongly to the opin- 


ion that the United States has the right to create this corporation, or 


the right to build the canal; and if I were sure that the United States 


could build and operate it without any jobbery, I am not ready to say 
that I would not favor that, so strongly am I impressed with the con- 
viction that it is 2 work whose importance can hardly be overestimated. 
But, Mr. Chairman, we all know what has been the effect of the issuance 
of stock that represents no capital. 

It is an injustice to the whole people to permit any corporation cre- 
ated to act as a common carrier to issue one dollar of stock except as 
the evidence of and to the amount of the capital actually paid into its 
treasury. Nothing has worked greater injustice to our people, and es- 
pecially to the people of the West, than such fraudulent issues of un- 
paid-for stock. Nothing has so embarrassed the adjustment or regu- 
lation of freight charges. - 

Certificates of stock ordinarily soon pass out of the hands of the origi- 
nal holders into the hands of bona fide holders for value, who have 
neither knowledge nor means of knowledge that such certificates are 
not what they purport to be—certificates of actual stock of the com- 
pany. The purchaser of such certificates reasonably expects and in- 
sists that the tolls or freights charged by the corporation shall be fixed 
and kept so high as to pay a reasonable rate of interest on all the stock 
issued. If so, the people are compelled to pay interest on a fictitious 
capital, on certificates of stock issued without consideration; if not, the 
bona fide purchaser of such stock, without any fault or negligence on 


his part, is deprived of any return for his money. 


Wrong and injustice to the whole people, or to the purchaser of such 
stock, can only be prevented by preventing the issue of stock beyond 
the amount of money actually paid in. Weshould learn wisdom from 
the past. 

Mr. WHEELER. Before this is finally acted upon I desire to have 


an a to express myself as thoroughly in favor of the purpose 


of this bill. I believe, Mr. , in progress, in advancement, in 
civilization, and in development, and when gentlemen come here and 
simply ask the House of Representatives and the Senate to give their 
sanction to an enterprise which has for its purpose the opening of that 
great gateway of commerce, I do not think it is good statemanship to 
hesitate in giving one kind word to a matter which materially in- 
volves the best interest of our people. 

There is nothing so important to the progress of American civiliza- 
tion as the development of American commerce, and nothing will do 
more to develop American commerce than the opening of this great 
highway between the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans. All that is 
asked of this Government is thatit give its legislative sanction; to say 
to the world, as it were, that this project is a legitimate effort to de- 
velop the commerce of the world, because the success of this enterprise 
will not benefit one section alone, nor will its great benefits be confined 
to one country, but it affects the whole civilized world; and when such 
a request is made, I submit that American intelligence demands such 
recognition of the enterprise of its citizens; and this is really all that is 
proposed by the bill. This is all, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say on the 
subject. I will not further delay action. I hope the bill will pass, 
and this great project be put under way with the utmost possible 
promptitude. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, in order that there be no misunder- 
standing in regard to my position on this bill I desire to say that if its 
advocates will put it in ae form, if they will ingraft upon it the 
pro. to protect the people who will invest their money and 
at tes eune time protect the Government, it shall have my vote with 
pleasure. As to amendment which has been offered, it is a whole- 
some and a prudent one. It is a proposition to put a check upon the 
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floodgates by which almost every corporation in every State in our coun- 
try has been swamped with watered stock. Take our great Pacific rail- 
roads; they got money enough out of the Government to construct them, 
and yet their stock and bonds were swelled to hundreds of millions. 
Now, this is a proposition to establish a corporation with a capital of 
$100,000,000, with the right to double it. 

Why, sir, the immortal Jackson, when he gave the order to remove 
the deposits from the United States Bank, took the position that there 
was danger to the liberty of the people from a great corporation like 
that, although its wealth amounted only to about $30,000,000; but 


here is a proposition to ingraft upon our statute-book authority for a | 


corporation with $100,000,000 of capital, with the right to double it 
and also with the right to augment it further by borrowing hundreds 
of millions more. Does every gentleman upon the floor of this House 
understand the fact that the people behind this enterprise have stated 
over their own signatures to the Housethat the work can beconstructed 
for $74,000,000? Seventy-four million dollars is what they say will 
complete the whole work, yet now they come and ask us to give them 
a charter for a company with a capital of $200,000,000, with the right 
to bond unlimited. Have you not examples enough before you within 
the borders of our own country to warn you to halt, to pause and con- 
sider what you do before you pass this bill? The requirement of the 
paying in of 10 per cent. in cash is a proper thing. There are other 
provisions in this bill in regard to the stock which they have a right 
to issue. They can take it out of the treasury and pay it out for 
swamp lands or anything else they please. We have had enough of 
that kind of business in the State of New York, and as a member of 
this House from that State I can not consent to vote for a bill which 
would ingraft upon the statute-book of the nation any such legislation 
as this. 

When they issue their stock let it be for money. The stock should 
be issued to the people who subscribe for it upon the payment of their 
cash, and it should not be issued simply upon the turning over of some 
unimportant or valueless lands. Therefore Iam in favor of this amend- 
ment because it is a wise and wholesome one and I believe it should 
be adopted by this House. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ “‘ Vote!’’] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
come in on line 42. Just before the word ‘‘ value,’’ in that line, I pro- 
pose to insert the words “‘fair and reasonable.’’ : 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I have looked at this amendment 
and I see no objection to it, and I do not think any gentleman will ob- 
ject to it. 

Mr. PAYSON, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the amendment just proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] shall be adopted in the Committee of 
the Whole will it be in order to move to strike out so much of the bill 
as occurs after the word ‘‘act,’’ in line 41, down to and including the 
word ‘‘assessment,’’ in line 44, which will include this amendment ? 

Mr. BAYNE. The proposition should be perfected before it is voted 
upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would be competent to move 
to strike out the portion of the bill including the amendment, provided 
the motion included more; but it would not be competent to move to 
strike out those words alone. 

Mr. PAYSON. That was my idea, but I wanted to be certain 
about it. 

The amendment of Mr. BAYNE was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKDALE offered the following: 

After section 2 insert the following: 

“Provided, That the concessions of the Nicaraguan Government, or any part 
thereof, shail not be changed, nor shall the company here chartered release the 
Government of N ua from any of said concessions without the consent of 


the Government of the United States first obtained; and any violation of this 
provision shall operate as a forfeiture of the franchise of the company.”’ 


Mr. 5 Saneeai withholds his remarks for revision. [See Ap- 

ndix. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I have not concluded my remarks and will take 
the advantage of extending them in the Recorp. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’} 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the request made by the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. SrocKDALE] in reference to the extension of remarks 
in the RecorpD be made general. 

The CHAIRMAN. had better be done in the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in parliamentary practice there are 
two well-recognized ways to defeat a measure, one by direct opposition 
to the measure itself, and the other by offering amendments to fritter 
it away and thus indirectly defeat it. 

With all due deference to the gentlemen who have offered amend- 
ments—some entirely proper—to this bill, it does seem to me as if there 
is a settled p on the part of some gentlemen to defeat it in an 
indirect way. hile admitting the importance of the object sought, 
at the same time tend practically to defeat it. 

The gentlemen who propose to construct this canal have obtained 
from the Nicaraguan Government certain important concessions, and 
they come to Congress simply for the purpose of obtaining an act of in- 
corporation for that company. They do not ask that this Government 





shall be responsible for a single dollar. They are willing, as has been 
said already, that there may be a provision in the charter taking away 
all possibility of liability on the part of the Government. 

If the object to be obtained is an important one, if it is agreed, as I 
think it is, that the Nicaraguan Canal is of the utmost national impor- 
tance, this Congress should either be prepared to grant an act of incor- 
poration to the gentlemen who propose to control it with their own 
means and the concessions obtained from Nicaragua, or go forward and 
make suitable appropriations for the construction of the canal by the 
Government itself. No one, however, supposes that the Government 
of the United States is either now or hereafter to appropriate the large 
amount of money required for the construction of a canal across the 
Isthmus, the lowest estimate of cost being $65,000,000 and the prob- 
able cost $100,000,000. Ifa canal is built at all it must be built by 
private means. If done by private means, in consequence of the mag- 
nitude of the operation, the gentlemen who are to be associated for 
that purpose must have an act of incorporation, and in order to make 
that act ofincorporation effective in raising money it must have the 
recognition of the Government of the United States or of some other 
well-known government, in order to give it character sufficient to raise 
funds abroad. Itis agreed that the act of incorporation shall contain 
a provision that the Government shall not be liable for a single dollar 
of outlay. 

Now, if the Government is not prepared to enter upon this work it- 
self, and itis conceded that it is not, what reasonable objection can 
there be to granting an act of incorporation, exempting the Govern- 
ment of the United States from liability, couched in such terms as will 
give success to this enterprise ? 

There have been already attached to the bill amendments which 
must in some measure militate against the success of the enterprise, 
and others more injurious are to be offered. The concession of Nicara- 
gua provides that Nicaraguan vessels in her coastwise trade shall be 
charged only 50 per cent. of the regular toll, and we have already pro- 
vided by amendment that the Congress of the United States may fix 
these tolls. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HERBERT was recognized. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I hope the gentleman from Maine will be permitted 
to proceed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to have a few minutes longer. 

Mr. HERBERT. If I can be next recognized I have no objection to 
the gentleman’s proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to permitting the gentleman 
from Maine to extend his remarks for five minutes longer ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as I was about to say, the amend- 
ment which has been adopted, giving authority to the Congress of the 
United States to regulate the tolls upon this canal, seriously militates 
against one of the conditions of the concession, because the Congress of 
the United States may provide a fixed toll, and that this toll shall be 
uniform, when the concession itself provides that the toll charged to 
Nicaraguan vessels engaged in the coastwise trade shall be only 50 per 
cent. of the tolls charged to other vessels. So we may go on with these 
amendments—amendments however just and proper they might be if 
the canal was to be built on our own soil, yet which tend to defeat the 
objects we have in contemplation in granting the charter. 

There has been properly included in the bill a provision reserving to 
Congress the right to repeal, alter, or amend the charter, and this res- 
ervation affords sufficient protection against an improper use of the 
powers granted the company, and renders it unnecessary to attach other 
conditions whichcan do us no good, but which may detercapital, always 
timid, from running the risks of an enterprise of this magnitude. 

Now, we are agreed that it is exceedingly important that a canal 
should be constructed to connect the two oceans at the earliest possible 
day. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DAvIs] has stated the 
reasons which make this project so important that I need not repeat 
them. It is important, not simply that we may have a short route for 
trade with the East and with the western coast of South America, but 
it is peculiarly important to the citizens of the United States, because 
such a canal gives to our vessels in the coastwise trade an important 
advantage. The trade by water between the Atlantic and the Pacific 
States, which now goes round Cape Horn or is broken at the Isthmus, 
is a coastwise trade, and none but the vessels of the United States can 
participate init. Therefore, the opening of this canal wil) give to ves- 
sels of the United States engaged in the trade between the Atlantic 
and Pacific States the sole advantage, because they have the exclusive 
trade. 

It will shorten the route of our vessels which now go round the 
Horn, as has been stated, 7,000 miles. Itis an advantage from this 
point of view, and it is so great that we ought not to throw any obsta- 
cle in the way of the success, and the speedy success of such an enter- 
prise. Let the conditions that we would attach to the bill be reason- 
able, and let them be such as will further the enterprise and secure its 
ultimate success, and not hamper and retard it. 

I can not understand why gentlemen in a matter of this kind—a 
matter in which the United States is not to invest or make itself liable 
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for a single doliar—should press for the attachment of conditions the 
inevitabie effect of which will be to prevent the successful completion 
of the great enterprise. We are liable, sir, to play the part of the 
*‘dog in the manger’’ in this enterprise, for assuredly we can not stand 
here preventing the success of this canal echeme and have the whole 
world look patiently on and permit us to do nothing ourselves or allow 
nothing to be done by others towards its completion very much longer. 

The time is not far distant when some other nation of the world will 
in some manner take hold of this enterprise, if not directly, by the in- 
corporation of a private company, composed not simply of alien stock- 
holders and alien citizens, but having its place of businessand the ma- 
jority of its directors in some other country. 

This canal, built by an American company, with its principal place 
of business in this country, with the majority of its directors American 
citizens, will in effect be an American company and subject so largely 
to our control that we shall have the same advantages accrue from the 
enterprise that would accrue from a Government canal without the ex- 
penditure. 

Let us not then seek to attach to this bill unnecessary amendments 
that will have the effect of defeating the greatest enterprise of modern 
times. However great an enterprise was the Suez Canal—and the re- 
sults which have flowed from it have been great—yet the plan of con- 
necting the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans by means of a canal is far 
higher in importance and far greater in the magnitude of the results 
to flow from it than the Suez Canal. 3 

Let us rise to the importance of the subject here presented. Let us 
sink petty prejudices and narrow fears and grant such generous condi- 
tions as will secure the success of an enterprise of such magnitude as 
requires our friendly interest, and not the jealous antagonism of the 
Congress of the American people. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HERBERT rose. 

Mr. CLARDY. Before the gentleman from Alabama proceeds, I 
would like to ask if we can not agree to some limitation of the discus- 
sion on this bill? : 

Mr. PAYSON. Not at this time. 

Mr. CLARDY. We have been discussing the sections indiscrimi- 
nately, but I would ask to limit debate on the second section. 

Mr. PAYSON. No. 

Mr. CLARDY. I would suggest that the limitation be fixed at ten 
minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object to the limitation. 

Mr. CLARDY. I regret that we can not agree to fix some time. 

Mr. PAYSON. We can not agree to limit the debate now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is ‘ 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I not sure that this committee 
fully comprehends the great impo: of the step which it seems we 
are about to take. The gentleman from Maine has just said that un- 
less this charter is granted by the Congress of the United States, unless 
these corporators, in other words, have back of them this great and 
powerful Government, this enterprise now projected will be a failure. 
What does that mean? Will a corporation created by a State fail sim- 
ply because, as has been said here, a charter from a State can not give 
suflicient dignity to the enterprise? No, sir. The real objection these 
gentlemen liave to a State charter is that no State has the power to de- 
fend the rights it grants. . 

A charter is wanted from this Government because when Congress 
grants it, and when under it citizens of the United States have entered 
upon the work of constructing this canal, the United States Govern- 
ment will be behind them and bound, just as much as if it had pledged 
itself in the act of incorporation, to protect and defend the enterprise 
it will have authorized and inaugurated. 

In other words, the Government of the United States is to undertake 
a protectorate over this canal, be the consequences and complications 
that may arise out of it whatthey may. Are we prepared to take that 
step? Iam not here now to say that we ought not to do it, but if we 
do, we ought to do so with our eyes open. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman let me 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is the duty of the General 
Government any greater to defend the rights and protect the peppenty 
and persons of their citizens under a concession from the state of Nica- 

without the grant of a charter than it would be if granted? Or 
is not the duty embraced in the relation of the citizen with the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. HERBERT. I was about to state as one step in my argument 
that very proposition—tkat it is the duty of the Government to protect 
its citizens in their rights of person and property in every country in 
the world; it does not matter in what land or under what laws these 
rights arise. One of the first acts of this Administration was to send 
a fleet down to protect the property of our citizens when imperiled by 
a revolution in Costa Rica. All men admitted that this was our 
bounden duty without stopping to inquire hew the rights of our cit- 
izens were acquired. If this be true, then my next proposition is, if I 
may use the expression, that the Government is doubly bound to pro- 


tect its citizens who shall invest their money deliberately sanctioned 
by a charter granted by 

We bind ourselves to them by a solemn contract. Here it is: They 
tell us by their friends on this floor that they are not satisfied with a 
State charter and that if we do not grant a charter they will not under- 
take the work. If we do grant the charter they say they will construct 
the canal. We grant on condition they undertake the work. They do 
undertake it; comply with its condition. What element of an 
direct unequivocal contract of protection is wanting? Every court in 
the world would decree this to be a contract binding this Government 
to protect and defend that canal. Why, sir, we even reserve the right 
to regulate tolls. Now, what does all this mean? What are to be the 
results of this step we are invited to take? 

In 1850 or 1851 the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was made. Great Britain 
and the United States agreed at that time to exercise a joint protec- 
torate over any interoceanic railroad or canal or water way that was to 
be built along this route. It was expected at that time that these 
two nations, Great Britain being the strongest naval power in the world, 
would be able easily te protect any company that might build a way 

the route now proposed. Now, that Clayton-Bulwer treaty—- 
r. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Or by the Isthmus, also. 

Mr. HERBERT. No; it only contemplated the Nicaragua route. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Under that treaty the railroad 
was built. 

Mr. HERBERT. Nocanalwasbuilt. Nothing was done under that 
treaty. The United States has claimed several times, through its Sec- 
retary of State, that the treaty was practically defunct, and that we 
were no longer bound by it; but Great Britain has never acknowledged 
it. Great Britain te-day claims that this is a binding treaty. 

Mr. DUNN. Great Britain has violated it herself. 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not propose to discuss that. I am simply 
adverse to this difference between the two countries as one of the com- 
plications likely to arise through our undertaking to make ourselvesa 
protectorate of that route. , 

Mr. CLARDY. Do we not do it under the treaty of 1867 between 
this Government and the Government of Nicaragua ? 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not think so, 

Mr. CLARDY,. I think we do. 

Mr. HERBERT. No question has arisen or will arise until we in- 
corporate this company, for the gentlemen who are at the head of the 
enterprise tell us nothing will be done unless we give them a charter. 

re The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. 

Mr CLARDY. I move that the committee do now rise, with a view 
to limiting debate. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to continue for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks leave to con-~ 
tinue his remarks for five minutes. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to say this, that 
when Great Britain and the United States jointly agreed by that Clay- 
ton-Bulwer treaty that they would protect any way across an inter- 
oceanic route that might be constracted across there, they were amply 
able to do it. Their combined navies were ample and sufficient with- 
out addition or re-enforcement. How are we situated to-day? Weun- 
dertake this task by ourselves. 

We have not and will not have for years a navy that will be able to 
defend that canal. In my opinion, unless we enter upon some foreign 
scheme that will involve complications of this kind, we shall never need 
@ navy as great as that of England or of France or of the other great 
European nations; certainly not until a war with some of those nations 
is threatened. 

But when we undertake to guaranty the neutrality of this canal and 
to protect it, we will pape, & the first place, a naval station at the 
east end of the canal and a naval station at the west end, and ther we 
will require a navy that will cost from fifty to seventy-five, or Tr 
one hundred million dollars a year, in order to be able to cope with 
i Either that, or we must acquire the terri 
between our own country and ees we must annex Mexico, wi 

Honduras, with their black-and- 
tan po 


pulations. 
We must have all the countries that lie between us and the canal, in 
order that we may be able to march our armies there. We can not 
protect the canal without either a navy which will be able to cope with 
the navies in the world, or some means of marching our 
armies to the spot in case of necessity. 

I think all these uences may come—I fear, I may even say, they 
are likely to come from the adoption of this scheme. Itisa tion 
to enter upon a new policy—something often discussed, never yet 
accom plished—a departure from the traditional policy of the country, 
no entangling alliances with ign nations. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the question is, Are we prepared to take such 
astep? These know full well that when we grant them 


this charter, then the Government will be bound to them. 
Are we willing to assume the conesquences may follow 
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The work is a very important one, important especially to the section 
I have the honor in part to represent. I do not even say that I shall 
vote against it, yet I have not been able so far to see my way to sup- 


port it. I do think, sir, that it ought to be discussed » and 
that before we take a step like this we ought to weigh well the conse- 
quences that may ensue. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of every movement 
which will improve our commercial and social relations with the re- 
publics of Central and South America, and I am therefore heartily in 
favorof the bill now under consideration. Iseenoreason for the alarm 
which the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herbert] has expressed. 
I see no “Trojan horse’’ in this movement which will in any way 
endanger the real interests of our Republic. 

It seems to me that this bill has now all the safeguards that are nec- 
essary, and that it ought to pass. At the last session of Congress the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON ] 
was adopted. It declared that— 
wns in ae act shall be held or construed to inane eae i oe 

an n on Ww r, 0’ r res) o the 
Famapd glstpoaiiaaces om 

And to-day an amendment similar to that has been introduced by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and has been adopted. [ 
think, therefore, that we have all the safeguards on that point that we 
need. As regards the assertion that the bill is of doubtful constitu- 
tionality, ted by some gentlemen, I see nothing in the bill to 
justify an assertion. I have failed to hear any member upon this 
floor that there is anything in the bill that is unconstitutional. 

And as regards the proposition of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
HERBERT] who has just taken his seat, that if we pass this bill and in- 
corporate this company our Government will have to protect the com- 
pany, the answer is that under international law we will extend to such 
a only the attention and ion we would extend to the 
interests of any citizen of the United States who might be harshly or 
unjustly treated in ‘any foreign country. Therefore I think there is no 

Nicaragua and her sister Central American republics have a strong 
disposition to affiliate their interests with the interests of our Republic. 
The ical position of the republics of Central America, the fact 
that they have adopted constitutions in many respects similar to ours, 
and the fact that they are connected with us by land have induced the 
ay of Nicaragua and of the other republics of Central America to 

anxious to cultivate more intimate commercial and social relations 
with us; yet it seems that our Government and our people are tardy 
and timid in taking proper actién. 

It seems that when we are asked simply to incorporate a company to 

build a ship-eanal, that is desired by the citizens of Nicaragua and 
needed by millions of people and intended to connect the waters of the 
Atlantic Ocean with the waters of the Pacific Ocean, and thereby im- 
prove and facilitate commerce, there are found those who are opposed 
to the concession. 
i iation of money in this bill. There is nothing in 
us in the future to appropriate money out of the 
of the United States to aid this enterprise. The people of 
Nicaragua have been desirous for the construction of this canal, 
and they look to us first among the nations of the earth to take up the 
work and assist in carrying it through, so far as granting these powers 
asked for in the bill are concerned. 

They do not ask any money: They simply ask this Congress, the 

= the greatest pea 5 se in the world, to come forward and 

is great movement by granting a simple act of incorporation 
which citizens of the United States occupy a conspicuous place. 
They have been asking this for years, and if we delay much longer we 
will see them turn to other countries for these powers and for this as- 
sistance. It is a lamentable fact that most of the commerce and trade 
of the republics of Central America and of South America now goes to 


t 


In this country we have a surplus of nearly every farm product, and 
the market for our surplus lies south of us in the republics of Central 
America and South America; and I am in favor, sir, of doing every- 
thing that is proper towards encouraging the friendship that should 
exist between our Republic and the republics of Central America and 
of South America, and of ing and strengthening our commer- 
cial relations with the people of those republics. 

The passage of this bill is in the line of progress, improvement, and 

both for our country and onr neighboring countries. I 
believe the time has come when we should turn our minds away from 


and i 
. CLARDY. With the view of limiting debate, I coaie tina dite 
committee rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported 
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that the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar hav- 
ing had under consideration the bill (8. 1305) to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CLARDY. Imove that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House for the further consideration of Senate bill 1305, 
and pending that motion I move that all debate on the bill and amend- 
ments be limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, can that motion be made as to the 
whole bill? It seems to me it should be confined to some particular 
section of the bill. It can not apply to any portion of the bill which 
has not already been the subject of amendment. 

Mr. WEAVER. I suggest to the gentleman that when by unani- 
mous consent we have been considering this bill in a general way itis 
too late now to raise the point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there has been no consent upon the sub- 
ject except, I presume, by acquiescence. There has been no express 
consent. No consent has been asked or obtained except by implica- 
tion. 

Mr. CLARDY. The section under consideration is the last section, 
at any rate. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Not by any means. 

Mr. PAYSON. There is pending an amendment to the second sec- 
tion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Axd quite a number of amendments are yet to be 
offered to the first section. 

Mr. CLARDY. We recurred to the second section by unanimous 
consent, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that under our rules when a bill contains 
a number of sections and is considered in an informal way, as this bill 
has been, different portions having been under consideration and made 
the subject of amendment, the true mode of ure after all is for 
the gentleman having charge of the bill to move to close debate on suc- 
cessive sections. Certainly debate could not be closed in this way upon 
the whole bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. I make my motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not conceive how it can be in order under our 
rules to move to close debate on the whole bill. The rulecontemplates 
simply that the gentleman in charge of a bill may have the right to 
move to close debate on a given amendment or on a given paragraph 
and amendments thereto. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupantof the chair un- 
derstood the gentleman from Missouri to move, pending the motion to 
gointo Committee of the Whole, that debate be limited to twenty min- 
utes on the pending section. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood differently. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Missouri sought to have his 
motion apply to the whole bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. I did nothear the statement just made by the Chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Asthe gentleman from Missouri did. not hear the 
statement, I will take the liberty of saying that, according to the un- 
derstanding of the Chair, the gentleman from Missouri moved to limit 
debate to twenty minutes upon only a single section of the bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. -In my motion I embraced the entire bill and amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would indicate to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] that in the opinion of the Chair 
it is hardly in order now to move to limit debate upon the entire bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. I move, then, to elose débate—upon what section 
were we ed ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The second section is the one to which the pend- 
ing amendment relates. 

Mr. CLARDY. I move that all debate ou the second section and 
amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] moved an amendment to come in 
after the word ‘‘ value,’’ in line 42, page 3 of the bill, which amend- 
ment was adopted. While the amendment was pending I made a par- 
liamentary inquiry of the then oceupant of the chair whether it would 
be in order after the adoption of that amendment to move to strike out 
certain lines of the first section. The Chair stated that it would be 
and agreed to recognize me for that purpose. I have been on my feet 
a number of times seeking for that recognition, but have not received it, 

Mr. CLARDY. I beg pardon of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Payson]. I will modify my motion so as to reserve his rights in this 
matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Missouri ? 

Mr. CLARDY. I move that all debate on the first section and 
amendments thereto be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does that include only pending amendments, or 
also amendments to be offered ? 

Mr. CLARDY. Pending amendments and those yet to be offered to 
the first section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY] moves that the Honse resolve itself into Committee of the 


What is the motion of the gentleman 
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Whole House for the further consideration of Senate bill 1305; and 
pending that motion, moves that all debate on the first section be lim- 
ited to ten minutes. 

Mr. BAYNE. On the first section and all amendments thereto? 

Mr. PAYSON. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to limit debate is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to suggest, if I may be allowed a word, 
that the time proposed seems to me altogether too brief. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, comes up now practically for the first time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, in the chair). 
For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise for the purpose of making a statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is presented practically for the 
first time to-day, for although called up during the last session of Con- 
gress, very many members of the House, indeed more than a majority of 
them, were not in attendance. I recollect the accounts of it in the 
newspapers, for I have not read the report of the proceedings in the 
ReEcoRD. It was only prevented from passing at that time by the 
earnest opposition of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHING-. 
TON}, who insisted, as I think very properly, that a bill of this mag- 
nitude ought not to be considered in the absence of a quorum. 

I regard this bill as important as any which has been presented so 
far during this Congress. Several amendments I know are to be offered 
which are not antagonistic to the purposes of the bill, and in my judg- 
ment to limit the debate on the pending section of the bill, as well as 
upon these amendments, to ten minutes is unseemly. It seems to me 
that sufficient time should be given to gentlemen who do not oppose 
the project, but who object to the terms in which it is proposed, in order 
that they present the question from their point of view. I think, 
therefore, the time should be extended to some more reasonable limit. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Say half an hour. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well; I will suggest that debate be extended to 
thirty minutes on the pending section and the amendments thereto. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock 
this evening. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 74. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No quorum. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. DUNHAM and 
Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. LANHAM. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If we takeare- 
cess now, would not this bill be the unfinished business on next Friday 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. LANHAM. 
to take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, as itis very evident we can 
not accomplish anything further this evening. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MATSON rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before announcing the result the Chair 
will hear what the gentleman from Indiana has to say. 

Mr. MATSON. Iask, by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to change 
the order for the evening session this evening and for Friday evening 
sessions hereafter, so as to have the meeting at half past 7 instead of 8 
o’ clock, and the adjournment at 10 o’clock instead of half past 10. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair put the question to the House 
on the request for unanimous consent by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANSAM] that the House take a recess, and there was no objec- 
tion, so that the House has determined to take a recess, 

Mr. ROGERS. I addressed the Chair several times in order to in- 
troduce a resolution calling for information which is of pressing im- 
portance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to oblige the 
gentleman from Arkansas, but knows of no way to recall the action 
taken oe House by unanimous consent, and which has already been 
announced. 


The House accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m.) took a re- 
cess until 7.30 p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who directed the reading 
of the following communication: 

SPEAKER’s Room, Hovusr oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., December 7, 1888. 
me: _—_ BENTON ey! is designated to preside at the session of the 

ouse evenin peak tempore. . 

oe eee J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Joun B. CLark, 
Clerk, House of Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the House now resolve itself into the 


Then I suggest that by unanimous consent we agree 


‘questio 





Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the con- 
sideration of bills under the special order. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calender (Mr. DockEry in the chair). 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order of proceeding this evening may be the same as that at the close 
of the last session; that is to say, that the names of members be called 
in their alphabetical order, beginning where the roll was last ended, 


and that each member as his name is called be permitted to ask con- 
sideration of a bill. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
NANCY A. HAYES. 
Mr. FUNSTON (when his name was called). . I ask consideration of 


the bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to Naficy A. Hayes. 
The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy A. Hayes, widow of Josiah 
E. Hayes, late lieutenant-colonel of the Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted, and the passage 
of the bill is recommended, 
SENATE REPORT. 


The claimant under this bill is Nancy A. Hayes, widow of Josiah E. Hayes, 
deceased, late lieutenant-colonel of the Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. 
The soldier enlisted September 30, 1862, and was discharged June 30, 1865. At 
the battle of Jenkins Ferry, Ark., April 30, 1864, while commanding his 
ment, he was wounded in the left leg, near the thigh, causing amputation. e 
was captured by the enemy and taken to Princeton, Ark., and was held a pris- 
oner until released, February 24, 1865, at mouth of Red River. 

He died March 8, 1881, and at date of his death was in receipt of a pension of 
$30 per month. On May 19, 1881, the claimant made application for widow's 
pension, alleging ‘that the soldier suffered amputation of left leg near the hip- 
joint. Over one year afterwards the leg was cut open and a piece of the ball re- 
moved, and he was never entirely free from pain, and was seldom able to slee 
unless under the influence of opiates.’’ The Commissioner of Peasions re ected 
the claim May 14, 1884, on the ground “that the soldier's death, ca from 
disease of lungs, was not a result of the amputation of a leg for which he was 
pensioned, nor is it otherwise shown to have been due to his military service.” 

Dr. Thomas Hammil swears— 

“That he was Seana eopen upon to treat soldier when suffering from 
the effects of his wound. leg was amputated near the hip-joint, and more 
than a year after the operation the wound broke out and a piece of lead was 
taken from the stump one-half the weight of a minie-ball. He never was able 
to wear an artificial limb. Believes disability from wound constantly increased, 
and was a constant sufferer and totally unfit for any labor; that he needed con- 
tinued care, especially at night, and t he seldom slept, on account of pain 
from the stump of his amputated limb; that during his last year valvular dis- 
ease of the heart set in, and in opinion of affiant disease of heart is caused by 
es breaking down of the nervous system from constant pain in his amputate 


Dr. E. G. Ward swears— 

“That he first saw the soldier March 3, 1881; found him suffering from acute 
croupous a involying lower lobe of right lung, and val disease of 
heart, which, owing tothe rapid heart-action, it was impossible to locate with cer- 
tainty, though the murmur was due to mitral stenosis. Thisheart complication 
was so grave as to warrant at oncean unfavorable prognosis. Also suffered in- 
tensely from pain in the stump of amputated leg; complained also of constant 
twitching of the muscles of the stump. This pain and twitching = 

from getting any good rest. The amount of lung involved in meus 

monia process was not large. The pulse, temperature, and respiration all indi- 

cated a mild attack of pneumonia, and but for the complications mentioned 

there would have been no reason to have expected a fatal termination. Death 
on March 8—five days after afliant began to treat - 

George B. Lord, in a letter to the Commissioner of Pensions, states— 

“That he was present at the death of Colonel Hayes, and had known him in- 
timately for years before, and while he may have taken cold at Eureka Springs 
where he died, it had very little, if anything, to do with his death. e died 
from those nervous pains caused from the amputation of his leg, from which 
we had e many times in the last few rs of his life that he would die. 
Each one of the nervous lis (and he had them often) seemed to weaken him, 
and when the last came his vitality was so redu he was not able to re- 
cover. There is not a particle of doubt in my mind * * * the cause of 
Colonel Hayes’s death * * * was directly traceable to his servicein the late 
war and the loss of the leg.” 

Your committee are of opinion that the theory of Mr. Lord is reasonable, 
and taking into consideration the prison experience of the soldier, which un- 

naliy tended to weaken and impair the constitution so as to be unable 
to ward off disease, recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE A. GLOVER. 


Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called), I ask consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11223) to increase the pension of George A. Glover. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
SoG mates, ae., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe limitations and 
visions of the pension laws, the name of George A. Glover, late a private in 
C, Thirteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, and pay him a 

pension of $90 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

George A. Glover served as oe of Comgeny CO, Thirteenth nt New 
13, to June 8, 1865. He is now a pen- 

chronic ulcers on back and limbs, 


and results of isease of liver and debility as 
additional results of the diarrhea, but this claim has been denied by the Pension 


Bu 
T. Hiland under dato of January 36, 1008, testifies 


form or physical labor, or to walk any 
distance; has a feebleness n 


action of heart pointing towards fatty degenera- 
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tion, enlarged liver, poor digestion, diarrhea more or less all the time. There 
is an ulcer in rectum above sphincter; brain works feebly; there are no marked 
symptoms of softening, but a feebleness and uncertainty about walking which 
does not seem to be spinal alone; depends upon others for decisions about the 
most ordinary events of life; is a broken-down man, with no hope of r ining 
— Pensioner’s condition is undoubtedly due to chronic malarial dysen- 

ery.’ 


he Concord board of examining surgeons describe similar symptoms and 
conditions, and state: 

“That if this man’s record proves that since leaving the service he has suf- 
fered from chronic diarrhea, making it probable that the ulceration of the rec- 
tum is a result, he is entitled to a rating as below for his present disabilities. 
His general ap ce is bad, his nutrition is imperfect, and he is undoubtedly 
incapacitated the performance of any manual labor. Rate total, second 
grade, for ulceration of the rectum and results.” 

The fact that pension has been allowed and is now paid for chronic diarrhea 
is sufficient evidence that pensioner has suffered therefrom ever since dis- 
charge. of liver as well as of heart are no unfrequent sequences of 
chronic diarrhea. 

The writer of this report is personally noupeteted with the pensioner and his 
condition, and has been for some years, and it is his professional opinion that 
the present pitiable condition described by the several surgeons is entirely due 
to the existing chronic diarrhea and disease of rectum. 

Pensioner did receive a slight injury a few years ago, but it is clearly shown 
by the oe of the special examiner that it in no way added to or aggravated 
the di lity contracted in the service and line of duty. 

It is also peseasolty known to the author of this report that pensioner by rea- 


son of his inability to a labor of any kind is dependent for his support 
upon the earnings of his wife. 


Your committee are of opinion that the increase asked for should be granted, 
and therefore report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM T. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. HUNTER (when his name was called). I ask consideration of 


the bill (H. R, 9172) granting a pension to William T. Underwood. 
The bill was read at length. 


The repoit (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


Th: claimant enlisted March 9, 1865, and was honorably discharged June 6, 
1865. In application, filed September 12, 1870, he alleges scrofula in neck and 
head, leav the neck stiff and contracted ; on or about May 16, 1865, also took 
measles, and by exposure said measles settled in his lungs, causing coughand 
serious injury to those organs. The claim was rejected on the ground that the 
disease, scrofula, and results existed prior to enlistment. The claimant was 
drafted and forced into the service, and although the seeds of the disease may 
have been in the system, the committee believe that the radical change in the 
soldier’s manner of life aroused the latent malady into action. 

= therefore submit a favorable report,and recommend the passage of the 


Mr. KILGORE. I did not understand from the reading of the re- 
port when this soldier enlisted. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, in the chair). 
Clerk will read that portion of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


an claimant enlisted March 9, 1865, and was honorably discharged June 6, 


The 


Mr, KILGORE. It occurs to me that March 6, 1865, was just about 
taking-up-hat time of the war. [Laughter.] I will have to ‘‘kick”’ 
about that. I give my friend from Kentucky an opportunity to with- 


draw the bill, otherwise I shall be compelled to make the point of or- 
der of no quorum. 


Mr. HUNTER. I withdraw the bill, and will offer another. 


ELI GARRETT. 


Mr. HUNTER. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 9163) grant- 
ing a pension to Eli Garrett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to put the name of Eli Garrett, formerly of the United 


States Navy, on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of the 
pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


Eli Garrett, the claimant, served in Company F, Eighty-fourth Tennessee 
Volunteers (subsequently the Twenty-eighth Tennessee Volunteers), Confed- 
erate Army, from December 1, 1862, until in September, 1863, when he was capt- 
ured by the Federal Army. While a prisoner of war he enlisted in the naval 
service of the United States at Rock Island, January 22,1864. He served onthe 
Ohio from that date to July 9, 1864; on the Sabine from July 10, 1864, to August 
23, 1864,and on the Ohio from August 24 to September 8, 1864, when he was hon- 
orably discharged for disability. 

On the 3d day of March, 1877, an act of Congress was approved which amended 
the pension law so as to remove the disability of those who, having participated 
in the rebellion against the authority of the United States, afterwards enlisted 
in the Army of the United States and became disabled. 

Under act the claimant in April, 1878, applied to the Pension Bureau for 
pension reason of disease of heart naieted n line of duty while serving on 
the United States steamer Ohio, in July or August, 1864. 

His claim was on the ground that the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1877, applied only to those Confederates who enlisted in the Union Army, 
and that it did not apply to an enlistment in the Union Navy. 

The honorable Commissioner of Pensions, in his annual report for 1887, rec- 
ommends as follows (page 20, annual report 1887) : 

“I beg to call attention to the fact that the act of March 3, 1877, discriminates 
unjustly against claimants who, hav previously served in the Confederate 
Army, subsequently served honorably in the United States Navy.” 

He then quotes the act, and adds: 

“ The addition of the words ‘or Navy’ makes the law fair to all classes in- 
tended to be covered by it.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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JESSE J. CLARK. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana (when his name was called). I ask 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse J. Clark. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place the name of Jesse J. Clark, late a private of Com- 
pany I, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roli 


at the rate of $20 per month, in lieu of the pension of $4 per month which he is 
now drawing. 


The report (by Mr. CH1PMAN) was read, as follows: 


The claimant herein is now on the pension-roll at the rate of $4 per month 
for disability caused by gunshot wound of rightarm. From June8, 1865, he was 
allowed a pension of $ per month until December 6, 1882, for disease oflungs. At 
that date $2 for disease of lungs was discontinued, leaving his pensiou since 
that date at $4 permonth. August 15, 1887, he made application for increase on 
account of increased disability in said right arm, alleging that he was almost 
entirely deprived of its use. He also alleged that he has pain in left breast al- 
most constantly, takes cold easily, coughs and spits up freely at such timesand 
sometimes raises blood; arm pains a good part of the time, worse in bad weather 
and worse after using. The claim was rejected on account of insuflicicnt evi- 
dence to establish the allegations. a 

The medical examinations since 1865, and other testimony filed with the pa- 
pers, indicate that the soldier is nearly totally disabled from manual labor by 
reason of gunshot wound of right arm, and that the disease of lungs for which 
he was pensioned still exists and is ss growing worse, 

In the opinion of the committee the relief asked for in the bill ought to be 


granted, and we therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELLA M, GROVER. 


Mr. HERMANN (when his name was called). I ask consideration 
of the bill (S. 2254) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ella M. Grover. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Ella M. Grover, widow of 
Cuvier Grover, late colonel of the First United States Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 a month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The bill proposes to increase the pension of the widdw of Cuvier Grover, who 
died June 6, 1885, while holding the rank of colonel of the First Regiment United 
StatesCavaliry. She is now a pensioner at the rate of $30 per month, the highest 
rate allowable under the general pension laws. 

Cuvier Grover entered the service in 1846. At the breaking out of the late 
war he held the rank of captain, but was soon promoted to brigadier-generai of 
volunteers. In that rank he served with the Army of the Potomac in the Vir- 
ginia Peninsula campaign. ‘Took part in the siege of Yorktown and battle of 
Williamsburgh. For gallant services in the latter he was brevetted lieutenant- 
colonel in the regular Army. For like services in the battle of Fair Oaks he 
was brevetted colonel. General Grover was at the battles of Savage Station, 
Glendale, and Malvern Hill. Inthe Northern Virginia campaign of 1862 he took 
part in the action at Bristoe Station and second Buli Run. 

From December 30, 1862, to July, 1864, he commanded a division of the Nine- 
teenth Corps in the Department of the Gulf and participated in the occupation 
of Baton Rouge and Port Hudson, where he commanded the right wing of the 
besieging army. From August to December, 1804, he commanded a division of 
the Nineteenth Corps in the Shenandoah campaign, and on October 16 he was 
brevetted major-general of volunteers for gallantry at the battles of Winchester 
and Fisher’s Hill. He was severely wounded in the battle of Cedar Creek on 
the same day. From January to June, 1865, General Grover was in command 
of the district of Savannah, and in March, 1865, he was brevetted brigadier-gen- 
eral and major-general in the regular Army. From the close of the war until 
his death General Grover served most of the time on the frontier posts, 

The immediate cause of his death was hemorrhage of the lungs, arising from 
pulmonary abscess, after having been a sufferer from nervous prostration for 
many years, unquestionably due to his long and faithful field services during 
the late war, and great exposures to which fhe was subjected at different times, 
as shown by the testimony of members of his staff and medical officers of the 
Army. In particular was he a great sufferer from facial neuralgia, due to ex- 
traordinary exposure during the Banks campaign. 

Mrs. Grover has a very limited income, with three small children to provide 
for. The long and gallant services of her husband heretofore referred to, which 
are made more conspicuous by the testimonials of his superior officers, on file 
with your committee, would seem to entitle her to the relief asked for, which 
Congress, in many other cases less meritorious, has so cheerfully granted. 

For these reasons the accompanying bill is returned with the recommendation 


that it do pass, 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not understand from the reading of the bill 
the amount of increase asked. This isa bill, I believe, to increase a 
pension. What amount is proposed to be given? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is proposed to increase the pension from $30 
to $50 per month. 

Mr. KILGORE. If my friend will agree to put it at $45 per month 
I will not make any row about it. 

Mr. HERMANN. Under the conditions stated, I accept the sugges- 
tion, and thank the gentleman from Texas for his courtesy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves to amend the 
bill by striking out ‘‘ $50” and inserting ‘‘ $45.”’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES 8. HARDEN. 


Mr. LANDES (when his name was called). I ask consideration of 


the bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James S. Harden, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
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Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James S. Harden, of West Salem, 
Iil., late a private in Company D, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HR. 
11378) granting a pension to James S. Harden, beg leave to report : 
They have considered this case and find from the testimony that. James S. 
Harden enlisted February 18, 1865, and was discharged August 4, 1865. The ap- 
lication for a pension was rejected in the Department for the reason that the 
njuries were not the result of the soldier's service in the Army. 

The claimant states that he was injured in the hip and back caused by a log 
falling on him in May, 1865, Regimental surgeon es that the soldier was 
injured as stated, and that he saw him in his quarters and sent him to the hos- 
pital. Captain Goble testifies that the soldier was burt or injured, but he is un- 
able to state how he was injured. Comrade L.T. Johnson testifies that the sol- 
dier was injured as he states, and that he was with him at the time assisting 
him to carry the log. 

Several other witnesses testify to the injury. Dr. Hetzler testifies in the ree- 
ord that in 1865the soldier came to him shortly after discharge for treatment for 
his leg and back, and he could do nothing for him; that the movement of the 
hip joint was impaired, and muscles wasted, ete, There is some testimony in 
the record tending to prove that the injury complained of was due to rheuma- 
tism, but against this prior soundness is shown, and your committee, from a 
careful consideration of the testimony, arrive at the conclusion that the soldier's 
injuries are due to his army service, and therefore report the bill back with a 
recommendation that the same do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the reeom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE S. THWING. 
Mr. LAWLER (when his name was called). I ask consideration of 


the bill (S. 2240) for the relief of George 8. Thwing. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and direeted to place en the pension-rolis, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension lawa, the name of S. Thwing, formerly of 


Company IE, First Regiment New York Marine Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was.read, as follows: 


Your committee heve considered this case and haveadopted the Senate report 
herein as their own report, and in view of the factsof this case recommend that 
this bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 909, Fiftieth Congress, first session. } 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2240) for the re- 

lief of George S. Thwingshave examined the same, and report : 

The case of the claimant under the bill is iarand lamentable. He was 
orivate in Company E, First Regiment New York Marine Artillery, having en- 
isted in May, 1862. at the age of eighteen years. While in service at New Berne, 

N. C., in November, 1862, he was furnished a leave and pass from the prevost- 

marshal for fifteen days to visit the campof the Thirty-ninth Llinois Volunteers, 

located about 5 miles from New Berne. While the eountry in that di- 

rection he was arrested and taken to the headquarters of the Fifty-seventh 

Massachusetts Volunteers, where in spite of his leave and pass he was accused 
the with butt-end 


of being a spy and struck on head the of a musket in the 
hands of the adjutant of that regiment. He was placed in the use,and 
it was several weeks before he could communicate with the o: of his regi- 


ment. 

The injury resulted in insanity, and, after-confinement in different hospitals 
as # lunatic for about six months, he was d from theservice. He has. 
since then been subject to insane attacks which last from. weeks to months, 
rendering him incapable of regular labor and ob) g him to live free from 
noise and excitement, and depending on relatives for support. His injury is 
described by the superintendent of the insaneh of Cook County, Lilinois, 
as a lesion apparent in right frontal region, extending from hair line down to 
external angle of right orbit, and his malady is termed “ recurrent insanity.” 

Ou p n of the case at the Pension Office it was rejected under the 
technical significance which has been given to the jaw on the ground that. the 
injury was not incurred in the line of duty. 

The case is different from that where a soldier on leave meets with an acci- 
dent, or receives an injury at the hands of civilians, or in the ord 


course 
Seen ap eae eae ae 
taken w © approval o superiors. He was prov wil 

which, certifying to his character, mad lable to assault on the 


e his person invio’ 

part ot any oflicer or man wearing the uniform of theArmy. The Govern 
in sanctioning the use of leaves and passes virtually guaranties, within their 
limitations, the lawful possessor in their peaeeful use and protection, and es- 


pecially against the acts of its own ves. No highercrime is known 
to the service than the violation of the free conduct and protection of & pass. 
The injury in the ease under consideration is lifelong and —_ . Itisan 


injury for which there is no legal remedy. Theclaimant,in presenting hiscase 
to Congress, has taken the only course for relief o to him. 
The committee approve the bill and recommend it for passage. 


Mr, KILGORE was recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, addressed the Chair. 

Mr. KILGORE. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Since the gentleman from 
Texas yields to me, I will state that I was: going to make this remark:. 
It seems, when this matter is boiled down to plain English, that an 
officer of the United States Army lawlessly struck a soldier on Jeave, 
from which an injury, permanent in its character, resulted. It is 
therefore due to that. soldier to give him a pension, according to the 
theory on which this bill is framed. 

Now, it seems to me that this is a very broad ground, and makes a 
very dangerous precedent in present legislation. That is the whole 
case in substance. This soldier, on leave of absence, is lawlessly as- 
saulted by a man who was in the service of the Federal Government as 
an adjutantofa regiment. From the result of that assault the injury 
was incurred for which a pension is sought: 

It was an absolutely lawless assault, without any justification at all; 
an act for which that man could have been punished and onght to 
have been punished. Now, this is not a technicality of the Pension 
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Office. I do not know under what administration nor in what man- 
ner they rejected that application as not being an injury received in the 
line of duty. It is perfectly clear that it was not received in the line 
of duty any more than any other lawless assault made upon a soldier 
who was in camp or who was on leave. It does seem to me that it is 
stretching the charity of the Government, for it is a pure gratuity, 
given without any lawful excuse that there was an injury received in 
the line of duty. It was a perfectly lawless assault; and upon this 
ground any soldier who happened to receive an injury in the Federal 
service during the four years of that war by a lawless assault is en- 
titled toa pension. It simply means that every Federal. soldier is en- 
titled to a pension whenever he becomes unable to support himself. 

Mr. LAWLER. Is it not shown that he received it in. the service 
and in the line of duty when it is shown he was traveling under a 
pass? I think the report shows that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As I understood the report, 
the facts are that the soldier received a leave of absence for fifteen days; 
was wrongfully arrested and carried to the headquarters of the Fifty- 
seventh Massachusetts Regiment, and that while there he was struck 
on the head by the adjutant of that regiment.: It was clearly and ab- 
solutely an unjustifiable assault, and the result of that blow was a per- 
manent lesion, producing insanity at intervals, which has been the 
cause of rendering the man incapable of supporting himself. These 
are the facts, and, as you see, the injury that man is suffering from is 
clearly the result of the blow given by the adjutant. What is the 
ground, therefore, upon which we are to grant this pension? Only 
strip it so that we may know what we are doing; and it is that every 
Federal soldier who has become, by reason of an assault of anybody, 
incapable of taking care of himself is to receive a pension. 

Now, if Congress is ready in every case.to put on the pension-roll a 
man who was a soldier and is incapable of supporting himself, I am not 
prepared to say that 1 will not vote to do it: but I am prepared to say 
that I am: not willing to erect as a precedent that.this isa proper ground 
to put it upon, and that he received it in the line.of duty. 

Mr. SPOONER. I would like tocall the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to the fact that it isin line with other cases where pen- 
sions have been granted to soldiers who have been injured by wanton 
assaults of their comrades, the parties-injured not being in fault, not 
being the aggressor, and not bringing the assault upon themselves. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentncky. I know that-there have been 
precedents made here, some of which are incapable of being followed 
without any propriety. There are cases that haye run along a line of 
margin, and cases that did lie upon a doubtful margin; and I have not 
failed to give the benefit of the doubt to a soldier who served his coun- 
try. 
I recollect a case where a man was shot in-the. back aceidentally by 
some soldier before he.was mustered into the service. He went from 
here to the valley of the Shenandoah, and I thought he should receive 
his pension, although not mustered into theservice, on the ground that 
he was on the march to the enemy. I thought he received a blow suffi- 
cient to give him his pension. I would not stand upon the technical. 
ground that he had not been mustered into the service; but this looks 
like going further than we should go. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know nothing of the merits of this particular 
case—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Neither do I, 

Mr. SPOONER. Except what I have gathered from the report; but 
it is in the line, as I suggest, of many cases-in which therule.of action 
has been to proceed upon the theory, as I understand, that when the 
soldier has. enlistedin the service he is thereby put in a position where, 
by reason of the brutality of a comrade, or the brutality of his superior 
officer, if you please, he is liable to be injured-in that service; and I 
think that the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the consideration of 
cases of that kind have, as far as my recollection and knowledge 
invariably reported in favor of granting pensions where the party in 
such case was not himself in the wrong and not theaggressor, recegniz- 
ing that in such a case-the soldier was:in the service of his-country, 
and thereby was in a position where he incurred the injury by reason 
of the brutality of his superior officer. In such eases no question has 
been raised of his in line of duty. 

Mr. BRECKIN E,.of.Kentacky. It seems.to me that this is 
going very far to pay a pension on a ground that is perfectly indefen- 
. I can understand the propriety of paying a pension to a soldier 
who has been hurt improperly by his an eaetie time 
in the line of duty, and the superior o overstepping position. 
But where a man has been injured in a private renconter with a com- 
rade, to say that he shall be pensioned for service.rendered to his 
country in a time of war, seems to be a contradiction in terms, He 
may be an object of charity, but certainly the does not be- 
come @ demonstration of honorable service to the country when it is 
filled with the names of persons who are put there because they have 
been worsted in a fight with a comrade. 

Mr. SPOONER. The drifts a little away from the facts 
ete AHELDON, ofkeheckye Ton oneai penis : 
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Mr. SPOONER. The precedent that.I spoke of was this: Wherea 
young, fellow enlisted in the Army, and before he joined his regiment 
was assauited in the night time by some ruflians there, who jumped 
upon him and broke his ribs without the least fault upon his part, he 
not having entered upon any quarrel and not having been in any sense 
the aggressor. What should the Government do in such acase? 

The committee, looking at it, I think, ina fairand intelligent mau- 
ner, said in effect: ‘‘ Here is a boy whoentered the service—a dangerous 
service—and was put into these barracks where he was ina position for 
this assault to be committed’ upon him—a boy taken away from the 
quietude and safety of his home life and put into the Army, where 
there were brutal men as wellasgeod men,’’ and the committee thought 
that an injury incurred in such manner and under such circumstances 
ought to be compensated for in some way by the Government which 
in good faith the man went out to serve. It seems to me that isa case 
in the same line as that, and that.it is correct in principle. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not mean to say that 
there are not cases which come so near the dividing line that we ought 
to give the claimants the benefit of the doubt, but I do mean to say 
that it is not a good precedent, that it is not in the line of good legis- 
lation, nor is it in the line of creditable distinction to our soldiers, to 
put on the ion-roll persons who are put there really as mere objects 
of charity and not for the reasons which are laid down in the pension 
law. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think that we here who favor proper pen- 
sions are very much inclined to stickle upon the question whether they 
shall be granted as a matter of charity, when charity is needed by the 

ioner, or granted simply on the ground of honorable.service. 

Mr. FINLEY. If the gentleman i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE} will allow 
me I think I cam make a suggestion which will throw some light upon 
this case. The Pension Bureau itself would have granted a pension to 
this man only that under its rulings it held that he was not in the line 
of duty when he was.on a leave of absence. His claim wasrejected on 
that ground. Duringthis Congress diverscases have passed this House 
which had been rejected in thesame way at the Pension Office; cases where 
theinjury incurred was notattributable to the faultof the party. The 
Department ruled in such cases that the claimant was not in the line of 
duty when he was on leave of absence. That was the ground of ob- 
jeetion in this-case, and I th.. k there were more than twenty-five bills 
in similar cases passed: by the. House during the last session relieving 
parties whose claims had been rejected under a like ruling of the De- 
partment, 

Mt: BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In response to what my friend 
and colléague from: Kentucky [Mr. l'intry] has said, I desire to say 
that.of course Congress must act as a sort of court, not-as a court of re- 
vision orappeal,. but as an additional court to the Pension Bureau, and 
I recognize that it is our duty in-a great many cases to give pensions 
to persons. who are: not entitled to them by the letter of the pension 
law-and whose-claims have been legally and properly rejected by the 
Pension Bureau, but in cach case the presumption is against the ap- 


Congress has made a system of pension laws, which system includes 
the classifications which the Congress has heretofore thought proper. 
Now, if a claimant does not bring himself within those classifications, 
it: must be presumed that: he is not entitled to a pension, and the bur- 
den is upon him. to show to Congress that heis entitled toa special act 
granting him a pension. Therefore, every case, in a certain sense, 
stands upon its own bottom, and ought not to become a precedent for 
succeeding legislation, because each is acase in which Congress says: 
‘* This is-exceptional; we grant a pension in this case for a special rea- 
son.’’ Nowy it struck:me-when the reportin this case was. being read 
that it was acase which onght not to be made one of those exceptions. 
Thave-no feeling,about it, and I donot expect tomake any further op- 
position tothe bill than merely to call the attention of the House to the 
character of the case. 

, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that the soldier who 
is to be the beneficiary of this bill was in the service, and was thereat- 
tacked by an agent of the Government and injured. The Senate com- 
mittee gave the case-a great deal. of consideration, and upon an exam- 
ination of all the facts they were satisfied that a pension ought to be 
granted and that it should have been granted some time ago. The 
case is reported here. by one of the.most careful members of our Pen- 
sion Committee, Judge LANE, of Tlinois, a gentleman so careful and 
cautious that many of the cases committed to his charge have been re- 
— adversely and not more than: two out of ten probably favor- 


y: 

“a a in re tohim. The claimant in this case has been in 
the poor-house an been ann upon charity, and he is to-da 
in the Cook County hospital. I think the committee have viewed the 
case properly even from a technical point of view, holding that while 
the Pension Office was debarred from granting a pension in such a case, 
Congress might properly grant one. Why is any pension case brought 
into Congress? Is it not because of some technicality which prevents 
the case being allowed in the Pension Office? I have been here on 
many occasions when bills have been passed which have been after- 
wards approved by the President in cases not so deserving as this one. 


; 
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I had- hoped that as this man has been for so many years without a 
pension, no opposition at this late day would be made to the proposi- 
tion, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not intend to interpose 
any objection which will prevent the consideration of the bill, nor shail 
I call fora quorum. I simply desired to call attention to the question 
involved in this case. 

Mr. LAWLER. Well, I.am willing to let this case go to the Presi- 
dent; he looks. pretty carefully into these matters, and I am willing to 
abide the.result of his action. 

Mr. KILGORE. From the-reading of this report I understand this 
claimant was injured by an assault committed upon him by the adju- 
tant of a.Union regiment. Is not that correct? 

Mr. LAWLER... While on leave of absence of fifteen days he suf- 
fered this injury at the hands of a fellow-soldier. 

Mr. KILGORE, Now, if he had been assaulted by the adjutant of 
a rebel regiment there would have been a great deal more merit in the 
case. Lagree with my friend from Kentucky that this bill proposes 
to carry the rule a little too far. Idislike very much to interfere with 
the case of my friend from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER], but to pass a meas- 
ure of this kind is going a littie. too far in the granting of pensions. 

It has been suggested by the gentleman from Lllinois that the Pres- 
ident can dispose of this matter. The President did dispose of a good 
many pension: bilis. He-saton.a good many of them, and sat on them 
pretty heavily; and he.sat on a good many cases that looked like cases 
of mere camp-followers, deserters, and bounty-jumpers—men not worthy 
of pensions. 

It has. been said that I antagonize all pensions. That is not true. I 
have never antagonized in this House a worthy case within my knowl- 
edge.. There: may be cases of men whe did not do their duty in the 
war, but who have become good citizens since the war. A man may 
have deserted from the Army, and yet may afterward have acied the 
part of a good citizen. It is motevery man who can ‘‘ fice the music ’’ 
in battle. Such a man becoming a good citizen since the war may 
havebecomean active politician, Democratic or Republican. Ifa Dem- 
ocratic politician, he has some Democratic friend ready to espouse his 
cause and seek.to procure hima.pension. If he-is a Republican politi- 
cian, the same result follows on that side. 

Now, I do not believein granting pensions under any such influences. 
I do not believe in granting pensions to anybody except those who de- 
serve them. Three things at least ought to concur to enable a man to 
claim successfully the bounty of the Government. First, he ought to 
have served the Government in the war; secondly, he should have been 
disabled; and thirdly; he should be indigent. He-should have been 
disabled ‘in the service—in the regular line of his duty—not in an al- 
tercation with a comrade or a superior officer, because it is not reason- 
able to assume that in such acase the blame is entirely on one side. | 
am: inclined to go further than my friend from. Kentucky and to resist 
the passage of this bill. I regret to have to do so, but that is the way 
I feel about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to be 
reported. to the Heuse with a favorable recommendation. [The vote 
was taken.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. [I call for a division. 

The:question being again taken, there were—ayes 32, noes 3. 

Mr. KILGORE: I shall have to make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas makes the point of 
no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGore] and the gentleman from Illinois[ Mr. LAWLER]. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr, LAWLER). Withdraw the bill. 

Mr. LAWLER. I serve notice upon gentlemen thati will not with- 
draw this bill. They may:work on the feelings of the gentleman from 
Texas {Mr. Kincorer]if they wish to. [Laughter. ] 

The committee again divided; and: the tellers reported+-ayes 27, 
noes 1. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthepointof no quorum further insisted upon? 
[A pause.] As the point is not insisted upon, the ayes have it, and the 
bill is laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks the attention of the Committee 
of the Whole to the reading of Rule X XVII. 
The Clerk.read as follows: 

After six days from the commencement of a second or subsequent session of 
any Congress, all bills,.resolutions,.and reports which originated in the House 
and remained undetermined at the close of the last preceding session shall be 
inorder for action, and all business before committees of the House at the end 
of one-session shall be resumed at the commencement of the next session of the 
same Congress in the same manner as if no adjournment had taken place. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to call attention to the fact 
that under this rule Senate bills only: are in order for action to-night. 
Four House bills have already been considered by thecommittee. The 
Chair was advised of the terms of this rule, but for the moment it 
passed from memory. 

Mr. LONG. Can we nof, by unanimous consent, agree that, as to 
those bills which have passed, the rule may be waived ? 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
enforced. 

Mr. LONG. I notice that the rule does not expressly forbid the con- 
sideration of this class of business. It provides that certain bills shall 
be in order during the first six days of a second session, but it does not 
say that certain other measures shall not be in order. Will the Chair 
have the rule read again ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that he has consulted the 
Speaker of the House and entertains no doubt whatever as to the 
proper construction of the rule, The Clerk will again read the rule, as 
requested by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The rule was again read by the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair was about to suggest that by unan- 
imous consent the House bills already considered be allowed to retain 
their places on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
the six days have expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that in view of the rule noth- 
ing but Senate bills will be in order at this session. 

Mr. LONG. The rule, however, does not so expressly state. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would again suggest that he has con- 
sulted the Speaker of the House, and has no doubt as to the correctness 
of the ruling. Unless, therefore, some better plan be suggested, by 
unanimous consent the four House bills already considered by the com- 
mittee will be allowed to retain their places on the Calendar. 

Mr. LONG. Can they not be reported? 

The CHAIRMAN. The difficulty is that if you report them to the 
House a point of order will send them to the Calendar of unfinished 
business. 

The Chair is of opinion that the plan suggested will relieve the sit- 
uation of all embarrassment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam no parliamentarian, but 
it seems to me that it might be done in this way: By having no report 
made from Committee of the Whole at all. . Let the committee go on 
with its business, and let the report of the business to-night and that 
of next Friday night be made on that evening. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the action of the committee must be re- 
ported in some shape to the House to-night; and therefore, unless there 
be objection, the order suggested by the Chair will be entered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MRS. MARY M. GIBSON. 


Mr. MAISH. Mr. Chairman, if in order, I beg leave to call up at 
this time the bill (S. 2129) to increase the pension of Mary M. Gibson, 
widow of Commanders William Gibson. This bill, I will say, wasmade 
a special order during the last session; and I would like to know if it 


may now be called up. 
The CHAIRMAN. It cannot be called up now. It has been con- 


sidered already by the Committee of the Whole, and the Chair is in- 
formed by the Clerk that it is now on the special Calendar. 
CATHERINE TATE. 

Mr. McKINNEY called up the bill (8S. 2483) granting a pension to 
Catherine Tate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine Tate, widow of John 
Tate, late of Company C, First Vermont Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2483) 
granting a pension to Catherine Tate, having considered the same, beg leave 
t» adopt the Senate report as their own, as foliows: 

“ The applicant's husband, John Tate, enlisted November 20, 1863, and was 
discharged October 2, 1865, for gunshot wound to left hand. He was pensioned 
at the time of his death, June 18, 1885, at the rate of $16a month for wound. 
The widow’s claim was rejected on the ground that the fatal disease of the 
soldier, congestion of the lungs, was not due to the service. 

“The evidence shows that , at enlistment, was a sound man. While ly- 
ing on the field wounded he contracted a severe cough; when he returned home 
on a furlough, according to the testimony of Morton Abbott, who had long been 
acquainted with him, ‘his health was poor and he hada bad a looked pale 
and was poor in flesh, and to all appearance suffering from a lung difficulty. 
Saw him after his discharge; he was still in feeble ith and co ed badly; 
complained of pain in his side.’ A comrade, Edwin B. Bardwell, testifies that 
soldier was sound at enlistment; was with aim in hospital at Montpelier, Vt.; 
one Ges had ‘ very severe cough, and his health was very poor; hardly able 

ow about.’ 

‘The testimony of those who worked with Tate from the time of his discharge 
until his death shows that he was frequently sick, and never ceased to have a 
severe cough, often spitting blood, and often complaining of his health. 

“ Edwin BR. Stevens testi to having sat up nights with Tate; he coughed a 

t deal and raised offensive matter from his lungs; some 
had gangrene of the lungs and others consumption. 

“Tate was compelled often to employ medical attendance, from the time of 
his discharge down. The presum strong that the fatal disease was the 
result of the cough which, it is well established, he contracted in the line of duty, 
and your committee recommend the Paseage the bill. Senate bill 1981, which 
is duplicate of the present one, is indefinitely med.” 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MRS. LOUISA WARD. 


Mr. MOFFITT called up the bill (S. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Louisa Ward. 


The Chair is of opinion that the rule should be 
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claimant is the mother of Edgar A. Ward, of bom ny H, Twelfth Iowa 
teers, who died from wounds received at battle of Shiloh. The soldier died in 
service at the age of twenty. Claimant is in destitute circumstances, with an 
aged husband, and no income or propert 


unteer Infantry. He was pensioned o 
wound of left foot and left ankle.”’ This has been increased 
the amount he is now receiving. On November 28, 1887, he made application 
for increase of 


of the doctors said . 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the 
Ward, who serv 


nsion laws, the name of Louisa Ward, mother of Edgar A. 
as a private in Company H, Twelfth Iowa Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2639) 


granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Ward, submit the following report: 


rt, show clearly that 
olun- 


The Committee on Pensions in the Senate, in their re 


This case comes entirely within the co of the committee and of Congress, 


and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. H. WELSH. 
Mr. MORRILL called up the bill (S. 2842) granting an increase of 


pension to William H. H. Welsh. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
pany F, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $18 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


. H. Welsh, late of Com- 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 6. 2842) 


granting an increase of pension to William H. H. Welsh, submit the following 
report: 


‘The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is hereby adopted and the 


passage of the bill recommended. 


[Senate Report No. 1318, Fiftieth Congress, first session,] 


The claimant was a private in Com F, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Vol- 
nally at $4 per month for “gunshot 
i to $6 per month, 


nsion on the above disabilities and resulting sciatic rheuma- 
tism and neuralgia of hip and leg. This claim for increase was rejected by the 
Commissioner of Pensions, February 8, 1888, on the ground that he was receiy- 
ing the full amount of pension, $% per month, to which he was entitled for the 
then existing degree of disability resulting from pensioned cause—gunshot 
wound of right foot and left ankle, as was shown by the result of the medical 
examination had under the claim for increase, January 4, 1888, by the board of 
examining surgeons at Fredonia, Kans.; sciatica or neuralgia of leg and hip 
was not accepted as a result of the pensioned cause, as alleged. 

Since the rejection of the claim, February 8, 1888,the claimant has presented 
to the Pension Office considerable additional testimony, which would seem to 
be convincing that he was entitled to some additional increase at 

Dr. Cyrus Z. Duvall swears that he has treated the claimant for neuralgia at 
two or three different times during the month of September, 1874, also in oe 
tember, 1877, and in April, 1878; that he believes that said disease was caused 
part or, to say the least, was ane from a wound on the received 
while in the Army; that he believes, from personal observation, said dis- 
ease has since develo into constitutional ne > 

Dr. David R. Campbell, a a of twelve years’ e rience and practice, 
swears that he has been acquainted with claimant since te g 

“The claimant has been suffering from neuralgia ever since, and has been 
getting worse from year to year, and during the last year has not been able to 
work, and has been confined to his house a good portion of the time. I visited 
him June 16 and December 11, 1885, and January 20,1888. Ihave prescribed for 
him at various times for said neuralgia, but it has done no permanent good. 
The neuralgia is worse in left hip and leg, and in my judgment is caused 
by a gunshot wound in left ankle. He also had a gunshot wound of t 
foot. By reason of the above-mentioned wounds, and the ne w b> 
in my opinion, is caused or aggravated by said wounds, the claimant is not able 
to perform any manual labor.’ 

ohn H,. Richey and C. M. Waggoner, neighbors, swear that “claimant is 
not able to perform any manual labor.” 

M. S. Robertson, clerk of the district court of Greenwood County, Kansas, 
swears to an acquaintance of fourteen years, and that the claimant has never 
been able to do a full man’s work, and that a ee the time wholly un- 
able to do any work, his ailment being in the form of rheumatism or neuralgia, 
and at times he would be confined to his bed, and that he is not now able to 
perform any manual r. 

John W. Btorke swears to an intimate acquaintance of fourteen years; that 
he has been ae from neuralgia or something of that character, but he has 
hese qotties weenee for the last few years, and for the last year or two he has 
not been able to perform manual labor of consequence. Has always understood 
that the neuralgia was caused by gunshot wounds received while in the Arm y. 
I get this understanding from statements made by the soldier and by physicians 
who have attended him. 

The board of examiners at Fredonia, Kans., January 4, 1888, conclude their 
report oF saying oe wanes see a or. make foot t. There is = 
atrophy of legs, and rate as ows: ury , one-eighteenth ; 
inj to the left ankle, one-eighteenth ; four-eighteenths; equal to 
six-eighteenths. 

If the sciatica is the result of the wounds received in battle, as all , and 
that he is now, asappears from the recently filed testimony—pretty conclusive— 
that the claimant is unable to perform manual labor, his present rating is too 
low. The physicians, who are of the opinion that such is the fact, are rep- 
men of standing in their profession and as citizens. They 
have had personal rvation of the case for years, and their opinion, in the 
judgment of the committee, is worth more than that of a board of examiners, 
who only see a man a few minutes, and equal, at least, to the medical reviewer, 
who renders an opinion from a r report. 

Your committee recommend th ‘t the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
CAROLINE M. M’DOUGAL. 
Mr. NEAL called up the bill (S. 3397) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Caroline M. McDougal. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
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limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline M. McDougal, widow of 
the late Admiral David P. McDougal, United States Navy, at the rate of $100 per 


month, on account of her total blindness and the necessity of constant personal 
attendance and assistance. 


The report (by Mr. BUTLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3397) granting 
an increase of pension to Caroline M. McDongal, adoptthe Senate report in this 
case and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 2211, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pendens oe whom was referred the bill (S. 3397) granting 
an increase of pension to Caroline M. McDougal, have examined the same, and 


report: 

The claimant is now in receipt of a pension of $50 a month by special act 
—— during the Forty-seventh Congress, and now asks that that pension be 

ncreased to $100. 

A precedent for this increase exists in the case of the widow of General Ga- 
briel R. Paul, whose pension was increased from $50 to $100 at the beginning of 
this session; and in the case of Mrs. McDougal there is the further considera- 
tion, not present in the case of Mrs. Paul, that she is now totally blind, and re- 
quires the personal aid and attendance of other persons, much of the time of 
two. 

A copy of the report made in the Forty-seventh Congress is appended here- 
to, exhibiting the services performed by Admiral McDougal and the other con- 
siderations upon which this application is based. 

Your committee, in view of all these facts, recommend the passage of the 


The following is taken from former reports when original pension was al- 


lowed: 

Rear-Admiral McDougal entered the Navy in 1828,and passed successively 
through all the grades to that of commodore on the active-list,in which latter 
grade he was mer per A retired on attaining the age of sixty-two. During his 
forty-three years of active service he filled with credit all the positions to which 
a naval officer is ever assigned in the grades through which he passed, and 
whether as a subordinate officer, as commander of a vessel, of a naval station, 
or of a squadron, left an unblemished record. In 1863, whilst in command of 
the Wyoming, on the Asiatic station, he was ordered to avenge an insult to our 
flag offered by the Prince of Negato, who had rebelled against the liberal policy 
of the Tycoon toward western nations, and had fired upon vessels bearing our 
flag. Commander McDougal’s vessel, carrying but six guns, and with acrew of 
about one hundred and sixty men, had to encounter a hostile force, consisting 
of six shore batteries, masked on eeees heights, and mounting three guns 
each, a steamer of two, a bark of six, and a brig of eight guns, making in all 
thirty-four gene. mostly 32-pounders, and worked and supported by a force of 
eleven hundred men. 

The battle had to be fought in a narrow strait, full of dangers from sunken 
rocks and rapid currents, which his enemy was perfectly familiar with, but of 
which Commander McDougal had no chart. Yet, notwithstanding the appall- 
ing dangers of the situation—a combined land and sea force aggregating seven 
times as many men and working nearly six times as many guns as he had, and 
with the certainty of torture and death if captured, he engaged and destroyed 
his enemy, achieving a victory which, if ever equaled in our country’s history, 

not been excelled. From 1869 to 1871, the day of his honorable retirement 
active service, he commanded the South Pacific squadron. Of his forty- 
three years on the active-list, thirteen were spent on shore duty and twenty-four 
at sea; a ter eon of arduous duty than has been performed by any 
officer senior to him in the service, with a single exception. During his life he 
never received any recognition for his services except a routine promotion on 
the retired-list, which carried with it none of the emoluments of the grade. 

Mrs. McDougal is muchinneed. Congress has on many occasions made prec- 
edents. Not to go further back than 1876, the following instances are cited in 
which this has been done: In 1876, to the widow of Commodore Elliott; in 1877, 
to the widows of Admirals Bell and Winslow ; in 1878,to the widow of Admiral 
Wilkes; in 1879, of Commodores Frailey, Gallagher, and McKeever, and of Ad- 
miral Stringham ; in 1880, of Admiral Davis; in 1881, of Admiral Paulding, and 
Commodores McCauley and Guest; and finally, last winter and summer, to the 
widows of Admirals Goldsborough, Hoff, Reynolds, Lardner, Spotts, and Rod- 


gers, Commodore Wood, and Rear-Admiral Beaumont. 

David een ae appointed a midshipman in the Navy, July 1. 1828; 
Sapa ° to the naval school at New York; May 16, 1829, de- 
and 0 to the New York station; April 21, 1830, detached and 
ordered to the Boston; December 15, 1832, warranted as a midshipman; Oc- 
tober 4, 1833, permitted to attend the naval school at Brooklyn; May 14, 1834, 
ord to examination preliminary to promotion; June 14, 1834, promoted to 
— ees: March 1l, 1836, ordered to the receiving-ship at New 
ork; July 1, , ordered tothe sloop Natchez; February 16, 1839, detached 
and granted leave; March 16, 1839, ordered to the receiving-ship at New York; 
September 14, 1839, detached and granted leave of absence; December 14, 1839, 
ordered to the Consort; October 12, 1840, detached from the Consort and will 
remain on duty with Lieutenant Glynn, working on charts; February 19, 1441, 
detached from duty on charts; February 25, 1841, promoted to lieutenant ; May 
19, 1841, ordered to the Fulton; December 6, 1841, detached and ordered to the 
Falmouth; March 21, 1841, detached on account of ill-health; July 18, 1843, 
caeet Saree Met iedechdaeaiebiid Seeks Seeee ka aoe ere 
se $ ; January , detac’ and or- 
dered tothe ; war with Mexico, at capture of Vera Cruz; June 11, 1847, 
squadron and 4 leave of absence; February 30, 

1848, ordered to the St. Mary's; March 8, 1848, transferred to the Bainbridge; Jul 


6, 1860, detached and ted leave ofabsence; June 18, 1851, ordered tothe Mich? 
= 2, 1854, ed and ordered to command the store-ship at San 

cisco, Cal.; April 10, 1854, assumed command of the Warren; served on 
the John Hancock from Fi to August, 1856; January 24, 1857, promoted 
tocommander; October 26, 1857, detached from the command of the Warren, and 


ordered to the navy-yard, Mare Island, California; May 11, 1861, detached and 
ordered to New York; Ma rde a r hil 


a | 27, 1861, ordered to commandthe Wyoming. While 
Sinvonosmit Jor bm nine 16th of J iy 1808 elain o ee A oe Shahin the 
apan, on uly, 5 ga brig and exp ng the 
boilers of a steamer, with a loss of 11 killed and wounded aboard of the Wyo- 
ming; March promoted to captain; July 20, 1864, detached from com- 
mand of the Wyoming, and placed on waiting orders; October 17, 1864, took 
temporary command of the navy-yard, MareIsland, Californla; August 11, 1866, 
- detached and placed on waiting orders: April 24, 1867, ordered to command the 
Pensacola; July 17, 1867, detached and placed on waiting orders; December 2, 
1867, ordered to command the Powhatan; June 12, 1869, promoted to commo- 
dore; December 23, 1869, detached from command of the Powhatan and ordered 
to command the South Pacific squadron; September 27, 1871, placed on the re- 
tired-list; February 28, 1872, detached from command of the South Pacific squad- 
ron and placed on waiting orders; July 5, 1876, commissioned as rear-admiral 
on the retired-list from the 24th of August, 1873. 
He died at San Francisco, Cal., on the 7th of August, 1882. 
There has also been filed with this committee a certificate, under oath, of a 
medical inspector of the United States Navy to the following effect: 


“I, the undersigned surgeon, United States Navy, hereby certify that I was 


the att ending physician of the late David McDougal, rear-admiral, United States 
Navy, for many years prior to and at the time of his death, which occurred 
August 7, 1882, in this city. The said David McDougal died of Bright's chronic 
disease of the kidneys; and I further certify that said disease had been con- 
tracted by him while in the line of duty as an officer of the United States Navy. 
“W.E. TAYLOR, 
‘Dated San Francisco, August 31, 1883.” 


Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE. I did not understand from the reading of the re- 
port exactly what this proposes. I believe it is proposed to increase 
from $50 to $100 per month. 

Mr. NEAL. That is the provision of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not understand the name of the clairiant or 
the nature of the claim. 

Mr. NEAL. McDougal. Itisthe widow of Rear-Admiral McDougal. 

Mr. KILGORE. I donot think that I can agree to let that bill pass. 

Mr. NEAL. I call the attention of the gentleman from Texas to the 
fact that this widow is absolutely helpless, totally blind, and requires 
the attendance all the time of one person and frequently of two, as 
shown by the report in the case. Her husband served in the Navy for 
forty-two years. It is a most meritorious case. 

Mr. KILGORE, If you will say $75, I will let it go through. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no! 

Mr. NEAL. Let it go through at one hundred. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think not; say $75. 

Mr. NEAL. Imagine you can see this poor old woman, totally 
blind, helpless, arid requiring the constant attention of two individu- 
als, and I am sure you will not object. 

Mr. KILGORE. But she can live on $75 a month. 

Mr. NEAL. Ido not know that she can. She has to provide for 
this attendance. I donot know anything except what is shown by the 
report. The report shows that she is in needy circumstances. She 
can not last but a year or two. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the gentleman from Texas will let this pass. 
I know it is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, what does the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
CHEADLE] say ? 

Mr. NEAL. Never mind that; let the bill pass. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is all right. 

Mr. KILGORE. Very well. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


PHILIP RAY. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like very much to call 
up the bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Philip Ray. It passed both 
Houses at the last session of Congress, but, unfortunately, it did not 
pass this House in time for the President to act upon it. It went to 
the President but was one of the bills that was not acted upon. It got 
to the Executive Mansion about a day or two before we adjourned on 
the 20th of October. Now, I would like to call it up and pass it again. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iwill stateonly with a view of keeping ourselves 
in regular order that the bill is not before Congress, according to the 
gentleman’s own statement. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I know it is not before Congress, 
but I have given a statement of the facts as to its situation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no disposition to do injustice to my friend 
from Philadelphia, but I feel that it is proper that we should at least 
keep within the forms of legal proceeding. 


LEMUEL 8S. SKINNER. 


Mr. PETERS. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 2666) granting a 
pension to Lemuel 8. Skinner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lemuel 8S. Skinner, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and twenty-third New York Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Morrow) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2666) 
granting a pension to Lemuel S. Skinner, submit the following report : 

Ths report of the Senate Committee on Pensions in this case sets forth the 
facts fully, and is therefore adopted and the passage of the bill recommended. 


[Senate Report No. 1306, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


Claimant enlisted in Company I, One hundred and twenty-third New York 
ae Infantry, August 11, 1862, and was mustered out of the service June 
26, 1865. 

The records of the War Department show him treated while in the service 
for chronic diarrhea and intermittent fever. 

The claim was rejected March 3, 1879, because claimant was unable to furnish 
evidence of origin or treatment in the service or at discharge. 

+ Ba * * + 7 * 


In affidavit filed February 9, 1888, claimant states that when he became con- 
valescent from chronic diarrhea he was placed in charge of the linen depart- 
ment of the laundry in the hospital at Jeffersonville, Ind.; that many thousand 
soldiers were sent to said hospital from the battle of Nashville, Tenn., which 
occurred on the 15th day of November, 1864, and while in the discharge of his 
duty, trying to supply the demand for clean linen, his strength was overtaxed, 
and from the strain occurring under the circumstances hernia was incurred, 

In affidavit filed August 16, 1886, Catharine Skinner and Rhoda Wimer, of 
Washington County, New York, testify that claimant was a sound man at the 
date of his enlistment into the service. 

In affidavit filed August 3, 1883, O. S. Wilson, actin 


assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, testifies that he was surgeon in the 


nited States General Hos- 
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pital, located at Jeffersonville, Ind., and that some time in May, bh Lem- 
uel 8. Skinner eame under his treatment for chronic diarrhea and in; 
hernia; that he at once ordered claimant to use a truss as the only cure for his 
hernia; that claimant had the appearance of having been arobust man prior to 
his enlistment into the service. : 

In affidavit filed August 16, 1886, J. D. Sherman, a comrade, testifies that claim- 
ant was a sound man at the time of his enlistment, and that he sustained a hernia 
of his right side while in the service and in the line of his military duty. 

In affidavit filed October 16, 1886, W. G. Fisher, a comrade, testifies that claim- 
ant was treated for rupture while in the service. . 

In affidavit filed December 8, 1886, Albert Shiland, second lieutenant Company 
I, One hundred and twenty-third New York Volunteer Infantry, testifies that he 
Was made aware, through information that he deemed reliable, that claimant 
sustained a rupture of his right side while in the serviceand in the line of duty, 
and that he bad been compelled to wear a truss ever since. 

In affidavit filed September 4, 1884, George 8. Sherman, of Cambridge, N. Y., 
testifies that claimant was sound at the time of his enlistment into the service 
but since his discharge from the Army to the year 1875 claimant has been in ul 
health and unable to perform manual labor. 

In aftidavit filed September 4, 1884, J. L. Kelley, of Burlington, Iowa, testifies 
that in the spring of 1387 claimant was in his cuaphen: and had a severe attack 
of chronic diarrhea, disabling him to ride in the dle, and consequently had 
to abandon his occupation. 

In an examination made by the board of United States surgeons at Burling- 
ton, lowa, May 14, 1884, claimant is rated one-half on account of hernia of right 
side and one-fourth on account of chronic diarrhea. In examination made Feb- 
ruary 24, 1886, claimant is given a total rating for hernia. 

Claimant has a record of chronic diarrhea in the service, and the testimony of 
his second lieutenant and two comrades, showing the origin of hernia in the line 
of duty, and the testimony of the surgeon who treated him for the same while 
in the service. This, in the opinion of yourcommittee, is oman pee that 
the applicant’s disabilities are of Army origin, and that he is entitled te a pen- 
sion on account of both disabilities alleged by him. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered tobe laid aside to be reported tothe House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I callup for consideration the bill (8. 3135) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alexander. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to inerease the pension of Eliza J. Alexander, widow of 
Francis Alexander, pes é lieutenant in United States Navy, from $25 to $50 
per month, from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr.CHEADLE. Inorder tosave time, I give noticethat I shall call 
& quorum on that bill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the bill. 


WINEMAH RIDDELL. 


Mr. FINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 2126) 
to pension Winemah Riddell. I could not find the bill when my name 
was called, and I would now like to call it up. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentlé- 
man from Kentucky to consider this billatthis time? The Chairhears 
none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjectto the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Winemah Riddell, and to pay her, 
from and after the passage of this act, during life, the sum of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. FINLEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2804) to 
pension Winemah Riddell, having considered the same, report as follows: 

The report of Hon. A. B, Meacham, chairman commission to the 
Modecs, upon the late Modoc war, and contained in the report of the Commis- 
sioner of tndian Affairs for the year 1873, shows that the objects to be attained 
by the Modoc Peace Commission were— 

‘* First, to ascertain the causes which have led to the difficulties and hostilities 
between the United States troops and the Modoes; and, secondly, to devise the 
most effective and judicious measures for preventing the continuance of these 
hostilities and for the restoration of “ 

‘‘ Messengers were employed to visit the Modocs and arrange for a meeting : 
First, Bob Whittle and wife, Matilda (an Indian woman), were sent February 
19 with instructions to announce to them the presence of and desire of the com- 
mission to arrange for a council meeting with the view of adjusting the difficul- 
ties that existed. and to prevent a reopening of hostilities; also to 
with whom the Modoes would prefer to arrange the contem council. 

“ Whittle and wife returned on the 20th, and reported the 
anxious to ‘meet Riddell and Fairchilds to conclude details’ for the proposed 
posting. Fairchilds was intrusted with the message, and accompanied by Rid- 
dell and Artina(a Modoo woman), visited the Modoc camp, a distance of 20 miles 
from headquarters, with a ‘message to Mod * as follows: ‘ Fairchilds will talk 
for the commission; what he agrees to we will stand by. He can not tell you 
any terms, but wil) fix a time and place for a council talk, and that no act of war 
will be allowed while peace talks are being had; no movements of the troo 
will be made. We come in good faith to make peace. Our hearts are all for 
peace.’ This message was signed by Meacham, Applegate, and 
approval of General Canby. 

; ' Saeee ane party eee the codename 

pg and anxious for peace, but not arranged a meeting, because they 
were ‘unwilling to come out of the lava-beds.’ 
a “This proposition was not agreed to, but.a request for Judge Steele, of Yreka, 
to visit them was made, and in compliance he was sent for, with the hope on 
our part that, from his intimate uaintance with these he might se- 
cure the meeting. Judge Steele ved at headquarters of commission on the 
4th of March, and the board of commissioners were called 


—— now con- 
caning of Applegate. Meacham, and J Roseborough, who had been 
added at the request of Canby. being present, accepted the 
mission as r to arrange for the ng of commission and the Mo- 


messenge 
docs, but up wisely was authorized to offer ee ee Se eee 
eral amnesty to al! Modocs on condition of their full and com si i 
ope nt to remove to a distant reservation within the of Oregon or 
ornia.’ 
“ He was further instructed to say to them that ‘General Canby would make 
peace and conclude terms.’ 


“On the 5th of March, in com: 
R. H. Atwell as reporter, J visited the Modoc cam 

“ Failing tosecure @ mee of the commission and Modocs, made th 
under instruction, the proposition above referred to, also stating that Gen 
Canby was authorized to conclude the arrangement for the surrender and re- 
moval. The propositions were not well understood and created some discus- 
sion among ee ee ~~ & - % 

“ Captain spea’ r the people, accepted the terms offered, though 

rotests and evidences of dissatisfaction were evidently made. Steele had not, 

owever, seemed to have been aware of this fact, for on his return to head- 
quarters he reported that ‘ peace was made; they accept.’ A general feeling of 
relief followed, couriers were summoned to bear dispatches, when Fairchilds, 
who had been with Steele. declared that ‘there was some mistake; the Modocs 
have not agreed to surrender and removal.’ The Modoc messengers who had 
accompanied Steele and party to headquarters were question , when it was 
discovered that some misunderstanding existed. Steele, however, confident 
that he was correct, proposed to return to the Modoc camp and settle the mat- 
ter beyond question. On Steele’s second visit Fairchilds declined going, fear- 
ing, as he said, ‘that the Modocs would feel outraged by Steele’s report. 

“Atwell again accomj:anied Steele, who, on arrival, or soon thereafter, dis- 
covered that a great mistake had been made in . oy the first visit. The 
demonstrations were almost of hostile character. was accused of reporting 
them falsely and working against their interests. His long acquaintance 
with Captain Jack and Scar-faced Charley, and consequent friendship, saved 
him and party from assassination, these two men and one or two others stand- 
ing over him throughout the night. The following morning he averted 
the peril by poreeing to return and bring the comm n with bim, and on 
this promise he was allowed to depart. On his return to headquarters he made 
a full report of the visit, stating the facts above referred to, and warning the 
commission of the danger of meeting the Modocs except on equalterms and on 
neutral ground, and expressing the opinion ‘that no meeting could be had, no 
peace could be made.’ 

“ The substance of these reports and conclusions was forwarded to the hon- 
orable Secretary of the Interior, who replied as follows: 


“*Wasmineton, D, C., March 5, 1873. 
“*T do not believe the Modocs mean treachery. The mission should not bea 
failure. I think I understand their unwillingness to confide in you. Continue 
negotiations. 


Will consult the President, and have the War Department con- 
fer with General Canby to-morrow. 
“*O, DELANO. 


“To A. B. MEacHAM, 
“* Pairfields Ranch, via Yreka, Cal.’ 


“On the day following Steele’s return from the second visit a delegation of 
Indians from the Modoc camp arrived Mary (sister of Captain Jack), acting as 
messenger, proposed that if General Canby would send wagons to meet them, 
the Modocs would all come out and surrender on the terms proposed by Steele 
on the first visit. General Canby, then acting under the authority of the vote 
of the commissioners transferring the whole matter to his accepted the 
proposition and named a day on which the final surrender should be consum- 
mated. However, before the time appointed messengers arrived from the lava- 
beds, asking for further time,to arrange for leaving camp, alleging that they 
were then burying their d and could not come at the time appointed, but 
would comply at a subsequent period. 

““General Canby a 2 another day, and assured the messengers that un- 
less they were faithful to the compact he would take steps to compel compli- 


ance. 

“The day before the eqpetates time Toby Riddell informed General] Canby 
of intended treachery on the part of the Modocs, saying ‘no Modocs come; may 
be come to steal teams; they no give up.’ Her warning was not accredited. 

“The wagonswere sent. Apple te sanguine of thesurrender, resigned and 
returned to his home, believing that was made,’ Mr. Case, who had 
been relieved at his own request, had also left headquarters. Messengers had 
been sent to the Department at Washington announcing the anticipated result 
and the whole country was rejoicing, when, late on the evening of the appoiu 
day, the wagons sent out by General Canby returned without the Indians. 
of which was made known to the Department. Further negotiations seemed 
to be hopeless; nevertheless, knowing the anxiety for a peaceable solution of 
the troubles, wecontinued to seek a meeting. Instructions were received from 
headquarters from the honorable Secretary of the Interior, ‘tocontinue negoti- 
ations,’ and further continuing the commission, General Canby moved head- 
quarters to ‘ Van Bremens,’ and with him the commission moved. 

“Soon after, Dr. Thomas wasadded to the commission, also L. 8. Dyar, United 
States Indian Senet, of Klamath. Meanwhile a herd of Indian horses had been 


y with Riddell and Toby Fairchilds, and 
Pp. 


All 


Modocs, thro: messengers, that no act of war would be permitted. oe 

to ar terms fora council was 

fled ay Geneve Canby of the intended movement of nearer the Modoc 
The movement was made and bi this time to 


camp. da uarters again 
the foot of the bluff, and within 2 miles of t e Modoc stro! B 

P . including General Canby, met the Modocs for the first 
time, about midway between the Modoc camp and headquarters. No conclu- 


sions were arrived at, a severe storm com compelling . not, 
er oe had been mae for the eaine anne a 

6: ell an wife, Toby —— opinion, on our return . 
that treachery was intended; but © warning was not On the 4h 


of Aprila uest was made by Captain Jack for me to meet and a few men 
at the co mt, After a consultation with the board I accompanied 
SF SOEs RISO See S, 5. PERS, SS See Bey Toby, as in- 

‘Erne Modoc chief was accom; by six warriors and the women of his 
own family. He (Jack) remarked that he felt afraid in presence of General 


Can . Thomas, saying, ‘ But I talk.’ 

ae beginning) mentioning the Ben Wright treachery 

of the Klamath Indians his people were on 

the acting agent of Klamath, to protect him, and his eeveral re 
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would have been killed, no citizens would been 
young men had done a great while in hot blood, but that he 
eontrol them any more than bad white men were controlled 
and feeling that seat sere Sve peaes Sree 
home ‘just the same as a white man on River, the soldiers taken away and 
the war would stop.’ 

“On being assured that, since blood had been spilled on Lost River, he could 
never have it in peace, unless the Lost River murderers were up for trial, 
he abando: : 


ned the request so far as his old home was saying, ‘I give 
up home; give me lava-bed; no white man will ever wantit.’ Again as- 
sured that no could be made or soldiers removed while his le re- 


wa-bed, but was informed that a new home would be given 
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him, and provision made for clothing and subsistence. He was unwilling tosur- 
rendcr hismen who killed the citizens, saying that the ‘governor of Oregon had 
demanded their blood, and that the law of Jackson County would kill them ;’ 
remarking that the ‘law was all on one side, was made by the white man, for 
white men, leaving the Indian all out,’ finally declaring that he could not con- 
trol his people, and that he would die with them if no peace was made. 

“No terms were agreed to or further meetings arranged for atthattime. 

**On the day following Toby Riddell was sent with a proposition to Captain 
Jack to surrender with such others as might elect todoso. He declined the 
terms. On her return the messenger was warned of the intended treachery, 
which she reported to the commissioners and General Canby. This warning 
was not treated with the t due the informer. Dr. Thomas questioned a 
Modoc afterward as to the truth of the report, which being denied, and the 
name of the author demanded, he replied, ‘Toby Riddell.’ The same party, of 
whom Dr. Thomas had made inquiry, was informed by General Gillem * that 
unless peace was made very soon the troops would be moved up nearer the 
Modoe stronghold, and that one hundred Warm Spring Indians would be added 
to the army within a few days.’ All of which was reported in the Modoc camp, 


“On the 8th of April a messenger visited the commission, asking for s ‘ peace 
talk,’ saying that six unarmed Modocs were at the council tent in the lava-bed, 
anxious to make , and asking the commission to meet them. 

“ The signal o r at the station overlooking the lava-beds reported the ‘six 


Indians, and also in the rocks behind them twenty other Indians, all armed.’ 
Treachery was evident, and no meeting was had; further negotiations appeared 
useless and unsafe. 

“On the morning of the 10th of April a delegation from the Modoc camp ar- 
rived with seasseel propositions for a meeting. The terms proposed were, that 
if the commission, including General Canby and General Gillem, would come 
next day to the council-teut, unarmed, to meet a like number of unarmed Mo- 
docs, thus proving the confidence of the commission in the Modocs, ‘that they 
(the Modocs) would all come to headquarters and surrender on the day follow- 
ing.’ Dr. Thomas, who was then acting as (temporary) chairman, submitted 
the propositions to General Canby. After consultation, they decided to accept. 

“On the fatal morning of Friday, April 11, the commission held a meeting, 
and the of keeping the appointment was discussed; Dr. Thomas in- 
sisting that it was a duty that must be performed; General Canby saying ‘that 
the importance of the object in view justified taking some risk ;'’ Commissioners 
Dyar and Meacham recounting the evidences of premeditated treachery, and 
giving opi:.ions adverse to the meeting. The interpreter, Frank Riddell, ap- 
peared before the board, and repea the warning given by Toby, his wife, 
and saying further, ‘that if the meeting must be had, he wanted to be free from 
responsibility; that he had lived with Toby for twelve years, and she had 
never deceived him ; that if the commission went, it should be armed.’ How- 
ever, General Canby and Dr. Thomas insisted that the compact should be kept, 
the general remarking that from the signal-station a strict watch had been kept, 
and ‘only five Indians, unarmed, were at the council-tent ;’ and further, that a 
“watch would be kept on the council-tent, and in the event of an attack the 
army would come to the reseue,’”’ 

Without following further the report, the result of the appointment above 
referred to is more comprehensively stated in a lecture prepared by Colonel 
Meacham, and which he delivered in Park Street Church, on, Mass.,on the 
24th of May, 1874, the substance of which is as follows: 

” ae Peeearene for keeping the appointment were being made when Wine- 
mah Riddell and her husband made a last protest against the fulfillment of the 
unwise compact. Dr. Thomas was unwilling to abandon the effort. Commis- 
sioner Dyar agreed with me (Colonel Meacham) that the meeting should nottake 
pa. neral Canby maintained his views, and gave orders for a watch to be 

pt at the signal station ; then, giving some private instructions to his secre- 
tary, he dressed in full uniform, without arms,and called for Dr. Thomas. To- 
ether they walked off, side by side, towards the nt,1 mile away. Hav- 
me failed to dissuade them m going, I had no honorable alternative but to 
ollow. : 

“5 Begpesed to go, and caught the halter of my horse, intending to mount, 
when Winemeh, unable to suppress her fears, snatched the halter, and winding 
it around her waist, threw herself “pen the ground and cried most earnestly, 
*Do not go; you will be kill. The Modocs mad now. Meacham, you no go.’ 
Her entreaty moved me, and I relaxed my grasp of the halter, and calling to 
General Canby and Dr. Thomas, went to them and renewed my protest against 
going unarmed, 

“They were immovable, I then, for the first and only time in my life, made 
use of my fraternal relations to induce them to assent to a promise on my part, 
as chairman of the commission, to withdraw the army if we found satisfactory 
eee es of premeditated treachery. This proposition was emphatically re- 

ected also. 

“Seeing no alternative, I returned to the commissioners’ tent, handed my val- 
uables to Mr. Fairchilds, and securing a promise from him thatif my body should 
be badly mutilated it should be buried in the rocks of the lava-beds and not 
sent to my family, I sought again to mount my horse, when Winemah caught 
me wT the coat and endeavored to detain me. 

“Firmly refusing to remain in camp, I bade Winemah and her husband fol- 
low, and rode off to the council tent in the lava-beds, accompanied by Commis- 
sioner Dyar. Winemah parted with her boy,and with steady nerve mounted 
her horse and joined Mr, Dyar and m f. Mr. Riddell hastily arranged his 
business affairs, and also joined us on his fraught ride. 

ee ety ent Ik. Finease wore the rst of our They 
were greeted by the Indians with extreme cordiality, Gene Canby giving to 
eack a i stead of five unarmed men, including Scar faced Charley, as 
promised by Boston Charley in ane for the council, we found eight 
well-armed desperadoes, including the notorious cut-throats Hooker Jim and 
Black Jim. Captain Jack seemed anxious and ill at ease, and did not exhibit 
the friendship the others of his party pretended. 

“General by was calm and thoroughly self- 
mabcapete to note an i 


to arrive. 


Dr. Thomas did 
y suspicious circumstances, but was endeavoring to im- 
— the Indians with his good intentions. I made my election to abide by 
consequences, I knew that the horse beneath me was one of the fieetest in 
the Modoc country, and notwithstanding the rocicy trai] could carry me out of 
danger with a few bounds, which he seemed more than willing te make at the 
invitation, I up my mind that Canby and Thomas should not be 

en cowardly flight on my part. 
Withdraw my overcoat and hanging it upon the horn of the saddle I dis- 


mounted, the rope-halter to the 1 h fi s 
Riddle 1a memah’s heese, and we pound. eaving his horse free. Mr. 


red round the council-fire. 
“Before the tail began I sat down facing the chief and opened the council 


by referring to the proposition made the day before by Boston Charley, and 
continued 7 ing that we were ready tocomplete the arraugement for peace. 
Captain Jac ed if we were willing to remove the soldiers from the lava- 
beds and give his people a home in the country. I felt that if hisdemand was 
met we could eseape, and although Genera! Canby had refused to allow me to 
make this premise, I thought that, convinced as be must be of intended treach- 
ery, he would feel justified in assenting to the uest. Cautiously turning to 
him I asked him to talk. After a moment’s waiting he rose and stood erect, 
Every eye was upon him. All seemed to feel that if he assented to the with- 
drawal of the army the trouble would be over. 

si r General Canby realized the situation with all its fearful passibili- 
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the soldiers, General Canby, having once refused, was mute. 
Thomas, who was sitting at my left, I asked him if he wished to talk. 
doctor dropped forward on his knees, and made the last proclamation of peace, 


in the face. 
fall until he had run 40 or 50 yards, when a shot struck him in the back of the 
head. His assailants came upon him, and, shooting him again, stripped him of 
his clothing, turned his face enema. and then left him. 


slowly, catching by his right hand. 
stagger away a few rods, his murderers taunting him with not believing Wine- 


good his escape, although pursued by Hooker Jim. 
ning, covered by Scar-faced Charley’s rifle, who declared thatit ‘was unworthy 
of a Modoc to kill unarmed men.’ 
Canby and Dr. Thomas, Shonchin sprang to his feet, and, drawing both a knife 
and a pistol, shouted *‘Chock-e-la’ (Blood), pointed at my head and discharged 
the pistol, the bullet tearing through the collar of my coat and vest. 
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ties and would not swerve even then from his purpose, or if he still thought 


the Modocs had not the desperate courage to execute this pian, can never be 
known. 


dream, 
come a terrible reality. 
he firmly pronounce 
saying that the ‘soldiers could not be withdrawn.’ 


If he said the soldiers can be removed, the phantom would pass as a 
If he said they should not be withdrawn, the phantom must soon be- 
With dignity that was peculiar to that brave soldier, 
his own death-sentence as well as that of Dr. Thomas, by 


** Again and again the Modoc chief repeated the demand for the removal of 
Turning to Dr. 
Che 


He assured the Modocs that he was a friend to them; that God had sent us to 


them as messengers of peace. 


“The Modoc chief leaned forward and touched me onthearm, Heonce more 


declared that no peace could be made until the soldiers were taken away, «8 he 
rose and turned his back to General Canby. 


I believe that to this time Captain 


Jack had hoped it would be granted, and thereby bloodshed avoided. Schon- 
chin sprang to the seat vacated by Captain Jack, and in loud, angry tones re- 
peated the ultimatum. Winemah had thrown herself on the ground in front 


of Dr. Thomasand was interpreting Schonchin’s speech at the moment when 
Captain Jack gave the signal, ‘ Kau-tux’ (All ready). 
stantthe Modoc yell broke from the rocks and two braves sprang forward, bear- 
ing rifles, 


Almost at the same in- 


“ Captain Jack drew a pistol and shot General Canby, the ball striking him 
*Ellen’s man’ joined him in the attack. General Canby did not 


“Dr. Thomas received a shot from the hand of Boston Charley. He sank 


He was permitted to get upon his feet and 





mah, jeering him, and ridiculing his religion and the failure of his 
Finally, pushing him down, they shot him through the head, stripped 


turning him also upon his face, gathered up the dripping garments, and join d 
the other murderers at the council fire. 


“Dr. Dyar, having his horse for a cover when the attack was begun, made 
Mr. Riddell escaped by run- 


Simultaneously with the attack on General 


Before the 
next shot Winemah was between him and his victim, grasping his arms and 
pleading for my life. I walked backwards 40 yards while my heroic defender 
struggled to save me. Shacknasty Jim joined Schonchin in the atiock, while 
Winemah, running from one to the other, continued to turn aside the pistols 
aimed at me until I went down. 

“After I fell I raised my head above the rock over which I had fallen, and at 
the instant Schonchin aimed at me so correctly that this shot struck me be. 
tween the eyes and glanced out over the left eye, which was blinded. A shot 
from Shacknasty Jim struck me on the right side of the head over the ear, 
which stunned me and I became unconscious. From Winemah and Scar-faced 
Charley I learned that Shacknasty Jim robbed me of my clothing in part, not- 
withstanding Winemah’s expostulations; that while Jim was unbuttoning my 
shirt collar one of the other murderers came up with a gun and pointing at my 
head was just in the act of touching the trigger when Jim pushed the gun up 
and said, ‘Don’t shoot any more. Him dead; he not get up; I him hit high 
up; save the powder.’ Having taken my coat, pants, and vest, they left me, 
saying to Winemah, ‘ Take care of your white brother.’ Winemah wiped the 
blood from my face and straightened my limbs, believing me dead. 

**Boston Charley drew a knife, which, however, was a dull one, and began 
the difficult task of scalping a bald-headed man, and what added to the diffl- 
culty was the strong arms of Winemah, grasping him and hurling him, as 
though he was but a boy, to the rocks beside me. But Boston had Modoc per- 
sistency, and springing to his feet, with his pistol he struck her a blow upon the 
head, at the same time threatening to shoot her should she again interfere, and 
resumed the delicate task. Winemah, dazed by the blow for a :ioment, in half 
bewilderment saw the dull blade cutting down to the bone, while Boston, en- 
raged and impatient, set one foot upon the back of my neck, and muttering 
curses in broken English, succeeded in cutting a circlealmost around the upper 
part of my head, and had already so far lifted the scalp that he had inserted the 
fingers of his left hand beneath it, preparatory to tearing it off, when Winemah, 
recovering her presence of mind, resorted to strategy, shouting exultingly, 
ae Bestoo nercoidier’ (Soldiers coming), and Boston left his work unfin- 

ed, 

From the foregoing statement of facts, it is evident that had the Modoc peaco 
commissioners listened to the persistent persuasions of Winemah Riddle, re- 
iterated by her over and over again, the families and friends of the lamented 
Dr. Thomas and General Canby would not have been called upon to mourn 
their atrocious death; and in view of the fact that Winemah Riddle saved the 
life of such a useful and noble man as Col. A. B. Meacham, and proved herself to 
be the friend of the white man atthe risk of her own life, your committee feel 
constrained to report these facts for the consideration of the House, with the 
following amendment: In line7 strike out the words ‘‘ tweaty-five dollars” 
and insert in lieu thereof “twelve dollars;” and, with the bil! so amended, beg 
leave to submit the facts, with the bill, for action of the House, ‘The commit- 
tee being equally divided, their report is adverse to the passage of the bill, but 
recommend the same be placed on the Calendar and printed. 


During the reading of the report 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, said: I move that the further reading of 
the report be dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no. Let it go on. 

The reading of the report was concluded. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, there is an adverse report in that 
case, as I understand. I do not believe in going back on a committee 
in an important matter like this; and besides that, there are thousands 
of cases on the frontier of Texas which are just as meritorious as this. 
If it was for a general law, permitting these people to go before a proper 
court or officer and prove up their cases so as to give them a reasona- 
ble pension, I do not know that I would make objection. But such 
claims are generally managed by unscrupulous men who take charge 
of these claims, and not only manipulate them through, but collect 
the money. That is my experience so far as claims for the relief of 
Indians.on the frontier are concerned. I have lived many years on 
the frontiers of Texas, and I know of numbers of cases where Indians 
have espoused the cause of the white man, and know there are thou- 
sands of cases on the frontier as meritorious as this; so that I can not 
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see any cause for singling out one such case. And then, again, we 
have also an adverse report on this case; and I would feel compelled 
to obstruct the passage of the bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. If the gentleman will allow me to explain the case 
I will get him out of his error. There was an adverse report as read, 
the House committee being divided 4 and 4. It was not a full com- 
mittee, and the chairman of the committee voted for the bill. The 
same bill has passed the Senate and has gone before the committee of 
this House, and the report is there again adopted. The Senate bill has 
been before the committee, and they indorsed the action of the Senate. 
Now, it can not be considered, as I think, an adverse report in the case. 
I trust my friend from Texas wili not interpose an objection. I want 
to appeal to him in a few words. There is not only a precedent cited 
there, as far back as 1834, cases of the Cherokee Indians and the Creek 
Indians, parallel with this, or substantially so. I would also call his 
attention to the case of Pocahontas, where she made a rescue, having 
appealed only to her father, and he, the chief, risking nothing at all. 
Her friendship for the white man has been everywhere read of and 
lauded by this entire nation of people. ; 

Here is an Indian woman who risked her life against her own friends 
and her own tribe and tried to save the lives of good and grand men, 
and would have saved the men who perished there, and also the lives 
of upwards of thirty others who were killed in consequence of that 
transaction, and the lives of ahundred gallant soldiers. I trust that 
in such a case the gentleman will not interpose an objection. I know 
he is a good man; he has a kind heart and means to do what is right, 
and I trust that he will withdraw his objection and let this bill follow 
the usual course. 

Mr. KILGORE, I appreciate the fact of this woman’s fidelity to the 
white people on that occasion, and as much as any man living I de- 
plore the massacre of the distinguished soldier who was slain there, 
and the sufferings that were consequent upon the transaction. But 
that is not the question here. The question is, ought Congress to sin- 
gle out one of perhaps ten thousand meritorious cases and grant a pen- 
sion in thatiustance, leavingthe balance unprovided for? I think not. 
Besides, this woman is a married woman now. She hasa husband liv- 
ing—a white man. So she has derived that much benefit from the 
affair, if he is the right sort of a white man. 

Mr. FINLEY. I will say to the gentleman that the report discloses 
the fact that they were married at the time this tragedy occurred. 

Mr. KILGORE. Marriedatthetime? Well, that fact breaks some- 
what the force of the case made for the-heroic nature of the deed. 
{ Laughter. } 

As for the gentleman’s reference to Pocahontas, she married a white 
man, and has become the ancestress of probably a greater number of dis- 
tinguished persons than any other woman that ever lived in this coun- 
try; so she has been amply rewarded for all that she ever did for Capt. 
John Smith, if that transaction ever took place, for they tell us now 
it is alla fiction. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I can not agree to the passage of this bill. I do not 
think it is just to thousands of others who might present equally meri- 
torious cases. If Congress would pass a general law reaching all cases 
of this kind, I do not believe I should object to it, but I can not let this 
bill pass. 

Mr. MANSUR. Will the gentleman from Texas instance one other 
case as meritorious as this—justone? 

Mr. KILGORE. I could instance a hundred, if I had time to think 
them up, cases that have occurred on the Texas frontier. Besides, this 
is going outside of the regular rule for granting pensions. The rule is 
to grant pensions to people who served in the Army and who were in- 
jured there, and who are needy, but if we are to go outside of the rule 
and grant pensions to everybody who has on any occasion seen proper 
to favor or to undertake to protect our soldiers, I can not agree to it. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then Iask unanimous consent that the bill be ordered 
to a third reading, and that it go over to be voted upon in a full House. 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not agree to that. 

Mr. FINLEY. What will you agree to, then ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I will agree to let you withdraw the bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is that all? 

Mr. KILGORE. That is all I can agree to to-night. 

Mr. FINLEY. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that as the gentleman 


from Texas controls this body, we shall have to submit. I withdraw 
the bill. 



































think there is nothing in the report to justify it. I may have over- 
looked it, but I tried to give close attention to the report and I failed 
to hear anything which removes the case from the general category of 
other cases on the pension-roll. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inasmuch as the Clerk made a mistake and read 
the wrong report, I will ask that he now read the House report. Itis 
fuller, and sets out the facts more clearly than the one which was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the committee re- 
ported an amendment striking out ‘‘$50’’ and inserting ‘‘$40."" The 
gentleman from New York now moves to amend by striking out ‘‘$50” 
and inserting ‘‘$30.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that amendment; if the 
bill is to pass I think it very important the amendment should be 
adopted. But I was seeking to get at the foundation of this claim. 
As I have said, I see nothing te place it in a different category from 
very many other cases; and there does not seem to be presented any 
reason which ought to be sufficient to induce Congress to make a dis- 
tinction in favor of this claimant. The relations of the applicant are 
mentioned in the report, and mentioned in a very honorable way; but 
a similar case might be presented in behalf of many other pensioners. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is anold lady without a male relative in the 
world. Her husband served in the Navy with unusual distinction for 
a quarter of a century. Besides, her father and her brother, after very 
honorable careers, died in the naval service. The lady is to-day with- 
out a child or any male relative on whom to depend. She is seventy 
years of age. I think these circumstances present a sufficient reason 
in favor of the claim. 


Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman will not insist that this is a 
more meritorious case than one where the husband was killed in battle. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, Ido. This is a case where there are three 
relatives who have died in the service. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I supposed that the strongest claim which any 
woman could present in favor of a pension would be that her husband 
had been killed in the service of the country. 


Mr. SHERMAN. But where a father anda brother have also given 
their lives for their country, it adds to the claim. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] to strike out ‘‘ $50 ”’ and in- 
sert ‘* $30. ” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from New 
York states that the House report is more explicit than the one which 
was read, I hope we shall hear that report. I would be glad to obtain 
more explicit information as to the merits of this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the House report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, which is as follows: 


The claimant, Mrs. Alexander, is in receipt of a pension at the rate of $25 per 
month as the widow of Francis Alexander, formerly a lieutenant in the United 
States Navy. She applies to Con for relief by granting her an increase of 
nsion to per month, upon the ground of the services of her husband, of 
a a, and of her father, all of whom were eminent officers in the United 
tates Navy. 
The oapviacs of these officers are shown by the following statements fur- 
nished by the honorable Secretary of the Navy, namely: 


“Navy Department, Washinjslon, June 12, 1888, 

“Francis Alexander was appointed midshipman May ‘7, 1835; August 15, 
1835, ordered to the West India squadron; July 6, 1838, granted three months’ 
leave; September 13, 1838, ordered to the Ohio; December 3, 1888, detached and 
placed on waiting orders. 

“December 18, 1888, ordered to the navy-yard, New York; May 25, 1839, or- 
dered to the Brandywine; August 19, 1841, detached from the Geant us and 

ted leave; October 13, 1841, admitted to the Naval School, Philadelphia; 
une 9, 1842, ordered to the steamer Missouri; July 14,1842, warranted as 
midshipman, from June 22, 1841. October 19, 1843, detached and ordered to the 
rendezvous, Norfolk ; J wly 2% 1844, detached and granted leave. 

“September 2, 1844, ord as naval storekeeper at Porto Praya; July 10, 
1846, detached from duty as naval storekeeper at Porto Praya; June 28, 1847, 
—— tes the receiving-ship, Boston ; May 22, 1848, detached and placed on 
wai orders. 

May 24, 1818, warranted as master, from 29th April, 1848. October es tee, 
orde = the itan, 10th November ; March 7, 1849, promoted to lienternan 
from e. 

“He died on board the Raritan, at sea, May 11, 1849. 

“ Geo wy. Zoune: wee eppeameed, © ipman in the Navy on the 19th of 
October, 1841; November 26, 1841, ordered to the receiving-ship at Norfolk ; Jan- 
uary 5, is42, detached and ordered to the Levant; June 18, 1842, detached and 
leave; June 28, 1842, ordered to the Constitution ; March 14, detached from 
the Brandywine to the Levant; oha 29, 1347, detach leave: June 2, 
1847, to the Naval Academy ; July 24, 1 etached 
tember 29, 1848, warran a passed midshipman from the 10th of A t, 184 
—— 1851, detached from the Portsmouth and leave; Seen . . 

vi ip at Norfolk; October 15, 1851, detached and ordered to the St. 
Lawrence; pril al, 1835, detached and leave; July 27,1855, to duty on the Coast 
Survey; September 14, 1855, —— to master; ember 15, 1855, promoted 
to lieutenant; November 14, 1856, ed from Coast Surve mer Gallatin 
and to recelving-ship at Baltimore : me y= me 21, a ang to 
the : 1856, and placed on ting orders; July 11, " 

heed oad to the release ; October 2, detached and wait orders; 
October 21, 1856, ordered to the receiving-shi at Norfolk; January 9, 1857, or- 
Core > eee et er a vies nt at New ton he Minnesota 
and leave; August i ng-ship 3 ember 23, 
1859, detached and ordered to the Portsmouth; A 2, 1861, detached from 
the peiae brig Falmouth and wait orders; Septem 16, 1861, ordered to the 
Lancaster; ee —. promoted And ie ene J ye. 108, de- 
tached from ‘om! 3 Septem . ; Octo- 
ber 4, 1804, detached ona command the Maratanza, North tic blockad- 
ing squadron ; June 17, 1865, detached and wait orders ; A 11, 1865, to the 


ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I again call up the bill which I 
withdrew awhile ago (S. 135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
J. Alexander. I propose to offer an amendment which will obviate 
the objection to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been read. The Clerk will now 
read the report. 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions was read. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move to amend the bill by striking out in line 
6 the word “‘ fifty”’ and inserting “‘ thirty.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman who calls up this bill 
to state the ground upon which an increase of pension is sought. I 
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navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal.; June 2, 1866, detached and ordered as general in- 
spector of supplies at navy . Mare Island; July 25, 1866, promoted to com- 
mander, to rank from date ; [under the act of July 25, 1866, made by selection from 
the grade who have rend the most efficient and faithful service during the 
war of the rebellion and who possess the highest professional qualifications and 
attainments ;}] March 8, 1867, detached and tocommand the Suwannee. 

“ Had performed twenty years and four months’ sea service. 

‘Died on board the Suwannee at sea, August 30, 1867. 

“John Jay Young was appointed a midshipman in the Navy on the Ist of 
7 1812; June 23, 1812, ordered to the gress; May 25, 1814, resigned ; 
June 17, is14, reinstated; December 21, 1814, granted furlough; April 1, 1815, 
ordered to the f Java; tember 19, 1816, to the schooner Noumeh; Feb- 
ruary 26, 1817, ered to the Hornet; September 17, 1417, ordered to schooner 
Asp; December 15, 1817, ordered to the Hornet; February 17, 1818, ordered to 
the Oyane; September 27, 1819, to the naval rendezvous, Baltimore; March 23, 
1820, Ssuaseient to lieutenant; May 23, 1821, ordered to the schooner Shark; De- 
cember 30, 1822, ordered to report at New York; November 11, 1824, granted 
three months’ leave; August 10, 1825, ordered to the Hornet; November 1, 1826, 
detached from Hornet and granted leave; December 3, 1828, ordered to the 
Hornet; August 11, 1829, granted sick leave. 

“While discharging his duties on board the sloop-of-war Hornet, he met with 
an accident which resulted in the loss of both of his legs, as is shown by the fol- 
lowing extract froma letter from Commodore Charles G. ae: commanding 
the West India squadron, dated July 10, 1829, at Pensacola, Fla.: 

“*T have the honor to report the arrival of the Hornet, Captain Norris, yes- 
terday, the 9th instant, after a laborious cruise of fifteen weeks off the north 
side of Cuba, during the whole of which time she has been actually engaged in 
giving convoy from Havanaand Matanzas, and occasionally searching the keys 
with her boats. Captain Norris = that in firing to bring to a suspicious 
vessel, which proved to be a vessel from Havana to Matanzas with slaves on 
board, the gun recoiled with such violence that Lieutenant Young had both his 

so dreadfully shattered as to require amputation just below the knee. It 
therefore became epee ye to preserve the life of so deserving an officer, to 
put into Havana and land im, and procure for him suitable accommodations 
and surgical attendance.’ 

ee 1, 1832, ordered to duty at Norfolk, Va., as superintendent of the 
Naval Hosp tal, continued in charge until July 21, 1840; promoted to com- 
mander, to rank from April 15, 1840; October 22, 1840, ordered to rendezvous at 
Norfolk ; November 1, 1843, detached and wait orders; May 2, 1844, ordered to 
command rendezvous at Baltimore; September 13, 1855, placed on the reserved- 
list; December 3, 1864, ordered to command naval rendezvous, Brooklyn, N. Y.; 
February 21, 1865, detached and wait o:ders; March 2, 1867, promo to com- 
modore on retired-list. 

“Died at Brooklyn, N. Y., November 4, 1875.” 

It will be observed that the husband of the applicant died nearly forty years 
ago. By his death Mrs. Alexander became dependent upon her brother and 
father. The brother remained unmarried and died in March, 1867, holding the 
rank of commander at the date of his death. 

For many — prior to the death of the claimant’s father, Commodore John 
Jay Young was in very feeble mee condition from the effects of the 
wounes and loss of his legs. His daughter was his constant attendant and com- 
panion. 

The deaths of these three officers left Mrs. Alexander without the protection 
of —_ male relative. They had all rendered their lives to the service of their 
country. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the country should afford a compe- 
tent pension to Mrs. Alexander while she may live, and therefore report back 

the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, vmended, how- 
ever, by striking out the word “ fifty,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “forty.” 


Before the reading of the report was concluded, 

Mr. MATSON said: I rise toa privileged motion. I move that the 
committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Pri- 
vate Calendar, had directed him to report various Senate bills with sun- 
dry recommendations. 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the following titles, reported without amendment from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, were severally 
taken up, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to Nancy A. Hayes; 

A bill (8. 2240) for the relief of George S. Thwing; 

A bill (8. 2483) granting a pension to Catherine Tate; 

A bill (8. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Ward; 

ae (S. 2842) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 


Mr. MATSON. That is too important a bill to be passed in this way. 
I shall object to its consideration now. 

Mr. CARUTH. Then I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 0’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House, in pursuance of its previous order, adjourned 
till Monday next. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11659) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna Kuffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: A bill (H. R. 11660) for the relief of Mar- 
tha E. Flesschert—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 11661) for the relief of William 
Jackson, Amanda Querry, and Wilkins Querry, heirs of Gibson Jack- 
son, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11662) for the relief of Henry Hake—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 11663) granting a pension to Mrs. 
M. Josie McClain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUND: A bill (H. R. 11664) granting a pension to M. M. 
Muckler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 11665) granting a pension to 
Charles H. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11666) for the relief of 
William T. Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: A bill (H. R. 11667) for the relief of John 
Boyle—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11668) for the relief of Mrs. Maria McMurdic— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 11669) for the relief of Harriet 
Young—to the Committee the on Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 11670) granting a pension to Alex- 
ander Bushnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 11671) for the relief of A. B. 
Hunton—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD (by request): Petition of H. N. Phillips, ef Hope 
Valley, R. I., against the international copyright bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of William Jackson and others, heirs of 
Gilson Jackson and Lavisa Jackson, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUND: Remonstranceof C. M. Bowman and others, of Leb- 
anon, Pa., against the passage of an international copyright bill—to 
the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of druggists of Honesdale, Pa., for re- 
peal of the internal-revenue law classing druggists as liquor dealers— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of S. H. Parker, of Geneva, N. Y., 
against the international copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. . 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of N. C. Nash, of Canton, and of B. M. 
Price, of Iroquois, Dak., against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of sundry citizens of Wise County, Texas, 
for the establishment of a branch Federal court—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of heirs of Alexander Barclay, of Benton 
County, Missouri, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of L. M. Goen, against the 
international copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of David Brant, against the passage of the 
international copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of John W. Fisher, of Shenandoah 
County, Virginia, one of the heirs of Isaac Fisher, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of New York Board of Trade, in favor of 
naval reserve bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, remonstrance of John M. Myers and E. B. Myers, of Tiffin, 
Ohio, against the international copyright bill—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Petition against the passage of the internationai 
copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of Samuel J. Rowland, of Jeffer- 
son County, West Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


A bill Los 3397) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Mc- 


ugal; an 

A bill (S. 2666) granting a pension to Lemuel S. Skinner. 

The bill (S. 2254) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ella M. Grover 
(having been reported from the Committee of the Whole House with 
amendment) was taken up, the amendment agreed to, the bill as 
amended ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 4, noes 5. 

Mr. MATSON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


GENERAL 8S. W. PRICE, 


Mr. CARUTH. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration at 
~*~ time of the bill (S. 433) granting an increase of pension to General 
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SENATE. 
Monpay, December 10, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 

Tuomas M. Bowen, aSenator from the State of Colorado; EPHRAIM 
K. WILSON, a Senator from the State of Maryland; CHARLES B. FarR- 
WELL, a Senator from the State of Illinois; JAMEs FE. WILSsoN, a Sena- 
tor from the State of lowa; WILLIAM M. Evarrs, a Senator from the 
State of New York; Joun W. DANIEL, a Senator from the State of 
Virginis 2; and Jonn E. KENNA, a Senator from the State of West Vir- 
ginia, appeared in their seats to- day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting a note from the minister 
of Chili, communicating a request of the speaker of the Chilian Cham- 
ber of Deputies for a regular exchange of publications between the 
legislative bodies of the United States and Chili; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in response toa resolution of September 14, 1588, 
a report of the Chief of Engineers in regard to the navigation of the 
Detroit River and the St. Clair Flats, at themouth of the St. Clair River, 
eve. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with aecom- 
panying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Commerce, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. My recollection is that the resolution calling for that 
information was introduced by the chairman of the Committee on In- | 
terstate Commerce, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], and if | 
so, perhaps he would like to have it referred to that committee. Per- | 
haps it had better lie on the table until he comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will lie on the 
table until the Senator from [linois comes in, if there be no objection. | 

Mr. PLATT. He will be here in a few minutes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore subsequently said: Thecommunication 
from the Secretary of War, with accompanying papers from the Chief 
of Engineers, laid over to await the arrival of the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. CuLLom ], will be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it ought to go to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. CULLOM. It relates to water ways. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution of the 


That reference will be made. 


Alaska. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 'Thecommunication will be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. I would prefer that it should not be referred at pres- 
ent. It seems to embrace a matter which the Committee on Territo- 
ries might as well consider as the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I 
prefer that it should lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The resolution to which this is an 
answer was offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT. With his consent, I should like to have it printed and 
lie on the table until I can have some conference with him as to the 
reference of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection. 

Mr. DAWES. I have none. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Atterney-General, transmitting a general statement of all 
the .ppropriations placed under the Departmentof Justice which were 
available, and those from which payments were made, during the fiscal 
— ending June 30, 1888, as required by section 3 of the act approved 

une 30, 1888, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore )aid before the Senate four communi- 
cations from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified copies of the 
final ascertainment of the vote for President onl Vice-President of the 
United States of the States of Alabama, New Jersey, Missouri, and 
Louisiana; which were ordered to be printed, and, with the accompany- 
ing certificates, to lie on the table. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senatea communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of fact. and law 
filed by that court under the act of January 20, 1885, in ge ee French 
spoliation claims; which, with the accompanying Sie 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered — 


It will be so ordered, if there be no 


5th of December, 1888, in relation to alleged outrages and restraints of 
liberty committed upon Alaskan Indian females or other persons in 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. i 

Mr. KOAR presented the petition of Lucy C. Morse, widow of Ralph 
W. Morse, late second lieutenant in Second Maine Volunteers, praying 
to be allowed increase and arrears of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of W. H. H. Thackston, M. D., 
and other citizens of Virginia, praying for the removal of the duty on 
dental and surgical goods; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the Virginia Packing Company and 
other citizens of Roanoke and other places in Virginia, praying for 
the passage of a law providing for the payment of drawback on tin- 
plate; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3648) to allow persons who have aban- 
doned or relinquished their homestead entries to make another entry, 
and for other purposes, to report it favorably with amendments. 

Inasmuch as this bill passed both Houses of Congress during the last 
session without objection, and was not signed by the President for the 
want of time, I presume, I am instructed by the committee to ask for 
its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. TheSenator from Arkansasasks that 
the bill reported by him may be now considered. It will be read at 
length for information subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatisa very important bill, Mr. President. I 
think the amendments had better be printed and the bill go on the 
Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands to 
report back adversely the bill (8. 3647) to allow persons who have 
abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make another 
entry, and for other purposes; and the bill (S. 3652) to allow persons 
who have abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make 
another entry, and for other purposes. These bills relate to the same 
suhject-matter and are precisely the same bill as the one reported favor- 
ably. All three having been introduced and the one recommended to 
be — the committee ask that these two bills be indefinitely post- 

n 

The bills were postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands I 
report back favorably the bill (S. 3646) for the relief of William R. 
Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California. Inasmuch as the 
bill passed both Houses at the last session of Congress and was sent to 
the President on the 10th of October, but failed to receive his approval, 
and therefore failed to become a law, I am instructed by the commit- 
tee to ask that the bill be placed upon its passage now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It had better go on the Calendar, Mr. President. 
I should like to see it. I do not remember that bill. 

= PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 11042) for the relief of Motier Howe, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS IN UTAH. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report a resolution, and to ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States nqapeteistnrsty. 
directed to communicate to the Senate as soon as may be all information in his 
on concerning execution of the provisions of section 17 of the act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1887, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. in refer- 
ence to bigamy, and for other approved March 22, 1882,""and that he 
report also the names of all cers of the United States who have had any con- 
nection with the execution aes section and in tt al and oe: 
com , if any, th ey have spasboed, and whether any of such persons at 
the same time have er office or employment under the United 
States, and, if so, what. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution: 

Mr. COCKRELL. I sho ld like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The explanation is that by the seventeenth sec- 
tion of the act of 1887 the Attorney-General was directed to cause pro- 
ceedings to be instituted in the proper courts to forfeit to the United 
States for the ultimate use of schools in Utah the p of the cor- 
poration called the Church of the Latter-Day Saints in that Territory 
which that corporation should have been found to have acquired con- 
trary to law. 

It appears from the newspapers and from correspondence I have re- 
ceived that the Attorney-General did direct such proceedings to be in- 
stituted in the courts of Utah, and they were instituted. It is stated 
that the judge in charge appointed the marshal of the Territory to be 
the receiver of this property. The marshal of course was the executive 


The amendments will be printed 
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officer of the court who made the seizure of whatever property the 
judicial proceedings applied to, and he was appointed receiver. : 

It is alleged that the district attorney of the United States was im- 
mediately employed by the marshal as his private and particular coun- 
sel as reeeiver, and that the property, or some of it, has been sold and 
@ fand obtained, and that now p ings are going on by the marshal 
in his character as receiver, and by the district attorney of the United 
States in his character as private counsel to the receiver, to get what is 
alleged to be an enormous and exorbitant allowance out of this fund 
for their services as receiver and as counsel to the receiver, etc. ; and 
that the school board, whe would have charge of the interest in the ul- 
timate fund if it should be held forfeitable and applicable to schools, 
have been obliged to employ private counsel to resist these demands of 
the marshal and district attorney of the United States (both of whom, 
I will humbly suggest, ought to be on the other side of any such ques- 
tion), in their attempt to get what is alleged to be enormous slices out 
of this fund. 

Therefore the Committee on the Judiciary thought it was due to 
the Attorney-General and due to the public interests that we should 
have full information as to what has been going on there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so, too. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply want to say that I have had letters indi- 
cating the same state of facts stated by the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the question 
is on agreeing to it. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

POWERS OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL IN PATENT CASES, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, which was directed at the former session of the present Congress 
to inquire and report to the Senate whether in the then state of the 
law the Government has the power, or the Attorney-General of the 
United States the authority, to institute judicial proceedings to vacate 
a patent for an invention on any ground whatever, to report back the 
resolution with the statement that while the matter has been in the 
committee and out of consideration by other more practical 
questions, we are advised and believe that the Supreme Court of the 
United States has settled the question in the affirmative, and has held 
that it is within the competence of the President of the United States 
in the due execution of the laws, and through his direction of course 
the Attorney-General, to institute a suit without any special act of 
Congress to vacate a patent for an invention upon any ground that 
affects the public interest or affects the regularity of the issue of the 
papers. We therefore ask to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received, and 
the committee discharged from the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. MANDEKSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the annual report of the Secretary of the Senate as to 
receipts and expenditures with the reeommendation that the usual 


number be printed. I make that motion, and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 


PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, ETC. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the resolution to print 1,000 extra copies of the message 
of the President, with the reports of the heads of Departments with- 
out the appendices, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. Morriii December 5, 1888, was 
read, as follows: 
for the use of the Senate 


Resolved, Bo petaied in phiet form, 
1,600 copies of the ann message of the President and the reports proper of 
the heads of the Departments, Comptroller of the Curreney, Director ef the 
Mint, and the Treasurer of the United States, without the appendices. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
same, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask in what form the documents 
are to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In pamphlet form. 

— COCKRELL. Each one of them separately, or all in one vol- 
ume 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ali together, inone pamphlet, the President’s 
ae a the ot proper = the heads of ents. I may 

the cost of printing a thousand ies is under $500, bei 

The PRESI = agree Pi 

DENT pro tempore. The question is on ing to the 
resolution. 6 
The resolution was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLark, its 

Clerk, announced that the House requested the Senate to furnish the 





House with a duplicate copy of Senate concurrent resolution to print 
5,000 additional copies of the report of the Superintendent of the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey, the original having been lost. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (8. 
Welsh; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 
Dougal. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2254) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ella M. Grover with anamend- 
ment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3631) granting the right of way to 
the Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, 
Ark., through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the 
State of Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3682) for the relief Mrs, 
Anna FE. Pennebaker; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN intreduced a bill (8.3683) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Angeline Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3684) to provide for the erection of 
a building for the use of the Geological Survey; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3685) granting a pension to Mar- 
tin Baer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3686) appropriating prize-money 
due the survivors of Farragut’s fleet for captures made on the Missis- 
sippi Riverin April, 1862; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3687) to increase the sal- 
aries of the Chief-Justice and associate justices of the Supreme Court 
of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred. to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3688) granting a pension to Ed- 
ward M. Lees; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3689) for the relief of Frederick 
Freidley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 3690) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Navy to contract for the construction of a refracting 
telescope of sixty inches aperture under the directions of Theodore 
Ruggles Timby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3691) to provide for the payment 
of certain claims heretofore allowed, and so forth; which was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3692) for the relief of sailors and sol- 
diers who have lost both hands or both feet, and providing for other 
specified disabilities; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (S. 3693) 
to amend chapter 206 of the laws of 1888, approved April 30, 1888, 
entitled ‘‘ An act to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder ;’’ which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 


2240) for the relief of George 8S. Thwing; 

2483) granting a pension to Catherine Tate; 

2639) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Ward; 

2666) granting a pension to Lemuel S. Skinner; 

2842) granting an increase of pension to William H, H. 


3144) granting a pension to Nancy A. Hayes; and 
3397) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Me- 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I submit an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use 
of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 
1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act 
approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act ; 
and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of 
bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to se- 
cure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of 
the companies therein mentioned. 

I ask that the proposed substitute be printed and referred to the 
Select Committee on the President’s Message transmitting the Report 
of the Pacific Railway Commission. 
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I beg leave to say in regard to the proposed substitute that its _ 
pose is to provide in one piece of legislation for the adjudication and as- 
certainment of the present, indebtedness, and for a refunding and se- 
curity of the indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, 
the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, the Central Branch Union Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, and the Central Pacific Railway Company, 
as the successors of the Central Pacific Railroad Company of California, 
and the Western Pacific Railroad Company, to which subsidy bonds of 
the United States were advanced in aid of the construction of the Pa- 
cific Railroads and branches. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been reported. Does 
the Senator desire a reference of his amendment to the special commit- 
tee, the bill having been reported ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire areference of the proposed substitute to 
the committee, so that they may consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and it is hereby 
directed to continue the investigation ordered to be made by the resolution of 
the Senate of August 3, 1888, and such committee is hereby given all the au- 
thority conferred by said resolution and power to sit cae ny recess of the 


Senate prior to December, 1889, the necessary expenses of such investigation to 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the condition of affairs in the Samoan Islands so far as it affects the inter- 
ests and rights of American citizens resident or doing business there; the re- 
lations of the United States with and their ob! ions to said islands under ex- 
isting treaties; the necessity of maintaining r neutrality or independence, 
and our duty in this ; what steps have been taken in this direction by 
our Government, and what further action, if any,isdemanded. Tothisendsaid 
committee shall have power to send for persons and papers, administer the 
necessary oaths, employ sten if required, cause its proceedings to be 
printed from time to time for its own use; and the ex thereof shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate u vouchers to be approved by 
the chairman of said committee, and by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, in my judgment a thorough, careful in- 
vestigation of the subject referred toin this resolution is an imperative 
necessity at this time, although I admit it may disclose an exceedingly 
discreditable chapter in the history of American diplomacy. 

The interests of the United States in the preservation of the inde- 
pendence of Samoa no American citizen can question for a moment. 
These islands are the dominating power in that portion of the Pacific 
Ocean and the center of commerce. They are about as far from the 
Sandwich Islands as the Sandwich Islands are from San Francisco, and 
about 1,300 miles from Australia. They are in the line of all our com- 
merce with New Zealand and Australia. 

A long while ago we obtained a concession of one of the most mag- 
nificent harbors in the world in those islands, and we established a 
coaling station. We made a treaty with Samoa in 1878, and Great 
Britain and Germany in the following year each madea treaty. It was 
understood and agreed that the independence and neutrality of these 
islands should be forever preserved. In 1886 Germany and England 
made an agreement for the preservation of their absolute neutrality. 

The King of the Samoan Islands, Milatoa, was a very warm friend 
of the United States, so warm a friend that it provoked the jealousy 
of the German business men of that island. He was a warm friend 
because he looked upon us as bound under our obligations to him to 
maintain the independence of that country, and he received that im- 
pression from article 5 in our treaty, which I desire to read: 

If unhappily any differences shall have arisen or shall arise between the Sa- 
moan Government and any other government in amity with the United States, 


the Government of the latter will employ its good offices for the purpose of ad- 
justing these differences upon a sat: ry and a solid foundation. 


In 1886;Tamassi rebelled against Milatoa, the Kingof Samoa. Mila- 
toa could have put down the rebellion in a day’stime. He would 
have had no difficulty at all. He is the king of one of the bravest peo- 
ple to be found in that part of the world. But our tatives in 
Samoa and the representatives of Great Britain, d to prevent 
bloodshed, called the attention of Milatoa to the obligations of the 
United States and of Great Britain under the treaties, and persuaded 
him to do absolutely nothing, and to allow Tamassi’s rebellion to pro- 
ceed as far it could. It was a feeble one, unaided, and its procession 
could not be long. So King Milatoa did nothing, thus affording Ger- 
many a pretense, which she ty egy ana herself of. 

But trouble was brewing in Samoa. mplaints came to the State 
Department from our consuls there. We sent a commissionerout there, 
Mr. Bates, from Wilmington. Aninvestigation was made. Finally it 
was considered an absolute necessity that there should be some settle- 
ment of these matters, and a conference was upon to be held in 
the city of Washington in 1887 between the United States, Great Brit- 
ain, and Germany. 

That conference was held. The representatives of those three Gov- 
ernments were present. 

In the progress of the conference the German representative demanded 


or asked that Germany might control absolutely these islands for five 
years. Secretary Bayard refused tocomply with such an unreasonable 
request as that urged by the German ambassador or the German min- 
ister. The conference took a recess. It did not dissolve; it simply 
took a recess; and while that recess wasin being a German fleet, in less 
than ten days, sailed for Samoa, entered the harbors, took practical pos- 
session of the islands, undoubtedly with the consent of Great Britain, 
undoubtedly with a full understanding in advance with Great Britain 
that Germany would so act; because, if there had not been an under- 
standing, Great Britain never would have allowed a day to pass with- 
out a peremptory demand that the status quo should be restored; her 
fleets would have gone to Samoa, and Germany would have retired. It 
was an outrage to the United States, and an insult which no great 
country ought to submit to for a single moment. 

I say they took practical possession. They espoused the cause of Ta- 
massi. They seized or rather compelled the surrender of King Mila- 
toa. They deported him to a remote island, and afterwards took him 
to Berlin, where I understand he is to-day. 

They espoused, I say, the cause of Tamassi. They placed him in 
power in that island. They appointed a German consular clerk his 
premier. They boycotted American business men. They picketed 
with German guards the American consulate. They hauled down, or 
compelled to be hauled down, the American flag. They committed 
every conceivable outrage upon these poor people who were friends ot 
Milatoa. They seized them, incarcerated them in jails; sent them off 
to remote islands; killed some. They broke up the business of the 
American businessmen there. They treated ourconsul withcontempt. 
They imposed fines, levied taxes, violated the agreed neutrality of the 
municipality in which the public buildings were erected by contribu- 
tions from each of the nations. 

Finally when that government was apparently established that fleet 
sailed away leaving Tamassi in power. 

I understand very well indeed that our Secretary of State defined 
distinctly to the Germans or to the German authorities the position 
assumed by the United States, but having done so he has rested abso- 
lutely from that time to this, and nothing has been done to restore the 
rights of American citizens in Samoa or prevent the aggressions of Ger- 


many. 

A short time Madaaffa, a legitimate successor to Milatoa (which 
Tamassi was not), raised troops, friends of Milatoa, and, as I under- 
stand from the last advices, gave battle to Tamassi, routed him, con- 
quered him absolutely, and a legitimate king is to-day on the throne 
of Samoa. 

But by the same steamer came the news that the German fleet is 
once more sailing for Samoa. What for no one knows, but from the 
policy which Germany has illustrated in those islands for the last two 
years no one has any reason to believe other than this, that Germany 
intends to take now absolute possession. And why should she not? 
Great Britain interposes no objection, and the United States of America 
has done absolutely nothing within the last five or six months in rela- 
tion to it. Why should not Germany then assume that the United 
States and Great Britain are ready to permit her to take possession of 
those islands—she undoubtedly intends to do so—and raise the German 
flag over them ? 

Mr. President, it is well undoubtedly to fit out ships of war and 
send them down to that poor, weak Republic of Hayti, a half dozen of 
them,if you please. It is well enough for this great Republic, when 
Mexico takes and imprisons some American tramp, to ‘houston war, 
even to go to the very ragged edge of it. But would it not be more 
consistent with the dignity and power of this Republic to protect the 
rights of its citizens against snie-o country like Germany or a coun- 
try like England? One vessel seized in Hayti; hundreds of vessels 
seized by Canada. One backed by Great Britain; the other backed 
by no one, 

In my judgment, the American 


ple demand, if we are to show 
our power as acountry, that we 
‘ inferi 


exhibit it against our equals, not 


our 
Mr. President, I ask for the present consideration of this resolution, 
and I hope the ‘ttee on Fo Relations will be active and in- 
dustrious in finding out the condition of things in these islands and 
a a duty requires of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Chair would state, before the 
Senator proceeds, that under the rule all resolutions constituting a 
charge upon the contingent fund of the Senate should be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. But that provision can be waived by unanimous consent. 
The Senator from Delaware will proceed. j 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know, Mr. President, that I should object to 
the present consideration of the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Maine; but under the circumstances and because of the attitude as- 
sumed by the Senator from Maine and of the remarks with which he 
chose to accompany the presentation of his resolution, I shall feel called 
upon to object to its present consideration, and ask that it shall go, as 
su y the Chair, to the Committee on Contingent Expenses of 
the te. 


Whether the Government of the United States under this impulse 
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of jingoism (which I use for want of a better word to characterize the 
feeling which seems to be rampant now in regard to our foreign affairs) 
should interfere in the matters that concern the islands of the Pacitic 
Ocean and should embroil itself with the powers of Europe, govern- 
ments where foreign affairs are controlled by the executive entirely, 
without the intervention of the legislative branch of the government, 
is a question to be determined by the people of the United States 
through the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assem- 
bled. Fortunately nosuch power was ever lodged with the Executive 
of the United States or in any of the Executive Departments as to 
commit this great Government to a foreign policy that predicated the 
use of force or of the war powers of the Constitution except by the 
consent and authorization of Congress. 


If we are to embark upon a policy of territorial aggrandizement or of 


entangling alliances contrary to American precedents and American 
traditions, it will be well to have the resolution discussed before the 
American people in the halls of Congress, but there is certainly no 
power lodged with the Executive or in any of the Executive Depart- 
ments to commit the Government of the United States to a policy that 
involves the assertion of physical force in interference in matters of that 
kind without tht consent of Congress and without legislation by the 
Senate and the House of Representatives. 

Notwithstanding the statements of the Senator from Maine, I am 
not as yet aware that any American interest or the rights of any Ameri- 
ican citizen are affected here otherwise than they are affected in any 
foreign country when a revolution takes place. 

So it seems to me that if this general policy is to be inaugurated we 
may as well discuss it upon the resolution of the Senator from Maine as 
in any other way or at any other time. ButI simply want to enter my 
caveat against the criticisms which he has seen fit to accompany his res- 
olution in regard to the conduct of the State Department, which had 
no power, and could not, without the most flagrant usurpation, pretend 
to commit the Government of the United States and its people to a pol- 
icy that antagonized all its former traditions and history. 

I therefore shall object tothe present consideration of the resolution, 
for it is an important one, and I ask that it may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course, Mr. President, I shall be obliged to assent to 
the reference suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

COLUMBIA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Reso'ce', That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to inform 
the Sena.e what action has been taken in pursuance of a clause in the act enti- 
tied *‘ An act making appropriations fur the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,”’ re- 
ceived by the President July 31, 1888, and which subsequently became a law 
without executive approval, authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to 
appoint a board of three engineers from the United States Army to examine the 
obstructions to navigation in the Columbia River at The Dalles and Celilo Falls, 
and at Three and Ten Mile Rapids, and to report thereon, and which authorized 
and directed the Secretary of War to transmit such report to Congress at this 


en with his views and those of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
thereon. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution introduced by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and 
reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
——- the Senate, which comes over under objection from a former 

ay. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to; 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to appoint a messenger for the Committee on Foreign Relations, whose 
services shall be devoted exclusively to the business of said committee, and 
that the messenger so appointed shall be selected by said committee. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed to the consideération of the rev- 
enue bill. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
HARRIs to the amendment of the Committee on Finance in Schedule C, 
metals, lines 446 and 447, to strike out the words ‘‘one and one-tenth 
— and insert ‘‘six-tenths of 1 cent;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: . 

130. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT col- 
umns and posts, or parts or sections of columnsand posts, deck and bulb beams, 
and building forms, together with all other structural shapes of iron or stee), 
six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa, who has 
charge of this bill, and the Senate also, to give consent to go beck to 
the beginning of the metal schedule, Schedule C. My reasons for mak- 
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ing this request are many. In the first place, I think we ought to he- 
gin at the bottom to make some reduction, and it will be very much 
easier for us to take intelligent action on the bill if we can first know 
whether the Senate will or will not consent to make some reduction in 
the clause which precedes the one now under consideration. 

It will be seen that on a valuation of something over $55,000,000 of 
importations in 1887 under the metal schedu!e, the Senate bill only 
makes a reduction of duty of about $100,000, baced upon like importa- 
tions. There is an increase of duty on very many things where there 
should be a decrease, as I think I shall be able to make plain. 

I therefore desire to go back to the beginning of Schedule C in order 
that I may offer some amendments to the bill preceding the paragraph 
now under consideration, I make the motion that we begin with the 
reading of the bill this morning at the commencement of Schedule C, on 
page 101. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I do not 
see why we should go back and begin again with the reading of Sched- 
ule C. Schedule C has already been read up to the one hundred and 
thirtieth paragraph. If the Senator desires to offer some amendmenis 
to this schedule back of paragraph 130, for myself I will not interpose 
an objection. I suppose that can be done by unanimous consent. The 
Senator perhaps was not here when that portion of the bill was read, 
and if he desires to offer an amendment after the pending amendment 
is disposed of I shall not object myself. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then, I desire to offer an amendment on 

age—- 
- he PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Senator will pause one mo- 
ment. The pending question is on the amendment that has just been 
stated by the Secretary. 

Mr. REAGAN. On that amendment I desire to make a few remarks. 

‘the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator from New 
Jersey can not be entertained except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas objects. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no objection, but I desire to make a few re- 
marks on the section to which that amendment is offered, and I under- 
stood the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to say he would have no 
objection, after we had acted upon this amendment, to going back. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Texas will permit me to sug- 
gest that we shall then reach that particular paragraph, and the act on 
of the Senate on the amendment I propose to offer would probably have 
some effect upon the Senator from Texas in concluding his judgment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have a reason for desiring to submit my remarks 
at this stage of the debate, and it will not affect the action desired by 
the Senator from New Jersey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas is recog- 
nized by the Chairas entitled to the floor on the pending question, the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, pending the question of adjournment 
at the last meeting of the Senate the Democratic Senator from Ohio 
{Mr. PAYNE] expressed some views which it seeras to me ought not to 
pass without notice. In the discussion of the paragraph of the bill then 
and now under consideration he observed that there were but two or 
three rolling-millsin the country that are equipped for the manufacture 
of many classes of structural iron. He mentioned that the Carnegie 
works at Pittsburgh were prepared to manufacture all sizes and all 
forms of this description of iron. He mentions that a contractor for a 
moderate-sized building in Cleveland would be compelled to purchase 
a large portion of such iron from the Carnegie works, and that the whole 
western country is dependent on the Carnegie works for iron structures, 

Now, when itis remembered that of the iron and steel ‘* beams, gird- 
ers, joists, angles, car-truack channels, TT columns and posts, or sec- 
tions of columns and posts, deck and bulb beams, and building forms, 
with other structural forms of iron and steel,’’ many millions of dol- 
lars’ worth are required annually in the construction of public and 
private building, bridges, etc., and when it is remembered that the 
Government subsidy allowed to the makers of these descriptions of iron 
and steel, in the form of a duty on imports, is now 102.75 per cent.— 
that is, that for every $100 worth made and sold the manutacturer 
gets $102.75 of other people's money; and when it is remembered that 
capital is so abundant in this country as to seek investment in 3 per 
cent. Government bonds; and when we remember the unlimited sup- 
ply of iron and coal in this country, and that thousands of laborers seek 
employment without being able to find it, we can hardly fail to be sur- 
prised at the statements made by the Senator from Ohio. 

I do not assume to challenge directly what he said on this subject; 
but under all these circumstances it seems strange that those who have 
millions of dollars invested in bonds which yield from 3 to 44 per cent. 
should not invest them in a business like this, which pays over 100 per 
cent. Possibly this may be explained by reference to the practice now 
prevalent of forming syndicates and trusts in all the great departments 
of production and commerce in this country to enable the parties en- 
gaged in them to limit production and supply and to dictate prices to 
consumers. ; 

This Mr. Carnegie mentioned by the Senator is a person who it is 
understood has in a few years made a fortune of many millions of dollars 
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This policy is not authorized by the Constitution, and is operating te 
withdraw the money of the country from the channels of trade, cripple 
industry, and add to the hardshipsoflabor. Anditis —— ex- 
travagant, wasteful, and corrupt legislation, as was abundantly dem- 
onstrated during the last session of Co 

I need not argue to prove the evil effects of such a policy. 

The House bill proceeds.on the theory that it is for revenue, but in 
truth it is a high protective tariff. The bill before us, the Senate sub- 
stitute, has protection for its main object, and is greatly more. objec- 
tionable than the House bill as a measure of protection; and its pro- 
tection is for the benefit of a comparatively few persons at the expense 
and by the sacrifice of the interests of the great body of the people. 

The House bill has for its aim to reduce the surplus of revenue by 
the reduction of taxes. The Senate bill aims to reduce the surplus of 
revenue by making duties so high as to exclude imports; a reaction- 
ary poliey at war with the enlightened spirit of the age, and against 
the true interest of all commercial nations. It is a negation of just- 
ice and wise policy for the benefit of narrow selfishness and debasing 
and corrupting avarice and 

On this subject I make the following quotation: 


I am in favor of such a revenue as shall be equal to all thegjust and reason- 
able wants of the Government; and I am decidedly o all collection or 
accumulation of revenue beyond this t. An extravagant Government ex- 
penditure, and unnecessary accum in the Treasury, are both, of all things, 
to be most studiously avoided. 

Our protectionist friends are doubtless ready toexclaim that this view 
is another quotation from President Cleveland or somefree-trader. Not 
so. It is the well-matured expression of Daniel Webster, an avowed 
protectionist, who was also an honest patriot and a great statesman; 
made in the course-of a speech delivered at Niblo’s Saloon in New York 
on the 15th of March, 1837, pursuant to a formal invitation and in a 
great meeting, of which Chancellor Kent was chairman. 

But why proceed inthis line of discussion? No amount of facts, rea- 
son, or argument will convince the beneficiaries of unjust legislation 
that they ought not to be made rich off of the labor and earnings of 
other people. They will balance the moral and political account by 
putting the shame of such a course in one pocket and the gold derived 
from such practices in the other. There ismo use to appeal. to them to 
observe the rules of justice and right. And the people must, at last, if 
they would save themselves, secure protection by superior numbers and 
their ballots. 

The issue between a tariff for protection and a tariff for revenue is an 
issue between a limited class and the general body of the people, be- 
tween money and men, between selfishness and patriotism, between 
injustice and justice; and if the people are worthy to be free the cor- 
rect settlement of this question can not much longer be delayed. I 
hope the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee may prevail, though 
T ehould have liked it better if it had proposed a duty of 30 per cent. 
instead of 49. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, I move, as no objection 
has been offered tomy doing so, on page 102 of the bill, line 393, to 
strike out “‘three-tenths of 1 cent per peund,’’ and insert the words 
‘* six dollars: per ton,’’ 

The ENT pro tempore. The Chaircan not entertain the mo- 
tion except by unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

r. HARRIS. As that amendment isin respect to items appearing 
in the bill before the item that the Senate now has under considera- 
tion, in order that the Senator from. New Jersey (if the Senator from 
Iowa consents to go back to that item) may test the sense of the body 
upon the amendment he proposes, I will temporarily withdraw the 
amendment that is now pending, so as to give the Senator from New 
Jersey the oaenie to offer his amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will state my purpose in offering the amend- 
ment. I propose to offer a series of amendments beginning.at the bot- 
tom, at the lowest stage of manufacture, in order, if reductions are made 
there—and I trust and believe they will be made—that the result will 
be to make some difference as to the measure of duty that ought to be 
imposed upon the other preparations or manufactures of iron all the 
way through the schedule. 

If it is the purpose of the other side of the Chamber to reduce this 
metal schedule only to the extent of $100,000 under this measure, as 
based upon the importations of 1887, then let the country and the 
Senate understand it. If this greatschedule, in which the duties have 
been higher than any other and more oppressive upon a 
ple, is not to ced. atall, then let us understand it; but y 
the first thing to do would be to reduce the price of the.iron in pigs 
we propose to make further reductions in the bill. Therefore I move, 
on line 393, to strikeout the words ‘‘three-tenths of 1 cent per pound’’ 
and insert ‘‘$6 per ton.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] having been withdrawn, the 
oe from New Jersey [Mr. McPaERson] moves to amend as will 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 102, lines 393 and 394, it is 
to strike out the words ‘‘three-tenths of 1 cent per pound’’ and 
in lieu thereof ‘‘$6 per ton;’’ soas to read: : 


Iron in iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, wrought and cast scrap-iron, and 
per ton. 











































in the establishment referred to by the manufacture of structural iron 
aud steel. Indeed, it seems he has become so rich by the help of an 
American protective tariff that he can not afford to spend his summers 
with plain American people, and that he has purchased or built a 
splendid castle in his native Scotland, where he can enjoy life in asort 
of royal splendor and entertain distinguished American tourists of the 
high-protection persuasion, and from whence he can air them:in_his 
coach and four with liveried drivers in lordly style. 

I thought the Senator not quite fortunate in introdacing Carnegie as 
a sample of self-sacrificing patriots engaged in trying to build up an 
American intant industry. And it occurred to. me at the time that 
if the Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLIson] and the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who are two special champions.of this bill, 
were Episcopalians, when their Democratic friend from Ohio came to 
their relief by introducing Carnegie, they might well desire to amend 
the common prayer by adding, ‘‘ From our friend, good Lord, deliver 
us.’’ 

Such a provision as the one under consideration ought not to pass 
without the attention of the country being called to the fact that the 
American people are now required by a high protective. tariff to pay 
$202.75 for every $100 worth of these descriptions of iron and steel 
which now go into use.in this country. It is proposed by the House 
bill to reduce the duty on such articles to 49.32 per cent., thus offer- 
ing the high bonus of nearly $50 on every $100 worth which go into 
use. This, it seems to me, is unnecessarily high. But the Senate 
fnommittee in the bill now before us proposes to fix the rate of duty 
at 90.42 per cent., and thus togive a bonus of more than $90 of other 
people’s- money to the manufacturer of every $100 worth which go 
into use. 

Very recently we have heard a great deal in this Chamber and else- 
where about the protection of the interests of agriculture and about 
securing good wages for labor. Republican Sates aaapre to ac- 
complish these desirable ends through the instrumentality of the bill 
before us by a system of class legislation and by the creataon of grind- 
ing monopolies in nearly or quite every branch of manufacturing in- 
dustry. And it seems they are to have some Democratic help, 

On woolen goods they propose to give protection as they term it, 
ranging from 70.67 to 186 per cent.; cottons, from 35 to 50 per cent.; 
hemp and jute goods, from 60 to 166.66; iron and steel, from 33 to 100 
per cent., and so on, ° 

And this is proposed when the country is crying out against class 
legislation and monopolies, when the people see and know that such 
a policy is creating a large class of millionaire men and corporations, 
and when these favored classes are by trusts and combinations redoub- 
ling their vast wealth and aiding high protection to impoverish the 
middle classes of the people and te reduce the poorer classes to the con- 
dition of tramps and paupers. Senators-may refuse to recognize the 
poverty, debt, and discontent which pervades the agricultural and 
working classes everywhere. But such a course is not statesmanship; 
it is in aid of selfishness, avarice, unpatriotic greed. Wise and patriotic 
legislators would recognize such a condition of things and remedy it 
by the adoption of a just policy, and thus prevent the dangers which 
must follow continued injustice and oppression. 

This policy of fostering the interests of classes of citizens at the ex- 
pense of the country at large has gone on until agriculture has become 
a degraded pursuit and the sons of farmers seek any employment 
which will relieve them from the cultivation of the soil, And labor 
in this country is steadily sinking to the degraded condition in which 
it is found in the Old World. 

Among the many wise and judicious utterances of President Cleye- 
land in his recent annual message to Congress is the following: 

Our farmers, long-tuffering and patient, struggling in the race of life with the 
hardest and most unremitting toil, will not fail to see, in spiteofmisrepresenta- 
tions and misleading fallacies, that they are obliged to accept such prices for 
their products as are fixed in foreign markets where they with the 
farmers cf the world; that their lands are deelining in value while their debts 
increase; and that without compensating favor they are forced by action of the 
Government to pay, for the benefit of others, such enhanced prices for the things 
they need that the scanty returns of their Jabor fail to furnish their support or 
leave no margin for accumulation, 

In another portion of that message he says: 

We discover that the fortunes realized by our manufacturers are no longer 


rs 
solely the reward of sturdy industry and enlightened —— pan that 
result from the discriminating favor of the Govern and are largely ook 


upon undue exactions from the masses of our people. gulf between em- 
Eeceaeed nga ancientscemeknelistarientinertaea 
tolling poor. -~ ” 2 

Senators may choose to disregard the grave and solemn warnings im- 
plied in these utterances, but every day’s experience will burn them 
into the hearts of the people. And in this connection it should not be 
forgotten that the American people are now too enlightened and have 
drank. too deeply at the fountain of liberty to be enslaved by bands of 
greedy Shyiocks, wise end cunning and unscrupulons though they be, 
and willing as they have shown themselves to be to corrupt the very 
fountains of justice. 

The constitutional duty is devolved on Congress to provide revenues 
for the support of the Government and for the paymené of the public 
debt. But the bill before us makes this but a object, and 
makes the protection of domestic manufactures its con purpose. 
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Mr. McPHERSON.. This.would. be a reduction of 72 cents per ton 
upon iron in that shape and form, This is the provision for $6 per ton 
as contained in the House bill. It is quite high enongh, and by mak- 
ing that reduction of 72 cents per ton upon iron in that state of prepa- 
ration we shall be enabled to make some further reductions without 
any particular injury to the industry whatever. 

A tariff of $6 per ton upon iron: certainly represents a great deal 
more than the entire labor cost involved in the manufacture of the 
iron, and then leaves in addition quite a large margin to the manu- 
facturer, Therefore, if this reduction is made it may be followed by 
other reductions which will not interfere materially with the mann- 
facturers of different kinds of iron, as provided in this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the-vote: is taken I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from New Jersey to the fact that the amendment 
proposed by him is not the House provision. The House provision re- 
duces the duty upon pig-iron and iron kentledge. The Senator irom 
New Jersey proposes to make the reduction apply to all forms of serap 
iron and scrap steel, and I understand the Senator from New Jersey to 
give as the reason for this particular amendment that it may infinence 
his vote when he shall come to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Tennessee. The amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
Jersey, I think, does not materially affect the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee one way or the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion ? 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina {[Mr. Buruer]. If he were: present, I 
shonid vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name wasecalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. CHace}. Ifhe were present, I should 
vote “ac yea.’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turprre]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]}. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘“nay.”’ 

Mr. HALE (when:his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. KENNA (when hisname was.called). I am paired on ali ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota {Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I announce the pair of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] with the senior Senator from Louisiana {Mr. Grsson ]. 

Mr. CHANDLER... I am paired withthe Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Biropeetr] not now in his seat. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK ‘(after having votedin the negative). I should like 
to inquire if the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] has voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have a general pair with the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr, CALL, I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
BowEN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL, I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
GEORGE] is paired with the Senatorfrom New Hampshire [ Mr. BLArn }. 

Mr. CAMERON. My colleague[{Mr. Quay] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. If present, my colleague 
would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 22; as follows: 








YEAS--20. 
Bate, Daniel, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Gorman, Pasco, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gray, Payne, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Pugh; Walthall, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Manderson Sherman, 
Allison, Fame, i : Stewart, : 
Cullom, Haw ey, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
wes, Hiscock, Platt, Wilson of fowa, 
Dolph, Hoar, Plumb, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—34, 
Beck, Chandler, Hampton, Riddlebe: 
a a 
Vv ones of Ne er, 
Bowen, Eustis, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Evarts, organ, Teller, 
Butler, Faulkner, dock, Turpie, 
Call, George, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gibson, Quay, 
Chace, Hale, Ransom, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I nowcall the attention of the Senator who has 
charge of this bill to paragraph 121: 


121. Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than 1 inch wide 
nor less than three-eighths of 1 inch thick, eight-tenths of 1 ceat per pound. 


Ht is not that I propose to object to the rate of duty there imposed 
on bar-iron where-it is subject tothe process of rolling and hammering 
on such small sizes as are here provided for, but let mecompare, if you 
please, this with the difference in sizes in paragraph 130, which has 
been under consideration—beams, girders, joists, and all those larger 
forms of iron which require far less labor in their preparation, the weight 
is so much greater, the labor so much less, that the committee propose 
a rate of duty of 1.1 cents per pound on one form where the least labor 
is performed, and a duty of eight-tenths.of 1 cent a pound where there 
is greater labor employed and greater expense. 

That is all I wish to say with regard to paragraph 121; simply teeall 
the Senator’s attention to that. . 

In the proviso contained in paragraph 122, which immediately fol- 
lows, on line 416, I find: 

Providet further, That all iron bars, blooms, billets, or sizes or shapes of any 
kind, in the manufacture of which charceahis used as fuel, shall be subject toa 
duty of not less that $22 per ton. 

. 1 desire to move to strike out the word ‘‘two,’’ leaving the rate of 
duty at $20 per ton. Thatisabout the duty, I believe, provided in the 
House bill, and I can see no reason whatever why there should be a 
higher rate.of duty imposed where charcoal is used as fuel. It would 
seem to me, unless the purpose be to denude the whole country of for- 
ests, that inasmuch as this steel is necessary for certain purposes it 
would be better to make the rate of duty in such a way as not to be 
too great an inhibition upon those who wish to use it, and $20a ton is 
certainly high enough. If the dnty is made $20 per ton it may reduce 
the cost upon very many of the articlesof manufacture inte which these 
blooms and billets are put. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorn in the chair). Does the 
Senator from New Jersey move an amendment? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I move to strike out ‘‘ two;’’ so as to read: 


Subject to a duty of not less than §20per ton. 


Mr- HARRIS. Let the Secretary report the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 103, line 419, it is proposed to amend 
the proviso by striking out ‘‘twenty-two’’ before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ 
and inserting ‘‘ twenty;’’ soas to make the proviso read: 

Provided further, That all iron bars, blooms, billets, or sizes or shapes of any 
kind, in the manufacture of which charcoal is used as fuel, shall be subject to a 
duty of not less than $20 per ton. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like toask a question there.. Does that imply 
that somebody has the right to make the duty different from that which 
the committee have made it here, ‘‘ not less than $22 per ton,’’ or shall 
it be as much-as $22, or shall it be more? With whom is this discre- 
tion lodged? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis nota discretion, It is 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is to say, if there is anything that has not been 
enumerated before, it shall bear a duty of not less than $22 a ton. 
Does not that term ‘‘less’’ imply that somebody may impose a duty 
not more than $22 a ton? Ifso, I want to know who that person is. 

Mr. HISCOCK.. Thereis a provision in the bill fixing a specifie duty 
upon particular iron. This would not change that specific duty. 

Mr. PLUMB. I know; but I understand this is a sort of omniwu 
gatherum clause that may take in something which may possibly have 
been omitted elsewhere by enumeration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The first clause in paragraph 121 fixes the duty on 
bar-iron ateight-tenths of lcentperpound. Takjng these two products 
together, if the bar-iron was made with charcoal-iron it would be $22 
per ton instead of eight-tenths of a cent a pound. 

Mr. PLUMB... I understand. Would that be by virtue of this pro- 
viso? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This is achange to specific rates, 

Mr. PLUMB. Wouldit not be as welltostrike out ‘‘not less than’’ 
and leave it $22 a ton? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I cali for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his mame was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. If he were present, I should vote 
ce vea. ” 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.Cuacr]. If he were present, Ishonld 
vote ** yea.’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am_paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.’’ vie 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GrorGr’s name wascalled). My col- 
league [Mr. GzorGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
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[Mr. Barr]. Ido not think it necessary that I should repeat this 
announcement again to-day. 


The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to announce the pair of the senior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] with the junior Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. The senior Senator from Nebraska, if 
present, would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

I also desire to announce that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] is paired with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grp- 
SON], and will be absent for several days. I take this occasion to an- 
nounce once for all the pair between the Senator from Colorado and 
the Senator from Louisiana, 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is paired with the senior 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. If they were both present, my 
colleague would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey, 
not now in his seat [Mr. BLopertr]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Eustis]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to ask if the Senatorfrom Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] has voted? ; 

= PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin has not 
voted, 

Mr. WALTHALL. I withdraw my vote, being paired withhim. I 
also inadvertently voted on the last vote. + 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLER]. If at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Bate, Gray, Pasco, Vance, 
Berry, Harris, Payne, Vest, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Coke, McPherson, Reagan, 
Daniel, Morgan, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—19. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Allison, Evarts, Hoar, Stewart, 
Cullom, Farwell, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Frye, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Hawley, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—39. 

Beck, Chandler, Hearst, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Kenna, Spooner, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, George, Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Paddock, Turpie, 
Call, Gorman, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hale, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Chace, Hampton, Quay, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the vote discloses the absence of a 
quorum, the roll of Senators will be called. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Davis, Kenna, Reagan, 
Allison, Dawes, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Bate, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Berry, Edmunds, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Morgan, Stewart, 
Bowen, Farwell, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Call, Frye, Paddock, Vance, 
Chandler, Gorman, ; Vest, 
Cockrell, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Coke, Harris, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hawléy, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Pugh, 

Daniel, Hoar, Ransom, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators have answered to their 
names. ‘There being a quoram present, the question is upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], upon which 
- _ and nays have already been ordered. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cuacr}. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Seu- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). The Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MoRGAN] not being present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia |Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 


Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BurLer]}. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I transfer the pair that I have with the Senator 


from New Jersey [Mr. BLODGETT] to the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar], who has not voted, and I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 


The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—20., 
Bate, Coke, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Daniel, Pasco, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gray, Pugh, Vest 
Call, Harris, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—20. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hawley, Platt, 
Allison, Dolph, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 
Chandler, Farwell, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Cullom, Frye, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT— 36. 
Beck, Eustis, Hoar, Quay. 
Blair, Evarts, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Blodgett. Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Brown, George, Kenna, Spooner, 
Butler, Gibson, ae Stanford, 
Cameron, Gorman, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Hale, Palmer, Teller, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Payne, Turpie, 
Davis, Hearst, Plumb, Walthall. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I now call attention to paragraph 123, which 
reads as follows: 


Cast-iron pipe of every description, nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

If, sir, you will turn to the importations of cast-iron pipe during the 
year 1887, there were in quantity 1,699 pounds which came tothiscountry 
at a value of $58.83. Of the hundreds of thousands of tons of cast-iron 
pipe used in this country for all purposes less than a single ton was 
imported. There are different sizes of pipes. It is a kind of freight 

more easily handled than any other. It could come very largely in 
ballast. It is one of those things that represent the very lowest pos- 
sible labor cost in its manufacture. The duty under existing law is 1 
cent a pound, and, as the illustration shows, absolutely prohibitory, 
only $58 worth of iron pipe having been imported into the country in 
1887, and the number of hundreds of thousands of tons used can scarcely 
be computed. 

The committee on the other side of the Chamber have taken a gigantic 
stride downward. They have reduced it one-tenth of 1 cent a pound, 
the very first stopping place they could find between 1 cent a pound 
and a reduction. In other words, the prohibitory tariff on cast-iron 
.pipe is to be continued, and the people of this country are to be com- 
pelled to pay this excessive tax of $22.40 per ton upon every ton of it 
imported. The cast-iron pipe manufacturers have formed also a trust 
ora combination, under which the price of cast-iron pipe is the foreign 
cost plus the tariff and all expenses. 

Now, Mr. President, I think a little less protection will answer that 
industry. I move to strike out the word ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘six,’’ so 
as to make the duty on pipe six-tenths of a cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

TheCuieF CLERK. On page 103, line 420, it is proposed to strike out 
‘*nine-tenths’’ and insert ‘‘six-tenths;’’ so as to read: 

Cast-iron pipe of every description, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. MCPHEEKSON]. [Putting 
the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. That 
is an important question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. Cu ace]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana[Mr. Turriz]. If he were present, I should vote 
nay. > 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SaBrn] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
KENNA}. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr.CULLOM. TheseniorSenator from Maine [Mr. Hate] is paired 
with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. HOAR. The pair which was transferred to me by the junior 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] with the junior Sena- 
tor from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGEtT] is transferred again to him, and 
those two Senators are paired. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BvTLER]. z 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Eustis). 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 

















YEAS—19. 
Be ’ I aulkner, Mor gan Saulsbury, 
thd Gorman, Pasco, am 
Cockrell, Harris, Pugh, . 
ok Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Voorhees. 


Coke, 
Daniel, McPherson, Reagan, 
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NAYS—2%, 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Quay, 

Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Sawyer, 

Bowen, Farwell, Morrill, Sherman, 

Cullom, Frye Palmer, Stewart, 

Dawes, Hawle i Platt, Stockbridge, 

Dolph, Hiscock, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—33. 

5 Chandler, Hearst, Spooner, 
Beck, Colquitt, Ingalls, nford, 
Blackburn, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 

lair, Eustis, Kenna, ts. 
Blodgett, George, Manderson, Walthall, 
Brown, Gibson, Paddock, Wilson of Md. 
Butler, Gray, Payne, 
Cameron, Hale, Riddleberger, 
Chace, Hampton, Sabin, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It seems to me that if, in a case of this kind, so 
apparent as this one, in which the duty is so very high, with no impor- 
tation, and with apparently no intention upon the other side of the 
Chamber to do justice to the consumers of any kind of metal, is to stand, 
all opposition might as well cease to this bill. Ifa case so apparent as 
the one I have stated is to receive the united vote of that side of the 
Chamber, it is scarcely worth while to offer any further amendments to 
the bill. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] nods his head. Then 
we are to understand, I suppose, that the manufacturers of iron pipe 
may appear before a committee of the Senate, and may fix any price 
they wish upon their product, without any regard to what the consumer 
may say aboutit. In other words, the manufacturer of iron pipe may 
fix his own price upon his manufactured goods. It seems to me as 
though the time must come when perhaps the consumer will have some- 
thing to say about it. 

As I said before, here is an absolutely prohibitory duty. The con- 
sumption of this kind of goods is perhaps greater than that of any iron 
product upon the whole list by private individuals, and it is also used 
by corporations in great water-works. A duty of $22.50 a ton is here 
imposed upon it. The cast-iron pipe industry is able, under this bill, 
to fix its own terms and nobody can interfere. 

Now, I will offer one further amendment to seeif a single step down- 
wards may be taken, even so small as one-tenth of 1 cent per pound. 
I will ask to make it eight-tenths of a cent instead of nine-tenths. I 
shall be able then to form some kind of an idea whether it is intended 
to stick rigidly to this measure, all common sense to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be re- 
ported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 103, line 420, it is proposed to strike 
out “‘nine-tenths’’ and insert ‘‘eight-tenths;’’ so as to read: 

Cast-iron pipe of every description, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘on and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHace]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My colleague 
se SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

ENNA]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. BurLer]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


mt DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuR- 
PIE]. 


I am paired with 


Iam paired with 


The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—21. 
Bate, Faulkner, Pasco, Vest, 
Berry, Gray, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Call, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
em, 7aee of Arkansas, Boog, 
e, herson, Sau 
Daniel, Morgan, Vance,” 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allison, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Bowen, Farwell, Morrill, Stewart 
Cullom, Frye, Palmer, Stock brid » 
Dawes, aeet: Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, H , Quay, 
ABSENT—322. 
ae an wenger, Eau, 
lack burn uitt, earst, leberger, 
Blair, - whe, Ingalls, Sabin. 
Blodgett, is, Jones of Nevada ner, 
Brown, George, Kenna, tanford, 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, ler, 
n, Gorman, Paddotk, u , 
/ . Hale. Payne, 1, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


xx——8 


Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I want to call the attention of 
the committee to paragraph 124: 


124, Cast-iron vessels, plates, stove-plates, andirons, sad-irons, tailors’ irons, 
hatters’ irons, and castings of iron, not specially enumerated or provided for in 


this act, 1.2 cents per pound, 

Here are articles very small in size, very little in weight, on which the 
committee have imposed a duty of only 1.2 cents a pound as compared 
with the protection afforded to cast-iron pipe in paragraph 123 of nine- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound, where the weights in the case of cast-iron 
pipe are so great that they even have to use derricks to move them; 
and really the cost of making an entire iron pipe 10 to 12 feet long in 
point of labor is about equal to making astove-cover or an iron kettle. 
Would it be right for me to inquire why this discrimination is made ? 
Would it be right for me to assume that the poor fellows who are en- 
gaged in the smal) industries have not contributed so liberally to the 
campaign fund of the Republican party as those in the larger indus- 
tries? Or what is the reason? Why should there be such a discrimi- 
nation made in favor of the cast-iron pipe industry as against the poor 
fellow who makes kettles and pots, and pieces of stoves, and hatters’ 
irons, and andirons, and tailors’ irons? As that seems very low com- 
pared with paragraph 123 i dare not touch it. 

Now, Mr. President, we will proceed to paragraph 126, beginning 
with line 429: 

126, Anvils, or parts thereof, of iron or steel, 2 cents per pound, 

I move to strike out ‘“‘two’’ and insert ‘‘one and one-half.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment wiil be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. At the end of line 429 it is proposed to strike out 
the word ‘‘ two’’ and insert the words ‘‘one and one-half ;’’ so as to 
read: 

Anvils, or parts thereof, of iron or steel, 1} cents per pound, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of 
the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAace]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
lina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


Iam paired with the 


Iam paired with 


I am paired with the Senator from South Caro- 


I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH], whom I do not see in the Chamber at this moment. 


I there- 

fore withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—21. 
Bate, Daniel, McPherson, Vance, 
Berry, Faulkner, Morgan, Vest, 
Blackburr, Gorman, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, Gray, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—21. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Morrill, Stewart, 
Allison, Farwell, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Bowen, Frye, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
ABSENT—3. 

Beck, Davis, Ingalls, Sabin, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, George, Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Paddock, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hale, Payne, Walthail, 
Chace, Hampton, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Hawley, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I now call attention to paragraph 127, a most 
important one, and a most important one also when you consider the 
amount of importations during the past year: 

127. Iron or steel anchors, or parts thereof of iron or steel, mill-irons and mill- 
eranks of wrought-iron, and wrought-iron for ships, and forgings of iron or 
steel, or of combined iron and steel, for vessels, steam-engines, and locomo- 
tives, or parts thereof, weighing each 25 pounds or more, 1.8 cents per pound. 

We have heard much of late in this Chamber about an attempt to 
increase the importance of the merchant marine. We have heard much 
of the destruction of the American shipping industry. Here is a duty 
imposed upon these articles which is absolutely prohibitory. I say 
‘“‘absolutely,’? because I think I am not too extravagant in my state- 
ment when out of all the different articles included in this item of the 
schedule the value placed upon the entire importations in 1887 was 
only $3,393. The rate of duty imposed then was 2 cents a pound under 
existing law. That was prohibitory. The rate that I intend to ask 
for I think will also be prohibitory practically, but at the same time it 
will prevent the trusts and combinations from charging within half 
cent a pound of what they do now under existing law. Thereforé 
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move testrike out ‘'1.8 cents a pound’’ and putin ‘‘1}centsapound.”’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out in line 436 the words 
‘‘eight-tenths’’ and insert ‘‘one-half;’’ so as to read: 
One and one-half cents per pound. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from New Jersey. [Putting the question.] The 
noes appear to have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr.SAULSBURY. I shall vote for thatamendment, though I would 
have preferred that the Senator should have made the rate of duty 1 
cent instead of 1} cents per pound. It is true, as he has stated, that 
we have heard here of the necessity of building up our shipping inter- 
ests, and Senators have gone so far as to desire to tax the Treasury of 
the United States for the purpose of doing that in the way of subsidies, 
Here is an opportunity now to relieve the ship-building interests by 
reducing the tariff rates upon such iron materials as gointoships. Yet 
Senators who have clamored loudest for subsidies to aid our commerce, 
to aid our shipping interests, are now voting steadily against any re- 
duction of the duties upon these materials which go into ships, and 
which reduction would aid to some extent in the construction of ves- 
sels and in the advancement of our commercial interests. 

If the Senator from New Jersey wil! allow me to amend his amend- 
ment, I will offer to amend by reducing the duty to 1 cent per pound. 
These heavy articles, in addition to the duty, will have to pay very 
considerable freight if they are brought here from abroad, and even the 
1 cent duty, in my opinion, would not permit as large an importation 
of these articles as ought to be allowed. 

The trasts that we have heard of in the newspapers of the country, 
as well as from the Senator from New Jersey this morning, are com- 
bining to put up the prices wherever there is an exclusion of importa- 
tion. It is so with sugar, and it is so with every interest in this coun- 
try; and if you keep up t)\ese high rates of duty and prohibit the im- 
portation of these articles so necessary to the commerce of the country, 
these combinations and trusts will put up the price of these goods and 
thus take from our shipping industry and from others the advantages 
they ought to have in their business. I therefore move to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey and ask that the duty be 
reduced to 1 centa pound. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I would call the attention of the Senator trom 
Delaware to the fact that the rates of duty have already been fixed by 
a vote in the Senate this morning upon other paragraphs in this meta! 
schedule, and fixed at a very high rate. While I think that 1 cent a 
pound would be a sufficient protection, I simply propose 14 cents in 
order to keep the billas nearly proportionate as possible. Iam unwill- 
ing for my part to have a rate of duty imposed in one particular para- 
graph of this schedule which is absolutely prohibitory and which gives 
to the manuiacturer a monopoly of the business or the right to fix the 
prices at which his goods shall be sold, and at the same tims fix the 
price of his competitor’s goods. I am unwilling to have one more 
monopoly built up and then reduce the rates very much below the pro- 
portionate rate in some other industry, If the surplus is to be re- 
duced by prohibitory tariff, let it extend to the entire list. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. We havea duty to perform. If the other side 
o. this Chamber choose to fix the duties on certain articles at enormous 
rates, we on this side of the Chamber, representing, as I believe, the 
grevt interests of the people of this country, have a duty to pertorm te 
th« country, and whether we are successiul in it or not, we ought not 
tos.:rink from performing it, for we are, as I said, laboring in the interests 
of the people of the country. I therefore insist upon amending the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey so as to reduce the rate to 
1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware moves to 
amend the amendment offered by- the Senator from New Jersey. The 
Secretary will report the proposed amendment to the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out ‘‘ and one-half;’’ so 
as to read: 

127. Iron or steel anchors, or paris thereof or iron or steel, mill-irons and mill- 
cranks of wrought-iron,and w ht-iron for ships,and forgi of iron or 
steel, or of combined iron and steel, for vessels, steam-engines, SE edlesemnatioen, 
or parts thereof, weighing each 25 pounds or more, 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware to the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey. [Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas aud na: 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cuacr]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was. called). I am with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB]. I should vote “‘ay’’ if he were here. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

The roll-call was concladed. 


Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask if the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
WILSON] is recorded as having voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WrLson] recorded ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call the attention of that Senator to the fact of the 
absence of the Senator from Maryland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Both Senators appear to be out of the 
Chamber now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood they were generally paired. That was 
the reason I called attention to it. I supposed the Senator from Iowa 
was in the Chamber. u 

Mr. ALLISON. My colleague [Mr. WILSON, of Iowa] is out of 
the Chamber now. I am quite sure if he were here he would respect 
his pair. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam guite sure of that, too. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator can not suggest some other Senator 
to pair with my colleague, I will pair with the Senator from Maryland 
myself. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my vote, and pair with the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. WILson]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, pee, 
Berry. Daniel, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Pasco, Turpie, 
Call, Gray, Pugh, Vance, 
Cockrell, Ransom, Voorhees. 

NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Farwell, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cullom, Frye, Morrill Stewart 
Davis, Hawley, Pad 4 Stock ge, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Palmer, Wilson of lowa, 
Dolph, Hoar, Piatt, 

ABSENT—33. 

Allison, Colquitt, Ingalls, Spooner, 

. Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Blair, Faulkner, Kenna, Teller, 
Blodgett, George, McPherson, Vest, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne, Walthall, 
Butler, Gorman, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Cameron, Hale, Quay, 

. Hampton, Rid 
Chandler, Hearst, Sabin, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ‘The question now recurs, I believe, on my mo- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, [do notlike to allow this opportunity to 
pass without thanking the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] 
and also the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHerson] for their 
great interest in the American merchant marine and its revival. [like 
to see that spirit manifested, and I will assume that their amendments 
have been offered with a view to furnish cheaper iron for the building 
of ships for the merchant marine of the United States; but I desire to 
call their attention to the fact that there has been a law on thestatute- 
book for a good many years which admits, free of duty, all foreign ma- 
terials used in the building of ships for the merchant marine except 
angles and bars, ard that they are provided for in this present bill. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if the leg- 
islation to which he refers is not confined to a rebate of duty on the 
materials used for vessels to be employed is the foreign trade? 

Mr. FRYE. What is called and known asthe ‘‘ merchant maprine,’’ 
about which, and about which alone, has anything been said in the 
Senate of the Unjted States in favor of subsidies or assistance in any 


way. 

Mr. GRAY. I wasaskingforinformation. The Senator from Maine 
has not answered my question, at least I do not understand that he has. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course it is for ships used in the foreign service. 

Mr. GRAY. I know it applies beneficially to the coastwise trade. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does to the extent that that trade is between the 
Atlantic and the Pacific ports. It applies to the domestic service be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific ports. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask whether the enactment of this 
bill into a law, fixing the duties upon articles which enter into ships 
and vessels, will not of itself be a repeal of the very law to which the 
Senater from Maine referred? 

Mr. FRYE. No; it will not. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It is asubsequent act, and itdoes not make any 
exception with reference to that law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Delaware will look at section 
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2510 of the Revised Statutes as amended on page 195 of the bili which | the frames are left out of the exemption. 


In other words, if inventive 


he holds in his hand—I assume he is asking for information—he will | genius were paid at public cost to devise some way to conceal the facts, 


find that the law is re-enacted in this bill. 


it could not have accomplished it better than it has been accomplished 


Mr. SAULSBURY. The paragraph applies not only to vessels, but | by taking paragraph 127 conjointly with the amended section 2510, as 


applies also to mill-irons and some other things besides iron used in 
vessels and ships. I say, however, that while we are attempting to 


found on page 195 of the printed bill. 


I have heard some criticisms made within the past few days and I 


build up the merchant marine, while we are desiring to build up our | have read some criticisms in the newspapers about the dilatoriness of 


commerce, we ought not to tax any of those things which enter into 
any class or description of vessels. This goes into locomotives and 
steam-engines of every description, mill-irons and mill-cranks of wrought 
iron, as well as those things which enter into the construction of ships 
and vessels. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. 
dered, the roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr, WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BurLER]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleagne [Mr. SABIN] is paired with theSenator 
from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. CHace]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 


The yeas and nays having been or- 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with 


YEAS—18. 
Bate, Coke, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Eustis, Morgan, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gray, Pasco, Vance. 
Call, Harris, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Palmer, 
Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Platt, 
Bowen, Farwell, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Davis, Hawley, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Paddock, Wilson of lowa, 

ABSENT—34. 
Beck, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Blair, Evarts, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Payne, Teller, 
Brown, George, Plumb, Vest, 
Butler, Gibson, Quay, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gorman, Ransom, Walthall, 
ace, Hale, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 

Chandler, Hampton Sabin, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Sherman, 


So the amendment’ was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, before proceeding to offer an 
amendment to the next paragraph, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island, who called our attention to the exemption in sec- 
tion 2510, on page 195 of the bill, if he will say to me that there has 
been no change in that section from the existing law touching exemp- 
tions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Angles, bars, and billetsof iron and steel have been 
added to the provisions of the section. 

Mr. McPHERSON,. Does the present law make any provision for 
the admission of wrought iron for plates for ships when used in the 
foreign trade, and also for beams and girders and everything employed 
in the construction of the hull of a vessel ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The preseut law, as the Senator will sce in section 
2510, beginning in line 2689 of this bill, provides for the admission of 
iron and steel plates. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand; but I simply want to say that it 
seems to me as though there was a great big nigger in the wood-pile. 
Section 2510 limits, as I understand it, the exemption to such an ex- 
tent that it is practicaly valueless in so far as it affects the paragraph 
now under consideration. Section 2510, to which our attention has 
been called, provides that in case these vessels are to be used in the 
foreign trade the material for their construction shall come in free of 
duty, and that paragraph 127, which we now have under consideration, 
shall not apply. As I understood the exemption, it allowed wrought- 
iron for ships, when intended to be used in the foreign trade, to come 
in under the exemption. Am I correct ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
we - Then I call attention to section 2510. Let me 

i 
Sec, 2510. All lumber, timber, hemp, manila, wire rope, and iron and steel 
rods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, angles, i > . 
position cratal which eeu bbe saunany i ieee ond ee 


vessels built in the United States for foreign account and ownership or for the 
purpose of being employed in the foreign trade— 


I need not go any further— 
and upon proof that such materials have bee d f h 
an be paid - , v n used for such purpose, no duties 


But maintaining still the duty under paragraph 127 on all the 
wrought-iron used in the construction of ships, the beams, the girders, 





Senators upon this side of the Chamber, and their manifest indiffer- 
ence to everything that was being done and allowing the other side of 


the Chamber to proceed with the consideration of this bill without of- 
fering even a protest against the extravagant duties levied here, which 
are prohibitory and under which great trusts and combinations may 
be formed, Now, I wish to call the attention of that side of the Cham- 
ber and of the whole country to this fact: When the House bill was 
referred to the Finance Committee, asubcommittee was appointed, of 
which I was not a member, which proceeded to take testimony and for- 
mulate a tariff bill. They formulated a bill which, so far as lam con- 
cerned, I never saw until on one oceasion I was invited to attend a 
meeting of the whole committee and hear it read. It occupied a sin- 
gle hour or more in its reading. I know nothing of what it contained 
except by a cursory examination. That bill was reported to the Sen- 
ate. A few days after the report was made the Senate adjourned and 
we went home to enter into a political campaign. Speaking for my- 
self I have had no opportunity since to examine the bill until we were 
forced to meet it on the first day of the present session and the Seua- 
tors on the other side continue to force it upon us. 

Therefore it is that if opposition has not been made to this legisla- 
tion it simply arises, I think, from the fact that the Senators who com- 
posed the subcommittee on this side of the Chamber, and others of us 
in whose hands is lodged the responsibility to detect its errors and its 
faults, and I may say further its misfortunes—because I do not think 
there ever could be such a misfortune inflicted upon the people of this 
country as to have this tariff bill placed upon the statute-books of the 
country as a rule and guide for governing taxation, and in my opinion 
it would bankrupt the whole country in less than five years—have not 
yet had a full opportunity to scan and consider the details of this 
measure. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New Jersey will allow me, in 
connection with the suggestion he has just made, I desire to state once 
again a fact which I have stated once or twice on this floor before, that 
the Democratic members of the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Finance knew no more of the provisions of the substitute reported by 
that committee than did the Senator from New Jersey or any other 
Senator. The Democratic members of the subcommittee were called 
at the same time the Senator from New Jersey was calied to a meet- 
ing of the full committee, and then for the first time the Democratic 
members of the subcommittee ascertained the provisions of the substi- 
tute reported by that committee. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is as I supposed, and that I understood 
not only’from the Senator from Tennessee, but from the Senator from 
North Carolina. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] was absent 
and ill, and therefore he had no opportunity whatever to familiarize 
himself with the measure. 

Mr. President, as we proceed with the consideration of this bill we 
perceive certain things are being done here, not in an open, bold way, 
as they ought to have been done, but we find lodged in one section of 
the bill something which is concealed in another part. I suppose, sir, 
it would do no good to ask that the consideration of this whole matter 
be postponed until after the holidays, in order that some of us might 
have an opportunity to study it, which we have not had up to this 
time. In order to bring the matter before the Senate, I will move now 
that the consideration of the bill be postponed until after the holiday 
recess, to be taken up the first day after the recess. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, a single word as to the last state- 
ment made by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Prior to the adjournment of the Senate before the recess the Senator 
from Missouri whom I now see in front of me [Mr. CocKRELL] and 
several other Senators on that side of the Chamber charged the Com- 
mittee on Finance with unduly delaying their report upon the bill 
which came to us from the House of Representatives, stating in the 
course of their charge that we had taken a longer time to consider the 
bill in the committee than had ever been taken before, or for a great 
many years, in the consideration of a tariff bill. 

The measure which is now under consideration is a new bill, an en- 
tire revenue measure, affecting every item of the customs revenue and 
a number of items of the internal revenue. The original bill was be- 
fore the Committee on Finance sixty days from the time it passed the 
House of -Representatives until it was reported by the subcommittee 
to the full committee. It was reported to the full committee on the 
25th of September, nearly three months ago, and if it was a dereliction 
of duty on the part of the members of the subcommittee that they took 
sixty days to preparethis measure and present it, what have those gen- 
tlemen to say if they are not able to understand it now after nearly 
three months have elapsed from the time when it was first brought to 
their attention? : 

As to the other point made by the Senator from New Jersey, I con- 
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fess it seems to me a little misty, but as near as I could understand 
his idea it was that while section 2510 proposes to remit the duties 
upon certain kinds of iron and steel used in the construction of ships, 
the paragraph now under consideration proposes to assess a duty upon 
all iron and stee) used in the construction of ships, and this provision 
would render the other provision nugatory. Was that what the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey meant to say? 

Mr. McCPHERSON.. The Senator from New Jersey meant this, that 
when the question was stated the Senator from Rhode Island rose in 
his seat and called attention to the fact that that exemption was made 
in a certain section of the bill, but the Senator from Rhode Island was 
very careful not to state also to the Senate, as I claim it was his duty 
to do, exactly the modification the committee made in that exemption, 
that they had exempted 99.99 per cent. of everything that the present 
law contains. I say that it was the duty of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, when he rose to point out to this side of the Chamber that the 
exemption still continued, to tell us exactly what they had done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenatorfrom New Jersey shows aslittle knowl- 
edge in regard to the statement which he has made with regard to this 
item in the bill as he has shown as to all the other features which he 
has discussed. Instead of restricting the number of articles of iron and 
steel that can be used in the manufacture of ships, in section 2510, free 
of duty, we have greatly enlarged it by the provisions of this bill. We 
have inserted plates and angles and bars, instead of restricting it. So 
if the bill becomes a law a very greatly increased number of articles of 
iron and steel can be used free of duty in the construction of ships for 
the foreign trade, and for the trade between the Atlantic and Pacific 
ports of the United States. Paragraph 127 does not apply so far as the 
assessing of duty upon iron and steel used in such ships is concerned. 
For iron and steel used in the construction of ships for the foreign 
trade, and for the domestic trade between the Atlantic and Pacific 
ports, section 2510 proposes a remission of duties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the 
motion made by the Senator from New Jersey as submitted. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. McPHERSON). Fix a specific day. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
the bill be postponed until the 10th day of January next. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from New Jersey moves 
that the further consideration of the bill be postponed until the 10th 
day of January next. Is the Senate ready for thequestion? [Putting 
the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New 
Jersey whether he does not apprehend that the condition of the sur- 
plus is such as to bring peril upon the country and make it necessary 
for us at the earliest possible moment to remedy that eyil ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Idid not understand the Senator; I was other- 
wise engaged. : 

Mr. DAWES. I was inquiring of the Senator whether he did not 
have some apprehension that disaster was coming upon the business 
interests of this country because of our long neglect of remedies for the 
surplus accumulating in the Treasury, and whether we ought not to 
have addressed ourselves to this early and constantly and without 
interruption? Is it not a condition and nota theory that confronts us? 

Mr. McPHERSON., I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that his question is hardly worth an answer except in this form: I 
make the motion in the interest of enabling that side of the Chamber 
to hasten the consideration of their bill. I think we shall progress 
much faster by giving the time from now until the 10th of January, 
particularly to those of us on this side of the Chamber who claim not to 
be conversant with the details of the bill as much as we ought to give 
it intelligent consideration. I think it will hasten its consideration in 
the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. It is for purposes of education, is it? 

Mr. McCPHERSON., It is for purposesof education. It has been an 
educational campaign all the way through, and it seems you are still 
ignorant. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that the Senator accompany it with a pro- 
vision for commentators and teachers. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rise for the purpose of asking my friend from New 
Jersey to withdraw his motion to postpone the consideration of the 
bill, for the present at least. It is a motion that he can make subse- 
quently if he should choose to do so. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. At the request of the Senator from Tennessee, 
I ask the privilege of withdrawing Se 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e motion is withdrawn. 
reading will proceed. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Line 437, paragraph 128, reads: 

Axles, parts thereof, axle bars, axle blanks, or forgings for axles, whether of 


fron 7 steel, without reference to the stage or state of manufacture, 2 cents per 
pound. 


I move to strike out ‘‘2 cents per pound ’’ and insert “1 cents per 
und.”’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The am .ndment will be stated. 


The 


i 


I then move that the further consideration of 


The Cuter CLERK. In line 439 it is proposed to strike out the* 
word ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘one and one-half;’’ so as to read: 

128. Axles, parts thereof, axle bars, axle blanks, or forgings for axles, whether 
of iron or steel, without reference to the stage or state of manufacture, 1} cents 
per pound, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. s 

Mr. VEST (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. If he were present, I should vote 
ce ” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PucH]. He is not in the Chamber, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. COLQUITT. lIampaired generally with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Cuack], but my pair having been transferred to the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGett], I therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam paired with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLER]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—22. ’ 


Rate, Colquitt, McPherson, Turpie, 
Berry, Eustis, Morgan, Vance, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Harris, teagan, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—26. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Allison, Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 
Bowen, Farwell, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Chandler, Frye, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hiscock, Palmer, 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, 

NOT VOTING—23, 
Beck, Daniel, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Edmund, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blodgett, George, Kenna, Spooner, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne, Stanford, 
Butler, Gorman, Plumb, Teller, 
Cameron, Hale, Pugh, Vest, 
Chace, Hampton, Quay, Walthall. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Cuter CLERK. Paragraph 131—— 

Mr. VEST. Has there been any vote by yeas and nays or otherwise 
upon paragraph 130? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
graph 130. 

Mr. HARRIS. The motion to amend that paragraph was withdrawn 
to enable the Senator from New Jersey to offer some amendments to 
previous parts of the bill, I will state to the Senator from Missouri, 
intended to be renewed when that ph is reached. 

Mr. VEST. Paragraph 130 isin regard to the tariff duty upon beams, 
girders, etc. 

Mr. HARRIS, Has that clause been reached in the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I renew my amendment. I moved the other 
day to reduce the rate to six-tenths of a cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been reached, unless the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey desires to propose an amendment to paragraph 
129. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will offer no amendment to paragraph 129. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee, having been temporarily withdrawn, will 
now be submitted. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In lines 446 and 447 it is proposed to strike out 
‘‘one and one-tenth cents’’ and to insert ‘‘six-tenths of 1 cent;’’ soas 
to read: 

130. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck chann 
and — or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and 
building forms, together with all other structural shapes 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARxIs]. 

Mr. VEST. The average rate of duty on these articles under the 
existing law is 102.75 , cent. The average rate of duty by 
the House bill is 49. recent, The rate of duty by the 
Senate substitute is equivalent to either an ad valorem rate of 90,42 
per cent. or of 91.66 percent. The experts differ as to the amount, but 


No vote has been taken upon para- - 
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it is either the one or the other, and for the purposes of my few re- 
marks I am willing to accept either as the proper ad valorem duty. 

The Senator from Rhode Island declared upon Thursday last that 
this was a crucial point in this bill. He said that if the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Tennessee prevailed it would strike down 
the whole tariff schedule as to metals, and would necessitate the bill 
being sent back to the Committee on Finance. For one, sir, utterly 
opposed to the present tariff, utterly opposed to anything else than a 
tariff for revenue with the equitable and fair arrangement of such pro- 
tection as is necessary under such a tariff, I accept the issue tendered 
by the Senator from Rhode Island. There is no better point in this 
bill upon which we can test the directly antagonistic systems and deter- 
mine whether the principles enunciated by the Committee on Finance 
and by the Republican party are to prevail as to this entire legislation. 

I repeat deliberately, there is no point in this bill upon which the 
two parties can join battle more fairly, more deliberately, and more 
fully than upon this item. Steel beams enter into the construction of 
the larger buildings in our towns and cities. Year by year their con- 
sumption is increasing, because the danger from fire is avoided, because 
the decay of wood-work is avoided, not only in the construction of the 
larger buildings of the country but in the construction of bridges built 
for railways and other traffic. 

What is the taxation upon this most important article of production 
in the United States? In 1887, when there was one of the periodic and 
constantly recurring conflicts between labor and capital in this coun- 
try, when that exemplar of the protective system who has been so often 
alluded to upon this floor, Mr. Carnegie, with a mixed nationality in 
both Scotland and the United States, had a difficulty with his work- 
men in regard to their wages, they entered into an arbitration to de- 
termine what would be a just and equitable basis between the em- 
eh and the employed in the manufacture of steel rails and of steel 

ms. Finally, after the usual amount of aggression upon one side 
and defense upon the other, and vice versa, an article of agreement was 
entered into between the Knights of Labor representing Mr. Carnegie’s 
employés and himself and his associates that the price of labor in turn- 
ing pig-iron into steel railsat the Edgar Thomson Works, of which Mr. 
Carnegie is the principal, amounted to $4.09 on the ton. Ifit is nec- 
essary I can produce that agreement in the Senate. 

I anticipate the reply to my assertion as to that agreement, for it was 
made here in October by the Senator from Rhode Island and the Sena- 
tor from Iowa; and it was to the effect that whilst the labor of turning 
a ton of pig-iron into steel rails was $4.09, that figure ignored entirely 
the cost of the labor, because we should, to use the language of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, go back to the mine and take the cost of the 
iron as it came from the earth and the cost afterwards of changing it 
into pig-iron, so that the cost of changing a ton of pig-iron into steel 
rails, although it might be $4.09 a ton, as I have stated, did not at all 
represent the amount of the cost of labor in the transaction. 

t seems to me, with the greatest respect to the Senators from Iowa 
and Rhode Isiand, that the proposition is utterly absurd and without the 
shadow of logical foundation. The pig-ironcame to the manufacturer 
of steel rails a finished product. The cost of the pig-iron had paid all 
the antecedent cost of manufacture, and it would be just as forcible as 
an argument to say that if the tailor who makes my coat is to be pro- 
tected we are not to take as a basis of calculation the cost of the cloth 
as it comes to the tailor shop, but we are to go back to the wool of the 
sheep, to the cost of the shearing, to the cost of the washing, to the 
cost of the carding, and all this is to be added to the cost of the cloth, 
although the tailor has already paid it. 

Four dollars and nine cents, by every rule of arithmetic and logic, 
was the cost of labor in turning a ton of pig-iron into a ton of steel rails 
in the Edgar Thomson Steei Works in 1887, as agreed upon by em- 

loyer and employed. It was further agreed between the Knights of 

bor and Mr. Carnegie that the labor cost of steel beams was 30 per 
cent, more than that of steel rails. That would make on a ton $1.23, 
which added to $4.09 would make $5.32 as the cost of labor in making 
a ton of steel beams. The cost of putting down a ton of steel beams 
in the United States of foreign make was, in 387, $26.88, exclusive of 
the tariff duty. 

If I understood the position of the Republican party in the late can- 
vass, reiterated in rey Savion ee and o every Republican 
speaker, it was to the. that the tariff imposed for the protection of 
American labor was intended as an equivalent for the difference be- 
tween the cost of labor abroad and the cost of labor in the United States 
and a fair profit to the employer. Everywhere our Republican friends 
denied most emphatically the charge that Laey intended to put money 
into the pockets of the capitalists and manufacturers, and their only 
cry was protection to American labor and the building up of American 
industries. 

The cost of labor in steel beams is, as I have said, $4.09, with 30 per 
cent, added, or $5.33 per ton. If that amount be doubled to cover the 
difference between the cost of labor in making a ton of steel beams in 
this country and in England, it would make in round numbers a pro- 
tective tax, or an equivalent to make up the difference between the 
price of labor in this country and abroad of $11. Make it $12, or even 
make it $15, and then put on a fair profit of $5 a ton to the capitalist, 


or $10 a ton, and what would be the result? Would it be anything 
like the result that we reach now from the tariff taxation proposed in 
the Senate substitute or in the existing law? 

The selling price in the United States in 1887 was 3.3 cents per 
pound, making $66 to the ton, when it did not cost more than $28.02. 
The production of the Carnegie works for 1887 was in steel beams 30,000 
tons, and at the estimate which I have put of $5 profit per ton Mr. 
Carnegie and his associates pocketed $1,000,000 clear annual profit 
upon this item of their production alone. 

The Senator from Rhode Island admits that there isa trust in regard 
to steel beams, but hesays it will be discontinued if we keep this enor- 
mous tariff tax upon the statute-book, and that domestic competition 
will at last destroy the trust. I think I have heard the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] say that the remedy for a trust 
was to decrease the tariff tax, but here we have a decrease from the 
existing tariff of only the difference between 102.75 per cent. and 91 
per cent., and an increase from 49.62 per cent., under the Mills bill, to 
91.66 per cent. under the Senate substitute. 

Mr. President, this trust is hoary withage. Forsixteen years it has 
existed in the United States. How much longer will it exist? One 
million of dollars clear profit annually upon this article of steel beams 
to one company alone gives no assurance that the trust yielding such 
profits will be abandoned. 

There is no point in this bill at which the two parties can meet face 
to face more fairly than upon this item of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish now once for all to state 
the grounds of my several votes on the details of this measure, because 
I take it that it is neither the pleasure of the Senate nor of public in- 
terest for us to waste time in repeating over and over again the same 
arguments upon different clauses of the bill. 

Undoubtedly the Mills bill, as it is called, represents the general 
sentiment of the Democratic party. That bill was passed after fall de- 
bate in the House of Representatives by nearly the aggregate vote of 
the Democratic party, and it receives the approval of the great body of 
Democrats in the Senate. The bill that is now upon our table, called 
the Senate bill, has also been approved by Republican Senators who 
have had the opportunity to investigate it, to éxamine it in all its de- 
tails. It has met their approval and has been carried by them before 
the people of the United States, and been there debated, advocated, and 
supported. 

There are some fundamental differences between the two bills, with- 
out looking into the details. The one looks to a tariff for revenue 
only; the other looks to a tariff for protection as well as for revenue. 
What the precise definition of a tariff for revenue only is I shall not 
undertake to give. I shall allow gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber to do that themselves. We know what a tariff for protection 
means from our standpoint at least. It is a tariff the rates of which 
are so fixed as not to prohibit importations, but to secure a sufficient 
revenue from importations and also by every provision of it to extend 
protection, encouragement, and hope, and to invite free competition 
among American producers. That is our idea of a protective tariff. 
This bill we claim represents and embodies a protective tariff as distin- 
guished from a purely revenue tariff. 

Take up the schedule of metals alone as a sample of the whole. What 
are the provisions of this schedule? On the whole there is a reduction 
of about 10 per cent. of the present duties. On this particular item of 
beams, girders, and other structural forms for building purposes there 
is a reduction of more than 10 per cent. ; it is about 12 per cent. It is 
from 1} cents a pound down to 1.1 cents a pound, or fifteen hun- 
dredths. 

Therefore it is a reduction of about 12} per cent. So itis on most of 
the leading items of the schedule. 

But there are some peculiar features of this particular clause which 
ought to excite the attention of the Senator from Missouri. It neces- 
sarily embraces a large variety of articles for building bridges, mills 
ships, and buildings of all kinds, the use of which is largely increasing. 
It therefore embraces a great variety of articles of very different val- 
ues. Some of these beams would be worth $70 or $100 a ton ia our 
market; some of them probably could be made in this country for $40 
or $50 a ton, and perhaps less. 

If it were possible to classify these articles so as to make an ad va- 
lorem rate depending upon the value of each article, that would be 
more just, but it is impossible to do that. ‘The experience of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States with ad valorem duties, especially on ar- 
ticles of varying value, is not satisfactory. Evidence has been produced 
before the Senate by a committee of the Senate to show that in every 
case the ad valorem duties are evaded and avoided. Therefore the 
committees, both of the House and the Senate, have felt it to be their 
duty to establish specific duties on the metal schedule almost all 
through. The Mills bill has specific duties also. Onthe article in this 

rticular paragraph it imposes six-tenths of a centa pound. The 

te committee propose eleven-tenths of a cent a pound, a difference 
in degree, but it must be remembered that each propose a specific duty 
on a great variety of articles of very different cost and value, but all alike 
intended for a common use in the structure of buildings. 
The ordinary heavy beams that are made for house-building and 
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rate of duty on each one of them, because sometimes even the ordinary 
girders may be for a particular use, of refined steel; they may require 
the strongest tensile power, or they may beof the rudest form and ma- 
terial, yet they must be admitted at the same rate when brought to our 
custom-house. We can not undertake to fix a different rate of duty 
upon the same article, one made with the very strongest and finest 
steel, of strength and power, the other by its bulk and metal made 
only to uphold weight. You can not provide different rates of duty 
to meet these various contingencies; you must take a general rate. 

Here in this schedule the committee recommend eight-tenths of a 
cent a pound on bar-iron, nine-tenths of a cent a pound on other forms 
of iron or steel, and 1 cent a pound on still different iron, and they 
recommend on these structural forms 1.1 cents. Perhaps they may be 
a little too high on some, but certainly not too high on forms of these 
same articles. They therefore took what they regarded to be an aver- 
age rate which would give protection to the manufacturer of all grades 
of these articles. If they put this article down so low as bar-iron, for 
instance, then no article of higher class and higher cost put into struct- 
ural form for ship-building would be manufactured in this country, but 
it would be all imported from abroad. 

The rate is therefore fixed not upon the cheapest articles, such as 
we can manufacture easily in this country, but it is fixed upon the av- 
erage or perhaps the superior article of these forms of iron; and it must 
be so necessarily. 

But the Senator says that under the present law at 1} cents a pound 
there has been a monopoly, and Mr. Carnegie has had that monopoly. 
Mr. Carnegie seems to be the man who 1s drawn in here to represent 
monopolies. I donot know anything abont that; it may be so; but 
there is this about him: Mr. Carnegie was the first man in this coun- 
try who applied the continuous process in the manufacture of steel. 
He may have had the benefit of inventions; probably he had patents 
and protected himself in various ways. He had an immense estab- 
lishment with great capital there in Pittsburgh, and he took the ordi- 
nary iron ore, put it into a furnace, smelted it, drew it from that fur- 
nace, transferred it at once to a convertor, and then by this new proc- 
ess converted it into steel, and then rolled it into these great beams, 
etc. He may have been protected by patents. 

I desire to break down all monopolies. I desire to take from him 
every advantage that he possesses not secured to him bylaw. Wecan 
not take away from him his patents. So far as they protect him he 
must enjoy them. We have no more right to take his property in a 
patent than we have a right to take your homesteads or your farms. 
We can wait until the time expires, and the time has expired, as we are 
informed, in nearly all these patents; and now there is a sharp and 
growing competition in the production of all these forms of valuable 
and useful materials. These articles are increasing tenfold, perhaps 
more than any other article on the tariff list, in use and value. 

They are used now for ordinary buildings, so that private families 
wishing to protect themselves from fire use these steel beams; and so 
far as the cheaper forms of steel beams are concerned they do not cost 
probably more than the ordinary forms of bar-iron. When you take 
other forms of iron, other forms of structural work, they do cost a great 
deal more. As you know, all this expensive work of planing, prepar- 
ing, and fitting has to go through a great machine-shop. It has to be 
put under the power of great machines. The man or men who first 
applies this power, or invents new devices for cheapening cost or saving 
labor is apt to make money. When time makes invention the com- 
mon property competition comes in and reduces prices. You have got 
to make your law to encourage all kinds of industry, leaving the dis- 
position of the product and its division among its producers to the law 
of demand and competition. 

The people of this country are beginning to adapt their industries to 
that necessity, and now in Cleveland, in Chicago, instead of six or eight 
establishments,as was stated here in the debate last Thurday, there are 
about twenty of these establishments. They are being started in dif- 
ferent places, and as the demand for these articles increases in this coun- 
try,they will be made. This duty is only intended to protect them in 
the outset. The time is not fardistant when all these structural forms, 
multiplied toan amazing extent, will be used for all the ordinary pur- 
poses of building, not only in theordinary buildings in the country, but 
in every other form of construction. 

As wood decays, is burned up and is destroyed and rises in price, 
iron is becoming cheaper and cheaper, and iron therefore is becoming 
the common building article used in the country. If you will onl 
give the American manufacturer a chance, an inducement to enter wi 
large capital in large establishments for the manufacture of these struct- 
ural works, you will reduce the price. 

That is aboutall I havetosay. The Committee on Finance, through 
its subcommittee, have carefully analyzed all these different forms and 
articles madeof metal. They have endeavored toclassifythem. They 
have heard the men who are interested in making them; they have 
heard the men interested in using them. They could have no motive 
in the world to favor Mr. Carnegie or anybody else. 

The object is to fix such rates as will induce the manufacture of 
these things. This rate, in my judgment, is probably a little higher 
than the average, and a little more perhaps than I would be willing to 


made by four or five manufacturers, but the number of manufacturers 
is constantly increasing. Some of these articles do not cost so much 
per pound as other forms of iron, perhaps not so much as even the com- 
mon bar-iron. Why? Because in some cases the molten metal is 
transferred directly from the farnace to a convertor, and there, by the 
Bessemer process, is converted inte steel, and then is put into the form 
of ingots or blooms, or other large form of iron, and either rolled into 
the form of beams, girders, or the like, or, where special forms are 
required, the molten metal, being converted into steel, is put into 
molds of a particular form or pattern. All this involves great ex- 
pense, first, in the costly plant necessary for such heavy masses, and 
secondly, in preparing the form or patterns. But thisisnotall. Aiter 
these special forms have been cast they then must be shaved or planed 
by great, maramoth machines, by which the chip is taken off the iron 
or steel as easily but not so rapidly as the shaving is taken off the 
wood. Then they must be bored or punched. In some cases, for cer- 
tain purposes, they must have steel caps and a steel plate that is put 
over them of a different kind and of finer material, so that in some 
cases these forms, especially in ship-building, will cost two or three 
times as much as the ordinary beam, etc. 

Therefore, you have as to these articles to prescribe a rate of taxation 
that will not only protect the manufacturerof the beam of the ordi- 
nary forms needed for house-building, but also all those special shapes 
designed for ship-building or for bridge-building, or for various forms 
of work. 

The Senator from Missouri has fallen into a trouble which some- 
times occurs. He assumes that the statement of the average value of 
imported iron of this form is a test to show what ought to be the 
proper duty on all ‘he class of articles embraced here. That is not 
correct, and these two items taken together will show that it is not 
correct. For instance, the one hundred and twenty-ninth paragraph 
Says: 

Blacksmiths’ hammers and sledges, track tools, wedges, and crowbars, 
whether of iron or steel, 2} cents per pound. 

That isa pretty high rate of duty. Under that rate of duty there 
have been but very few articles brought into this country, but those 
articles were of the value of 15.8 cents per pound. They were proba- 
bly special tools of a particular kind for a particular trade that have 
not been made here. They were worth 15.8 cents a pound, and they 
were brought in from abroad. 

As there were but very few of those articles, and only of the very 
highest cost, brought in, when you come to estimate the unit of value, 
or what is called the equivalent ad valorem duty, you find that on that 
article the present rate of duty is only 15.81 per cent. ad valorem, 
which is a very low rate of dvty. The reason is that the American 
producer already occupies the field, commands the markets, and makes 
all the blacksmiths’ hammers and sledges made in this country, and 
thousands of them are exported, because we have, by long experience, 
so demonstrated our ability in this particular class of industry that we 
export them, and very feware imported. Therefore the statement that 
the duty is only equivalent to 15.81 per cent. ad valorem is erroneous. 

So it is with the next item. Under the existing law the duty is i} 
centsa pound on the forms of beams, girders, joists, angles, etc. There 
are imported only the cheaper qualities of these articles, the very cheap- 
est, those that will probably be made by the single continuous process 
of converting pig-iron into steel through the converter and then into 
the ingot. In such cases the articles imported from abroad are only of 
the very cheapest kind, and it would appear the duty was very high, 
but as the rate of duty applies not only to the cheapest articles, but 
also to the most expensive, so as upon the general average to secure 
protection to all branches of this varying valued kind of the ad 
valorem rate, as « matter of course, would appear to erroneous 
when based only on the cheaper forms. 

Therefore when the Senator says that the present duty is 102 per cent. 
he falls into an error, becanse that is based upon the importation of 
the cheaper grades of these articles, the only kind that are imported 
now from Europe, where they are sometimes the refuse of iron, some- 
times defective iron which is passed throngh their great machine-shops 
into the forms of beams, girders, etc., and where the defects of the iron 
from the very size of the article produced are disguised. 

So these tables, though perfectly correct in point of fact, showing 
the value of articles imported in both cases, yet are erroneous and mis- 
leading. Theaverage duty on these articles, beams and structural ar- 
ticles made for building purposes, is really much less than 102 percent. ; 
it is much less than 90 per cent., and probaby it is not over 50 or 60 per 
cent. based on real average values, which is about the average of the 
iron schedule. 

So with the article of hammers; instead of being 15 per cent., as laid 
down by these tables, it is actually probably 50 or 60 per cent., and 
these figures though not intended to mislead, do mislead. 

Now, take this paragraph, and it probably is as good an illustration 
of the difficulty of fixing rates of duty on these articles of iron as any 
other. Although these articles vary immensely in value, in size, in 
shape and form, they must be embraced in one list. You can not un- 
dertake to define and separate all the various articles and put a specific 
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make it. Yet after all it is better to take the judgment of this com- 
mittee, given when they are considering and equalizing and molding 
these various grades so as to secure equal and exact justice among the 
different producers of this country—it is far better for us to vote to 
sustain them in their classification of these rates than blindly, upon 
haphazard debate here in the Senate, without the information they 
possess, undertake to change or modify them to conform to the par- 
ticular ideas expressed by a single Senator here, without probably as 
much information as they had about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. And then confuse the whole schedule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And then confuse the whole schedule. If you 
reduce these structural works below a rate that is fair and just, then 
the manufacturers would only go into those branches of the iron trade 
that are profitable, where they cam compete with England and Belgium. 

I will say here, too, that it is not England; itis Belgium. Belgium 
is now supplying structural forms to Great Britain, and it has been a 
matter of complaint in England that the Belgians have superseded 
them in this important branch of the iron industry. 

Now, we desire to compete with them, and we will do so if you give 
inducements to our home producers, the manufacturers at our large 
cities, in St. Leuis, Chicago, and the West, especially where they are 
able te build and mold these = structural forms. Pittsburgh is 
now the center, because they have had many advantages. It must 
be remembered, too, that as the foundation of the large fortune Mr. 
Carnegie has probably made—I do not know anything about it, but 
taking the statement as true—he has reaped greatly the advantage of 
natural gas. He has had the most subtle fluid, the most powerful 
genius that has ever yet heen evoked by man, to heat his fires. He 
has by ingenious mechanism transferred the raw iron ore laid in his 
blocks into every form of structural device, having capital enough to 
make it. We do not wish to build him up, but we wish te induce 
others to engage in competition with him. 

The Seneter from Missouri says something about trusts. I believe 
that the form of contracts between corporations commonly known as 
trusts is ene of the most dangerous and subtle inventions of man to 
cheat, or rather to take advantage of the wants of the people of this 
country. Iam, therefore, in favor of breaking up these trusts. I be- 
lieve that agreements between corporations to raise the price of any 
article, whether it is whisky or sugar or anything else,and especially 
toe increase the cost of any of the necessaries of life, is wrong, contrary 
to the spirit of the common law of England, and against public policy. 

I will do anything to unite with others in striking down these trusts, 
but the best way to do it is by competition, by inviting competition, 
fer nothing is so surely a destruction of a trust as free and open com- 
petition. Where a few manufacturers can combine together and un- 
dertake to regulate the prices and advance them beyond a reasonable 
rate, then I say let others have all chance to compete, and have a temp- 
tation and the promise of support in our law that will induce them to 
build works to compete, and so break down these trusts. 

If that is not.sufficient, I am willing also to go to the extent of pass- 
ing a law that will prevent and punish as a crime these trusts to raise 
the cost of thenecessary wants of life. Thatisall I have tosay about it. 

Senators may be surprised that on this side of the Chamber we have 
followed in almost every case the recommendation of the committee, 
but I submit to you whether it is not wiser for us to take the judgment 
of the committee on matters of detail—not of principle, but on matters 
of detail as to whether this rate should be lowered and that should be 
increased—rather than to take any information that we can gather 
here in the Senate of the United States. 

I believe that the issue between the two parties has been fairly made. 
The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], with a sagacity that has 
always marked him since I have known him in public life, struck the 
nail on the head when he moved to lay this bill on the table. The 
majority of the Senate refused to lay it on the table. That is an ex- 
pression of its opinion that it is a better bill than the Mills bill, and 
the principle of this bill having been determined, it is far better for us 
to leave the details to the committee that framed it. 

If it should appear that there is a plain, palpable error in the classi- 
fications we ought to correct it, and if we can not do it in that way we 
ought to recommit the bill until they will report such schedules as will 
suit the common judgment of the Senate. But the Senate having de- 
cided that they were satisfied with the general principles of the bill as 
against the Mills bill, our Democratic friends ought to be satisfied. 
Let them abide the judgment of the people upon this question, which 
so far as it can be expressed upon such a question has been expressed 
in favor of the system of protection to American industries. That 
system is more beneficial im all its results to the people of the South, 

ted so largely by the Senators on the other side, than to any 
other portion of our country. 

Give to Birmingham. Ala., the same opportunity to make these 
stractural forms. I know from my observation that they have there 
in Alabama better facilities for this kind of work than in almost any 
other place, because they have the raw material for the manufacture 
of iron nearer at hand than I have ever seen anywhereelse. They have 
the coal near by, the iron ore near by, and the limestone near by, and 
they have now, I am told, more furnace power in Birmingham or in 


' 


the neighborhood round about in North Alabama than they have at 
Pittsburgh. They can make these forms there, and the people who go 
down there to help them develop their country can show them how to 
make them, and letthem undersell the Pittsburgh people or any other. 
That is the only way to bring down the price of these articles, 

To lower the rate of duty, in my judgment, would only be to invite 
increased importation, for with the rate of duty at 1} cents a pound 
there has been imported goods to the value of $168,000; and a great 
many more of this kind of goods wil! beimported if you should reduce 
the duty one-half. The result would be that we would be flooded by 
this form of production from both England and Belgium, and there 
would be no temptation, no inducement for our people to embark in 
this enterprise. 

I, thereiore, shall vote to sustain the committee, although if I had 
been drawing the bill myself, as I have said, I think probably 1 cent 
a pound would be nearer the general average. 

Mr. VANCE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
moves that the Senate adjourn. [‘‘No!” “No!” 

ee being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] spoke 
to me a while ago respecting an early adjournment, stating there were 
some reasons why an early adjournment was required to-day. For 
myself I consent to that adjournment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask that the question be taken without the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 11, 1888, at 


12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 10, 1888. 


The House met at 12. 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Minpurn, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and approved. 
ADDITIONAL MEMBEBS. 

The following additional members appeared and took their seats: 

Mr. Hayes, of Iowa. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 

Mr. Morse, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CoLiis, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CARLTON, of Georgia. 

Mr. Symes, of Colorado. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 

Mr. GREENMAN, of New York. 

Mr. McSHANE, of Nebraska. 

Mr. LyMAN, of Iowa. 

Mr. Norwoop, of Georgia. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. O’FERRALL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. WHITTHORNE, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (S. 3462) granting a pension to John 
Watson was improperly referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
It should go to the Committee on Pensions; and if there be no objec- 
tion the proper order will be made in regard to it. 

There was.no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PURCHASES OF REAL ESTATE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce a resolution at this time for present consideration. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it is stated in certain newspapers that the commissioners of the Dis- 
triet of Columbia have, in recent purchases of real estate within and for the use 
of the District of Columbia, paid to and through certain agents appointed or 
employed by them prices above that asked or received by the vendors or own- 
ers of such property, contrary to law: Therefore, 

Resolwed, Phat theSpeaker of the House of Representatives appoint a special 
committee of five members to investigate the matter and reportto tho House in 
writing atany time by bill orotherwise; and that said committee be furnished 
a stenographer by assignment by the Speaker from the roll of stenographers 
now in the employ of the House; and thatthey be authorized to employ aclerk 
ata compensxtion of $6 a day, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House; and that said committee be authorized to sit during the sessions of the 
House, and authorized to administer oaths, and send for persons and papers. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 
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Mr. WILKINS. That had better go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask consent to make a brief statement in this 
respect. I wish to state thata resolution covering a part of this ground 
has been heretofore introduced and referred to the Committee on Rules, 
and I trust that the Committee on Rules as well as the other members 
of the House will understand, in view of the difficulties that that com- 
mittee has heretofore had in procuring the attendance of a quorum and 
the combination of other circumstances preventing the consideration of 


such resolutions at the last session and at this session as well, that there 
is no intention on my part, nor have I any such desire, to reflect in any 
degree upon that committee. I appreciate the difficulties that have 
surrounded them. I apprehend that the members will readily under- 


stand also that in a case like this expedition should be had in the mat- 
ter of the investigation, if any is to take place zt all. Thisis theshort 
session of Congress, and this investigation would necessarily cover a 
period of several days. Afterwards, if in the course of the investiga- 
tion anything is found incorrect in the matter alleged in the resolu- 
tion regarding these purchases, it would be necessary perhaps for the 
House to take some other proceedings covering the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has objected. 

Mr. WILKINS. Yes, sir; let it go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BREWER. I would suggest that this resolution be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michican moves its reference 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TAULBEE. One word. I think the Committee on Rules has 
jurisdiction of such questions as this; but so far as I am individually 
concerned, if there is any reason whatever why the resolution should go 
to the District Committee, where it does not belong, rather than to the 
Committee on Rules, where it does belong, I shall not even ask a vote 
upon it. I have no objection whatever to it going to any committee 
that will give it fair and speedy consideration. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. BREWER was agreed to; 
and the resolution was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the States and Ter- 
ritories for the introduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions. 


PAY, ETC., GOVERNMENT EMPLOYES. 


Mr. WHEELER submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Thursday, December 13, Saturday, December 15, and should 
two days be insufficient for the disposal of the bills, Tuesday, December 18, be, 
and are hereby, set apart for the consideration of the bill (H. R, 8189) “to deter- 
mine the final balances of accounts due to and from the United States Govern- 
ment, and for other p s;"’ the bill (H. R. 164) “for the appointment of a 
joint committee of both Houses of Congress to inquire into ex irregulari- 
ties, if any, in the compensation of the employés of the Executive Tusertments 
and bureaus of the Government;”’ the bill (H. R. 9518) “ ——— for leave of 
absence of officers and employés in the customs service of the Government who 
receive per diem compensation ;” the bill H. R. 9767,“ A bill authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to appoint a board of engineers to investigate certain for 
damages done to planted oysters in Raritan Bay in 1881;”’ the bill (H. R. 11392) 
“‘to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to establish signal stations on 
the West India Islands; ’’ the bill (H. R. 6127) “‘to determine and increase the pay 
of watchmen in the Treasury Department,” and bill (H. R. 11530) “to authorize 
the establishment of camps for yellow-fever refugees, and for other purposes.”’ 


PAY OF MARSHALS AND DEPUTY MARSHALS, 


Mr. ROGERS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and heis hereby, 
requested to inform the House of epeomenaee whether in his opinion there 
will result any embarrassment or delay in the administration of the law in the 
courts of the United States because of the following proviso attached to the 
propriation for the payment of the fees and expenses of United States ma 
and deputies for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, namely: 

* Provided, That not exceeding $300,000 of this appropriation may be advanced 
to marshals, to be accounted for in the usual way, the residue to remain in the 
‘Treasury, to be used, if at all, only in =a of the accounts of marshals 
in the manner provided in section 856 of Revised Statutes.” 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT LOS ANGELES, CAL. 

Mr. VANDEVER introduced a bill (H. R. 11672) to establish a port 
of delivery at Los Angeles, Cal.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY AT SANTA BARBARA, CAL. 

Mr. VANDEVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 11673) to establish a 
port of entry at Santa Barbara, State of California; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

IRRIGATION. ¥ 


Mr. VANDEVER also introduced a resolution calling upon the Sec- 


retary of War for report of Maj. A. M. Miller, United States Army, on 
irrigation; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LIGHT-HOUSES AND FOG-SIGNAL STATIONS ON PACIFIC COAST. 
Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 11674) to establish certain 


light-house and fog-signal stations on the Pacific coast; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 































PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 
Mr. LAWLER introduced a hill (H. R. 11675) granting pensions to 


soldiers and sailors and widows of soldiers and sailors over sixty years 
of age; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


At the request of Mr. LAWLER, the bill was read at length for in- 


formation. 
EXPENDITURES IN PRESIDENTIAL AND CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HOLMAN submitted a resolution directing an inquiry into alle- 


gations that large sums of money have been voluntarily contributed 
and expended in various ways for the purpose’of influencing and conp- 
trolling Presidential and Congressional elections, to be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary for investigation. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TURNER, of Georgia). The Chair 


would state to the gentleman from Indiana that that motion is not in 
order upon this call. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I will withhold it. 


CRIMES AGAINST THE ELECTIVE FRANCHISE. 
Mr. HOWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 11676) punishing crimes 


against the elective franchise; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF ACT TO REGULATE COMMERCE. 
Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 11677) to repeal an act entitled 


‘“‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 1887, and all 
acts in addition thereto or amendatory thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSES AND FOG-SIGNALS ON THE LAKES. 
Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the 


erection of sundry light-house and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, 
Michigan, and Superior; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE DETROIT RIVER. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11679) to authorize the 


construction and maintenance of a high railroad bridge across the De- 
troit River, at Detroit, in the State of Michigan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ARMORED CRUISER. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11680) providing for 


an armored cruiser; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FORTIFICATIONS AT NEW YORK, BOSTON, AND OTHER PORTS. 
Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 11681) authorizing the 


construction of fortifications for New York, Boston, Charleston, 8. C., 
chit = el vision by purchase, 

in ectrical apparatus by p 
sine read a first a second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


other ports, and for acquiring plans, patents, ma- 
and for other purposes; 


TERRITORY OF NORTH DAKOTA. 
Mr. MACDONALD introduced a bill (H. R. 11682) to provide fora 


constitutional convention in the Territory of North Dakota; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-SHIP AND FOG-SIGNAL AT SANDY HOOK. 
Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 11683) for the establishment 


of a light-ship with a fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; 
niche was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
REVIVING GRADE OF LIEUTENANT-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 11684) re- 
viving the grade of lieutenan eral in the United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABOR. 


M. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 11685) to amend chapter 184 of 
the laws of 1885, entitled ‘‘ An act to prohibit the importation and mi- 
gration of forei and aliens under contract or agreement to perform 
labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Colum- 
bia,’ as the same was amended by chapter 22 of the laws of 1887, 
approved February 23, 1887; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Special Committee on the Investigation of Foreign Im- 
migration, etc., and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, ETC. 


Mr. COWLES offered the following resolution; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Rules: aaa ia 
ber 15, 1 after 
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order until the same be disposed of; not to interfere with prior special orders or 
general appropriation bills. 


BUILDING REGULATIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ROMEIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 11686) relating 
to the building regulations of the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ON YOUNG’S BAY, OREGON. 

Mr. HERMANN introduced a bill (H. R. 11687) providing for the 
construction of a bridge on Young’s Bay, in the State of Oregon; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE offered aresolution providing for days for the con- 
sideration of House bill 8184, to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of 
the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 
1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act ap- 
proved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; 
and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue of 
bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to se- 
cure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of 
the companies therein mentioned. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

TO MAKE COLUMBUS, OHIO, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE also introduced a bill (H. R. 11688) to constitute 
Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the 
act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ 
to said port of Columbus; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REVOLUTIONARY DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced joint resolution (H. Res. 237) providing for 

an appropriation for Revolutionary documents; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


BUILDING FOR UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. SOWDEN introduced a bill (H. R. 11689) for the erection of a 
public building for the use and accommodation of the United States 
Geological Survey upon the Government reservation in the city of Wash- 
ington, in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CORN MILLS FOR CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 11690) to erect certain corn 
mills in the Indian Territory for the benefit of the Cherokee Indian 
Nation; or, in lieu thereof, to pay to them what such mills would cost; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 11691) to reimburse cer- 
tain Cherokee Indians for transporting themselves from North Carolina 
to the Indian Territory and subsisting themselves there for one year 
after their arrival; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 2166, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 11692) amending section 2166 
of the Revised Statutes, concerning the naturalization of aliens honor- 
ably discharged from the naval service; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SECTION 555, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 11693) to amend section 
555 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, DOVER, TENN. 

Mr. WASHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 11694) to construct a 
road to the national cemetery at Dover, Tenn. ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS EASTERN BRANCH. 

Mr. LEE introduced a bill (H. R. 11695) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River 
from the foot of South Capitol street, in Washington, D. C.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THE PROPOSED STATE OF IDAHO. 


Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (H. R. 11696) to provide for the forma- 














tion and admission into the Union of the State of Idaho, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular call of States and Terri- 


tories being now concluded, the Chair will recognize for the introduc- 


tion of bills and resolutions gentlemen who were not in their seats 
during that call. 


ABANDONED HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 11697) to allow 


persons who have abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries 
to make another entry, and for other purposes; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


OMAHA, DODGE CITY AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 11698) to 


authorize the Omaha, Dodge City and Southern Railway Company to 
build its road across the Fort Hays military reservation; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS AND OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Mr. McADOO introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 238) proposing 


an amendment to the Constitution of the United States for uniformity 
as to the day for choosing Presidential electors, and forbidding the vot- 
ing for any other officers save Representatives in Congress at said elec- 
tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ROAD THROUGH ARSENAL GROUNDS, AUGUSTA, ME. 
Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 11699) authorizing the 


Secretary of War to continue the road through the United States arse- 
nal grounds at Augusta, Me., and allow the same to be used by the 
public; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DIGEST OF ELECTION CASES, 
Mr. CRISP introduced a resolution providing for the preparation, 


printing, and binding of the usual number of copies of the Digest of 
Election Cases of the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Con- 
gresses, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call for the introduction of bills 


and resolutions is now concluded. 


PURITY OF ELECTIONS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent to present for considera- 


tion at this time the resolution which I sent to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas it is publicly charged in the public press and otherwise that in 


general elections of recent years, involving the election of President and Vice- 
President of the United States and members of Con 
have been voluntarily vontributed and expended in various ways for the pur- 
pose of influencing and controlling such elections ; and 


gress, large sums of money 


Whereas such contributions and expenditures tend to debase the elective fran- 


chise, corrupt the ballot-box, and impair the vigor and purity of our free insti- 
tutions: Therefore 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and are hereby, instructed 


to investigate the said charges and to inquire what legislation is necessary and 
proper to suppress such contributions and expenditures and to preserve and 


maintain the freedom and purity of the elective franchise, with authority to re- 


port at any time by bill or otherwise. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Reserving the right to object, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Indiana whether he will consent to modify his reso- 
lution by inserting after the words ‘‘ investigate the said charges’’ the 
words ‘‘ and also whether officials of the United States have made such 
contributions.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, that is covered fully by the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notspecifically; and it is very important that such 
a clause be inserted, because the responsibility of officials of the United 
States making contributions to such funds is greater than that of the 
mere p#ivate citizen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must insist thatthe resolution is broad enough to 
cover and does cover the matter mentioned by the gentleman from 
Maine | Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of [llinois. 
serting the words proposed ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no objection. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order, having been de- 
manded by several gentlemen, is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand that the gentleman accepts my 
modification? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Why not make the matter sure by in- 


I have no objection to it, but the regular order is 


The Chair will state to the gentleman 
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from Maine that objection having been made to the consideration of 
the resolution, the gentleman from Indiana now asks that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. Is there objection ? 

Mr. WILKINS. I object to the modification. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam simply asking that the resolution be referred. 

Mr. WILKINS. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand that the gentleman from Indiana 
aceepts the modification ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Gentlemen have called the regular order. I have 
no objection myself to the modification, but ask for the reference as 
Objection is made to present consideration. 

The SPEAKER pyro tempore. Is there objection to the reference of 
the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary? The Chair hears 
none; and it will be so referred. 

APMISSION OF A FOREIGN PUPIL TO MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 239) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for 
instruction at the Military Academy, at West Point, Henry Lecomte, of 
Switzerland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous consent—not hav- 
ing been in the House when my State was called—to introduce a bill 
for reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
gentleman will send his bill to the Clerk’s desk. 


CHANGING NAME OF STREET. 

Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 11700) changing the name of 
Caroline street to that of Irving Place, in the Distrietof Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


ADVANCE PAY FOR DECEMBER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask by unanimous consent to introduce joint 
resolution (H. Res. 236) making provision as to the. payment of the 
officers and employés of the twe Houses for the month of December, 
1888. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution will be read subject to 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secretary of 


is devoted. Each commissioner shall receive an annual salary of $1,200, and 
may reside at his usual residence except when called into ve duty under 
the provisions of this act. 

These several sections shall be charged with directing the investigation by 
the commissioner of health into the cause, origin, and mode of extension and 
measures to prevent the respective diseases to which they arenemed. Each sec- 
tiou shall formulate methods and rules for the prevention of the respective dis- 
eases with which they are charged, to be submitted for the revision and ap- 
— ofthe whole health commission at itsannual meeting hereinafter provided 

or 

The health commission shall designate five of their number, three of whom 
shall constitute a quorum, to be known as “ the quarantine commiission."’ This 
quarantine commission shall examine into the methods of State and local quar- 
antines at the varions seaportsof the United Statesand report to the health com- 
mission as to the efficacy or non-efficacy of the same. The quarantine commis- 
sion shall also be charged with the duty of investigation into and recommenda- 
tion to the health commission the best manner of equipments.and methods of 
——- for the various national! quarantine stations which are now or may 

hereafter constructed. Upon the report of the quarantine commission to the 
health commissioner that the quarantine service ata or portsaf the United 
State; is inefficacious or negligent in its management,the health commissioner is 
empowered and commanded to direct the United States collector of customs of 
en to refuse entry to any vessel or goods or persons from any place in- 
f with any contagious or infectious disease into such port unless said ves- 
sel, goods, or ns shall have undergone the quarantine process prescribed 
at the national quarantine station or at that of some other port of the United 
States whose quarantine service has not been condemned the quarantine 
commission. 
Src. 3. The entire health commission shall meet annually in Washington, D. 
C., in the month of April, on a be fixed by the chief commissioner of 
health of the United States, and at its session he shall ; and at said an- 
nua! session the hea!th comunission shall adopt plans for the prevention of the 
introduction into the United States of contagious and epidemic diseases, and 
the prevention of their spread, and make rules and regulations for interstate 
quarantine and for the non-interference with interstate communication duri 
a _ ponaeeranl epidemic, and preparations for the suppression of a Gecatenel 
epidemic. 

Suc. 4. Whenever an epidemic of a ellow fever, (2) cholera, (3) diphtheria; 
(4) typhoid fever, (5) scarlet fever, or (6) small-pox is threatened and the gov- 
ernor of any State shall call upon the chief com missioner of heaith of the United 
Staves to that end, he shall immediately, with the assistance of the section of 
the health commission devoted to that particular disease, enforce and carry out 
the methods, rules, and regulations adopted by the health commission for that 
disease under the third section of this act, and as far as possible in co-operation 
with the iocal and State sanitary authorities, and to that end the section of the 
— omen wen ey — into —_— nae ccemainen ae the Fed- 
eral appropriation for the preven a eontagious diseases, on 
the -.%-~ of the Secretary of the \ 

Sec. 5. The bureau of health and the chief commissioner of health and section 
of the health commission called into active duty under the we provisions 
shall co-o with and, so far as it lawfully may. aid State and municipal 
boards of health in the execution and enforcement of the rules and regulations 
of such boards to prevent the introduction of contagious or infectious diseases 
into the United States from foreign countries and into one State from an: ther. 


the Senate and the Clerk ef the House of Re tatives be, and they are | Sc. 6. Itshall be the duty of the bureau of health to obtain information of 
hereby, authorized and instructed to pay the and employés of the Sen- 


ate and House of Representatives their respective salaries for the month of De- 
cember, 1888, on the 20th day of said month. 

Mr.SPRINGER. This is the usual resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
at this time of the resolution which has been read? 

Mr. OATES. We have not been able to hear the resolution. 

The reSolution was again read. 

The joint resolution was read a first and seeond time, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vete by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRANCH FOLDING-ROOM. 


Mr. RICHARDSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and heis , authorized and 
directed to continue the lease of the house No. 225 Pennsy!vania avenue, north- 
west, for a branch of the folding-room for one year from Jagnene 1889, the ex- 
penses of the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


BUREAU OF HEALTH. 


Mr.<LAGAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11723) to 
create a bureau of health and to prevent the introduction and extension 
of contagious and infectious diseases in the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed, and also to be printed in the Recorp. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill to create a bureau of health and to prevent the introduction and exten- 
sion of eontagious and infectious diseases in the U nited States, 


Be ii enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America im Conyress assembled, That there shall be established in the Depart- 
ment of the Interior a bureau of health. 

There shall be appointed by the President. by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, a chief commissionerof health of the United States, who shall, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, organize and manage the 
bureau of health berein established, and may employ such assistants and clerks 
as may be necessary, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. The 
Secretary of the Interior shal! provide suitable offices for the bureau of bealth. 
The ebief commissioner of health of the United States —— an annual 
salary of $5,000, and shall hold his office until he shall have ned the age of 
seventy yeurs, unless sooner removed by the President. 

Seo. 2. There shall be appointed by the President a health commission to be 
composed of twenty mem»ers, to be divided into six sections, as follows: Five 
commissioners for the (1) yellow-tever section ; three commissioners for each of 
the following sections: (2) cholera section, 3; (3) typhoid-fever section, 3; (4) 
scarlet-fever section, 3; (5) small-pox section, 3; (6) diphtheria section, 3. The 
members of each section shall be experts in the disease to which their section 


eondition or places are respectively sta- 
t according to such forms as he may prescribe ; bureau of health 
shall obtain, through all sources accessible, weekly reports of the sanitary 
condition of ports and places within the United States, and shall make an in- 
vestigation into the nature, cause, origin, and means of prevention of con- 
tagious and epidemic diseases, as well as the causes and conditions of the par- 
ticular outbreaks of such diseases in the United States,and shal! publish and 
transmit to the medical officers of the Marine-Hospital Serv to collectors of 
customs, and to State and municipal health officers and aut ies weekly ab- 
to them, and to the publiie, as far as pessible, 
the sneatin 26 Us toneetiniiensintetieiemnent secane of geovention of epi- 
demic diseases; and it shal] make to Secretary of the Interior an annua! re- 
port of its operations, with such recommendationsas it may dcem important, for 
transmission to Congress. 

Sec. 7. The bureau of health shall annually issue to the consular officers of 
the United States and to the medical officers serving at any foreign port and 
otherwise make known the rules and regulations made by the health 
commission for tion of the introduction of contagious and infectious 
disease into the a one State into nee pr geen pe 
shall promulgate such rules their respective ports and places, shall 
promptly inform the chief commissioner of health of the United States when 
any vessel destined to a port of the United States has not obeyed such rules. 

Sec. 8. The President isauthorized, when requested by the section of the health 
commission called into active duty or by the chief commissioner of health, to 
detail officers from the several nent Seer ae 
sons from civil lie for temporary duty to act ander the directions of said 
commissioner of health or section of the health commission on active duty, to 
carry out the provisions of this act and the rules adopted by the health com- 
mission; and such officers shal! receive no additional compensation except fer 
actual and necessary expenses incurred in the performance of such duties. 

Sec. 9. The members of the health commission when attending the annual 
session shall be paid their actual expenses, going and returning, snd the mem- 
bers of the section calied in active duty under section 2 shall be paid their actual 


while in such active duty. 

re. 10, It shall unlawful for any vessel from any port where any conta- 
gious or infectious disease exists, or having on board any infectious disease, to 
enter any port of the United States, in accordance with the rules adopted 
by the health commission, and the of the United States consul at such 
portshall be prima facte evidence of the existence of such disease in the foreign 
port where heisstationed. A eS eater enarn aret 
a port of the United States in violation of this act shall forfeit to the United States 
a sum to be awarded in the discretion of the court not exceeding $1,000, which 
shall be a lien such vessel, to be recovered in any district court of the 
United States where said vessel may be found. In all such preceedings the 
United States district attorney for such district shall appear on behalf of the 
United States, and all such proceedings shall be conducted in accordance with 
the laws and rules ons cases of seizure of vessels for violation of the reve- 
nue laws of the Un States. 

Sec. 11. Itshall be unlawful forany to obstruct commerce or intercourse 
between the States, or between the United States and foreign countries, except 
in accordance with the rules of the hea!th commission, or to obstruct the section 
of the hea!th commission when called into active duty in the performance of its 
duties, and any violation of this section shall be a misdemeancr,and on convic- 
tion the person epee me be fined not exceeding $1,000 and imprisoned 
not exceeding six months in the discretion of the court. 

Sze. 12, To pay the first year’s salaries and expenses of the bureau of health 
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and health commission and the construction of such disinfeeting appliances and 
appurtenances as the health commission may deem advisable, the sum of $100,- 
000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to be dis- 
bursed under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, on estimates to be 
made by the chief commissioner of health and to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

In case of an epidemic of a contagious or infectious disease, and a section of 
the health commission is called into active duty, the sum of $500,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby —— to be drawn and expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, to enable such section of 
the health commission called into active duty to suppress the disease and pre- 
vent its spread and to enforce the rules of the health commission, provided for 
and adopted under section 3. F 

Sec. 13. The following acis are repealed : (1) An act to prevent the intro- 
duction of contagious or infectious diseases into the United States, approved 
29th April, 1878 (chapter 66, page 37, volume 20); (2) an act to prevent the in- 
troduction of infectious er contagious diseases into the United States, and to 
establish a national board of health, approved 3d March, 1879 (chapter 202, vol- 
ume 20, page 484); (3) an act to prevent the introduetion of contagious and in- 
fectious diseases into the United States, approved 2d June, 1879 (chapter 11, vol- 
ume 21, page 5). 

REPRINTING OF BILLS. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask by unanimous consent that bill H. R. 11027, 
defining “‘lard,’’ also imposing a tux upon and regulating the mann- 
facture, sale, importation, and exportation of compound lard, and the 
bill (H. R. 11266) for the establishment of a pure-food division in the 
Department of Agriculture, to provide for the inspection of live-stock 
about to be slanghtered at slaughter-houses, canning, salting, packing, 
and rendering establishments, the carcasses or products of which are 
intended for human consumption in any State or Territory other than 
where slaughtered, or for exportation to foreign countries, to prohibit 
the introduction of adulterated or misbranded food or drugs into any 
State or Territory or the District of Columbia from any other State or 
Territory or foreign country, and for other purposes, be reprinted, the 
entire edition having been exhausted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. FisHEer, by unanimous consent, was granted indefinite leave 
of absence on aecount of illness. 


DISTRICT BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday and the call of 
States having been concluded, the next business in order is the consid- 
eration of reports from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 6676) to create 
a board of audit to adjust all claims for special damages by reason of 
public improvements in the District of Columbia, for the purpose of 
having it reeommitted to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken up and recommitted 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PROMOTION OF ANATOMICAL SCIENCE. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask tocall up the bill (H. R. 5042) for the pro- 
motion of anatomical science, and to prevent the desecration of graves 
in the District of Columbia, for the purpose of having an order entered 
that the bill be reprinted. 

Mr. TAULBEE. This, I understand, is the bill for the promotion 
of anatomical science, is it not? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, it is. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
whether the penalties provided in the bill are going to be made appli- 
cable to those who attempt to resurrect this bill at this time? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That matter has not yet been determined. 
will see the gentleman later on that subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to ordering the bill 


I 


to be reprinted ? 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any further business from the 


Committee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is no further business from that commit- 
tee to-day. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11651) making appro- 
priations to provide fer the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. BLount 
in the chair. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask that the first reading of the bill for infor- 
mation be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill by para- 
graphs for amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 

Be it , That oO llow i 
Sa EnnE ahed aeeaeene ae teeeone ot eee 
priated, and the other half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, for 


the purposes following, being for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiseal year ending e 30, 1890, namely : 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
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GENERAL EXPENSES, 


For salaries and contingent expenses : 

For executive office: For two commissioners, at $5,000 each; one engineer 
commissioner, $924 (to make salary $5,000); one secretary, $2,160; one clerk, 
$1,500; one clerk, $1,400; two clerks, at $1.200 each; one messenger, 8600; one 
messenger, $480; one driver, $480; one inspector ef buildings, $2,400; one assist- 
ant inspector of buildings, $1,200; one assistant inspector of buildings, $1,000; 
one clerk, $1,600; one clerk, $900; one messenger, $480; one janitor, $700, one 
steam engineer, $900; one property clerk, $1,600; oneclerk, $900; one clerk, $720; 
one messenger clerk, $600; one messenger, $480; three watchmen, at $480 each ; 
one chief inspector of plumbing, $2,000; two assistant inspectors of plumbing, at 
$1,000 each; one harbor master, $1,200; for rent of property yards, $1,000; for 
contingent expenses, including printing, books, stationery, and other necessary 
expenses, $3,000; in ail, $44,064, 

For assessor’s oflice: For one assessor, $3,000; two assistant assessors, ai 
$1,600 each; onespecial-assessment clerk, $1,700; oneclerk, $1,200; two clerks, at 
$1,000 each; one clerk, at $1,000, in charge of records; one license clerk, at $1,200; 
one inspector of licenses, $1,200; one assistant or clerk, $900; oneclerk and mes- 
senzer, $900; for contingent expenses, including printing, books, stationery 
= of frauds on the revenue. and other necessary items, $1,000; in all 

17,300, 

For collector’s office: For one collector, $4,000; one cashier, $1,800; one book- 
keeper, $1,600; four clerks, at $1,400 eneh; three clerks, at $1,200each; one mes- 
senger, $600; for contingent expenses, including printing, books, stationery, 
and other necessary items, $1,000; in all, $18,200. 

For necessary expenses in the collection of overdue personal taxes by dis- 
traint and sale or otherwise,and for other necessary items, $1,000: Provided: 
That hereafter the fees and cost of proceeding collected by the collector of taxes 
under the act of March 3, 1877, for making distress and sale of property for per- 
sonal taxes in arrears, shall be deposited by said collector in the Treasury of 
the United States as other revenues of the District are deposited. 

For auditor's office: For one auditor, $3,000; one chief clerk, who shall here- 
after, in the necessary absenee or inability of the auditor from any cause, per- 
form his duties, without additional compensation, $1,800; one book-keeper, 
$1,800; one elerk, $1,600; two clerics, at $1,400 each ; three clerks, at $1,200 each; 
one messenger, $600; for temporary clerk-hire, $1,000; for contingent expenes, 
including books, stationery, and other necessary items, $300; in all, $16,500. 

For attorney’s office: For one attorney, $1,000; one assistant attorney, $2,000; 
one special assistant attorney, $1,200; one law clerk, $1,200; one messenger, 
$200; for rent of office, $100; for contingent expenses, including books, station- 
ery, printing, and other necessary items, $400; for judicial expenses, including 
the printing of briefs and witness fees in District cases before the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, $2,500; in all, $11,600. 

For sinking-fund office, under control of the Treasurer of the United Staies: 
For one clerk, $1,500; one clerk, $900; forcontingent expenses, including books, 
stationery, printing, and miscellaneous items, $300; in all, $2,700. 

For coroner’s office: For one coroner, $1,800; for contingent expenses, includ- 
ing jurors’ fees, stationery, books, blanks, removal of deceased persons, mak- 
ing a and holding inquests, $700; for services in care of morgue, $500; 
in all, $2,800. 

For market-masters: For two market-masiers, at $1,200 each; one market- 
master, $900; for hire of laborers for cleaning markets, at rate not exceeding 
$100 per market, $300; contingent. expenses, repairs and painting, and other 
necessary items, $1,000: in all, $4,600. 

For engineer’s office: One chief clerk, $1,900; one clerk, at $1,600; one clerk, 
at $1,400; four clerks, at $1,200 each; one clerk, at $900; onecomputing engineer, 
$2,400; one inspector of asphalt and cements, $2,400; one messenger, $##0; one 
inspector of gas and meters, $2,000; one superintendent of streets, $2,000; one 
superintendent of roads, $1,400; one superintendent of lamps, $900; superintend- 
ent of parking, $1,200; one assistant superintendent of parking, $700; one as- 
ssistant engineer, $1,600; two assistant engineers, at $1,500 each; one draughts- 
man, $1,200; three inspectors of streets and sewers, at $1,200 each; three rod- 
men, at $780 each ; three axmen, at $650 each; one messenger clerk, at $600; two 
messengers, at $480 each; two laborers, at $360 each; in all, $40,050. 

For contingent expenses, including books, stationery, binding and preserva- 
tion of records in the engineer’s and surveyor'soffices, printing, maintaining 
and keeping in good order the laboratory and apparatus in the office of the in- 
spector of gas and meters, and in the oflice of the inspector of asphalt and 
cement, and other necessary items. $4,800. 

That overseersand inspectors, temporarily required in connection with sewer, 
street, or road work, or the construction and repair of buildings and bridges, 
or any work done under contracts authorized by appropriations, and all ex- 
penses incidental to or necessary for the proper execution of said work, shal! 
be paid out of the sums appropriated for said work and for the time actually 
engaged thereon; and the commissioners of the District, in their annual report 
to Congress, shall report the number of such overseersand inspectors, and their 
work, and the sums paid to each, and out of what appropriation. 

STREETS, AVENUES, ALLEYS, AND ROADS, 

For work on sundry strects and avenues named in Appendix ‘CC,’ Bock 
of Estimates, for the fiseal year 1890, and for resurfacing and repairing of Penn- 
sylvania avenue from First to Seventeenth streets north west, $617,000, to be ex- 

nded in the diseretion of the commissioners on streets and avenues specified 
in the schedules named in said appendix and on Pennsylvania avenue and in 
the aggregate for each schedule as stated herein, namely: 

General schedule: Including the work of resurfacing and repairing of Penn- 
sylvania avenue from First to Seventeenth streets northwest, $244,500, 

Georgetown schedule: Thirty-seven thousand dollars. 

Northwest section schedule: One hundred and forty-five thousand dollars. 

Southwest section schedule: Fifty-eight thousand dollars, 

Southeast section schedule; Fifty-eight thousand dollars. 

Northeast section schedule: Seventy-four thousand five hundred dollars. 

That under appropriations contained in this act no contract shal! be made for 
making or repairing concrete or asphalt pavement at a higher price than $2 per 
square yard for a quality equal to the best laid in the District prior to July 1, 
1886, and with same depth of base. 

Grading streets, alleys, and roads: For grading streets, alleys, and roads not 
otherwise provided for, at a price not to exeeed 10 cents per cubic yard, $15,000. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. After this bill is read through will it be in order 
then to go back and offer amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not, as the billis now being read by par- 
agraphs for amendment, and if the gentleman has one to offer he must 
offer it at this time. 

The Clerk :ead as follows: 


Repairs to pavements: For repairs to concrete pavements, with the same or 
other not inferior material, $90,000. 

Permit work: For the improvement and repair of alleys and sidewalks and 
the construction of sewers and sidewalks oF such form and materials as the 
commissioners may determine under the permit system, $100,000: Provided, 
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That the property owners requesting such improvements shall Pay. one-half of 
the total cost: And provided further, That the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia are authorized in their discretion to order such of the above enu- 
merated work as in their opinion is necessary for the public health, safety, or 
comfort, and to pay the total cost of such work from said aseee riation, one- 
half of the cost of such work so done, including material and labor, shall 
be charged against and become a lien upon the property abutting upon the 
line of such improvement, and shall be levied pro rata a to the area 
n 


of each lot or part of lot abutting — such improvement within sixty days 
after making such assessment,and in order to reimburse said appropriation 
80 expended one-half of the cost of such work so done, including r and 


material, shal] be charged against and become alien upon the property abutting 
upon the line of the said work, and shall be levied pro rata upon said property 
upon such terms and regulations as to notice to proprietors and the method and 
terms of such notice as shall seem to the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia right and proper, due notice of such terms and ns being given 
by publication thereof in some newspaper published in the city of Washington 
for such time as said commissioners shal! prescribe, and the one-half so charged 
against such abutting property shall be paid as follows: One-third of the 
amount within sixty days from the date of service of notice of such assessment, 
withoutinterest; one-third within one year, and the remaining third within two 
years from the date of service of notice of such assessment, and interest shall be 
charged at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum from the date of service of such 
notice on all amounts that shall remain unpaid at the expiration of thirty days 
after the service of the notice of such assessment: Provided, That if any prop- 
erty so assessed shall become subject to sale for any other assessment or tax 
whatever, then the assessment levied under this act shall become immediately 
due and payable, and such property may be sold therefor, ther with the 
accrued interest thereon to the date of such sale, together with the costs of 
advertising and sale; and any property upon which such assessment and ac- 
crued interest thereon, or any part thereof, shall remain unpaid at the expira- 
tion of two years from the date of service of notice of such assessment shall be 
subject to sale therefor under the same conditions and penalties as are imposed 
by em law for the non-payment of — taxes, and the material pur- 
chased under this appropriation shall be bought after due advertisement there- 
for, as required by existing law. 

Repairs streets, avenues, and alleys: For current work of repairs of streets, 
avenues, and alleys, $30,000. 

Repairs county roads: For current work of repairs of county roads and sub- 
urban streets, $45,000. 

Constructing county roads: For construction of county roads and suburban 
streets, as follows: 
For Pennsylvania avenue extended to Bowen road, $25,000; 
For Canal road, from Free to Chain Bridges, $13,000; 
To complete pavement of Fourteenth street extended to top of hill, $10,000; 
To cme and regulate Sheridan street from Seventh to Ninth streets, $3,000; 
To widen and regulate Brightwood avenue, $5,000; 
For Rock Creek Church road, $5,000; 
To grade and regulate Seventeenth street from Park street to Piney'’s Branch, 


To grade and regulate Washington street, Anacostia, $3,000; 

To grade and regulate Jackson street, Anacostia, $3,000; 

To grade and regulate Jefferson street, Anacostia, $3,000; 

To grade and regulate Adams and Taylor streets from Harrison to Jefferson 
street, $4,400; 

For Howard avenue, $1,000; 

For Bunker Hill road, $8,000; 

For River road from Tennallytown west, $5,000; in ali, $89,400. 


CONDEMNATION OF STREETS, ROADS, AND ALLEYS, 


For condemnation of streets, roads, and alleys, $10,000. 

Andthe commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized and directed 
to condemn a sufficient amount of ground at the intersection of Sixteenth and 
U streets and New Hampshire avenue from squares 175, 176, north, 177, 189, and 
190, for the purpose of constructing a circular reservation, the same to be called 
—- Circle: Provided, That the said ground can be acquired without pub- 

ic expense. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I move the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 11, after line 16, insert “‘to grade and regulate Fourth street, east, ex- 
tended, to Bunker Hill, $10,000.” 
Page 12, line 15, strike out “ eighty-nine” and insert “ ninety-nine; ”’ so it will 


read: 
“In all, $99,400.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Surveys of the District: For completion of surveys of the District of Columbia 
with reference to the extension of various avenues to the District line, $10,000. 
Care of bridges: For ordinary care of bridges, ores keepers, oils, lamps, 
and matches, $3,400; for construction and repairs of bridges, $10,000; in all, 


$13,400 
SEWERS. 
For cleaning and repairing sewers and basins, $33,000. 
For replacing obstructed sewers, $12,000 
For main and pipe sewers, $75,000. 
For suburban sewers, $40,000. 
CURRENT EXPENSES, STREETS, AVENUES, AND ALLEYS, 


Sprinkling, sweeping, and cleaning: For s paling, ouccning, and cleani 
streets, avenues, alleys, and suburban streets, $85,000: ided, no expend- 
iture hereunder s be made ata price higher than 27 cents per 1,000 square 
yards for streets and avenues, and 39 cents per 1,000 square for alleys. 

For the Parking Commission: For contingent expenses, including laborers, 
cart-hire, trees, tree-boxes, tree-stakes, tree-straps, ting and care of trees on 
city “a streets, whitewashing, care of parks, and miscellaneous 
items, 000. é 

Lighting: For illuminating material, lighting, extinguishing, repairing, and 
cleaning lamps on avenues, streets, roads, and alleys, and for purchasing and 
erecting new lamp-posts and pomiasog: such —_ and lamp-posts as may be 
damaged or unfit for service, $115,000: Provided, at no more than $20 per an- 
num for each street-lamp shall be paid for gas, lighting, extinguishing, repair- 
ing, and cleaning, under any expenditure provided for in this act; and said 
lamps shall burn not less than two thousand six hundred hours per annum; 
and the commissioners are authorized, in their discretion, to substitute other 
illuminating material at the same or less price, and to use so much of the sum 
hereby appropriated as may be for that : Provided further, 
That the commissioners of the District of Columbia 1 not be authorized to 
make any contract for gas or other illuminating material, in accordance with 
the provisions of this paragraph, for any longer period than one year. 


Mr. ATKINSON. I rise to make a point of order against that por- 
tion of the bill beginning on page 15, line 9, after the word ‘‘ power.”’ 


2 


The CHAIRMAN. That part of the bill has not yet been reached. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the part of the 
bill which has just been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 14, line 17: Strike out “two” and insert “three;” so that it will read, 
if amended : 

“* And such lamps shall burn not less than three thousand six hundred hours 
per annum.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I willstate theobject and purport of thatamend- 
ment. This paragraph provides a payment of not more than $20 per 
annum for each street-lamp in use in thiscity. In the first place, that 
is an enormous figure to pay for that service, judging from the price paid 
in other cities for similar service. I know it to be much larger than 
is paid in some other cities for continuous service. The paragraph goes 
on to provide that these lamps shall burn not less than two thousand 
six hundred hours per annum, which simply amounts to this: that 
when, according to the almanac, we should have a bright moonlight 
night, but according to the weather we have darkness, these lamps 
need not be and will not be burning. I move, therefore, to strike out 
‘two thousand ’’ and insert ‘‘ three thousand,’’ so that we will have an 
average of ten hours out of the twenty-four when these lamps shall be 
burned at the price fixed. This would enable those gentlemen whose 
avocation calls them out late at night to have the light of the street- 
lamps to find their way to their customary places of residence, and the 
expenditure that is provided for the service, $20 per annum, is quite 


ample. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to say only a word, and that is that the 
provisions in this bill on this point are strictly in accordance with the 
recommendations of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, the 
administrative authority of the District, and in accordance with what 
has been the law for several years past. 

As to the amount, $20 per annum allowed for each lamp, that was 
reduced a few years ago from $22, and has been standing at this figure 
for some time past. I doubt the propriety of an act increasing largely 
the number of hours per annum that these lamps shall be burned with- 
out at the same time increasing in the same proportion the amount to 
be paid for them per annum. 

I have no desire to continue the discussion, and ask a vote on the 
amendment. 

_ question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 30, noes 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Inasmuch as this committee loves darkness bet- 
ter than light, I shall not insist upon a further vote onthe amendment, 
but shall accept the decision of the committee as final. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I offer an amendment ‘to strike out a part of the 
paragraph on page 14, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 14, line 18, after the words “per annum” strike out down to and includ- 
ing the word “ purpose "’ in lines 21 and 22. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Imake thatamendment, Mr. Chairman, simply for 
the reason—— 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Before the gentleman proceeds I wish to inter- 

a point of order upon the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the gentleman make ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That it changes existing law. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That it changes existing law? Well, then, let us 


see. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will request the gentleman from 
Georgia in of the bill to state the existing law. 

Mr. CLEM . I will send it to the desk. 

Mr. SPINOLA. If the gentleman will allow me a few moments I 
will give the reasons for proposing the amendment, and perhaps there 
may be no objection. I ask the attention of the committee fora little 
while. ; 

The language in the bill confers a very extraordinary power upon the 
commissioners, a power which in my judgment should not be granted. 
If they need any such authority let them come to Congress and give 
their reasons for it, and let Congress then determine the ques- 
tion. But to ingraft upon a bill of this character such inary 
power looks to me entirely out of place. It provides that is au- 
thority, in their discretion, to substitute other illumina material 
at the same or less price. It gives them the right to go outside and 
dicker with a power which we should confer upon no one un- 
less in each individual instance Congress shall deem it wise to do so, 
It can not affect the bill, and in my judgment it would materially im- 

t. 


prove it to adopt the amendmen 
Ms. CLEMENTS. I wish to say only this, that this clause is con- 


tained in the bill of the last year and in ap ion bills, 
caoass ‘Tarnishity rs-ligh d decline ae In Nhs ovens 
com es ng t to do so. t event 
this gives the commiatoners 6f the Distelet of Ccbusiihta Glectetion to 
use some other illuminating material. It is put in as a safeguard, and 
although it has been in the bills for years it never has been re- 
sorted to. I see no harm in keeping it in present bill. I send to 
the Chair the existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the present law. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


And the commissioners are authorized, in their discretion, to substitute other 
illuminating material at the same or less price, and to use so much of the sum 
hereby appropriated as may be necessary for that purpose. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is the language of the current law. __ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the simple striking 
out of the language in the bill referred to by the gentleman from New 
York does not repeal the Jaw that has been read. It may be proper to 
insert the language, but the question of striking it out is one for the 
committee to determine. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Although that clause may be a part of the existing 
law as it stands to-day, in my judgment it is nevertheless a dangerous 
authority. The excuse for retaining it given by the gentleman from 
Georgia does not, in my opinion, reach the merits of the case. If the 
gas company at eae fails to carry out the provisions of its 
charter and fails to fi gas for public purposes, the charter should 
be forfeited. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. But that would not furnish illumination to the 
people in the mean time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. There is no danger of the gas manufacturers of 
Washington letting go ofa good thing that they have in furnishing gas 
here. They have the softestsnap here, as I understand it, of any city 
in the Union, and they are not going to let go of it. 

The question was taken on Mr, SPINOLA’S amendment, and it was 
ai 


isagreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For electric lighting, nein necessary expenses of inspection, on one or 
more of the principal streets of the cities of Washington and Georgetown, $35,- 
000: Provided, That no more than 40 cents shall be paid for each light per 
night rey from sunset to sunrise, and each are light shall be of not less 
than 1,000 ual candle power, and no wires for the operation of public or 
private electric lighting shall be erected or maintained on or over any of the 
streets or avenues of the cities of Washington and Georgetown after September 
30, 1890, but the commissioners of the District of Columbia may authorize the 
tempo erection and maintenance of such wires in cases of necessity: Pro- 
vided further, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall make 
and enforce such regulations for the construction, maintenance, and operation 
of apparatus for electrical pu as they may deem advisable, and such regu- 
lations so made shall have the same force and effect within the District of 
Columbia as if enacted by Co: : And provided further, That the commis- 
sioners of the District of jumbia shall report to the first session of the Fifty- 
first Con what deduction may be made for electric lighting both for an- 
nual and for five-year contracts, and that they be authorized to invite proposals 
for supplying said light at reduced rates, and in this they are not limited to any 
one system. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I make the pointof order against so much of this 
paragraph on page 15 as begins on line 9, after the word ‘‘ power,’’ and 
ending on line 15, before the word ‘‘ provided.’’ It is the portion of 
the section directing that no overhead wires shall be put up after the 
30th of September, 1890. That seems to change existing law, Mr. 
Chairman, and is out of order, as I believe, upon this general appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If I understood the gentleman correctly, he 
makes a point of order upon that paragraph. I have to say in reply 
that it is simply a limitation upon the appropriation. It is adirection 
in this appropriation bill for the electric lighting, and it provides the 
manner in which it can be done. It is not, therefore, a change of ex- 
isting law which is obnoxious to the rules. It simply regulates the 
manner in which money shall be used for a purpose which is recog- 
nized under prior law. 

Mr. ATKINSON. In response to the gentleman from Georgia, I de- 
sire to say that this paragraph of the bill is not in harmony with any 
appropriation. It is not e to this appropriation bill for elec- 
tric lighting, nor is there any limitation at all upon the expenditure 
of money for that pu ; but on the contrary it is legislation apply- 
ing to a bill of the District, pure and simple, without any reference 
whatever to the — at the beginning of the paragraph. It 
prohibits the erection of any additional wires. It also prohibits the 
maintenance of those that are in position. It affects the whole over- 
head electric lighting system in the city of Washington, and has no 
reference at all to the appropriation. It goes much further than that, 
and the committee, under the rule, las exceeded its powers by fixing 
this provision on their bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, as I 
understand it, the date ‘‘1890’’ should be ‘‘1889.’’ I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] if I am not correct in that? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That isan error. The gentleman from Iowa is 


correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is no existing law that will 
prevent us from making this limitation. This appropriation is for the 
year ending June 30, 1890, so that it is thus our intention to make this 
limitation upon expenditures which are now provided for. We are 
here appropriating money for electric lighting. That is the purpose of 
this appropriation bill; but we say we will not allow that money to 
be expended upon wires that are put overhead. The purpose of the 
committee is, as fast as it can be done, to take down this system of 
wires that are overhead and compel them to be laid under the ground. 
Now, it was our opinion that this provision or limitation was clearly 
within the powers of the committee to say how this money shall be 


expended. We are willing that it shall be expended for electric light- 
ing where the wires are laid under-ground, but we will not let it be 
expended for wires run overhead; and it seems to me that is the whole 
purpose of the bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON. The gist of the gentleman’s argument seems to 
be that this appropriation does not coverthe period at which these wires 
are to be taken down; but the bill will cover a period after September 
30, 1890. It is provided in this bill that the wires shail not be main- 
tained after September, 1890, but this appropriation will be expended 
before that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that at this time pri- 
vate parties holding rights may construct wires, and that this provision 
would change the law in that manner; and therefore it is a change of 
existing law in that respect. The Chair does not think it necessary to 
examine further than that particular point, as it seems to determine 
this question. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I have another point of order against the portion 
of the section beginning at the word “‘ that,”’ fifteenth line, and extend- 
ing to the words ‘‘ provided further,” on line 21. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I want to offer an amendment at this 
point covering the point of the gentleman, as the Chairman has sus- 
tained it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will not be 
precluded by the amendment from being heard on the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ power” in line 9, page 15, insert ‘‘and no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be used for electric lighting after September 30, 1889, by means 
of wires erected or maintained that are over any ofthe streetsor avenues of the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown.”’ 

Mr. ATKINSON. I make the point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I make the point of order under the latter clause of 
paragraph 3 of Rule XXI, ‘‘nor shall any provision changing existing 
law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment 
thereto.’? The Chair has just ruled that the paragraph in the bill is 
not in order, and it has been stricken out. This amendment is to ef- 
fect precisely the same as the paragraph that has already been ordered 
to be stricken out on my point of order, and is obnoxious to the same 
rule. It changes existing law as to the right of private parties to main- 
tain private wires. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
well taken. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In reference tothe point of order I wish to remind 
the Chair that it has been repeatedly held by Chairmen of thc Com- 
mittee of the Whole that a limitation might be put upon the use of an 
appropriation made for a particular purpose. I call the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that there have been repeated rulings in that di- 
rection, and it seems to me that a limitation of this kind would not be 
obnoxious to the rule. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairthinks otherwise. Appropriations are 
made in pursuance of law—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the Chairwill indulge me, there is 
no law which requires the wires to be put overhead. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the operation of law it is permissible to 
do so. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have appropriated money for elec- 
tric lighting. That is all we have done. There is no law which re- 
quires that the wires shall be placed either overhead or under-ground. 
Now we appropriate the money for this purpose with a provisothat we 
do not wish it to be expended in overhead wires. We simply put a 
limitation on this appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, but if it were not for this limitation the 
Chair thinks the commissioners might use the money for overhead 
wires, and if so, this qualification does change existing law in the opin- 
ion of the Chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that we can withhold the appropriation altogether, un- 
less the money is to be expended fora system of lighting which we ap- 
prove, namely, one in which the wires are under-ground. There may 
be a limitation upon our action in this direction if there is any action 
prohibiting the putting of wires under-ground; but the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] can not lay his hand upon any such 
statute. In fact there is no statute requiring them to be placed either 
overhead orunder-ground. Now we come to appropriate the money for 
lighting by this system and we say that not a dollar of it shall be ex- 
pended upon a plan involving overhead wires. That is all. 

Mr. ATKINSON. That is not what is stated in the bill. There is 
no provision in the bill that this money shall be expended only for 
means of lighting by under-ground wires. There is no allusion what- 
ever to under-ground wires in the bill so far as any limitation upon the 
expenditure is concerned. But the provision goes beyond the period 
covered by the bill. The bill appropriates only for expenditures up to 
the 30th of June, 1890, whereas this provision is that after the 30th of 
September, 1890, no overhead"electric wires shall be kept in place. 


TheChair is inclined to think the point of order 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will say that he is talking now upon an erroneous state of facts—that 
**1890”’ is a mistake which wiil be corrected and changed to ‘*1889.”’ 

Mr. BREWER. But that clause has been stricken out. 

Mr. ATKINSON, It has been stricken out by the decision of the 
Chair, and the amendment intended to cover the same thing has been 
ruled ont; so that we have already passed this paragraph. If the com- 
mittee desire to offer any amendment to their own bill at the proper 
time, there can be no objection to it; but it is not before the House 
now, this matter having been already decided by the Chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This h having been stricken 
out, we are at the very point toadd this Saaiiaeale and any member 
of the House has the right to move the amendment. The only ques- 
tion before the Chair now is whether the amendment which I have 
offered changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair undersit..nds to be the 
only question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And I would invite the attention of 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] to that question, and 
ask him to mention some existing law which this amendment traverses 
in any way. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I understood that the ~ntleman’s amendment 
had been already ruled out by the Chair upou ue ground that it would 
change existing law. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled finally upon the amend- 
ment. The Chair announced his opinion, but the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] expressed a desire to be heard. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I was so far back in the hall when the amend- 
ment was read that I did not hear it distinctly, and I should like to have 
it reported again. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I understand that by the ruling of the Chair the 
part of this paragraph after the word ‘‘power’’ down to the proviso has 
been ruled out. The gentleman from lowa proposes now to amend the 
paragraph by inserting after the word ‘‘power’’ the amendment which 
has been read by the Clerk. The amendment is very different from 
the languave which the Chair has ruled out. That provision positively 
required that the wires should be put under-ground. It was manda- 
tery. But this amendment simply provides that the money shall be 
appropriated, provided it be used in a certain manner, but that other- 
wise itshali not be used. Such a provision does not change existing 
law. There is no existing law that compels an appropriation to be made 
at all for electric lighting. 

I apprehend it would be perfectly competent for the House, if it saw 
proper, to make no appropriation for this purpose—to leave out the 
matter entirely. I think this case comes within the repeated rulings 
made heretofore, that in making an appropriation it is entirely in order 
to place a limitation or condition upon such appropriation; ia other 
words, in this case we may provide that the wires upon which the 
money is to be expended shall be put under-ground; that otherwise the 
appropriation shall be nugatory. There is no existing law requiring 
the electric lighting of this city to be done by any particular system 
of overhead or under-ground wires; there is no law making any provis- 
ion either way. 

I will add that this is a provision intended for the comfortand safety 
of the people. It is proposed to require that these dangerous wires be 
placed where they will be least dangerous; and this limitation, it seems 
to me, falls within the repeated rulings to the effect that it is compe- 
tent for us to impose limitations or conditions upon the appropriations 
of money which we may wake, provided we change no existing law; 
and I apprehend the gentleman on the other side will not be able to 
point out any law which is repealed or changed by this provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the amendment. 

Mr. ATKINSON. In addition to what I have already said, and in 
reply to the gentleman in charge of this bill, I wish to say that while 
it may be true that I can not point ont any existing statute which au- 
thorizes the construction of overhead wires, yet the common-law right 
yomnitting a@ man to erect any structure he pleases when not forbidden 

y law isa right enjoyed by every citizen of this District. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs leave to suggest that this does 
not touch the question of private rights at all; it relates to the light- 
ing of the city by the official authorities. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I would be glad to have the amendment reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ power,” in line 9, 15, i “ 
pian eal ne woe Forciecre aging atiar Somme eb tse 
wires erected or maintained on or over any of the streets or avenues of the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown.”’ 

Mr. ATKINSON. Thatchanges the whole purport of the paragraph, 
and it is not open to a point of order. I admit that, and I do notcare 
to antagonize the proposition, 

The question being taken on the amendment, it was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a point of 
order against that portion of the paragrdph beginning with the word 
**that,”’ in line 15, and ending with the word ‘‘ Congress,’’ in line 21. 
The language to which this point of order applies is the following: 


That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall make and enforce 
such regulations for the construction, maintenance, and operation of apparatus 































for electricial p' as they may deem advisable, and such 80 
made shall have same force and effect within the District of Columbia as if 
enacted by Congress. 

This gives the commissioners power to enact a general law in refer- 
ence toall ees a ines and the transmission of electricity in the 
entire District umbia. Itis not germane to the ropriation, 
and it changes existing law. It is therefore in violation of the rule 
which I have already brought to the attention of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEM- 
ENTS] wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I hope that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON] will not insist on his point of order. This provision 
is intended for the safety and comtort of the people of this District. 
It seems to me there certainly ought to be power lodged in the District 
commissioners or some other responsible authority to regulate a matter 
which involves the safety of the lives of the people of the District. 

Mr. ATKINSON. In response to the gentleman in charge of the 
bill I wish to say that there is a committee to which all matters re- 
lating to the safety and health of the people of this District should be 
referred. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman insist on the point of order? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Ialso make a point of order on the next clause 
of this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the clause upon which the 
gentleman makes the point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
shall report to first session of the Fifty-first Congress what deduction may 
be made for electric lighting both for annual and for five-year contracts, 
that they be authorized to invite ls for supplying said light at reduced 
rates, and in this they are not lim to any one system. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I submit that this provision is not germane to 
the purposes of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam very much surprised that my 
friend from Pennsylvania should make a point of order on this pro- 
viso. The proviso is in this language: 

And provided her, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
shall report to first session of the Fifty-first Congress what deduction may 
be made for electric lighting both for annual and for five-year contracts, and 


that they be authorized to invite grepemie for supplying said light at reduced 
rates, and in this they are not limi to any one ae 


It is claimed that the lighting of this city can be done much more 
cheaply for the people than it is now done. 

The object of this proviso on the part of the Committee on Appro- 
priations is this: The committee desire to get all theinformation from 
the commissioners they can possibly obtain in order to make appropria- 
tions hereafter. It is not changing any law; it isa proviso simply call- 
ing for information. There is now no law preventing the commissioners 
giving us information. There is no law which prevents the Committee 
on Appropriations inviting information. It is a different provision 
from the last one, where the gentleman from Pennsylvania made a 
point of order, and where perhaps it was well taken. Here we are 
seeking by this provision to invite information from the commissioners 
which will enable us intelligently to appropriate money in the next 
Congress. It repeals no law. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Beside asking for information, Mr. Chairman, 
this goes further and authorizes the commissioners to invite proposals 
for supplying light at reduced rates. I presume that might be con- 
strued as a power to enter into contracts with authority of Congress, 
and without any other power except what is here given in this proviso 
of the bill. On that account I think it is objectionable. If the com- 
mittee desire to have information from the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict, I have no doubt they can it by calling upon the commission- 
ers for that purpose. I did not know it was necessary for Congress to 
pass an act authorizing the committee to make such a call and to have 
the commissioners make report. This proviso goes further, as I have 
already said, and authorizes them to invite proposals, presumably to 
be followed by a contract, and that is, as I understand, no part of the 
functions of this committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is no trouble about the com- 
mittee inviting They have the power to do that under the 
existing law. e are not seeking to exercise that power, but merely 
inviting these commissioners to bring certain information before the 
next Congress, in order to enable them to act intelligently in the prem- 
ises, and that is all the proviso does. There is scarcely an appropria- 
tion relating to the District under the old rules or under the present 
rules which has not more or less provision for the purpose of inviting 
the special attention of the commissioners to matters we want to have 
done with a view to more intelligent action in the future. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let me inquire whether it would not obviate the 
objection of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to insert the words 
‘* providing that before entering into any contract the commissioners 
shall make report to Congress.’’ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That would change existing law if 
those words should be inserted, as they now have that right. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What, then, is the use of asking for this informa- 
tion, if they have that right now ? 
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Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The term provided for in the bill will 
bring it to next year, when our duty to make provision will come in. 
I have no objection to adding the gentleman’s amendment, but it will 
make it subject to the point of order of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania. : : 

Mr. SPINOLA. I do not wish to do that, but I simply offer it to 
obviate, if ible, the gentleman’s objection. 

Mn. CLEMENTS. I do not think that the rule which the gentle- 
man from Peunsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] invokes applies to the ex- 
tent which he seems to think itdoes. This is no proposition to repe! 
an existing law, and it is no proposition to enact a new law, but sin ly 
giving authority and direction to the commissioners of the Distric: of 
Calumbia to furnish the next Congress with information upon whicu 
they may act more intelligibly and justly. CFS, Socat 

It is said now that the amount paid for electric lighting is excessive. 
It was cut down from sixty-five to fifty, and yet, compared with the 
cost of lighting in other cities, it is to be even now more than 
it ought to be. On the other hand, it is claimed by those engaged in 
the business that they have lost money this year. The purpose is, 
therefore, to obtain information to be submitted to the next Congress 
in order to make this appropriation intelligently. And what can be 
the motive of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to invoke this point of 
order I can not understand, as we are seeking this information only in 
the interest of economy and for the purpose of reducing these lighting 
expenses in the interest of the tax-payers of the country as well as of 
the District. 

We are seeking to do it justly in regard to those who furnish the 
light, and what objection the gentleman from Pennsylvania can find to 
@ proposition calling for and eliciting theinformation upon the subject 
which will enable the House to act advisedly, I am unable to under- 
stand, It seems to be but one more of the series of objections which 
he has been interposing this morning at every point along the line 
wherever we seek to regulate this monopoly in the interest of economy 
and in justice to the tax-payers. The gentleman wilt have to take the 
responsibility of the position he assumes, which in effect is in the in- 
terest of extravagance and in opposition to the interest of the tax-payers. 

But I insist, Mr. Chairman, that this point of order on this particu- 
lar paragraph is not well taken. It is not subject to the rule, for the 
reason that it does not change existing law or enact any new law, but 
simply calls for information upon the subject. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Idesire tosay, Mr. Chairman, in response to what 
has been said by the gentleman from Georgia, who has just spoken, that 
he has no more right to question my motives than I have to question 
his. I make no point of order here in the interest of any monopoly, 
and perhaps I am as anxious to secure economy in public expenditures 
as the gentleman from Georgia himself. He has no right to assume 
that I advocate extravagance while he is the champion of economy. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I did not undertake to question the integrity of 
the gentleman’s motives or purpeses. I am only speaking of the effect 
of them. He is making a point of order against the efforts of the com- 
mittee to reduce expenditures as well as to protect the lives and prop- 
erty of our people. I say that in such a position he must be responsi- 
ble as against the efforts of the committee to secure economy. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I make points of order against what I believe to 
be outof place here. I believe that the Committee on Appropriations 
has exceeded its authority in presenting these propositions to the 
House; and if they desire the enactment of legislation in the interest of 
economy, let them do it by reference to the appropriate committee, and 
not by an effort to take charge of the business which properly belongs 
to the other committees of the House, and over which this committee 
has no legitimate jurisdiction. 

My points of order I have made in good faith. Two of them have 
been sustained by the Chair, and I believe that the last point I have 
made is not only entitled to be considered, but that it will also be sus- 
tained by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from 
Iowaif he claims that at this time it is competent for the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to report what deduction may be made for 
elect ic lighting, both for annual and for five-year contracts, and are au- 
thorized to invite for supplying said light at reduced rates? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They can undoubtedly advertise to 
receive bids under the existing law. But they are not empowered to 
make any new contracts. This provision of the bill, however, does not 
authorize the making of any contracts, but simply authorizes them to 
receive bids with a view to determining what reductions may be made 
in this expenditure, so that we may know what may be done in that 
direction hereafter. 

There is a feeling in the committee that it can be done at a much 
less ex; 2nse than has been paid; and in order to test the 
sincerity of those parties who have made offers te put in the plant and 
do the work, we ask that the commissioners of the District may invite 
proposals and obtain bids if possibie, and furnish the result of their ef- 
forts in that direction for the information of Congress. 

Permit me to suggest also in this connection, in justice to my friend 
from Pennsylvania, that we are not seeking in this to usurp any rights 
or functions belonging to the District committee. They can come in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





127 


and make any law they choose bearing upon the subject. Nor are we 
seeking to repeal any existing law, but simply asking for information 
for the purpese of properly considering the matter by the House here- 
after, and taking such steps in the light of that information as may be 
advisable. 

So far as the other provisions are put in, that is to say, those which 
have been stricken out on the point of order, we knew perfectly weil 
that they were subject to the point of order when it was made. But 
there are many provisions put inte appropriation bills which we know 
are subject to the point of order if insisted upon; but, as a rule, they 
commend themselves so strongly to the approval of members that no 
objection is made to them in many cases. Any member, however, 
has the right to make the point of order against such provisions at any 
time, and certainly good faith will be conceded to our friend from Penn- 
sylvania, than whom no member is more active in preserving the rights 
of the people against monopolies or otherwise. But in thisamendment, 
which is not subject to the point of order, because it changes no exist- 
ing law, we only seek information which will be valuable hereafter. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks, so far as the matterof making 
the report of the reduction which can be made in the cost of electric 
lighting both for annuai and for five-year contracts is concerned, that it 
is certainly competent for the commissioners to make such report now. 
So far as their inviting proposals for supplying such light at reduced 
rates is concerned, the Chair does not understand that this provision goes 
beyond the language of it or authorizes the acceptance of any of the 
proposals which may be made. In other words, it does not invoive the 
making of contracts atall. The Chair overrules the point of order, and 
sustains the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The amendment of Mr. HENDzrRsoN, of Iowa, was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 


For officers: For superintendent first six divisions, at $2,700; superintendent 
seventh and eighth divisions, at $2,250; one clerk to superintendent of first six 
divisions and secretary to board of trustees, $1,200; one clerk to superintendent 
of seventh and eighth divisions, $400; messenger to superintendent first six di- 
yutese. Seen? messenger to superintendent seventh and eighth divisions, $200; 
in all, $7,450. 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Lllinois. 
desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 17, on page 16, strike out “ twenty-seven hundred” and insert ‘three 
thousand dollars.”’ 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I make the point of order that this changes ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
the point of order. 
superintendent. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The current appropriation bill is the law on the 
subject, and by that the salary is fixed at the sum provided in this bill. 
There is no statate law authorizing the appropriation in the bill at all— 
nothing bat the existing law of the appropriation bill, which is the pre- 
vailing law as bearing upon the subject. The amendment isa change 
of that law, and hence is obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The law of the appropriation bill fixing 
the salary of a superintendent under such circumstances as this is not 
such law as is contemplated by the rule, where it provides that no pro- 
visions in an appropriation bill shali change existing law. ‘This is 
maniiest, because, if it were so, one Congress could by its appropria- 
tion bills bind the acts here for a hundred years on a subject of this 
kind. It is only where there is existing statute law upon the subject, 
and that is modified by the appropriation, that it becomes subject to 
the point of order. That does not exist in the present case, and hence 
the objection of the gentleman can not be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, one moment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided previously upon the point 
of order, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For teachers: For teachers, not to exceed seven hundred and forty in num- 
ber, including teachers of manual training-schools, to be employed at a rate of 


compensation not to exceed the rate provided by the present schedule of sala- 
ries, and atan average salary not to exceed $670, $495,800; and no increase in 
salaries paid to teachers in grades now receiving $900 or more except in cases of 
promotion to fill vacancies occurring before or after the passage of this act and 
except in salaries to principals of normal, manual-training, and country schools, 
and no increase in the number of teachers in any of such grades shall be made, 
and the minimum compensation shall not be less than at the rate of $300 pex 
annum, and the names of and actual compensation paid to each teacher under 
this provision shall be reported to Congress at the beginning of each regular 
session by the commissioners: Provided, That in assigning salaries to teachers, 
no discrimination shail be made between male and female teachers employed in 
thesame grade of school and performing a like class of duty. 

For teachers of night schools, who may also be teachers in the day schools, 

000. 





I offer the amendment I send to the 


The amendment is not susceptible to 
There is no statute law fixing the salary of this 





For contingent expenses of night schools, $500. 

For janitors and care of buildings and grounds: For care of the High-School 
Building, $1,600; of the Jefferson Guildiag, $1,400; ofthe Stevens Building, $1,- 
100; of the Franklin Building, $1,100; of the Force, Seaton, Henry, Webster, 
Gales, Peabody, Wallach, Garnett, Sumner, Analostan, Curtis, and Dennison 
Buildings, at $900 each; of the Lincoln and Miner Buildings, at $800 each; of 
the Abbott. John F. Cook, and Randall Buildings, at $700 each ; of the Amidon, 
Addison, Cranch, Morse, Brent, Bannaker, Blair, Wormley, Anthony, Bowen, 
Maury, Weightman, Bradiey, Blake, Carberry, Giddings, Towers, Magruder, 
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Phelps, and Twining, and eight new eight-room school buildings, at $500 each ; 
of the Mott, Hillsdale, Anacostia, Thompson, and Lovejoy peeines. at $250 
each; of the Mount Pleasant, McCormick, Potomac, Greenleaf, Hamilton s 
Chamberlain, High Street, Montgomery Street, and Threlkeld Buildings, at $165 
each; for care of smaller buildings and rented rooms, ata rate not to exceed 
$48 per annum for the care of each school-room, $5,376; in all, $41,311. 

For rent of school buildings and repair shop, $10,000. 

For repairs and improvements to school buildings and grounds, $20,000. 

For contingent expenses, including furniture, books, stationery, printing, in- 
surance, and other necessary items, 500. 

For fuel, $24,000. 

For the purchase of tools, pachinney, material, and apparatus, to be used in 
connection with instruction in manual training, $10,000. 

For furniture for new school buildings, $7,000. 

For erection of new school buildings and purchase of sites therefor, as fol- 
lows: One in third school division, one in fifth school division, one in seventh 


school division, and one in eighth school division, $140,000: Provided, That no 


one of the foregoing school buildings shall be constructed with less than eight 
rooms, 
For addition to Washington High School, $40,000. 
For erection of colored High-School Building and purchase of site therefor, 
000. 


For erection of buildings and purchase of sites therefor, and for additions to 
school buildings in sixth school division, as follows: Erection of one eight-room 
school building and purchase of site therefor; one four-room school buildin: 
and purchase of site therefor at Hillsdale; one two-room school building a’ 
purchase of site therefor at Good Hope; and for additions to the Mott, the Ben- 
ning’s, white, and the Benning’s, colored, school buildings, $59,000. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In view of the fact that the subsequent paragraph 
of this bill may be obnoxious to a point of order, I desire now to offer 
that section as an amendment to this one, with an additional amend- 
ment to it, which I want to send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The amendment would not be in otder until the 
section shall have been read, and there may be no point of order made. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa (to Mr. TAULBEE). Reserve the right 
to offer the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

In line 13, on 20,amend by adding the words “ or through other persons 
not regular dealers in real estate in the District of Columbia, or through such 
regular dealers who have not had the property for sale continuously from the 
date of the passage of this bill, and in no case shall a commission be paid to more 
than one person or firm, or greater than the usual commission.” 

Mr. ATKINSON. I make the point of order against the paragraph 
and the amendment on the ground that it changes existing law. I be- 
lieve that the purchase of real estate by the commissioners of this Dis- 
trict should be carefully regulated by law, and that it should be done 
in accordance with some rules formulated by act of Congress. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise toa point of order. I have no objection to 
a discussion of the merits of this amendment and the paragraph; but 
I would call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ATKINSON] to the fact that he is proceeding to a discussion of the 
merits of this question when he only makes the point of order. Now, 
I have nothing to say against his point of order provided my amend- 
ment shall be considered. My amendment is offered tothe paragraph 
following that read by the Clerk. 

Mr, ATKINSON. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman’s 
point is well taken, but as my motives were questioned a little while 
_, eae 

Mr. TAULBEE. Not by me. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I concluded to say this upon the floor, that I 
disclaim any improper motives in making this point of order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not think that was n ; 

Mr. ATKINSON. Perhaps notwith you. Ido notsayitwas. The 
point of order I make is that this paragraph, on page 20, beginning at 
line 11 and ending at line 13, and the amendment are not germane to 
an appropriation bill, and that they change existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of order 
upon the amendmennt of the gentleman from Kentucky or on the par- 
agraph ? 

Mr. ATKINSON. On the paragraph first. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I understand this paragraph had been read and 
the amendment offered to the next paragraph, and I make the point 
of order that it is too late to make this point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the impression that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] was endeavoring to make 
the point of order, and that he was on his feet at the time for that 
os when the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] offered 

is amendment. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I did not understand the gentleman to make any 
objection until the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] had of- 
fered his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair thought at first that the gentleman 
had waited until the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. TAULBEE] had been offered, but is now under the impression that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ATKINSON] was trying to get 
the floor and make the point of order. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I expected to make the point of order when the 
gentleman from Kentucky offered his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late to make it on the 
paragraph. The gentleman, however, makes the point of order on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the paragraph goes in, does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania expect to make the point of order on my amendment? 


Mr. ATKINSON. Yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. I think I have the right to make the point of order 
against the ——- as amended, if the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would not like to answer that qui 
tion until the point shall have been made, because the amendment 
likely to be discussed. 

Mr. ATKINSON. If my point of order is held to be too late on the 

ph, I do not wish to make the point of order on the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to siate that the impression 
made upon the Chair was, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania w: 
endeavoring to obtain the floor to make the — of order when the 
amendment was offered. The Chair was so informed by gentlemen 
around the desk, and on that state of facts would not try to cut the 
gentleman off; but as the gentleman has declared that it was his ‘‘in- 
tention’? to doso, being a matter of intention, the Chair does not feel it 
fair to admit the point of order now. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make 
a few remarks on the subject of the amendment. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Iowa 
if he desires to occupy the time in opposing or supporting the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I will oppose it for the purpose of 
making some remarks. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If you are going to consume the time in favor of 
the amendment, it might put me in a little awkward attitude. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the provision under 
consideration’ is as follows: ‘‘That hereafter the commissioners, in 
making purchases of sites for schools or other purposes, shall do so with- 
out the employment of agents.’’? Then comes the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. Now, in justice to the 
commissioners, I want to offer a few observations on this subject. It 
came to my attention, as it came to the attention of other gentlemen, 
that there was discussion in the press indicating that in the purchase 
of these sites for public buildings there was something wrong, that 
agents were buying property, at, for instance, $5,000, and then selling 
it to the District at $6,000, or at some advance; the impression being 
given that the man who bought first from the owner took the property 
in his own name and then sold it through the commissioners to the Dis- 
trict and made a profit which should have gone to the benefit of the 
District. 

I offered an amendment myself in the Committee on Appropriations 
for the purpose of requiring these purchases to be made directly by the 
commissioners and to cut off any such intermediate agencies. After- 
wards the commissioners came before us and assured us that no such 
system obtained, or had obtained, in their administration of the Dis- 
trict affairs ; that in no instance had the purchase been made by A 
as an agent for the commissioners and the title passed to him, an 
then the property conveyed to the District. They said that that had 
not been their system at all. They stated, however, that they had 
employed agents to obtain information as to what sites they could buy 
for school purposes. They found it difficult, they said, to get prop- 
erty when it was known that the purchases were to be made for school 
purposes. For instance, A, owning a piece of land, might be perfectly 
willing to sell it to B, or to the District, provided it was not to be 
used for a school-house, but if it was to be used for a school-house he 
would not sell it. 

The commissioners said they were compelled sometimes to look up 
these pieces of pro without letting the public know, or without 
letting the party might have the property for sale know, that it 
was intended to be used for school-house purposes. But the main 
point I want to impress upon the House is that the fact, or the sup- 
posed fact, which was in my mind when I offered the amendment, and 
the idea which controlled us in putting the amendment into the bill, 
was that two sales were made in these cases before the property went 
to the District, and we wanted to prevent that. 

See eres has just been ruled upon 
and which stands in the so far that will prevent the employment 
of agents to obtain all the information that is required. It does not 
provide for the employment of a man to draw the deed, or of a notary 
to take the acknow t, or for any other incident to the main 
matter; but the object of this proviso is that when the mind of the 
party owning the real estate is to meet the mind of the representative 
of the District to complete the contract, that final culminating act 
shall be between the other party and the commissioners wi t 
the employment of an intermediary. I asked the commissioners to 
make a statement of what their method was in pure these sites, 
inasmuch as it had been a subject of discussion in the public press, and, 
in pursuance of that request I have had handed to me a statemen’ 
which I now ask the Clerk to read for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the purchase of school sites the commissioners have always found it best, 


for many reasons, and principally because by so y can purchase 
most eligible sites upon the best terms, to make such purchases with the as- 
sistance of some one has had experience in real-estate dealings. 


ropriations were made by the last Con- 
and by present its last session, the practice mentioned 
Eton pursued, There being no fund provided for the employment of am 








1888. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 129 


mt, there has been no such employment or appointment in the strict sense of 
that term, that is, no one has been engaged with a promise of compensation to 
make purchases of sites for the public-school buildings. It being impossible for 
many reasons beside the reason of policy, for the commissioners to give the 
personal attention uired in the selection of such sites, and the ascertainment 
of proper parties to whom application was to be made for purchase, it being 
frequently necessary, in order to obtain the quantity of ground needed for a 
site, to purchase several lots, and to that end to apply toseveral owners, and it 
oe the case often that guardians of infants and trustees in charge of estates 
in the place of such owners, recourse has been had to men versed in real- 
estate matters todo the work uired. Of course, such men could not be ex- 
ted to render such services without recompense, and as the commissioners 
no authority to make that pecereeaes, such persons when so used had to 
look to the vendor of the lot selected for payment of whatever the services ren- 
dered were worth. 
How this payment was effected the commissioners could not know. It was 
sufficient that the property was what was wanted for the purposes of the public 
school provided for, was free from incumbrances ar a good title, and that 
the price asked was fairandreasonable. All of th requisites have been care- 
fully scrutinized, and the assistance of the best advice resorted to by the commis- 
sioners. The location of the site with reference to its fitness for schoo! pu 


Tposes 

is determined upon by the trustees and superintendent of public schools; itis in- 
spected as to matters of prede shape, size, and character of foundation by the 
i r of buildings of the Dist ct; the vendor furnishes an abstract of title 
which has to be approved by the attorney for the District, and executes a deed 
approved by the same officer. When this has all been done the purchase mone 
is paid to the party who by the abstract of title or some other satisfactory evi- 
dence is shown to be the owner of record. at he does with this money the 
commissioners have no means of knowing, and it does not concern them what 
amount he pays to any one for effecting the sale. 

The order pursued in making the purchase is as follows: The portion of the 
school district where it is deemed best that the school shall be located is desig- 
nated by the authorities having the matter relating to schools in their charge, 
and their selection is signified to the board of commissioners or to the member 
of that board having the schools in charge. This commissioner, together with 
the trustee of the division in question and the superintendent of schools, then 
examines the plats of squares and lots in and about the location designated, and 
selects such as are deemed most ng ae een The assistance of an expert in 
real-estate matters is then called in, and his assistance invoked to secure the best 
possible site on the most advantageous terms. Out of the lots reported by him 

_ a fselection is made, an offer in writing is obtained, giving price, etc., and if 
thought proper, is submitted to the board of commissioners ; reference is made 
to the inspector of ean if a satisfactory report by that officer, after 
formal inspection, is made, the offer isacecepted. Then follows the abstract of 
title, deed, and payment of the money. 

All of the papers mentioned above are filed with the amavis officer of the 
Treasury Department, and form a part of the voucher upon which the payment 


of the purchase money is made. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I gladly give opportu- 
nity for this statement of the commissioners in connection with this 
subject to be heard in the House, and I desire to say further that in offer- 
ing this amendment, or in incorporating it in the District appropria- 
tion bill, there was no purpose whatever to reflect in any way upon the 
integrity or thecharacter of the commissioners. But, seeing discussion 
touching this matter of the purchase of sites, a discussion which began 
after our bill was formulated by the subcommittee and too late for us 
to investigate the matter, we thought it safe not only for the Dis- 
trict and for Congress, but also for the commissioners themselves, to 
put in the proviso which is here incorporated, and which, as I have 
already said, was in no sense intended to reflect on the District govern- 























































provided that no commission shall be paid except the usual and ordi- 
nary commission, which I think a highly proper provision in, the event 
that the commissioners are compelled to purchase this property through 
the mediation of real-estate dealers. I believe the amendment I have 
offered will obviate the recurrence of such transactions as have trans- 
pired or which are said to have transpired during the current fiscal 
year. 

I am willing that the merits of the resclution which I have intro- 
duced shall be discussed when it comes up for consideration; but if 
members of this House are to be induced to believe that no transaction 
which the commissioners may have had with real-estate agents or other 
persons in this District is of such a character as ought to be investi- 
gated, then it would be proper to save the time of this House by fore- 
stalling that investigation and smothering that resolution or those reso- 
lutions before the committees where they are now pending. That is 
one question and will be considered when itcomes up. This is another 
question. I believe that the gentleman from Iowa will agree that my 
amendment, offered to this paragraph of the bill, will obviate these oc- 
currences in the future, will prevent any such transactions hereafter-——— 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to amend pro forma by striking out the 
last two words. I do not believe the gentleman from Iowa would 
want to cover up any transaction of any public officer which would 
look like ‘‘ crookedness;’’ and I am sorry to see the District commis- 
sioners, for whom I have a high personal regard, sending documents to 
the House of Representatives in anticipation of an investigation which 
is as far remote as it is possible, probably, for an investigation to be, 
where a committee has a resolution for consideration and it is not privi- 
leged. But this investigation of what has been done heretofore will 
come on soon enough. I promise the gentleman from Iowa that I will 
pursue it until the good conduct of the commissioners is clearly demon- 
strated by an ascertainment of the facts, or until their bad faith is ex- 

by an investigation of these transactions. Now, I do not under- 
stand the gentleman from Iowa to oppose my amendment. I think it 
would better accomplish the purpose which the committee seems to 
have in view. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to amend by striking out the 
last three words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the pending pro forma 
amendment as withdrawn, and the gentleman from Iowa will be re- 
garded as renewing it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not quite understand the line of 
the remarks of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. This may 
be because I have been ignorant of the fact that he has introduced a 
resolution to investigate somebody. I regret that I do not keep track 
of his movements so closely as to be ‘‘ posted’’ on all such matters. I 
confess I was ignorant of the fact that the gentleman had introduced 
any resolution on this subject. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the gentleman had been in his seat this morn- 
ing, he would have known that I did introduce a resolution and asked 
for its immediate consideration, but objection was raised by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, and on motion of another member it was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, Mr. Chairman, I had no knowl- 
edge of the gentleman’s resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Another similar resolution was introduced last 
Tuesday. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I trust the gentleman will allow me 
to finish my remarks. I knew nothing of the gentleman’s resolution. 
I did not know he was after anybody’s “‘scalp.’’ My first knowledge 
of this matter was obtained from his remarks just now. So that, se 
far as my remarks are concerned, I want him to understand distinctly 
that I am not a party to any effort to ‘‘forestall’’ investigation or 
‘*cover up’’ anybody’s transactions. 

I stated that I offered the amendment to this bill which required 
these transactions to be direct between the property-owner and the 
commissioners; but I desired it distinctly understood that the amend- 
ment was notoffered as any reflection upon the commissioners. I have 
not been able to follow the controversy in the newspapers at all; I do 
not know what their chargesare. I stated in my opening remarks that 
the committee had made no investigation, but we put this provision in 
as a safety-valve in order that, in case of any difficulty, everything 
might be kept in asafechannel. I stated that in opposing the gentle- 
man’s amendment I did so for the purpose of being heard. I do not 
know that I shall object to its adoption. I want everything made as 
clear and strong as it can be in order that all proper interests may be 
safe and that these transactions shall be clean. I have no scintilla of 
information to indicate that they have not been clean so far as the 
commissioners are concerned; but learning that there were charges and 
counter-charges and defenses, I offered this amendment to the original 
bill. 

Now, so far as this statement which was read by request goes of this 
being an effort on the part of the commissioners to forestall investiga- 
tion, that can not be so. 

Mr. TAULBEE rose. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Just wait until I get through. In 


ment, 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I can not understand that the document just read by the Clerk has 
anything to do with the merit of thisamendment. I am very sorry, 
indeed, that this discussion of the transactions which have been had 
during the Jast few months is brought up in connection with the con- 
sideration of this paragraph. Iam not surprised, however, in view of 
the fact that an effort has been made to investigate these matters, and 
in view of the concessions made in the paper just read, to find that the 
District commissioners should attempt to forestall an investigation. I 
saw the articles published in the papers with reference to these purchases, 
and I must say that I read them with a great deal of incredulity. I 
noticed, however, in the Evening Star of a week ago last Friday, an 
article pawns to state the commissioners’ side of the question, and, 
taking for granted that that article contained the truth, I say that the 
transactions had through the persons employed by the commissioners 
amount to an offense against the law—constitute a crime, really—and 
I can not see that the situation is made any better as explained by the 
document just read from the Clerk’s desk. Now, am I to understand 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] as meaning to say that 
the commissioners have agreed to pay a greater price for these sites thus 


purchased than was asked by the owners of the property if it was not 
to be used for school purposes ? 


If so, I maintain that the persons who have reaped the profits of this 
transaction have done so by deceiving and defrauding those affected by 
the purchase—the owners of the adjacent property. I would not be a 
party to any such transaction. Itis a breach of faith, a breach of pro- 
priety, on the part of any public officer to be instrumental in the pur- 
chase of property through any such strategem or by any such method 
as would induce the owners of that property to accept a less price than 
ac | would if they knew for what purpose the property was to be used. 

ow, all this explanation of what has transpired has nothing to do 
with the merits of my amendment or the paragraph to which it re- 
lates. The amendment I have offered proposes simply that if these 
purchases are to be made of any persons other than the owners of the 
real estate, they must be made through regular dealers in real estate 
in this city, and in that event these dealers must have had control of 
the property from the date of the passage of this bill; and it is further 
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view of what had appeared in the papers, when the commissioners came 
before us I asked them in reference to their mode of doing business, 
After it was given verbally I then asked them to reduce it to writing, 
and they brought it in here this morning. It, therefore, was not made 
to forestall any resolution of investigation, but was done at the sugges- 
tion of a member of the Committee on Appropriations. 

I did not know about the gentleman’s resolution; I suppose, how- 
ever, it is in the interest of good government. If so, I will say to him 
that if these commissioners have been doing wrong I will follow him in 
curtailing their power to do so. 

I wish gentlemen to understand that thisamendment offered by my- 
self was not intended as a reflection on the commissioners, and the 
statement I had read this morning is in no sense offered in order to 
forestall any investigation. If the gentleman has offered a resolution 
for an investigation it will of course have to take its chances. If the 
gentleman has any question te ask me I will yield to him to ask it. 
If he has no question to ask I will yield the floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman,while I have no question toask the 
gentleman from Iowa, yet I wish to remark that if he had read the 
RECORD of last Wednesday he would have known that my resolution 
of investigation was introduced in the House last Tuesday. And cer- 
tainly that was ample notice to the country of an effort to investigate. 

3ut I have no desire to discuss the merits of the resolution of inves- 
tigation. Neither do I have any prejudice against the commissioners, 
nor do I desire to cast any reflection upon them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to be heard in opposition to the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman’s time has expired, 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire now to be recognized in opposition to the 
pro forma amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will take my time and yield it to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York takes the floor 
and yields his time to the gentleman from Kentucky, and he will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, I want it to be understoed that I cast no 
reflection upon the commissioners; but I think it is apparent, and it 
will be demonstrated when the examination of this transaction can be 
had by this House or by the committee, that most strenuous efforts 
and struggles to smother it have been made. I make that prediction 
without any desire to reflect on the gentleman or any other member of 
this House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask the gentleman where he gets 
his informatien? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not desire to reflect on the gentleman in that 
particular; I will wait for future events to demonstrate if the proposed 
investigation should be entered upon. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that I know nothing about the resolution to which he refers. 

Mr, TAULBEE. Do not take up my time; the gentleman has al- 
ready said that. If the gentleman had attended to the proceedings 
this morning he would know all about it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. When your resolution comes up for 
consideration I will vote then as I think right. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I say the resolution I have intro- 
duced is not the only evidence of such transactions in the nature of 
taking the people’s money, and taking it wrongfully, by certain men. 
If $711, as appears by the newspaper report, has been taken by a man 
not a dealer in real estate, if one single cent has been taken from the 
taxes collected from the people, and which I have helped to make up, 
then I take it that man should be compelled to pay that money back. 

If a profit of $1,100 in the purchase of another site for a school build- 
ing has been had by an individual who has been designated by the 
commissioners to stand between the commissioners and the property- 
owners, I maintain that he should be compelled to pay that amount 
back. These are some ofthe purposes that [had in mind, andexplain 
in part the objects sought toe be attained by the investigation proposed. 
If these transactions never occurred, the ascertainment of that fact will 
only operate to vindicate the commissioners from the charge which the 
newspapers of the country have made against them in connection with 
these purchases; and I would be much more delighted to find them vin- 
dieated than to find that their transactions had been other than clean 
and straight. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 10, 
noes 7. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BREWER. LI now raise the point of order against the clause as 
amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, as it is 
too late to make it now. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I move to strike out the paragraph as amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard ? 

Mr. ATKINSON. I do. 

The objection to this paragraph and the ameadment also, or to the 
amended , is that it does not go far enough. I believe that 
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no officer of the United States, here or elsewhere, should be permitted 
to purchase real estate at private sale, but that on the contrary there 
should be a general law in this District providing a means to take private 
property for public uses when it is needed; and that, in my judgment, is 
the only way such property should be taken. This paragraph and the 
amendment do not go to the extent of forbidding the purchase of real 
estate at private sale. The bill provides no machinery for the con- 
demnation of real estate needed for the District but on the 
contrary it in effect admits the propriety of the purchase of real estate 
by the commissioners in person, and not by agents or any other peison. 

I believe that the commissioners of the District of Columbia are men 
of the very highest character. I should not atter a word on this floor 
that weuld impugn their character. But it seems to me that they are 
permitted here by that provision to exercise a very dangerous power, 
and one which might be used impro operly and they are always open to 
censure for doingsuch things as it is alleged they have done; that is, the 
purchase of private property whether through agents or not. On that 
account I think we should strip the bill of this paragraph, and that 
some carefully considered measureshould be presented from the appro- 
priate committee pointing out specifically just how such property may 
be acquired for District purposes. 

The question being taken on the motion to strike out the paragraph 
as amended, there were, on a division—ayes 18, noes 27. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the plans and specifications for each of said buildings, and for all other 
buildings provided for in this act, shall be prepared by th thatespocer of buildings 
of the District of Col en see approved by the Architect of the Cap- 
itol and the ne Distriea, and said buildings shall be constructed 
by the commissioners in conformity therewith. 

FOR METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Ly d tend o 
outa Seana $1300 each; one chiefcleri: whochallalsobe property clerk,” 
$1,800; one clerk, $1, one clerk, $900; four surgeons for the 
departments, at $480 oun 2 for additional compensation for "privates 
for special service in the detection and prevention of crime, $1,440, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary; nine lieutenants, at $1,320 each; twen! - ser- 
geants, at $1,140 each; one hundred and forty- -five privates, class 1, at $900 
each; one hundred and forty privates, class 2, at $1,080 each ; nineteen station- 
keepers, at $720 each; nine laborers, at. $480 ‘each; one r, $700; one 
messenger, $500; one major and superintendent, mounted, $240; one e captain, 
mounted, #240; twenty-five lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, mounted, at 


$240 each; one van-driver, $360; one ambulance-driver, $480; one —> am- 
bulance-driver, at $300; five drivers of patrol-wagons, at $360 each; in all, 


$362,340. 

For rent of police pomtons atatiiien-c} Saneeaiin, C508 Bid 
$2,000; repairs to stations, miscellaneous and contingent expenses, in- 
cluding a books, cceabaniioe phi rintin: p ine, &. as, 
_ washing, meals for prisoners, furniture and cuquinetinapebes © 

, insignia of office, purchase and care of horses, police Sees ao re- 
ad of same, harness, forage. repairs to vehicles, van, ambulance, 
wagons, and expenses incurred in prevention and detection of crime, and other 
necessary , $14, a_i remodeling station-house and for building for cells 
and | rooms, thi precinct, $7,000 stable for horse and ae, 
and for ing aa on ane third precinct, ; remodeling 
station-house and for building for cells and lodging-rooms, fifth precinct, $7,000; 
purchase of lot adjoining fifth precinct station-house, $2,500; police signal ‘and 
telephone system , seventh, or eighth precincts, including, horse, wagon, 
harness, and other necessary items, $4,500; for stables to accommodate the 
stock and vehicles for said system, $2,500; twelve additional stations for patrol 
service in sixth and ninth precincts, $2, 400; for setting patrol] boxes, $200; horse, 


hi ,and electrical ap forninth precin 
Lt ana 


FOR THE FIRE DEPARTMENT. 
For one chief engineer, $1 ne fire-marshal, $1 one oe ye are 
onset chief co, at 1,260 ‘ana ten foremen See ai.ouo each ; eight sight eng 
neers, at $1,000 each: eight firemen, at $340 each; two tillermen, at $340 
eleven ate at ree oc eee an privates, at mete a six watchmen, 


at $600 each ts of the District govern- 

ment, in all, ‘nolan 
For ——— ee $2,000 ; — to apparatus and new appliances, 
$3,000 ; hose, $3,000; for fuel, $2,000; purchase of horses, $3,000; for- 
of one ¢ ical engine, $2,250; contingent expenses, in- 


age, | 

eluding office-rent, horseshoeing, furniture, fixtures, washing, oil, medical and 

4 eee harness, blacksmithing, labor, gas, and other necessary items, 
e n 


TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SERVICE. 

For one superintendent, $1,600; one electrician, $1,200; two telegraph opera- 
tors, at $1,000 each; three tele hone operators, at $600 each; one expert repair- 
oe a eal peiean nh enrages nad Wadesy sapption Pte 

re} es ne 

rertal, et of t Soe and te one sabetan repairs of lines, 

of poles, Seetuheth ts ets, pins, piware.trenbaveds, gan, fath, ice, 

na books, E cppdlenety, rinting, office-rent, purchase of = and harness, 

ee ene Senen extra labor, new boxes, and other necessary 
tems, 


That the Sensiiliiatibiiin of the District of Columbia shall not hereafter permit 
or authorize any additional telegraph, oo electric lighting, or other wires 
to be erected or maintained on or over any of the streetsor avenues of thecities 


of W. and wh, and all laws or of la’ ere woe 
conflict with this provision are htreby — thé commis- 
ise ti Gretuned enim een etree 
any 
Sanches savanna company now operating in the District of um! or any electric 
light company wi —— contract may be made forthe eer ae ting, to be laid 
pene - any street, alley, highway, foot-way, or the District, when- 
ee ee may the exercise of such au- 
thority, euch privileges as may be granted r to be revocable at the will 


of Congress without compensation. 
Mr. ATKINSON. I make the 


t of order against the last par- 
agree, Sagioning sn snip 1, Pee 


and ending with line 12 on page 
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The CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the gentleman make? 

Mr. ATKINSON. That it changes existing law. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. This is undeniably a new provision, but in the 
opinion of the committee it is a clause in the interest of the public 
comfort and safety, which I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will not see proper to seek to have ruled out on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HEALTH DEPARTMENT. 


For one health officer, $3,000; six sanitary inspectors, at $1,200 each; twofood 
inspectors, at $1,200 each; one inspector of marine products, $1,200; for one 
clerk, $1,800; one clerk, $1,400; two clerks, at $1,200 each; one clerk, $1,000; one 
messenger, $540; one pound-master, $1,200; laborers, at not exceeding $30 per 
month, $1,440; one ambulance driver, $480; and for contingent expenses, in- 
cluding books, stationery, fuel, rent, repairs topound and vehicles, forage, meat 
for dogs, horseshoeing, painting, and other necessary items, $4,000; collection 
and removal of garbage, $20,000; in all, $48,060. 


Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I make the point of order against that 
provision, that it changes existing law. I mean that portion of it fix- 
ing the amount at $20,000 for the removal of garbage, in line 4 on 


page 26. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That changes no law. It is merely a question 
of the amount that shall be allowed. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Ulinois. I invoke the ruling of the Chair en- 
forced lately when I desired to increase the salary of the superintendent 
of schools. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

COURTS, 


For the polite court: For one ju , $3,000; one clerk, $2,000; one deputy 
clerk, $1,000; two bailiffs, at $3 per day each; one messenger, $900; one door- 
keeper, $510: United States marshal’s fees, $1,400; contingent expenses, includ- 
ing com; tion of a justice of the peace acting as judge of the police court 
during the absence of said judge, not exceeding $300; books, stationery, fuel, 
ice, gas, and other necessary items, $800; for witness fees, $3,000 ; in all, $14,518. 

Defending suits in claims: For necessary ex in examination of wit- 
nesses and precuring evidence in the matter of claims against the District of 
Columbia in the rtments, and defending suits against said District in the 
Court of Claims, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General, 


$2,500. 

Writs of lunacy: To defray the expenses attending the execution of writs 
de lunatico inguirendo, and commitments made thereunder, in all cases of indi- 
gent insane persons committed to the Government Hospital for the Insane by 
order of the executive authority of the District of Columbia under the provis- 
ions of the act approved Mareh 3, 1877, $2,000. 


INTEREST AND SINKING FUND. 
For interest and sinking fund on the funded debt, exclusive of water bonds, 
$1,213,947.97. 
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES. 


For rent of District offices, $3,600; for general advertising, $3,000; for books, 
and repairs of books for register of wills, $200 ; to enable the register of wills to 
complete the assorting, briefing, indexing, and filing the records of his office, 
and ucing the administration and guardian deckets, prior to 1879, includ- 
ing clerical service and purchase of file-holders and bocks, $1,000; printing, 
checks, , forage, care of horses not otherwise provided for, horseshoe- 
ing, fuel, ice, gas, repairs, insurance, rebinding and repairing records, and other 
general necessary expenses of District offices, $7,000 ; in all, $14,800. 

EMERGENCY FUND. 

To be expended only in case of emergency, such as riot, pestilence, calamity 
by flood or fire, and of like character, and in all other cases of emergency not 
otherwise sufficiently provided for, $5,000: Provided, That in the purchase of all 
articles provided for in this act no more than the market price shall be paid for 
any such articles, and all bids for any of such articles above the market price 
shall be rejected. 

FOR REFORMATORIES AND PRISONS. 


For Washington Asylum: For one intendant, $1,200; one matron, $600; one 
physician, $1,080; one resident physician, $486; one clerk, $600; one 
baker, ; one overseer, $800; five overseers, at $600 each; one engineer, $600; 
one assistant engineer, $350; one second assistant engineer, $300; five watch- 
men, at $365 each ; one blacksmith, $300; one hostler and ambulance-driver, 
; one female at workhouse, at $300; one female keeper at work- 
poop tan two cooks, at $120 each; three at $60 each; one nurse, 
a * continge t te Gomes oa ee coal i 
‘or nt expenses, m provements repairs, provisions, 
fuel, forage, lumber, shoes, clothing, dry goods, hardware, medicines, repairs 
to tools, cars, tracks, steam-heating and cooking apparatus, painting, and other 
necessary items and services, 000. 

For School: For one superintendent, $1,500; assistant superintend- 
ent, $900; teachers and assistant teachers, $3,500; matron of school, $600; three 
matrons of families, at $180 each; superintendent of chair-shop, $660; farmer, 
$180; engineer, $396; baker, cook, shoemaker, and tailor, at » each; two 
dini servants, seamstress, chambermaid, and laundress, at $144 each ; 
florist, $360; watchmen, not exceeding five in number, $1,140; secretary and 
treasurer of board of trustees, $600; in all $12.596. 

For support of inmates, including groceries, flour, feed, meats, dry goods, 
leather and shoes, gas, fuel, hardware, table ware, furniture, farm implements 
and seeds, harness and to same, fertilizers, books, stationery, plumbing, 
pane and glazing, medicines, medical attendance, stock, fencing, repairs to 

uildings, and other necessary items, including compensation, not exceeding 
$900, for additional labor or services, and for transportation and other necessary 
expenses incident to securing suitable homes for discharged boys, not exceed- 

$500, all ~~ the control of the commissioners, $26,000. 
or grading, draining, and permanently improving grounds, $600. 
For the industrial tos School: F ea a 
‘or: ustri ome : For ntenance of inmates and salaries of 
superintendent and employés, the promotion of industries, and general repairs, 
aon necessary expenses, all under the control of the commissioners, $10,- 


Transportation of and prisoners: Fortransportation of paupers and 
i prisoners to the werkhouse, $4,000. = 
‘or support of the insane: 
For rt of the indigent insane of the District of Columbia in the Govy- 
ernment tal for the Insane in said District, as provided in sections 4844 
and 4850 of the Revised Statutes, $35,000, 


For charities: 

For relief of the poor, $15,000. : 

For the support and maintenance of the Columbia Hospital for Women and 
Lying-in Asylum, $15,000. 

For the Women’s Christian Association, $1,000. : 

For the National Association for Destitute Colored Women and Children, 
$9,000. 

To enable said association to care for colored foundlings, $1,000. 

For the Children’s Hospital, $5,000. 

For St, Ann’s Infant Asylum, $6,000. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 18, on page 31, insert “to complete the erection of additional ac- 
commodations for the use of St. Rose’s Industrial School, $5,000,”’ 


The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For maintenance of the Church Orphanage Association of St, John’s Parish 
of the District of Columbia, $1,500. 

For the Washington Hospital for Foundlings, for maintenance, $7,000, 

Association for Works of Mercy, for purchase of lot, $3,000; for maintenance 
and repairs, $2,500; in all, $5,500. 

For the National Homeopathic Hospital Association of Washington, D, C., for 
maintenance, $5,000. 

For maintenance of the National Temperance Home, $1,500. 


Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 32, in line 7, strike out the word “ one” and insert “ two.” 


Mr. CANNON. This is the provision for the maintenance of the 
National Temperance Home, and increases the amount to $2,500. I 
think there is no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That hereafter the several institutions included under the heads of asylums, 
reformatories, industrial schools, and charities named in the annual appropria- 
tion acts for the support of the District of Columbia shall report to the commis- 
sioners of the District, on or before the Ist day of October of each year, a full 
and detailed account of receipts and expenditures, and all their operations, and 
said commisioners shall transmit the same to Congress at the beginning of each 
regular session, with such suggestions and recommendations as they may deem 
pertinent, together with estimates for maintaining the same. 


WATER DEPARTMENT. 


The following sums are hereby appropriated to carry on the operations of the 
water department, to be paid wholly from its revenues, namely : 

For one chief clerk, $1,500; two clerks at $1,400 each; one clerk, $1,000; one 
superintendent, $1,600; one draughtsman, $1,500; one messenger, $600 ; one in- 
spector, at $3 per day, $936; six inspectors, at $900 each; contingent expenses, 
including books, blanks, stationery, forage, advertising, printing, and other 
necessary items and services, $3,000; in all, $18,366. 

For engineers and firemen, fuel, material for high service, in Washington and 
Georgetown, pipe distribution to high and low service, including public hy- 
drants, fire-plugs, material and labor, repairing and laying new mains, and 
lowering mains, $86,000. 

For interest and sinking fand on water-stock bonds, $44,610. ; 

For interest on account of increasing the water supply, as provided in the 
act of July 15, 1882, $33,399.91. 

For sinking fund on account of increase of water supply, under act of July 
15, 1882, $53,015. 73. 

Sec. 2. That said commissioners shall not make requisitions upon the ap- 
propriations from the Treasury of the United States for a largeramount during 
the fiscal year 1890 than they make on the appropriationsarising from the reve- 
nues, including drawback certificates, of said District. ; 

Sec. 3. That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed and au- 
thorized to apply such portion as may be deemed expedient of any surplus 
which may remain at the close of the fiscal year 1889, and of each fecal year 
thereafter, of the general revenues of the District of Columbia in excess of one- 
half of those appropriations, payable equally out of the revenues of the District 
and the United States, to the payment of the balance yet remaining unpaid of 
the debt of the District of Columbia created by the act approved July 15, 1382, 
entitled ““An act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, and 
for other purposes:” Provided, That the. amount of said surplus shall first be 
reported to the commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Treasury of 
= United States by the First Comptroller of the Treasury when called upon to 

0 80. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I raise the point of order against the third sec- 
tion, on page 35, that it is new legislation. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon thaé, 
and that he will hear me one moment. This is identical with a pro- 
vision passed by the House unanimously at the last session to provide 
againt the accumulation of the surplus. There is a debt bearing a 
rate of 3 per cent. interest which the people of the District have to pay. 
It seems bad policy to allow this surplus to lie and accumulate while 
the District is paying this rate of interest. I think it is perfectly safe 
to say that there will be ample money to carry on all the business of 
the District, and let this money go toin part liquidate this debt. I 
hope the gentleman will not insist upon the point of order. The pro- 
vision was passed upon unanimously by the House at the Jast session, 
and was lost in the Senate. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I raised the point of order, Mr. Chairman, upen 
the ground that the debt which this is intended to provide for was cre- 
ated in 1882 for the express purpose of providing water facilities for this 
city; and it was provided in that act that the debt which the District 
of Columbia incurred in making these improvements should be paid in 
twenty-five years, by regular installments until paid, out of the surplus 
water rents which were received from those citizens of this District who 
enjoyed these additional facilities. The money which will be appro- 
priated under this section, if it pass, is raised by taxation from the 
property-holders in the District of Columbia. There are many people 
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here who did not enjoy any of the water facilities and other improve- 
ments that have been made. 

It is unfair to them to take the money which has been raised by tax- 
ation through a levy of the District commissioners and apply it to the 
payment of a debt which was created for the establishment of water- 
works which are enjoyed by a portion of the people only; and itis on that 

round that I raise the pointoforder. I believe my friend from Georgia 

Mr. CLEMENTS] does not contend that it is not objectionable to the 
rule. I have raised the point of order because there are special pro- 
visions under the law for paying this debt in a regular, orderly way, 
with the rents for the water which are subject to the debts for these 
water-works, and by which the debt will be paid by those for whose bene- 
fit it has been incurred; whereas, if this bill passes with this provision in 
it, there are a number of people outside of the city of Washington and 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, who will pay their taxes on 
the liquidation of this debt, while they are receiving no benefit from 
it; and it was not contemplated in the original act that they should pay 
any portion of it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I submit that it is not subject toa point of order. 
It is public money belonging to the District. This is an appropriation 
bill, and it is simply an appropriation of money for the extinguishment 
ofadebt. There are other appropriations in the bill for the sinking 
fund. This simply provides for the partial payment of another debt. 
It does not interfere with the continuation of the payment of the bal- 
ance of that debt by whatever is left after the paymentof this surplus. 

There is provided by existing law a regular sinking fund. Ivtis in 
addition to that, and is simply to appropriate the surplus money of the 
District of Columbia for the payment of this debt. I think at the be- 
ginning of the fiscal year there was to the credit of the District of Co- 
lumbia over $700,000, and at the end of this fiscal year there will 
probably be not less than $1,000,000 of idle surplus. What does the 
gentleman propose to do with this money ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This section provides— - 

That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed and authorized to 
apply such portion as may be deemed expedient of any surplus which may re- 
main at the close of the fiscal year 1889, and of each fiscal year thereafter, of the 
general revenues of the District of Columbia in excess of one-half of those ap- 
propriations, etc. 

Now, this bill purports to bea bill making appropriations to provide 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. Well, now, 
if this is something that has not already been provided for by law, then 
it can be enacted in this bill; otherwise it can not. 

Therule expressly provides ‘‘ that no appropriation shall be reported 
in any general appropriation bill, or be in order in any amendment 
thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized by law.’’ Now, 
it can hardly be contended that there is any general law upon the sub- 
ject of authorizing the diversion of the surplus money in the hands of 
the commissioners for the paymentof a debt that the people of this Dis- 
trict owe. If there is such a law, then this section is surplusage, and 
ought tobe stricken out; but if there isno such law, then it is substan- 
tially new legislation, and can not be carried on ah appropriation bill. 
If the gentleman desires to remedy the effect of an accumulating sur- 
plus, and if there is more money in the hands of the District commis- 
sioners than is necessary, they can Jessen expenditures and not divert 
money which has been raised for one purpose to the payment of a debt 
which is already specifically provided for, and by other people, who are 
not receiving the benefits of that debt. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to say a word on this point of order. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Does the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL] think it is not good Democratic doctrine to pay out the 
surplus in discharge of honest indebtedness? 

r. HEMPHILL. Yes; but not out of money that has been pro- 
vided for another purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like tosay a word about this point of order, 
and, to make myself understood in saying that I think that substan- 
tially this section is not subject to the point of order, I want to call 
the attention of the Chair to the fact that some years it was thought 
to be necessary that there should be an extension of the water system 
of the District. ‘The District had not the money to pay for it, and an 
appropriation was made from the general Treasury of the United States, 
by way of advance to the District, to make these improvements. Also, 
it was provided, as I recollect, that the water rent should be used \to 
make a sinking fund looking towards the payment of this debt, or this 
advance of money by the United States made from the Federal Treas- 
ury. 
The money was advanced by virtue of that appropriation and the 
water system was extended. As the years have rolled around there 
has been accumulated from taxation, as the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HemMPHt1tt.] has said, a surplus amounting, as stated by 
my colleague on the committee, from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], to 
about $700,000. This constitutes a fund from which some gentlemen 
~—not the mass of the people of the District, but various special inter- 
ests—are desirous of having liberal appropriations made, which, in 
our judgment, are not judicious. Now, itoccurs to me that it is com- 
petent, as the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CLEMENTS] has said, to 
appropriate money from year to year to pay the debts of the District. 





This provision does not propose to change the law which levies a water 
rent for this service; by no manner of means. It simply takes 
money in the Treasury and appropriates it to the payment of a debt 
which the District owes. 

I am inclined to think that possibly there is one clause or one pro- 
vision in this section which may render it subject to a point of order, 
and if the Chair should so hold, then I hope my colleague from Georgia 
{[Mr. CLEMENTS] will offer the amendment free from that provision. 
It is to be found in lines 16 and 17: ‘‘and of each fiscal year there- 
after.’’ This is an annual appropriation bill, providing for the ex- 
penditure of money for the carrying on of the affairs of the District 
and the payment of the debts of the District for this fiscal year; and 
perhaps this provision is subject to the criticism which the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr, HEMPHILL] makes upon it, that it pro- 
poses to make a permanent appropriation of the surplus, not only for 
this year, but for future years. But I think that if the Chair will ex- 
amine the question closely he will find that, with the modification I 
have suggested, the provision is unquestionably in order. 

If it were proper, I would be glad to discuss the merits of this prop- 
osition. The objection of the gentleman from South Carolina does not 
commend itself to me when he says that this fand was raised by gen- 
eral taxation and that this isa proposition torelieve people who consume 
water from tle burden of paying forit. I would reply that this sur- 
plus is in the Treasury and not drawing interest, and that this debt is 
owing by the District, and that it isin the line of good legislation and 
of economy that this $700,000 should be applied to the payment of that 
debt, as it may be, and the payment of interest stopped, instead of be- 
ing allowed to constitute a fund to beget extravagant expenditures, 
which are not intended for the benefit of the many in the District, but 
for the benefit of the few, who often seek appropriations, as I am com- 
pelled to believe, for the purpose of advancing property in limited sec- 
tions of the District rather than for the general good. 

I believe that the Chair, upon a full and fair examination, will see 
that this clause is not subject to the point of order, and if the question is 
evenly balanced in the mind of the Chair, then I trust that, in the line 
of economy and in the interest of sound public policy, he will throw 
the doubt, if there be any, in favor of the clause and not against it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I concur most heartily in what the tleman 
from Illinois says about the desirableness of economy in public expend- 
itures. We are all great professors of political economy here. 

Mr. CANNON. But you do not practice it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Many of us donot always practice what we preach, 
but I am satisfied that if the Chair will examine this section he will 
find that not only are the words referred to by the gentleman from 1l- 
linois objectionable under this clause of Rule X XI to which I have re- 
ferred, but that the whole provision is so, The gentleman has referred to 
the fact that this is not new legislation, or would not beif these words 
were stricken out, but the rule provides for two things which can not 
be put into an appropriation bill. One is anappropriation for an ex- 
penditure not previously authorized, and the other is new legislation. 
Now, if this expenditure has been previously authorized, this appropri- 
ation of the surplus to the payment of this debt, then if the gentleman 
from Illinois can put his hand on the law which authorizes it, that 
will settle the question. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If the gentleman will yield to me, I will have 
that law read now. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If there is such a statute, it settles the question. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will ask the Clerk to read what I send to the 
desk, a part of the act of 1885 relative to this debt. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that the Treasurer of the ‘United States, as sinking-fund commissiones 
of the District of Columbia, shall, after paying the interest of the funded in- 
debtedness of the District, including the interest on the water bonds, out of the 
combined funds, invest the balance thereof on account of the several sinking 
funds in such bonds of the District of Columbia, including the water bonds, as 
he may deem most advantageous. * * * 

To the interest on one-half of all moneys already advanced and that pray 
be advanced to July 1, 1885, by the United States,excepting the amount ad- 
vanced for construct fish-ways under the provisions of an ochanepeneé July 
15, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington 
and for other aaaeee $30,000, or so much thereof as may be required, said 
amount to be drawn from the Treasury only on the requisition of the Treasurer 
of the United States. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Has not the Clerk made a mistake in reading 
what has just been read? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I will ask the Clerk to read the residue of the 
paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Provided, That hereafter it shall be the duty of the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to include in their annual estimates for the ongoerts of the 
water department an estimate to be made by the Treasurer of the United States 
of the amount necessary to refund in not less than twenty-five annual install- 
ments one-half of the amount advanced by the United States under the said act 
of July 15, 1882, with interest on said amount at the rate of 3 per cent. } an- 
num, computed annually on the principal sum remaining unpaid, in all $186,349, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to call attention to_the fact that there is 
an existing law creating this debt; the money was advanced by the 
Government to pay the whole expense originally; and up to this time 
all that has been ex has come out of the general Treasury of the 
United States. After a portion of the money had been expended, the 
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act from which the Clerk has just read was passed in order to secure 
a repayment of the District’s half of that indebtedness. It was pro- 
vided that this repayment should be made in not less than twenty-five 
annual installments, and that the commissioners of the District should 
make estimates for this purpose. They have made estimates in ac- 
cordance with that act. . 
There is existing law by which this debt has been created; there is 
existing law providing for the payment of the debt in not less than 
twenty-five annual installments; a portion of those instailments have 
already been paid; there is yet due by the District on that debt about 
$1,000,000. Now, what law do we contravene when we simply propose 
in this bill to pay more than the amount required to pay this indebted- 
ness in twenty-five annual installments? Here is a surplus arising 
under existing law; here is a debt created by existing law, and provis- 


ion made for its payment. We propose simply in effect an increase of 


that sinking fund—an application of the surplus to this indebtedness. 
The Chair will observe that the act simply fixed the minimum number 
of annual installments; it did not limit the amount which might be 
paid on this indebtedness at any given time. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Does the gentleman think that the law which 
has been read covers this case? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It seems to me to have no application to it. It 
simply provides, as the Chair will observe, that the Treasurer of the 
United States shall apply the surplus to the payment of a number of 
different kinds of bonds. The provision now under discussion under- 
takes to appropriate the whole surplus to a particular class of bonds. 

Mr. CLEM NTS. The law provides for these among others. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Is it not a change of law to take away the dis- 
cretion of the Treasurer under that statute to apply this money to the 

yment of a number of different classes of bonds and provide that 
he shall apply the whole surplus to these specific bonds? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That act simply provides a sinking fund to pay 
several different debts; and it provides that this indebtedness shall 
not be paid-in less than twenty-five annual installments. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. And this provision which you propose to adopt 
in this bill would take away the right of the Treasurer to apply this 
surplus to several different kinds of bonds and would make the surplus 
applicable to a particular class of bonds, not only for this year but for 
years to come. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Not at all; we provide for all the other bonds 
provided for in that act. The sinking fund is kept up. We do not 
rome to interfere in any way with the sinking fund in regard to other 

debtedness. 

I call attention to the further fact that the existing law does not re- 
quire this debt to be paid out of any specific revenue, but out of the 

1 revenues of the District. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Upon that point I would like to read to the 
Chair the language of this bill on page 33: 

The followin are hereby appr rr i f th 
woter depertussn’, to be paid whohy feu terrence 

That has been the law as provided in every one of these appropria- 
tion bills—that the expenses of the water department are to be paid 
wholly from the revenues of that department. That was the original 
oo upon which the department was organized, and it has been fol- 
owed ever since. This isa change from the original purpose and from 
the provisions of every preceding appropriation bill as well as from 
the very appropriation bill which the gentleman is now seeking to put 
through the House. 

Mr. CANNON. 
there? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. What is there in the law to prohibit Congress from 
taking surplus money belonging to the District and appropriating it in 

ent of the debts which the District owes? 
r. HEMPHILL. Well, sir, the rule of the House prohibits you 
from doing that very thing under existing law. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not so understand. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, If there is to be any appropriation of this money 
in this way, it must be by a separate act of Congress, not by a provis- 
ion in a general appropriation bill; because this is not in accordance 
with any expenditure previously authorized by law. 

Mr. CANNON. I submit to the Chair and to the gentleman from 
South Carolina that here is $700,000 in the District treasury, so to 
speak, not appropriated to any purpose and subject to appropriation of 
Congress acting for the District. Now, the District owns the money, 
and what is there in the law to prevent the appropriation under the 
rules of the House of that money, now lying idly in the Treasury, to 
the payment of a debt now due? Inother words, the power that made 
the debt carried with it the power to pay it. As the debt is due, and 
we have the money to pay it, to my mind, according to the plainest 
principles of common sense, and I was going to say according to the 
plainest principles of common honesty, these rules do not mean, and 
can not be made to mean, that we are prohibited from passing an ap- 


Will the gentleman allow me an inquiry right 


de 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that 
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if he had listened to the law which was read by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], in charge of the bill, he would have learned 
that this surplus has been already appropriated. If this means any- 
thing at all it appropriates it in a different manner to a specific debt. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can not find any rule which pro- 
hibits under.a general appropriation bill, or anywhere else, the use of 
idle money toward the payment of a debtalready due. Such construc- 
tion on this or any other rule of the House is to my mind simply ab- 
surd. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. ‘The gentleman is entitled to his own opinion. 

Mr. CANNON. That is my opinion. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then, according to the gentleman, why could 
you not appropriate the surplus in the Treasury to the payment of any 
bonds? Can you do that? The rule says it must be expended. If 
you can use the money there, why can not you levy taxes and use them? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman claim that the act of 1882 
providing for the extinguishment of these water bonds has been re- 
pealed by the act of 1885? 

Mr. CANNON. The act of 1885? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, the act of 1884. 

Mr. CANNON. The act of 1884, as I recollect, created a sinking 
fund for the purpose of this indebtedness. Let me look at the act of 1884. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairthinks this changes existing Jaw, and 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask unanimous consent to recur to page 9 of the 
bill for the purpose of offering an amendment to line 9 on that page. 
My purpose is to raise tlfe appropriation for permit work from $100,000 
to $200,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I feel constrained to object to that request. Act- 
ing on the part of the full committee, I would not feel warranted in 
agreeing to it. 

Mr. ROWELL. I simply desire to say that I was not present when 
these pages were read or I should have offered the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORAN. I call the next appropriation bill on the Calendar, 
the bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment of inva- 
lid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other pu ; 

I will state in reference to this bill that it is identically the same 
bill as thet passed by the House and Senate last year. It is the same 
law with this single exception, that the amount for rent, which in last 
year’s bill was $18,200, has been reduced to $17,000 in this bill. The 
Commissioner of Pensions reports that the item for rent in the city of 
Washington has been reduced about $900. There will be a reduction 
by reason of the transfer of the pension agency from Syracuse to the 
public building at Buffalo, N. Y., and also perhaps a reduction by rea- 
son of the completion of the public building at Des Moines, Iowa. In 
all other respects the two pension bills are the same, except that some 
provisos in last year’s bill have been omitted from this because they 
are now existing law. 

I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the first formal reading of 
the bill, and that it be read by paragraphs for debate and amendment. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 


payment of pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses, namely: 

For Army and Navy pensions as follows: For invalids, widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent relatives, and survivors and widows of the war of 1812, 
and with Mexico, $80,473,000: Provided, That the appropriation aforesaid for 
Navy pensions shall be paid from the income of the Navy pension fund so far 
as the same may be sufficient for that purpose: And provided further, That the 
amount expended under each of the above items shall be accounted for sep- 
arately: And provided further, That hereafter all United States officers now au- 
thorized to administer oaths are hereby required and directed to administer any 
and all oaths required to be made by pensioners and their witnesses in the exe- 
cution of their vouchers for their pensions free of charge. 

For fees and expenses of examining surgeons for services rendered within 
the fiscal year 1890, $1,000,000. Andeach member of each examining board shall, 
as now authorized by law, receive the sum of $2 for the examination of each 
applicant whenever five or a less number shall be examined on any one day, 
and $1 for the examination of each additional applicant on such day: Provided, 
That if twenty or more applicants appear on one day, no fewer than twenty 
shall, if practicable, be examined on said day, and if fewer examinations be 
then made, twenty or more having appeared, then there shall be paid for the 
first examinations made on the next examination day the fee of $1 only uniil 
twenty examinations shall have been made. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe the language used here in 
reference to examining surgeons is the same as the present law, and I 
suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that this provision, having been in 
the bill three or four years, ought to be made a permanent provision. 
I will therefore, with his consent, move to strike out the words in line 
14 of the bill, ‘‘as now authorized by law,’’ and insert, after the word 
**shall,’’ the word “‘ hereafter;’’ so that it will read: 


And each member of each examining board shall hereafter receive the sum of 
, ete 


Mr. FORAN. There is no objection to that. 
The amendment was adopted. 
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The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, as follows: 

For the salaries of eighteen agents for the payment of pensions, at $41,000 each, 
$72,000. For clerk-hire, $178,000: Provided, That the amount of clerk-hire for 
each agency shall be apportioned as nearly as practicable in proportion to the 
number of pensioners paid at each agency. 

For fuel, $750. 

For lights, $750. 

For stationery and other necessary expenses, to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, $16,000, 

For rents, $17,000. 

Mr. FORAN. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the District of Columbia appropriation bill and the 
pension appropriation bill, had directed him to report the same tothe 
House with sundry amendments. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
first bill reported from the Committee of the Whole: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (81. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes. . 

Mr.CLEMENTS. I ask unanimons consent that the amendments 
reported from the Committee of the Whole may be considered and voted 
upon together. 

There being no objection, the amendments were considered and 
adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. e 

Mr. CLEMENTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also meved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11658) meheporpnes ee for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes, 


The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole was 
adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. FORAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 11701) for the relief of the build- 
ing and mutual loan associations of the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 11702) granting a pension to Louis 
Woerner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 11703) granting a pension to Pat- 
rick Feeley—to the Committee on 'nvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11704) granting a pension to Banner Brunnuit— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 11705) to increase the pension of C. 
M. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 11706) granting a pension to John 
Voit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11707) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
Nerthop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 11708) for the relief of Allie V. 
Askew, administratrix of W. W. Neeley, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11709) for the relief of Caroline C. Hedges—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11710) for the relief of Aaron Stanton and James 
C. Rrandon, executors of Charlotte S. Brandon, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

jy Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to Nona 
J. Tillery, minor child of Wyatte L. Tillery—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11712) granting a pension to Jacob 
Kappenhofer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 11713) for the relief of William R. Ba- 
ker—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 11714) to provide increase of 
pension to James Waters, formerly of Captain Weatherbye’s Company 
of Pennsylvania Militia, war of 1812-,to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11715) increasing the pension of 
Moses Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11716) granting a pension to Joseph M. Ward— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11717) granting a pension to Mildred Pate—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11718) granting a pension to Johanna Knab—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 11719) granting a pension to Sté- 
phen Damacher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11720) granting a pension to Pauline T. Carpenter, 
widow of Lee Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11721) making an appropriation of $1,950 to reim- 
burse Messrs. Crumbo & Melcher for money lost on their centract for 
the construction of a roadway from New Albany, Ind., to the national 
cemetery near that place—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 11722) for the relief of Elizabeth J. 
Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 11724) for therelief of Martin Keat- 
ing—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, MATSON: A bill {H. R. 11725) granting a pension to Ben- 
nett J. Crowder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensirns. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 11726) granting a pension to 
8. U. Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11727) for the relief of Mary C. Stevens—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 11728) granting a pension to Delia 
W. Monshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: A bill (H. R. 11729) for the relief of Christopher 
G. Holt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 11730) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine Flicke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11731) granting a pension to Eliza J. Booth—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11732) granting a pension to Ellen O’Malley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PLUMB: A bill (H. R. 11733) granting a pension to H. W. 
Wixom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 11734) for the relief of John L, 
Green—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort 
Smith, Ark.’’—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 11736) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet M. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11737) granting a pension to Rebecca D. Vedder— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 11738) granting a pension to 
Sarah McTavey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 11739) for the relief of William 
Merrick, of North Carolina—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER (by request): A bill (H. R. 11740) for the relief 
of E. F. Gobel, of Minois—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: A bill (H. R. 11741) grantinga pen- 
sion to Alexander M. Boatright—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11742) for the relief of 
J. @, Peebles—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11743) for the relief of George W. Craig—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 11744) for the relief of Dr. Edward 
Dunscomb—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11745) granting a pension to 
Oscar N. Lampson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 11746) to pension Elias W. 
Welden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 11747) to appropriate $500 to 
pay balance of rent of court building in Huntsville, Ala., for the year 
1888—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11748) granting a pension to John 
8. Long-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Mrs. C. W. Partee, of Quitman 
County, Mississippi, for herself and other heirs of Mrs, Mary J. Jack- 
son Hord, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill to improve the harbor of St. Louis, Mo.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COX: Memorial of the committee on centennial celebration 





1888. 





of Washington’s inauguration at New York City—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of J. H. Hawkins and 13 others, and 
of J. Eason and 14 others, of Ensley, Mich., in favor of pure food and 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Papers in the claim of E. Sherod Metz, of Lexing- 
ton, 8. C. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of James C. English and others, asking 
an appropriation for building breakwater in harbor of New Haven, 
Conn.—to Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of sundry citizens of Montague County, 
Texas, for the establishment of a Federal court, etc.—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of E. E. McCroskey, of Knoxville, Tenn., 
relative to duty on coai—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of L. H. Luckett, of Edmund Hogg, and of 
South Fork Grange, of Loudoun County, and of Grange No. 34, of 
Cuckoo, Va., in favorof pure lard and food—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Mary C. Stevens, Tor a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of A. J. Courtright and others, citi- 
zeus of Jackson and Calhoun Counties, Michigan, in favor of pure lard— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of John C. Evans, late private Company H, 
Twenty-first Kentucky Infantry, for relief—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, petition and papers in the case of Daniel Danielson, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of Mrs. Annie Lucas, for compensation as 
laundress to Union and Patent Office hospitals—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Thomas B. Paine and of John L. Green, 
of Arkansas, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—te the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Affidavit to accompany House bill for the 
relief of W. H. Bladis—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill for the improvement of San Diego Har- 
bor, Califernia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Henry Klockenbring, for an orig- 
inal invalid pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
—_ bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 

Patents: 
om Mr. J. E, CAMPBELL: Of William 8. McMush, of Moscow, 
io. 

By Mr. COX: Of B. Koenig, of New York City. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of George S. Stout and others, of Michigan. 

By Mr. DUNN: Of E. D. Estes, of Corning, Ark. 

By Mr. GEAR: Of Nauer & Lorsheter, of Fort Madison, Iowa. 

By Mr. GIF FORD: Of C. Boyd Barrett, of Aberdeen, Dak., and of 
Kanause & Bents, of Woonsocket, Dak. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Of F. W. Phillips, of Schmitz & Muette, and 
of M. B. Kimball, of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of C. W. Hazzard, of Monongahela City, Pa. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Of E. B. Lewis, of H.S. Taylor, and of T. E. 
Haywood, of Ohio. 

By Mr. LONG: Of A. H. Fuller, of Brockton, Mass. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Of A. M. White, of Auburn, N. Y. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of Edward B. Haines, of Paterson, N. J. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Of J. V. Park, of Joliet, Il. 

By Mr. RICE: Of George K. Shaw, editor of the Evening Star, of 
Minneapolis, and of E. F. Barrett, publisher of the Democrat, of Still- 
water, Minn. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Of A. A. McIntire and George A. Work- 
ham, of Independence, Wis. 

By Mw STAHLNECKER: Of J. G. P. Holden, of Yonkers, N. Y. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Of W. H. Holmes, of Waupaca, Wis. 
aor Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Of C. P. B. Medlenka, of Houston, 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, December 11, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
JONATHAN CHACE, a Senator from the State of Rhode Island, ap- 
peared in his seat to-day. 
COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the House of Representatives; which was read: 
In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, December 7, 1838. 
Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to furnish the House 
with a duplicate f concurrent resolution to print 5,000 additional 


copy o 
copies of the report of the Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geo- 
@etic Survey, the original having been lost. 
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The request will be complied with, 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
if there be no objection. 


MBS. ELLA M. GROVER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2254) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Ella M. Grover, which was, in line 6, before the word 
“‘dollars,’’ to strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘forty-five.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the 
Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the year 1888; 
which, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, was, with the accompanying re- 
port, referred to the Committee on Printing. 


REPORT OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica: 
tion from the Clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting, in pursuance 
of section 1057 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, a state- 
ment of judgments rendered by that court for the year ending Novem- 
ber 30, 1888, the amounts thereof, the parties in whose favor rendered, 
and a brief synopsis of the claims upon which those judgments were 
rendered; which, with the accompanying report, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting the report of Maj. Charles W. Raymond, Cerps of 
Engineers, United States Army, engineer commissioner of the District 
of Columbia, on the subject of the best method of removing all electric 
wires from the air or surface of the streets, avenues, and alleys, and 
the best method of interring the same under-ground, and such legal 
regulation thereof as may be needed, and what manner of conduit 
should be constructed and maintained, etc., which report was adopted 
by the board; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the board of 
managers of the Temporary Home for Sailors and Soldiers, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of the District of Columbia, praying that an appro- 
priation of $2,500 be made to sustain that institution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition adopted by a meeting of late sol- 
diers of the Union Army held recently in Elk County, Kansas, praying 
for the passage of certain pension legislation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of J. Joyner and 194 other 
citizens of South Carolina, who state that they are twenty-one years of 
age, and male residents of the county of Orangeburgh and the voting pre- 
cinct of Zeigler, and are legally qualified to register and vote; that on the 
Gth day of November, 18#8, they presented themselves at said voting 
precinct in order to vote for Presidential electors and member of Con- 
gress, and that they were denied the right to vote. The petitioners 
state that they made every reasonable effort to become qualified to vote 
according to the registration laws of the State, but were denied an 
equal chance and the same opportunity to register as was accorded to 
other of their fellow-citizens. They state that they intended to vote 
for the Republican electors and for 8. W. McKinlay for member of 
Congress. 

The petitioners pray that Congress shall investigate the facts stated 
and the practical workings of the registration and election laws of 
Sonth Carolina, and devise some means to secure to the petitioners the 
free exercise of the rights guarantied to them by the constitution of 
South Carolina and the Jaws and Constitution of the United States. 

I desire to have the petition referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, and I present a letter addressed to myself to be trans- 
mitted to the committee with the petition, the letter making some 
statements with reference to the circumstances which have led to the 
preparation and presentation of the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition and accompanying let- 
ter will be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of Sarah J. Hay, widow of 
Morgan Hay, late of Company G, Forty-third Indiana Volunteers, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of Charles Haas and 15 other 
citizens of Willets Point, New York Harbor, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill to prevent band musicians of the United States 
Army from accepting musical engagements, or from entering into com- 
petition with civil musicians; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 





| 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 

ferred the bill (H. R. 855) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer, 

asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be 





He also introduced a bill (S. 3698) granting a pension to William 
Brockelsby; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 


and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 2667) for the relief of Ida M. Howell; and 
A bill (S. 3072) granting a pension to John J. Gorham. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Thomas H,. Shelter and others, praying that a 
pension be granted to Mrs. Elizabeth New, submitted a report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill (S. 3694) granting a pension to Elizabeth New; 


which was read twice by its title. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were agreed to, 


and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 
A bill (S. 1240) granting a pension to Lyman H. Walker; and 
A bill (8. 2841) granting an increase of pension to Josiah Edwards. 
THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit and 
Contre] the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 


the resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] yes- 


terday, to report it favorably, without amendment. I ask for its pres- 


ent consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the condition of affairs in the Samoan Islands so far as it affects the inter- 
ests and rights of American citizens resident or doing business there ; the rela- 
tions of the United States with and their obli ons to said islands under ex- 


isting treaties; the necessity of maintaining ir neutrality or independence, 
and our duty in this rd; what steps have been taken in this direction by 


our Government, and what further action, if any,isdemanded. To this end said 
committee shall have power to send for persons and pa: administer the 


necessary oaths, employ sten hers if required, cause its proceedings to be 


printed from time to time for its own use; and the expenses thereof shall be 


paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by 
the chairman of said committee, and by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is the resolution, I believe, that the Sena- 
tor from Maine submitted yesterday. The Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
GRAY] is not present, and I ask, if it be convenient, that the resolu- 
tion may lie over until other matters can be transacted. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Delaware be present this morn- 
ing? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He isin the city. I met him at one of the De- 
partments a few minutes ago. I suppose he will be here soon. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to the resolution lying over until 
the Senator from Delaware comes in, but lam exceedingly anxious 
that the committee shall receive to-day the authority proposed to be 

iven, 
: Mr. COCKRELL. I have no disposition to delay it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will lie on the table 
temporarily. . 

Mr. GRAY entered the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
{Mr. GRAY] object to action upon the resolution reported this morn- 
ing from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate, which was submitted yesterday by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Fryr]? 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave noobjection. I have just at this moment heard 
that the resolution was reported from the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses. I did not suppose that the resolution would be reported so 
soon. So faras the facts which the resolution is, I suppose, intended 
to elicit, I am not informed about them; I have had no opportunity to 
be informed about them in detail. I think that the resolution had 
better be passed, and we shall then get the facts before the Senate in 
some shape. 

Mr. FRYE. I am obliged tothe Senator, I desire to have the reso- 
lution passed immediately, for certain reasons. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion having been reported this morning and read at length, the ques- 
tion is en agreeing to the seme. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VEST (at the request of Mr. BuTLER) introduced a bill (S. 3695) 
to amend section 555 of the Revised Statutes of the United States re- 
lating to the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLU MBintroduced a bill (S. 3696) to authorize the Omaha, Dodge 
City and Southern Railway Company to build its road across the Fort 
Hays military reservation; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3697) granting a ion to Franz Heil, 
alias Sebastian Kerber; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 























Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (8. 3689) to amend the laws relating 
to land titles in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its titlé, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 3700) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Gresham; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3701) granting a pension to 
David Shook; which was read twice by its tifle, and, with the accom- 
panying paper. referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3702) granting a pension to Da- 
vid Bevan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (8. 3703) for the relief of John D. 
Thorne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. @ 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 120) authorizing 
Capt. George S. Anderson, Sixth Cavalry, to accept from the President 
of the French Republica diploma conferring the decoration of Chevalier 
of the National er of the Legion of Honor; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART, it was 


Ordered, That A. 8. Lee have leave to withdraw from the files of the Sen- 
ate his petition and statement of his account against the United States for rent, 
no adverse report having been made. 


EXPENSES AT YORKTOWN CELEBRATION. 


Mr, COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to furnish 
the Senate, at his earliest convenience, with a full account of the expenditures 
made by the late General W. 8. Hancock, in the fall of 1881, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War,in entertaining the French officers and others invited to 
assist at the centennial celebration of the surrender of the British army at York- 
town to the combined forces of the United States and France, together with 
copies of «lee and correspondence on file in his Department touching the 
same; and advise the Senate whether the said General Hancock, or his es- 
tate, ever received any reimbursement of such expenses in whole or in part. 


NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. McPHERSON. If the morning hour is ended, I desire to call 
up for consideration a bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII being in 
oe one from New Jersey moves to proceed to the considera- 
tion of a bill. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I move totake up Senate bill 779, Calendar num- 
ber 1887. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill mentioned by 
the Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. Order of Business 1887, a bill (S. 779) for the 
relief of the New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, which was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and to insert: 

That the Court of Claims shall, notwithstanding the lapse of time, be author- 
ized to take jurisdiction of and adjudge the claim of the New York, Lake Erie 
and Western Railroad Company for the transportation of the mails of the United 
States from Jan 1,1874, to June 30,1877, upon routes (old numbers) num- 
bered 1201, 1207, and 1208, said claim being upon contracts between the 
United States of America (acting in that behalf by their Postmaster-General) 
and the president of said rail company, signed and acknowledged by John 
A.J. Creswell, Postmaster-General, on the jot day of January, 1874, and by ”. 
H. Watson, president of said company, on the 20th day of April, 1874. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to offer some amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I inquiro from what committee the bill comes? 

Mr. McPHERSON. It comes from the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. I wish to say for the information of the Senate that 
the committee have reported it favorably; that it is a matter in dispute 
both as to law and fact, and I have a letter from the Department pre- 
ferring that the whole matter should be referred to the Court of Claims. 
Both parties have decided upon that course as a settlement of these 
matters of law and fact. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection to the t con- 
sideration of the bill? If there be none, it is before the ate as in 
Committee of the Whole. The reported amendment having been al- 
ready read at length, the further reading will be waived, if be no 
objection. The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McPHERSON., I desire to amend in line, 6 of the amendment, 
after the word “ Company,” by inserting the words ‘‘successor of the 
Erie Railway Company.’ 

The PRESID. pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 
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TheCuter CLERK. In line 6, after the word ‘‘Company,’’ it is pro- 
oot to insert ‘‘successor of the Erie Railway Company;’’ so as to 











































penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other nee, 

A bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 236) to pay the officers, clerks, and employés 
of Congress their salary for December on December 20, 1888. 


THE REVENUE LAWS, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
ion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
being in order, the Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the reve- 
nue, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
HaRRIs to “‘Schedule C, Metals,’’ lines 446 and 447 of the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance, to strike out the words “‘one and one- 
tenth cents’’ and insert ‘‘six-tenths of 1 cent;’’ so as to read: 

130, Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT columns 
and or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb beams, and 
building forms, together with all other structural shapes of iron or stee), six- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
yesterday announced the proposition that the recent election had settled 
the subject of tariff taxation, and, to use nearly his own language, that 
the principle having been settled, the details of legislation ought to be 
left to the majonity of the Finance Committee. 

I have not the slightest disposition, sir, to discuss the result of the 
last election or to thrash old straw. I have my own personal opinion 
as to the causes of that result; and I may be permitted to say in pass- 
ing that I do not think the tariff issue contributed to the success of his 
party so much as the Senator from Ohio seems to think, The Dem- 
ocratic party increased its majorities in the large manufacturing dis- 
tricts, and the result of the election was brought about principally 
where the tariff had no immediate effect. In my judgment, whatever 
it may be worth, ‘‘ the solid South ’’ and the shadow of the war brought 
about that result more than the question of tariff taxation. 

But let that be as it may, speaking for myself and for no one else, I 
am not disheartened by our defeat. If the Senator from Ohio and his 
party think that the election has settled the question of the tariff in 
this country, a greater mistake was never made by mortal men. If 
will last as long as this country endures, because it involves a funda- 
mental difference as to a construction of the Constitution, aside from 
the policiesofthe Government. Ifthe position of the Republican party 
of to-day be the correct one, that unlimited taxation can be used for 
the purposes of protection, the conflict will never cease, because that, 
in my judgment, is the subversion of the fundamental principles of the 
Government together with its autonomy. 

I have no disposition to go intothe discussion of this matter, but I 
simply make that remark as a statement of my own opinion and as a 
rule that will govern my action asapublicman. Solong asf live and 
can lift my voice, I shall protest against this system as now advocated 
by the Republican party of the country; and unless I am misiaken in 
the American people, unless I have studied human nature in vain dur- 
ing a life now verging upon sixty years, the triumph of the Democratic 
— is just as certain in the course of time as that I stand here in this 

nate Chamber to-day. 

But what I wish to say particularly is that although the Senator 
from Ohio may be right in stating that the election was a triumph of 
the protective principle, I absolutely deny, in the most emphatic 
terms, that it settled the details of tariff legislation. The people of the 
United States at that election did not mean to indorse the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee substitute now pending here. The details of the 
measure, as a matter of course, were left to be adjusted afterwards; 
and that question is now pressing upon us in every item of this bill, 
and for myselfI shall exercise my unquestionable right to criticise and 
to oppose, whenever my judgment and conscience dictate, any provis- 
ion in the pending bill, although it takes the remainder of this ses- 
sion, because in my judgment the highest duty of every Senator now 
is to scrutinize closely every paragraph in the bill, and to discuss it if 
necessary, and to vote upon it intelligently afterwards. 

The Senator from Ohio made a statement in which he is very far 
wrong, orelselam. He stated that in this metal schedule the duties 
had been reduced 10 per cent. upon the wholeschedule. I hold in my 
hand the reports of two experts. One comes from the Waysand Means 
Committee of the House «” Representatives, prepared under the di- 
rection of the Committee o1 Ways and Means, by the clerk of that 
committee, and the effect of the Senate substitute as compared with 
the Mills bill and with existing legislation is as follows: 

On metals, which is Schedule C, the average ad valorem duty upon 
the whole schedule is 45.89 per cent. under the existing tariff, and 
under the substitute reported by the Finance Committee it is 55.17 
percent. If that be not correct, I then refer to a report made by the 


That the Court of Claims shall, notwithstanding the lapse of time, be author- 
ized to take jurisdiction of and adjudge the claim of the New York, Lake Erie 
and Western Railroad Company, successor of the Erie Railway Company, for 
the transportation of the mails of the United States, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. : 

Mr.SAWYER. I think that the amendmentisall right. The mat- 
ter was examined very thoroughly before the comn ittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In line 11, after the word ‘‘upon,’’ I move 
that the word ‘‘alleged ’’ be inserted, so as to read ‘‘ being based upon 
alleged contracts.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. 

The CurerF CLERK. In line 11, after the word ‘‘upon,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert the word ‘‘alleged; ’’ so as to read: 

Said claim being based upon all contracts between the United States of 
America (acting in that behalf by ir Postmaster-General) and the president 
of said railroa cemeany, signed and acknowledged by John A. J. Creswell, 

neral, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will not that relieve this claimant from the ne- 
eessity of proving the contract? If the bill simply says that the claim 
shall rest upon alleged contracts, it may relieve the claimant from the 
necessity of proving the contracts. 

Mr. McPHERSON, The contracts have been admitted both by the 
Department and by the railroad company. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then why use the word “‘ alleged ?”’ 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; I will withdraw the amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
that the question is a legal question as to whether these are contracts 
or not a low and the Postmaster-General suggests that the word ‘‘ al- 
leged ”’ be inserted so that the court will pass upon the question as to 
whether these are contracts in law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Government of the United States deny 
that the paper is a legal contract ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The contracts were made. Thereis no question 
about that. But there were someof the requisites that the Department 
claimed had not been complied with, and therefore did not make it a 
legal, binding contract, and that question is to be submitted. By put- 
ting in the word ‘‘alleged”’ it leaves that question open for the court 
to determine. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That was an omission onthe part of the officers 
of the Government in not filing the contract in the Sixth Auditor’s 
. Office, as required by law. But the contracts were in possession of the 

Department, and the neglect was altogether in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and not on the part of the Erie Railway Company. 

en, SAWYER. I think the Senator from New Jersey is right about 
that. 

Mr. McPHERSON. So there is no particular reason why the word 
“alleged ’’ should not be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Jersey with- 
draws the proposed amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will renew the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I have no objection to it if it is recommended by 
the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis recommended by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If it is insisted upon, I renew it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 11, after the word “ upon,” it is pro- 
posed to insert “‘alleged;’’ so as to read: 

Said claim being based upon alleged contracts between the United States, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In line 13, after the word ‘‘said,’’ I move to 
ae eet the word “‘railroad’’ and to insert ‘‘Erie Railway;” so as 
to : 

And the president of said Erie Railway Company, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In line 17, after the word ‘‘said,’’ I move to 
insert ‘‘Erie Railway;’’ so as to read: 

And by P. H. Watson, president of said Erie Railway Company. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 

joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
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Treasury Department upon Schedule C, of metals. Upon the t 
dutiable value, at rates under existing law under the metal 

the duty is 40.56 per cent.; under the House bill it is 26.99 per cent. ; 
under the Senate bill it is 40.37 percent. Whatauthority the Senator 
from Ohio has to say that the duties are decreased uader the Senate 
substitute I should like to know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 

rield ? 
' Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri has read from two au- 
thorities which he states are experts. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose they are. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The difference between those is the difference be- 
tween 40 and 55 per cent. as to the effect of the pending measure. Now, 
which of those is correct, if either, and what reliance can be placed 
on either? 

Mr. VEST. I will go back to the figures in order to answer the as- 
sertion of the Senator from Rhode Island. The difference is stated at 
40 or 50 percent. I think that is the difference stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As read by the Senator from Missouri, the rate pro- 
posed by the Senate bill in one case is 40 per cent. and in the other 
case it is 55 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. Under the estimate which came from the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House, the present tariff under the metal 
schedule is 45.89 per cent. ad valorem, and under the pending substi- 
tute it is 55.17 per cent., which is a difference of about 10 per cent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. An increase? 

Mr. VEST. An increase in the Senate substitute of 10 per cent., 
which makes no differenceof 40 or 50 per cent., as the Senator from Ohio 
states. Under the estimate which comes from the Depart- 
ment of duties collected under the existing tariff, and amount of du- 
ties based upon importations for the fiscal year 1887, the estimate upon 
present dutiable values, at rates under existing law, is 40.56 per cent., 
and under the Senate bill it is 40.37 per cent., so that there is no 40 or 
50 per cent. difference in either estimate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri fails to catch my point. 
The statement which he read, prepared by the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives, states that the average ad valo- 
rem rate assessed by the Senate bill is 55 per cent. The statement 
which he read from the Treasury Department, prepared, as hesays, by 
twoexperts, states that the rate of the Senate bill upon the metal sched- 
ule is 40 per cent. and a fraction. What I desire to call his attention 
to is, which of those statements does he believe to be correct, if either, 
and why does he believe either of them to be correct? 

Mr. VEST. It matters not to me whether these arithmetical calcu- 
lations are correct or not. I am nota tariff expert, and I accept the 
result of these calculations, coming irom the Treasury Department of 
the United States or from the clerk of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives, for just what they are worth 
after examination. ‘The point I make is that there is no reduction of 
— per cent. under the Senate substitute, as stated by the Senator from 

io. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will look at the bill it- 
self, and look atthe comparison of rates, he will find that the statement 
of the Senator from Ohiois correct. For instance, in the very items we 
have been considering, the paragraph now under consideration proposes 
to reduce the rate on steel beams and other forms of structural iron 
and steel from 1} to 1.1 cents a pound. If theSenator will look at the 
items themselves, instead of some general average of rates of the nature 
he has alluded to, he will find that the statement of the Senator from 
Ohio is fully borne out by the changes which are made. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand that the Senator from Rhode Island 
says that under this metal schedule there is a reduction of 10 per cent. 
upon existing duties in the bill which the Senator from lowa reported 
from the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I mean to say is that on a large number of 
items the reduction is very much in excess of 10 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. I want the average of the whole schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is an absolute impossibility for any man in 
this Chamber or outside of it to arrive at; and, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts { Mr. Hoar] suggests, it would be an absolute absurdity 
to make the statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to state that pdint more clearly. What I 
stated I think is absolutely correct as to the reduction, taking the arti- 
cles that are largely imported into the country, for instance, railroad 
iron. Take steel rails, one of the largest items. The duty on steel 
rails is reduced a little more than 10 per cent., from $17 a ton down to 
$15 and something. Take this very large item we are now debating, 
one of the most difficult to manage, because, as I stated yesterday, it 
is difficult to have a uniform rate—there is a reduction of a little over 
12} per cent, 


Take all the leading branches of the iron trade, especially those ar- 
ticles which are commonly made, those which enter into common con- 
sumption, and the Senator will find that there isa reduction. I know, 
if you take the items all through and make a general average 
the different articles, it will probably only show a very slight reduc- 
tion, but that is not the — basis, I believe, of estimating a redue- 
tion. However, by taking these items one by one, especially those ar- 
ticles largely imported, you will find a reduction in the rate of duty 
of about 10 per cent. I stated that the reduction was 10 per cont. of 
the duty, not 10 per cent. of the value of the article. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course I referred to the duty. I didnot 
read what the Senator from Ohio stated yesterday, but I made that the 
basis of what I stated this morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the same timeI do not think any one can state 
accurately the reduction of the rate of duty, because there are so many 
different ways of computing it and estimating it. It is very difficult, 
because if you take the average importations the reduction might be 
put at one rate. If you take the average rates of reduction proposed, 
then it may be different. There is a reduction, however, on the iron 
schedule, according to our understanding, as I stated. 

Mr. VEST. I have never been able myself to find out exactly what 
was the increase or reduction in this bill, and therefore I have relied 
upon experts; and both the experts I have followed state most emphat- 
ically that there is no reduction, but an increase over the presentduty. 
What I proposed to answer was the statement of the Senator from Ohio 
made upon yesterday. He said: 

On the whole— 

That is, on the whole schedule— 


On the whole there is a reduction of about 10 per cent. of the present duties, 
On this particular item of beams, girders, and other structural forms for build- 
ing purposes there is a reduction of more than 10 per cent.; it is about 12 per 
cent. a. is from 1} cents a pound down to L1 cents a pound, or fifteen hun- 
dredt 


Therefore it is a reduction of about 12} per cent. So it is on most of the lead- 
ing items of the schedule. 

Let us see if that statement is true. Iam not able, as I said, from 
the want of the necessary technical knowledge, to go into a dissection of 
each item; but I take what these experts havestated, and they are either 
the most ignorant and pretentious creatures that ever existed in this 
country, or else there is a great error existing somewhere upon this sub- 
ject. 

Here is what the expert says in regard to the whole schedule, an- 
swering that portion of the Senator’s statement that upon the leading 
articles there has been a reduction: Item 134. “Chains less than 
three-eighths of an inch in diameter, as trace-chains, etc., are raised 
from 44.37 per cent. to 53.57 per cent.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him upon 
that point? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The item of chains which he has just read is not a 
leading item in this bill, nor does it include trace-chains at all. It is 
asmall chain, smaller than any trace-chain in use. We did make a 
small addition to the duty here, but it is a matter of no consequence. 

Mr. VEST. There is also an increase I believe wpon other articles. 

Mr. ALLISON. On every other article of chains the duty is reduced 
by our proposed substitute, and most of those articles are not touched 
by the Mills bill. 2 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Iowa state that this item does 
not include trace-chains? Does he mesn to say that no trace-chains 
are less than ighths of an inch in diameter? 

Mr. ALLISON, I mean to say that I do not believe there are any 
trace-chains less than three-eighths of an inch in diameter. 

Mr. VEST. That isa question of actual knowledge and observa- 
tion, and without being an agricultural expert myself, my obsevation 
and knowledge are quite different. I was a farmer once in my life, 
and I think I know what a trace-chain is. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish theSenatorcould bring one of them in here 

Mr. VEST. I do not pretend to set up myself as an authority to the 
grangers upon this particular item, but if there are not trace-chains 
with links less than three-eighths of an inch in diameter I relinquish 
all claims to knowledge of the instrumentalities used in agriculture. 
My friend m~y be an expert, but he has certainly in use an article of 
chainsin Iow:. which are entirely different from those used in Missouri. 

The next item is ** cotton-ties and hoops for baling, two-tenths cent 
more than the hoop-iron from which it is made (one and one-tenth 
cents) increasing the revenue over $240,000 and raising the duty from 
35 per cent. to 108 per cent.’’ 

What does my friend say about that? 

Item 144, ‘Sheets of iron or steel thinner than No. 9 and taggers’ 
iron ate raised from 30 per cent. to above 60 per cent., more than 
doubling the duty, the increase the thin sheets through the 
various processes of pickling, cold-rolling, etc.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘Thinner than No. 9.’’ Is that the statement 
there? Ifitis, itisan error. There is no such thing in the bill. 

Mr. VEST. “Thinner than No. 9.” 
Mr. ALLISON. It should be “‘ No. 29.” 
Mr. VEST. Very good. 
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‘4146. Cold-rolled'steel sheets, thinner than No. 29 wire gauge, are 

from 41.60 per cent. to 75 percent. ad valorem, and taggers’ 
etc., from 39.18 per cent. to 61.11 per cent.”’ 

Item 150. ‘‘Fence-wire rods of steel now paying 45 per cent. duty, 

smaller than No. 5, are raised to six-tenths cent per pound, or 54 per 

cent., if No. 6, and 1} cents if smaller than No. 6.” 5 

‘151. Iron and steel wire, worth over 10 cents per pound, are raised 
to 45 cent, They now bear specific rates, but the rate proposed is 
ad v and higher in all cases.’’ : 

‘153. Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, slabs, die-blocks or blanks, 
billets, now 45 per cent., are made five-tenths of a cent per pound when 
valued at 1 cent or less, an increase from 45 to 60 and 80 per cent., ac- 
cording to the value of the various descriptions. When the value reaches 
4 to 7 cents the rate is left at 2 cents, above 30 per cent. on importa- 
tions of 1887, but above 13 cents in value the rate is changed again to 
ad valorem and made 45 per cent., more than doubling the present rate 
of 3} cents per pound.”’ 

‘159, Circular-saw plates are-increased from 37.32 per cent. to 45 
per cent. (from 4 to 7 cents in value), though circular saws are left 
with only 30 per cent. duty.’’ 

‘163. Bronze powder, now 15 per cent., is made 15 cents per pound, 
equivalent to about 30 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

‘172. Table-knives’’—that is something I presume we can under- 
stand without the testimoney of an expert—‘‘table-knives, now at 35 
per cent, duty, are put at 20 cents per dozen, when valued at $1 or less; 
valued at $1 to $3, 50 cents per dozen; and valued at $3 to $8, $1 per 
dozen; and valued over $8 per dozen, $2 per dozen, and in addition 25 
per cent. on all. It is impossible,’’ says this expert, ‘‘ to accurately 
calculate the effect of this new classification, but it will be seen that 
knives worth 50 cents per dozen will under this provision pay 70 per 
cent.; those worth $1.50 per dozen will pay 63 per cent.; worth $5 per 
dozen, pay 50 per cent.; worth $20 per dozen, pay 40 per cent.’’—the 
higher the price the lower the duty—‘‘ and after $40 per dozen value 
is reached the rate is less than at present. On the cheapest cutlery im- 

the rate will be far beyond 100 per cent.; the effect has been 
estimated at an increase of one-half, or 52 per cent.’’ 

** Pen-knivesand pocket-knives,’’ item 173, ‘‘ the rate is changed from 
50 per cent. to 50 cents per dozen blades and 25 per cent., which leaves 
the rate unchanged when the import value is $8 per dozen on four- 
blade knives, but increased on lower grades. A boy’s 10-cent knife of 
two blades would have the duty quadrupled; a cheap three-bladed 
knife would be raised 200 per cent., and the average knife in common 
use be much increased. It is estimated the duties on average imports 
are increased by this provision to 65 per cent. instead of 50 per cent.’’ 

**181. Double-barreled breech-leading shotguns, rate changed from 
35 per cent. to $10 each and 25 percent. A ten-dollar gun would thus 

y 125 per cent. instead of $3.50, as now; while a three-hundred-dol- 
Le gun would pay $85 instead of $105 duty, as under the present law. 
If average importations be valued at a little over $35 each, the increase 
in duties would be one-half, and on this basis the estimate is made.’’ 

Right in this connection I wish to read a communication which I 
received this morning. It bears on that item of the bill and is rather 
important. It is addressed to me personally. 

To Hon. Grorce G. Vest, Senator: 


The undersigned, among whom are probably the largest importers of foreign 
— and table cutlery and foreign breech-loading shotguns, enter this as 
ir earnest protest against the passage of the Senate tariff bill, by which the 
increase of the duties on this class of goods is contemplated to an extent that is 
extreme, that is unreaso’ large, that is, in fact, so entirely out of line as to 
be unworthy of consideration fora moment, This paper represents the signa- 
tures of every wholesale dealer in the city of St. Louis, and is their most earnest 
protest against the — of the bill. We sincerely trust that you will use 
your best efforts to defeat the same. 


1 


It is signed by ‘‘Simmons Hardware Company, by E. C. Simmons, 
ident,’’ one of the largest hardware establishments in the United 
tates—by all odds the largest in the Western country; ‘‘ Hilyer Hard- 
ware Company, E. Hilyer, president; A. F. Shapleigh Hardware Com- 
pany, per A. F. Shapleigh, president,’’ another very large concern; 
‘Witti Hardware ory: Otto H. Witti, president; E. C. Memham 
Arms Company, by E. C. Memham, president; C. O. B. McClean; and 
— & Byrnes Hardware Company, per Daniel W. Caruth, presi- 
t. 

These gentlemen are not members of my party, except one or two of 
them, within my knowledge. The rest are Republicans. They voted 
the Republican ticket and contributed to the campaign fund which 
carried the city of St. Louis against usat the last election. I commend 
their statement to the earnest consideration of my friends who have 
charge of this bill. 

We are not particularly interested in shotguns in the State of Mis- 
souri, but we are interested in cutlery—in cheap knives and forks. 
According to the statement of these gentlemen, made from whatever 
motive—I take it to be a good one—these increases which I have read 
are beyond all sort of proportion to the rest of this bill. 

I come now to the next item given by this expert: 

**191. Small screws, one-half inch and less, are increased from 44.59 
per cent. to over 52 per cent. 

**194. Type metal changed from 20 per cent. ad valorem to 1} cents 
per pound. In the Senate majority report is a statement that would 


indicate an increase to more than 50 per cent. ad valorem. The esti- 
mate is based on the strength of the statement in the report, at 50 per 
cent. duty, an increase of 150 per cent., as calculations were made in 
the same document on reductions in the House bill.’’ 

As I have stated, I am not an expert, but I have a right to assume 
that these calculations are correct. They are anthoritative; they come 
from men who have devoted their lives to this sort of calculation; and 
I must rely upon these statements for what they are worth. If they 
are worthless, let it be shown. If they are not, then the Senator from 
Ohio was utterly mistaken in his statement that there was a reduction 
of 10 per cent. on the whole metal schedule. 

The Senator from Ohio made another statement which astonished me 
somewhat. It was to the effect that a chance should be given to the 
rest of the manufacturers of steel beams and the other items mentioned 
here in order that competition might break down the existing trust. 
Mr. President, that trust has existed in this country for sixteen years. 
I read this morning an article in the Steel Bulletin from two of the 
manufacturers in this trust avowing its existence. They called ita 
combination, and said that their customers did not complain of it, and 
it was nobody’s else business. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumMB] 
has it now. The existence of the trust is admitted, and yet the Sena- 
tor from Ohio says, ‘‘ Keep up the duties; continue the trust, and in 
the course of time and in God’s providence somebody will break it up 
outside of Congress and by the natural laws of trade and competition.’’ 
If it has lasted for sixteen years, if one establishment like Mr. Car- 
negie’s, as I showed yesterday, is making a million dollarsa year upon 
this single article of production alone, what right have we to imagine 
that there will be any disruption of this unlawful combination, for it 
is nothing else, that keeps up the price of these articles all over the 
country ? 

I am not in the habit of reading newspaper articles and I do not en- 
tirely agree politically with the paper from which I shall read, but I 
wish to read from the Nev. York Times a statement in regard to this 
matter which I think is worthy of attention. Itisan answer to my 
friend from Iowa. I ask his attention to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLiLom in the chair). The Sea- 
ator from Missouri calls the attention of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. To what? 

Mr. VEST. Nothing, except I want to call the Senator’s attention 
to an answer to a remark which he made when this debate was pend- 
ing in the Senate last Thursday. 

Mr. ALLIson’s remark that we have quoted— 

Which was this— 

That the amendment “ went to the root of the whole iron and steel schedule,” 
and said that he “had no doubt that if the present rate of duty were main- 
tained competition would be sufficient in a short time to break down the prices.” 

It is the same statement that was made yesterday by the Senator 
from Ohio, and which is the salient point in this entire argument. 

Mr. ALLIsoNn’s remark that we have quoted involved an admission that prices 
have been unjustly raised by aring agreement, and was not in accord with Sen- 
ator SHERMAN’s doctrine that combinations ‘‘may and ought to be met by a re- 
duction of duty.” The combination of beam manufacturers was first exposed 
in the Times, and we have repeatedly directed attention to the existence of 
this ‘“‘ combine” and the effeet of its operations upon prices and tho use of steel 
andiron in buildings. Mr. ALLIson professes to be confident that if the present 
duty (about 100 per cent.)— 

It is more than that— 


shall not be disturbed the ring price will be broken by competition “in a 
short time.” A correspondent writing to the Times in defense of the combina- 
tion, and apparently connected with one of the factories, said a few weeksago: 

“You say that a combination was formed among the makers of beams two 
or three yearsago. The fact is that there has been for sixteen years, with the 
exception of an interval about eight or ten years ago, an agreement to main- 
tain prices.’’ 

For sixteen years, and the Steel Bulletin says the same thing over 
the signatures of some of the men who are in it. There never has been 
any pretense that the combination did not exist and that its object was 
not to maintain prices. 

I know an instance in which a gentleman applied to all the manu- 
facturers in the United States for an estimate upon a large number of 
steel beams and steel and iron structures, and then bought finaily 
abroad, and not one of these American manufacturers pretended to say 
that he could not do the work. The price was the same by all of them, 
but they were utterly indifferent whether he took their proposition or 
not. He found he could get the work done abroad, freight included, 
cheaper than he could in this country, and he did send abroad and made 
his contract there. But the point I state is that not one of them pre- 
tended that he could not do the work. They simply said, every one 
of them, ‘‘Our price is the same.’’ When he went from one to the 
other he found the same price, showing that this combination existed 
beyond all question. 

A combination that has existed for sixteen years seems to be in very little 
danger of yielding to the forces of competition. What does Mr. ALLIson mean 
by “ashort time?" Ten years? Sixteen years? I! there anything in the his- 
tory of the beam ring that points to a revival of competition in the near future, 


or to a reduction of the ring price if the present duty shall be retained? 
This price is3.3 cents per pound, or 92 a long ton. 


I stated yesterday that it was $66. That was my information. I 
do not really know the difference between a long ton and a short ton. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The former is 2,240 pounds and the latter 2,000 


pounds. 
Mr, VEST. I stated that upon the long ton, 2,240 pounds, it was 
$66. I further stated, and I challenge any contradiction of it, that at 


the Edgar Thomson works, according to the agreement as to the prices 
between the employer and the employé, those works must have made 
in one year upon 30,000 tons of steel beams and steel forms $1,000,000 
clear profit, allowing them, not $28.02 per ton, which was the actual 
cost of manufacture at the works, but giving them $33, adding $5 to 
the $28 either as a reasonable profit or to cover all error. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator to now state that the 
profit upon steel beams, upon the basis which he has just stated, is at 
least $33 per ton. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr, ALDRICH. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And upon that statement the Senator challenges 
contradiction ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, as to the cheapest article of steel beams, and I am 
only calling attention to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state upon the authority of the superintend- 
ent of a company engaged in the manufacture of steel beams in the 
State of New Jersey, owned largely by the present mayor of the city ot 
New York—owned by him entirely, I think, in connection with his 
brother-in-law, Mr. Edward Cooper, late mayor of New York—that the 
average cost of making steel beams from pig-iron is more than $40 a 
ton in excess of the cost of pig-iron itself, the average cost of pig-iron, 
I suppose, being now $16 aton. ‘The superintendent of that establish- 
ment further states—the cost in Trenton being more than $40 a ton for 
manufacturing steel beams from pig-iron—that the cost in Belgium 
does not exceed one-half of that sum, making the difference between 
the cost of producing steel beams from pig-iron in Belgium and in Tren- 
ton $20 a ton, or almost equal to the rate proposed by this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the difference consist in? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The difference consists, of course,in the cost ot 
labor in this country. I make that statement upon the authority of 
the superintendent of Cooper & Hewitt’s establishment in Trenton, N. 
J., and I place it by the side of the statement now made by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Very good, Mr. President. I have a statement before 
me publicly made, never contradicted, which was based upon the sealed 
agreement made by Mr. Carnegie and the Knights of Labor in 1887. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The agreement to which the Senator now alludes 
refers to steel rails. 

Mr. VEST. It does not refer to steel rails. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator to read it and see. 

Mr. VEST. He says: 

it is well known, sir, that the steel-beam industry of this country to-day is in 
a trust; and I have further shown that the average price of these steel beams 
imported into this country during the year 1887, upon which duties were levied, 
was 1,2 cents per pound, or $26.88 per ton, and that the duty u them under 
the existing tariff is 1} cents per pound, or $28.88 per ton, the duty exceeding the 
value of the imported article $2 per ton. The output of these steel beams at the 
Edgar Thomson Steel Works during the 1887 averaged about 100 tons per 
day, or 30,000 tons per annum, and the difference between the cost of its re 
duction, $33 per ton, and $66 per ton, the selling price, leaves a margin of $33 
per ton, or $1,000,000 profit on this one product alone. 

It was not $33 under that agreement; it was $28.02; but $5 was 
added. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
what he is reading? 

Mr. VEST. Tread from a speech of Hon. WILLIAM L. Scott, an iron 
and steel manufacturer, and I read it because it was made publicly. He 
challenged contradiction, and it stands to-day for whatever it is worth. 
It comes from an expertin that business. Itstands, after an acrimonious 
samme debate, uncontradicted by the facts, and I can not give any 

tter authority. 

Now, Mr. President, if the Republican party mean what they say 
when they declare that the only tariff protection they need is to cover 
the difference between the cost of labor in this country and abroad; and 
to give a reasonable profit to the manufacturer, how can they defend 
this sort of legislation? Why, sir, what is the difference in labor in 
making a ton of steel beams in this country and in ? Here it 
costs $5.33; abroad it can not ibly cost more than half as much. 
Sup you put in $5.33 margin, to cover the difference in labor over 
the $26.88 which the rails cost put down in this country, and then give 
the manufacturer $10 for profit, does it bring about any such enormous 
duties as are put into this bill ? 

But Senators say—the Senator from Ohio conspicuously—‘‘ Give the 
manufacturers a chance.’’ Give them a chance! Why, they have 
had a chance for sixteen years, and here is the output to-day; here is 
the result—a gigantic devil-fish, in the shape of a trust, covering this 
whole country and every manufactory in it, putting enormous amounts 
of money into the pockets of these men at the expense of the people in 
the name of American labor and protecting infant industries! 


Upon a selling price of $66? 


Will the Senator be kind enough to state from 


I have another document here. It ought to be authority. It is the 
Tariff League Bulletin, the organ of the extreme protectionists of the 
United States, and this is of date September 14, 1888, and it is an at- 
tack upon the President, as usual, on account of his position on the 
tariff, and a denunciation of him as a man utterly unworthy of public 
confidence and a disgrace to his high position because he dared to say 
one word against this same white elephant of protection. In the argu- 
ment in answer to the President’s message, which says the tariff is a 
tax, which everybody supposed it to be until this campaign, the edi- 
tor says: ; 

Canada is our nearest neighbor, It can buy of all the nations of the earth 
and discriminates in its tariff against none. . 

That is true, because it is one of the idiosyncracies of the English 
Government that they permit their colonies to tax the mother country, 
aud English goods go into Canada under the same tariff duty that 
go in from this or any other country. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator inform me how they tax the mother 
country if the consumer pays the tax? 

Mr. VEST. I mean to say that the same tariff duty is levied upon 
English goods that is levied upon American goods entering the ports of 
Canada. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam very glad to have the Senator’s admission that 
this is a tax on the mother country. I quite agree with him. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not disposed to lose time in any play upon words. 
As to whether it is a tax upon the consumer or not, is another branch 
of the subject that I am not now considering. I have simply stated 
the fact that goods which go from the mothercountry into the colonies 
of Great Britain go in under the same tariff duty that is imposed upon 
goods coming from any other country. 

If it buys of the United States it must be because it can buy here to better ad- 
vantage, or at least with equal ee. It does buy of us very largely of ar- 
ticles which, according to President Cleveland, are increased in cost by an 
amount “‘ corresponding” with the duty on foreign articles “ of the same kind.” 
Here, then, is official f that the President's statement, repeated every day 
by his friends, is not 7 We select only a few of these articles imported by 
Canada from the United States. The curious reader can greatly enlarge the list 
by studying the official reports, and he will find by cattating bie researches to 
other countries that about $150,000,000, or about one-fourth of our exports to for- 
eign countries, are composed of manufactured articles which, according to the 
President, we never could export, because the price in this country is increased 
nearly or wholly by the amount of the duties. 

One-fourth of our exports, amounting to $150,000,000 in manufact- 
ured products, is carried from this country abroad, according to this 
statement. 

Among our exports, to Canada in 1887 are the following, omitting any less 
than $10,000— 

Giving the amount of the exports, which, I will say, according to the 
reports for 1888 that I have before me, amount this year to over 
$36,000,000 in manufactured goods that were carried from this coun- 
try into 
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The total exports from this country to Canada in 1887 amounted to over 
$30,000,000, and consisted chiefly of manufactured goods. We have given the 
articles in'which metals are the most important element of cost, because we 
have this list readily before us, and because it includes the mechan- 
ical work, the highest class of labor which is most liberally by duties. 
But it seen on examination of the Government reports that the entire 
he oc capre ariae tee Tred bist avian poets 00 eo i 
wicas of , ul ;. glassware “ete., ,000; m nstr ments, 
etc., $170,000; paper, $134,000; boots and shoes, leather manufactures, etc., $230- 
000, and builders’ hardware, etc. . 

The manufacturers who, according to the Senator from Ohio, wanta 
chance to compete in this country go to and are brought in 
competition face to face with the English manufacturers, both paying 
the same duties, and sell $36,000,000 worth of American manufactured 
products in that market. If they can do it there, why not here? If 
they beat the English manufacturer in an English colony under the 
same duties, standing face te face in free, open competition, why do 
they need this enormous protection at home? I shall be obliged to 
any Senator who will answer that simple proposition. 

According to the Senator from Ohio these manufacturers of ours want 
achance. He says in his speech, which I have before me in the Recor, 
give them a few years more and they will be able to compete with the 
whole world and with each other. Why, Mr. President, they are ex- 
porting from this country according to this editor $150,000, 000 in manu. 








1888. 


factured products, $36,000,000 to Canada alone, the largest portion of 
these exports being articles included in this metal schedule; and yet 
these enormous duties are to be kept up, kept up for the sole pu , 
as I charge, of increasing the profits of these manufacturers without 
one single effect upon the consumers of the country except to increase 
the cost of building material. ; 

The Senator from Ohio says that I am mistaken in the remarks that 
I made here yesterday, because they were based upon the cheapest sort 
of steel beams. ‘Those are the sort of beams I am interested in. Iam 
not here for the purpose of protecting the man who wants to put a 
classical scene in iron or steel upon the front of his building. Iam 
here in the interest of the people of this country who use the plain, 
the plainest sort of steel beams in the construction of business houses 
and bridges. ; 

My colleague calls my attention to one point. Ido not want to mis- 
quote this article. It says: 


The curious reader can greatly enlarge the list by studying the official reports, 
and he will find by extending his researches to other countries that about 
$150,000,000, or about one-fourth of our exports to foreign countries, are com- 
posed of manufactu es which, according to the President, we never 
could export, because the price in this country is increased nearly or wholly by 
the amount of the duties. 


We have heard a great deal about the decrease of prices in thiscoun- 
try. There was not a great oration made on the Republican side dur- 
ing >» last canvass in which the American consumer was not told how 
articles had gone down in price in the United States, but not one of 
these orators ever dared to show how the same articles had gone down 
during the same time in England, a free-trade country. I have the 
list, and at the prope time I intend to put it in the REcoRD, to show 
that the decrease has been greater in England in those same articles 
that they say the tariff has decreased in cost to the American con- 
sumer. 

But the Senator from Ohio said that I was mistaken in what I stated, 
because there were more valuable forms of steel and iron which cost a 
great deal more than those of which I spoke yesterday, and that this 
bill included these more valuable productions. Mr. President, the fair 
argument is on the cheapest article. If the Senate Finance Committee 
are not able to formulate a bill which makes a distinction between the 
higher and lower cost in these articles, between the articles that cost 
the higherand the lower amounts, that is not my fault. I took the low- 
est, the cheapest article, because.a larger quantity of that article is 
consumed in this country than of the other. 

The man who proposes to build a plain business house, and puts into 
it two-thirds of his capital, does not spend anything upon the structural 
metallic gewgaws that we see on someof the houses in the city of Wash- 
ington, built by capitalists who are anxious to find some way to spend 
their money. The man who builds a bridge out in my country does 
not put on it figures of Diana the Huntress or the Apollo Belvedere. 
He wants something substantial, something as cheap as possible, and 
it is in regard to these beams and forms that I take my position and 
make my argument. 

T oay this taxation is enormous. Why, Mr. President, when men 
come out in their own organ, in the Steel Bulletin, and announce defi- 
nitely the existence of this trust and say, ‘‘ What are you going to do 
about it? Our customers do not complain; what business isit of yours?’’ 
are we to be told by the Finance Committee, who reported this bill, 
that we must take their declarations and their conclusions in regard 
to these matters and ignore what we see and what we know and what 
the people of this country feel in their daily transactions ? 

I said yesterday, and I repeat, there is not one single item in this 
bill that emphasizes more distinctly and fully the difference between 
the two es upon this question. Here is an unn tax. Here 
is a tax which is piling up colossal fortunes, putting nvoney into the 
pockets of a few manufacturers. The Senator from Ohio says these 
manufacturers are increasing in number. Ah, Mr. President, but as 
they increase they increase the profit of the trust. Notone of them in 
this country can to-day compete with that trust. The whole business 
of this country is conducted by trusts. There is not asingle article 
of absolute necessity to the people but is controlled by these trusts, and 
yet the Senator from Ohio says, continue the tax and by some sort of 
necromantic, magical, nebulous that no man can understand 
the trust wiil go to pieces and other manufacturers will compete. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cater CLERK. On page 104, lines 446 and 447, it is proposed 
to strike: out the words “one and one-tenth cent,’’ and insert ‘‘six- 
tenths of 1 cent;’’ so as to read: 

130. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT columns 


and or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb bea. , and 
ee iaaene, together with all other structural shapes of iron or susel, a 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should have liked very much to 
have had an opportunity, ir the consideration of this bill, to consider 
of the various amendments proposed upon its merits. For one I 
have never had an extreme view either in the matter of the reduction 
or the increase of duties, but the country expected that there would 
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have been a moderate decrease in the rates and revenues made by a bill 
so framed as to relieve the inequalities of the present tariff without in- 
terfering with the capital invested or the labor employed in the manu- 
factures; but in the midst of a campaign and for political purposes, as 
I have no doubt, this bill has been framed, its basis being a reduction 
of the revenue on two or three articles—-tobacco and sugar principally— 
and the remainder of it framed for the purpose of unduly increasing 
the profits of certain manufacturing industries; and we are met to-day 
in the Senate, when a proposition is offered to modify or reduce or cor- 
rect a single item in this bill, with the avowed statement that it can 
not be done; that the majority of the Senate will not consider the bill 
item by item, but vote solidly to keep it as it is. 

Now take this article under consideration. I have no question, from 
my knowledge of the iron-beam business, that 1 cent a pound would 
have been ample, and possibly more than was necessary, to protect that 
industry and all the labor employed in it. My impression is, and my 
belief has been always, that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Tennessee proposing six-tenths of a cent was too great and too 
radical a reduction at this time; but I am forced, it seems, by the Re- 
publican majority to accept their proposition or vote against all reduc- 
tions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, asone member on this side of the 


, Chamber I would like to disclaim entirely occupying any such position 


as tlfat which the Senator is now describing. 

Mr. GORMAN. I accept the statement of the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who stated upon the floor that this bil! 
ought to be accepted in its details as it came from the Committee on 
Finance; and we have had the statement of the Senatorfrom Ternessee 
ier HARRIS] and of the Senator in the rear of me from New Jersey 

Mr. McPHERSON ] that the bill was framed in the Committee on Fi- 
nance by three of its members alone, three‘of the Republican members 
of the committee, and framed at a time, as we all understand, to draw 
sharply the line between the North and South in the great contest 
through which we have just . What I complain of is that under 
the statement of the Senator from Ohio, a leading member of that com- 
mittee, we are not to have the opportunity to vote intelligently upon 
the merits of this question except by party lines. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maryland will allow me one 
moment, I entirely agree with him that this bill should be discussed 
in detail upon the merits of each item, and so far as I am concerned as 
a member of the Finance Committee I disclaim any idea that this bill 
is immaculate in its provisions at this moment. I expect for one that 
the Finance Committee itself will, before this bill is concluded, offer 
several amendments to its provisions. I think there are several de- 
fects in it that have already been disclosed in debate and by the ex- 
amination of witnesses who have come before us. 

I think myself, and I will say it now, that the steel-beam makers 
can get along with 1 cent a pound duty on steel beams, and at some 
proper time, with the consent of the Finance Committee, I shall be 
glad to make that motion if I can do so. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Why not vote on this motion? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am going to vote on this motion when we get to 
the vote. Iam not in favor of the motion. 

I do not want to interrupt the Senator from Maryland further except 
to say that for myself I disclaim presenting a bill here that is to be 
put through upon party lines or for party reasons or for party purposes. 
I shall listen with pleasure to any criticism that may be made upon 
the details of this measure. In its general framework it is a bill in- 
tended to protect American industry and American labor, to use a 
common phrase here, and as to its details I stand ready to listen to 
amendments and to vote for them if they convince my judgment that 
the rate named is either too high or too low. I think some of these 
items are too low, and I have no doubt I shall vote to raise them, I 
think some are too high, and I shall vote to reduce them. 

I only rose to say this much in response to the Senator’s remark re- 
specting the attitude of the Republican members of the Finance Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very glad to have the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, that{the bill is not perfect. 

Now, the Senator from Iowa understands perfectly, as all of us do, 
that when this bill was framed as a substitute for the one coming here 
from the other House, in the midst of a heated campaign, when the 
object of the party to which the Senator belongs, and of which he is a 
leading member and one of its most astute managers—he knew suc- 
cess could not be had in the election unless in drawing this bill it 
should be so framed as to excite the cupidity of the manufacturers be- 
yond anything they had dreamed of before; unless his party could 
show to them that there were increased profits in this legislation pro- 
posed to be considered by the Senate, there was no earthly hope for the 
success of his party, and that the reductions of the revenue should 
come from another section of the country. Under the circumstances, 
it is no wonder that such a bill was framed. 

It is no wonder that there are more than one hundred items upon 
which there is an increase over the present war tariff, under which the 
manufacturers have all lived and prospered. There is not a schedule 
from the iron industry through to the end of the bill where there is not 
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an increase of duty on something that they produce. We all under- 
stand it was for a political purpose, and we all understand how it was 
possible for the Senator from Iowa, at the time and under the cireum- 
stances, to press this measure, but I do not understand why it is af- 
ter the election. 


But the Senator from Iowa continues to do as he has done in the last 


ten days in the consideration of his bill, to vote his party as a unit 
upon every question and prevent us from reducing these duties where 
@ reduction will not hurt the manufacturing interest of the country. 
If the Senator is convinced that his bill is imperfect, as he now states; 
if he believes now that there are amendments that ought to be made 
to it, why not recommit the bill to the Committee on Finance and 


bring forth a measure that is somewhat more perfect? If he will not 
do that, why does he insist that his party shall vote down every amend- 
ment offered by a Democrat, whether it be right or wreng, and hold 
out to us only the hope that hereafter the Committee on Finance may 
bring in an amendment covering the very case ? 

Mr. President, I do not believe it wise or proper. I do not think 
there is any interest in the country thatdemands that this matter should 
now be considered in a mere partisan spirit. I for one am ready to 
take up every item in this bill and consider it and vote for it upon its 
merits. I can not vote for the amendment of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, because I believe that amendment is too radical, but I do want 
a reduction in the duty on that particular article. Everybody who is 
familiar with the facts is perfectly well aware that it can be reduced at 
least to 1 cent, as the Senator from Iowa has now admitted, with per- 
fect safety, and so it runs through the balance of these schedules. 

I did not intend to debate this bill, but rose only for the purpose of 
saying that owing to the manner in which the measure is proposed to 
be considered by the Senator from lowa and his party, by voting down 
every amendment offered from this side of the Chamber, there is noth- 
ing left for those of us who desire to pursue a conservative course ex- 
cept to vote for amendments for reduction, as I have done in somecases, 
where, if the measure were being considered upon its merits and not 
by a party vote, I would probably have voted otherwise. 

If the Senator from Iowa and his political associates have determined 
to continue the consideration of this bill in the same spirit which has 
been evinced to-day the country will understand thtt they do it not 
with the hope of passing the bill, but because they know it never can 
be accepted elsewhere, and it will be as equally well understood that 
they desire to defeat legislation at this session of Congress and to keep 
open a question which affects every business interest in the country. 

You have the power to do it. You can, and probably will, keep 
this question before Congress for the next year. There will be ample 
time for the Democratic party to convince the country that their de- 
mand for a reduction of the taxes on the necessaries of life can becom- 
plied with and yet give ample protection to American industries to the 
full extent of the difference in the cost of labor and yield a fair profit 
to the manufacturer. 

The distinction, and the sharp distinction, has been made by the 
Republican party through its action in this body, not only in making 
the rate of duties sufficient to protect the difference in the cost of labor, 
but by exéessive duties building up these monopolies far beyond any- 
thing that has ever been dreamt of even during the times of war. 

Now, Mr. President, look at the schedule in this bill and you will 
see some fifty or one hundred articles on which there is an increase of 
duty. I have here on this paper some of the increases taken from the 
statement furnished from the Treasury Department. I will havethem 
inserted in the Recorp. This statement shows the present duty and 
rate proposed by the Senate bill. I think, unless my friend from Iowa 
has gone over that schedule carefully, he will be amazed at the im- 
mense, the outrageous, and the uncalled-for increases that have been 
made not only in the iron schedule, but taking the cotton schedule, 
the most enormous and extraordinary increases have been made in 
nearly e.ery article in that schedule, also, while manufacturers flour- 
ish now and want nothing better than to be let alone, and when there 
are no interests in the country that have been demanding an increase. 

Mr. President, it was provably too much to expect that so soon after 
the election we could consider this question merely as a business prop- 
osition, and yet I confess that I did hope that the members of both 
parties would not feel bound to adhere toall the propositions presented 
during the last session; that we would be able by fair consideration, 
conciliation, and compromise—for it is impossible to perfect a great 
revenue measure affecting every interest in the country without con- 
cession and compromise—to pass a bill reducing the revenues of the 
Treasury. But the majority of this body have decreed otherwise. I 
regret it and [ believe the people of the country will be disappointed, 
but the responsibility must rest upon the gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber, whoare soon tocome into possession of all the branches 
of the Government. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HAarrrs], whom I do not now see in his seat, to the 
fact that his amendment proposes to reduce the protection afforded to 
the manufacturers of beams, etc., as found in this ph, even be- 
low that found in the House bill. It will be remem that the 
House bill reduces the duty on pig-iron somewhat below the Senate bill. 
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It will be remembered that yesterday the Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber refused toentertain a motion to reduce the duty on pig-iron. 

It will be remembered also that in other and different preparations 
of iron and in more advanced stages which are used in the manufacture 
of beams and girders that side of the Chamber refused a modification 
of the duty. When the Senator from Tennessee proposes six-tenths of 
a cent a pound on beams and girders he puts it much below the average 
structure of the House bill. Icall his attention further to the fact that 
the amendment he offers places this item entirely out of proportion with 
the other provisions and paragraphs in the metal schedule of the bill 
which have already been voted in the bill by the Senate. 

A single word with respect to the debate which has taken place this 
morning on the Senate bill. I can scarcely believe that the Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber meant anything more than to simply 
make a campaign argument for the manufacturers of the country when 
this measure was reported to the Senate. 

I can not believe that a great politica) party in this country, claim- 
ing to be first in intelligence and in patriotism, in honesty and in jus- 
tice to all sections of the country and all the people of the country, in 
a time of profound peace, with an overflowing Treasury, of which the 
Secretary of the Treasury was warning us day after day and asking us 
to assist him in getting rid of it, would bring a tariff bil) before the 
Senate that is 15 per cent. higher on the average than the tariff bill 
proposed by the honorable chairman of the Finance Committee, the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL], in 1861 and 1862, “and 
that was a time of war, when the Treasury was bankrupt, when we 
were confronted witha great warand nobody knew when or how it was 
to end. 

I think I quote correctly the language of the distinguished Senator 
on that océasion when, in bringing his bill before the House of Repre- 
sentatives and asking for an increase of duty, he stated the purpose, and 
what was it? Why, said he, ‘‘ The Treasury is bankrupt; we want an 
increase of revenue; the Government must have it; we are spending 
millions of dollars every day above the receipts of the Government, and 
we demand more revenue.”’ 

As nearas I can find out from the record made here, there was scarcely 
a dissent upon any side of the Chamber to an increase of the duties, 
The honorable Senator from Vermont then said, ‘‘I do not offer this 
bill because the industries of the country need more protection; ex- 
perience has proved that they have all the protection they need.”’ 
What was the average rate of protection then? Less than 20 per cent. 
at that time, and the increase was made so that the average during the 
four years of war from 1861 to 1865 was scarcely greater than 30 per 
cent. ; and here, now, in time of profound peace, with an overflowing 
Treasury, with great trusts and combinations formed all over this 
country, which this high protective tariff helps to keep in operation 
and to keep in force and to aid, the Finance Committee of the Senate 
come before this body with a bill which proposes to increase the taxes 
upon the people greater than they are now, and far greater than any 
tariff bill has ever before proposed. 

I say I can not believe that it was brought in for any other pu 
than a campaign purpose; and when the Senator from Maryland Mr. 
GorMAN] compliments that side of the Chamber upon the magnificent 
victory they gained, I want to say this, that to my mind it was ob- 
tained by the most disgraceful methods that were ever brought before 
a free people. 

No sooner was this tariff bill brought before the Senate than there 
were items taken from it; each individual industry was farnished with 
a slip of paper containing a comparison between the two bills, which 
was read by the owners of the factories before their employés; it was 
shown that the Senate bill proposed to increase the duties, and there- 
upon said the gwner of the factory, ‘‘If we get an increase of duty we 
will give you an increase of wages*”’ 

What was the result? Why, it was asermon preached to a poor man 
depending upon his daily labor for the necessaries of life. But good care 
was taken when the schedule was furnished for a certain particular indus- 
try, that another schedule for another industry, which greatly increased 
the cost of living to said’ employé, was not furnished them. No, no, 
they had no business with that; they had no use for that. They were 
simply wanted to know how much the duty was increased upon the 
particular industry in which they were employed. 

Coupled with that came the statement, ‘‘ You increase the duties and 
we will increase the rate of wages; the House bill lowers wages to you.”’ 
That was the way this campaign was conducted. Upon one side it was 
a campaign of education, I admit, because we were convincing or at- 
tempting to convince the consumers that it was for their interest, that 
it was for the interest of I»bor, that it was for the interest of the manu- 
facturers themselves to have lower rates of duty, to have raw materials 
placed upon the free-list, and in that way give more hours and better 
wages to labor by not killing the consumption, as the Senate bill pro- 
poses to do by causing high prices for products, but rather increase con- 
sumption at home and extend the area of our markets to all other parts 
of the earth. That was the policy of education that we proposed, and 
in some of the States of the Union, I am glad to be able to say, that 
policy met ne ee 

I want to say further when the people have become as well edu- 
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cated in other States the result will be that there will be an overwhelm- 
ing majority in favor of a moderate reduction. Now, let me say to 
my friends on the opposite side of the Chamber, it was a campaign of 
self-interest and nothing more, a campaign to secure votes, and I ex- 
pected when this Senate met on the 3d day of December to see this bill 
thrown overboard. I had no expectation that it would be brought be- 
fore the Senate for its serious consideration. I thought it could not be 
possible after these industries have lived and grown and strengthened 
themselves for twenty-four years since the war that there was any ne- 
cessity for giving to three hundred thousand factory-owners in this 
country the right to impose 15 per cent. more upon the products of their 
factories than before. It seems I thought better of the Republican 
patty than it deserved. 

It was a campaign of deceit. Why, sir, Republican orators were 
traveling all over this country and scaring the laborer, or attempting 
to doit. The laborer in factories will some time find out, if he has 
not yet reached that point, that when the duties are high, when trusts 
and combinations are formed as they are formed now and protected by 
high rates of duty to prevent foreign importation, the manufacturers 
can meet together, determine the outputof the factories, and fix the price 
for which their goods shall be sold. They can also in the same breath 
fix the wages of labor, and the laborer practically becomes the slave of 
the man who employs him. The man whe gives me employment, 
which I must have or starve, that man is my master, let me call him 
what I may. 

There was no reasonable objection to be found to the policy of the 
House bill, It did not propose to reduce the tariff on dutiable articles 
to any very greatextent. It was based upon the broad catholic prin- 
ciple of letting the manufacturers have their raw material cheap and 
then maintain a protective duty for the labor employed in the factories, 
thereby giving our producers the entire home market of 65,000,000 peo- 
ple, and as well the markets outside of this country with 500,000,000 
more consumers who want to buy of us. 

Now, to go back to the pending question, I wish to say to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee that, considering, as we must, the absolute refusal to 
make reductions on the material which enters into these beams and 
girders, the amendment he proposes reduces the duty very much below 
the reductions in the House bill, which I consider very extreme, and 
considering at the same time the whole structure of this bill, for one, 
if it be the determination of that side of the Chamber to maintain the 
highest rates of duty all through in every schedule and upon every 
manufactured article, lam not willing to pick out one industry and 
reduce it far below a point that will keep it in proportion with others. 

In other words, if high protection be the policy, I do not intend by 
my vote to strangle an industry of my State and give high protection 
to the industries of a neighboring State. New Jersey is entitled to 
fair play, and that she must have. New Jersey is largely engaged in 
the manufacture of structural iron. 

Therefore I can not vote for the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, a Senator just now remarked to me 
that the speech of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHerson ] 
was a little too late for the last election and a little too early for the 
next, and I think there is some force in that statement. But the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey winds up very well, and I think for one I can 
take a little scolding from the Senator from New Jersey and the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] when they conclude their argu- 
ments by stating that they will vote against the amendment of the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. But there are a few things 
which I think might as well be understood now as at any other time 
respecting this bill; and one is, that those who prepared this measure 

presented it to the Senate did not prepare it in the spirit disclosed 
in the bill which was sent to us from the House of Representatives; 
and when the Senator from New Jersey says that he supposed this 
measure, as soon as this session began, would be laid aside, it shows 
what he supposed all the time was involved in its preparation and its 
presentation. 

Mr. President, there never has been a time when the present Com- 
mittee on Finance did not know that a revision of the present tariff 
was absolutely necessary and that a reduction of the revenue was neces- 
sary, and those of us who had the responsibility of this bill took up 
the schedules in the tariff and considered them item by item upon our 
responsibifity as Senators, and not for the base purpose of making party 
capital, as I believe has too much characterized some attempted legis- 
lation on this subject. ; 

This measure was prepared upon the idea that the American people 
should have fair and reasonable ion as respects the wayes of 
labor and as respects the industries established in thi8 country. When 
the Senator from New Jersey says that these schedules were read in 
the manufactories in order to make the laboring men vote the Repub)- 
lican ticket, it may be a truthful statement; but I am quite sure that 
no such effort was made on the part of the Committee on Finance; and 
if those interested in the success of this great principle adopted that 
method of reaching the people, I have no objection to it. But I think 
it very clear that there are some places where these schedules were not 
read, and those places probably were the ram shops of New Jersey. I 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


143 


do not think they interested themselves particularly in these schedules 
during the last election. 

Mr. FRYE. Particularly in Hudson County. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know about the counties, but I mention 
that as an illustration in answer to the remarks of the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. FRYE. The whole majority was in Hudson County, being 
over 8,000 there, while the whole majority in the State was not much 
over 7,000. e 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave refrained, as Senators know, from a partisan 
discussion of this bill or any of its details not only now but when the 
bill was reported to the Senate in October. I stated distinctly then 
on behalf of the committee that this measure was presented as the best 
solution the committee could make of a difficult problem in its detaiis, 
and that there were doubtless defects in the scheme which, when pointed 
out to the committee,either by those interested in the subject, whether 
as consumers or producers of articles, the Committee on Finance would 
be ready to hear and ready to make sueh modifications and changes as 
further inquiry should seem to make necessary. 

The Senator from New Jersey knows perfectly well that our com- 
mittee-room has been open to his constituents and to the constituents 
of every other Senator on this floor for the purpose of enabling us to 
gather information respecting the detailed items of this bill, and there- 
tore I only repeat to-day in the presence of the Senator from Maryland 
what I stated on this floor many times during the discussion in Octo- 
ber, that we were ready to amend this bill wherever it seemed neces- 
sary to amend it after a further examination. 

Now, as to the framework of the bill, we started out with the idea 
that it should be a bill looking to the interests of the citizens of this 
country and not the interests of citizens of any other country. We in- 
tended to make this bill fairly protective to American interests, Amer- 
ican producers, and American laborers, and we did not look in fixing the 
details of the measure to whether we raised a schedule 1 per cent. or 
10 per cent., or reduced it 1 per cent. or 10. We intended in framing 
the measure that it should be a bill which would encourage the pro- 
duction of articles in our own country rather than in other countries. 
That is the principle of it; and when the Senator from Maryland says 
now he has picked out of it anumberof items showing anincreaseof du- 
ties, he has stated nothing new to thesubcommittee or the Committee on 
Finance. In this very iron and steel schedule now under considera- 
tion we have increased a large number of items, and where we have 
made increases we have made them because upon the representations 
made to us we found that American producers of iron and steel at the 
rate existing under the present law could not compete with foreigners 
upon terms of equality, and when we found such a condition existing 
we raised the rate of duty, and there are a number of cases where that 
is done. 

Now, the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from New Jersey, 
as well as the Senator from Missouri, state that we are encouraging 
trusts and combinations by this process. The Senator from Missouri 
in his argument has stated that upon steel beams the profit is $33 a 
ton. Is there a man of sense who does not know that if there is that 
profit in the manufacture of steel beams, the six, or seven, or eight, or 
ten manufecturers who are now prepared to manufacture steel beams 
will have competition in our own country? Is it the theory of those 
who believe in protection to American industry that a half-dozen par- 
ties can continue for a long period of time to make large profits upon 
any single industry? Here is the State of Alabama, with natural re- 
sources for the production of iron unsurpassed in this country or any 
other. If a profit of $33 per ton, or one-third of $33 per ton, can be 
made by the production of beams frém pig-iron, is it possible that the 
capitalists of this country and the owners of iron will not take advan- 
tage of that fact and commence the manufacture of these articles? 

As I stated the other day—and while I am upon this subject I will 
state it now—it is true that for some years the manufacture of struct- 
ural iron was confined toa few manufacturers. It is also true that from 
time to time the manufacturers engaged in the manufacture of iron and 
steel have been enlarging their works so as to take in this particular 
class of manufacture, and although there has been an agreement with 
respect to prices in the past years, it was stated to the Committee on Fi- 
nance that there are four manufactories now producing structural iron 
and steel that are notin this agreementasrespects prices. Itis perfectly 
well known that new establishments are being erected in the West for 
the purpose of making structural iron and steel, and that one or two 
of them have been opened during the past year, and that others will 
be during this winter. Thus the competition in this country will bring 
down the price nearly to the cost of production. Does the Senator from 
Missouri believe that the great iron interest of his own State, the enter- 
prising and energetic men of his State, will allow the Phenix Iron 
Company, or the Pennsylvania Steel Company, or the Union Iron Com- 
pany of Pittsburgh, to make $33 a ton upon this simple class of pro- 
duction without entering into the manufacture of it themselves? 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me a word? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. When steel rails in this country were selling at the 
enormous price, $85, $90, and even $100 a ton, the Vulcan Iron Works 
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of my State went into a contract with the steel-rail trust which then 
existed and received $500,000 each year for three years not to run, and 
they closed down; and that is the ordinary proceeding of these trusts 
all over the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not discussing trusts. 

Mr. VEST. Iam. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The Senator can take his own time to 
do it. Iam only calling attention to the fact that with the enterprise, 
the energy, the activity we have in this country, the men engaged in 
a particular manufacture will not allow two or three men or a half- 
dozen men to make $30 a ton or one-third of that sum on any particu- 
lar class of iron or steel. It is absurd to talk abont it. 

These people are gradually enlarging their works, and I have no 
doubt, if we could ascertain the facts to-day, that structural iron and 
steel is sold in this country at not a very large profit. It may have 
been sold and doubtless has been sold at a large profit. I take cum 
grano salis the statement, made in the House of Representatives, if you 
please, that one firm made a million of dollars in a single year upon 
stractural iron and steel. The Senator from Missouri says he takes that 
as true because it has not been denied. I have no doubt it has been 
denied. I have no doubt of its untruthfulness. 

But the idea of this iron and steel schedule is—and it may as well 
be understood in the beginning—to give such protection to our own 
people as will encourage the production of the great body of articles 
that are used from iron and steel in thiscountry. That is the aim and 
purpose of this metal schedule. I understand it to be the aim and pur- 
pose both of the Senator from New Jersey and the Senator from Mary- 
land, because they both warned the Senator from Tennessee that they 
would not go to a point where our own people can not successfully 
manufacture these articles. ; 

The Senator from Maryland stated that he was surprised to see this 
bill conducted in the manner in which it is conducted—on a partisan 
scale. Why, Mr. President, who is doing that? Certainly not this 
side of the Chamber. What spectacle did we see yesterday? We saw 
the spectacle of the Senator from New Jersey standing in his place and 
offering clauses of the Mills bill seriatim to items in this bill, whether 
they were wise or otherwise. We saw him offering amendments 
where the ad valorem duty was only 17 per cent., merely because he 
found a different rate in the Mills bill. I sat in my seat without re- 
sponding to his remarks yesterday with reference to this matter, and 
there has not been a single amendment offered to this bill thus far that 
has not been taken body and breeches from the Mills bill. If Senators 
on the opposite side of the Chamber are going to confront us at every 
stage of the proceeding with the Mills bill, I give them my word, so 
far as I am concerned, that they shall have enough of it. 

This bill differs from the House bill, which the Senator from New 
Jersey offered yesterday seriatim, in the fact that it does not come here 
with the indorsement of any party, or of a national convention, or of 
a national committee, or of anexecutive message. It comes here with 
no force and power except that force and power which comes from ar- 
gument in this body as respects its detailed provisions. 

The Senator from New Jersey complains that the bill is now brought 
in for consideration. What would he have said if when this session 
began the Committee on Finance had set aside this billand gone tothe 
consideration of other business, in the face of the promise we made in 
the Senate, and the promise we made in good faith, that this bill should 
be considered at this session of Congress? What has been the progress 
of the bill? I have endeavored day by day to have it considered. 
Motions for adjournment have come early and often from that side of 
the Chamber. Yesterday I was ted to consent to an early ad- 
journment for a reason which I will not make public here, but for a 
reason which has disclosed itself in an attack all along the line upon 
this bill this morning. 

If Senators on that side of the Chamber have come in this morning 
invigorated and refreshed by the consultation which the newspapers 
state that they had last night, if they come here with a determination 
to fight this bill in every inch and in every item, and for the p of 
going over this Presidential election—in other words, dying again 
after they have been killed once [laughter]—if that is their policy dur- 
ing this session of Congress, iti order that there shall be no legislation 
upon the tariff question, in order that the Senate shall not send to the 
House of Representatives its judgment as respects this great question 
of the tariff, so be it.: For one, as a member of the Finance Commit- 
tee, I can stand here as ‘long as they can; I can stand early adjourn- 
ments if they insist upon them; and if they want toattack these items 
and show up the enormities and atrocities of this bill, sobeit. Ithink 
the Committee on Finance will be able to give a reason at least for the 
various provisions of this bill as we come to them, and I am ready to 
discuss each and every one of them, and if on the whole the discussion 
discloses that these items are unjust to the consumers of our country or 
the manufacturers or the laborers, I stand here as ready as any gentle- 
man on that side of the Chamber who is honest in his purpose to make 
amendments to the bill. I do not intend to run it asa partisan ma- 
chine; but if it is to be run as a partisan machine on that side of the 
Chamber, as indicated this morning after the caucus of yesterday, let 
it come from that side of the Chamber, and I give notice that so far as 
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I have authority with reference to this measure, I shall ask for its con- 
— every day in the morning hour and at 2 o’clock until dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. McPHERSON. A single word in reply to the Senator from 
Iowa. In the first place he charges me with having yesterday pro 
as amendments to the Senate bill now under consideration items found 
in the Mills bill. I plead guilty to that charge, and because the items 
I found in the Mills bill were such as I believed ought to be incorpo- 
rated in the Senate bill. I began at the basis of the whole metal sched- 
ule and proposed to reduce it in accordance with what F thought true 
justice toallinterests. I believed that $6 per ton was duty enough upon 
pig-iron. I believed a duty of $20 a ton was enough upon iron and 
steel forms manufactured by use of charcoal. If those amendments 
had been agreed to, it would have permitted certain reductions to be 
made in the metal schedules all the way through. I want the Senator 
from Iowa to understand that I am not committed in any shape or form 
to the House bill known as the Mills bill with respect to the dutiable- 
list. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. When I signed the minority report I expressly 
stated that I was not committed to any particular policy of tariff re- 
vision, but J am committed to a fair and proper policy of tariff revis- 
ion and shall insist upon it, whatever any other Senator on this side 
or that side of the Chamber may do. 

I exceedingly regret the unfortunate reference which the Senator 
from Iowa has seen fit to make to the rum interest, as he is pleased to 
call it, of the county of Hudson and State of New Jersey. I do not 
know what that had to do particularly with the electoral ticket or the 
national campaign. I should suppose that the so-called ‘‘ rum interest’ 
of New Jersey, or even of other States, for that matter, if they had 
consulted their own personal benefit, would have been found voting 
with the Republican party, which is in favor of freer rum rather than 
reduce the duties upon the necessaries of life. 

But I think it is more complimentary than otherwise to what the 
Senator is pleased to call ‘‘the rum interest of New Jersey’’ to find 
their votes in favor of cheaper blankets, cheaper clothing, and willing 
instead to pay a little higher price for theirrum. That is what they 
have done in this campaign, and the Senator wonders why the free- 
rum platform of the Republican party failed in its purpose. 

The Senator from Maine who sits nearest me [Mr. FRYE] sotto voce 
undertook to tell the Senate exactly what the majority had been in 
the county of Hudson. If the Senator was in his seat 1 would like to 
inform him that the majority given in the county of Hudson was a 
legitimate, honest majority; a vote cast by an honest, intelligent peo- 
ple; by honest methods, for honest purposes. Can you say as much 
for other States? 

There was not a single manufacturing districtin my State which did 
not give an increased Democratic vote, even above the natural increase 
of the'voting population. The great silk district, located in the county 
of Passaic, gave a largely increased Democratic,majority, or rather re- 
duced the Republican majority one-half, which is only another way of 
saying it. The county of Essex, which for extent and variety of man- 
ufacturing interests stands pre-eminently the firstcounty of the Union, 
considering its population, heretofore strongly Republican, gave a largely 
increased Democratic vote; giving Mr. Cleveland a majority, whereas 
in 1884 it gave 1,600 majority for Blaine. 

The pottery district did not give an increased majority against as. 
The great glass district in South New Jersey, although they are imme- 
diately under the eye of the Pennsylvanians and controlled in a meas- 
ure by the Pennsylvania tariff heresy and subject in a great measure 
to Pennsylvania methods—and since this campaign has ended we have 
heard very much about those methods—I say the glass district also 
gave an increased Democratic vote. . 

This revolution in sentiment was not confined to the county of Hud- 
son, where a great increase of the Democratic vote was found, but in 
every manufacturing district of the State and among every variety of 
manufacture the Democratic vote increased. 

To say that rum didall this is a very grave indictment of a people 
who never yet saw the necessity of depriving any citizen of the State 
of his natural rights or abridged his personal liberty to keep him 
sober. Can Iowa say so much? 

Now, Mr, President, a single question and I have done. The Sena- 
tor from Iowa undertakes to vindicate his bill. I want to ask that 
Senator if he finds any necessity existing for a higher rate of duty upon 
all articles in this country in 1888 under the conditions that now exist 
than was in 1861 and 1862, when we were confronted by a 
great war? Ia his answer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why, Mr. President, does the Senator require an 
answer to a question of that character? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think it needs an answer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whether I regard a higher duty necessary now upon 
all articles of consumption in this country than was imposed in 1861! 
Of course I do not. But whatever duty is necessary to maintain our 
industries in competition with similar industries in other countries I 
maintain is necessary now, if we believe in fostering our own industries. 
Therefore, that being the general principle, it is necessary or at least 
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it is wise for us to ascertain, if we can, what that line is, and that is 
what I supposed this bill contains. If the Senator from New Jersey 
proclaims now that he is not in favor of that, then he must be in favor 
of the,other proposition, which is that we shall open our markets to the 
free and unimpeded importations of the products of producers of other 
countries, thus placing us upon a level with them. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. I have often heard it stated-—— 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator allow me a single word? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is manifest that we require a much larger reve- 
nue than we did in 1861 and 1862 on account of the doubling of the 
growth of the country. ‘It takes a larger amount to support a govern- 
ment of 65,000,000 one of 30,000,000. Our pension list is more 
now than the whole expenses of the Government were in 1861 and 1862. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator from Vermont proposes now, be- 
cause the present tariff is ing too much revenue, to prevent any 
revenue coming into the through such an increase of duties 
as will prevent im ! No, Mr. President. I have heard the 
argument here and elsewhere by gentlemen on that side of the Cham- 
ber that the reason for this increase of duties was because of the in- 
creased wages paid to American workmen. They are bolder now, and 
some of them cry out for prohibitory tariffs in the interest of the factory 
owner. 

When the question is asked, why do you want a protective tariff? the 
farmer of the Senator’s own State might rise up and ask why capital 
engaged in a manufacturing industry was any more entitled to pro- 
tection than the capital employed in his farm, which has no protection 
at all. And that would be a very natural and proper question to ask. 
Ah, but says the Senator in reply, it is to protect the labor employed 
in that industry. 

Now we turn to the census of 1880, which is taken to be a true and 
faithful report because it was a report copied from the books of the 
factories themselves, which declares for instance upon this metal sched- 
ule that the entire labor cost, not the difference between the rates of 
wages paid here and the rates paid abroad, which should be the basis 
of course upon which this estimate is founded, but the entire labor 
cost is less than half the duty you impose upon the article itself. Who 
then gets the benefit? Nobody can get it but the owner of the fac- 
tory, and here the Senator from Iowa stands in his place and demands 
the extra cent, or half a cent or one-tenth of a cent. : 

Take the woolen schedule, if you please. Under the census of 1880 
the entire labor cost in the woolen factories was less than 19 per cent. 

-of the cost of the goods, and to-day the Senator from Iowa comes in 
here with a bill proposing a rate of duty of 35 and 40 per cent., three 
times the difference paid for wages in this country above the current 
rates in other countries; and yet he is not satisfied with that! 

Take the cotton schedule. ‘Twenty-one per cent., so says the census 
of 1880, represents nearly the entire labor cost of the goods, and what 
is the duty? Thirty-five to 40 per cent. in this bill, and even as high 
as 50 per cent. And yet the cry is protection to American labor, which 
labor never gets. Who ever knew of wages being increased in a highly- 
protected industry that was not drawn out of it by organizations of 
labor striking for a larger share of the bounty than was accorded them? 

I did not believe until the Senator told me to-day that he was at all 
serious in his determination to press this bill to a vote, because I did 
not believe the industries of this country could stand it. I do not be- 
lieve the factory owners can stand it. Certainly the consumer can not, 
and the labor employed in the factories hereafter under these high rates 
of duties perhaps may be able to work one half the time on full pay 
and the other half on half pay, or half time, or both, owing to over- 
—— anda want of a market, because the high price of the goods 

ills consumption. 

What I found fault with was that almost every single industry in this 
country was able to come and rap at the door of the Finance Commit- 
tee and get a hearing before that committee, and I never learned that 
any very great number of consumers of goods or the labor employed in 
our factories were there and had much consideration. The wool- 
grower was supposed to know what he wanted and he was given 1 
cent a pound more tax bn his product. The woolen manufacturer 
was supposed to know what he wanted, and he was enabled to fix the 
rate to give him a monopoly of the business or satisfactory profits by 
fixing the tax upon his competitor’s goods. That is the way in which 
this whole thing has been built up; and when we find fault with it 
and say it is wrong as a matter of policy, then the Senator from Iowa 
makes answer-—as he has made answer to-day—which in short is no 
answer at all. 

Now, I want to submit to the other side of the Chamber, if that is 
the best reason you can give, had you not better refer this bill to the 
committee again to be revised? The campaign is ended; the effect has 
been felt; labor has been frightened to a certain extent, because labor 
has not been educated up to the standard and did notsee it as the peo- 

le of Hudson County, New Jersey, happened to see it, that it was 

tter to havecheap clothing and cheap blanketsthan freewhisky. Let 
us have a longer discussion of it. I think that it is just as well to get 
along under the existing tariff as it is rather than increase the rates, and 
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therefore I would infinitely prefer the present tariff, conditions and all, 
to your theory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, theseveral Senators who have spoken 
on the other side of the question have expressed a desire that we should 
proceed to the discussion of this measure and of its various provisions 
upon the merits which they present, and that each of these provisions 
should be discussed without regard to the others. i propose in what I 
shall say to accommodate them, and to call the attention of the Senate 
to some of the practical aspects of the discussion of the amendment 
which is now pending, which have been disclosed in the remarks of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vxst], the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
GORMAN], and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHzrson]. 

The Senator from Missouri reads from a speech made in the House 
of Representatives by Hon. WiLL1AM L. Scort, of Pennsylvania, who, 
the Senator from Missouri states, is a large iron and coal merchant 
or manufacturer, an expert in matters of this kind. The statement of 
Mr. Scort is to this effect, that steel beams can be produced in this 
country, and are produced in this‘country, at a cost of $28.02 per ten, 
the foreign cost being $24 a ton, and the difference between the forsiga 
cost and the domestic cost $4a ton. If this statement is true o1 ap- 
proximately true, the rate now suggested by the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. HARRIS] is not only amply protective to the steel-beam in- 
dustry in this country, but it is greatly in excess of the rate required. 
Certainly if structural iron ‘and steel can be produced in this country, 
according to the statement which has been read by the Senator from 
Missouri, for $28 a ton, and the cost on the other side is $24, $13.44 a 
ton, which is the rate proposed by the Senator from Tennessee, is ex- 
cessive; and if, as the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 
New Jersey say, they only desire to equalize conditions in this country, 
they are bound not only to vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee but to seek to have that rate reduced. 

I will say frankly for myself that I occupy precisely the position 
which the Senator from Maryland says he occupies. I only ask that 
the people of this country, the producers of this country, shall live un- 
der equal conditions; that equal facilities shall be afforded them as to 
their competitors on the other side of the water. 

Is this statement made by tlie Senator from Missouri, based upon a 
speech of a member of the House of Representatives, true or any where 
near true? Will the Senator from New Jersey rise in his place and say 
that he believes it? Will the Senator from Maryland say that he be- 
lieves it? Will any Senator say that he believes that statement to be 
approximately true? Then why is it brought here as the basis of our 
action upon a serious matter of this kind, affecting great industries in 
thiscountry? I havestated, upon the authority of the superintendent 
of a large manufacturing concern in the State of the Senator from New 
Jersey, that the cost of producing steel beams from pig-iron is more 
than $40 a ton. Does the Senatordeny that statement, or does the Sen- 
ator from Maryland deny thatstatement? There isa difference between 
$12 a ton, between the statement of the member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives from Pennsylvania, and that of the superintendent of the 
Cooper & Hewitt Works, in the city of Trenton, N.J. Which of those 
is correct? I believe that a man who is engaged in the practical man- 
ufacture of these goods, even though a Democrat, will tell the truth 
about it, and that it does cost $40 a ton above the cost of pig-iron to 
produce steel beams and these forms of structural iron. 

Now, if the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from New Jer- 
sey are willing to vote for a rate which will equalize the cost between 
the two countries, based, as it is, upon the greater cost of labor in this 
country, then I am with them; and upon the definite information that 
the committee had they fixed the rate as they did, and if the Senators 
believe with us that the facts I have stated are correct—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Where does the Senator get his figures upon which 
this statement is based? I should like to hear the statement of the 
Senator from Rhode Island and have him show his calculations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated it, and I will restate it: The 
superintendent of Cooper & Hewitt’s works in Trenton stated to me 
that the cost of making steel beams above the cost of pig-iron was $40 
a ton, and that the cost in Belgium for doing the same work was not 
more than half that sum, or $20 a ton. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now I should like to ask the Senator from Khode 
Island whether that statement is based upon the average cost, taking 
all the different classes of beams made at that factory, known to be of 
the highest character inthis country? I ask whether he does not know 
that that is not a fair statement of the average cost of beams in this 
country? I agree with the Senator from Rhode Island that the state- 
ment made by the Senator from Missouri is upon the lowest class of 
beams 
















































Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? Does he believe any 
beams of any character can be made in this country for $28 a ton? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no question that the lower class of beams 
can be made for about $28 a ton, but in discussing this question, as I 
said a moment ago, you do not want it on political lines or on the mere 
statement of some individual. Iam asking a Senator who has investi- 
gated this subject whether he does not know and believe to-day that 
the rate which has been reported of 1.1 cents is too high upon all the 
articles embraced in this item. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill answer the Senator’s first question first. 
He asks if the difference in cost between Belgium and Trenton is upon 
the average of all the products of the mill. Undoubtedly it is, and it 
is the average of the product of the Trenton mill that is covered by the 
clause under consideration. It is, of course, all the goods produced by 
the T>enton mill which are covered by the item under consideration. 
I think that is a sufficient answer to the first question. 

In regard to the other question, I will say that the committee in the 
first instance fixed this rate atl cent a pound. Afterwards, upon the 
statement of one of these manufacturers, it was increased to 1.10 cents, 
My own impression agrees with that of the Senator from Iowa, that 
these people can probably live upon 1 cent a pound, and at the proper 
time 1 shall vote for an amendment to make the rate a cent a 

But what I was trying te call to the attention of the Senate wasthat 
if they believe the statement of the Senator from Missouri, the rate 
now proposed is altogether too high, instead of being too low. 

One other word about the combimation among the manufacturers of 
steel beams in thiscountry. The Senator from lowa hasalready stated 
thai there are three or four large corporations now engaged in the manu- 
facture of structural iron and steel that are not members of thiscombina- 
tion. The combination itselfis not inany senseatrust. The business of 
these concerns is not pooled. It issimply a combination, which may 
last twenty-four hours or may last twenty years, to regulate the price 
so far as the members of the combination are concerned. One of the 
three or four largest steel concerns in the United States that are en- 
gaged in the manufacture is the North Chicago Rolling Mill Company, 
of which the Senator from Illinois knows the character as well as my- 
self, It is one of the largest concerns in the United States. It is now 
engaged in making structural iron, and is not a member of this combi- 
nation. I have no doubt myself that all the large works of thecoun- 
try will soon be engaged in the manufacture of structural iron and 
steel, and the competition thus engendered will regulate prices sufli- 
ciently in this country. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator from Iowa takes advantage of the move- 
ment for an early adjournment yesterday, which my friend from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] says was about 4 o’cleck, to intimate that gentlemen 
on this side of the Chamber after conference yesterday have come in to- 
day to open fire on this bill all along the line, and intimates it was the 
decree of the caucus that the Democrats are to contest his bill, item by 
item, and prevent its passage. 

I think I have a perfect right to say—and I believe it to be true ef 
every gentleman on this side of the Chamber, although I have no right 
to speak for anybody but myself—that after the declaration of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio yesterday, in which he said that we ought not te be as- 
tonished at the fact that those on the other side of the Chamber followed 
blindly the recommendation of the committee upon every item of the 
bill, because they thought it was wise to do it (that was the intimation; 
Ido not mean the exact language), coupled with the fact that upon 
every vote upon every amendment that was offered there was a strict 
party vote, seme of us thought it was time for consultation, as my friend 
from Iowa and his associates are understeod through the public press 
te have had their consultation, and we naturally came to the conclu- 
sion that it was time for us to move as a party on this side. 

But I stated farther what I complained of was the attitude of Sen- 
ators on the otherside. I say now with great frankness that there is no 
party intention to obstruct your legislation, but if you insist in press- 
ing through this bill without listening to the reasons in any case for a 
change, you are simply fighting the battle of the last campaign over 
again. You know too well the history of legislation toe sup that, 
with a measure pressed with such a motive and intent, lh boone. 
sible for you to pass the bill at this session; and you press it with that 
knowledge, and, as I have a right to assume, for the purpose of defeat- 
ing the consummation of any measure looking to a reduction of taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa makes another statement, that 
if the Senator from New Jersey and myself are sincere in our desire te 
fix a rate of duty that will not interfere with the capital invested in 
these great enterprises, or the Jabor employed in them, that that is his 
object and that is the object of the bill. I say it goes away beyond it. 
The present tariff laws were made by the Republican party. It has 
been its boast that it promoted every industry in the land. Our claim 
has been that in many instances it has laid an onerous tax away be- 
yond the necessities of the case, and the result has been monopoly, 
combinations, and trusts. 

The country has been more than satisfied that the duties heretofore 
levied are more than are required te protect American 
Senator from Iowa knows there was an excuse for his bill before No- 


made by himself, and the 
every prominent member on the other side and often by the 
from lowa, that the existing tariff rates did require reduction and 
modification. lnstead of reductions in duties you presented a substi- 
tute for the House bill just at the height of the excitement of a Presi- 
dential canvass. 

When calm deliberation was impossible there was party advantage 
to be gained. Then you went away beyond the demand of any busi- 
ness interest or any party platform and increased the war tariff. You 





have increased the eee you yourselves made in 1883, under which 
the manufacturers have been prosperous, ay, have reaped larger re- 
turns than those of any other country upon the face of the globe. Now, 
I say to you that this attempt to add te those rates, to increase these 
duties on one hundred or more articles, yes, two hundred of them, is 
wrong, is against the interests of the of the country. 

Now, I take up ome or two of these ules, and I should like to 
know from the Senator from Iowa how he can reconcile the increase on 
these articles with his declaration that he is for a reduction of these 
taxes when it can be done without impairing the capital invested or 
labor employed. They have not asked for more protection, but here 
are some ofthe increases. Taggers’ iron orsteel. The present rate of 
duty is 39.18 per cent , and you have increased it to 64.24 per cent. 
ad valorem, based upon the importsof 1887, You have taken all iron 
or steel valued at more than 10 cents and have increased the ad valo- 
rem duty from 13.86 and 10.97 to 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

I will not read the whole of the list, but I will have this statement 
published. 

Steel ingots, cogged ingots, you have increased from 45 per cent. ad 
valorem to 63.07 per cent. Strips of iron or steel from 52.63 to 56.48 
per cent. Steel circular-saw plates from 37.32 to 44.77 per cent. 

You have increased brass bedsteads and other bh old furniture 
from 35 per cent. to 45 per cent.; britannia-ware from 35 to 45 per 
cent. ; iron bedsteads from 35 to 45 per cent.; umbrella and parasol 
ribs from 40 to 45 per cent. You have increased the duties on horses 
and mules from 20 per eent. ad valorem to 31.66, on cattle from 20 per 
cent. ad valorem to 37.21, and on cattle for breeding purposes, which 
are now free, you put a duty of 17.69 per cent., all in the interest, as 
a matter of course, of the farmers. On hogs you increased it from 20 
per cent. to 21.10 per cent. 

Now take the cotton schedule. You have cotton thread and yarn 
valued at over 25 cents and not exceeding 45 cents a pound from 42.31 
per cent. to 50.75 per cent., and valued at 60 cents a pound and not 
over 70 cents from 50.89 te 50.90. 

So it runs through this entire schedule where there are more than 
a hundred increases in the rates of duty, and yet the Senator from Iowa 
says we have no right to complain, and when we do complaim he inti- 
mates that it is for partisan purposes, and when we object to these in- 
creases we are charged with being against the American laborer. 

I repeat again that I am in favor in this legislation of so adjusting 
the tariff as to give entire protection to the capital invested and the 
labor employed in American industries, but I never will consent to 
these enormous increases which are now made by thir bill, when there 
is no interest in the country that demands them and when they are - 
made only for the purpose of increasing the protits of a comparatively 
few people who are engaged in those industries. 











3 Ad valorem equiva- 
¢ lents at new rates 
° based upon importa- 
= tions for fi-cal year 
<= 1887. 
iy 
& 
2 

sto 

vt € Geil AMIMONIAC. ......--ceceoeeceeeceeer 

12 





Cement: 
Roman, Portland, and other hydraulic 
(barrels) 


3 
oh 
35 
37 
45 
SM 
59 
60 
s cahaadieleicehabeieneeandeabatipeaniiretinemimernns vy. 9 -<00w 25.00 
OL , or satin white, or artificial sulphate 
of cocesttnne chatinsubusnedsusshebecente cevevectousscccanel 25. 00 
GBF Pati Bart BIR OIS, ..cccccccccccnse sec cs ceenens cevsnsvownscceqnacee 20. 00 
75 | Plaster Paris, ground or calcimined.................00++ 20. 00 
85 castile 20.00 
98 
95. 30 
102 35.00 
108 
20.00 
131 31.01 
134 
44.37 
d44 30.00 
30, 00 
146 
41.60 -14 
39,18 24 














OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 147 





























































Ad valorem equiva- = Ad valorem equiva- 
Jents at new rates a lents at new rates 
& based upon imperta- B based upon importa- 
tions i= fiseal year 3 tions = a year 
45 Articles. 887. aa Articles. eo 
S Sgiacitennscued 
te 
; Existing | Senate S Existing | Senate 
law. bill. 3 law. bill. 
Ry — 
Per cent. | Per cent. Per cent, | Per cent, 
150 | Wire rods, rivet, screw, nail, fence, etc., valued 818 | Cotton cloth, exceeding 150 and not exceeding 
at 3 cents or less per sovevwvecensberevcseseeessees 40. 66 47.55 200 threads per square inch, counting the warp 
151 “es wan or aoe" Sin valued at more than 10. 13. 86 45.00 and filling : 
ss ielaemedpininsliniiabdiaeisinainiinibesenih: sovenn 10. 97 45. 00 Not bleached, dyed, colored, etc.................00 56.19 65.55 
151 orn nes pee with cotton, ete., “valued at TRNDUIIOUE | civncatcocomsamnitatanaiel seemed sine’ 55. 76 62.72 
— than 10 cents: Dyed,colored, stained, ete 49.23 54.15 
Smaller than No. 10 and not smaller than Not bleached, dyed, colored, Papen at 
No. 16 wire sosccccenscecencese coc cevesboceseneesens 12.00 over 8 cents per square yard... oe 40. 00 45.00 
Smaller than No. 16 and not smaller than Bleached, valued at over 10 cents per square 
pee socesccsopsesscecsesoostcoesetnossosenessees 11,86 45. 00 icici thidt iki nn yn tnctaiabaesnnavennein smpiiiiinnad 40.00 5.00 
Smaller than No. 26.......00.cccccseesseceesssenenesenrs 22.17 45.00 Dyed, colored, stained, etc., valued at over 12 
Galvanized iron or steel wire eomgt fence wire), cents per square yard cd icainceiaieienioeeed 40. 00 45,00 
valued at more than 10 cen 319 | Cotton cloth, exceeding 200 threads per square 
Smaller than 16 and not caidas a 15.40 45.00 ineh, counting the — and filling: 
SATO Ce TB ne ciptinnertenerce ence se ccenpenceneanevemned 10, 82 45.00 Not bleached, colo dyed, ete... 57.54 64.73 
153 — ingots, cogged ingots, biooms end slabs, Te aaa 51.88 57.07 
Dyed, colored, stained, etc....... 48. 40 54. 46 
“alued ati cent = pound or less .............+... 45.00 63.07 Not bleached, dyed, colored, etc., valued at 
Valued at above 7 cents per pound and not over 10 cents per square yard... 40.00 45.00 
CIO TO Oink 5s vets icc csnaisinss08 co ccciececccsceceses 80. 07 39. 62 Bleached, valued at over 12 cents per ‘square. 
Valued at above 10 cents and not above 13 OE cartel hace ciactin. aloes bids iebiiiaanionessananens 40.00 45.00 
oS edeenimaaetansheanneay 19.58 45.00 $22 Cotto damask, clothing (ready-made), and ar- 
159 | All iron or steel bars, etc., not otherwise pro- ticles of wearing apparel, including hemmed 
vided for: handkerchiefs... 38.77 46. 00 
Bars of iron or steel : $38 | All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other 
Valued above 7 cents and not above 10 vegetable fiber, except cotton, ete. : 
CONS PET POUNA,.....cece.escescsceeeceerenresessees 30. 92 81.44 Valued at 5 cents per pound or less: 
Valued above 10 cents per pound............. 17.55 18. 80 OIE... sisi achihidinsblblsioitie she intedipdbicinaions 85. 00 47.59 
Strips of iron or steel: Valued above 5 cents per pound: 
alued “= 4 cents per pound or less......... 52.63 56. 48 I 5rd ctlnccemnsiencsborell 35.00 40.00 
Valued above 7 cents and not above 10..... 81.71 82, 22 Yarns of China grass.......... oa 20. 00 40. 00 
Valued abeve to COMBS... .2recercenesesenrconssnses 12.43 13.32 iid sisun <esehen senebusborenpnssoncuntedl 35.00 40.06 
steel; Grass clothand other en a nner 
Valued at 4 cents per pound or less......... 52.05 52.19 China, and sisal grass.. a aa 85.00 40.00 
Valued above 7 cents and not above 10..... 31. 87 32.39 Sail duck, or canvas for sails..... sipaigseacdaeicnale 30.00 40.06 
Valued above 10 cents..........cccccccseseccsssene 10.17 10.90 Shectings, Russia and others 35. 00 40,00 
Steel circular-saw 3 Brown and bleached linens, ducks, canvas, pad- 
Valued above 7 cents and not above 10 dings, cot-bottoms, diapers,crash, huckabacks, 
mse per pound....... evtececessbenedtecensendsenees 37.32 44.77 handkerchiefs, and lawns. 35.00 40.00 
Alued above 10 COMtS.........-.0sereeesreere 33.72 85. 70 Seines and seine and gilling twine..................... 25.00 40.00 
160 Antimony, as regulus or eevee sieeaemantmes 10. 00 12.00 Other manufactures of flax.jute, hemp,or manila. 35.00 40,00 
174 | Gold APeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenes es eeeneseeeeeneetomars seecsesseeeeen® 28.17 37.55 Other manufactures of grass.. sliibiitiste . 30. 00 40.00 
190 Quicksilver... véduesses bes abbeovetaibortecbantoes abéens 10.00 14.33 336 | Laces and insertings, flax or linen 30.00 50. G0 
191 | Serews, commonly called wood-screws, Embroideries of flax or line................0.00s00+0+ 000 30.00 50.00 
; inch and jess in length... .. 44.59 52.02 | 340 | Oil-cloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, 
46.35 54. 07 SUIS SIMEON. 05, crvcve-cosass onseicd:ccusinrsinnmcapgos 40.00 40, 38 
30. 00 35.00 | 346 | Wool, hair of the elpace, goat, etc., valued at 30 
cents or less per po 54.7 60. 25 
10.00 35. 00 Washed, valued at 30 sounte or less per pound...... 58.51 64, 36 
20.00 36, 92 Scoured, valued at 30 cents or leas per pound... 74. 11 81.52 
a Combing wool, valie 30 cents or less per pound. 43, 23 47.55 
enumerated or provided for, com wholly | Seoured, vatue 30 cents or less per pound. 66. 18 72.79 
or in part of iron, steel, lead, copper, nickel, 343 | Carpet wool, value over 12 cents per pound... 27. 69 33. 28 
pewter, tin, zinc, gold, silver, platinum, or any Scoured.... 22.79 27.35 
other metai, w ‘partly or wholly manu- 354 | Woolen cloths, valued | above 80 cents per pound.. e. ot 7s. 5 
: Woolen shawls, valued above 80 cents per a 4 58. 26 
Brass bedsteads and other house furniture... pe Composed wholly or in part of worsted, etc.. 61.53 68, 26 
SEIN. «0.045 seen cvencpeceonentinaitiioentantounsnenes . Yarns, woolen and worsted: 
Iron bedsteads and other house furniture... 35. 00 | vou above 20 and not above 40 cents per 
: ware of all kinds, not elsewhere speci- | ia 45. 00 RR Lh aa intents 67.90 | 133. 60 
see nes nen anwene eeeees seeceeesnenes seenersss . ued above 40 and not above 60 cents per 
Plate and gilt. ware, not elsewhere specified... 35.00 eee a oi 68. 08 104, 32 
Umbrella and parasol ribs, etc., or parts Valued above 60 and not above 80 cents per 
thereof. 40. 00 MRED Aint sidictethantassdien Sulgnenadsivsentinktsaconte 69. 08 | 98, 30 
226 107. 94 116, 11 Valued above 80 cents per pound.............-..--.- 68.79 72.90 
134. 87 151. 94 Manufactures not other'vise previded for, made 
252 20.00 31. 66 wholly or in partof wool: 
Horses breeding purposes.........<.......--+ a.--| Free. 13.39 Valued above 80 cents per pound... 64. 46 69. 74 
233 sreeeees 20.00 -§ . Manufactures of worsted, hair of the alpaca, 
. F ree. 4s goat, ete. : 
234 20. 00 21.10 oven exceeding 30 and not above 40 cents 
235 Hogs for breeding purposes... pao. - = per pound = Kecihy diietiblnadlli citi tcelbactgicesosand 68.33 148.06 
PUTPOBOS... .... 0. ce seeesereeere . edi d not abov 
236 Altother live animals, not otherwise provided cae ao — ond neme 68. 28 104. 70 
for breeding purposes..................00cc.sc0s0seeee Free 20. 00 Value exceeding 80 cents. per ‘pound bal asa 71.99 88.73 
241 nae O00 pn anns Rae Ceneenen ee eEneEs seceeeeeeeeereeteness coeeees — 10.00 24. 26 Balmorals: 
276 li and all similar prepara- Seis xa Valued above 30 and not above 40 cents per 67.72 130. 44 
ss reseeesens testenmnesneneten ee anna senaneenenenens enesssnnaces ene . - SIN ir. ctislervenpunaniecrpenntieneneaiitiiiineeid 
(286 Pease, green or dried, RC a er evvcersseccces 26. 00 26.14 e 40 and not above 60 65.59 99, 48 
Bs | Rice igaror ments] atten P| vipsras eee ease —— 
or nai d not 68. 15 77.20 
son | einat otherwise provided £0r enn nnn: 20.00 35.09 Vaiued abe 6 a nom TpEtve noel 
SEN EE GONE cst: kcccsese civaccicteitincsewarees eave ccces. * 85. 88 valued above 80 cents per pound 66. 35 77.20 
312 Vermiuth, im ons. 8.0. ccs nnnaneceneeeonnen eeeesneenees 77.63 93.15 355 | Flannels, valued above 80 cents per pound ......... 73,02 86. 93 
Ginger ale ........-eneveverseseovevsnersrenenreenesttonenesstaens 20.00 37.56 Blankets, valued above 80 cents per pound......... 70. 30 79. 48 
Cherry trait juice prune oe or ne wine, and Hats of wool, valued above 80 cen canto une pound.... 52.07 55. 82 
other than 24 provided for, 356 | Women’s and children’s dress g 8, coat lin- 
wut soees per cent. of alco- onan cum ings, Italian cloth, = composed | in part of 
#4 ¢neatenentnsenseneseee eeseeeneeEeeeNEe Sureewas Kee vecceseenecess: ° wool, worsteds, etc., valued at above 20 cents 
813 a Sr yarn, ae or warp-yarn not per square ya aa 59. 06 73.48 
: ; a 357 | Same, com wholiy of wool, worsted, etc. : 
rome stover'2s and not exceeding 40 cents aE a2 Weighing 4 ounces or less per square yard... 82.95 92.51 
inland shdigiegepauipitien- uaptseninnains titel 59.7 yard ...... Ms 73. 
Valued dat over i and not exceeding 50 cents an oma“ Sena ae ee as 90. = 
ee nwinive--orsroee aoe : 52. 18 Clothing, ready-made, and wearing ‘apparel, not 
Valued atover 50and not exceeding 60 cents. ctharwise provided for... a, 51.18 64.13 
EE Secitentpdbcindantiramenewsepvenewetosseecomeseseees 45.21 50. 64 359 | Cloaks, dolmans, ete. Se eee ed 67.74 72.74 
Valued at over 60 and not exceeding 70 cents 377 | Sill, laces, and embroideries......csccscsssnesescsoossoee 50.00 €0. 00 
BI I iccnstincecceccccttncudprevenininiviccrscoenesecooes 50. 89 58. 90 Clothing, ready-made... 5 ee ai 50. 00 60, 00 
* Other forms of rice largely reduced. ; Shawls... ove sochiteinnannasipaaatiinhisesssersso sevens 50. 00 60.00 
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3 Ad valorem equiva- 
a lents at new rates 
§ based upon importa- 
ae | tions for fiscal year 
£5 Articles, 1887. 
ao 
< Se 
& - 
¢ Existing Senate 
a | law. bill, 
C. 
Per cent. | Per cent. 
877 | Hats, caps, And DOMMES ......ceee corres sceccereoceecseres 50.00 60.00 
eR OER enn cerstetans epeentiiaeeiennmnneil 50.00 60.00 
RR ae 20. 00 25.00 


381 | Manufactures of paper, or of which paper iscom- 
| ponent of chief value, not otherwise provided 
889 | Brushes and brooms of all kinds, including 
feather dusters 
414 | Limme.....eccrerescsersrseesrreerseseere ones 10.00 
415 | Alabaster, glass, and paste.. eed 
| Aaa BURT GOI incces cssouenainscind in smeminaaeenanand 
436 | Freestone,granite,sandstone,etc., hewn, dressed, 
| SR PPOERING.....cocccecesvee-cocessunehppantemegnenteniobintvataind 
| Burr-stones, manufactured or bound up into mill- 
1 PRGERBB occ ccccccovecc evcccccescnsvneosonsensecccccosncsesoececeoouesoon 
GED 1 CRRA GRR DIED OF oo ccc crecics <pqncr greene secins inqmcsseceiqact 
Coach and harness furniture of all kinds, sad- 
GREET, DEO...0.ccccdsess.s0ccncncecesepenosonsecccesnnscoosootcosscesd 
Musical instruments of all kinds.............ssseccsseess 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not know that it would constitute 
a high crime or even a misdemeanor if the Democratic Senators had 
gone into caucus upon this bill last evening, and it does not appear to 
me a matter of sufficient importance to either contradict or that 
statement. We had the right to doso, and followed the practiceof both 
parties in the Senate if we did, and itis our business and nobody else’s. 

But the Senator from Iowa is unfortunate in his use of that assumed 
fact, He says that it was agreed in that caucus to attack this bill to- 
day all along the line, to use a military expression. The record of the 
Senate is rather against that assertion. 

Mr, ALLISON. The Senator will allow me to say that if I made 
that statement it was rather aninadvertence. I stated that there was 
a caucus and then an attack all along the line. I did not put the two 
together. I left that to be inferred. 

Mr. VEST. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated that yesterday there was a caucus and to- 
day an attack all along the line. That was the statement I made. 

Mr. VEST. I caught the military part of it and heard ‘‘all along 
the line.’’ 

Now, Mr. President, the records of the Senate rather militate, to use 
another expression in the way of battle, against that assertion. The 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] .offered all his amend- 
ments yesterday morning before the caucus. The Senator from Iowa 
forgets it, but I made ‘‘a few feeble remarks’’ also before the caucus, 
attacking this very item 130, and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] replied to me, and thereupon came the motion to adjourn. So 
my friend is exceedingly unfortunate in his use of this caucus matter. 

It may be that the Democratic party was killed, and is now dying 
hard, but I take great encouragement from the example set us by the 
distinguished Senator from Iowa. He has been killed twice in Repub- 
lican national conventions as a candidate for the Presidency, but a 
livelier cor I have never seen than he has been here to-day. 
{Laughter.| Let me assure my friend that the old Democratic party, 
though slightly disfigured, is still in the ring—to use another fighting 
phrase. We have been killed so often in the last one hundred years 
that the charge has become monotonous, but I observe in the light of 
history when election time comes around each recurring four years the 
poor old party is still there, exciting as much animosity and as much 
vituperation as it did in the preceding canvass, and let me assure my 
friend that it will be ready the next time and on this identical ques- 
tion of unlimited taxation under pretense of protecting American labor 
and American markets. 

I want to read from another tariff authority, because if we can do 
nothing else even in our moribund and dying condition we can make 
up the record. I quote from a very high authority in the Republican 
party, the Steel and Iron Bulletin, the bulletin of the American Iron 
and Steel Association, the same association that was called w in 
1887 by the then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Manning, to give the 
items and details of the manufacture of steel rails and of steel beams, 
and which association applied to the Edgar Thomson Works, of which 
Mr. Carnegie was president, to give that information, and his reply was 
that he declined todoso. It wasmost remarkable, if he was only mak- 
ing the small and modest profit which the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. ALDRICH] said he was making, that he declined to go into details 
at all and peremptorily refused to open his books. 

In the same line, not of presumption but of statement, I want to 
read what these gentlemen say who are in this trust, They call ita 

**combination,’”’ a modest, domestic sort of word: 

It has been charged— 

They say— 


thata “trust” exists— 





This comes from ‘‘ The Pheenix Iron Company, George oy ee 
secretary; New Jersey Steel and Iron Somanag Fred. J. e, treas- 
urer; A. & P. Roberts & Co., Pencoyd Iron Works, Philadelphia, Pa., 
August 1, 1888.” Here is their own defense, and if I coal not, if 
there were a penal statute against trusts, convict every one of them 
and put them in the State prison upon this statement I would surrender 
my license as a practicing attorney and never go into court again. 
Listen to their defense, made by these three leading manufacturers: 

It has been charged that a “ trust’ exists among the makers to maintain an 
exorbitant price for this product. Itis true that to prevent ruinous competition 
there have du the years, with a single interval, nm agree- 
ments of various kinds between the makers o: to maintain the price ata 
figure that would yield a fair profit. 

Now, mark that language. There still existsatrust. There has been, 
they say, for the past sixteen years, with a single interval—that was 
eight or nine years ago—this agreement to do what? To maintain 
prices at what they call ‘‘a fair profit.”” We know what a manufact- 
urer’s fair profit is. Iquote from adeceased meinber of this body, whe 
was in entire accord with his Republican associates, Senator Miller, of 
California, who said that the standard of the American manufacturer 
was to get the cheapest labor and sell the product at the highest price, 
and that is what they mean by ‘‘a fair profit. ’’ 

We claim that the ee have no right to the products of labor at a less 

rice than will yielda cps tonthatlabor. We doin, also, that when prices 

below the point at w! this can be secured it is the natural right of any 
man to agree with his competitors to maintain prices at a fair figure. 

The Senator from Rhode Island tells us that three or four manufact- 
urers of this country are not in this trust. Mr. President, there are 
several gentlemen in this country in the meat product, in sell- 
ing the meat product, that do not belong to the Chicago trust, but they 
are about as absolutely impotent to-day against that giant.monopoly 
as an infant in the cradle or ‘‘mewling and puking in the nurse’s arms.’’ 

The very essence of these trusts, the very basis of their existence, is 
the enormous power of their capital ted together, which can 
strike down all competition except where for a mere show they per- 
mit that competition nominally to exist. Who does not know that to- 
day there is not one pound of beef in this country that is not controlled 
by that combination in Chicago? And yet we are told these trusts 
only want ‘‘a fair profit,’’ and have a natural t to their profits un- 
der the laws of this country and of God himself. 

I saw in a newspaper this morning that an attempt had been made 
to blow up a distillery in Chicago by dynamite sticks, and the proprie- 
tor charges that it is done by the whisky trust, and says he is pre- 

to prove it in open court. ; 

I saw in the papers three days ago that the Anaconda Copper Works 
in Montana had closed and twenty-five hundred men, in the middle 
of winter, are thrown out upon the streets, houseless and homeless, 
and without pay—twenty-five hundred men—and it was done because 
the copper syndicate had made it to the interest of those gentlemen to 
close down and produce no more copper under the existing condition 
of the market. 

Who does not know that there isa sugar trust in this country? Who 
does not know that there is hardly a single article that enters into the 
daily life of the American citizen that is not now under the control of 
these octopi, these commercial devil-fish that are crushing out the life 
of all legitimate commerce and trade throughout the United States? 
With this very admission here upon record in their own organ, that they 
exist without any apology; with the open, defiant announcement that 
they intend to exist and have thenataral right to do this thing, speeches 
are made here and apologies for these combinations, and we are told 
that our demand upon this side of the Chamber that the Republican 
party shall carry out its profession to put a tariff tax upon American 
preducts which will be an equivalent for the difference between the 
cost of labor in this country and abroad, is an impudent assumption 
and not to be tolerated for a moment. 

Why, sir, when the chairman of this subcommittee, my friend from 
Iowa, admits that he is now willing to reduce this tax and accept a 
duty of 1 cent, he gives away the entire argument, and that ought to 
be the end of it. My friend from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] suggests 
to me a t question: ‘‘Why did not they do that before the 
election?’’ But that is back into ancient history. 

Mr. ALLISON, I answer that “ tquestion.’’ Does the 
Senator from Alabama, who this to the Senator from Missouri, 
think that we can not alter bill because we reported it here as a 
committee? In the very nature of things, I will say to the Senator 
from Alabama in all seriousness, many items in this bill will un- 
doubtedly be changed. The committee will change items in this bill, 
or propose to change them, both in the way of reducing and increasing. 

Mr. MORGAN. The drift of my suggestion was simply that at the 
rate of taxation contained in the bill as reported from the Committee 
on Finance there would be a very much larger amount of fat fried out 
of these people than there could be at a lower rate. The heat would 
not be as great, and I supposed there would be no inconvenience now in 
enduring the fire. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that theory of course that would be a personal 
question, but I did not know we were going upon that theory at this 
tim 


e. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question isn the amendment 





1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 






149 





of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], which will be again 
read. 


The Cuter CLERK. In lines 446 and 447 it is proposed to strike out 
**1.1 cents’ and insert ‘‘ six-tenths of 1 cent.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the motion to strike out and insert divisible? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to strike out and insert 
is not divisible. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. PUGH (when Mr. BuTLER’s name was called). The Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] and the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. CAMERON] are absent and paired on this question. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. BowENn]. If he were present, I should vote 
e ea.’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEoRGE’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GzorGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. BLAIR]. 
c Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, Ishould vote 
“e ea,” 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. TELLER’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is paired with the Senator from Louis- 
iana [Mr. Grsson]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. . 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck]. 

Ae CHANDLER. I desire to announce the pair of the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. BLopeerttT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—20, 
Bate, Goteene, a ae Turpie, 
Be Pugh, Vi , 
Blackburn, Gray ihonpere, Vest, 
rell, H Reagan, Voorhees, 
ke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Edm‘ Mand . Sa ’ 
Allison, ro Mitchell, aioe 4 
aaye, Morrill, Stewart, 
er, Haw a Paddock, Stock ee 
Cullom, Hiscock, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Doves Inga Pia 
Dolph, ier heteon, Plumb, 
ABSENT—27. 
. Cameron, Hale, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Daniel, Hampton, Sabin, 
Farwell, Hearst, Spooner, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
wn, George, Kenna, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Pasco, Walthall. 
Call, Gorman, Quay, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT ote mat The Chair will interrupt the Sena- 
tor to iay before the te some bills and a joint resolution from the 


House of Representatives for reference. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 236) to pay the officers, clerks, and em- 
a en of on December 20, 1888, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 

of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 


) ae iations for the payment of 

invalid and other pensions of the ited States for the fiscal year end- 
purposes, was read twice by its title, 

and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
fet gr pee cy eer . 

% page 104, 447, paragraph 130, I move to strike 
out ‘and one-tenth,’ and strike out the word ‘cents ”? in the same 
line and insert ‘‘cent;’’ so as to make this duty ‘‘1 cent per pound.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let the amendment be first stated 
from the desk. 


The Corer CLERK. In line 447 it is proposed to strike ont ‘‘and 
one-tenth cents’’ and insert ‘‘ cent ’’ in lieu thereof; so as to read: 

130. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, TT columns 
and posts or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and bulb beams, end 
building forms, together with all other structural shapes of iron or stee), 1 cpnt 
per pound, 

Mr. ALLISON. I was recognized by the Chair when the Chair laid 
before the Senate some other business, having sought the floor with a 
view to offer the identical amendment which the Senator from Missouri 
has offered. I shall support it,and had the authority of the committee 
to offer it; and I gave notice of it, I will say, w the Senate early this 
morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that amendment be again reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. VEST. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri Pr. Vest]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read the next item of the matter proposed to be in- 
serted by the amendment of the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


131. Boiler or other plate iron or steel, except saw-plates hereinafter provirled 
for, not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, sheared or unsheared, and ske!p irom or 
steel sheared or rolled in grooves, valued at 2 cents per pound or less, 1 cent per 
pound; valued above 2 cents and not above 3 cents per pound, 1.2 cents per 
pound; valued above 3 cents and not above 4 cents per pound, 1.6 cents per 
pound; valued above 4 cents and not above 7 cents per pound, 2 cents per pound; 
valued above 7 cents and not above 10 cents per pound, 2.8 cents per pound; 
valued above 10 cents and not above 13 cents per pound, 3} cents eh mye 
valued above 13 cents per pound, 45 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That all 
—_ iron or steel thinner than No, 10 wire gauge shall pay duty as iron or steel 
sheets. 


Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa why it 
is that the duty upon the articles in paragraph No. 131 is increased 
from 31.01 per cent. to 39.69 per cent. ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Why it is increased? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, why it is increased ? 
that increase upon that class of articles? 

Mr. ALLISON. This item of iron skelp is a very small item in the 
schedule, as shown by the amount imported in 1887. The object ofa 
change in classification was to more nearly equalize the rate with the . 


What is the necessity for 


value. It turns out that in making up this schedule of several rates 
the te rate is 39.69 per cent., according to the Treasury state- 
ment. There is very little in it. I donot think myself that on the 


importations that would be found to be true. If there was an exactly 
equal amount of iron or steel imported of each class, I suppose that 
would be true. I do not think any harm will come from it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

132. Boiler or other tubes, or pipes, or flues, or stays of wrought iron or steel, 
2} cents per pound. : 

133. Bolts, with or without threads or nuts, or bolt-blanks, and finished hinges 
or hi blanks, whether of iron or steel, 2} cente per pound. 

134. Chain or chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, not less than three- 
fourths of 1 inch in diameter, 1.6 cents per pound; less than three-fourths of 1 
inch and not less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 1.8 cents per pound; 
less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 3 cents per pound, 

Mr. VANCE, In line 474 I move to strike out ‘‘ three’’ and insert 
“‘two,”’ being the duty on trace-chains, chains less than three-eighths 
of an inch in diameter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina will be read from the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. Inline 474 it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ three ”’ 
and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 


Less than three-eighths of 1 inch in diameter, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. VANCE. That is an increase of about 25 per cent. om the pres- 
ent duty, which is 2} cents a pound on a class of iron-ware that is more 
in common use perhaps, and is more especially used by the agricult- 
ural classes than almost any other kind of iron. I see no reason in the 
world why the duty should be increased upon that, especially as the prod- 
uct that is made by the plow that is drawn by the trace-chain has to 
be sold in the free-trade markets of the world, and therefore, it seems 
to me, they should have at least a reasonable chance on the other end. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from North Carolina is mistaken in 
supposing that the item to which he calls attention refers to trace- 
chains. There are no trace-chains involved in this amendment. No 
chains of the size mentioned here could possibly be used as trace-chains. 
They are used largely and chiefly as little chains of luxury. Ladies 
use them for their dogs, and they are used for ornaments, and but a 
very small number of them are made. There are none or few of them 
made in this country, I think none now; but it was supposed, on the 
representations of those supposed to know the details of this business, 
that if we could equalize the labor of producing these chains—for they 
are not produced by machinery at all; they are produced on an anvil 
and with great care by the labor of the artisan—we might, by increas- 
ing the duty somewhat upon these little dog-chains or ladies’ chains, se- 
cure possibly the manufacture of them here. They are all imported 
now. It is a matter of no moment as the amountinvolved. A 
very sniall amountis imported, but all that are used hereare imported, 
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For myself, I think the rate of duty is a little high as proposed here, 
but it does not affect the question in which the Senator from North 
Carolina is interested. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like the Senator from Iowa to point out to 
me in what portion of the bill the duty on trace-chains is provided for 
if it is not in this item? 

Mr. ALLISON. The item immediately preceding. 

Mr. VANCE. These are less than three-eighths of an inch thick. 
If the Senator ever plowed witha mule or a horse and had ever seen a 
trace-chain and helped hitch one up, he would know that it was made 
of iron less than three-eighths of an inch in thickness; and I think if 
he would look at the amount of importation of this article he would be 
convinced that there are not dogs enough in America to have required 
thisamount of chains, 1,243,202 pounds of the value of $70,000, yield- 
ing $31,000 taxes, all for the purpose of chaining dogs, none of which 
is iron less than three-eighths of an inch in thickness. The dogs must 
be remarkably strong and severe in the country of the Senator from 
Towa that will require a chain of that size, ladies’ dogs especially, 1a- 
dies’ pets, chained with a chain that a mule could not break [laughter], 
three-eighths of an inch in thickness and 1,243,202 pounds of them im- 
ported, and that, I am told, is not a trace-chain, but that immediately 
preceding, less than three-fourths of an inch thick, and not less than 
three-eighths of an inch thick, is the chain which is called the trace- 
chain. 

Mr. President, it would require a chain even thicker and stronger 
than that to detain the man who would believe that that was an accu- 
rate description of a trace-chain. [Laughter.] At all events, sir, re- 
spect for the ladies and for the canine pets which require such fasten- 
ings as this, I think, would induce the Senate to reduce that tax a little. 
It is now 44 per cent. and this duty makes it 53; and whether that 
chain is used for fastening the pets of ladies or whether it is used for 
pulling the plow in the field, the duty is equally in either case too 
high. There is no reason for increasing it unless it is that it may be 
considered an infant industry. This business of chaining lap-dogs to 
ladies may have some connection with industry. [Laughter.| At all 
events, I move to reduce it to 2 cents. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have heard a great deal about trace-chains ever 
since 1872, when I first had the honor of entering Congress. I should 
like to know asa matter of mere statistics how many trace-chains an 
ordinary farmer consumes in the course of a day, to say nothing of a 
year. I judge it is a matter of daily diet; he lives on trace-chains and 
salt, judging by the ordinary free-trade argument. A pair of trace- 
chains costs about 
farm they would last about four or five years. I went to a hard- 
ware store and inquired, and the hardware dealer showed me the best 
he had on his list, and they were 75 cents a pair. That is very cheap, 
cheaper than it was before you had tariffs. I think the ordinary con- 
sumption of a poor North Carolina farmer is not such as to impose a 
very severe burden. 

Mr. VANCE. How long a trace-chain would last is manifestly a 
begging of the question. The question we have to decide here is what 
is a reasonable rate of taxation to be imposed upon the American citi- 
zen for articles in daily use, not how long do they last. If they would 
last forty years it does not affect the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it lasted forty years and the duty raises the 
price 10 cents, that is a quarter of a cent a year that a man pays to sup- 
port his country. 

Mr. VANCE. It is very little, but is as well worth contending for 
on the part of the farmer as it is on the partof the greedy manufacturer, 


who would perish if he did not have this to help him against foreign 
competition. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

ean and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. Bowzn]. If he were present, I should vote 

‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GrorGe’s name was called). I desire 
to announce for the last time to-day that my colleague [Mr. GrorcrE] 
is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘ “yea. ”? 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Sani] is 
paired with the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. Kenna]. 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from P. vania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Bate, Cockrell, Dani Gray 
Berry, Coke, Busts; 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Gorman, Jones of Arkansas, 


50 or 75 cents, and I think with fair work on a! 


McPherson, Ransom, Turpie, ¥ 
Morgan, —-. Vance, ilson of Md, 
Payne, Saulsbury, Vest, 

NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Stewart. 
Chace, Frye, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hawley, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Palmer, 
Davis, Hoar, Piatt, 
Dawes, Ingalis, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—238. 

Beck, Cameron, Hampton, . 
Blair, Edmunds, Hearst; Rid : 
Blodgett, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Kenna, Spooner, 
Brown, George, Pasco, Stanford, 
Butler, Gibson, Plumb, Teller, 
Call, Hale, Pugh, Waltliall. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLaSON. During the debate I sent for a gauge showing the 
size of thischain. I haveithere. [Exhibiting.] If any Senator will 
measure and say that trace-chains are involved in a I 
shall be glad to have him explainit. It is a very hain, as I 
have said. 

Mr. FRYE. About the size of my watch-chain? 

Mr. ALLISON. About the size of the Senator’s watch-chain. The 
Senator’s watch-chain is not quite three-eighths of an inch in diameter. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It seems to me the difference between 
the Senator from North Carolina and the Senator from Iowa depends 
upon how the chain is to be measured. If the measure relates to the 
red on which the chain is made the Senator from . ‘orth Carolina is 
right. If the measure gives the entire link in the chain, then the 
Senator from Iowa is right in saying it could not be a trace-chain. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thechain must pass through that wire gauge [indi- 
cating]. There it is. This isa well-known commercial term, No. 5 
wire. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to know how the Senator 
from Iowa arrives at that conclusion. There is nothing in the bill to 
determine that that is the fact. We have simply his ipse dizit in the 
matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not say the links of the chain. If the Sen- 
ator thinks it means the links of the chain, and not the chain, then 
there would be some doubt about it; but the chain must be less than 
three-eighths of an inch in diameter that passes through that gauge. 
If any Senator will pass any of these watch-chains around me through 
that gauge. then I will admit that I am mistaken. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the measure of three-eighths of an 
inch applies to the entire link and goes across the entire loop, then the 
Senator from Iowa is right; but if, as it seems to me under this bill 
it is bound to mean, it applies to the rod upon which the chain runs, 
then the Senator from North Carolina is right. I should like to kriow 
how the Senator from Iowa can undertake to say that that is the mean- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Arkansas will allow me, I wish to 
call attention to the language of paragraph 134, which seems to me 
necessarily to mean just what he says it means: 

Chain or chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, not less than three-fourths 
of 1 inch in Giameter, 1.6 cents per pound, 

That refers, it seems to me, by the necessary juxtaposition of words, 
to the iron of which the chain is made. 

Mr. FRYE. It does exactly the o 

Mr. GRAY. Manifestly it would uite impossible to have a 
chain, on the theory of the Senator from Iowa, 5 inches in diameter 
made of iron not thicker than a cambric needle. 

Mr. DAWES. I think thatcommaisa very dangerous thing. Com- 
mas have provoked more trouble in tariff bills than anything else. I 
to the Senator from Iowa that we change the 
It depends entirely upon the certainty that when the 

the comma will be there. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Another thing which it seems to 
would indicate that the Senator from Iowa is not correct in his con- 
struction of this 
— 


little. 


next larger, i 
Jf that isthe chain meant a toy chain, «chain simply lngeenough to 
old a dog, there certainly could not have been this immense impor- 
tation under that size while the others amounted to nothing. If the 
Senator’s construction of Renal wags om is right, it would seem that 
trace-chains would come in the larger size, and of those there 
were but $6,000 worth imported into the United States, while of the 
toy chains, if he construes it right, there were $70,000 worth. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think there is much force in theargument 
of the Senator, because the rate of duty upon this class of chains now 
is 2} cents a pounds. That is the highest rate of duty. My informa- 

derived from who understand this is that none 
chains are made in this country, and that they are what the 
Saguanattasinaan 


chains. 
If, as the Senator from North Carolina seems to think, this relates to 
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the links of the chain and not the chain, I shall go with him for re- 
ducing somewhat this duty, and if he will allow the paragraph to be 
passed over, we will look into it further and see what there is of it. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Suppose we compromise it by putting the rate back 
to 2} cents a pound, as it now exists. 

Mr. FRYE. We ought to know. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We ought to know. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is true. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, paragraph 
134 is informally passed ever for future consideration. The reading 

ill 


will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


135. Forged shotgun barrels, rough-bored, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

136.. F 2s of iron or or fo: iron and steel combined, of whatever 
shape or in whatever stage man ure, not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, 2.3 cents per pound: i That no forgings of iron 
or or f of iron and steel combined, by whatever process made, shall 
pay a less rate of duty than 45 cent. ad valorem. 

137. Hoop, or band, or scroll, or other iron or steel, valued at 3 cents per 

or 8 inches or less in width, and less than three-eighths of 1 inch 
thick and not thinner than No. 16 wire , leent per pound; thinner than 
No. 10 wire gauge and notthinner than No. 20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; 
thinner than No. 20 wire = ided, ‘That hoop or 


age, 1.3 cents per pound: 
band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or wholly or partially manufact- 


hoops in rposes, barrel h of iron or steel, and 
hoop ann ee flared or splaped, shall pap Sep seete 
of 1 cent per pound more duty than that imposed on the hoep or band iron or 
steel from which they are made. 

Mr. COKE. I move to strike out the proviso in paragraph 137, be- 

inning in the middle of line 491, down to and including line 497. 

e statement of an expert who has analyzed this bill goes to the ef- 
fect that this proviso—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator from Texas will allow 
me to request a favor, I ask that he withdraw his amendment for the 
purpose of allowing me to move another one. 

Mr. COKE. What other amendment does the Senator propose? 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I propose to move to strike out all after 
the word “‘shall,”’ in line 495, and to insert the words “‘ be admitted 
free of duty,’’ for the purpose of asking, first, that this item of hoop- 
iron cut to lengths for ties for baling purposes shall be admitted free 
of duty. The effect of the Senator’s amendment would be to put it 
on the same basis as other hoop-iron. I do not think that is proper. 
I think the first thing we ought to do is to admit it free of duty, and 
I make that motion. 

Mr. COKE. I prefer to make my motion to amend first, because if 
the proviso should not be stricken out it would then leave the para- 
graph ready for the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Texas and the Senator from 
Arkansas will allow me, I will state that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Texas being to strike out the entire proviso, the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas would be first in order, because it tends 
to perfect the text which the Senator from Texas proposes to strike out. 

Mr. COKE. Very well, then; I will allow the Senator from Arkan- 
sas to move his amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to strike out all after the word 
“‘shall,’’ in line 495, down to the end of the paragraph, and to insert 
the words “‘ be admitted free of duty.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The Carer CLerK. In line 495, after the word “‘shall,”’ it is pro- 

to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ made,”’ in 
497, as follows: 
nths i 
am spans LE, a per ay mane a than that imposed on the hoop 

And to insert in lieu thereof the words: 

Be admitted free of duty. 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, eut to length, or 
wholly or partially manufactured into or ties for baling purposes, bar- 
uae Daeg et tome or aiaeh, and teen oe iron or hoop or band steel flared o 
splayed, shall be admitted free of duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

Yesterday when the Senator from Ohio 
that his idea was that the Senate should 
lead of the subcommittee of the Senate Commit- 
c any amendment being made to this 
eens tw Sao power of the major- 
ity and sent to the other House, wi t any idea on their part thatit 

law, but for the purpose of accomplishing political 

ends that they had in view. The declaration of the Senator from Iowa 
to-day that he is willing to amend the bill where it operates unjustly 
possibly we may have some corrections 
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We have been very mach in the habit of asserting our very great de- 
sire to take care of the interests of the laborers in this country, and we 
have only been anxious to levy so much of the tariff tax as is neces- 
sary to advance the interests of those engaged in labor. Some years 





ago upon a revision of the tariff which was made almost absolutely, I 
believe I may say absolutely, by membersof the Republican party, many 
of whom have been prominentin this present movement, the tariff on 
cotton-ties was fixed at 35 per cent. It has remained at 35 per cent. 
from then until now. The proposition now presented to the Senate is 
to increase that tax from 35 per cent. to an ad valorem tax of about 
108 per cent., according to the calculations of the Treasury experts. 
The duty paid upon importations of this character last year was $121,- 
098.95, and the estimate made by the Treasury experts is that if the 
present proposition shall be adopted the import duties paid upon this 
article hereafter will be $364,012.48, while we profess to have a desire 
to reduce the revenue—an increase of the revenues by nearly a quarter 
of a million dollars, and a tax levied upon an article which enters in a 
large measure into the preparation of the cotton crop for market. 

I am satisfied thatif I could make the members of the Senate under- 
stand the conditions under which those who produce the cotton of this 
country labor, they would believe that there was as much necessity for 
this class of labor having some sort of protection as any class in the 
United States; and I now ask the Senate to protect these people from 
what seems to me to be a most iniquitous and outrageous wrong. 

Those people have never dreamed of eight hours a day for labor. 
They wear the coarsest clothgs, and live on the commonest food, and 
labor as long as daylight will allow them to see how they are to work. 
Their product is prepared for market, and the price is fixed in the mar- 
kets of the world where it comes in competition with the product of 
Egyptian and Brazilian and Indian labor. Against those there is no 
chance for them to have protection, and all that we can do is to give 
them what they are absolutely bound to have in order to prepare their 
product for market at the lowest possible price. 

It seems to me that instead of increasing the price of cotton-ties by 
raising the duty, it would be good policy and fair treatment towards 
this class of people to give them their cotton-ties free of duty. My im- 
pression is that this article is not manufactured to any very great ex- 
tent in the United States. I ask the Senator from Iowa if I am cor- 
rect in that impression, as I am not an expert on this subject and am 
not informed accurately about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. A good many cotton-ties were made in the United 
States some years ago, but it is now impossible to make them in com- 
petition with Belgium and Germany with the rate of duty imposed by 
law. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. None are now made here? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think very few, if any. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then if no cotton-ties are made here, we 
interfere with no American industry by putting this article on the free- 
list. As the $121,000 which is collected by the Government from the 
cotton-growers of the country is not needed, and as it does not inter- 
fere with any interest already in existence in the United States, I ap- 
peal to the fairness of Senators, I appeal to their consideration for the 
class of people.who are engaged in cotton-growing, to yield them this 
pittance, and gllow.them to buy their cotton-ties at the lowest price at 
which they can be bought, when they are compelled to sell their pred- 
duct in the markets of the world in competition with cotton produced 
by the cheapest labor on earth and without any sort of protection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonzs]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senatorfrom 
Arkansas for information. Are these cotton-ties sold by the pound as 
cotton after having been put upon the bale? When cotton is sold in 
the market, are they weighed as part of the cotton and sold at that 
price? . 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have heard that question asked before, 
and I have heard good men assert that such was the case; but the 
facts are these: The price of cotton in the United States is practically 
fixed in Liverpool. When cotton rises in Liverpool it rises here; when 
it falls in Liverpool it falls here; and the American price of- cotton is 
about as much under the Liverpool price as the freight and other trans- 
portation expenses and the tare of which we have heard, would all to- 
gether make. The universal practice in the Liverpool market is to 
deduct 6 pounds out of a hundred. 

Mr. MORGAN. Twenty-four pounds on a bale. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Six pounds out of a hundred are deducted 
in the Liverpool market. From a 400-pound bale 24 pounds are taken 
off, and from a 500-pound bale there is a deduction of 30 pounds. 

Mr. DAWES. That is for ties and bagging ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; for ties and bagging. That is 
the tare that comes off. So when the price of cotton is fixed in the 
United States it is fixed, with reference to that practice, and while, as 
a matter of fact, the bagging and ties are weighed on the bale of cotton, 
the price is reduced by so much as is necessary to cover the tare that 
will be taken from it in the European market. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it the same in the United States that it is in Liv- 
erpool ? 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. While there is absolutely no ‘are taken 
off in the United States, the tare is provided for by the difference in 
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’ duty. That is all there is in the Senator’s proposition. 
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price, and while the cotton producer gets nominally the weight of his 
bagging and ties in the sale, still the price is lowered so much, and he 
absolutely gets nothing for the bagging and ties on the cotton. 

Mr. DAWES. That is, when the sale is made in Liverpool? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. When the sale is made anywhere, 

Mr. HARRIS. The Liverpool price fixes the price here. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask for information, because I have heard that the 
bagging and ties were paid for. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator certainly did not pay good 
attention to what I said, or else I was unfortunate in making myself 
understood. 

‘Mr. DAWES. I have heard, as the Senator states, that cotton-ties 
were sold for so much cotton, and I inquired in good faith for informa- 
tion. I should like to know, while the price is fixed in Liverpool, 
whether the custom of deduction which he says prevails in Liverpool 
prevails in the United States? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. So many pounds per bale are not taken 
off in the United States, but as much as the weight of ties and bagging 
bears to the whole amount of the bale is deducted in the price, so that 
the producer of cotton gets nothing for bagging and ties either in this 
market or in Europe. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is an absolute lossy 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The modest proposition now made by the Senator 
from Arkansas would accomplish two results. It would provide that 
hoop-iron when manufactured into cotton-ties should be free of duty, 
and that hoop-iron when not manufactured into cotton-ties should pay 
from 1 cent a pound to 1.4 cents a pound. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me to correct him? 
My purpose is to have the ties cut in links for baling made free, whether 
they are used to bale cotton or hay. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Arkansas, that hoop-iron, when made into ties for baling hay or cotton, 
is to be free of duty, but when not manufactured into ties it is pro- 
posed that it shall pay a duty of from 1 cent a pound to 1.4 cents a 
pound. 

That is the first thing to be accomplished. The next thing is that 
ties for baling hay and cotton would be free of duty, while ties for other 
purposes, under hoop-iron imported for other purposes, would pay a 
duty, as I have already stated, of frem 1 cent to 1.4 cents a pound. 

The fairness and equity of the proposition must be apparent from 
this statement. The terms of the provision as reported from the com- 
mittee are simply these, that hoop-iron imported into this country of 
certain sizes and dimensions, whether it is used in Southern States or 
in Northern States, whether it is used for baling cotton or for baling 
hay or for any other conceivable purpose, shall pay the same rate of 


remedy. The decision of the Treasury Department which placed the 
duty on cotton-ties originally at 35 per cent. was undoubtedly an er- 
roneous decision, that is, erroneous in the fact that it did not carry out 
the intention of Congress. 

The intention was that cotton-ties should pay the same duty as other 
hoop-iron. The rate of 35 per cent. has been continued for the reason 
that there has been no power that could remedy it. This is the first 
opportunity that we have had to remedy that defect. It isadefect. I 
think every Senator here will understand that a tie for one use ought 
not to pay a less rate of duty than a tie for another use; that it cer- 
tainly is not the purpose of tariff legislation tadiscriminate against one 
part of the country or in favor of one class of people, however deserving 
they may be, as against another class of people. 

As to the fact of the ties not being made in this country, they can 
not be made in this country for the reason that the duty is 35 per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. They used to be made in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They used to be made in this country when they 
were protected the same as other hoop-iron was protected, and they can 
be made in this country, as every one of them will be made in this 
country, three months or six months after this bill becomes a law. 

- There is not a single article in the iron and steel schedules but that 
its production would cease in this country if we should reduce the duty 
outof proportion tothearticle from whichitis made. Take pig-iron, for 
instance; if we ghould put down the duty on pig-iron to $3 a ton, leav- 
ing other grades the same; or take steel rails, if we should put the duty 
on steel rails at half the sum that we put the duty on pig-iron and 
other products of iron and steel, within six months the production in 
this country would cease, for the reason that the duty would not be 
adequate, and would not bear the proper relation to the other duties 
in the bill. That is the simple story of cotton-ties. There is nothin 
about them difficult to make. They can be made here, and they wi 
be made here ifthe duty is made ample. _ 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, in answer to the inquiry of the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas I will state that the object of raising the duty from 
35 per cent. to 108 cent. ad valorem of course is to protect the in- 
dustry engaged in the manufacture of these cotton-ties. If this doc- 
trine of protection is worth anything it should apply to all articles. 

Te Senator from Rhode Island says that it is not the business of 
Congress to discriminate between one industry and another. Certainly 
it is not the business of Congress to discriminate between one industry 
and another, but if the maker and grower of cotton is engaged in an 
industry as well as the man who is engaged in manufacturing the ties 
that bind the cotton together, then he is entitled to the same protec- 
tion, to the same care, to the same zeal on the part of the Senator from 
Rhode Island that the man is who is engaged in making the ties that 
bind the cotton. 

The man who grows the cotton has to sell that cotton in competi- 
tion with all the cotton grown in this world, in a free-trade market, 
It so happens that the ties which bale his cotton are not made in this 
country. Now, why not protect him? Why not encourage him in 
his struggle in the free-trade markets of the world by allowing him to 
buy the ties that bind his cotton as free and as little subject to tax as 
possible, especially when those ties are made in a foreign country? 
Why discriminate against his interest is the great question ? 

The Senator from Rhode Island says this is the first chance they 
have had to remedy this defect. This bill is the first chance that the 
farmer has had, and I fear that he is likely to have a very small 
chance. 

The Senator from Ohio yesterday pleaded that the manufacturers of 
this country should have a chance. I was struck with that plea. It 
went to my heart. They are the down-trodden class, sir. They have 
had no chance in this country; that is, to the full extent of their de- 
sires. ‘There is still a little money left in the pockets of the consume 
and in Heaven’s name give the manufacturer a chance at that, an 
when there is none left, then he will not desire any chance. But do 
give him a chance. 

It so happens that nature has favored by climate and soil the grower 
of this American cotton so that he stands a chance to compete with all 
the cotton-growers ‘of the world notwithstanding the difference in the 
price of labor. Give him achance. Strengthen that one item of pro- 
duction in this country that constitutes the largest item in all of your 

exports. Strengthen the hands of the man who contributes 
nearly one-half of all your foreign exports, who maintains your ex- 
changes with foreign nations, who maintains the balance of trade in 
your favor, by at least giving him an ity to buy free of tax 
the iron which wraps his cotton and fits it for market, especially when 
it is not guilty of the profanation of interfering with the profits of 
anybody in this country, because the ties are not  etertmel here. 

Mr. President, if proposition is rejected, I shall say that it is 
proof to show to the American e that there is only one class of 
industry in this country that is entitled to the care and zeal of the Sena- 
tors on the other side. If they are in earnest in protecting American 
industries, in Heaven’s name let them protect the oldest industry, the 
most ee greatest industry that has ever sustained 
and blessed mankind, the industry of the man who abstracts riches from 
the bosom of mother earth. 

Mr, BERRY. Mr. President, in some remarks made by the Senator 


Mr. BERRY. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
why this increase was made from 35 per cent. to 108 per cent. ad valo- 
rem? What necessity is there for it? If this article i not manufact- 
ured in the United States, and no protection is thereby*afforded to any 
industry now in operation, why is this increase from 35 per cent., by 
the present law, made to 108 per cent. ad valorem, unless it is for the 
very reason that the principal amount of it is used in the South, and it 
was the intention of gentlemen to discriminate against that section of 
the country? 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like toinquireof the Senatorfrom Arkansas, 
who is familiar with this subject, if there is any reason why a cotton- 
tie could not be made as cheaply in this country as abroad? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Massachusetts and I 
would perhaps differ very widely in our opinions on that question. So 
far as I am concerned, I believe a great many things can be produced 
just as cheaply in this country as they can be produced abroad if the 
idea that rans through the Mills bill were allowed to prevail and our 
manufacturers could get free raw material and such things as they are 
compelled to use on the same terms as a manufacturer abroad can get 
them. But when we saddle them with a tax upon every solitary thing 
they use, from the machinery they have to the buildings they employ, 
+ — it is utterly impossible for them to produce the article as 
cheaply. 

So I propose to make the point and call the attention of the Senate 
toa distinct article of commerce well recognized and understood, which 
the Senator from Rhode Island, who sneered so forcibly at my sugges- 
tion just now as being absurd and ridiculous, admits is not manufact- 
ured in the United States, the duty upon which I have shown is a very 
great hardship on the class of people who eat their bread from the 
sweat of their faces all the days of their lives, and who by testimony 
taken before his committee were shown to get less for the amount of 
work they do than almost any other class of people in this country. I 
ask that the mailed hand we have heard so aa about may be light- 
ened from them to some limited extent, and, as there was no necessity 
for any American manufacturer having any tax levied upon them, that 
they might be allowed to have this article duty free. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will now answer the question of the junior Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. He asks, why increase the duty 
upon the article of cotton-ties, especially as it can not be made in this 
country? The present duty of 35 per cent. upon cotton-ties is one of 
those anomalies and inequalities which it is the object of this bill to 
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from Rhode Island several days ago in his effort to have the tax taken 
from alcohol used in the arts and in medical preparations, he said if 
that tax was removed it would relieve a large number of persons who 
consume this article; that it would give them relief, and he had sup- 
_ that some Senators upon this side of the Chamber would favor it. 

ere is an effort to take off the tax of 35 per cent. that now exists on 
an article that is used by a large portion of the farmers of this country, 
and in which the colored people, too, are interested, of whom the Sena- 
tor and his party claim to be the special friends and champions. 

They are compelled to buy these cotton-ties, now bearing a tax of 35 
per cent., and yet the Senator from Rhode Island, who seemed anxious 
to relieve the consumer of alcohol, not only refuses to grant this relief 
to the farmers of the South, but he proposes an addition to that tax, 
making it instead of 35 per cent. 108 percent. ad valorem, and then he 
appeals to me and says, would the Senator from Arkansas discriminate 
between the people of any a, this Union? and that, too, when his 
committee has reported a bill thatreduces taxes only upon articles 
that are prod in the South, and upon the only articles upon which 
it is claimed the South receives any benefit from the protective laws— 
rice and sugar. He cuts them heavily, and comes forward to increase 
the tax on this n article, cotton-ties, used entirely by the people 
of the South, and yet claims that there is nothing sectional in the bill, 
but that the committee has so framed it as to discriminate against the 
interests of no part of the American people. 

Mr. President, if this amendment is voted down, as was said by the 
Senator from North Carolina, it will show aclear purpose upon the part 
of Senators on the other side of the Chamber to tax the farmers of this 
country without benefiting any other citizens of the United States. It 
is admitted that these ties are not manufactured in the United States. 
It is admitted that this tax is not necessary for the protection of any 
industry now existing, yet they propose to put a tax of 108 per cent., 
more than double the value of the cotton-ties themselves, upon the 
farmers whoare compelled to buy them, without compensating any otber 
American citizens throughout this broad Union. 

If that be justice, if that be the character of the bill that they intend 
to force upon the Senate, then the Senator from North Carolina should 
have answered the Senator from Iowa to-day, as I hoped he would do, 
when he made his threat to continue this bill day by day, by saying 
that we would be here opposing the measure at every stage until the 
third day of March before this iniquitous bill should be forced upon 
the por of this nation. ; 

Those are my views in regard to it, and when the vote is taken it 
will disclose the fact whether they intend to keep up the sectional dif- 
ference and force the passage of a bill so clearly unjust to the farmers 
of the Southern States. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I, for one, desire to see cotton-ties as 
well as every otherarticle that enters into consumption in this country, 

uced as cheaply as it is possible to produce them in this country. 
or that reason I desire to see everything produced in this country 
which can be produced here. 

When cotton-ties were manufactured in this country they were as 
cheap as they are to-day. The reduction of the tariff drove this man- 
ufacture out of the country. The Senator from North Carolina is de- 
sirous of keeping it out of the country and depending upon the for- 
eigner to set the price for the cotton-ties. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to inquire of him when 
that reduction which he speaks of was made, and how much it was? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Rhode Island has just explained 
it. Iam not able to give the main points. The reduction arose from 
a construction in the ury Department of the United States, and 
not from the enactment of law. It was a reduction caused by a ruling 
which put cotton-ties.into another cl and brought the duty on them 
down so low that the production of the cotton-ties in this country 
ceased and the foreigner had the monopoly of our market, and to-day 
can set his own price upon cotton-ties. 

e My theory Sean — = wrong; the es from Arkansas thinks 
it is wrong, an why he opposes the policy which I advocate— 
my theory is—— 

= JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 














































The Senator is mistaken if he supposes that the intent or the purpose 
of anybody desirous of putting up this duty is to put a tax upon the 
consumer of cotten-ties. It is because we do not believe that the daty 
is a tax upon the consumer.. The history of tariff duties proves that 
they are no tax upon the consumer, but have had the contrary effect in 
every respect and in relation to every product protected in our own mar- 
ket and in our own production against the interference of foreigners. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
why we can not have cotton-ties made in this country now as cheaply 
as they are made abroad? He says we could if we had the tax high 
enough to keep the foreigner out. Why can we not doit now? Will 
the Senator answer me that question? 

Mr. DAWES. Because the foreigner having our market at his dis- 
posal and at his command can put into this market at any price he 
pleases the cotton-ties he makes until every incipient manufactory of 
cotton-ties here is squelched out and extinguished, and when that is 
done he can set a compensatory price upon his products at home. 

Mr. VANCE. Then it seems that the tax, after all, is what should 
enable the American manufacturer to make cotton-ties cheaper than 
the English now make them, and that tax it seems is notatax either. 
Itis a tax high enough to enable the manufacturer to get rich on mak- 
ing ties here, but it is not sufficiently a tax to cause any payment to be 
made by the man who uses the cotton-ties. Thatis to say, if you have 
three plates on the table and you put another one down, that makes 
two, it does not make four, and the tax added on the cotton-ties would 
absolutely make them cheaper to the man who pays for them, and in 
some inscrutable, mysterious way, known only to the depths of ‘‘ pro- 
tection to American labor ’’ as exhibited in the subcommittee of the 
Committee on Finance of the Senate, it would enable him to get rich 
and keep out the foreigner, although there is no tax ! 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator can not see that the foreign producer 
can make the consumer pay the tax only when he can command his 
market, and when the market is supplied at home he will be obliged 
to pay it himself—if the Senator from North Carolina can not see that, 
he is beyond cure. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I sought to interrupt the Senator from 
Massachusetts awhile ago in the course of his first remarks in order to 
ask him a question. He made the statement that prior to this tax or 
35 per cent. being put on cotton-ties they were produced in this country 
and soldas cheaply as they are now. I wanted toask him ifthe Ameri- 
can manufacturer of cotton-ties could sell at the present price at that 
time, why he can not do it now, and what is the use of having a tax 
put upon cotton-ties now that will have the effect of increasing the 
price threefold, if it has any effect at all? 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill tell the Senator why. When the manufacturer 
produced them under our tariff he had the home market under his com- 
mand. When that tariff was taker off, the foreigner, who can produce 
them by cheaper labor, cheaper than he can, filled the market in his 


place. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The statement of the Senator was that 
the American manufacturers could make cotton-ties, and did sell them, 
as cheaply as they are sold now. If they could afford to sell them at 
a given price then, they can afford to sell them at the same price now. 

But I wish to correct an impression which seemed to be intended to 
be conveyed by the Senator from RhodeIsland. I wanted tointerrupt 
him some time since before the discussion went along as far as it has 
done. In view of his statement that we ought not to attempt to make 
a rule that applied to one section of the country and did not apply to 
another, I want to call his attention again to the fact that there is noth- 
ing sectional in my amendment, and that no effort on his part can put 
that construction upon it. I will read the proviso as it would stand if 
the Senate should adopt the aniendment I have proposed: 

Provided, That hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or 
wholly or partially manufactured into hoops or ties for baling purposes, barrel 
hoops of iron or steel, and hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel flared or 
splayed, shall be admitted free of duty. 

Se there is no effort to make anything sectional in this proposition. 
I did not only intend that cotton-ties should be admitted free, but that 
the farmers of this country who produce hay and who propose to put 
ties around it might be allowed to have ties free of duty, especially 
when the Senator admits that there is no American industry now en- 
gaged in producing this article, and when the statement mate by the 
Committee on Finance was that the prime necessity that presents itself 
to us for consideration now is a reduction of the revenue. 

The bill that we have under consideration as it came to us from the 
House of Representatives is said to he a bill ‘‘to reduce taxation and 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue.’”? When 
the Finance Committee reported a substitute they did not propose to 
change the title of that bill, as they should havedone. Asis manifest 
from the course pursued by the opposite side of this Chamber, the proper 
title to the bill would have been ‘‘a bill to increase taxation, but to 
reduce revenue.’’ The intention is that the burden of tax shall not 
be any less upon the consumers all over the country; that the burden 
of taxation upon the sixty million people here shall not be one whit 
lighter than it was before; but they propose only to interpose some 
man, some highway robber, on the roadside between the tax-payers 
and the vaults of the Treasury to prevent the tax going into the tills 


Mr. DAWES. In one moment. My theory is this: Put this duty 
at the rate fixed in the bill and the production of cotton-ties will spring 
up in this country, and the market of this country will be supplied at 
home at a rate as low as the ties can possibly be obtained abroad, and 
that notwithstanding the fact that labor abroad is a great deal cheaper 
than it is here. The fact that this great market is at the command ot 
the producer in this country will so multiply the production here as to 
bring the price down to a level as low as it is now, and the Senator 
from Arkansas or the Senator from North Carolina will have American 
ties as cheap as he now has foreign ties, and along with that he will 
have the production of them in this country and all that follows such 
production here. 

He will have those who consume cotton in the various forms of cot- 
ton uction multiplied all around by that very circumstance. The 
market for his cotton at home will be increased, and the market for 
es that he produces from his land will be increased by that 
opera 
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of the Government. There is an increase of taxation where there is a 
proposed reduction of revenue. There is no pretense of reduction of 
taxation, and in the report made by the Committee gn Finance that 
accompanies this bill they state that their purpose is to reduce revenue. 
They nowhere state that they propose to reduce taxation. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas takes a 
position which is worse than free trade itself, for he proposes to dis- 
criminate against American labor and to give the foreign laborer the 
advantage, because the Senator proposes to put a duty on the unmana- 
factured article and make the manufactured article freefor the purpose 
of giving the laborer abroad an advantage over the laborer at home. 

I should suppose that our Southern friends, so largely and vastly 
interested in the productign of cotten, would desire to have everything 
pertaining to the production and carrying to market of cotton at their 
own doors, at home, and not depend upon anybody but themselves for 
the production of everything that pertained to the marketing of their 
product. 
these men. 

It is the desire of all intelligent and enterprising producers in this 
country te have everything that enters into their production and which 
they must use, produced at their door, knowing that every mile added 
to the distance between them and what they use is a dead loss to them 
everywhere. I should suppose that nobody would be so zealous as the 
cotton producers ef this country to devise some way by which cotton- 
ties should be produced at their very doors. I should expect to see 
those who represent Birmingham and that section of country, just wak- 
ing up, as it were, in a new birth, toa new career in this world, would 
desire to see it half full of producers of cotton-ties rather than to send 


abroad and depend upon the foreigner for their production; but least of 


all should I expect to see them discriminating against American labor. 
The truth is when one gets upon that road there is no knowing where 
he will go or how far he will go. Absolute free trade would be better 
to-day than free manufactured articles with a duty upon the unmanu- 
factured articles that enter into them. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator answer a question ? 

Mr. DAWES. I will if I can. 

Mr. BERRY. I desive to ask the Senator if he does not consider a 
proposition to make the laborers engaged in raising cotton in the South- 
ern States pay double price, pay 105 per cent. upon the articles which 
they are compelled to have, a discrimination against their labor; or is 
it only the labor engaged in manufactures that he desires to protect? 
And is he willing, in order to give protection to a few men engaged in 
manufactures, to levy 100 per cent. tax upon an article that every farmer 
throughout the South is compelled te buy? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator goes upon the theory that the duty is a 
tax on the consumer. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. DAWES. A duty can not be a tax upon the consumer, but 
must be paid by the foreigner if he finds the product here. If he can 
have our market at his own command, then, of course, he can make the 
consumer pay the duty. Otherwise he hastopay it himself. There is 
the error that lies at the bottom of all the opposition to a protective 
tariff. 

Now, sir, I am not discriminating against labor when I am endeav- 
oring to find employment for labor. Employment is the only remedy 
against 21] the evils and ills which labor bears in this country, and he 
who can give to the laborer two days’ work where he had but one be- 
fore confers the same blessing upon him that he does who makes two 
blades of grass grow where one grew before. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator proposes in order to give the laborer two 
days of work to make him work at half price one day in order to give 
him work another day. 

Mr. DAWES. He does not work at half price when he has enough 
to do. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have been listening very attentively to this 
debate. 1 came into the Chamber this morning in the fall belief—and 
I had been told it so often that I could not fail to remember it—that 
the Kepublican party in this country was the great friend of the colored 
man. I remember on the only occasion on which I ever had an oppor- 
tunity to visit the South I saw an ancient colored man who had served 
in the war, crippled, diseased, ill-clad, apparently ill-fed, who came to 
a little station where the train stopped with a little cart that wobbled 
all over the read. Upon that cart was asingle bale of cotton. The 
animal drawing the cart farnished him with the means of subsistence, 
acow. I questioned him and was informed that his hale of cotton rep- 
resented the proceeds of a year’s labor. 


I suppose nobody will deny that the major part of the cotton crap of 


the South is grown by the colored people, who were once held in slavery, 
and who are now working for themselves. The proceeds of a year's 
labor are necessarily very small. The soil does not yield large returns, 
and therefore laborers get but little in return. 

I would suppose if there was any class of labor in the world that 
ought to be entitled to some consideration from the people of this 
country, especially from the law-makersef this country, and more par- 
tievlarly ‘rom those who set themselves up as the protectors, especially 
of that kind of labor, it ought te be the colored people. 


One would suppose that would be the desire on the part of 








I donot use an extravagant expression when I say that perhaps those 


very colored people produce five-sixths of the cotton grown in the 


South. Of the entire cotton crop five-sevenths of it is exported. If 

they were to import, if you please, the hoop-iron, and pay the duty 

upon it, and were to export it again in the same packages, they would 

be required to pay nothing; they would get a rebate from the Govern- 

ment. What are they co todo? They are com to bale 

a tom. because the Liverpool market will not take it unless it is 
ated. 

Under the rules made by the Cotton Exchange they are required to 
bag it and to put-on hoops. What is done with the hoops on which 
the duty is paid? The hoops are given away, because when a bale of 
cotton is weighed, 24 pounds, the tare, are taken from the bale, for which 
they receive nothing. In short, the requirement upon them in placing 
their product upon the market is one that can not be avoided. They 
get nothing in return forit. Itis thrown away and is absolutely value- 
less tothem. ‘They get nothing for it. © 

Now, I wish to know, if there is:an article upon the whole tariff-list 
where by right and duty, and in justice to that great body of poor col- 
ored people, concession should be made, is it not upon the duty that 
they pay upon the hoops which bale their cotton, to say nothing of the 
other great products, the products of the country which are baled and 
barreled up and sent away, the hay, the fish, everything that goes 
abroad and swells very largely the exportation of our products? All 
these products must be sold in the epenest marketin the world, against 
the competition of the world. 

When you get into the London or Liverpool markets, which by reason 
of England’s prominence are great distributing reservoirs all over the 
world, you are there met by the products of every nation, of every peo- 
ple, and of every clime. You are obliged to sell your product in that 
open market. So also is this poor colored man obliged tosell the single 
bale of cotton that he has made as the product of a year’s labor in that 
open market, and get nothing either for the original cost of the hoop or 
the duty he has paid upon it. 

The Senator from Massachusetis says that notwithstanding the in- 
direct bounty that this Government has offered to the manufacturer of 
hoops during all these years, it has failed to produce a hoop industry, 
and notwithstanding the duty has been 35 per cent. ad valorem 
the value of the hoop, no hoops are made. I want to know if any 
ator will rise in his place and tell me that is the value placed uponiron 
in the State of Alabama, right in the very heart of the cotton indusiry 
of this country, with its limestone, with its coal, with inexhaustible 
beds of iron, and with all the products that enter into its consumption—~ 
if hoop-iron can not be made under a protective duty of 35 per cent. 
ad valorem? I tell you I think they could get rich at it. You need 
not ask me, then, the question why hoop-iron isnot made. I will an- 
swér it in advance. It is simply becauseas long as you impose a duty 
of $17 a ton upon steel and iron rails they can make more money in 
manufacturing that kind of iron than they can in manufacturing hoop- 
iron. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. McPHERSON. In a moment; as soon as I get through. 

It is now proposed to raise the duty from 35 per cent., and I wish to 
say that there is not a single article upon the iron schedule if you will 
reduce it down to 35 per cent. but what will be made in this country 
in abundance. If you make no discrimination between hoop-iron and 
steel rails or iron rails, one at 35 per cent. ad valorem and the other at 
$17. ton, you wili soon find of industries to make the hoop-iron. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Jersey voted an hour ago 
against the of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] 
to reduce the duty on steel beams tosix-tenths of acent a pound, which 
he said was equivalent to 49 per cent. ad valorem. Why is he not 
willing now to have this duty increased above 35 per cent. ad valorem 
upon an article which is more expensive to make? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am very sorry that I have been so unfortunate 
as not to have made the Senator from Rhode Island understand me. 
After all that I have attempted to say to-day, the Senator seems to be 


just as ignorant of what I intended as before I started. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think I do understand the Senator. 

Mr. McPHERSON. -I will explain—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. One of those industries is in New Jersey and the 
other is not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Notatall. If you are going to make a tariff 
bill in which you keep the rates of duty through ten or twelve 

of this bill in the same schedule at a rate of duty higherthanI think it 
ought to be, I am not disposed, whenever you reach an industry of my 
State, to go to work and fight to get that down and leave the others 
out. Fair play is my motto. 

When you will make a tariff bill I will stand with 
anybody in this Senate to reduce down the industries of my State on 
a fair and proper level with each and every other ove; and there is not 
a single manufacturer in my State who is not willing to-day, if it is 
necessary to reduce the surplus, to bear his jusi proportion of that re- 
duction. 
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But, sir, if there is any reason on earth—and there seems to be none 
in the opinion of the gentlemen on the other sideof the Chamber—why 
should putanything on the free-list, the reason exists more strongly 
ything else that I can see why we should put hoop-iron on 
But it is now proposed to raise the duty te 108 per cent., 
as the Senator from Massachusetts thinks that the manufacturerscan not 
live at 35; that they have gone outof business at 35. We make it 108, 
which is adding $300,000 to the tax of the poor colored people of the 
South, because, after all, they have to pay it. 
Then the industry can live. Well, let us see, how much does it re- 
quire? During the past year the entire value of the hoop-iron im- 
was $345,997, and we are told that the entire cost on all the 
hoops for all the barrels, for all the bales, and everything else is about 
one-third of Carnegie’s profits in a single year. Therefore it is safe to 
say that a single factory could make all the hoop-iron. Suppose the 
factory employed two or three hundred men. Then that would distrib- 
ute to the owner of that factory and his three hundred men, whatever 
the number might be, $300,000 additional tax upon the poor colored 
man who makes the bale of cotton. This is too contemptible for ar- 
gument. I shall vote this time for the colored man. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will withdraw that fora few 
minutes to see if we can not dispose of this question. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 


Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; I think we had better have an execu- 
tive session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will yield for a few moments. 
I should like to go on with the bill until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. You can not get a vote by 5 o’clock. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have an executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. Hoar and Mr. ALDRICH called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 
* vea. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
should vote “‘vea.’’ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. FanwE.1]. 

Mr. KENNA (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). I announced 
my pair with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sanrn]. It has been 
arranged, however, to transfer that pair to the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Beck], so that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae] and myself 
can vote, I therefore desire to vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

The roli-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. As pairs are being announced, I was requested by the 
Senator from Indiana (Mr. VoorHEES], if there was a division of the 
Senate, to announce that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1L] 
and the Senator from Indiana are paired on any question that may arise. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 


I am paired with the Sen- 
If he were here, I should vote 


Iam paired with 
If he were present, I 
. 


I am paired with 


YEAS—20. 
Bate, Eustis, Kenna, Reagan, 
Booty, Gorman, McPherson, Saulsbary, 
Blackburn, Gray, Morgan, Vance, - 
Cockrell, Harris, Pugh, Vest, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 

NAYS—25. 

. Hoar, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Stewart, 
ce, ‘ Manderson Stockbridge, 
ler, Frye, Mitchell, Wilson of lowa. 
Callom, Hale, Paddock, 
Davis, Hawley, Palmer, 
Dawes, H ; Platt, 
ABSENT-—31. 
Beck, Colquitt, Jones of Ne She . 
Blair, Daniel, Morrill, -_—, aera 
Farwell Stanford, 
Bowen, Faulkner, porate , Teller, 
Brown, George, umb, Turpie, 
Butler, Gibson, Quay, a a 
Call, Hampton, Riddleberger, 1. 
; Hearst, 


a, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. COKE (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.}. 


I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 


ee 
ne LLC LL 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question, and declared that 
the ‘‘noes’’ appeared to prevail. 

Mr. COKE. [I eall for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

a rn and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to cali 
the ro 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Coiquitt]. 

Mr, FAULKNER (when his name was called). I transfer the pair 
I have with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] to the 
junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], and I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonzR]. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHacr] iz 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cotquitt]. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 22, nays 23; as follows: 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 


YVEAS—22. 
Bate, Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Berry, Gorman, Morgan, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gray, Pugh, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Eustis, Kenna, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Platt, 
Allison, Edmunds, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Chandler, Evarts, Ingalls, Stewart, 
Cullom, Frye, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hale, Paddock, Wilson of fowa. 
Dawes, Hawley, Palmer, 

ABSENT—31. 

Beck, Chace, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blair, Colquitt, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Daniel, Morrill, Spooner, 
Bowen, Farwell, Pasco, Stanford, 
Brown, George, Payne, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Call, Hampton, Quay, Walthall. 
Cameron, Hearst, Riddleberger, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I have listened with some atten- 
tion to the discussion which has taken place on the tariff question, 
and it occurs to me that the objections to this bill that I have heard 
are generally pleas for special privileges. Itis assumed that somebody 
in this country has a right to cheaper commodities than can be pro- 
duced by free labor in this country, that there are those entitled to 
some special privileges of that kind; and a moment ago the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] putin that plea for the colored 
man, that he is entitled to cheaper cotton-ties than can be manufact- 
ured in this country. That plea may be carried too far. If you put 
it in against everything that is manufactured, then you deprive every- 
body of work. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
him a moment? 

Mr. STEWART: Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My position is not what is stated by the 
Senator, but my position is that neither the colored people nor any 
other class of people in this country ought to be taxed to raise money 
that the Government does not need. That is it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not believe myself in the people of this coun- 
try, when they can get money from other countries, bearing all the 
burdens of taxation, whether they are white or colored. I am willing 
that foreigners should pay a portion of the burdensof this Government 
for the privilege of peddling here. 

There is another error in what has been assumed. It is assumed 
that duties are a tax and nothing else than a tax. What has been re- 
moved from the internal revenue is treated as no tax at all. ‘That is 
not a tax because itis paid exclusively by our people for the privilege 
of doing business here, for the privilege of manufacturing something. 
Our people pay it, and therefore it is nota tax! Our friends appear to 
regard nothing as a tax unless it is paid by foreigners. I think thatit 
is just as well to tax foreigners, if we can, for the privilege of manu- 
facturing articles for sale here, as it is to tax our own people, and [ 
would rather do it. The internal revenue is a tax upon our own 

le.” 

T think this is a pretty good bill, but it daes not come quite up to my 
theory of a protective tariff. I believe that the tariff upon everything 
that can be produced in this country with ample competition should 
be practically prohibitory, and let none but the rich enjoy luxuries from 
abroad, provided there can be fair competition among producers in this 
country. ‘ 

This talk about our tariff raising trusts here because they exist in 
our country seems tome very fallacious. For instance, it has been said 


Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
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that the cotton-ties we use could all be manufactured by one establish- 
ment in this country. If that be so, why can not they be manufact- 
ured by one establishment in some other country? And would not that 
trust in another country be as oppressive as it would if it were here, 
and more so, and particularly if you put it out of the power of the 

ple of this country to compete with those other people and allow that 
trust to prevail? 

There is hardly an article that is manufactured in a foreign count ry 
which is not manufactured by a monopoly, and our friends do not seem 
to realize the evil of monopolies inother countries. They would break 
up manufactures here to break up monopolies, and they would drive 
them to other countries. How are they going to deal with them there? 
Through the State Department? That has not been always successful 
in making other countries do right. 

This argument, this plea for cheaper commodities than can be pro- 
duced with free labor in this country, leads to the abolishment of all 
duties. If an article can be produced in this country, with ample com- 
petition, if any one of sixty million people can engage in it—for it is 
open to sixty million people—the plea that you want a cheaper article 
because you are not willing to allow the people of the United States 
to manufacture and you are not willing to pay the price that it can be 
produced for here when sixty million of free people are competing for it, 
is to say that you desire slave labor somewhere, that you want some 
special privileges, and I say let the man who wants slave labor to pro- 
duce anything for him go to a slave country and let him have all the 
disadvantages of slavery; let him go where there is cheap labor, where 
there are cheap men, where ignorance and tyranny prevail. Let him 
go there if it is slave labor and cheap labor that he desires; but no man 
who lives in a country as free as this is, with its boundless resources, 
and its sixty millions of people to compete with each other, has a right 
to say ‘‘I ought to have special privileges.’’ 

The privilege of this free country, the privileges of our institutions, 
the privileges of our vast resources are sufficient, and the plea that some- 
body wants cheaper articles than our free peoplecan produce is aspecial 
plea, is a selfish plea. There might be something in the plea if every 
other people on earth had not taken precaution to close their markets 
against us. It is not cheap labor alone that our people have to contend 
with. When you reduce the price of labor to the level of other coun- 
tries, to the level of Europe, you have not reached the bottom if you 
have free trade. 

You have got then to reduce the price of labor here again until you 
can compete against foreign tariffs. Show me the country where its 
labor, such as it is, cheap as it is, is not protected by high tariffs. 
Every country in Europe and all the colonies of Great Britain, which 
are open to the trade of the world—I exclude India, which is prac- 
tically under aclose corporation, so that it does not count—all of them 
have tariffs on an average as high as ours and higher. Behind those 
tariffs they have slave labor, many of them, and our laborers to reach 
their markets must not only be reduced down to their level of labor, 
but must compete with their protective tariffs. 

I have examined somewhat the tariffs of all the countries. Great 
Britain is differently situated from any other country. She has a fixed 
market for her commodities, tariff or no tariff. She has nearlya third 
of the inhabitants of the earth that are bound to trade with her. The 
consequence is that she can maintain establishments and her people can 
invest in manufactures with a guaranty of fixed markets. Conse- 
quently when any country without a tariff attempts to manufacture, 
she can send it cheap commodities for the time being until she has de- 
stroyed the enterprise. 

Germany tried that fairly. The history of Germany ought to teach 
us something. After the empire had been consolidated they had prac 
tically no general tariff law. Many of the little countries that were 
incorporated in the empire practically had free trade, and not many 
years ago, in 1877, the balance of trade againt Germany was very large, 
some $300,000,000, if I recollect aright. It was ascertained, although 
labor in Germany was as cheap as in England, that they could not 
start manufactories in Germany against England, because England had 
her manufacturing establishments, had fixed markets, and she could 
send her surplus and stock the German market; and on investigation 
it was found by Germany that it was necessary to have a protective 
tariff as against England; and the best tariff speech I have ever read 
was made by Bismarck in explaining the situation. 

France within the last few years found herself, with her cheap labor 





and ingenuity, in the same situation. She had no fixed market to com- 


pete with England, and England with her vast establishments could 
throw her surplus into France. France raised her tariff. Austria has 
done it; Russia has done it, and they all have done it. Now, it is pro- 
posed in America that we shall take down our tariff and open our mar- 
kets to all the world, and.our free labor is to compete not only against 
the cheap labor of Europe, but against the tariffs that they have built 
up against our labor. 

There are no foreign markets for the United States, I say again, ex- 
cept for such commodities as the countries buying them can not pro- 
duce themselves. You will not increase the markets of the United 
States, but by tearing down the tariff that has built up this country 
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you will take the gold and silver money that we have and leave us im- 
poverished, without manufactures and without industries. 

The idea in this country of discussing the question of a reduction of 
the tariff when all the markets of the world are closed against us seems 
to me too insane for any American statesman to consider. 

This bill as reported by our committee is in the right direction. It 
has made many duties specific that were formerly ad valorem, and ad 
valorem duties are subject to all the fraudsimaginable. They can not 
be enforced. Undervaluations are a great drawback to the collection 
of revenue and one of the sources of demoralization to this country. 
This measure is admirably drawn as against undervaluations. It has 
made many duties specific that were ad valorem, and provided checks 
and balances that are invaluable. The idea which has been suggested 
that this bill was a mere political expedient, that we did not intend 
to pass it, seems to be a reflection upon the common sense of the oppo- 
sition. 

Does the Senator from New Jersey think that any set of gentlemen 
would go to the labor of perfecting a scheme for the benefit of the coun- 
try which guards against a thousand evils and meets a demand uni- 
versal, and now throw it away after the verdict of the people, after he 
says it was read in the shops throughout the country and appealed to 
as an electioneering argument? After, I say, it has been read in the 
shops and among the people as an electioneering argument and they 
decided that they wanted it, it seems to me that we should misrepre- 
sent notonly our party but the people of the United States if we should 
say, after they have given a fair verdict on this question, that we pro- 
pose to cheat them out of the judgment. They have rendered the ver- 
dict, and we are here now to enter the judgment. We propose to stay 
here and do it if it takes all winter. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After 5 minutes spent in executive session - 
the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, December 12, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 11th day of December, 
1888. 


MINISTER TO SPAIN. 


Perry B@mont, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary and minis- 
ter plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain, vice Jabez L. M. Curry, 
resigned. 

PROBATE JUDGES. 

John Houston, of Garfield County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, vice David Cameron, whose term has ex- 
pired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, 
United States Statutes at Large. 

Francis A. Hammond, of San Juan County, Territory of Utah, to be 
judge of probate in said county, vice J. R. Barton, whose term has ex- 
pired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, 
United States Statutes at 

William C. McGregor, of Iron County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, whose term has expired, as provided by sec- 
tion 19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, United States Statutes at 
La 


William T. Stewart, of Kane County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, rice John Rider, whose term has expired, as 
provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, United States 
Statutes at Large. 

James A. Melville, of Millard County, Territory of Utah, to be judge 
of probate in said county, vice T. C. Callister, whose term has expired, 
as provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, United 
States Statutes at . 

Samuel Francis, of Morgan County, Territory of U to be judge 
of probate in said county, whose term of office has expired, as provided 
by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, United States Stat- 
utes at Large. 

James A. Stark, of Piute County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county, vice R. A. Allen, whose term has expired, ag 
provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, United 
States Statutes at Large. 

The nomination of William G. Stark to the above-named office, 
which was made and confirmed at the last session of the Senate, was 
sone. no person of that name being a resident of Piute County, 
Utah. 
Thomas 8. Watson, of Wasatch County, Territory of Utah, to be 
judge of probate in said county, vise T. 8. Watson, whose term has 
expired, as provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, 
United States Statutes at Large. 

R. W. Cross, of Weber County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
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probate in said county, vice L. W. Shurtleff, whose term has expired Mrs. Belle P. Chreitzberg, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
as provided by section 19, chapter 397, volume 24, Laws 1887, United | county of Williamson and State of Texas, in the place of Daniel S. 


States Statutes at Large. 
INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 
Andrew G. Chapman, of Maryland, appointed under a temporary 


commission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector of internal 
revenue for the district of Maryland, to succeed Joseph K. Roberts, 
deceased 


George Washington Hensel, of Pennsylvania, appointed under a 
temporary commission during the recess of the Senate, to be collector 
of internal revenue for the ninth district of Pennsylvania, to succeed 
John T. MacGonigle, deceased. 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

John J. Enright, of Detroit, Mich., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be Assistant Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, vice Alexander B. Upshaw, resigned. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN SCHOOLS. 


Samuel H. Albro, of Fredonia, N. Y., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be superintendent of Indian schools, as pro- 
vided in section 8 of the act approved June 29, 1888, to fill an original 
vacancy. 

INDIAN INSPECTOR. 

James C. Saunders, of Fort Smith, Ark., who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be an Indian inspector, vice Morris A. 
Thomas, resigned. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 

Charles E. Vandever, of Indiana, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Navajo agency, 
in New Mexico, vice Samuel 8. Patterson, removed. 

Samuel T. Leavy, of Kentucky, who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians of the Yankton agency 
in Dakota, vice John F. Kinney, resigned. 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


T. A. Dunlava, of Fisher, Minn., who was commissioned during the 
recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Crookston, 
Minn., vice Lars K. Aaker, resigned. 

George McGowan, of Burns, Oregon, who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Drewsey, 
Oregon (a newly established office), to fill an original vacancy. 

Frank F. Randolph, of Huron, Dak., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public moneys at Watertown, 
Dak., vice Downer T. Bramble, deceased. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Joseph G. McCoy, of Wichita, Kans., who was commissioned during 
the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Wichita, 
Kans., vice Frank Dale, resigned. 

Robert J. Slater, of Pendleton, Oregon, who was commissioned dur- 
ing the recess of the Senate, to be register of the land office at Drewsey, 
Oregon (a newly-established office), to fill an original vacancy. 


ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Edward R. Wolgamuth, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of Philadelphia, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, to succeed George H. Hoffman, removed. 


UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Howard Ellis, of Ridgewood, N. J., to be consul of the United States 
at Rotterdam, vice Richard Stockton, resigned. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE SERVICE, 


Capt. Joseph W. Congdon, of Rhode Island, appointed under a tem- 
porary commission during the recess of the Senate, to be a captain 
in the revenue service of the United States, to succeed Capt. David A. 
Constable, deceased. 

POSTMASTERS. 


James M. Ward, to be postmaster at Tulare, in the county of Tulare 
and State of California, in the place of Napoleon B. Witt, resigned. 

Jeremiah G. Fowler, to be at Milledgeville, in the county 
of Baldwin and State of Georgia, in the place of Jeremiah G. Fowler, 
whose commission expires December 20, 1888. 

Harriett L. Vedder, to be postmaster at Washington, in the county 
< See and State of Kieeen, in the place of James 8. Vedder, 


Gilbert H. Cooper, to be at Sag Harbor, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of Hannibal Sam, t., 
whose commission expires ber 11, 1888. 

Richard A. Dearborn, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Marion and State of Oregon, in the place of William H. Odell, whose 
commission expires December 11, 1888. 

Nicholos Mackin, to be postmaster at Emlenton, in the county of 
Venango and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Henry A. Hamil- 
ton, whose commission expires December 22, 1888. 


Cheesher, resigned. 

Mrs. M. W. Morrow, to be postmaster at Abilene, in the county of 
Taylor and State of Texas, in the place of Haynes H. Harden, whose 
commission expires December 11, 1888. 

Emil Drews, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county of Grané 
and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Theodore A. Burr, whose com- 
mission expires December 20, 1888. 

Myron Reed, to be postmaster at Waupaca, in the county of Wau- 
paca and State of Wisconsin, in the place of George M. Chamberlain, 
whose commission expires December 11, 1888. 

Fred P. Shannon, to be postmaster at Carbon, in the county of Cars 
bon and Territory of Wyoming, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President from and 
after October 1, 1888. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Inspector-General’s Department. 


Capt. Peter D. Vroom, of the Third Cavalry, to be inspector-gen- 
eral, with the rank of major, December 10, 1888, vice Farnsworth, de- 
ceased. 


Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 


Capt. Edward Hunter, of the First Cavalry, to be judge-advocate, 
with the rank of major, December 10, 1888, vice Curtis, promoted. 
Capt. George B. Davis, of the Fifth Cavalry, tobe judge-advocate, 
with the rank of major, December 10, 1888, vice Gardiner, retired from 
active service. 
Quartermaster’: Department. 


First Lieut. Robert Craig, of the Fourth Artillery, to be assistant 
quartermaster, with the rank of captain, December 10, 1888, vice 
Forsyth, promoted. 

Subsistence Department. 


Capt. Douglas M. Scott, of the First Infantry, to be commissary of 
subsistence, with the rank of captain, December 10, 1888, vice Cushing, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Charles Hay, of the Twenty-third Infantry, to be com- 
missary of subsistence, with the rank of captain, December 10, 1888, 
vice Whitehead, deceased. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


William Joseph Larkin, of Illinois, to be post chaplain in the Army 
of the United States, December 10, 1888, vice Kendig, retired from act- 
ive service. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, December 11, 1888. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday was read and approved. 

The following additional members appeared and took their seats: 

Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. LIND, of Minnesota. 

Mr. MAHONEY, of New York. 

Mr. GAINES, of Virginia. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, this day, immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal, is set apart for the consideration 
of the bill known as the direct-tax bill, the title of which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the 
District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act 
of Congress approved August 5, 1861. . 

Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill, the title of which has just been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REFUNDING OF DIRECT TAX. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. McCreaky in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

After a pause, re 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What has become of the hour in which reports 
are to be made ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under a resolution adopted by the House this 
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day was set apart, after the reading of the Journal, for the considera- 
tion of the bill the title of which the Cierk has read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal? 

The CHAIRMAN. Immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
for to-day and to-morrow. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Would it be in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent that gentlemen having reports to make from committees may be 
permitted to file them with the Clerk? 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole, and 
therefore that motion would not be in order. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Tlinojs. When this bill that is now under con- 
sideration was before the House at the last session I gave somewhat at 
length my views in regard to the objections raised against its passage. 
I do not care to repeat to-day what I saidatthattime. The objections 
which have been made at this session of course are substantially the 


same as those which were urged last session. The purpose for which I 
rise is more particularly to notiec some of the reasons which are urged 
in favor of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama 


[ Mr. OATES] to tack upon the bill an amendment to refund theso-called 
cotton tax. I listened with a good deol of interest and considerable 
pleasure to the legal argument made by the gentleman from Georgia 
| Mr. BARNES] the other day upon that subject. It was able and in- 
genious, and yet, Mr. Chairman, as it seemed to me, it came short of 
that conclusiveness which would warrant members of this House in 
voting to refund to the people who paid the cotton tax, which ameunts 
to $68,000,000 in round numbers, that vast sum of money. 

Now, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, this amendment, coming as 
it does, is a little peculiar. It has no relation to the direct tax which 
is embodied in the Senate bill’ It is simply placed upon this as an 
amendment, as a rider, by indirection, and, it seems to me, to defeat 
the refunding of the direct tax rather than to obtain a refund of this 
money under this amendment. If there is any merit in the position 
which is taken by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr, OATES] in regard to the refunding of 
the cotton tax, it would be better to present that in a separate and dis- 
tinct bill, so that it can be determined upon its merits. If it has any 
merits it will receive favorable consideration; if it is without merit, 
then it can be just as well considered ina separate bill as by the method 
which is resorted to in the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Oates]. 

Now, Mr. Chairraan, the objections which are urged against these 
laws which levied tax on cotton are three, as I understand them. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] claims that under section 
8 ef Article I of the Constitution they violate the last clause of that 
section, where it says: 

Duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States. 

And he further claims that it is also violative of the provision of the 
Constitution which requires that— 

No capitation or other direct tax shall be laid unless in proportion to the 
census or enumeration hereinbefore directed to be taken. 

Also that it is violative of this clause, that— 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 

Mr. Chairman, I have examined with a good deal of care these vari- 
ous sections of the Constitution and decisions of the Supreme Court 
bearing upon, illustrating, and explaining them, and it seems to me 
that these laws under which the cotton tax was levied and collected 
are not obnoxious to any of the objections which have been urged 
against them, The power of levying a taxis full and unqualified under 
the Constitution itself as to the extent and as to the articles upon 
which the tax shall be levied. 

The gentleman from Georgia, however, claimed that inasmuch as 
cotton is only grown in a certain section of our country, therefore a 
tax upon cotton was violative of this last clause of section 8, Article I, 
of the Constitution. 

It will be remembered that during thediscussion the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] very pertinently asked him this question : 
If it is violative of the Constitution so far as the cotton tax is concerned, 
will not the same argument apply to the tax w tobacco? and the 
gentleman was compelled to admit that it 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. ‘Will the gentleman pardon a sugges- 
tion at that point? 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I want tocall the gentleman’s attention 
to the fact that the tobacco tax is different from the tax on raw cotton 
because the tax upon tobacco is levied on the manufactured article and 
is therefore an excise tax. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I will come to that further on; but I 
will say now that the tobacco tax as originally levied was upon the 
jeaf, and was just as much of a tax upon the raw product while that 
law was in existence as the tax upon cotton itself. 

Mr. Chairman, I was about to say when interrupted that there is 
not a single article produced in any section of the country but —_ 
be exemp the announced by th 


ted from an excise tax upon 
gentiemen on the other side. There is no single article that is ino 


duced in all the States and Territories of the Union upon which an 
excise tax could be levied if that argument is sound. But we are not 
limited to reasoning from the Constitution or to illustrations derived 
from it. I think the Supreme Court of the United States has settled 
this whole cuestion and has put it beyond debate. In the hard-money 
cases, 80 called, which were decided by the Supreme Court in 1884 (U. 
8. Reports, 112, 594) the court, speaking of this very clause of the 
Constitution, said: 

The uniformity here prescribed | Bee reference to the various localities in which 
the tax is intended to operate. “It shall be uniform throughout the United 


States.” Is the tax on tobacco void because in many of the States no tobacco is 
raised or manufactured? Is the tax on distilled spi 
pay three-fourths of the revenue arising from itt. The tax is uniform when it 
operates with the same force and effect in every place where the subject of it is 
found. The tax in this case, ——— as far as it can be called a tax, is an excise 
duty on the business of brin; oy from fore eountries into this by 
ocean navigation, is uniform, an rates exactly alike in every port of the 
United States where such passengers can be a It is wn a the » 
violates the rule of uniformity and ont provision of the tion that ** 
preference shall be given, in the ms are of commerce or revenue, to the eeute 
of one State over those of another,” because it does not a y to passengers ar- 
riving in this country by seltuend.: or other inland mode o eonveyance ; but the 
law applies to all ports alike, and evidently gives no preference to one over 
another, but is uniform in its operation in oe of the United States, It may 
be added that the evil to be remedied by legislation has no existence on 
our inland border, and ————_ in ne uarter needed no such lation, 


uniformi ty, perfect ity of ta: in all the aspects in which the 
human mind can view, is a eee dream, as this court has said more than 


once. * * * Here, then, is substantial uniformity within the meaning and 
purpose of the Constitution. 

Now, taking this decision as a text, it shows that this tax upon cot- 
ton was absolutely uniform. Wherever the cotton was found the same 
tax was levied upon it per pound, whether it was in Alabama or in Lou- 
isiana, in Illinois or in New York. I hold in my hand and will insert 
in my remarks a statement from the Internal-Revenue Bureau showing 
that this tax which is objected to was collected from twenty-six dif- 
ferent States and Territories, and that in all of those States and Terri- 
tories where the tax was levied and collected it was uniform; that is, 
the same amount per pound in and in Utah; the same amount 
per pound was levied and collected in Illinois that was levied and col- 
lected in the Carolinas. That is the uniformity which the Supreme 
Court says is required by the provision of the Constitution to which I 
have referred. 

The following is a list of the States in which taxes on cotton were 
collected, and the several amounts collected in each, to wit: 


| 






States. States. Amount 
RR inesitnceescoscccess coseel Missourl ae 
Arkansas.......... Missouri ........ 
California......... New Jersey... 
Connecticut New York... 

Florida aoe Carolina 
Tiinois... Pennsyivania............. 
Indiana.. Rhode Island 
Kentucky Ch iacheapeiadel 
Louisiana.... Texas...... i” 
Maryland.. Utah ........ 
Massachusetts .. Virginia... 





l apprehend, Mr. Chairman, _ that decision before us it is 
unnecessary to take up further time in demonstrating that the objec- 
tion raised by the gentleman from Georgia is untenable. 

The next objection urged against this tax is that it was an export 
tax. If it was an export tax, we all grant that it was in violation of 
the Constitution and was void, and that the money collected under it 
should be returned. Let us look at that question. What is an ex- 
port tax? An export tax is something that is levied upon goods that 
are shipped from this country to a foreign country; not from one State 
to another, country 


but from this to another country; and such a tax 
only attaches when the g¢ are to be shi abroad. 
If the goods are not no tax is levied. distinction be- 


tween an cian camttaaies nts te An excise tax attaches 
to articles regardless of any condition; an export tax attaches only 


under certain and those conditions are that the goods are 
shipped abroad. Now, with that and understanding of the 
law—and it can not be d by anybody—T ask the Chairman and 
members of this er or not this tax was levied upon 
cotton that was rted, or whether it was levied upon all cotton alike? 
That is the test. 


Mr. HERBERT. Let me answer the gentleman from the law: 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Wait one moment; you will have your 
own time. 

ae The law shows that it was collected on exported — 


vt HOUKENS sian thes the alleurs could get held cf; ragardlaw of 
every pound of cotton get 
ee ae Ne ee ee ee =e 
stitution not contemplate goods which may possibly 
shipped abroad shall not be taxed. Any goods which are produced, 
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manufactured, or used in this country are liable to be exported; and 
the mere fact that some portion of them may go abroad does not render 
the law taxing such goods violative of this section of the Constitution. 

Suppose, for example, every pound of cotton on which this tax was col- 
lected in these twenty-six different States and Territories during these 
various years, under the acts from 1863 to 1868, had been consumed in 
this country; the tax would have been collected and placed in the 
Treasury of the United States just the same. And it will not do to say 
that simply because some of these goods may have gone abroad, there- 
fore no tax can apply to them, because there is not an article manu- 

factured or produced, either by.agricultural or any other form of indus- 
try, which may not, under some circumstances, be shipped abroad. 

Mr. LONG. Whisky and tebacco may go abroad. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Yes, as the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lone] suggests, whisky and tobacco may be shipped abroad; 
and the same argument which applies to cotton would apply to them. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will thegentleman allow me to say—— 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Hlinois. You will have your time. 

Mr. HERBERT. A drawback is allowed on whisky and tobaeco ex- 
ported, but not on cotton. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I can not permit myself 
to be interrupted; my time is limited. 

But, to go a little further, there is another question presented. 
These gentlemen from the Southern States have assumed that their 
people paid this tax, and that it was thus a drain upon the States 
which were once in insurrection. I say that the facts are directly the 
contrary of that. The records of our country show that the loya! and 
patriotic States of the North, under all these revenue laws, paid taxa- 
tion largely in exeess of what was paid by the States of the South. 

When this matter was first before Congress and the advisability of 
levying atax upon cotton was urged, all the arguments which have been 

presented here by the gentleman from Geurgia [Mr. Stewart] and 
the gentleman frem Alabama [Mr. Oares] were then urged against 
this law. All the authorities which have been cited in this debate 
were cited then. But it was the deliberate judgment of Congress that 
cotton was a proper subject of taxation. It was the deliberate judg- 
ment of the various Con that enacted these laws during the 
years from 1863 to 1868 that cotton should pay a certain tax in order to 
help in sustaining the arm of the Government and to pay some of this 
enormous debt that was contracted to suppress the rebellion and to 
maintain the Union in itsintegrity. But it was not claimed in the ar- 
gument at that time that the Southern people were to pay this tax 
upon cotton. The wisest and the ablest statesmen of that time con- 
tended that it was a tax which would be levied upon the consumer, 
and notupon the producer. I have in my hand an extract from a speech 
made by Mr. Harding, of Illinois, one of the able and distinguished 
Demoerats of that State, a gentleman who opposed the levying of these 
taxes. In that speech hesaid: . 

The tax will ultimately be extorted from the toiling millions of our country. 
I protest against indirect taxation of the absolute necessaries of life. My eon- 


stituents are clothed almost exclusively in cotton goods. They sleep on cot- 
— they walk in cotton; and no matter what the price of corn is, they pay the 


Mr. Marshall, another distinguished member of the House at the 
time these laws were under consideration and when the propriety of 
their enactment was being discussed, said: 

lam on principle tothe whole tax; at least I think, if there is any 
= all, it wa be very small in amount; and it is for this reason, thatin rais- 

ing revenue to rt the Government we should endeavor, as far as possible 
to a t the be of the Government upon the wealthy, and not upon the 
cotton fabrics country are consumed almost exclusively by 

Tne laborine white white men of the country and bythe poorfreedmen. The wealthy 
man who can afford to wear fine linen will pay no part of it; but the poor and 
humble men at the South and the West at the and all over the coun- 
—— bear the burden of the tax that is imposed by the provisions of this 


That was the judgment of the leading men of the House as well as 
of the Senate as to where the burden of this tax would rest. 

A farther fact which proves that the Southern people did not pay it 
is this: Before the war cotton which was selling at 10 cents a pound, 
ot the time the tax was levied upen it was ranging from 2% conte 
toa dollar a pound. 

A MEMBER rose. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I can not be interrupted. 

The demand for cotton was greater than the product itself. Now, it 
is the consumer under such conditions who pays the tax and not the 
producer. peter renee oer eness as estion.as daring 
the vi prep agent pee pee sth nited States was seek- 
ing to raise a small portion of its revenue by taxing this product, and 
i Yn pe eee Oe the consumers of the 
country Nort South, est, not by the down 
there where the cotton was raised. ree 

Eee eee eer eees Seer S: eoemenerne of Shane 
South insisting they have been tax-ridden by the laws 


er our country Sen eeee aes wp Sanne ae eae 
of the North have paid five to ten dollars under the internal-revenue 


ean ieen pynnees bm. ene. eles paid by the people at the South. I 
in m tement and comparison made under the internal- 
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revenue laws of the amount paid during this period up to 1870 by some 
of the Southern States and the same by an equal number of Northern 
States. It is as follows: 

According to census of 1870 Rhode Island had about 30,000 more 
population than the State of Florida. Florida is a cotton-growing 
State, Rhode Island is not. 

According to the reports of the returns made from collections under 
internal-revenue laws Rhode Island paid $25,024,953; Florida, from 
other sources than cotton, $538,508. 

According to the same census Alabama had a population of 996,992 
persons, New Jersey a population ef 906,096 persons, or 90,000 less 
than Alabama. Alabuma is a cotton-growing State, New Jersey is 
not. 

The collections made in Alabama from other sources than cotton 
were $3,812,910, while the collections from New Jersey for the same 
period were $48,5 24,642, 

The population of Georgia by the census of 1870 was 1,184,10§ per- 
sons; Michigan, by the same census, had a population of 1,184,059 
persons, 

There were collected from other sources than cotton in Georgia $6,- 
520,515, while in Michigan, with a little less population, as you ob- 
serve, there was collected $24,099,806. 

Ineluding cotton tax, the amounts collected from the several States 
above named are as follows: 






IE Ok CI IIRL... shod sap sontintetianconunsquncenainouheulestecectsudeieee $1, 457, 453 
SO III soe chad sncontsectibubted tocveesvbantatbatendbeevens cosesseeens 25, 027, 378 
RN Hiv OINNNE INIT Dscctcntenesiadbotsdinepbbdersnssesnecseuesutdesbicbenttoveieasousties m7 200, 982 
New Jersey a total tax of. subeent «« 48,528, 298 
Georgia a total tax of ....... sibendinnionddunandaety eeveneeetits oe 18, 417,610 
Michigan a total tax of. . 4, 099, 3806 


Let us goa step further and take the State of Leni the State 
from which the gentleman comes [Mr. STEWART], who said the other 
day that it had been tax-ridden. Let us look at that fora moment. 
It had a population under the census of 1870 of 1,184,109 persons. 
Michigan had a population under the same census of 1,184,059 persons. 
The population of these two States under the census of 1870 is nearly 
equal. Under the internal-revenue laws of our country, exclusive of 
the ecottor. tax, Georgia paid the small sum of $6,520,515, as against 

24,995,080 in the State of Michigan. Why is not Michigan contend- 
ing this tax levied there and collected in that State should be refunded ? 
Why is it.she is not here claiming the tax on various iron and copper 
and salt and other industries in that State should be refunded? The 
same argument that brings Georgia here through her Representatives in- 
sisting this cotton tax should be refunded would call the Representatives 
of Michigan to insist the $24,000,000 collected from that State should 
also be refanded. 

I had the collector of internal revenue make a statement of the 
amount of tax collected in my State as compared with Georgia from 
1870 to 1880. It is as follows: 


Statement showing the receipts from several objects of taxation in Georgia 
and Illinois from 1871 to 1880. 


| Z | Nb 
Distilled spirits. | Tobacco. 


Fiscal yearend- a 
ing June 30— 


| | | 
Georgia. | Illinois. | Georgia. Illinois. 


206, 246.53 | 
185, 360. 05 
191, 550, 13 | 


1,596, 752. 13 | 





Fermented liquors. Gross receipts of railroads, 





















Fiscal year end- | express companies, etc. * 
ing June ee ee. ee | RS WR ae) . 
Georgia. | Illinois, Georgia. | Illinois. 
| ' 3 
; pai 
DR. cichicetecosin: $6, 530. 31 $483, 608.73 | $27,746. 44 $161, 450. 66 
WR cicinconitdhdtateses 57m. 61 O19. 
WR cccceeqee ce a 7, 64. . 070. 32 }...... 
1874..... = 6. 675. 41 . 80 |. 
1875, 6, 741.48 . 43 | 
1376... 6, 775. 18 . 90 |. 
1877 .. 872.54 |. 
Se 198. GHEE [occocschayiijineiaeataiiiteedeice-nidie 
SD vveresssesencnonecece 618, 420. 94 sesso clasetmccinaapallicisSovometencosee 
767, 013. 67 a | -. acsesewsenecalosessesetnrceceees-ceses 
Totals............ 79,127.39 | 5,743,052. 63 | 27,746. 44 | 161, 450. 66 
} 











* Repealed by act of July 14, 1870, 
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Statement showing the receipts from several objects of taxation in Georgia 
and Illinois from 1871 to 1880—Continued. 


| 
Sales.* 
Fiscal year end- |__ ee 
ing June 30— |- . | 
Georgia. | Hilinois. 





Special taxes. ¢ 





Georgia. | Illinois. 





ipveipuigneeenweiou $14,430.80 | $183, 143.10 $64, 431. 48 $398, 773.17 















— — 


Totals......... 14, 430. 80 183, 143.10 


Income—individuals, } Income—corporations. t 
Fiscal year end- 


ing June 30— 











Georgia. Illinois, Georgia. | Illinois. 
$97, 031.58 $332, 063. 44 $83, 198. 46 , 328. 
53, 192. 86 195, 748. 81 80, 619, 01 313, 522. 25 
16, 938. 66 79, 051.77 1,511.75 4, 739, 49 





A000 eeeene penne ceeeee reese leseeseceeees teeees eeeeee 














fy year end- Gas. 2 

a Georgia. Illinois. 
BR hii. csvcnvtnandecds $8, 841.33 $142, 168. 64 $736, 944. 02 
SE 8, 357.19 124, 220. 28 583, 160.18 
1873... a 1, 241.73 19, 194. 22 477, 959. 90 
74... ai , 384, 622. 55 
388, 226. 84 
362, 726. 44 
278, 879. 30 
333, 519. 90 
322,770. 60 
ae 322, 074.18 
reise... 18, 440, 25 . 285, 583.14 4, 199, 883, 91 


* Repealed by act of July 14, 1870. 

+ Repealed May 1, 1871, by act of July 14, 1870. 

} Expired by limitation December 31, 1871. 
@Repealed August 1, 1872, by act of June 6, 1872, 


I find from this table that there has been collected in the State of 


Illinois during this period, under our internal-revenue laws, the amount 


of $188,242,738, against the sum of $4,190,000 collected in the State of 


Georgia. 

Again, sir, if the argument should prevail thatit is the producer who 
pays this tax and not the consumer, then the State of Illinois is paying 
and has paid to support the Government $188,000,000, in round num- 
bers, against four million and some odd hundred thousand dollars paid 
by the State of Georgia for the same period. If that argument is to 
prevail, you can see the inequality; and I cite the facts to show you that 
instead of its being the producer it is beyond all question the consumers 
all over the country who pay the tax. We helped to pay the tax that 
was levied on cotton, and every person in the State of Illinois and else- 
where throughout the country paid his proportion of that tax precisely 
as did the people of the State of Georgia; and I take it that upon the 
whisky tax collected in Illinois the people in the State of Georgia pay 
their proportion with the people of Illinois. 

But, Mr. Chairman, anotherargument has been urged by the gentleman 
from Georgia why this tax should be refunded to the e of his State. 
He insists that itis a tax upon theland itself. Now, under the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States a direct tax is limited to 
realty and to the poll-tax. The gentleman from Georgia insisted that 
because the tax was levied upon a product of agriculture that it is, there- 
fore, a tax upon the soil that produces that product, and claims that 
in the whole history of this country and there is no ent 
for it. Mr. Chairman, any student of En constitutional history, 
and especially any lawyer who has read Blackstone’s Commentaries, 
knows that excise taxes were imposed in England of the very character 
of this cotton tax. Under the statutes that were enacted during the 
time of George II, an excise tax was levied upon hops precisely as it was 
levied in this country upon cotton. Hops are a product of the soil 
under the same condition that cotton is a product of the soil. It is 
manifest, therefore, toany studentof history that precedents are against 
the position assumed by the gentleman from Georgia. 
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Now, fortunately for us, Mr. Chairman, the Supreme Court of the 
United States has settled that questionalso. In6 Wallace, 594, the sav- 
ings-bank case, the court held that a franchise tax upon the bank pro- 
portioned to the amount of its deposits is not a tax upon the Govern- 
ment securities in which these deposits are invested. In other words, 
that a tax on the amount of money received as interest on the Govern- 
ment bonds is not a tax of the bank itself, which is by law exempted 
from taxation. 

Anybody who will take the time and trouble to examine the decision 
in fall will find that it meets exactly and fully the point raised by the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

But the argument the gentleman made on that occasion would lead 
the members of this body to believe that this is a tax which was levied 
upon the soil while the cotton was growing. That is not the case, as 
Iunderstand it. There was, itis true, his coincidence, that this cotton 
tax was upon the statute-books of the country at the time, and neces- 
sarily so, that the cotton was growing, but, as I have said, that was a 
necessity of the case itself, for wefind that the cotton tax existed from 
the year 1863 to 1868. That, however, is the only connection between 
the growing cotton and the tax. Anybody who will examine the sub- 
ject will find that the intention of Con was to levy, and the act 
did levy, a tax upon the cotton that been gathered, ginned, and 
placed in bales or packages ready for market; that the tax was levied 
not upon the raw material itself, but upon the product after the hand 
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20 | of labor had added an additional value to it. It was the joint product 


of the soil and the labor of man, precisely as articles of manufacture 
are the joint product of the skill of man and of nature. There is no 
difference between them, and I defy anybody to follow this out and 
show there is. The very fact that wefind portions of this cotton in Illi- 
nois, where we do not grow it, and in fifteen of the different States of 
the Union where cotton is not produced, is ample evidence to the mind 
of any man who reasons that the tax was levied upon the cotton with 
the additional value that was given to it by the hand of man. 

Mr. LONG. How does this differ from the tobacco tax? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. There is no difference. The principle 
is precisely the same. 

But I goastep further. I contend that there is no clause in the Con- 
stitution of the United States exempting the products of agriculture 
from taxation under the excise law of the country any more than there is 
to exempt the products of manufacture. I contend that asa mere ques- 
tion of constitutional right there is absolutely no difference between 
them. As aquestionof ency the fathers of the Constitution, and 
the great men who followed them in giving us a. refrained from 
levying a tax upon the product of the soil. But I contend, sir, that 
when this tax was levied the exigency of the country warranted it. It 
was a case of absolute necessity. We were plunged in the midst of a 
domestic war, a causeless war of colossal pro ons. One portion of 
the country wag arrayed in arms against the General Government. To 
suppress that rebellion brought sorrow and suffering into millions of 
homes at the North. It required the patriotic people of the North to 
submit to all forms of exorbitant taxation on all business pursuits and 
upon every article they had or produced, and I say that it was but 
scant justice for the General Government to reach out and declare that 
this product that had this enormous value because of the great demand 
for it all over the world should pay a portion of that tax in restoring 
this céuntry to its rightful status, and giving to these v people the 
blessings that now enjoy under this great Republic. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, as there are grave con- 
stitutional questions and grave questions of governmental policy in- 
volved in the proposition to refund to the States the direct tax, there 
seems to be a general desire to hear my views on this important matter 
[laughter], and this being my first public utterance since the late cam- 
paign, in which I took so conspicuous a part, what I have tosay will be 

istened to with attentive interest. [Laughter. ] 

It is not my purpose to repeat what has been so well said by others 
against the constitutionality of the proposed legislation. The party 
Se ee eee insisted that the powers of 
Congress to collect taxes and appropriate the same when collected were 
limited by the Constitution, and that the only safe rule is to keep at 
least within the spirit of such limitations. 

Upon an examination of this sacred instrument I fail to find either 
in its letter or spirit any power which authorizes Congress to appro- 
priate the carried by this bill. Whatisthe proposition? It is 
to back to the several States that paid the same what is known as 
the d tax—a tax that, it is admitted, was constitutionally levied, 
collected, and ed twenty-odd years ago. 

I have heard advocates of the measure discuss it time and again, 
but have not heard from any of them an attempt to show its constitu- 
tionality; but I must remind my friend from Alabama [Mr. OaTEs], 
who ee oe of the constitutionality of the measure, that a 
oe members on this floor have rnry slack views on the 

tution. They seem to think there is such a thing as constitu- 
tional limitation when to a measuresome one else wants passed 
and they do not, but that it was never intended that it should stand 
between them and anything they want done. 

Their idea of the Constitution seems to be about as well defined as 
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were those of a witness I once heard testify in Mississippi as to the in- 
terest he was taking in a prosecution. It was in the trial of the case 
of the State vs. Eubanks, in Itawamba County, Mississippi. Langue.) 
I was the leading counsel for the defense in that case—you have al 
doubtless heard of it. [Laughter.] I asked one of the witnesses for 
the State if he was not taking a very great interest in the prosecution. 
His answer was, ‘‘ Only so far as necessity, civilization, and agreement 
of his family extended.” 

I then asked him how far “‘ necessity, civilization,and agreement of 
his family ’’ extended. He said, ‘‘ Just as faras morality would lead.”’ 
I then asked him how far morality would lead, when he replied, ‘‘Mo- 
rality should exist throughout all civilized worlds.’”’ [Great laughter. } 
Now, his answers to these questions were about as explicit as the ideas 
many gentlemen on this floor seem to have of constitutional limitations; 
they think they only go so far as necessity, civilization,and agreement 
of a member’s constituents extend. [Laughter. ] 

*I do not agree with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEWART], 
who said the other day that the object of the friends of this measure 
was to pile appropriations for which to hold this Democratic adminis- 
tration responsible. I think he misapprehends the true object of the 
gentlemen who favor this bill. I think their real object is to get the 
money for their States which this bill carries, and if ever passed at all 
it will be by a combination or sort of pool of those members 
from those States, who are more particular about getting the money 
than how they get it. , 

But I indulge the hope that this Democratic administration will 
never be responsible for this bill, even should it pass this House. 

Mr. Chairman, the reasons urged why this tax should be refunded 
are not that it was not properly, legally, and constitutionally collected 
and expended; but it stands alone upon the ground that of the $20,- 
000,000 levied only about seventeen and a half millions were collected; 
and that as some of the Southern States did not pay their part of the 
tax, the othershould therefore be refunded. 

It will be remembered that at the time this tax should have been 

id the Southern people could not find the tax-collectors of the United 
B tates. Many of them were out on the hunt of them, but they were 
not to be found. They were at least inconvenient of access. 

Now let us see where the logic of the position assumed will lead us. 
It is that whenever a tax is levied and for any reason it is not all paid 
the Government should pay back what has been collected. In other 
words, that in States where a poll-tax is levied if any persons should 
fail to pay (as many always do) the State should pay back what is 
collec in order to equalize the matter; or, to take a case in point 
for which this would be a precedent on the part of the General Gov- 
ernment, as all know, the Government taxes all distilled alcoholic 
spirits, and many hundreds of millions of dollars have in the last 
twenty-five years been paid into the United States Treasury as such tax. 
Bnt suppose some mountaineer locates his still at the head of some 
sequestered hollow in the mountains, and, in order to have quiet that 
he may do his work well, observes the necessary secrecy to prevent be- 
ing disturbed by revenue officers, and after he has perfected some good 
fruit brandy or corn whisky, and in his anxiety to minister to the thirst 
and wants of his fellow-men, he puts some of this on the market, for- 
getting to go by and see the revenue collector. [Laughter. ] 

Now, if such things have happened, then the logic that demands the 
refunding of the direct tax would require that all the money collected 
on whisky or brandy under the internal-revenue laws should be re- 
funded in order to equalize those who have paid with those who have 
not. No, sir; there are almost always some who do not pay their part 
ofa levy of taxes; some who purposely evade it, and some who are un- 
able to pay, but that is no reason why a tax, constitutionally levied 
and collected of those who do pay, should be returned to them; and if 
this were a constitutional measure it would be a bad precedent. 

Mr. Chairman, many of the gentlemen who have spoken in favor of 
refunding this tax have referred to the times and conditions under 
which it was levied and collected—that it was for the purpose of car- 
rying on the war and crushing out the rebellion. We all understand 
what that is a in for, but I can not for the life of me see what 
it has to do with the question. The argument, if it amounts to any- 
thing, only goes to show that these gentlemen think it was levied and 


——— for a pro i 
are but few entallens presented in this House but this same 
argument is made todo duty. Iam not going into any discussion or 
that question. I hope I will be excused to-day from again shaking 
hands across the ‘‘bloody chasm.’’ I have done that until I have corns 
on my hands [laughter]; nor do I intend to mingle any tears in senti- 
mental poetry over the union of the blue and the gray. This is all very 
well for a summer pastime, but I find that it does not amount to much 
for the practical purposes of a campaign or for legislation [laughter]; 
but I will say here what I have often thought since I have been a mem- 
ber of this body, and that is that the many wrongs, inequalities, hard- 
ships, injustices, and oppressions of the unhappy period to which ref- 
erence is so often made, can never be undone, corrected, or equalized; 
nor do I believe any good can be accomplished by discussing them. 
Take the matter under consideration for an illustration. The people 
who paid this tax are not many of them the people who would receive 
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the benefits of this measure. The population of the States that paid 
it have greatly changed by deaths, births, and removals. Many of those 
who paid their taxes in the States that did pay have removed to States 
that did not pay, and vice versa; so you see this proposition could not 
secure equality. 

Many of those who suffered most by what happened then have 
passed away, and others are fast going the same road. I, therefore, for 
one, am in favor of ‘‘spitting on the slate’’ and rubbing out. Let us 
as far as possible forget all that is unpleasant or irritating in the past, 
and devote ourselves more to the present and the hopeful future. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if we are going into the business of righting 
the wrongs of the past, and if in order to right one of those wrongs 
you must return a tax that was properly collected, simply because it 
was not all collected, then I want to call your attention for a few mo- 
ments to the cotton tax; that, I think, I can demonstrate was wrong- 
fully and unjustly collected. 

lt seems to me that when the constitutionality of this tax was brought 
in question before the Supreme Court of the United States soon after 
the war, when the prejudices against the section on which it fell were 
at their height, the fact that that court was equally divided on the 
question of its constitutionality, that four out of eight of the judges 
were of the opinion that it was an unconstitutional tax, would be 
enough at least to give our friends, who now contend for its constitu- 
tionality, pause; and to show that the arguments against its constitu- 
tionality are not frivolous or far-fetched. 

Lut whether it was against the letter of the Constitution or not, I 
do not believe any fair-minded man can read the debates that preceded 
the adoption of the Constitution without coming, as I have done, to the 
conclusion that it was clearly against thespirit of that sacred instrument. 
There was no portion of the Constitution that provoked more debate 
or was sought to be guarded with more jealous care than that portion 
relating to the taxing power of the General Government; and the fear 
that unequal taxation or such as might bear more heavily on one sec- 
tion of the country than another seems to have received the special at- 
tention of the authors of that instrument, and we are informed that 
those who represented the agricultural States were specially anxious on 
this subject, and when objection was made that such unequal burdens 
might be put upon some States or sections under the Constitution, Mr. 
Alexander Hamilton, replying to such objections, said: 

Where is the difficulty? Where is evil? They never can oppressa particular 


State by unequal impositions, because the Constitution has provided a fixed 
ratio, an uniform rule by which this must be regulated. 


And Mr. Madison, the great expounder of the Constitution, in answer 
to the suggestion that States which had slaves and made tobacco might 
be taxed while others which had them not might escape, denied posi- 
tively that such a thing could happen. He said: 

On the contrary, there is a proportion to be laid on each State according to its 


population. This is a constitutional scale which is an insuperable bar against 
disproportion, and ought to satisfy all reasonable minds. 


Cotton was not mentioned in that debate as one of the products of a 
certain section that might be unjustly dealt with, but it was because 
we then produced but little, if any, of it; but if we had then had the 
‘cotton States’’ it would doubtless have figured in that debate. 

There are many others who took part in that debate who might be 
quoted, but this is sufficient to show what was then understood by the 
framers of the Constitution. Now, itis no answer to the objection to 
this measure to say that the law was uniform and applied to every 
State in the Union. The fact remains that it was a tax on the pro- 
duction of cotton, and that cotton is only produced in the South. The 
terms of the law may be uniform, but its application and effect were 
of necessity confined to the Southern States. Nor does the fact that a 
small amount of this tax was paid in Northern States alter the case at 
all, for wherever and whenever cotton was raised and sold after the 
passage of this law, it was sold with the burden of the tax upon it, and 
sold by the producer for its market price, less the tax if the same had 
not been paid. 

It was not, therefore, a tax equal or uniform in its effect, and, as has 
been said, it was the first and only instance in which this Government 
has ever levied a tax on a raw product of agriculture; and it levied 
and collected this at a time that the section that paid it was without 
representation in Congress. The tables read by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Horkrxs], showing that some of the States of the Union 
paid largely more taxes into the Treasury under the internal-revenue 
system than others, do not affect or answer this argument at all, for 
those were taxes paid on manufactured articles that he shows were in 
reality paid at last by the consumers, who are scattered over all the 
States, and bear no analogy to the cotton tax. 

Mr. Chairman, as hard as it is to surprise me after my experience 
here, I must confess I was surprised at the position assumed by the 

entleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] and the gentleman from [linois 

Mr. Hopkins], that the tax on cotton was a tax on the consumer, 
and not on the producer. Sir, when I see two such great leaders in 
the Republican party, two members of Congress contending on this 
floor that a duty on imports is not a tax on the consumer, but that a 
tax on raw materials in the hands of the producer is a tax on consump- 
tion and not on production, I can readily see how it was we were not 
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able to succeed in our late ‘‘educational campaign’’ in a few short 
months. [Applause on the Democratic side, and great laughter. ] 
The tax was a charge on the cotton in the hands of the man who pro- 
duced it, and had tobe paid. Now, willsome gentleman please inform 
me how the tax added anything toits value? The producer had it to 
pay? Where was the price enhanced by the tax? ‘The priceof cotton 


is not fixed in this country; it is fixed in the markets of the world, the 
great center of the cotton market being Liverpool. The price is regu- 
lated by just two things, supply and demand and the manipulation of 
speculation. The purchaser in Liverpool or in New York does not pay 
one cent more for it because it has paid a tax. Do you not see that if 
we could tax cotton in Mississippi, and then make the consumer pay 
the tax, we would resort to this sCheme to raise our revenue, and make 


outside countries pay all taxes? 

Now, with import duties just the reverse is true; the price of the ar- 
ticle imported is fixed in open market abroad, but in order to sell it 
here the importer must pay in addition to the price it costs him abroad 
the import duty to get it in here, and this he adds to the price and 
makes the consumer pay it. I have hopes of these gentlemen; they 
are learning. They have learned that one sort of tax comes out of the 
consumer and one out of the producer; when they learn which is which 
they will be all right. They only missed it in which tax it was that 
came out of the consumer. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I. C. meansinspected and condemned. 
They were army horses that had been condemned as no longer fit for 
service, and were branded I. C, so that private individuals could own 
them. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Although they could not see at all. 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No; a great many of them did not see 
at all, as the gentleman from Georgia aptly suggests. 

With such stock as this, worn-out plows and hoes, amid all these 
cheerless surroundings, the poor Confederate soldier set to work to make 
the cotton that was burdened with this tax and that has from that 
day to this contributed so much to your national prosperity. IhopeI 
may be pardoned if I lay aside my usual modesty [laughter] and in- 
dulge in some personal reminiscences pertaining to these hard times. 
I do not like to speak of myself, Sut I dosometimes overcome my well- 
known modesty in order ‘‘to point a moral or adornatale.’”’ [Re- 
newed laughter. } 

When I went home and went to making cotton I must admit that I 
enjoyed some advantages over many of my comrades in my neighbor- 
hood. My brother, older than I, was a shifty man and a good trader, 
and in some trade he had come in possession of a box of paper collars, 
[Laughter.] He was always kind to me, and he gave me three of them; 
he did not charge me, of course. These collars enabled me to dress 


Now, I have always regarded the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] | better than most of the boys [laughter], and they looked very nice on 


as a tolerably honest though a muchly misguided man. {[ Laughter. | 
He expressed great doubt about the propriety of refunding the direct 
tax, but said he would vote for it in obedience to the wishes of his con- 
stituents; but said he would vote against refunding the cotton tax, re- 
gardiess of its constitutionality, because it came out of the consumers 
and could not be returned. 

Now, I think I have convinced him that he is misguided. I hope he 
will convince me by this vote thathe is honest. (Laughter.] Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to inform this House that I am an expert on the 
question of the cotton tax. I know more about it than any of the 
statisticians irom whom gentlemen have gotten their figures. I was 
one of the leaders in the movement that produced the cotton that paid 
that tax. [Laughter.] I was the conductor that pulled the bell-cord 
over an old army mule that helped to make thatcotton. (Laughter. ] 
I heed the lead row in one of the cotton-fields of the South. 

I know all about the operation of that tax. Gentlemen say that the 
records show that cotton was much higher while the tax was in force 
than ever betore or since. I think I have already shown that the tax 
did not make it higher. The cotton that was on hand at the close of 
the war had generally found its way into the hands of speculators and 
did the people who needed it most butlittle good. That what was pro- 
duced afterwards, on which this tax fell most harshly and unjustly, 
was not produced at a profit, farming wrecks of that period will dem- 
onstrate. 1 remember particularly about the crops of 1866 and 1867. 
Eighteen hundred and sixty-six was a very wet year and a most dis- 
estrous year to the cotton-planters. The crop was very small and but 
few farmers made expenses. 

In 1867 the farmers expected good prices and made their calculations 
accordingly, and I remember distinetly that most all of the cotton that 
year passed out of the handsof the producer at very unremunerative 
prices. It was sold by the producers largely at from 9 to 12 cents per 
pound. It is true that later in the season, when mostof it had left the 
hands of the men who made it and paid the tax, it went up to as high 
as 28 cents per pound, but the tax-payers did not get the benefit of 
this advance. 

There is another thing I wish toinform you: there are over $68,000, - 
000 of that cotton tax in the United States Treasury, and I doubt if 
much more than half that was collected from the people ever found its 
way into the Treasury. More than $8,000,000 of that in the Treasury 
was collected from the people of Mississippi, and I know that the reve- 
nue officers stole a large portion of what was paid by the people of my 
State, and the United States Treasury never got it. 

Mr. Chairman, I will notattempt to describe the desolation that met 
the Confederate soldier on his retarn home after the war. The deso- 
late homes, desolate farms, the wasted fortunes, and the roofs that “‘ let 
in the sunshine and the rain,’’ have all been so often and so pathet- 
ically described in poetry, painting, and song, that I shall not attempt 
it here. Nor is it my purpose to argue and contend with you gentle- 
men about the causes that had taken them away from their homes. 

For the purposes of this argument you can call it their “‘crime,’’ 
their ‘‘sin,’’ or their ‘‘folly.’? Do not understand me as speaking of 
this desolation for the purpose of blaming -or censuring anybody for 
it. Iam not after getting up a discussion as to what was right or 
wrohg about that, I know war is war, but what I do want to illus- 
trate to you is that it was a “‘condition and nota theory that con- 
fronted us.’’ [Great laughter. ] 

If you could have seen the horses and tools with which we had to 
go to work! The most of our horses were branded “I. C.’’ Now, I 
do not expect the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Krzr] knows what an 
I. C. horse is. : 

Mr. KERR. Ido not, 


my homespun shirt. 

You know you can make a paper collar goa good ways by being 
carefuland turning it when one side becomes discolored [laughter]. So 
1 made these last a good while and was somewhat envied by those who 
were less fortunate; but it was my great desire to be able out of my 
first cotton crop to purchase me ablack coat. Now, toshow you how the 
hopes and aspirationsof some of our best young men were blasted [laugh- 
ter], when I sold my cotton and had to pay 3 cents a pound tax on it, I 
was not able to buy the coat, so it forced me to borrow one to use on 
Christmas occasions. ‘This caused a coolness for several years between 
the friend from whom I borrowed and myself. [{Laughter.] Yousee, 
a crowd of us threw in and bought a bunch of fire-crackers, and it re- 
sulted in burning a small hole in the coat, and being an accommoda- 
tion, Bailee, my friend, thought I did not use ordinary diligence to 
prevent the injury. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, jesting aside, I shall at the proper time offer an 
amendment to this bill to return the cotton tax to the States whose 
people paid it, to be by them used as an educational fund and dedicated 
alone to educational purposes. I am opposed to the effort to return it 
to the individuals who paid it, because I know this is impracticable. 

It.is true there are some large planters who paid the tax who have 
their receipts, and there are probably some other receipts that are held 
by speculators or syndicates, who got them up in the hope of some da 
collecting them; but the great mass of the poor toiling people, bo 
white and black, who produced this cotton, have no receipts, and I am 
opposed to doing the very partial justice that could be done by re- 
turning the money to the individuals unless justice can be done to 
those who stand most in need of it. I think this could be better ac- 
complished by devoting the money to educational purposes in the South. 
The children of the parties who paid it would get more of the benefit 
of it in this way than any other, and beside it might help to solve a 
great problem with us. 

In our recent tariff discussion here gentlemen on the other side were 
constantly taunting us of the South with our poverty and with the 
great wealth of the North, and they sometimes talked about the num- 
ber of illiterates at the South. Now, gentlemen, I have been in the 
North and I know it is rich and powerful; I know as compared with 
the North we are poor indeed. 

You of the North get nearly all the eighty-odd millions paid for pen- 
sions, you get almost all the benefits of protection, you get enormous 
amounts from our section in interest and dividends. Now I appeal to 
you, if you are going into the tax-refunding business, todo a simple act 
of justice to us and give us back what wentinto the Treasury, of this 
cotton tax, for the purpose of educating the children of the poor of the 
South. You claim to be anxious about the illiteracy in that section; 
here is your chance to remedy it by a simple act of justice. 

I think I have shown this was an unjust tax, and I am sure that 
gentlemen on the other side who have had so much to say about the 
magnanimity of the General Government in its treatment toward us 
after the war will not attempt to justify the imposition of this tax on 
a particular section as a legislative punishment for our part in the 
war. Come up now, gentlemen, and show your good feeling for us. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I ask that the time of the gentleman 
from Mississippi be extended by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Of course we have no objection to an ex- 
tension of the time, but it must come out of the time allotted to that 
side. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If I may be recognized now, I will yield 
to the tleman from Mississippi any length of time he may desire. 

The CHAIRMAN. The quatipman thetsDeugia hes Voicty talamien 
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1888. 





Mr. CASWELL. I simply call attention to the agreement hereto- 
fore made, that the time is to be equally divided upon this question 
during each day that the discussion runs. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Iwill yield from my own time to the 

tleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. There are some other things I desire 
to say, but I can have an opportunity under the five-minute rule. 

Mr.SENEY. Mr. Chairman, the legislation proposed by the bill now 
before the House can not be intelligently understood unless we have in 
mind the condition of the country at the time this direct tax was levied 
and in part paid. We were then in the midst of a greatcivil war, and to 
mi intain the Union side in that struggle vast sums of money were re- 
quired. The public Treasury was empty and the public credit was 
low. The revenues of the Government, suflicient in peace, were in- 
sufficient in war. Bonds were made, paper money issued, duties on 
imports increased, internal taxes imposed, and a direct tax was levied. 
This direct tax, amounting to $20,000,000 a year, was levied in August, 
1861, and apportioned to the States and the Territories and the District 
of Columbia, as follows: 









States and Territories. Amount. | States and Territories. Amount. 
Ala bwm......00c.00c0..--e/ $529,313.33 || Nebraska.............. $19, 312.00 
261, 896.00 || Nevada... 4,592. 67 
‘24, 538.67 || New Hampshire.......... 218, 406. 67 
22,905.33 || New Jersev...... 450, 134. 00 
oa 308, 214.00 | New Mexico. 62, 648. 00 
dan 3,241.33 || New York.... 2, 603, 918. 67 
| 74,683.33 || North Carolina ........... 576, 194. 67 
District of Columbia..... 49, 437.33 || Ohio 1, 567,089. 33 
| 77,522.67 35, 140. 67 
ae 534, 357.33 1, 946, 719. 33 
Mlinois 1, 146,551. 33 116, 963. 67 
Indiana .. 904, 875.33 363,570. 67 
lowAa...... on 7 452, 088. 00 669, 498. 00 
Kansas...... — 71, 713.33 355, 106. 67 
Kentucky bend 713, 695. 33 25, 982.00 
Louisiana .... od 335, 885. 67 2'1,068. 00 
lctietiienitienimebnconio’ 420, 826.00 || Virgimia..........00-.ss000s 729, 071. 02 
Maryland........... a 436, 823.33 || West Virginia . 65 
Massachusetts ois $24,581.33 || Washington..... . 33 
igan........ od 501, 763.33 WR catinns \ 
Minnesota...... 208, 524.00 
Mississippi... 413, 084. 67 | Total 
GE eritigngiecocconcqussned 761, 127.33 





Most of the States assumed the payment of their shares of this tax, 
and for so doing the law provided a discount of 15 per cent. It will 
be observed that the law required the payment of $20,000,000 each 
year; but it is to be remarked that no payments or collections were 
made, except for the year ending in August, 1862. Itis to beremarked, 
also, that the law has no provisions respecting the time it shall con- 
tinue in force, nor has the law, to my knowledge, been ed. 

At the Treasury the beoks show that $17,359,685. 51 of 
this tax is paid and $2,640,314.49 thereof is unpaid. These books show 
also that twenty-seven States, two Territories, and the District of Co- 
lumbia paid im full. and that eleven States and two Territories are de- 
linquent. The Territory of Utah paid nothing and the Territory of 
Washington owes nearly one-half of her tax. Colorado is in arrears. 
Alabama owes $511,028, having paid $18,285. Arkansas paid about 
60 per cent. and owes 40 per cent. Florida paid less than $5,000 on 
her tax of $77,522. Georgia paid $117,982 and owes $466,384. From 
Louisiana $71,385 is due. The State of Mississippi paid $111,038 and 
owes $302,046. North Carolina paid $377,452 and South Carolina 
$222,396, and the former still owes $198,742 and the latter $141,174. 
Texas paid $180,841 and owes $174,265. Tennessee paid $392,004 and 
still owes $277,493; and Virginia paid $442,408 and owes $286,662. 

Mr. Chiarman, with this condition of the direct-tax account there is 
great discontent. The eleven non-paying States and two non-paying 
Territories and their 13,209,325 people are apparently satisfied, but 
the twenty-seven paying States and two paying Territories and the 
District ef Columbia and their 36,813,460 people are dissatisfied. 
The tax-paying States do not complain of the law under which this 
direct tax was levied, but they do complain of the manner in which 
the law has been executed. The fact is before us that the administra- 

’ tion of this law has not been uniform. Against twenty-seven States 
pe oe been enforced and against eleven States it has not been 
enforced. 

One State has paid less than 4 per cent. of her tax, another State less 
than 7 per cent., another about 20 per cent., another 27 per cent., two 
States less than 36 per cent. each, one about 52 per cent., two 61 per 
cent, each, while from all of the other States full payment was exacted. 
Had this law been executed differently these inequalities would not 
exist, and that they do exist is proof that great injustice has been done. 
The fact that some of the States have paid their respective shares of this 
tax and other States have not suggests that some legislation is needed 
to make equal the burdens imposed by the direct-tax law of 1861. 
Whether or not Congress, at this late day, ought to compel the delin- 
quent States to pay what they still owe of this direct tax is a question 
which ought to be thoughtfully considered. 
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These tax debts, for obvious reasons, ought to be either collected or 
released, and what is to be done in this respect ought to be done now. 
If we were to insist on their collection, the delinquent States could not 
in fairness complain, nor could they of right complain if, to the sums 
they ought to have paid twenty-six years ago, interest be added from 
then until payment is made. It is safe to assume that no part of these 
delinquent taxes will be voluntarily paid, and for several reasons their 
payment ought not to be enforced. 

Twice did Congress suspend the collection against the non-paying 
States; the first time in July, 1866, until January 1, 1868, and again 
in July, 1868, until January 1, 1869, and since the last suspension, 
now twenty years ago, nothing has been done upon the part of the 
Government to compel either of the non-paying States to make good its 
deficiency. Indeed it would seem that all purpose to collect these ar- 
rearages was long ago abandoned by the Treasury Department, and this 
policy, whether it be wrong or be right, appears to have had the favor 
of Congress, if not the approval of the people. 

Again, the delinquent States were greatly impoverished by the war, 
and to exact from them at this time two and a half million dollars 
would be no inconsiderable hardship. Then, again, the Government 
is not in need of money unless it be to make larger the large idle sur- 
plus now in the Treasury. While there may be no intention at this 
time to collect these unpaid taxes, yet the obligation to pay them is in 
full force; and unless it be otherwise enacted it is possible, if not prob- 
able, that their payment may be enforced at some future day. ‘The 
intention of which we speak, as long as it exists, is perhaps as an ef- 
fectual release from the payment of what is due as any law we might 
pass for that purpose. Still, in the absence of a statute remitting these 
debts, the questions before us to-day will remain open, and as the years 
come and go be more and more difficult to close. 

Sir, the equalization of the burdens imposed by the direct-tax law ot 
1861 ought not to be longer delayed. The plan of equalization pro- 
posed by the bill now under consideration seems to be equitable and 
just, and no reason occurs to me at this time why it should not have a 
cordial support. 

The hill, it will be noticed, proposes to refund all of the direct tax 
paid, and it proposes also to remit all that is unpaid. This is equita- 
ble, this is just. 

If it were proposed to refund what has been paid without remitting 
what is unpaid, or if it were proposed to remit whatis due without pay- 
ing back what has been paid, then the bill would be manifestly in- 
equitable and unjust and would have no favor at my hands. To the 
eleven delinquent States and to the two delinquent Territories this bill 
is a generous measure. It is generous because it releases them from 
the payment of a large sum of money which they owe to the Govern- 
ment, and which the Government, if so disposed, could compel them to 


vay. 

The bill is just because it proposes to refund what has been paid as 
wellas remit what is unpaid. The seemingly settled purpose of the 
Government not to collect this delinquent tax creates an obligation, 
equitable at least, to refund all taxes paid, and to this obligation we 
ought not to beindifferent. Thiscontroversy is between States having 
equal claims to legislative regard. Upon the basis of perfect equality 
all existing differences may be readily and satisfactorily adjusted. 
If we can put the States upon an equal footing respecting this direct 
tax our whole duty is done. This billif enacted into a law will place 
each and every State where it stood in 1861, when this direct tax 
was levied. As every court in our country treats copartners or the 
members of a corporation where assessments are made to promote a 
common interest and some are paid and some are not paid, so let us 
treat the States in legislating respecting these paid and unpaid tax 
levies. 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this measure is grossly misrepresented 
to the people. In the newspapers and at political gatherings it is said 
that this bill is a mere raid by the so-called loyal States upon the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Read the bill; read also the law imposing the tax, and then examine 
the direct-tax account and it will be seen that the so-called disloyal 
States will receive their due proportion of the money. The loyal States, 
including Delaware, Kentucky, Maryland, and Missouri, paid $15,- 
022,773 of this tax, and therefore they would be entitled to receive 
thissum. The disloyal States paid $2,336,911 and would get back 
this sum, and in addition would be released from their existing obli- 
gation to pay $2,305,727. In other words, to the disloyal States the 
bill, if it becomes a law, has a value of $4,642,638, and if twenty-seven 
years’ interest be added to their unpaid tax, then the value is $6,747,- 
915, and to the loyal States the value is $15,022,773. 

These facts show plainly that the eleven disloyal States have more 
to get out of this so-called scheme than the twenty-seven loyal States. 
It is true, sir, that this bill if it becomes a law will take from the 
Treasury surplus $17,359,685.51, but it will be observed that this 
money is not to be wasted or squandered or go into individual or cor- 
porate hands, for the bill directs that it be paid to the States, and by 
the States it will be used in the interests of their tax-paying people. 

The money this bill appropriates belongs tothe people, and thesooner 
it is legislated out of the Treasury and inte their pockets the better it 
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will be for the Government, and better, too, will be the condition of 
the country. This money the people need, and for it the Government 
has no use. In the Treasury at Washington it does harm rather than 
good, while in the different State treasuries it will help in no small 
degree to lighten the tax burdens of the people. The State of Ohio 
paid $1,332,025.98 of this direct tax, and if this sum be paid back it 
will go into her treasury and thus directly benefit all of her people. 

The direct tax paid by other States, if returned, will go into their 
treasuries and thus benefit all who pay taxes under their laws. Re- 
funding to the States what they paid to the Government as a direct 
tax during the war will directly or indirectly benefit each and every 
one of our people. Is it wrong to return to the States for the use ot 
their people money which the Government has but does not need ? 
Fifty-two years ago the Treasury had idle money in its vaults. 
Through the States it was returned to the people, and the law under 
which this was done had the approval of President Jackson. Was An- 
drew Jackson a Treasury raider, or was he what history tells us, a bold 
and determined champion of the rights of the people? 

The raising of revenue by a direct tax is in no particular favor with 
the American people. While the Constitution provides for laying such 
a tax, itis worthy of remark that but twice in our history have direct 
taxes been levied. In 1812 Congress laid a direct tax, and again in 
1861. These years are remembered as years of war. When we are at 
peace, at peace with ourselves and the rest of the world, othermethods 
for raising revenue are employed. A levy of a direct tax in war, and 
for war purposes only, has every appearance of a compulsory loan. 
This tax, it will be remembered, was not collected from the people, 
but the amount of the tax, less 15 per cent., the loyal States paid to 
the Government. Were these payments advances? Ohio laid no tax 
upon her people to pay her share of the direct-tax levy. By a pledge 
of her credit she had raised money and used it in putting her sons into 
the Union Army until her advances for the Government footed up in the 
millions. 

From Ohio’s account against the Government for these advances an 
amount equal to the amount of her direct tax was taken and put to her 
credit. Is Ohio raiding on the Treasury in asking that what she thus 
advanced to the Government be paid back? 

Mr. Chairman it, will be remembered that this bill passed the Senate 
at the last session aftera brief debate and with only ten opposing votes. 
When the bill reached the House in April last it met with an opposi- 
tion which resulted in what is known to parliamentary bodies as a dead - 
lock, and this deadlock continued for ten consecutive days. During 
this period it was quite apparent that the House by more than a two- 
thirds majority favored the bill, but the small minority opposing it suc- 
ceeded by divers and sundry parliamentary maneuvers in preventing its 
passage; and, strange to say, Representatives from the non-paying States 
led in these revolutionary movements. 

Upon what ground Virginia objects to reducing her debt $286,662, 
or to opening her empty treasury to receive $442,408, we are wholly 
uninformed. We know well that if that old commonwealth had more 
money and less debt far greater would be her prosperity. If thereare 
any reasons why Tennessee, North Carolina, Georgia, and Mississippi 
are unwilling to be discharged from what they owe the Government, 
aggregating $1,244,665, to say nothing of twenty-seven years’ interest 
upon this sum, or to receiving what this bill proposes to pay them, 
$998,476, they have not been stated in the course of thisdebate. And 
the State of Alabama, why does her opposition to refunding and remit- 
ting this direct tax have sucha determined and desperate form ? 

Sir, we can not forget that this direct tax was Jevied for the defense 
of the Government against armed efforts to destroy it. To the State 
of Alabama the Government appealed for help. What help did Ala- 
bama give? The direct-tax roll says $18,285.03—a sum less than that 
paid by either of the five counties composing my Congressional district — 
a sum less than that paid by either of the other eighty-three counties in 
Ohio with possibly three exceptions. But Alabama hasa right to oppose 
this bill, and to oppose it for the reason stated by one of her Represent- 
atives on this floor, that it is a $17,000,000 raid on the Treasury, and 
that Representative has a right also to ask the House to support bis two 
amendments to the bill, which propose two raids on the Treasury; one 
for $68,000,000 and the other for $10,000,000, and in which Alabama’s 
interest, according to the gentleman’s statement, is $10,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, in the course of this debate much has been said about 
the Constitution of the United States, but no more, perhaps, than is 
said about that instrument in most of the debates of this body. The 
Constitution, for mere talking purposes, is a great favorite, not only in 
the House, but in the Senate. As a rule, whenever a measure of im- 
portance is before us we are reminded by some one that the Constitu- 
tion is in the way of making it a valid law. In construing the funda- 
méntal law of the Government all law-makers feel that they are at 
home. In the country debating societies the same feeling is to be seen. 
It must be that some debate on the Constitution at a country school- 
honse, or it may be in Congress, was in the mind of him who wrote: 


If Webster from his grave 
Could to this place repair 

And hear the Constitution thus explained, 
Great God, how he would swear! 


Sir, the enemies of this bill tell us that Congress has no constitu- 
tional power to make italaw. Point out, say the honorable gentle- 
men, the clause of the Constitution which authorizes Congress to re- 
mit or refund a tax legally laid. We read in the Constitution that 
Congress has sole power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, 
and excises, to pay debts and provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States. From this clause alone it is 
clear that the taxing power of the Government is vested in its legisla- 
tive department, and therefore it is that over the subject of taxation, 
from first to last, the Congress of the United States has exclusive, if 
not absolute, power. 

If this be the power of Congress respecting taxation, it necessarily 
follows that Congress has the same power to remit or to refund a tax 
that it has to lay and collect it. If Congress can not remit a tax or 
refund a iax, then it has not either exclusive or absolute power over 
the subject of taxation, If the power to remit or refund a tax be not 
in Congress, then it has no existence. What an oversight upon the 
part of the Constitution-makers, and what an opportunity for Consti- 
tution-amenders. The power to refund or remit a tax isa law-making 
power. Upon the well-settled principle that the less is in the greater, 
the power to remit and refund isin the power to lay and collect. The 
power to remit or refund is a part of the power to lay and collect, 
From the express power to lay and collect the power to refund and re- 
mit is necessarily implied. The power to remit or refund a tax is but 
an incident to the power to lay and collect it. 

From whence comes the power of Congress to suspend the collection of 
a tax if not from the same clause of the Constitution which authorizes it 
to be laid and collected? Twice did Congress suspend the collection of 
this direct tax, and its power so to do noone has questioned. If Congress 
may suspend the collection of a tax, why may it not refund a collec- 
tion or remit what is not collected? The direct-tax law of 1861 is still 
upon the statute-book, and therefore its force at this time is the same 
that it was on the day it was enacted. Unquestionably Congress has 
power to repeal the law, and if this were done, what would be the ef- 
feet of the repeal upon the uncollected portions of this direct tax? In 
my judgment, the repeal of the law would remit every dollar and every 
cent. 

Then, upon the question of remitting the unpaid part of this tax it 
is plain that Congress has power so to do, either by a law remitting the 
tax or by repealing the law levying the tax. What would be the effect 
upon the collected portions of this direct tax if the law imposing the 
tax was repealed, presents a question more difficult to determine. 
While it may be that the repeal of the law would not place the Gov- 
ernment under a legal obligation to refund what it received while the 
law was in force, yet, having repealed the law and thereby remitted 
what is unpaid, in good conscience and just judgment it could not re- 
tain what had been paid. 

But we are told by those opposing this bill that in the courts of the 
country a tax legally levied and ae paid can not be recovered 
back, and therefore they argue that a tax thus levied and paid can not 
be refunded by Congress. That thejudicial power of the Government 
can give no relief in such a case is no reason why the relief is not to be 
had elsewhere. The courts may relieve against an illegal tax, but 
against a legal tax relief must come from the power imposing it. In 
the one case the power is in the courts, and in the other case the power 
isin Congress. 'The Congress, as well as the courts, may relieve against 
an illegal tax before or after it is paid. In refunding a tax because it 
was illegally assessed, or for other cause, or for no cause at ail, Congress 
exercises taxing power, and in so doing neither the executive nor ju- 
dicial power can, of right, interfere. : 

But the more active opponents of this measure give us reason to be- 
lieve that they are not sincere when they say Congress has no consti- 
tutional power to make it alaw. Their two amendments to the bill 
show their purpose to get out of the Treasury what are known as the 
proceeds of property captured from the enemy during the war, amount- 
ing to $10,000,000, and what is known as the cotton tax, amounting te 
$68,000,000. In effect these gentlemen say to the friends of this bill, 
‘*Vote for our amendments and we will change our views and believe 
as you believe, that there is power in the Congress to remit and refund 
a legal tax, and we will so vote.”’ The time at my command does not 
permif a discussion of the validity or the invalidity of the cotton tax, 
or the propriety of voting the amount of the tax out of the Treasury. 
At some other time, if the opportunity offers, my views upon this sub- 
ject may be presented to the House. 

Another objection made to this bill is that if this tax be refunded now 
it will not reach the hands of those who paid it twenty-seven years 

So far as twenty-seven States are concerned the money will go 
back to the same place it was paid out in 1861. Thesum of $15,022,- 
773 which these States paid as their direct tax was in 1861 in their 
State treasuries for State pepe, and for the same purposes it is pro- 
posed by this bill to put back an equal ameunt in 1888. - 

The people of 1861 made the public debt, yet the people of 1888 are 
obligated for its payment. We appropriate money for purposes which 
had no existence at the time the money was paid into the Treasury. 
The surplus revenue distributed to the States in 1636 was money which 
had been collected from the people in former years. Duties on im- 
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ports are now and then refunded and in some instances years after their 

yment. The daty is paid by the importer, but he gets the duty 
tome when he sells the import, so that he is not out a penny, but in 
case the duty or a part of it is refunded the importer gets it, and puts 
it low down in his pocket, for it is his clear gain. = 

Less than five years ago duties were levied upon a heavy importation 
of silk goods. Theimporter thought the duty excessive and unanthor- 
ized, but he paid it under protest. He, however, was not out a cent, 
for he got back the duty he paid when he sold the goods to the jobber. 
The importer sued for the excess, recoyered it, and with the money he 
is importing more silk. This case waS heard of frequently in the late 
political campaign. Of this case the opponents of this bill, if consist- 
ent, must say that the excessive part of the duty ought not to be re- 
funded because the importer, instead of those who in the end wear out 
his goods, gets the money. 

Mr. Chairman, no wrong will be done if we remit and refund this di- 
rect tax. TheConstitution will not be violated, nor will any statute law 
be broken. This measure carries benefits for the whole people, and it 
is their interests that our legislation ought to promote. It is to be 
hoped, sir, hoped confidently, that neither the jealousies of sections 
nor the memories of the past will be in the way of this House being 
generous to the erring and just to those who did not go astray. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is regulated by the agreement. 

Mr. OATES. The extension can not be had under the agreement, 
because the debate is limited. The side on which the gentleman is 
speaking can, of course, yield him time. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. I ask that the gentleman’s time 
be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the time on that side. 

Mr. SENEY. I might assert my rights under the rulesof the House 
as a member of the Judiciary Committee and occupy an hour, but I 
desired only a few moments longer to conclude what I have to say. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes of my 
time. 

Mr. SENEY resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman, this subject of the distribution 

of public moneys or property of the Government among the States is 
by nomeansanewone. It has slumbered for fifty years, but itis again 
revived when, as in 1835 and 1836, there is a surplus of money in the 
Treasury, and attention is directed to plans for expending it without a 
severe reduction of the public taxes. From 1832 to 1837 this subject 
of distribution was more or less under consideration in both Houses of 
Congress. 
It was proposed to distribute the public lands among the States. It 
was more frequently proposed to distribute their proceeds, either the 
gross amount received by the Treasury or the net amount after deduct- 
ing the cost of survey and sale, and a bill passed both Houses distrib- 
uting the proceeds among the several States and Territories in propor- 
tion to their representative population. Passing at the end of a session 
of Congress, the President of the United States had not an opportunity 
to examine it. He retained the bill, and was greatly abused for what 
was denominated a ‘‘pocket veto.’’ At the commencement of the next 
session he sent in a message, which I could desire that every gentleman 
on this floor had read, in which he met this question of distribution 
and treated it in a masterly manner. 

There is the document in the collection of Presidential vetoes lying 
before me, although it was not strictly a veto; but all gentlemen can 
there find and read it, a message transmitted to the two Houses of Con- 
gress on the 5th of December, 1833. 

Subsequently it was proposed instead of distributing the proceeds of 
the public lands, that the money should be deposited with the several 
States, as you would deposit money in a bank, to be drawn for as the 
public expenditure might require, upon order of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. That bill ouitsface made the several State treasuries places 
of deposit for the public money subject to the order of the financial offi- 
cer of this Government. In that form the bill became a law—the de- 
posit act as I have stated it to be. 

The public-land moneys were to be paid over to the State in five in- 
stallments under that act at recurring periods of time. Three of those 
installments were paid, but when the fourth payment fell due Con- 
gress interposed and arrested its payment, providing that the payment 
should be deferred for upwards of a year, and provided that the fund 
might be recalled only at the pleasure of Congress instead of by the 
Secretary of the Treasury—requiring an act of the law-making power 
to withdraw the money from the States instead of the action of the 
Secretary of the Treasury as before, 

The fourth installment was never paid, nor was the fifth; and the 
power of Congress to withdraw this money from the States—that is, to 
order it to be paid over for public, national, purposes—that power has 
never been exerted. Over fifty years have passed, and nota dollar has 
been recalled, even in the utmost stress of public necessity during the war 
of the rebellion. No State has been called upon for its deposit fund, 
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to wit, the first three installments which had been paid to it. Now, 
about 1837 it was also proposed that this Government in another form 
should use the public moneys for State purposes; that itshould assume 
the debts of the several States, mostly incurred for purposes of public 
improvement. That was proposed, and a resolution hostile to it in the 
Senate, and denouncing it as unauthorized by the Constitution and of 
a corrupt nature, passed by a vote of only 24 to 17, so rampant had be- 
come the appetite for public money created in the States at a time 
when they were engaged in public improvements and other matters in- 
volving an extraordinary outlay. 

Public opinion had so grown and strengthened in this direction of 
calling upon this Government to pay the State debts out of the public 
money that there were 17 votes against 24 in the Senate. But times 
of disaster came, and the firm position of President Jackson had called 
attention to this great subject. It was considered, and from that time 
to this, or until a year since, as far as my information extends, nobody 
has proposed to deplete the Treasury of the United States to any extent 
to supply the State treasuries with public moneys. 

The deposit act of 1836 proved to be of a mischievous nature by its 
effects. It went out like a political pestilence into every portion of our 
country, and I speak advisedly. A large part of the $40,000,000 of 
State debt heaped up in my own State was produced by that deposit— 
by a moderate amount of public money not raised by State taxation, 
but received by my’ State from the United States. The Legislature 
broke loose, became wild, and not only spent that money, but heaped 
up millions afterwards under the impetus it had produced. That was 
the result of the deposit act upon Pennsylvania in 1836 and subse- 
quent years; and I for one, as a representative of that great State, pro- 
test against throwing this twemillions of money into the Legislature of 
that State, to embarrass and perhaps to debauch its action. 

Instead of desiring my State to receive its proportion of this money 
I deprecate its reception, and, as far as my voice goes, will oppose it. 
I think it was in Ohio, the State from which the able gentleman comes 
who has just addressed the committee [Mr. SeNryY], that the money 
was loaned ont to the counties by the Legislature; dribbled out for 
this and that local purpose. Here are gentlemen on this floor from 
Kentucky who can tell you, going back to that former time, how the 
act operated in that State—mischievously and badly. Public opinion 
was formed strongly and decidedly against that act all over the United 
States, and the men who proposed it, the men who started it, instead 
of becoming Presidents or becoming high officials of the Government, 
were discredited by the results of the act, and I well remember that in 
1844 it was one of the main charges that appealed to public opinion 
and caused the defeat of a candidate for President that he had sup- 
ported the distribution of United States money among the States and 
thus supported a dangerous and unconstitutional proceeding. 

Now, take my own State at the present time. We have our financial 
system well established and well understood. While under the laws 
taxation is authorized by counties and cities for local purposes, the 
main sources of State revenue are corporation taxesand licenses. You 
take the great railroads of my State. Their chief offices are located in 
Philadelphia—the Pennsylvania Railroad, the Reading Railroad, and 
many others. There arealso great corporations located at Pittsburgh. 
These companies have their lines and improvements throughout the 
State. Wedonottax them locally. The railroad is taxed upon its cap- 
ital stock and business. Its lines and improvements throughout the 
State are not taxed for local purposes. 

The corporations are taxed where their principal offices are located, 
and when the State imposes State burdens or State taxation upon them 
it is paid in Philadelphia, doing justice to the rest of the State. The 
State government is supported by the great corporations in Philadel- 
phia and a few other points toa great extent. Thus oursystem works 
equally—local taxation upon local property and improvements; gen- 
eral taxation in the State upon corporations, in addition to licenses. 
The money is virtually raised for State outlay, to the general advan- 
tage of every locality that escapes contribution. 

What does this bill do? It pays these two millions or a little less 
over to the State of Pennsylvania. What? Relief to corporations that 
are able to pay and not to the people of my State! It is to relieve the 
corporations and not the people. 

Two years ago a bill adjusting taxation was prepared by a very able 
commission, was reported to the Legislature, and passed both houses; 
but from some accident it did not become a law; it was not signed by 
the president of thesenate. Because of that there was some temporary 
inconvenience. That gave a pretense for argument in favor of getting 
the money somewhere else. The governor was obliged to curtail some 
of the appropriations; but all this is past. The Legislature will be in 
session in three weeks, and the error respecting the bill will be cor- 
rected and our tax system go on regularly. 

Then there is an alternative; the question is whether this two mill- 
ions is to relieve the corporations of Pennsylvania from bearing just 
State burdens or whether the money is to be applied by the Legisia- 
ture to extraordinary purposes. Well, to what? Nobody knows. No 
one can foretell what will be done with it if it is not applied to ordi- 
nary State purposes in relief of the corporations, unless it is to be ap- 
plied to hazardous or questionable measures. Ido not desire to see the 
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wisdom and integrity of the State Legislature tempted by the acquisi- 


tion of a large sum of money and a renewal of the experiment of the 


deposit act of 1836. 
Now, sir, in this connection I will ask the Clerk to read a 


describing the results of distribution under the deposit act of 1836, 


which is found in Benton’s Thirty Years’ View, volume 1, page 39, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


This was the end of the distribution schemes which had so afflicted and 


disturbed Congress and the country. Those schemes aoe now to be known 
by their consequences—evil to those they were intended to benefit, and of no 
service to those whose’ popularity they were to augment. To the States the 
deposit proved to be an evil, in the contentions and combinations to which their 
disposition gave rise in the General Assemblies—in the objects to which they 
were applied—and the futility of the help which they afforded. 

Popularity hunting, on a national scale, gave birth to the schemes in Congress; 
the same spirit, on asmaller and local scale, took them up in the States. All 
sorts of plans were proposed for the employment of the money, and combina- 
tions moreor less interested, or designing, generally carried the point in the 
univetsal seramble. In some States a pro rata division ofthe money, percapita, 
was made; and the distributive share of each individual being but a few shil- 
lings, was received with contempt by some and rejected with scorn by others. 
In other States it was divided among the counties, and gave rise to disjointed 
undertakings of no general benefit. Others, again, were stimulated by the un- 
expected acquisition of a large sum to engage in 


and premat 
internal improvement, embarrassing the State with debt, and commencing 
works which could not be finished. : 

Other States, again, looking upon the t act as a legitimate fraud to 
cover an unconstitutional and Cannes istribution of public money tothe 
people, refused for a long time to reeeive their proffered dividend, and passed 
resolutions of censure u the authors of the act. And thus the whole policy 
worked out differently from what had been expected. The States and the peo- 
ple were not grateful for the favor; the authors of the act gained no Presiden- 
tial election by it; and the gratifying fact became evident that the American 
people were not the degenerate mans or the volatile Greeks, to be seduced 
with their own money—to give their votes to men who lavished the public 
moneys on their wants or their pleasures—inggrain to feed them or in shows 
and games to delight and amuse them. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr.Chairman, the difficulty and embarrassment 
of a surplus in the Treasury of the United States are, by this act, to be 
transferred to and to be felt in the treasuries of the thirty-eight States 
or governmentsof States. When you have made that transfer have you 
abated the evil? Have you discharged the mischief from the United 
States? On the contrary, will you not have increased it immensely 
and brought into the discussion an infinite variety of local and selfish 
interests all over the country with which the subject is not now dis- 
turbed, but which will certainly be awakened by the passage of this 
bill? 

But this is a refunding bill, I am told; and I am told also that it is 
completely covered by a just construction of the tax-poyer of the Gov- 
ernment. Doubtless, sir, you may exonerate citizens tes from the 
payment of taxes or other dues to this Government. Doubtless, also, 
even though the money has been paid into the Treasury, if the United 
States does not need it for the purposes for which it was raised, you may 
return \ eee you do so equally and justly, to those who havecon- 
tributed money. But we have presented here no such question as 
either of these. We have here this stateof facts, and the question aris- 
ing upon them, namely, that Congress, by the exercise of a constitu- 
tional power, in 1861, called for this money from the people of the sev- 
eral States, accepting afterwards, in certain cases, payment by the States 
themselves, as representing their own people and prepared to meet the 
quotas imposed upen them. 

By constitutional authority you levied this tax. By constitutional 
power you collected it, or received it into the Treasury. But the case 
does not stop there. By like constitutional power you expended this 
money; you applied it to the several constitutional objects to which you 
were authorized to apply it. The money was 
powers of Congress regarding the entire transaction were ended and 
complete. If you.can go now and upon the pretext of doing ab- 
stract equity between the different States, restore to certain States this 
money (alittle less than sixteen millions, I believe, with the 15 per cent. 
for collection deducted), if you can now pay out these $16,000,000 from 
the Treasury, where does the money come from? Is it the fund re- 
ceived in 1861, and which was expended twenty-seven years ago for 
—_ objects? Oris it the money which the present people of the 

nited States, through the channels of Federal taxation, paid into your 
Treasury in the year 1888? 

You take the contributors, the a into your Treasury in 1888, 
and impose upon them the burden of returning to the tax-payers of 
1861 moneys paid and which were constitutionally the 
benefits of that expenditure hav been received and enjoyed by 
those tax-payers at that time. Is this equality? Is this justice? Is 
this equity? Is this sensible or even allowable public policy? A new 
generation has arisen; new forms of taxable property come into 
existence. Penniless boys have earned great wealth by industry and 
ability, and are now contributing their money to the public Treasury— 
on what principle? That it will be spent for constitutional purposes, 
to carry on the Government. 

Have you any moral right to take their money and go back twenty- 
seven years and hunt up another class of tax-payers who paid money 
into the Treasury, and make this payment to them when they at the 
time got the full advantage of what they paid in the protection of the 
Government, possibly in the very jon of our Union? I deny 
your right to do this upon any principle of equity, justice, or reason. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BucKALEW] has . 


Mr. OATES. I desire that the gentleman from Pennsylvania may 


have time h to conclude his remarks. 
— . thank the gentleman, but I will not proceed 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move that the committce rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. McCREARY reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (S. 139) to 
credit and pay to the several States and Territories and to the District 
of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by act of 
Congress approved August 5, 1861, had come to no resolution nee 

ELECTORS OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House letters from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting certified copies of the final ascertainments of the 
electors for President and Vice-President appointed in the following- 
named States at the election held in the said States respectively on the 
6th day of November, 1888, to wit: New Jersey, Kansas, Alabama, 
Louisiana, Missouri, Maryland, North Carolina, and Georgia; which 
were laid on the table, and, with the accompanying documents, ordered 
to be printed. 

DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE DURING THE REVOLUTTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of State, submitting an estimate of an appropriation to enable 
Francis Wharton to make searches for diplomatic correspondence of the 
United States during the American Revolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. . 

FURNITURE FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the chief clerk of 
that Department of appropriation to supply new public buildings with 
furniture; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

APPROPRIATION FOR PUBLIC PRINTING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Public Printer 
of an immediate appropriation for public printing for the current fiscal 
year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EXCHANGE OF GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS WITH CHILI. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting a letter from the minister of Chili commu- 
nicating request of the Chilian Chamber of Deputies for a regular ex- 
change of publications between the legislative bodies of the two coun- 
tries; which was referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES FOR REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of expenditures for the 
revenue-cutter service during the fiscal year, 1888; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

. W. L. PINNEY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 


the trial of certain Apache Indians in Arizona; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
PAYMENT OF COSTS OF UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney-General 
of an appropriation to pay costs adjudged against A. A. Wilson, United 
States marshal, District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report from the Superintendent of the 
ee ee ee ee 
year ing June 30, 1888; which was referred to the i on 
Ap i and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE-STAMPS, ETC., FOR NATIONAL MUSEUM. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting supplemen'al estimate of an appropria- 
tion for postage-stamps and { postal-cards for the use of the Na- 
tional Museum for the fiscal year 1890; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on A i and ordered to be printed. 

OVERPAYMENTS OF INTEREST ON INDIAN TRUST BONDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the First Comptroller relative 
to the adjustment of the accounts of the State of Louisiana with the 











United States in to overpayments of interest on State bonds 
held as Indian trust ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL MILITARY AND NATIONAL MUSEUM. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, in response to a resolution of the House calling for information 
relative to the proposed national military and national museum; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CONTINGENT FUND, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting reports relative to disbursements of the 
contingent fund, compensation to employés and time employed, the 
finances of the Department, contracts other than for carrying the mails, 
and to postal business in foreign countries; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF ELECTRIC WIRES FROM THE SURFACE OF THE STREETS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the presi- 
dent of the Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting a report by Maj. Charles W. Raymond, Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army, on the subject of the best method of removing all 
electric wires from the air or the surface of the streets; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and erdered to 
be printed. : 

SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of law and of 
fact in certain spoliation claims; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to, be printed. 


JAMES R. SHIRLEY. . 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of fact by the 
court in the case of James R. Shirley, administrator, etc., against the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims for 
the year ended November 30,1888, with a synopsis of the cases in 
which they were rendered; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and erdered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENTAL EXHIBITS, PARIS EXPOSITION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution (S. R. 
115) authorizing the Departments of the Government to use articles in 
their possession for exhibition at the Paris exposition of 1859; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HonmMAn] asked 
by unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcoRD on the bill 
(H. R. 5615) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2254) to in- 
crease the pension of Mrs. Ellen M. Grover. Also, that the Senate had 
ae a bill (S. 779) for the relief of the New York, Lake Erie and 

estern Railroad Company, in which concurrence was requested. 

Also, that, in compliance with the request ef the House, a duplicate 
copy of concurrent resolution to print 5,000 additional copies of the re- 

t of the Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic 
urvey had been transmitted to the House. 
REPRINTING BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sroox- 
DALE] asked by unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 5615) to in- 
corporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua be reprinted, the 
numbers on file having become exhausted. [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

DIRECT TAX. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR moved that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of resuming the consideration of the special order. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. McCREARY in the chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Houseis nowin the Committeeof the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 

8. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the 
istrict of Columbia moneys collected under the direct tax levied 
by the act of eee August 5, 1861. 

Mr. ELLIOTT wi his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

aint HERBERT withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 
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Mr. GROSVENOR withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 


dix. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, when this measure 
was before the House last spring I was so strongly opposed to it that 
I felt justified in engaging in filibustering in order to defeat its pas- 
sage, while the friends of the measure held so tenaciously to it that it 
required almost the unanimous action of the Democrats to even defer 
consideration until after election. 

Why did the Republicans so strongly press this bill at that time ? 
Every man in the House knows that it was a part of a well-concerted 
scheme to défeat tariff legislation and to arouse sectional animosities in 
order to carry the election, and I believe that this, with other appeals 
to prejudice and selfishness, was more thoroughly relied upon than an 
intelligent understanding of the tariff. 

The pretext that it is to adjust inequalities between States will not, 
I think, bear intelligent scrutiny. 

Who in this broad land but a partisan will desire to pay ont fifteen 
and a half millions of the people’s money from the national Treasury 
in both an unconstitutional and an unjust way in order to exact indi- 
rectly from a part of the country two and a half million dollars when 
the conditions which have existed since the tax was laid have in a nat- 
ural way prevented its forcible collection, and even precluded with any 
degree of magnanimity its payment? 

Letus see what the effect of the return of the direct tax would be. In 
Michigan, for instance, it would return $426,000. The State has about 
500,000 voters. So that if this money went directly to the voters it 
would give about 85 cents to each voter; but as in most of the States, 
including Michigan, it goes directly to the State treasury, it has the 
direct effect of saving just*so much State taxation, and therefore prac- 
tically goes only to those who own property. In Michigan some two 
or three hundred of the largest preperty-owners would save in State 
taxationsay about $300each. Yet in most instances these men neither 
paid any of the tax in, 1862, nor have their coatributions toward the 
surplus proposed to be voted out by this bill been but very little larger 
than the thousands of men in the State who will get nothing. 

Is this then either just or wise? I think it will hardly be claimed, 
and I think it is about time that the members of this House learned 
that we have a President who will not sanction such legislation, for in 
his last message he makes use of the following language: 


There should be no scheme accepted as satisfactory, by which the burdens of 
the people are only apparently removed. Extravagant appropriations of public 
money with all their demoralizing consequences should not be tolerated, either 
asa means of relieving the Treasury of its present surplus, or as farnishing a 
pretext for resisting a proper reduction in tariff rates. 

Again be says: 

Existing evils and injustice should be honestly recognized, boldly met, and 
effectively remedied. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the time has arrived when Con- 
gress should agree upon some plan of paying out the surplus, so that 
the labor of the country may be employed. The inability of honest 
men who have families dependent upon them for the bare necessities 
of life to find employment is most sorely threatening the business in- 
terests of the country, and even the peace and conscience of every good 
citizen. 

In my judgment the return of the direct tax will not induce the ben- 
eficiaries to ever spend an extra dollar. It will simply disappear like 
a stone falling into the water. Butif a well-defined plan of internal 
public improvement should be promptly inaugurated, dealing fairiy 
with all parts of the country, it would prove a source of great relief to 
the poor first, and would act directly as a check to further business de- 
pression. Mr. Chairman, sucha great work is not only thoroughly prac- 
ticable, but is knocking at the door for action. The President ix the 
message above referred to uses the following language. 

A bill, proposed by the Postmaster-General, was introduced at the last session 
of the Congress, by which a uniform standard in the amount of gross receipts 
would fix the right of a community to a public building to be erected by the 
Government for post-office purposes. It wasdemonstrated that, aside from the 
public convenience and the promotion of harmony among citizens—invariably 
disturbed by change of leasings and of site—it was a measure of the highest 
economy and of sound business judgment. It was found that the Government 
was paying in rents at the rate of from 7 to 10 per cent. per annum on what tlic 
cost of such public buildings would be. A very great advantage resulting from 
such a law would be the prevention of a large number of bills, constantly in- 
troduced for the erection of public buildings at places, and involving expendi- 


tures, not justified by public necessity. I trust that this measure will become 
a law at the present session of Congress. 


Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for the erection of post-office build- 
ings in the smaller cities and villages, thereby recognizing rights which 
in the past have been entirely ignored. Who dare deny the right of 
the smaller towns to appropriations commensurate with their aeeds? 
The larger cities are supported by the smaller ones, and the smaller 
ones are more injured and inconvenienced by the frequent changes of 
sites than the larger ones. The construction of the buildings would 
call for American material and American labor, and in all paris of the 
country. While it would be carried into operation by a Republican 
administration, I would most cheerfully give it my support. 

Mr. Chairman, I can only aceount for the desire at this time on the 
part of the Republicans to pass the refund of the direct tax on the basis 
that they wish to be consistent with their ante-election record. This is 
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not compatible with the welfareof the country I hope they may an- 
ticipate somewhat now the responsihilities they must soon assume. [Ap- 
plause, 
: Mr. Sw LOE. Mr. Chairman, the proposition to refund the direct 
tax is neither sustained by law nor by precedent. 

It is generally safe to assume that Congress has furnished some prec- 
edent for almost any illegal appropriation of public money that may 


be contemplated, but the nearest approach to a precedent for this bill 
was the Joan of the surplus to the States in 1836. There is all the 
difference in law between the two propositions that there is between 


a loan and a gift. 

The surplus of 1836 was divided into loans to the States in propor- 
tion to the population, so that the distribution of the loan was equit- 
able and just. 

The money then in the Treasury was the revenue resulting from 
taxation, and Congress refused to redistribute it except asa loan to the 
States on the ground that there was no constitutional authority vested 
in Congress to distribute the surplus revenue. 

The Constitution directs Congress in the appropriation of the reve- 
nues by the enumeration of the purposes for which taxes may be col- 
lected, and there is no grant of power, expressed or implied, which 
would warrant the collection of taxes for distribution among theStates 
or the people. 

The direct tax was a constitutional tax. It was levied to carry on 
the war for the suppression of the rebellion. Some of the States and 
Territories collected the tax from their citizens and paid it into the 
Federal Treasury, less 15 per cent. reserved for the cost of collection, 
Certain other States and Territories took advantage of the terms of the 
act of Congress and assumed and paid the tax, less 15 per cent., in ac- 
cordance with the terms of the act of Congress. The Southern States 
were at the time beyond the jurisdiction of the Federal Government so 
far as the collection of the tax was concerned. They werein the Union 
for the purposes of taxation, and out of it for the p of recon- 
struction. Wherever the Federal armies had restored the jurisdiction 
and authority of the Government the tax was collected from indiyid- 
uals or enforced against the lands, often resulting in great hardships 
and outrageous wrongs. 

Only $17,359,685.51 of the twenty millions levied were ever col- 
lected. After the war the collection was stopped. From time to time 
the subject was revived in Congress up to 1868, when by common con- 
sent the matter slept. So it stood for nearly twenty years—the act 
unrepealed, the balances uncollected, the States which had not paid in 
full standing charged with the unpaid balances. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
why is it that this Congress is moved to pass this bill? No one will 
deny that it is never too late to refund money illegally collected; but it 
is not pretended that this bill is predicated upon the illegality of the 
tax. Then upon what legal ground does it rest? Will some friend of 
the measure enlighten the House on this question? I have listened to 
the arguments of the advocates of this bill, I have examined the report 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, the repository and source of legal 
light in this body; and I have listened and looked in vain for precedent 
or law to justify it. 

I think the morals and the law of this case may be summarized in a 
sentence. It will not be found in the Constitution, but it will be found 
in the moral code of many people, and it is the maxim which animates 
more than one measure before this body. I commend it to the majority 
of the Committee on the Judiciary as a substitute for the report in this 
case. It is— 

The good old simple plan, 
That he should take who has the power, 
And he should keep who can. 


The majority of the committee almost insinuate against the consti- 
tutionality of the direct tax, but itis only the shadow of an insinuation. 
Their report says. 

Direct taxation under the provisions of the Constitution is onerous by reason 


of the means required to collect it,and bears unequally because it is appor- 
tioned among the States according to population without regard to the means of 


payment. 

There is no impeachment of the constitutionality of the tax in that 
report. It is merely a general complaint against the inequality of di- 
rect taxation ‘‘ under the provisions of the Constitution.’’ 

The excuse for the existence of this measure is contained in another 
sentence of the brief report by the majority of the committee, which 
alleges that— 

A feeling of injustice in bearing unequally the burdens of the Government has 
become wide-spread and is increasing. 

The inequality of the burdens of the Government is then the only 
pretext for the existence of this bill. 

The friends of the measure stand in the attitude of asking Congress 
to assume and to exercise the power to correct inequalities in the bur- 
dens of the Government. They ask it now only in this particular case, 
but the rnle once established would embrace all inequalities, and to that 
Tam sure I would not object fromany selfish motiveif it could be made 
mandatory in the Constitution upon Congress to make such corrections; 
but [distrust the justice and the integrity of any legislative body act- 
ing independently of and in violation of the Constitution. 
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I take 1t as a sound proposition that taxes should be uniform, and 
that the burden should rest equally upon all the people of all the States. 
I believe that a tax is a burden to be borne, and not a blessing to be 
sought, though some of our political teachers hold the reverse. 

I will admit that a tax collected for a wise public purpose, while it 
is in one sense a burden, it may prove in its proper use a blessing. 
Government is a system of burdens and benefits, and regard should be 
paid to the principle of uniformity in the disbursement as well as in 
the collection of taxes. If some States pay much more than they re- 
ceive, and other States receive much more than they pay, the inevitable 
result must be the impoverishment of the one class and the enrichment 
of the other. 

The complaint which the committee lodges against the operation of 
the direct tax will also lie against the internal-revenue tax, but the 
greatest inequality and the grossest injustice of all arise from the op- 
eration of our tariff system. 

Like much of the legislation of Congress since 1860, it seems to be 
based upon the idea that the Government must take care of the rich, 
that God will take care of the poor. 

The committee is right in declaring that— 

A feeling of injustice in bearing unequally the burdens of the Government 
become wide-spread, and is increasing. 

This feeling is not engendered by the quarter-of-a-century-old mem- 
ories of the inequalities of the direct tax, but it is the outgrowth of ex- 
isting conditions. It is not seeking the correction of the inequalities 
of a dead tax, but it is demanding the correction of the inequalities of 
the tariff system now in operation. The trusts organized behind the 
protective tariff wall levy tribute at will on the people of the United 
States. They limit production that they may tax consumption. 

God created everything necessaty for man’s comfort, and created it 
in such abundance that individual industry under His laws would com- 
mand efongh for individual comfort, but the Republican party has 
suspended the operation of the divine law, and substituted the monop- 
olistic law of selfishness and greed. The devout citizen who returns 
thanks to his Creator for the abundance of His gifts has had the scope 
of his vision so narrowed by Republican legislation that the burden of 
his prayer must be thanks that He has made the sunlight, the air, and 
the water in such abundance that no trust can be formed to sell to the 
people sunlight by the square yard, air by the mouthful, and water by 
the drop. 

Inequality and injustice are written all over the present tariff system, 
and it is a curious spectacle to see gentlemen ranting over the in- 
equalities of the burden of the direct tax who rejoicein riveting upon 
the people the unequal burdens of asystem unparalleled in the history 
of iniquitous legislation. The direct-tax bill is a subterfuge and a 
fraud. It is a false pretense. 

Professedly aimed at the inequalities of the burdens of government, 
it is inspired by the monopolies and trusts, and aimed at the perpetua- 
tion of their power to exact tribute from the people. 

It is the entering wedge to open up the Treasury surplus for distri- 
bution, not upon the principle of equality and justice, but upon the 
log-rolling and jobbing principle. 

The Treasury surplus is a dangerous menace to the power of the 
trust. That ‘wide-spread’ and ‘‘ growing,’’ feeling for which the ma- 
jority of the committee have so much regard must be checked, or mo- 
nopoly must go. Howcanitbechecked? The inequalities of the bur- 
dens must be reduced by an honest revision of our taxing laws, or the 
Treasury surplus must be thrown to the public whale. 

Early in the first session of this Congress we were confronted with 
this bill. It made its escape from the Committee on Rules and be- 
came a privileged question. It was wedged in ahead of the tariff bill. 
It was used to deadlock the House for the longest period in the history 
of the Congress. 

I did everything in my power to defeat it then, and I will do all that 
I can honorably do to defeat it now. IfI had the power I would veto 
its passage. 

It is not a bill sui generis, but on the contrary it is one of a series to 
follow it. 

It is inspired by the dominant political influence in this Govern- 
ment—the money power—a power which has neither politics nor re- 
ligion and recognizes no law but the law of increase. It was, in its 

resent organized forms, the creature of Republican legislation, but it 
as acquired such proportions and such power that it has become the 
master of the party which fostered it. 

The creation of law, it has become the creator of laws. It makes 
and unmakes Presidents, Cabinets, and law-makers. It rules the inter- 
ests of the Republic with an iron rod of home manufacture. It has 
thrown itself into the scales against the public will, and debauched po 
ular government by making the freeman’s ballot a commercial commod- 
ity. 

Under a false and fraudulent pretense of a desire to equalize the bur- 
dens of government, it inspires this bill to perpetuate greater inequali- 
ties. Of all the series of similar measures, this is given the precedence 
as the most promising. It appeals to the cupidity of more States and 
more people. It puts more ‘‘ pork’’ in the fared for everybody, and 
hence it is pushed to the front. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
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GROSVENOR] very properly says that the great principle involved in 
this bill is a question of dollars and cents. 

There is a vast army of unthinking people who care not how the 
Treasury is filled so that they may see a prospect of individual or local 
benefit to result from the emptying of it. 

The monopoly and the trust demand the refunding of the $17,359, - 
685.51 direct tax because it will deplete the Treasury. 

The same power is demanding the passage of the $25,000,000 swamp- 
land bill for thesamereason. It isclamorous for the payment of $30,- 
000,000 more for the French spoliation claims. Though it thrives on 
ignorance and fattens on corruption, it joins the clamor of the philan- 
thropic Blair bill brigade and demands the payment of $78,000,000 for 
the centralization of the Government. 

With patriotic fervor it lifts its voice with the grand army of Treasury 
raiders and demands the payment of $250,000,000 for pensions to the 
dependent relatives of soldiers, and $250,000,000 more for arrearages 
of 
Under the military talent of organized wealth these measures are 
formed in the shapeofa V, with the direct-tax billin front to break the 
columns of tariff reform, empty the Treasury, and substitute a deficit 
for the existing surplus. I hope thatthe accomplishment of these in- 
iquitous designs will not lie at the door of this Congress. 

Later on eee to test the sincerity of the professions of the friends 
of this bill, if given an opportunity to do so. 

Early in the first session of the present Congress I presented a bill 
which has every merit possessed by this bill, or claimed for it, and it 
is in addition a constitutional measure. I allude to the bill to refund 
the cotton tax. I have given notice of an amendment, published in the 
ReEcorD of last Saturday, which embodies the substance of that bill. 
It proposes to refund to the States the cotton tax received from them 
respectively, as shown by the books of the Treasury Department, to be 
applied, as far as practicable, to the repayment of individuals who act- 
ually produced the cotton, and any unclaimed balances to go to the 
common-school fund. 

This tax amounted to $68,072,388.79. 

The following table shows the amount of the cotton tax collected from 
the different States: 











$10, 388, 127. 12 Sisstnstept siiecaiamaheeth Gian $8, 742, 995. 93 
2, 555, 688.43 | Missouri............0.....cceve 592, 098. 36 
430.04 | New Jersey.... communion 3, 656. 42 
193.64 | New York ................c0+0 867, 942. 68 
918, 944.98 | North Carolina............... 1, 959. 704. 87 
897, 094. 98 Seliciadiicainttieveutdbeions crest 447, 127.12 
379, 144.42 | Pennsylvania... 78, 534. 
92,727.22 | Rhode Island..... 2,424. 73 
.27 | South Carolina.. 4, 172, 420.16 
nie 486.15 | Tennessee.................00s00 7, 873, 460.71 
Kentucky........00s..c0c0reeeee 553,327.45 | Texas outa 5, 570, 401. 25 
I cccepntnsbendant ecco 10, 098, 501.00 | Utah. ...............cccccceseeeeeee 1,375. 34 
IIE cicescrtsctnen canescens 61, 349.52 | Virginia.....................000- 825, 856. 87 
Massacbusetts................ 66, 679. 30 


It was atax on the labor of the South. Owing to the fact thata 
portion of the cotton crops on hand at the time the tax was levied had 
passed into the hands of merchants in other States some of the tax was 
collected from States that do not produce cotton, but if the amounts 
collected from the cotton-growing States, as shown by the books of the 
Treasury Department, were refunded it would approximate the justice 
of the case, though a distribution of this tax to the cotton-producing 
States on the basis of production as shown by the census of 1870 would 
be a closer approximation to justice. 

The cotton tax stands alone in the history of legislation as a monu- 
ment of legislative injustice. It was levied on a raw product, the im- 
mediate product of the soil, in the hands of the producer. It isa con- 
temptible quibble to say that he did not have to pay the tax until he 
shipped the cotton, because the producer of cotton is never a manu- 
facturer of cotton, and he was compelled to ship it in order to sell it. 

The tax on tobacco is not a parallel case. The tax on tobacco is levied 
on the mannfactured product, which may be made anywhere. The tax 
on whisky is levied not on the grain, the raw material from which it 
is made, but it is levied on the manufactured product. Objection- 
able as these taxes may be they are not obnoxious to Article I, seetion 
8,.of the Constitution of the United States, which declares that— 

All duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


A tax on oranges, hemp, or rice could not be an uniform tax. Neither 
could a tax on cotton, which is produced mostly in the States of Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, Teunessee, Texas, and Virginia, and to a limited 
extent in Missouri and Kentucky. Corn would furnish the most uni- 
form basis for a tax of any of the agricultural products, but the idea 
of taxing it would not be tolerated fora moment. Why make an ex- 
ception of cotton ? 

his tax, Mr. Chairman, was not only in conflict with the provision of 
the Constitution just cited, but there is another clause which should 
have protected the cotton-planter against such animposition. I allude 
to the third prohibitory clause in the Constitution of the United States, 
which says: 
No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 
At the present time more than two-thirds of this product is exported 


from the United States, and at the time this tax was laid almost the 
entire crop was exported from the States where it was grown. 

These provisions of the Constitution were incorporated by the fram- 
ers of that instrument for the protection of the people of the different 
States against the unrestrained exercise of the taxing power by Con- 
gress. The requirement of uniformity in laying taxes is a safeguard 
to prevent combinations on sectional lines or combinations among spe- 
cial interests to so shape revenue legislation as to impose the burdens 
of Government upon certain States to the exclusion of others. . 

If the constitutionality of this tax can be sustained, then the Con- 
gressional conscience is the repository of the taxing power of the Con- 
stitution, and the most destructive power known to civil government 
is to be exercised according to the self-interest or the caprice of politi- 
cians. I hope that this Government has not reached that point of de- 
cadence, and God forbid that it ever should. 

The reason for this legislation, this dangerous innovation upon all 
recognized rules of taxation, must be found outside of the Constitution. 
It was not an unnatural idea for the time of its birth. It was con- 
ceived when the States at which it was aimed were engaged in a des- 
perate struggle with the States whose representatives enacted it. It 
took root in the passions and prejudices that warped the judgments 
and swayed the minds of men in the midst of civil war. It stands as 
a constant threat against the right of the people of all the States to 
have taxes levied with uniformity, and it is a constant menace to the 
rights and interests of those States whose peculiar products are raised 
largely or exclusively for export. 

It is a standing invitation for the stronger to combine against the 
weaker to set in motion the destructive machinery of unequal taxation. 
It is a relic of war legislation that ought to be reconsidered, and resti- 
tution be made. 

If the circumstances which constitute the equities of the case are to 
be considered, they furnish very powerful and persuasive re.sons why 
we should restore this tax to those who paid it. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENOR] undertook to read a 
lectare to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. StEwART] because he 
spoke of the matter of equity. Now, if this bill for refunding the di- 
rect tax stands on any other ground than that of equity I want to 
know where he finds the law or the precedents to justify it. Why, 
sir, no gentleman who has addressed the House has advanced a single 
legal argument to show that this.Dill rests upon any other ground than 
upon the equities growing out of the inequalities of the collection or 
the tax. 

And when we come to deal with all the equities alluded to by tie 
gentleman from Ohio, the people of this country will want to riv up the 
public credit act of 1869, which changed the contract between tbs bond- 
holder and the people, adding by that change $500,000,000 to the bur- 
dens of the tax-payers; and there are many similar equities in the leg- 
islation of the Republican party which they will want to adjust. 

I say, sir, that we have the right to present the equities of this case, 
and if this bill goes through, then the cotton-tax provision should go 
through with it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to go through with the entire 
argument on the equities at thistime. There are, however, some other 
things which I wish to say in addition. 

The Southern States had been swept by fire and sword. When the 
bulk of this tax was collected the country from which it came presented 
a picture of ruin and desolation that would have moved to pity any 
but the heart of a demon. A brave people had lost in the grandest 
struggle of the ages, and there was little left to many of them but life 
and honor. The magnanimous terms tendered by the great leader of 
the successful armies revived hope and stimulated a brave people to 
begin the work of rebuilding their wrecked fortunes. 

The story of their struggles for citizenship and honest local govern- 
ment isa part ofhistory. The cotton'tax was a trifle to the local bur- 
dens imposed while they were getting back into the Union under re- 
construction, after millions of men and money had been sacrificed to 
establish the proposition that a State could not secede from the Union. 
As I have before stated, they were in the Union for the purposes of 
taxation, and only out of it for the purposes of reconstruction. 

Theirchurches, commonschools, universities, colleges, manufacturing 
industries, and the millions of dollars which their products annually 
give to the commerce of the world, all bear testimony to their progress- 
ive spirit, and emphasize their identity with all that is noblest and 
best in the Republic. 

Even now the illegal cotton tax is but a trifle compared to the ine- 
quality of burdens imposed upon them by the operation of existing 
laws. They pay more than one-third of the taxes for the support of 
the Government, but when the taxes are distributed again in the shape 
of legal appropriations they receive only a small percentage of the 
benefits. 

Take the matterof public buildings. The report of Mr. Mahone, sub- 
mitted to the Senate February 8, 1886, shows that in all the expendi- 
tures for public buildings from the foundation of the Government, they 
received only $13,679,219.60 out of an expenditure of $84,590, 191.22. 
This is only a sample of the whole list of the appropriations for public 
purposes, and not as strong as might be adduced. 
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The following table shows the amount expended for public buildings 
in the States named from March 4, 1789, to March 4, 1885: 





Alabamaa....................... $640,402.07 | South Rene Ata $3, 387,591. 98 
ATKEANERS ......---.c0-0000-.- 909,317.73 | Tennessee.. sxeeeee 1,428,073.62 
ee cownenennnonnscnenerroene SOE, FFE. BS | TORR nescence cxccessessceesss en 344, 973. 43 
incntccssncptccines ew» 800,850.05 | V irginia.... socucsscccsete . EE 
Louisiana... . 5, 182, 249. 24 —_—o 
Mississippi. 234, 859. 89 Watalh,.. ccsmanseessameniet 13, 679, 219. 60 
Worth Carolina..............+. 482, 783. 12 


Total expenditure in the United States for the same time, $84,590,- 
191.22. 

Equality of burdens and equality of benefits is what we want. Now 
let us look for a moment to the matter of pensions. The report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions for 1888 shows that the Government. has paid 
out on this account since the close of the war $963,086,444.72. To thi this 
fand the cotton-producing States, whose product was singled out asthe 
subject of unconstitutional taxation, have paid over $320,000,000. 
That sum represents approximately their part of this burden. Let us 
see what represents their distributive share. It is less than 6 per cent. 
of the amount paid in, so that on the pension account since the cotton 
tax was collected the excess of their burdens over their corresponding 
benefits amounts to over $300,000,000. That amount of money has 
been taken away from them by the taxing power of the Government 
never to return again, except in the shape of loans that draw interest 
against labor. 

The report of the Commissioner of Pensions for 1888, first quarter, 
shows the payment of $13,832,697.33 for current pensions, which at 
the same rate would make $55, 331, 789.32 per annuin. 

Of this latter sum the annual payments to the Southern States, re- 
spectively, would be as follows: 


DID ener encccecsesccs ccc cseenee $162,456.06 | North Carolina ................. 
NII. dicestebeaniehtetoetiventiie 390, 526.00 | South Carolina.................. 
ae -vee 124,696.00 | Tennessee......... 


Georgia........... 
Louisiana........ eave 
Mississippi..............0000s+000 114,178.00 


The payments of arrearages, etc., would be distributed, I suppose, 
on about the same basis. 

The annual pension appropriation bill for 1889 carried $81,758,700, 
and the one for 1890, which passed the House yesterday, carried $81, - 
757,500. The pro rata share which will be paid to the States named 
aggregates each year less than 6 per cent. 

Even this might be passed without comment as one of the results of 
the war if this were all; but it will continue the same way for thenext 
three-quarters of a century, and hundreds of millions more will go to 
the same side of the account. 

The tariff system is another constant drain on every agricultural 
community. The glowing descriptions of the oe and —. 
ness of the laboring man under this system read 
pers, but the agricultural labor of this country fails to realize the trath truth 
of the picture. Mortgaged homes, empty pockets, and diminished 
profits too often represent the true condition of the farfher. 

If the revenues were collected on a per capita basis the tax would 
amount to over $6 per head for every man, woman, and child, paid to 
the Government, and four times as much more paid in obedience to the 
exactions of monopolies and trusts which exist in only a portion of the 
States, 

This diserimination in the distribution of the burdens of government 
ought to cease, and the ‘‘eguality’’ which the majority of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary so much desires should be substituted for it. It 
must eventually come or ‘‘ the communism of wealth ”’ will create new 
agencies for the distribution of property. 

The Southern States are not on the mendicant list, and justice de- 
mands that the sixty-eight millions of cotton tax which belongs to 
them shall be refunded before the poison of centralization is injected 
into the heart of our system of government on the hypocritical pre- 
tense of charity and philanthropy. 

When we take into consideration the fact that Southern State bonds 
ave nearly all held by Eastern capitalists, that our municipal, county, 
and railroad bonds are nearly allt in foreign hands, that the bulk of the 
life and fire insurance of the Southern States is carried by foreign com- 
panies, that the pension money nearly all goes from us to swell the vol- 
ume of capital which draws interest against our labor, that the boasted 
benefits of the protective-tariff system drain the agricultural popula- 
tion to enrich the favored few in the great manufacturing centers, the 
wonder is not that the Southern States are poor in comparison with the 
more favered States, but that they can survive such conditions, even 
with all their enterprise and with all their great natural resources. 

If the greatand rich States of the Union, into whose coffers the wealth 
of the nation has been drained for a quarter of a century, are becoming 
impatient on account of the inequality of the burden of the direct tax, 
is it not time that the Southern States, out of the multitude of their 
burdens, should at least be heard with pationsn, and justly to demand 
the return of the unconstitutional cotton tax? 


Poise the cause in justice’ 
Whose beam stands sure, Whose rights? cause prevails, 








The time having expired, on motion of Mr. McMILLr, by unani- 
mous consent, Mr. ENLOz’s time was extended until he had concluded 
his remarks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee who has 
just addressed the committee, what ground he characterizes the 
cotton tax as an snpeniliatiaaaamee 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman had listened to my argument he 
would not have asked that question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to know whether the gentleman is ar- 
guing against the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam not, because there has been no decision in favor 
of the constitutionality of the act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why do you not sue to recover your money if 
there is no decision as to its constitutionality? Why do you not prose- 
cute your claim ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Why do you not open the Court of Claims? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why do you not go to the Supreme Court? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR]}. 

Mr. CASWELL. I yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DrssLe]. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I propose simply to oceupy the time 
allotted to me togive afew figures in relation to the amount which has 
been contributed by the State of South Carolina, which I have the honor 
to represent in part on this floor, to the Treasury of the United States 
under the operation of thislaw. I do this because I did not have the 
opportunity to interrupt gentlemen in their statements when they were 
limited in time, and because the erroneous statement hzs been made 
that South Carolina is in arrears in this matter. 

The direct-tax commissioners in South Carolina, it will be remem- 
bered, did not make during ‘the time of executing their office full re- 
turns and reports to the Treasury. They did not pay into the 
of the United States all the moneyscollected. They were notrequired 
so to do, for the money in some cases was to be paid out in other di- 
rections under the Jaw. But we find that the moneys which were paid 
into the Treasury of the United States were distinguished under special 
accounts, and we have the covering warrants under which the money 
was actually received as an unerring guide showing to which of these 
accounts that money was to be accredited 

There are several varying and conflicting statements made on an in- 
vestigation in the Treasury twenty years after the event, which charges 
the State of South Carolina with a deficiency. But I propose to show 
by the cotemporary action of the commissioners themselves that these 
statements are wrong, and that the quota of the State of South Caro- 
lina has not only been paid, but overpaid. It = so reported by See- 
retary wares and was also so reported by First Comptroller of the 
Treasury Lawrence, and the vouchers in the Treasury Department 
bear out the assertion. 

When I say that some of the money collected was to be paid ia other 
ways, and not into the Treasury of the United States, I do not allude 
to the direct tax itself. That was to be paid into the Treasury; butit 
will be remembered that in South Carolina there were tax sales of land, 
to actual purchasers, and certain lands were also offered for sale and 
bid in by the United States, the portion so bid in by the United States 
being some of it resold, and some leased, while some is still held by 
the United States Government. 

The direct-tax commissioners for South Carolina, who began to make 
their collections in 1863, returned the money into the Treasury of the 
United States, a part of it to the credit of the State’s quota and a por- 
tion to their own credit as commissioners, for the amounts they had to 
account for on resales and leases of property. I have here, and will 

t with my remarks, certified statements from the Register of the 
Sey uatbekoekn the numbers, dates, and amounts of the war- 
rants that the sum of $377,961.30 was covered into the Treasury to the 


of their other duties from resales and leases of lands during the same 
ee time, the sum of $93,417.29. 
The following letter, from Hon. W. 8. Rosecrans, Register of the 


Treasury, is submitted: 
Treasury Department, February 11, 1886. 
Dear Sir: Snare iti gem vera) comethes today I 
wel, Gost, 9 cintecnees of <ensunens covered tate the Treasury 
the State of South Carolina on account of ee eS 
ook 1862, as appears from the books of th 
Also, second, a statement of warrants covered ay Re 
of the tax commissioners of the State of South Carolina on aceount of direct 
taxes, under the same act, from which it appears that the former amounts to 
OR Denk Geer eens. 
Trusting they wili cover the ground of your wishes I remain, 


a W. 8. ROSECRANS, Register. 
Hon. feuens hee. 


House of Kepresenialives, Washington, D. C. 
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The following is a duplicate of one of the inclosures, which was mis- 
laid after [ reeeived it: 


Statements of amounts of direct tax covered into the United States Treasury 
by the State of South Carolina pursuant to the acts of August 5, 1861, 
and June 7, 1862, giving the number, date by quarters, and the amount 
of cach warrant. 




















No. of 
warrants. Dates. Amounts. 
21 | Fourth quarter, 1863..........sesssreveseesecnssonesesenes sneeseee resees $8, 035. 06 
18 | First quarter, 1864.........ccssssesesererensescssnessensnsnenerneneecenens 30, 000. 00 
Second quarter, 19GA...............1sseewensseses seenreccseessenanncenenees 51, 066. 07 
89, 101.13 
2 $30.00 
44 6, 282. 88 
4 9, 739. 58 
18 3, 240. 00 
WF hcsead 126, 362.58 





neweee eee! 


377, 961.30 





L. W. REID, Acting Register. 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, ReGisTeR’s Orrice, December 7, iass. 

Statement of warrants covered into the Treasury te the eredit of the direct- 
tax commissioners of the State of South Carolina on account direct tax 
per acts August 5, 1861, and June 7, 1862. 





a 





Date. Amount. 
Second quarter, 1863...... 

ab oe uarter, 1864...... 000. 

Fourth quarter, 1865.. . 

762 | First quarter, 1866..............0000...s000 anilin . 
a Fe FI oe cernnneocsencopnanenen incnsannanegunacsnann wenmntbennsoeeces 203.50 
Onn a cnctslec cada esaeentnnesseoqnnnaiemanmneeegbenanne seceeg 93.15 
741 | Third quarter, 1867.... 29, 610. 60 
115 | First quarter, 1868.. 201.58 
618 |. 800.00 
808 | 1, 000. 00 
532 | 2, 000. 00 
621 i= 898.50 
818 1, 200. 00 
276 4, 033. 76 
230 3, 600. 00 
397 1, 000. 00 
419 360. 00 
178 |. 65.59 
420 |. 1, 434.50 
874 }.. 235.00 
402 1, 696.75 
617 1, 000. 00 
884 1, 000. 00 
523 3, 000. 00 
7% 2, 000. 90 
500. 00 
1,000. 00 
1,677.07 
1,000. 00 
3.72 
1, 000. 00 
1, 000. 60 
1, 200. 31 
1,060, 00 
1, 000, 00 
1,000. 00 
Sater nie ads senttnntenintecentl 1, 000, 00 
a cntibanienevognbananeseony 1, 000. 00 
See ee a NIUE HUI ita tases srekivectbentocdetes tcccnnscodveatacensnseecssecsses 14. 68 
DES |... Giekenidine asain seddiilintbbheas wacko sidnbiahidceneebnanenencenenn Siubiipinoneenhe 1, 000. 00 
| ae * ee nara le reat 500. 00 
874 | First quarter, 1870. sade dieaabishicaienaeesiihe mice nested steal 2,514.71 
69 | iP ash ieetncs vn chentsisidisaeaitl dncsdiliaaiiensdabeeseiedsieutvaneudintiitiantatencecehs 5.51 
ee ee re | 98, 417. 29 





ROS. A. PISH, Assistant Register. 

Treasury DerartTMENT, REGISTER’s Orrice, pm 1, 1886. 

Then there were other sums collected from resales and leases; but, 
as stated before, they were not required to be turned into the Treas- 
ury, but were to be turned ever to certain officials in the administra- 
tion of the school funds and in the discharge of obligations incurred 
under the freedmen’s act, and in various other ways. So that this 



















































does not t the entire total collected by the direct-tax commis- 
sioners in that State. They admit in their very imperfect reports that 
they received from sales to private parties (that is, the original tax 
sales) $28,232.29. Up to the 3d day of May, 1880, Commissioner 
Raum, of the Internal-Revenue Bureau, reported that the resales of 
lands bid in by the United States up to that time represented im the 
actual cash received $315,677.86. 

The direct-tax commissioners admit in their account, 30 far as turned 
in, in a statement made by them, that the absolute collections in cash 
made in the city of Charleston, 5. C., and in other portions of that 
State where the tax was voluntarily paid without sale of lands, repre- 
sent the sum of $238,207, and after the matter was turned over to the 
collectors of internal revenue and the direct-tax commissioners were 
relieved, Internal-Revenue Commissioner Rogers reported to Comp- 
troller Lawrence, in 1883, that the amount received by the Internal- 
Revenue Department was $43,475.62, making a total of $625,060 in 
actual cash received from the State of South Carolina. 

There were other items, which I have net been able to get, from 
which they realized moneys, but the particulars can not be obtained. 
So itcan not be said that Sonth Carolina has not contributed her quota. 
The truth is she turned inte the Treasury on account of the quota, as 
shown by the covering warrants, $377,000, when her quota was only 
$363,000, and from the profits made by the Government on the lands 
bid in by the Government there was turned in in cash up to the close 
of the fiscal year 1869, nineteen years ago, $93,417.29, besides the 
moneys that have been turned in by the internal-revenue collectors 
since, and besides the money which the direct-tax commissioners col- 
lected and turned over to certain school-fund commissioners and to the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, as well as other moneys which they collected, of 
which there is no account that can be made accurately by the Treas- 
ury on account of defective returns. But we liave, of actual cash re- 
ceived, a total of $625,000, as [ have just shown you. 

That, Mr. Chairman, is the condition of South Carolina, and I think 
it is but a measure of justice, as the Constitution of the United States 
prescribes that there shall be equality in these taxes, and since it would 
be a great hardship to enforce the collection of this tax upon the impov- 
erished States of the South, that the moneys actually received by the 
Government should be paid back to the States that have paid the tax. 
I confess that it seems to me this is in compliance with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Now, sir, a word as to the cotton tax, and I say this mainly on ac- 
count of the remarks of the gentleman from Dlinois to-day [Mr. Hor- 
KLNs], in which he compares the payments made into the Internal Rev- 
enue Office from States such as Rhode Island and Illinois with those 
from Florida and Georgia, and attempts to draw the conclusion that 
the State of Illinois and other Northern States have contributed 
largely in excess of the State of Georgia and other Southern States to 
the support of the Government. 

Now, there appears to me this distinction: The internal-revenue tax 
is paid by the consumer. The 50 cents a gallon on whisky certainly 
enhances the price of whisky to the consumer; but in the case of cotton, 
the tax was, in effect, paid by the producer of that article. In the case 
of the articles of whisky, tobacco, and other products taxed under 
the internal revenue, the market for them was protected from any in- 
terference and interruption elsewhere by the fact that all goods coming 
from abroad of the same nature were not only subject to the tariff duty 
but had to pay the same internal-revenue tax as the home product. 
But as to cotton, it was a product the price of which has been fixed 
from time immemorial, as every man who has had anything to do with 
it knows, by the prices in the Liverpool market. 

There the taxed cotton of the South came into competition with the 
cotton of Brazil, Egypt, India, and other cotten-producing countries, 
which did not have any such burden upon them, and the price was es- 
tablished on the sum total of the crop of the world. At that time, 
Mr. Chairman, owing to the condition of affairs, the crops of India, Bra- 
ail, and Egypt had grown during the war to meet the demands of the 
consumers of the world, and largely exceeded their present proportion 
of the world’s cotten production. Our crop had been diministied in 
the Southern States by legislative restriction of the amount to be pre- 
duced year by year, and from causes growing out of the state of the 
country. For that reason, the Liverpool market fixing the standard, 
we got no more for our cotten beeause of this tax upon it, and there- 
fore it must have come out of the producers. So that its burden fell 
upon the Southern planters of cotton, while the internal taxes fell upon 
the consumers. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. CASWELL. I would like to reserve the balance of my time 
until to-morrow, and yield the floor to the gentleman from Minnesota, 
if he is prepared to go on to-night. 

Mr. OATES (to Mr. CASWELL). 
mittee rising? 

Mr. CASWELL. No; I have no objection to the committee rising 
if the gentleman from Minnesota is not prepared to go on to-night. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, before the committee rises I wish to 
ask leave to print in the REcokD two amendments for information. 

Mr. CASWELL. Is it for information? 


The time of the gentleman from South Carolina 


Have you any objection to the com- 
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Mr. MCRAE. Only for information; and I will not ask that time be 
taken to read them. 

Mr. CASWELL. Then I yield for them to be offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks leave to have 
the amendments printed inthe Recorp. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. McADOO. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it nec- 
essary, in order to have amendments considered, to present them now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments may be offered without objection 
and printed. That is what I understand to be asked by the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. McADOO. 
to-morrow. 

There was no objection. 

The first amendment is as follows: 


I desired to know, as I want to offer an amendment 


Src. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to credit and payto each State a sum equal to the amounts col- 
lected therein respectively as a tax or duty on raw cotton, under the provisions of 
the act approved daly 1, 1262, and the supplemental and amendatory acts thereto, 
which sums, when so credited and paid, shall be accepted and held by the States 
in trust, first, for such of the producers who paid said tax or duty, or their legal 
representatives,as may make claim to and prove their identity, and the amount 
of taxes paid, in two years after the passage of this act; and, second, the remain- 
der, if any, to be held and used only as a permanent free-school fund. 

Sec, —. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this act: Provided, That any State accepting the trust hereby 
created is prohibited from paying any part of the funds received to any person, 
syndicate, or corporation except the producers who paid the taxes on cotton 
grown by them, or their legal representatives; and innocase shall the payment 
be made to an assignee of such claim. 


The second amendment is as follows: 


Sec. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to credit and pay to each State a sum equal tothe amounts col- 
lected therein respectively as a tax or duty on raw cotton, under the provisions 
of the act approved July 1, 1862, and the supplemental and amendatory acts 
thereto, which sums, when so credited and paid, shall be accepted and held 
by the States in trust as a permanent school fund. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. Iask unanimous consent that the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk may be printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment is as follows: 


Sec. — That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
such person as shall in each case apply therefor, and furnish satisfactory evi- 
dence that such applicant was at the time of the sales hereinafter mentioned 
the legal owner, or is the heir at law or devisee of the legal owner of such lands 
as were sold in the parishes of St. Helena and St. Luke’s, in the State of South 
Carolina, under the said acts of Congress, the value of said lands in the man- 
ner following, to wit: to the owners of the lots in the town of Beaufort, the 
value assessed thereon for taxation by the United States direct-tax commission- 
ers for South Carolina; to the owners of lands which were rated for taxation 
by the State of South Carolina as being usually cultivated, or capable of culti- 
vation, $10 per acre for each acre thereof returned on the proper tax-book ; 
to the owners of all other lands, $1 per acre for each acre thereof returned on 
said tax-book: Provided, That in all cases where such owners, or persons claim- 
ing under them, have redeemed or purchased said lands, or any part thereof 
from the United States, they shall not receive compensation for such part so re- 
deemed or peeemacel. but they shal! receive whatever amounts were paid by 
them to the United States for such redemption or purchase: And provided further, 
That in all cases where said owners have heretofore received from the United 
States the surplus eee arising from the sale of their lands, such sums shall 
be deducted from the sum which they are entitled to receive under this act. 

Sec.—. That in all cases where persons, while serving in the Arm 
or Marine Corps of the United States, purchased any of said lands under section 
11 of the act of Congress approved June 7, 1862, and such lands afterwards re- 
verted to the United States, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to such persons as shall in each case apply therefor, or to their heirs at 
law, devisees, or grantees in good faith and for valuable consideration, what- 
ever sum was so paid to the United States in such case. 

Sec. —. That before paying any money to such persons the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall require the person or persons entitled to receive the same to ex- 
ecute a release of all claims and demands of every kind and description what- 
ever against the United States arising out of the execution of said acts, and also 
a release of all right, title, and interest in and to the said lands. 

Sec.—. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $850,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to pay for said lots and lands, which sum shall include all moneys in 
the Treasury derived in any manner from the enforcement of said acts in said 
parishes, and not otherwise ap —— 

Src.—. That section 1063 of the Revised Statutes is hereby made applicable to 
etme apeiings under this act without limitation as to the amount involved in 
such claim. 


Mr. CASWELL. I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, the Chairman (Mr. McCREARY) reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (S. 139) to refund the direct tax, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 


or Navy 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A = (8. 3397) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Mc- 
Dougal; 


A bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to Nancy A. Hayes; 
A bill (S. 2842) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Welsh; 


A bill (S. 2666) granting a pension to Lemuel 8. Skinner; 


A bill (S. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Ward; 

A bill (S. 2483) granting a pension to Catharine Tate; and 

A bill (S. 2240) for the relief of George 8. Thwing. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask that the gentleman from Tennessee will with- 
draw that motion fora moment. I ask unanimous consent to have a 
resolution read and adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolwed, That January 10, 1889, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
be set apart for the consideration of measures reported by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs in such order as may be presented by said committee, not to in- 
terfere with appropriation or revenue bills, and if in any case whatever said 
a ae not be so used, this order be continued from day to day until so occu- 
pied, 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask to amend the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will object to this, unless it is provided that it 
shall not interfere with the Oklahoma bill, as well as revenue bills. 

Mr. PEEL. Well, I accept that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas accepts the amend- 
ment. The gentleman from Kentucky suggested an amendment. 
[After a pause.] Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is that not subject to amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis if the gentleman asks for consideration of it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Imovetostrike out ‘‘ Indian Affairs’ and insert 
‘* Invalid Pensions.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman asked unanimous consent for its 

e, not for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. What was the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? There was such confusion that the Chair did not hear. 

Mr. PEEL. My request was for unanimous consent to pass it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. s 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to offer a resolution and ask unanimous 
consent to set apart Thursday, the 18th of December, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal, for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is that unanimous consent to have the order 
made’ 

Mr. McCREARY. It is. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I object. 

Then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 4 0’clock and 55 minutes p. m.), 
the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11749) to place the nanie of 
James M. Fuller on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BAYNE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11750) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
siofs. 

By Mr. BIGGS: A bill (H. R, 11751) to remove the political disabili- 
ties of Henry B. Davidson—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 11752) for the relief of Cogswell & 
Co.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 11753) granting a pension to H. A. 
Hydorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11754) granting a pension to Joseph Hart—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 11755) for the relief of Ferdinand 
Wetzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11756) for the relief of Richard Thrush—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 11757) grantinga pension to Re- 
becca H. Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 11758) for the relief of Joseph 
Whitaker—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. ‘ 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 11759) to correct the military record 
of Hosea Stone—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 11760) granting a pension to Dennis 
Kane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11761) for the relief of 
General George Stoneman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 11762) to remove the political disabilities 
of J. H. Rochelle—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 11763) for the relief of J. Henry Rives— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Changes in the reference of bills improperly referred were made in 
the following namely: 

A bill (H. R. 11323) to place the name of Charles T. Strocklien on 
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the pension-roll—from the Committee on Military Affairs to the Com- 

mittee on Invalid Pensions. . 
A bill (H. R. 11448) for the relief of William F. Denmure—from the 

Committee on Militafy Affairs to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Memorial for the removal of the charge of 
desertion, by James Mays, late of Company G, St. Louis Legion, First 
Regiment Missouri Volunteers in the Mexican war—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of Maria McMurdie, in reference to bill 
number 11668—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of John Boyle, of Chicago, for release from charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of A. G. Cadle,of Tazewell, Tenn., for pay- 
ment of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of 37 citizens of Cumberland County, 
Pennsylvania, for a pension to Richard Thrush, late of Company D, 
Seventy-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: Petition of J. J. Simpkins, of Monroe County, Ala- 
hama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of Joseph Whitaker, late private in 
the Forty-ninth Ohio Volunteers, with others, for his relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of citizens of Independence, of Piatt, 
and of Creston, Iowa, in case of Anna M. Pifer, daughter of Cornelius 
Pifer, late private Company F, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, getition of Mrs. W. F. Privett, of Shelby County, Tennessee, 
heir of Mrs. E. T. Harvey, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, resolutions ofa meeting of Union soldiers of Elk County, Kansas, 
for the passage of the service-pension bill—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. j 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of a convention held at Wichita and at 
Douglas, Kans., in favor of the organization of Oklahoma—to the | 
Committee on the Territories. : 

By Mr. SYMES: Petition for land office in Colorado at Akron—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
night bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 

atents: 

By Mr. DALZELL: Of Gust. Blockinger, of Homestead, Pa. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Of Commercial Publishing Com- 
pany of Pensacola, Fla. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of A. N. Bohn, of Tilden, Nebr. 

By Mr. KERR: Of J. W. Meriill, of State Centre, Iowa. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Of William Bryan & Son, of Hudson, and of D. 
Browne, of Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1888. 


. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
H. H. RIDDLEBERGER, aSenator from the Stateof Virginia, appeared 
in his seat to-day. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelly, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. STEWART (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3704) to provide ! 
for the construction of pneumatic torpedo-throwers to be used in the | 
fortification and defense of certain harbors in the United States; which | 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military | 

airs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3705) for the relief of the | 
trustee of St. Joseph’s Catholic Church at Martinsburgh, W. Va.; 
a was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims, 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (8S. 3706) to establish two addi- 
tional land districts in the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Cc. B. WILSON. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 


ness, the Secretary will report the first bill on the Calendar under Rule 
VIII at the point last reached in its consideration. 

The bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of C. B. Wilson was announced as 
first in order, and it was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to give credit to C. B. Wilson, postmaster at Buena Vista, 
Colo., for $225, money-order funds remitted by him to the post-office 
at Denver, Colo., in accordance with the postal rules and regulations, 
and mislaid or lost in the post-office at Denver. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES ALBERT BONSACK. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 593) for the relief 
of James Albert Bonsack. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that that bill may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over under the rule, and 
will take its place on the Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope there will be no objection to the 
bill retaining its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, if there be no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the resolution of the 
Senate of September 25, 1888, to print additional copies of the report 
of the Superintendent of the United States Coast and Geodetic Survey 
for the year ending June 30, 1887. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civ- 
ilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, asked a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. PrEeL, Mr. Hupp, and Mr. NELSON 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(H. R. 11764) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for the contingent expenses of the House of Representa- 
tives; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2240) for the relief of George S. Thwing; 

A bill (S. 2483) granting a pension to Catharine Tate; 

A bill (S. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Ward; 

A. bill (S. 2666) granting a pension to Lemuel 8. Skinner; 

A bill (S. 2842) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Welsh; 

A bill (8. 

A bill (8. 
Dougal. 


3144) granting a pension to Nancy A. Hayes; and 
3397) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Mc- 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the reve- 
nue, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
JONES, of Arkansas, in paragraph 437, line 495, of the matter proposed 
to be inserted by the Committee on Finance, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ 
to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ made,’’ in line 497, 
as follows: 


Pay two-tenths of 1 cent per pound more duty than that imposed on the hoop 
or band iron or steel from which they are made. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the words: 
Be admitted free of duty. 


So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or 
wholly or partially manufactured into hoops or ties for baling purposes, barrel 
hoops of iron or steel, and hoop or band Son or hoop or band steel, flared or 
splayed, shall be admitted free of duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonzs], on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, before the vote is taken on the amend- 
ment proposed by my colleague I wish to reply to some observations 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] yesterday. 

‘The Senator from Massachusetts stated, as I understood him, that if 
the tax on cotton-ties was increased it would be paid by the importers 
and not by the purchasers. I desired to ask him, if he had been pres- 
ent in his seat, whether he intended to deny in the Senate that if, in 
addition to the 35 cents now paid by each importer upon each doilar’s 
worth of cotton-ties imported into the United States, 73 cents more, 
levied by this bill, are added to that, the importer would add that 73 
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cents to the price that he would charge the purchaser of the cotton-ties. As the Republican members of the committee, we prepared the bill 


Does he not know that if the importer is compelled to pay 73 cents 
more upon each dollar’s worth of cotton-ties at the custom-housein New 
York he will add that 73 cents to the price for which he sells it to the 
the planter? 

This proposition to increase the tax on cotton-ties illustrates as much 
as any other item in this bill the absolute injustice of the whole 
protective idea that runs through the bill, Here is an article which 


it is admitted is not manufactured in the United States; an article 
which if the tax is taken off will not injure any business now in oper- 
ation in the United States; will destroy no manufactory and reduce 
no man’s wages; a tax that is not needed for public purposes in any 


way whatever; but it is proposed by the Senate bill to force the farmers, 
who are compelled to buy these ties, to pay 108 per cent. upon the 
amount of their purchase for no purpose whatever so far as has been 
disclosed by this bill or by its advocates. There is no infant industry 
to be protected, although the Senator from Massachussetts intimates 
that it was for the purpose of providing for one hereafter to be born. 

The proposition is now to force these people to pay this money with 
no benefit to accrue to any one hereafter. In other words, it is asserted 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that these cotton- 
ties can not be manufactured at the price that the cotton producer is 
now paying tor them. They therefore say that he shall pay 73 cents 
more upon every dollar’s worth of cotton-ties in the hope that it may 
induce some one in America to engage in the manufacture of these ties. 

Can the Senators upon the other side of the Chamber believe that 
that is not discriminating against amy portion of the people of this 
Union? Is it nota direct discrimination against the farmers of the 
country, and that, too, without benefiting any Jaborersin any part ot 
the Union? 

This is the reason why we so seriously object to this proposed in- 
crease of duty. This is the reason why we believe it is absolutely un- 
just to the farmers of the country, and that it ought not to be forced 
upon this bill. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said yesterday that wherever 
we have opposed these items it was simply a proposition to fight the 
election over again. I say to him that we intend tofight it over again. 
If he thinks that the late election settled the question that such injus- 
tice as is involved in this cotton tax shall be continued without a fight, 
then he mistakes the temper of the farmers of this country. The fight 
is not over, but has just begun. A majority of those who cast their 
votes on the 6th day of November voted for Grover Cleveland and not 
for General Harrison. It is trae that under our peculiar electoral sys- 
tem General Harrison was elected and Cleveland defeated, but the ma- 
jority of the people of this country do not believe that Congress has a 
right to force by law from the farmers of this country 108 per cent. tax 
on an article that they are compelled to buy, and to place that money 
in the Treasury of the United States when the Government has no need 
for it whatever, when it can not be used, when we already have more 
than we know what disposition to make of. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] said yesterday that 
he was in favor of so shaping this bill as to afford protection. I say so 
far as I am concerned in that idea I do not agree with him. Iam in 
favor of passing the bill in such a way as will produce revenue only, 
and not one doliar more than is necessary for the economical adminis- 
tration of the Government. Here is a proposition to increase the reve- 
nue not needed, that can not be used, and that, too, upon an article that 
every Senator is bound to admit is mecessary for the farmers of this 
country. 

I hope that the amendment proposed by my colleague will on a yea- 
and-nay vote be adopted, because there is no feature in this bill that 


is more absolutely inequitabie and unjust to a large part not only of — 


the farmers of the South but the farmers in the Western States than 
the paragraph now under consideration before the Senate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, for myself I undertand that the Sen- 
ate substitute is a political measure, and I understand that the divis- 
ion between the Democratic party and the Republican party upoa the 
tariff is a political division. I expected that the Mills bill, to which 
the Senate substitute is proposed as an amendment, would have received 
the unanimous support of the other side of the Chamber. 

Several Senators here have alluded to the fact that they knew noth- 
ing of the details of the Senate substitate until it was reported to the 
Finance Committee. It was publicly announced in that committee by 
leading Democrats upon it that they proposed to stand by the Malls bill 
in all its features, and ail that they wanted of us was to present our 
substitute to it. The Democratic national convention had approved 
the bill. President Cleveland in his letter of approved it, 
and criticised the Republicans at the other end of the Capitol for their 
opposition to it. Ide not know that the Senator from New Jersey said 
that he proposed to stand by the House bill, and I do not remember 
that he said that they did not care to know the provisions of our bill, 
but that deciaration was made so often in the committee that it does 
seem to me that he must have heard and acquiesced in the statement 
made by his colleagues upon that committee. We were never asked 


by them to be allowed to unite with us in the consideration of the Sen- 
ate substitute, 


from a Republican standpoint, illustrating by it, as we believed, the 
principles of our party and the faith and wishes of the members of our 
party respectively. The bill was presented here,and it went to the 
country, in my State at least, as an illustration of the Republican plat- 
form on the question of protection. 

I supposed that when we came into this Chamber the other side would 
be content with offering their amendments to the bill, and that they 
would do what they have done, offer as amendments the provisions of 
the House bill. Now they criticise the manner in which the Senate 
bill was presented and discuss the provisions of the bill upon the 
merits. I am entirely willing to meet them in the discussion of the 
bill upon the merits, but I want it distinctly understood that upon the 
merits I discuss it from an entirely different standpoint from what they 
do. I believe in a bill which shall afford adequate and complete pro- 
tection to all the American industries which may be so successfully 
pros@euted in this country as to supply our American markets; and 
more than that, I am willing to depend upon American competition to 
force down the prices in a market which is assured to American produc- 
ers; but I am not, in opposing the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Arkansas proposing to put hoops for baling cotton upon the free- 
list, to rely upon that principle. 

I will in this discussion of the amendment call the attention of the 
Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from New Jersey to the Miils 
bill, and base my argument in opposition to the amendment upon the 
provisions of that bill, which has had the high indorsement that I have 
mentioned of it. 

This provision, paragraph 137 of the substitute for the Mills.bill, 
provides customs duties upon four classes of hoop, band, or scroll iron. 
Upon the first class the duty is now fixed at 1 cent per pound. Our 
substitute proposes the same duty. This is the raw material for a 
more finished product. ‘The Mills bill makes no change; it leaves it at 
lcenta pound. The next class indicated in the substitute under the 
present law is 1.4 cents per pound. The Mills bill does not change 
that. It passed under the severe scrutiny of the gentlemen who bad 
charge of this branch of legislation at the other end of the Capitol and 
they made no change of the present law. The Senate substitute re- 
duces the rate of duty one-tenth of a cent a pound. We are lower 
than they are in reference to this class of raw material, which, I believe, 
is the absolute raw material from which cotton-ties are made. The 
present law is 1.2centsa pound. The Mills bill does not reduce it, but 
the Senate substitute does reduce it one-tenth of acenta pound. This 
is the raw material cotton-ties are made from. 

Now, then, we come to the sectional character of the House bill and 
the sectional character of the amendment which has been offered here. 
The amendment proposes to lift cotton-ties alone out of the next or third 
classification, upon which the House bill and Senate substitute both 
have fixed a duty of 1.3 cents a pound, and put them alone upon the 
free-list. So far as the raw material is concerned from which the ties 
are made, we have provided a greater reduction than was made by the 
Mills bill. Ishould like to have some Senator upon the other side ex- 
plain this, and why it is that these appeals are made. The proviso 
which is contained in the House bill is as follows: 

Provided, That all articles not gow vy Sey: wong or provided for, whether 
wholly or partly manufactured, made from sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll 
iron herein provided for or of which such sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll 
iron shall be the material of chief value, shall pay one-fourth of 1 cent per pound 


more duty than that im on the iron from which they are made, or which 
shall be such material of chief value. 


The Senate proviso is as follows: 

Provided, That hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or 
wholly or partially man’ into h or ties for baling purposes, barrel 
Sigel, chal puy tre toathnoll peut pcx peond suena Suly Gian thatapesed 
yg horn qe tanh teen ge ateel teen whieh they are made. 

We make a greater difference than is made by the Mills bill between 
the raw material and the finished product, but the final result or rate 
is the same upon the advanced manufacture and manufactures ad- 
vanced no more but as much as these cotton-ties. The amendment 
proposes to retain them upon the dutiable-list and put the cotton-ties 
on the free-list. I hope that some Senator will enlighten this Chamber 
upon the reason for the proposed legislation, what justice there is in it, 
what fault thes ~u find with the rates of duty that are fixed by this 
clause, and \ _s£asion they have for criticising the increased duty for 
the advancen —t in the manufacture ofall the goods, including cotton- 
ties, and why discriminate between goods equally advanced in manu- 
facture. 

The appeal of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHErson] is 
especially on account of the colored of the South. Well, I say 
to the Senator from New Jersey there is another way except through 
this amendment that he could do more complete justice to the colored 
people of the South. Other advocates of the amendment base it en- 
ay upon their ailection for the farmer, and tell us how grievously 


is oppressed by it. 
Let us look at the ion that under this provision of the bil 
if it should be adop' to law, the Southern planter will be subject 


to. A bale of 500 pounds of cotton costs him 20 cents for the ties; 
perhaps a trifle more than that. A large ad valorem rate of duty has 
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been indicated here as imposed upon them, and what is claimed in ref- 
erence to that, in view of the fact which I will state, illustrates the 
unsatisfactory appraisal of goods at the custom-house, which forms the 
basis for the ad valorem rate. If Senators will take the actual market 
value of these cotton-ties and the rate of duty which is imposed upon 
them, they will discover that it is about 75 or 80 per cent. ad valorem. 
At least that is the evidence which was submitted to the committee 
that had charge of the preparation of this substitute. Twenty cents a 
bale upon 500 pounds of cotton is the full cost, duty and all, which is 
paid by them for baling the cotton in the first instance. 

I grant for the purpose of the argument that this cost comes from 
the cotton-planter as much as transportation to a foreign market. I 
have no doubt that both that and the bagging are included in the cost 
to him, and 1 am not going to make any argument against that posi- 
tion. I will concede that all the oppressed farmer loses in the pur- 
chase of the cotton-ties is an absolute tax upon him. The evidence 
before the committee was that when the cotton-ties were used and 
taken from the bales at the Liverpool market they could be sold there 
for two-thirds their original value. There was no dispute about that 
fact. Two-thirds of their cost is reimbursed to him, and about 6 cents 
or 7 cents at the outside is the full cost to the abused planter, to the 
colored people, the friends of the Senator from New Jersey, of the cot- 
ton-ties which are placed upon his bale of cotton of 500 pounds. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Would it interrupt the Senator if Ishould ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ishouldlike toask the Senatorifthatisa fair way 
of stating this question, either to the Senate or to the country? Is ita 
fair thing to say that because the hoops upon a bale of cotton do not cost 
more than 20 cents the price of 20 cents may not be extortionate? Is 
it a fuir thing to say that when the bale of cotton goes to Liverpool and 
there enters in consumption in the factories of Engiand, and the hoops 
are thrown away, the poor cotton-planter is permitted then to have 
some benefit upon it, when in reality perhaps the same hoops are re- 
molded over and sent back, and he is again compelled to pay his 108 
per cent. duty ? 

Let me illustrate it a little more forcibly -—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator is going to make a speech, perhaps 
he had better make it in his own time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me illustrate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think I have done so. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I was shown a knife yesterday by a distin- 
guished member of the House of Representatives. The cost to him of 
that knife in the wilds of California, after it had been imported from 
England, had been confronted by a custom-house officer at the port of 
New York, and paid its duty, and paid the freight—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. If there is to be a speech made in mine, I can not 
yield further. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey ? 
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ever slightly it might be; the point, as I understood it, being whether 
it made any difference if the duty which was imposed or the loss which 
followed from it was large or small if it was extortionate. I believe 

it was entirely proper to follow the line of argument I did in view of 

the pathetic appeals that were made by Senators for the farmers, and 

especially for the colored farmers, on account of the extortion in this 

bill. 

I believe there is a principle underlying this bill. Senators are not 
discussing it upon that principle when they confine their argument to 
one particular item which is covered by this proviso. Their argument 
is purely sectional, and it is an appeal for a section when they confine 
it to a class of goods which are used in one section only; and when they 
urge here that it is an unnecessary or an onerous tax put upon an in- 
dustry of the section that they represent, I have the right to demon- 
strate to the Senate just-how much they pay, just how much the bur- 
den is, just what it is which inspired the species of sectional legisla- 
tion at the other end of the Capitol, and inspires the amendments which 
are offered here in a line with the legislation at the other end of the 
Capitol. I repeat that the full cost of the cotton-ties for a bale of cot- 
ton to the cotton-planter is 7 cents to 500 pounds of cotton. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will allow me—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator misstates the figures. The cost, accord- 
ing to my understanding, is about 20 cents (a fraction more than that) 
for the ties upon each bale, and not 7 cents, as has been stated by him 

Mr. HISCOCK. WhatI stated was thatthe full cost of baling a bale 
of cotton originally is a fraction over 20 cents to the bale. 

Mr. BERRY. For the ties alone? 

Mr. HISCOCK. And the ties, after they have been removed from 
the bale, are sold for two-thirds of their original value. 

Mr. BERRY. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I will state that, whether 
they be sold at that or any other price, no benefit comes to the cotton- 
planter, but that he loses entirely both ties and bagging, the original 
cost to him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will look at the prices given for the 
cotton and the amount which is deducted for tare, the number of 
pounds that are deducted for the bagging, for the cotton which is sup- 
posed to be injured, and for the cotton-ties which are around it, he will 
discover that he is entirely mistaken in that statement, and that in 
deducting the tare in the weight of the cotton a full allowance is made 
for the money which should come back into the hands of the cotton- 
planter for the ties. A full allowance is made to him for the money 
that is received from the sale of these hoops. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not understand the facts as stated by the Sen- 
ator from New York to be the true facts. However, if they were true, 
the argument of the Senator is that instead of robbing the farmers of 
the South of 20 centsa b ‘> we are robbing them of only 7 centsa bale, 
and therefore we have a ~.ght to take this small amount because it is 


Mr. HISCOCK. No; if there is to be a speech made on knives I | small. 


will not yield. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will not the Senator yield to me in justice 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York is en- 
titled to the floor and declines to yield. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I wish to make an appeal—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One moment. The Senator from 
a eo must not proceed. The Senator from New York declines 

yield. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ishall be disposed to yield to the Senator from 
New Jersey for any question that he may be pleased to ask which is 
pertinent to the discussion of the subject before the Senate; but if I 
take any part im the discussion of the duties upon knives, it will be 
when we reach that point in the bill. In reply to the question which 
he did ask me, whether I regarded this form of discussion in which I 
have engaged as proper, I say to him most emphatically that I do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. When thereis an attempt made here upon the floor 
of the Senate— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
pause one moment. The Senator from New Jersey rises. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
New York, if he will permit me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, to have my attention called to something. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that I have asked him no question. He did not permit me to fin- 
ish my question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator, when it is printed, will look in the 
REcoRD, he will discover that he did ask me a question, and the ques- 
tion which he addressed to me was as to the propriety of the argument 
in which I was engaged. AsI understood his question, it was whether 
what I was stating was an answer; whether it was fair to oppress, how- 








Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, we have been through with the can- 
vass in which upon the Democratic hustings throughout this country 
we have heard this cry about the robbery of the tariff. The Northern 
States that are largely in favor of a protective tariff were specially in- 
vaded last fall by gentlemen who have indulged in this sort of decla- 
mation, ‘‘ the robberies of the tariff.’’ A verdict has been taken upon 
that; it has been rendered by the people. You will have a chance four 
years from now to try it over again. 

This is not the time nor is this the -place so soon after this full dis- 
cussion, so soon after the rebuke of this sort of declamation, to indulge 
in it again, and I imagine it will have no effect upon this side of the 
Chamber, nor will it have any effect upon the country. If we were 
confronting another national election, or State election, or a Conyres- 
sional election, I should welcome all expressions of that kind from Sen- 
ators as we welcomed those that were made by them previous to the 
adjournment of Congress in the discussion of this subject. We do not 
believe it isarobbery. We believe in building up American indus- 
tries, and we believe that we have the raw material here from which 
to make these cotton-ties. We believe that this industry here can be 
so successfully established with home rivalry, that the effect will be to 
force down the price of cotton-ties to a point heretofore unknown in 
their history, as it has with reference to the other products of our man- 
ufacturing industries; and itis upon that broad ground that we have put 
this provisionin the bill. Ifit wasan industry thatcould not be success- 
fully prosecuted here, if we had not the raw material, the labor, and 
the capital with which to make them, no proposition would come from 
the committee to increase the duty upon this class of goods. But if 
the Senator believes that it is a robbery he must believe that it was a 
robbery that formulated the Mills bill. The proviso in that bill cov- 
ering all other classes of goods equal as to the cost and somewhat kin- 
dred in their form contains the same principle. Why contest the prin- 
ciple here? 

Mr. JONF® of Azransas. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The reason is perfectly obvious why, in 
the Mills bill, there was no proposition to interfere with hoop-iron as 
such. Capital has been invested in this country in the production of 
that article. It is a common thing, whenever there is a proposition to 
reduce the tariff anywhere, for gentlemen who think as my friend the 
Senator from New York does on these economic questions to urge that 
you ought not to reduce the tariff because American citizens have been 
induced by the laws as they stand to invest capital in the production 
of this or that or the other article; and the argument would be that 
as Americans haveinvested money in the production of hoop-iron, there 
should not be a material reduction of the tariff duty on that article, 
because Americans are producing it. But there is not one single dol- 
lar of American capital invested in producing cotton-ties and ties for bal- 
ing hay, and the bands that are cut for the purpose of making hoopson 
barrels; and the fact that there is no money invested in producing 
them was a good reason why there should be a difference in the pro- 
visions as to the two articles. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from Arkansas entirely mistakes the 
argument upon which protection is based. With the commencement 
of this Government those in favor of protection have advocated it to 
develop new industries equally with protecting those already estab- 
lished. Wherever we have believed it possible to develop a new in- 
dustry, so that its product might fill the American market and ‘supply 
it, protectionists have always been in favor of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. To what extent does the Sonator desire 
to go on that line? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to go to the farthest extent. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. ‘To the production of oranges and ba- 
nanas? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly,sir. You can not indicate a thing, a 
fruit, a product of our soil, that can be produced in this country equal- 
izing the cost of labor and capital elsewhere, but that I am in favor of 
the protection of that industry. I am notin favor of producing oranges 
in the State of New York, nor of affording that protection which would 
make the raising of oranges a profitable industry in the State of New 
York. Iam not in favor of the protection of an industry of any kind 
that can not be made so successful in the country as to supply the 
home market 

But, Mr. President, I did not enter upon this discussion this morn- 
ing intending to consume nearly the time which I have occupied. My 
object was to demonstrate the unfairness, the want of principle, if you 
please, underlying the amendment now offered; and by reference to the 
bill which gentlemen upon the other side stand here favoring, to dispose 
of the question whether there is any unreasonable duty or any unneces- 
sary duty imposed upon these cotton-ties. The Mills bill recognizes 
the fact that the duty is no more than it should be. I have no doubt 
the investigations that were made by the gentlemen who had charge 
of that bill led them to recognize that this rate of protection should be 
given to kindred goods, those in the same advanced stage of manufact- 
ure. And I proposed to demonstrate further, in answer to the pathetic 
appeals which have been made for the farmers, the poor planters of the 
South, for the colored people of the South, that in no sense is this pro 
vision which we have incorporated in the bill a burden upon them or 
upon the industry in which they are engaged. 

Mr. REAGAN Mr. President, it seems to me that the radical mis- 
take made by the gentlemen who are advocating high protection is 
that they do not consider agriculture an American industry That ap- 
pears to me to be the great mistake which is made, and they consider 
agriculture the proper field upon which to levy tribute for all other in- 
dustries, 

Mr. President, of the 17,000,000 peopie in the Umted States who 
by the census of 1880 were found to be engaged in gainful occupations, 
about 8,000,000 were engaged in the business of agriculture. Another 
important fact to be mentioned in connection with that is that of the 
more than $700,000,000 of exports of last year, $523,000,000 worth were 
agricultural products. I did not think of this question coming up in 
this form, and I am not prepared tc show the value of the farms in this 
country, the amount of the money invested in farms, agricultural im- 
plements, and the means of carrying on agriculture. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator will allow me, I will make 
a statement of what the last census shows about that. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should be glad to have the Senator make that 
statement. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Thecapital invested in farming and farm- 
ing implements in the United States, according to the last census, was 
$13, 104,081,440: and in manufacturing the total amount invested was 
$2,700, 000,000—more than four times as much invested in farming as 
there was in manufacturing. 

Mr.REAGAN. Iam obliged to the Senator from Arkansas for mak- 
ing the statement. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senetor will allow me to make a single sug- 

ion. Itwould bevery desirable under these figures, I should think, 
t there should be some more money put into manufacturing. 
Mr. REAGAN. I did not understand the Senator. 


Does the Senator from New York 


Mr. HAWLEY. I think, from the statement made, thatit would be 
desirable for the general happiness and prosperity of the country that 
there should be more money put into manufactures. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not propose to go into that question now fur- 
ther than to state that al y under the high bonus given by protect- 
ive tariffs to manufacturing interests we have more money invested 
in manufacturing and more factories in existence than can have con- 
tinued employment, and therefore there is no room for the investment 
of more money in manufactures. The tariff legislation has put every- 
thing in this bill so upon stilts that we can only rely mainly upon our 
own country for the consumption of our manufactures. We can not 
go into the markets of the world to any great extent, as we might do 
under reasonable legislation on this subject. The friends of high pro- 
tection prefer limiting the field of plunder to the United States rather 
than adopt a liberal policy which would give them the markets of the 
world and employ their capital and their machinery constantly and give 
constant and steady employment to the labor engaged in manufactures. 

But that was not the point that I started out to discuss. I rose to 
call attention tothe fact that these Senators seem not to recognize agri- 
culture as an Americanindustry, that pursuit which gives employment 
to more people, which invokes the investment of larger amounts of 
capital than any other in this country; that employment which was 
once honorable, and commanded the attention and respect of the young 
men growing up in this country, but which is now a degraded occupa- 
tion to such an extent that the young men in the country wil) not work 
on a farm if they can get other employment. Themen who own the 
farms are year by year having to mortgagé them to meet indebteiness 
growing out of the exactions levied upon them through the instrumen- 
tality of a protective tariff. Why has the Senator from New York made 
the observation that he was for the protection of every product of the 
Americansoil? Does he pro to protect this great interest ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. What interest is that? 

Mr. REAGAN. TheSenator said he was in favor of protecting every 
product of American soil. 

Mr. HISCOCK.. I say I am in favor of protecting every product of 
American soil which may be made large enough, taking into account 
climatic influences, the soil, and all that, to supply the American 
market. Iam notin favor of protecting the production of oranges or 
lemons in New York. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is hardly an answer to the suggestion I made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In Florida I would. 

Mr. REAGAN. Isaid nothing about lemons and oranges in New York 
atall, but I was speaking of the largest of the exports that go from this 
country—cotton, much the largest article exported from this country, 
commanding the labor of millions of men who depend upon the raising 
of cotton for their living as much as the gentleman’s constituents de- 
pend upon the manufacture of manufactured products for their living. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwill state one line of protection, one way in whic 
I would protect the cotton-planters. I would have them have here 
pe American soil a market for the cotton which enters into every sin- 
gle piece of cotton fabric which is used in this country and save to them 
the cost of transportation from here to the other side. I believe if the 
Senator wants to protect them he can do far more in that direction by 
relieving them of the tax of this transportation than he can in striking 
out this insignificant tax upon the cotton industry of 3 cents at the out- 
side upon 500 pounds of cotton. 

Mr. REAGAN. If I understand the ition of the Senator from 
New York it is that in order to protect the raisers of cotton we must 
put the duty on manufactured cotton goods so high as to secure to the 
makers of cotton a higher market price for their cotton. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggested to the Senator from Texas a way in 
which, in my opinion, he can render the producers of cotton a more 
signal service in advancing the price of their cotton or relieving them 
of a tax upon their cotton than by spending all his strength of body 
and mind in his assaults upon this provision of the bill and in an at- 
tempt to procure i legislation upon this bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I believe I stated correctly what the Senator’s plan 
was. Let us look at the facts upon which that proposition rests. We 
make, I believe, about 7,000,000 bales of cotton a year. The American 
manufacturers consume less than Nis of ee I ts am 
speaking in general terms and may not be precisely accurate, but I am 
not far wrong. Now, will the manufacturers of cotton raise the price 
of raw cotton to conform to the rate of duty imposed upon manufact- 
ured goods? Is there a Senator, is there a man in all this broad land, 
who believesanysuch thing? On the contrary, the manufacturer pays 
the price for raw cotton which is fixed by the market price in Liver- 
pool, where the larger portion of this cotton is marketed. 

Mr. CHACE. ill the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHACE. Do I understand the Senator to say that the price of 
cotton is fixed in Liverpool? 

Mr. REAGAN. Substantially. 

Mr. CHACE. What is the evidence of that? 

Mr. REAGAN. It is well known that the = is established there, 
it is shown by the price current, and it is a fact that that is the great 
cotton market ef the world. 

Mr. CHAC®, But does not the Senator know that the cotton crop 
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do they? Will they? I presume the practical experience of every 
Senator will teach him that there is no probability of any such thing 
oecurring. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from Texas think that people pay 
higher wages when they are able or when they are not able to do so? 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, they are able to pay higher with one 
set of the conditions I have mentioned. They are under the necessity 
of paying higher wages when labor is scarce; they are able to pay higher 
tyvages when the country is prosperous; they are able to pay higher 

wages when money is abundant; but the way in which the Senator 
sents it would be simply going : off from the main issue which I am try- 
ing to present. 

‘That is one of the fallacies with which the American people have been 
inoculated, and which we mean they shall understand the other side 

° of before this contest ends; it was not ended by the lastelection. It is 
but begun, and it will go on. 

Another one of the fallacies was that the encouragement of domestic 
manufacturers gave us a market for agricultural products. That is the 
great stock argument, and has been for years, in favor of protection; 
and yet, as I stated im my remarks a little while back, after supply- 
ing all the demands of the local market, of merchants, of manuiact- 
urers, business men, and all others, last year there was $523,000,000 
worth of agricultural products exported, being 74} per cent. of all our 
exports, and that embraced perhaps $250,000,000 worth of cotton ex- 
ported, and aided to give us @he balance of trade and to swell the an- 
nual accumulation of gold in the Treasury of the United States. 

It is the policy of these gentlemen, the reactionary , of mak- 
ing the tariff so high as to exclude imports, to build, as some gentle- 
men said during the canvass, a Chinese wall around this country, so 
that these $523,000,000 of agriculiural products which were exported 
would have to rot upon the soil. It would have been a loss to the 
owners; it would have bankrupted this country. That would have 
been the effect of such a policy, and just to the extent to which this 
policy of the exclusion of imports goes it tends to the very evil to 
which I am referring. 

That is another of the fallacies; and one other towhichI will call at- 
tention, and to which I invite the attention of theSenate, is the assump- 
tion that agriculture is not one of the industries of this country. That 
industry which has over a billion dollars imvested in it; that industry 
which 8,00u,000 of the 17,000,000 of the American people are 
in gainful occupations; that industry which does more to build up the 
manhood, the independence, aud the respectability of the people of the 
American Republic than any other, is not only to be ignored, not fos- 
tered, not protected, but is to be made the source from which every class 
interest and every monopoly is to draw its advantages, its wealth, its 
immense fortunes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Right in that connection—it is well to have atten- 
tion called to it here—that the agriculturist is not unmindful of the 
atientions that he has received, I call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that New York State went to Harlem River with 85,000 majority. 
That part of the State is fairly agricultural. 

I call his attention to the 30,000 majority in lowa—fairly agricult- 
ural. I call his attention to the 75,000 or 80,000 majority in Kan- 
sas—fairly an agricuitural State. I call his attention to the agricult- 
ural districts of Michigan. I say to the Senator from Texas the 
agriculturists do not understand that they are being neglected and 
they do not understand that these whoadvocate the doctrines that the 
Senator from Texas does are their prophets; and I want to say te him 
that, so far as the agriculturist is concerned in the Northern 
he ranks beneath no other class in point of education, in point of a full 
and complete understanding of the necessities and needs of the great 
industry in which he is engaged. 

Mr. REAGAN. I stated a little while ago, if the Senator had re- 
membered it, that for twenty-odd years the protectionists had been en- 
gaged in educating the people to believe certain fallacies, and the Sen- 
ater states the fruits of that education when he tells us of agricultural 
States that vete to plunder themselves for the benefjt of class interests 
different from their own. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The agriculturists of the North ean listen to argu- 
ments on both sides, they hear both sides of this question, and they 
have sat as the judges of the arguments upon this great question, and 
they have seen themselves thrive where these industries that are pro- 
tected are established. They have seen their markets established : 
they have seen that they were not compelled to depend upon a foreign 
market for their prosperity and for the saleof their goods. It has been 
built up around them and we have felt that they enjoyed the 
of this proteetive system. 

As [ said a moment ago, they have heard both sides. Those believ- 
ing as the Senator does in our State have discussed the question with 
them, and in this last canvass it has been a forum in which those from 
his State and sister States believing as his State does have hada 
and a complete hearing. It is because our people recognize the 
ings of this protective system that they are wedded to it. 
them, if you please. Look at their wealth, look at their increase of 
wealth during the last two decades, and in that is found 


the 
Look at the increase of their educational facilities, and in that also is 
a reason. 
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Mr. REAGAN. Ido not wish to yield further. I did not yield for 
a speech. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senitor from Texas declines to 
yield further. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Texas will allow me a moment, in 
connection with the remark of the Senator from New York upon the 
people reading both sides, I wish to suggest also to the Senator sake 
Texas that the President’s message, which was largely an 
the farmers upon this issue, was more extensively circula 
the farmers of the North and the Northwest by the Sesneunile on oa 
mittees than any other document that has been before the people for 
years, the circulation being millions upon millions, which the farmers 
read and answered in the election. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam aware, sir, that the President’s message was 
very extensively circulated; but I go back to the point of my first state- 
ment, that the people have been educated wrong, and in a single can- 
vass of a few months there has not been time to correct the errors into 
which they had been led; but I assure the Senator, without any at- 
tempt at y, but resting alone upon reason and a sense of jus- 
tice, that he will find that the American eare not going to make 
a permanent policy of plundering the tural and laboring and 
professional classes for the conallaat’ niutinetatan 90 "Ser ected of 
from 30 to 100 per cent. as a permanent policy. 

Mr. DAWES. Weall agree with you as to that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam giad to have the verbal suggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, but I should be more delighted if 
Senators would only put it in the bill we have before us. 

Mr. DAWES. We have got it in now. 

Mr. REAGAN. In nse to what was said by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Huscocx) about the prosperity of the farmers of the 
North, I regret that I did not anticipate that such a question vec 
arise for discussion to-day, so that I might have shown what is 
tially shown in Mr. Blaine’s book, the enormous increase of weal 
the man States, the relative depression in the heiteane 
facturing States of the West and Sonth, and the fact that the people 
of the manufacturing States own a very ‘large portion of the 
in the non-manufacturing States of the Northwest which have been 
mentioned, and among them the State from which my friend the Sen- 
ator from Iowa comes. The capitalists and other capi- 
talists in the East who urge this legislation hold mortgages enough 
upon the land and the farms and homes of Ohio, of Indiana, of Illinois, 
of Michigan, of Iowa, of Wisconsin, and of Minnesota, if they were en- 
forced, to bankrupt those States to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I can not speak for Michigan or for 
Ohio, but I assure the Senator from Texas that the farmers of lowa were 
never more prosperous than they are now and never better able to pay 
any debts they owe. 

Mr. CULLOM. The same is true of Illinois. 

Mr. REAGAN. That may be, but that does not alter the fact that 
to-day the farms are mortgaged for I do not know how much, but for 
many millions. The farms of Iowa are m to Eastern capital 
extorted from the people through class legislation for the promotion of 
class interests. But, Mr. President, this discussion was unexpected to 
me and I shall not pursue it farther. 


“ CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to call up the House bill making appropria- 
tions for the contingent fund of the House of Representatives, and to 
ask that it be put on its passage, as the need for it is immediate in the 
other branch of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). The bill 
will be laid before the Senate. 

Se aie ee 

*~*he appropriations for the contingent expenses of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations has informally con- 
sidered this bill and recommend its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
eee It proposes to appropriate $12,000 to 
supply a deficiency in the appropriation for miscellaneous items and 
expenses of the special and select committees of the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the fiscal 1889. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Gasca the Interior, in response to a resolution of 
the Senate of August 26, 1888, certain canceled desert-land 
applications; which, on motion of Mr. Se was referred to the 
Committee ttee on Public Lands. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civilization of the Chip- 
pewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, and a conference with 


asking 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
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On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on iis amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of resentatives, and to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Dawes, Mr. JonEs of 
Arkansas, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
lation to the collection of the revenue, the pending question being on 
the amendment proposed by Mr. JoNES, of Arkansas. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator from New Jersey will allow me one 
moment, I should like to say—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PaLmer inthe chair). Does the 
Senator from New Jersey yit:ld? 

Mr. McPHERSON. TheiSenator from New Jersey declines to yield 
to the Senator from New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, a few moments ago I believe I 
asked the same courtesy from theSenator from New York to be allowed 
to finish a statement which I had commenced to make and he refused 
me the privilege of finishing it. In my own right I will now complete 
my statement. 

The Senator from New York was making a severe criticism on some 
observations of mine on yesterday with respect to this paragraph of the 
bill, and he called attention to the fact, and he seemed to argne as 
though it were a virtue which ought to be appreciated and recognized, 
that, inasmuch as the entire cost of hooping a bale of cotten did not 
exceed 20 cents, nobody had the right to complain. I undertook to 
illustrate this fallacy by an illustration which I thought was very apt. 
A day or two ago I was shown a knife purchased in the wilds of Cali- 
fornia. It was manufactured abroad, it paid a duty, it paid trans- 
portation not only across the ocean but acress the contivent. ‘The pur- 
chase price of the knife was 10 cents, and a very respectable-looking 
knife indeed it was. The, retail price of the knife 6,000 miles from the 
place of manufacture was 10 cents. 

Now, the Senator from New York, as a member of the Finance Com- 
mittee of this body, proposes a tariff duty on that knife of 233 per cent., 
and yet upon the same hypothesis which he has employed in the dis- 
cussion of this bill, I presume he would say, ‘‘ What right have you to 
find fault with a duty of 233 per cent. on a knife that costs only 10 
cents?’’ 

That is the illustration I intended to make. I am glad now to have 
the opportunity of doing so. In other words, if it costs only 20 cents 
to hoop a bale of cotton, who has the right tocomplain? But when 
you come to multiply that 20 cents by 7,000,000 bales of cotton, all of 
which have to be baled, you make up quite a large sum. 

When the Senator undertakes to make it appear also that this is a 
sectional matter he forgets to remember that the whole product of the 
cotton crop as compared with the other benefits that are to flow in this 
paragraph to the immense hay crop of this country, which, I think, 
statistics will prove is even more valuable than the cotton crop, the 
immense amount of products which are packed in barrels, which is also 
found in this proviso, he will find that this amendment is not quite so 
sectional as he is anxious to make it appear to be. 

I only rose for the purpose of completing my illustration upon the 
knife. Now, I want to state — 

Mr. BLAIR. Upon the cotton-tie question Iam not informed. I 
should like to ask the Senator what the cotton-tie costs a pound, or 
about what it costs a pound. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I donot know. It is not important. It isan 
ad valorem duty we are dealing with. 

Mr. BLAIR. It may not be important, but if it isimportant I wish 
to know how to vote on my side of the Chamber. I wish to inquire 
the cost of the cotton, the price at which cotton is ordinarily sold by 
the man who uses the ties upon it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. We were informed in the discussion on the 
floor on by Senators who live in the cotton country and claim 

to be conversant with the whole affair that these cotton-ties are largely 
imported; in fact all the ties used are im 

Mr. BLAIR. I was only inquiring the price of cotton. 

Mr. McPHERSON. And that on ties is now a duty paid by 
the owners of the cotton of 35 per cent., and further, that these cotton 
bales go to Liverpool, where there is a tare for the ties of 24 pounds a 
bale, for which the man who grew the cotton and for the ties 
gets nothing back. In other words, it is an absolute loss to him. 

Mr. President, I simply want to call attention to the fact that the 
structure of this entire bill has a perfect illustration and exemplifica- 
tion seemingly in the tin-plate industry. Here is an industry which 
under the indirect bounty offered by this Government to manufacturers 
of tin-plate during all these years has amounted to almost $6,000,000 








tax a year upon the people, and with this indirect bounty the Govern- 
ment has offered to encourage a tin-plate industry, there is not to-day 
a single dollar of American capital nor a single American Jaborer em- 
ployed in the manufacture of the product. All of our fruits, all of 
our vegetables, all our meats, all our fish, and all other products must 
needs be packed in these tincans. The people who consume the prod- 
uct necessarily pay the tax of 1 cent a pound; the Government receives 
a revenue of $6,000,000 a year, and the Government does not need it. 

Now, for one, I think that that tax might reasonably be remitted and 
left with the people to fructify their industries, for certainly the peo- 
ple need the money, rather than to pay it over to the Government in a 
tax year after year upon the absolute necessaries of life, and a tax which 
the Government does not need. 

I also thought that perhaps there might be a point where in abso- 
lute justice we might make remission in this tax. We find a duty 
upon the iron used for cotton-ties of 35 per cent. ad valorem, which 
certainly is more than full compensation for all the labor employed in 
its manufacture. I have thought that that duty might be allowed to 
remain as it is if we could not succeed in getting the article upon the 
free-list, which, to my mind, would be infinitely better; and when I 
undertook to make that plain to the Senator from New York he re- 
fused tolisten. Now, I wish to extend proper courtesy to the Senator 
from New York, and I will yield the floor to him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am greatly obliged to the Senator from New 
Jersey. I did notdesire the floor for the purpose of asking him a ques- 
tion. There was a remark that I thought would properly follow ihe 
remarks of the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ],and therefore what 
I proposed to say was rather in reply to a suggestion of his than to any 
question that I desired to ask the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I think this cotton-tax question can 
be argued upon its own merits aside from any effect of the late Presi- 
dential election, because I feel pretty sure that no part of the people 
of the United States have passed judgment upon the question whether 
a cotton-tie ought to come in free of duty or not. That is a question 
which is somewhat peculiar owing to the situation of the market in 
which we are obliged to sell the cotton crop. I have been somewhat 
surprised this morning to hear the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
CHACE] assert that the market in Liverpool was not the controlling 
market of the cotton crop of the United States. I had never heard that 
assertion made before in any part of this country, either by any intel- 
ligent man or by anybody else. I believe it is a conceded fact that the 
markets for the excess of products made in the United States, wheat, 
corn, pork, lard, beef, or what not that we have for disposal are regu- 
lated by the European markets. The cottoncrop has its clearing-house, 
if I may call it so, for all nations of the earth in the city of Liverpool, 
and it is there that the cotton of all the nations is priced. 

While there may. be fluctuations, owing to speculative efforts in the 
city of New York or elsewhere in the United States, which sometimes 
run the price of cotton up for a day or two a point beyond what it is 
in the Liverpool market, when we come to take the aggregate prices of 
the Liverpool market and the markets of the United States, not in 
New York only, but in the manufacturing districts and in all the 
places of the United States where cotton is sold, we find that the Liver- 
pool market controls absolutely. It certainly controls the wheat and 
corn market and the provision market or the market in regard to any 
other great agricultural product where we produce a very large excess 
above our needs at home. 

I must assume, however much I may differ from the Senator from 
Rhode Island, that the market in Liverpool for cotton does fix the 
price of it in every hamlet in the United States, and fixes it also in 
every factory and in every great city of the United States as a perma- 
nent thing. Not only does it fix the market, but other arrangements 
are made in respect of the packing of cotton and the sale of it in the 
city of Liverpool which are followed implicitly in every mart in the 
world where any cotton is-sold. Now, to illustrate this, we find that 
hemp bagging has disappeared as a wrapping of cotton, gone entirely 
out of use. It might be supposed that this was due to the fact that 
jute bagging or some other form of cotton-baling was cheaper than hemp. 
That is not the reason, Mr. President. The Liverpool merchants have 
decreed against hemp bagging because the manufacturers in England 
have discarded it, the reason being that the shives in the hemp bagging 
get into the delicate machinery for cotton spinning, break it up, and 
make it a very inconvenient and destructive material for putting up 
this important crop. Nothing of that sort is found in the jute bagging, 
and hence the substitution of jute for hemp to such an extent that I 
suppose it would now be impossible to market a bale of cotton in the 
city of Liverpool wrapped in hemp bagging. For a reason not quite 
so important, but one growing out of convenience more than anything 
else, hemp rope and jute rope, or any other kind of rope, have been sub- 
stituted by the iron cotton-tie, that being a safer method of putting up 
the bale of cotton, protecting it better against fire and against the 
weather, and being in many respects much more convenient than the 
cordage with which the bales were theretofore put up. 

The price of cotton being regulated in Liverpool, the manner of its 
packing being regulated there, the manner of marketing cotton being 
regulated in Liverpool, the rest of the world necessarily follows suit in 
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respect to every one of these particulars in regard to the preparation of 
cotton for market and in respect of the price of cotton. We find that 
the Liverpool merchants deduct a tare of 24 pounds per bale upon cot- 
ton which averages 450 pounds, according to the selling standard in 
Liverpool. They do it arbitrarily, but they have the power to do it be- 
cause they control the market, five-sevenths of the cotton produced in 
the United States being sent to Liverpool for a market of necessity, be- 
cause we have no market for this surplus anywhere else. 

It is worthy of remark also that the spinners in Germany and in 
France buy very largely their cotton from Liverpool, so that the con- 
trol of the manner of sale and of the conditions upon which cotton is 
to be sold in those countries is as much in the hands of the Liverpool 
merchants as is the control of the market in the United States. They 
deduct 24 pounds tare from every bale. Now, I wish to observe in this 
connection that if the people of the United States had the power to 
handle their own crops, if they could concentrate the capital that is 
necessary to handle this crop and withhold it from the market except 
upon such terms and conditions as they chose to put it out for the con- 
sumption of the world, these arbitrary regulations that exist in Liver- 
pool could not possibly affect our condition in regurd to this market; 
but anfortunately we are not in that situation. My mind looks to the 
future, to a point of time, I hope not in the far distant future, when by 
concentrated capital and arrangement the people of the South, or the 
people of the United States I will say, will have the power to control 
this enormous crop, of such great value to our country, to that extent 
that they will prescribe the terms and conditions upon which it shall 
be marketed, and not be compelled to goin a beggarly way to for- 
eign markets, there to take what they choose to put upon us as the rule 
governing the disposition of the crop. 

But here stands the fact that five-sevenths of the cotton crop of the 
United States must be disposed of in Liverpool, and then the other fact 
that this gives the Liverpool merchant and spinner the power to demand 
of us that we shall deduct from every bale of cotton 24 pounds, with- 
out respect to the condition in which itarrives atmarket. A good bale 
has as much deducted from it asa bad bale. A bale wrapped in jute 
or in cotton cloth must sustain an equal reduction; that is, 24 pounds 
of cotton are taken out of the weight of the bale, which, at 10 centsa 
pound, amounts to $2.40 off the value of every bale of cotton. It is 
needless for us to inquire why this is done. All that we know about 
it is that this $2.40 worth of cotton upon the estimate that I have made 
is absolutely lost from the bale. Whoaccountsforit? Nobody. Who 
gets the profit of it? If there is any profit in it, or saving in it at ali, 
it is gained by the merchant, or by the spinner—ultimately, I suppose, 
by the spinner in Europe. How does that affect the planter, the man 
who grows the cotton? It affects him in this way, that his bale of cot- 
ton which weighs 524 pounds or 424 pounds is sold as a bale weighing 
only 500 pounds or 400 pounds. 

Therefore the price of the entire bale of cotton is regulated by this 
tax. Who ever raises a bale of cotton weighing 524 pounds under- 
stands perfectly well that if it is worth 10 cents a pound he must lose 
24 pounds of cotton or $2.40 of its value. This tare, therefore, being 
deducted on account of the weight of the bagging and ties is the same 
loss to the farmer as if this covering were good cotton, 

It is found that the loss from stain or from the cotton being in any 
way damaged on the surface forms ordinarily a very small part of the 
estimate of tare of 24 pounds per bale. I think, Mr. President, that 
that: is a misfortune to the cotton-grower against which we have no 
power to guard by legislation, because we are prohibited by the Con- 
stitution from putting an export tax upon cotton, We are bound to 
have free trade, under the Constitution, in cotton. Weare bound to 
send it abroad to foreign countries without levying any duty upon it 
in our marts which we could compel foreigners to pay, as the Brazilians 
compel us to pay a duty that goes into their treasury upon every pound 
of coffee exported from that country to the United States. 

We are obliged by the Constitution to have literal free trade in our 
cotton productions, as we are also in respect of wheat and corn and 
pork and other products that are grown more largely in the Northern 
and Western States. More than that, this fpee-trade feature in regard 
to the cotton sale and exportation compels it to seek markets at places 
where people are alleged to be paupers, where they are alleged to be 
so poor, so broken down or weighed down with adversities—— 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Alabama sus- 
pend until theChair makesan announcement? There isa special order 
for this hour to-day, the title of which the Secretary will state. 

The Secrerary. A bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to'secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’’ approved 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 
act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the issue 
of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and to 
secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain 
of the companies therein mentioned. 





Mr. ALLISON. That order was made subject to the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubtedly; but the Chair wished 
ee any rights the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fry] might claim 

for it. 

Mr. FRYE. I trust I shall be pardoned fora moment. I desire to 
ask the Senator from Iowa who has the pending bill in charge whether 
or not he insists upon going on with it to its completion ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I feel obliged to insist upon it. 

Mr. FRYE. And he will not yield for the consideration of this fund- 
ing bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not. 

Mr. FRYE. Then will the Senator from Alabama pardon me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not understand that it is necessary to make an 
assignment of this bill to any particular time. I understand that it 
comes up really every day at 2 o’clock as an assignment from day to day 
under the rule. Does the Chair so understand? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is uncertain whether that 
be the case or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me to suggest that it remains 
a special order. Of course the unfinished business takes precedence of 
it until the unfinished business is disposed of, but when the unfinished 
business is disposed of this bill will be the first special order in point of 
time. If this is the first special order made it will be before the Sen- 
ate no matter on what day that state of facts may exist. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the Senator from Tennessee, if there are other 
special orders, however, having precedence of it, does it not affect the 
relation of those orders to this? 

Mr. HARRIS. Not at all, for they take precedence in the order in 
which they were made special rather than in the order of days upon 
which they were to be considered as special orders. That is, the first 
special order made in point of time would be the first order of busi- 


ness. 

Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator from Tennessee does not understand 
that any advantage is gained by having this bill assigned to a day 
forward? 

Mr. HARRIS. I think not. 

Mr. FRYE. That was my impression. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It holdsits place after the unfinished 
business is concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Chair so holds, I make no further request. 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT TUNNEL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I crave leave at this time to offer a concurrent res- 
olution, and I ask for its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be received and read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the exist- 
ence and powers of the joint select committee in respect to the Washington 
Aqueduct tunnel and the water supply of Washington, created by the concur- 
rent resolution of the two Houses October 8, 1888, be continued during 
the present session of Congress to such time after January 1, 1889, as shall be 
Soeeaery. in the judgment of said committee, for the complete execution of its 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont to ex- 
plain to the Senate whether it is the purpose of the resolution to give 
to members of the present House whose term of office will expire after 
the 4th of March an authority analogous to that of committees of the 
body, and ifso, on what foundation the authority rests? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly not, Mr. President. It is not the _ 
pose and it is not the scope of the resolution. My friend did not hear 
it correctly. It provides simply that the existence and powers of this 
committee shall continue during the present session of this Congress 
until such time after the Ist day of January, when its powers now are 
to expire, as shall be necessary to complete its work. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Y, attention was not called to the resolution until 
the reading had ode f progressed, and I did not observe the limitation 
which seems to be there. I desire, however, to say, as I have said 
something about it heretofore, that I doubt very much the expediency 
or the wisdom of having such a service as this imposed upon a joint 
committee of the two Houses, I think each House had hetter deal 
with a subject by itself, as a general rule, and that is the general pp 
tice; but as this committee has begun its duties, of course itshould be 
allowed to complete them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I agreeentirely with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in regard to the general propriety of each House conducting its 
own investigations in its own way and under itsownauthority. Iwas 
not in the city when this committee was finally appointed, and found 
myself a member of it much against my own wishes, and endeavored 
to get excused but without success. However, finding myself a mem- 
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ber of it I thought it a duty to execute the will of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives to the best of my ability. 

The committee since the adjournment of Congress has been from 
time to time strenuously and deliberately engaged in pursuing this in- 
vestigation. There are nearly 4 miles of tunnel, and it requires a 
long period oftime, with the utmost that can be done, to ascertain the 
— condition of its lining, ete., which work is being executed un- 

er our direction with the utmost possible dispatch consistent with the 
certainty which we think Congress desired us to come to about it. 

It is quite impossible for our engineers to complete the examination 
of the work that has been done before the Ist day of January, and it 
will take some time afterwards. The committee, therefore, desiring 
to execute what the two Houses have imposed = them to do, in the 
best manner they were capable of, thought it fit to suggest that we 
must have more time to accomplish it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN, 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have found out what I did not know be- 
fore I came here—I have been away until to-day—that the resolution 
for the consideration of the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain in open session and the resolution to amend the rule in regard 
to the consideration of the extradition treaty, which, as is well known 
to Senators, are one and the same thing, have been reported without 
recommendation. I give notice that I shall move every morning in the 
morning hour to take up the resolutions for consideration, but I shall 
endeavor not to interfere with the business after the morning hour. I 
think there was an agreement or an understanding that the Senate 
would consider the matter somewhere about the first Monday of Decem- 
ber, and I should like to get it under consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Virginia that 
as I remember it is a matter which belongs to the executive session of 
the Senate and not the legislative session. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But the resolution to consider the treaty 
in open session is on the open Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not know that. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg your pardon, sir; itis. I know that 
it was always put into executive session before it was considered, but 
the motion was made in opensession. If my suggestion interferes with 
the remarks of the Senator from Alabama I shall wait until to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would prefer to proceed with my remarks now. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Von well. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
lation to the collection of the revenue, the pending question being on 
the amendment of Mr. Jonxs, of Arkansas. 

Mr. MOKGAN. The people to whom we sell this cotton, Mr. Presi- 
dent, are alleged to be paupers, so poor and so weighed down with 
governmental and other difficulties and misfortunes that they are will- 
ing even to labor for their daily bread at rates of wages which our 
people here can not afford to take and which we are not willi: to im- 
pose upon our people in our tariff legislation. You send our cotton 
crop out under this free-trade arrangement amongst paupers and beg- 
gars and lazzaroni to find a market among a people unable to buy to 
any great extent and certainly unable to buy it at any fair price, and 
yet those very people have the pricing of the whole crop; not only that 
which is carried abroad, but every pound that is manufactured in the 
United States. 

The spinners and weavers in the Northern States, or elsewhere in this 
country, receive the advantage of a depressed price put upon that crop, 
by necessity, through the inability of the poorer people of other parts 
of the world across the ocean, including all upon the continents of 
Europe, Africa, and Asia, to pay a fair price for it, hence the depres- 
sion in the prices of this staple in our vaunted home market. They do 
not seem to object to that at all. On the contrary, they are willing 
not only to buy cotton, flour, and previsions from the people of the 
United States at the prices of the foreign market, but go to one of them 
to sell a bale of cotton for the purpose of being spun into cloth or thread 
and they will at once quote upon you the Liverpool market, and when 
you investigate what the Liverpool market means you find that it 
means the measure of the capacity of the poorest class of people in the 
world to buy that which we produce, and at their own prices—regu- 
latyd by their poverty. That is the situation as to every agricultural 
production, and that can not be altered, unfortunately, unless we de- 
termine not to uce a surplus. Wecan not changeit. The Con- 
stitution is in the way of any change; and it will never be changed, as I 
remarked a while ago, until the people of the South reach that degree 
of ity or that degree of unity and harmony in their financial 
combinations that they will control the sale of the cotton crop of the 
United States. . 

It occurs to me, Mr. President, that it is a heartless thing, yes, a very 
cruel and a very heartless thing, for gentlemen who profit continually 
by the low prices of cotton in foreign marts thus caused and thus en- 





forced against us, to want to lay heavier burdens upon the cotton- 
planter than he now bears. I do not come into this Senate asa 

for the cotton-planter. Ido not put up a plea for the few thousands 
or hundreds of thousands or millions of dollars we have to spend and 
throw away under this system of law, but what I claim is justice, and 
I claim at least humanity in the action of those men who are profiting 
continually by a state of affairs which we can not help and which is 
put upon us by the power of foreign communities. These loud de- 
claimers for a home market for the farmer know that the home market 
in which they purchase all their necessary food and clothing has its 
list of prices fixed on the other side of the ocean by people who, they 
assure us, are paupers and are not able to pay a fair price for anything 
we can send to their markets. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask @ 
question ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In case of an increaseof duty upon cotton-ties, does 
the Senator from Alabama think the cotton-planter would feel the in- 
crease? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not any more doubt about it than I have 
that I am bound to pay for a meal’s victuals when I go to a hotel and 
inscribe my name on the register. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that burden will finally rest upon him? 

Mr. MORGAN. I say that, in the beginning and in the end, it will 
rest upon him, and nobody can take it off him by any fair logic. Cer- 
tainly the experience of the country shows this. If there is any logical 
process by which men can deceive themselves into a belief of that kind, 
as implied in the Senator’s question, it is utterly futile and not wurthy 
of the consideration of a mind that professes to be governed by common 
sense. 

I think, sir, that under these peculiar conditions it is the duty of 
the Senate of the United States in framing a tariff bill to try to lift 
this burden off this people, and not, as is done by the bill of the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, raise the duty 100 per cent. The House bill 
proposes to make this article duty free. The amendment which is of- 
fered here proposes to make it duty free. The Senate Finance Com- 
mittee bill takes the duty as it was before and adds 100 per cent. to that 
duty. There is no reason for it. There can be none unless there is 
still some remaining disposition on the part of our friends in the North- 
ern States to retaliate upon our pocket-books for some disagreements 
that have existed between us heretofore, or that may now exist politi- 
cally. Iwould recommend Senators to retaliate on something else be~- 
sides the pocket-books of the people of the South, which are very thin, 
very meager, and especially that they will not extend their retaliation 
to the pocket-books of the negroes. 

Now, what is this cotton crop about which we are talking? This 
year it rates at about 7,000,000 bales, which is rather ashort crop. It 
may run two or three hundred thousand bales beyond that. What was 
it in 1860? Scarcely 3,000,000 bales. What has caused this increase 
in the amount of production of cotton? The negroes have been turned 
loose; that system of labor which was supposed to have been thoroughly 
organized and to have gotten out of that race of people the last bit of 
physicalexertion they were capable of has been dissolved. The women 
of that race no longer work in the fields, except where they prefer to do 
it. The children are not engaged in agriculture or anything else, for 
the Bedouin donkey-drivers in the streets of Alexandria are a more 
promising set of people to-day than the young negroes who are being 
raised in the South, and that is not our fault. We made more of them 
than that when they were in slavery; not that we want the care of that 
institution restored to us or thrust back upon us, but these are the 
facts. Who, then, has put on this 4,000,000 additional bales of cotton 
to our annual production? The white men and white women and 
white children of the South. 

Go through my State, orany other Southern State, and you will find 
not merely in the fall of the year when the crop is to be gathered, but 
you will find all through the period of cultivation, the man at the head 
of his household, with his wife by his side, and his grown daughters, 
and his little daughters, and his boys following along, he keeping the 
foremost row with his plow or his hoe, as it may be, and they are cul- 
tivating the ground to produce these 4,000,000 bales in excess of what 
the negroes and planters could raise in 1860. That is the situation, 
and to these people who are charged here frequently with idleness and 
unthrift are we and all mankind indebted for the vasi increase of this 
invaluable staple. 

Ihave sympathy for those people, and I profess to be willing to lift the 
burden off them whenever I have an opportunity, without injustice to 
the country; and inasmuch as I have not the ability, and I know no 
man on this floor has the ability, to frame a statute or the part of a stat- 
ute that will give to any of those people what you call ‘*protection,’’ 
my duty is to see that we give them relief. You can not protect the 
man in the cotton-field; no law that you can devise will enable that man 
to share in the bounty of the tariff enactments of this country, which 
are falsely called ‘‘protection.’’ You can not gather money by taxation 
from the people of the United States and distribute it by law into the 
hands of these people through any tariff legislation that you can pos- 
sibly enact. Then what are you going to do for them? Why, sir, if 
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protection is a doctrine of the Constitution of the United States, it 
means protection for the consumer as well as protection for the manu- 
facturer, for | have yet to learn that there is any man or any class of men 
in the United States who are debarred from an equal participation in 
the privileges of the Constitution of the country. If the use of the 
tax laws to gather money out of the hands of the tax-payers and dis- 
tribute it into the hands of other people is a constitutional use of 
power conne sted with taxation, then I claim that it shall be exercised 
in such a way as that the consumer, the farmer, the cotton-grower 
shall have his adequate part in that constitutional protection. 

if the laborer in this country is entitled to have the tax laws so ar- 
ranged as to increase his earnings, no laborer is better entitled to this 


help than the cotton-grower. You can not give it to him by statute. 
You can not frame a jaw so as to put his money back into his hands. 
You can not possibly discriminate in your taxation in his favor by levy- 
ing a higher tax than revenue demands upon any commodity imported 
into the United States. That is impossible. Then what is the next 
thing? What is it my duty to contend for as their representative? 
That vou shall lift the burdens, lift every burden that you can, and 
let these people have a chance to live, to prosper by that labor which 
requires the time of the whole year to plant and mature and gather and 
market the crop. 

Upon that principle, Mr. President, if there were no other fact in 
this case, I should have a thoroughly just and honest and constitu- 
tional ground for appealing to Senators to take off the duty upon cot- 
ton-ties and cotton-bagging and to allow them to come in free - this 
country. 

It isa sin against justice and against humanity that we should force 
the growers of cotton to sell their crops, all they can grow, indeed, at 
prices fixed in the cheap markets of Europe, and then tax them to put 
money into the pockets of the men who purchase in the home mar- 
kets their produce at pauper prices, and spin and weave their cotton 
for sale. 

W hat work is it that these people are deing for the United States of 
America? Suppose you strike out the amount of money that has been 
produced annually by the cotton-growers of the United States since 
1866 and you can imagine then what would have been the condition of 
the public debt of this country and of its finances. Sir, this country 
would Rave gone to ruin; chaos would have taken possession if its 
financial condition. You can not strike out the annual production of 
the cotton-grower without bringing wreck and ruin upon the whole of 
this land. It isa cash crop, a crop that is marketed for gold in any 
market of this earth, it makes no odds what may be the difference be- 
tween gold and other species of circulating medium. It is a crop 
which, when it is baled up carefully, will keep for five or ten years 
without any deterioration; not like flour or wheat that the weevil will 
eat up, or bacon that will grow rancid, or lard that will spoil, or beef 
that will deteriorate. It isthe most reliable commercial crop that was 
ever grownin any country. It is a crop without which no man in this 
world can decently or comfortably exist who has got any idea of civili- 
zation, even the most faint. 

The Hettentot as he hunts the elephant and the rhinoceros and the 
ostrich through the plains of Africa, must have his cotton turban on 
his head and his cotton clout about his loins. The wildest Indian in 
the world, even the Esquimaux up in their cold and frozen zone, is not 
able to do without it, and if I could pass a decree apon this Senate to- 
day that no Senator here during the residue of his natural life should 
wear an article of cotton clothing, I de not know how I could inflict 
upon him a more severe discomfort. There is no class of humanity, 
there is no condition of humanity, there is no zone or latitude or longi- 
tude to which the cotton production does not find its way as one of the 
chiefest of the comforts of mankind, and also the very first civilizer of 
the human family, as well as the decorator of mankind in the very high- 
est and most beautiful reaches of civilization. It is a commodity of 
universal use, and we who contribute it in the United States below a 
certain isothermal line which it will not cross in its growth, are not ren- 
dering to the people of the United States anything but profit and 
strength in all their relations. The contribution from the agricultural 
fields of the South in this one product alone is equal to the labors of 

‘any other class of men that can be named in this world in its bene- 
ficial effects upon the Government and upon the social industries and 
institutions of the people of the United States. 

There is still ancther reason, an American reason, why the spirit of 
the legislation presented in the majority report of the Finance Com- 
mittee should be totally reversed. Icallitan American reason. Why 
do I do that? If you remember, during the four years of blockade 
that occurred while the civil war here was in progress, cotton went up 
from about 7 or 8 cents in the pound to 50 or 60. During that period 
the Government of Great Britain and the Governments of Germany 
and of France all put to work their enormous money power in their 
vast possessions, colonial and otherwise, in the and in the tor- 
rid zone, wherever they had a place that a cotten-plant would grow, 
they put forth every effort of skill and the power of money and every 
facility of transportation for the p ps supplying that necessary 
staple which was withdrawn by the blockade of the Southern coasts. 
And yet we find, in spite of all their assiduous efforts, that cotton rose 








and rose in the markets of the world until it went from 7 cents to 50 
cents or even 60 cents a pound in gold in foreign countries. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. A dollar 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt it went toa dollar, but I am try- 
ing to state everything within the line. 

What does that mean? It means that cotton, after all, is an Amer- 
ican product, and when I plead for itsexemption from this duty Iam 
far more concerned in fastening upon the legislation of this body a 
principle favorable to the production and manufacture of cotton than I 
am concerned for the amount of money that we should get rid of under 
this tax upon cotton-ties or upon bagging. I claim it peculiarly as an 
American production. Why so? Because, from the facts of physical 
geography that we did not create and can not undo and that will last 
while the conformation of the earth is just what it is now, the South- 
ern States of the American Union as far north as the crest of the Appa- 
lachian range, and no further north, will have the monopoly of the 
growth of the cotton plant in that quality that it is most useful in the 
manufactures which are needed by mankind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And in the North we havethe monopoly of wheat, 
I suppose. 

Mr. MORGAN. You have it now. Iam not drawing distinctions 
between the North and the South. I am trying to convince the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont that I am an American. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, I admit that. 

Mr. MORGAN. And that I appreciate this because it is an Ameri- 
ean production, and that I value it as an American production, and I 
think that an American Senator ought to be able to get over his sec- 
tional views sufficiently to look at it in this broad light. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what I think, and when American 
Senators from Alabama and Vermont agree that they will promote the 
industries of both States and productions alike and of all the other 
States, and get over the fallacy that the doctrinaires have taught that 
prices fall if you take off customs duties as a consequence, then we 
shall get on much better together. 

Mr. MORGAN. i donot propose to follow the Senator from Vermont 
in his black-letter definitions about tariffs and tariff fallacies. They 
have been with him a long time, and I do not think he will ever get 
overthem. Iam surehe willnot. I was discussing a different branch 
of this question entirely, to which his suggestion has not the slightest 
relevancy at all. I was insisting that by reason of the physical geog- 
raphy of this continent we have the monopoly in the Southern States 
of the cotton growth—not all the Southern States, but those that reach 
to the crest of the Appalachian range—and that this fact made it an 
American production and will continue to make it and hold it as an 
American production, in monopoly, as long as time shall last unless the 
configuration of the continent is changed. 

These are American facts because God made them such, and we can 
not justly ignore them. 

Now, you may take the oldest red-hill in South Carolina, or Georgia, 
and fertilize it with any description of fertilization that you please, 
which is valuable, and you can make more cotton to the acre upon it 
than you could when it was virgin soil. There are men in the State 
of Georgia who have taken those old red-hills and by fertilization have 
made three bales to the acre and gathered them and weighed them and 
carried them to market and sold them, and yet the richest acre of land 
in the bottoms of the a River or the Arkansas River will not 
make exceeding a bale and a half under the highest cultivation that 
you ¢an bestow upon it, 

Cotton, therefore, in the Southern States isa plant that depends upon 
the climate, and the climate is caused by the physical geography of 
the country with its attendant meteorological arrangements, and it is 
not because of a peculiarity in the soil, nor is it because of the degree 
of latitude in which the cotton is found, that it is grown successfully. 
You may search for cotton-fields, going south along the Atlantic coast, 
and the first one that you will find is in the vicinity of Petersburgh, 
in Virginia. If you will strike a line due west from that cotton-field, 
when you get to the Mississippi River or beyond the Mississippi River, 
you would have to go perhaps 100 miles south of that line before you 
would strike another cotton-field, showing that it is not the latitude 
but else that controls in this matter. 

You go on down the foot-hills of the Appalachian range, upon that 
bench of land that lies between that range and the South Atlantic 
Coste and you will find it acontinuous cotton country until you come 

to Chattanooga, in Tennessee, There you will find a very slight di 
vergence to the north some of the valleys of the State of Ten- 
nessee. You will cross with the cotton line about the northwestern 
point of the Tennessee boundary into Missouri, and there you will swing 
down to the Ozark Mountains; and you will follow the crest of the 
Ozark Mountains far down into Arkansas until you get to Fort Smith. 
After you have reached Fort Smith you will ascend the Arkansas River 
into the Cherokee Nation but a few miles until the cotton belt disap- 

rs. 

It does not appear in Kansas at all, which is a country of great fer- 
tility. Then you go on aline from that point to the Cherokee Nation, 
about to Piedras Negras, on the Rio Grande, and there you find the 
northern limit and the western limit of this isothermal line which 
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bounds the cotton-growing region of that country. East and south of 
this line cotton will mature; north and west of it it will not mature 
into a good commercial staple. 

Now, what is the reason for this? It is obvious, Mr. President, that 
the shelter of these high ranges of mountains makes the seasons south 
of them and east of them longer than they are to the west and north 
ofthem. It requires a longer season to grow cotton than it does any 
other plant that is indigenous in the United States. 

We have the longer season produced by this and other natural causes. 
Here come the trade-winds that pass across the Gulf of Mexico, across 
the South Atlantic, across the Gulf Stream, that give off an enormous 
amount of moisture with an average temperature of the surface of 83° 
by the thermometer. They take up the warm moisture from these 
oceans and seas and waft it to the lands, and at the crest of the Appa- 
lachian range they meet the colder currents of air coming to the south, 
and there the moisture is precipitated that is necessary to produce and 
nurture the cotton plant. 

Here we have a long season. We have heat and moisture in com- 
bination, warm rains early in the season that give us this wonderful 
power of producing cotton in the United States, which is not equaled 
upon any other of the continents or islands of this earth. 

Allthe great nations have searched the globe in vain to finda cot- 
ton region that can in any profitable degree rival this peculiar nurs- 
ery of the cotton plant, so important to us as a source of national 
wealth. 

Cotton is therefore peculiarly an American production, and in that 
one fact there isas much of future power and prosperity in this country 
as you can gather from any other fact on which the future is to depend 
in respect of our progress. This is not a crop to be ignored or lightly 
laid aside, nor should those who grow it be maltreated or treated with 
jealousy or suspicion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend, the Senator from 
Alabama, if the precise and first practical question now and here is not 
whether putting cotton-ties on the free-list will benefit the producer 
or baler of cotton in respect of reducing the price of those ties? 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I think it will, Mr. President. Perhaps the 
Senator from Vermont and I differ about that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I am on the question whether that is not the 
precise point that is up for consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not the point of my remarks at this mement. 
I do not know what is in the Senator’s mind. i am discussing this 
question in my own way. I should be very glad to accommodate the 
Senator by narrowing my remarks and confining them to his own par- 
— proposition, perhaps; but I prefer to take a more liberal view 

it. 

I prefer, Mr. President, before coming to the minute suggestion of 
the Senator from Vermont, that I should confine my remarks to the 
question whether the planters would get the cotton-tie cheaper under 
free trade, free of duty, thaa they would under the tariff, to make 
some further statements about the utility, power, and influence 
of the cotton production. I think if the Senate could have a proper 
estimate of the value of this crop as an American crop, and of the em- 
barrassments that it is enthralled with in consequence of our constitu- 
tional provision aid the laws of trade which we are unable as yet to 
master, there are several things in connection with the cotton industry 
upon which they would be disposed to relax the severity of their bur- 
dens considerably. 

I think, for instance, they would be disposed to take off alarge part 
of the tariff duties upon cotton-spin i in order that we 
might locate our manufactories near to the fields and commence there 
the and weaving of cotton in its rudimental forms, and par- 
ticularly that we might be enabled thereby to manufacture the bag- 

for our cotton, which now costs us $7,000,000 a year, estimating 

at a dollar a bale. For this we are t entirely on foreign 

countries, because it is made almost exclusively of jute, not grown here, 

and a very large portion of which at least is spun and woven in for- 
eign countries. 


Mr. RANSOM. No, it is woven here. 

Mr. MORGAN. But it is under a trust. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the article the Senator is now alluding to? 

Mr. MORGAN. Jute. 
, 04 ALDRICH. What is the article which he says is spun from 
ju 

Mr. MORGAN. Cotton-bagging. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is all made entirely in this country; it is not 
made in Europe at all. 

Mr. MORGAN. We know since the trust got hold of it that it has 
been made here. I understand that. 

ee There has been no trust at all within three or four 
mon 

Mr. MORGAN. Never mind about the months; it has been here, 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been no trust since June. 
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Mr. MORGAN. The patient is convalescing, but is not well, and the 
Senate can, by administering a little tonic here in this legislation, make 
it entirely well. 

Mr. RANSOM. We broke down the trust. 

Mr. MORGAN. We broke itdown by not buying. That Is the way 
we broke it down. We had to combine against it. 

There are various matters of legislation connected with this great 
American industry of cotton growing that need the attention of this 
body. That crop and the growers of it need relief; they necd help. 
They can not get it in the form of protection. It is impossible that they 
can get it in that form. I say that the true policy, one that everybody 
ought to agree in, is to lift from these people all the unnecessary bur- 
dens, to say the least of it, under which they are laboring; and when 
we find a plethoric Treasury, overflowing with money (and we have no 
need of revenue for any purpose at all in excess of that we have got now), 
there can be no good reason, it seems to me, for changing the duties 
upon cotton-ties so as to make them 100 per cent. greater than they are 
at present under the act of 1883. 

I could proceed in this direction ani suggest a number of things, and 
perhaps before this bill is disposed of these suggestions will be made 
either by myself or by my colleagues on this side of the Chamber, in 
which relief can be given to the cotton-growers by modifications of the 
tariff bill as reported by the majority of the Senate Committee on Fi- 
nance. For the purpose of justifying in a general way that movement 
on our part, I took occasion to allude to this as an American crop, as 
an American monopoly, and as one of the most efficient of all the com- 
mercial agencies through which we make exchanges with foreign coun- 
tries. 

It comes nearer being money than any other crop that can be named. 
Like money, it will keep in spite of weather, heat or cold, in a state of 
good preservation for years and years. It is always ready when the 
spinner desires to spin it. Soif we have a large excess of cotton in 
the United States and have the ability to hold it, we could command 
for it our prices or hold it two and three and four years and make ex- 
cellent interest upon the investment. That is done very frequently by 
planters who are forehanded, and that is a method of economy in the 
use of our resources which, I think, I might very well commend to the 
intelligence as weil as the patriotism of this honorable body. Our peo- 
ple should be enabled to do this by every just measure of legislation 
that we could devise under the Constitution. 

As toits being an American monopoly, there is another fact necessary 
to be stated in respect of it. I mentioned a while ago the efforts that 
bad been made during our war for the production of cotton by England, 
by France, by Germany, and I might have included Brazil. ‘Those 
governments laid themselves out with ali the powers that they possessed 
to grow cotton during the four years’ period of our war. Four years is 
long enough to establish a cotton farm. You have no preparation to 
make for it, except to bed up your ground and sow your seed and go to 
cultivating it at the proper season of the year. They had four seasons 
of experiment there, and what was the result? Great Britain made 
500,000 bales of cotton in India, and what next? In making 500,000 
bales of cotton she brovghton a provision famine in India that was the 
most excruciating and horrible that history contained any account of. 
In Egypt the government raised 225,000 bales of cotton, and with the 
very sameeffect. Starving laborers in Egypt, whose labor had been di- 
verted from the production of grain crops to cotton, strewed the plains 
of the Nile with their dead bodies. How was it in Brazil? She made 
a similar effort and totally failed. 

These failures occurred on the part of these great governments when 
they were deprived of this necessary element of manufacture, of art, 
of civilization, and of human comiort. Those governments devoted 
all of their powerful energies to the production of cotton, and in the 
example which they set through their labors on that occasion they 
demonstrated beyond question that the United States of America has 
got the monopoly of the cotton growing of this world; and, quoting as 

I do from the opinions of men who are more able and experienced than 
myself, these facts relating to our physical geography and their con- 
cutring effect, I believe that I have succeeded in demonstrating before 
theSenate to-daythat this monopoly of the cotton growth in the United 
States is one upon which we can calculate with absolute certainty. It 
is, therefore, a feature of our continent, a feature of our Government, 
a feature of our civilization, in which men from the North cought to 
feel as much interest as men from the Seath. 

But I protest that there is no industry in this land that is loaded as 
the cotton industry is with taxation. My estimate is that the people 
of my State, including a tax of 5 mills levied by the State and not ex- 
ceeding 2} mills levied by the county, and including the taxes of the 
municipalities, pay a tax annually of $11,500,000. A million and a half 
of people make the average per capita tax in the State of Alabama some- 
thing like $7.50. That, sir, is an enormous burden upon any people. 
It certainly is an enormous burden on a people who are confined by the 
laws of the climate to the production of one leading crop. 

It has been suggested, yes urged, on the floor of the Senate, as it has 
been suggested and urged through the newspapers in the South, and 

the writers in periodical magazines, that the people of the 
South, in order to get rid of this trouble of low prices imposed in foreign 
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markets, ought to shorten the production of cotton. Mz. President, it is 





an argument against humanity to speak of shortening up that which no 
man can do without. Thesame argument would apply with equal force 


to the shortening of the wheat crop in the Nort*:ern States because of its 
price abroad, and those men have to ioil for it in cold and in heat for 
the low price of 50 or 60 cents a bushel at their granaries. Statesman- 
ship forbids the suggestion that any agricultural people, or, indeed, any 
manufacturing, or any fishing people, should shorten up their produc- 
tions, relax their energies, cut down the amount of human food or cloth- 
ing that they produce, in order to starve the generations of this earth 
who do not happen to be of our family, or upon ourcontinent, into the 
payment of higher prices to us for our labor. 

The remedy, Mr. President, is not in the direction of shortening up 
the crop. That is a remedy that the people of the United States will 
not accept in respect_.of any of their industries, whether they are manu- 
facturing or agricultural, or even the industry of timber cutting and 
timber preparation for market and common use. Thatargument is op- 
posed to the genius of the American people. While you may makeit 
persuasive and logical upon paper, you can not get anybody to adopt 
it, or to follow it. The most strenuous exertions will be put forward 
in every department of human industry in the United States and by every 
industrious man in this country to produce all that he can out of his 
daily or his yearly work, and it is not the part of good statesmanship 
to undertake to check or restrain them in their endeavors to multiply 
or to increase in this respect. 

What, then, is the remedy? It is to take from them burdens, to 
lift off of them the burdens that are unnecessary, so as to make their 
industry more profitable and more useful to mankind; and inasmuch 
as I havesuggested, and I hope Senators will reflect upon it, that no 
man on this floor can put into this tariff bill a single feature of protec- 
tion in favor of the cotton-planter, I think I have the right, in thename 
of the American people, and of this great American industry, too, to 
ask that you will lift the burdens off of it whenever you can do so 
without damage to the revenues and the Treasury of the United States; 
and when you have a full and an overflowing Treasury it seems tome it 
is the right time to take off taxes. 

The particular tax in question upon cotton-ties has still another pe- 
culiarity, and one that to my mind is quite disagreeable. It has been 
said here that the iron-makers and iron-manufacturers at Birmingham 
can supply the raw material cheaper than it can be supplied anywhere 
else in the United States. There is no doubt about that, and I will 
add that they can supply better raw material of hematite iron than 
any other part of the United States. They can not supply a pound 
of steel under any process of manufacture that is now known at the 
rates of cost which prevail among our more fortunate producers of steel 
in the States nearer to Lake Champlain and Lake Superior; but in 
hematite iron they can make it cheaper than you can make it, of the 
same quality, at the Cleveland district in England. They can make 
it cheaper than you can make it in any district in the United States, 
whether it is charcoal iron or whether it is coke iron. These facts are 
established beyond dispute and are irreversible. 

IT am very happy and proud for our whole country that Senators 
burden their speeches with these new but very important facts. God 
has blessed Alabama with these benefactions in such degree of bounty 


that we have no need to rob any other people to enable us to use, 


them. 

Now we come to the proposition, why is it that we shall not stimu- 
late our iron-men in Alabama so as to enable them to make our hoop- 
iron to tie our cotton bales in the neighborhood of these cotton planta- 
tions? First of all, they do not need the stimulus. When I find two 
classes of people in my State, one prospering and the other continually 
going down, one earning money through tariffs or independently of 
tariffs and the other losing money continually by the drainage of tar- 
iffs, it occurs to me that it is my duty as a legislator, first, to try to 
relieve those who are in distress. I should first try to build up those 
industries that need my help before I try to make men richer upon 
whom God has conferred benefactions of such an ex i char- 
acter thet they can get rich in spite of North or South or East or West, 
Pennsylvania or England. 

That is the situation of the iron industry in Alabama. We have 
there limitless fields of the most superior quality of coking coals. 
They are accessible by the easiest of engineering to the introduction of 
railways. They lie hugged in the embrace of great river systems. It 
is but a short distance to the Mississippi, the Tennessee River skirtin 
the northern boundary of the iron-fields and coal-fields, and the Ala- 
bama River skirting the eastern boundary; and the Coosa River, now 
soon to be opened; the Warrior River, opening right through the heart 
of the great region. The descending grade for railways from every 
iron and coal field in the whole of Alabama to the Seuth Atlantic and 
to the Gulf makes the transportation of our uctions to the sea- 
board a bagatelle compared to the cost of b iron ores from Lake 
Superior, and breaking bulk at Cleveland, and hauling them across 
the Alleghanies to Johnstown. 

These are a few, and only a few, of the reasons which sustain the in- 
evitable fact that Alabama has got the superiority in power of iron 
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production, and can produce hematite iron cheaper than it can be pro- 
duced in any other part of this world. It is the coal-fields that do it, 
with fringes of iron ore that lie clear around the coal-fields. These 
coal-fields, like those in- Wales, draw to them the ores to be melted, 
and would bring them much greater distances. 

It is the case in Alabama just as it is in Johnstown, Pa. If our 
ores, instead of being in absolute juxtaposition with the coal itself, 
so that a twenty-minutes’ haul will bring the material together, were 
as widely separated as Johnstown is from Duluth, at the western bor- 
der of Lake Superior, you would still find these ores would be dug out 
of the earth and would find their way by railways and canals and rivers 
to this remarkable coal-field in the center of Alabama. 

The iron-men of Alabama, thus blessed with these natural facilities, 
can stand in defiance of tariff legislation and grow rich. They do not 
need it; not many of them ask it. Nature has put them ae 
where tariffs only create competition with them in the No States 
of this country instead of taking out of competition with them the En- 
glish iron producer, who can not, after all, come to our country with 
his pig-metal with any success. 

Therefore, when we come to think of what may be done in the way 
of tariff, pretection to the iron manufacturers at Birmingham in the 
matter of making hoop-iron for the binding of cotton-bales, I can find 
ample reason for voting to take off this tribute levied by the law upon 
the cotton-planter, and which he is bound to throw away under the 
rules of trade, without doing the slightest harm to the iron industry of 
my State. Our interests are mutually dependent, and “‘live and let 
live’’ is our just maxim. 

There was a time when iron cotton-ties were made in Alabama, and 
it was a very good article indeed, a better article than I have ever geen 
made and brought from Pennsylvania or from England. Why > — 
t t 
it was because of a decision of the Secretary of the Treasury upon the 
Mr. ALDRICH. Under the act of 1864. 

Mr. MORGAN. That decision so changed the rate of duty in re- 


spect of lengths of iron cut for cotton-ties that it was thrown down to 
35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. President, there onght to be sincerity in all things. If you can 


not make cotton-ties in Alabama for a duty of 35 per cent., why is it 
that in this tariff measure reported by the Committee on Finance we 
find a‘number of duties levied upon iron production in the United 
States and iron manufacturers in the United States that sink far be- 
low 35 per cent.? Why isit that you can not make a cotton-tie with 
35 per cent. duty when you can make numbers of the articles in this 


very bill at lower rate ad valorem than 35 per cent.? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are those articles ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall have to get a paper and read them to the 
Senator. I did not intend to be very specific about it, but I will call 
them out to the Senator. There is a table that the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CocKRELL] had. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If itis not perfectly convenient to the Senator, I 
will waive the inquiry. 

Mr. MORGAN. It would be very inconvenient at this moment. 
There are a number of articles in the bill of iron manufacture which 
fall below 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The difference between the tariff of 1864 and the tariff of 1883 upon 
cotton-ties was a very small difference, perhaps not more than 2 or 3 
per cent. Theduty under the act of 1864, continued in the act of 1883, 
was 35 per cent. ad valorem. I think it was one and six-tenths of a 
cent per pound. Cotton-ties were made between 1864 and 1883 in Ala- 
bama, and they were largely made there. There was at one time ata 
little town called Helena, in Alabama, under the charge of Mr. Pell, 
a cotton-tie-rolling mill. He started off with bright prospects of suc- 
cess, and distributed his ties about in Mobile, Montgomery, Selma, 
Rome, Georgia, and at Atlanta and other commercial points in reach of 
® man with small capital, and he sold them with great facility. 

At that time, however, there was a patent on the buckle, and he was 
compelled either to invent a buckle of his own or resort to this other 


buckle. The name of it I forget, but it is very common our 
people in the South; I ought toremember it. So his er, who was 
afterward governor of invented a buckle got a patent for 


it. He putiton his tie and felt that he was out of the woods; he 
thought that the buckle monopoly which had found its way into the 


g | hands of a Pittsburgh firm could not any longer overpower his little 


rolling-mill at Helena. At that time every cotton-tie in the United 
States was made in Pittsburgh and made by one company, except those 
mevhes Mr, Pell’ partner with his patent, putting his buckle 
r. ~ came out t, 
on his own cotton-tie and selling it in the marts that I have mentioned, 
this Pittsburgh company went to these respective places, and with their 
superior capital they put their cotton-ties on the market at a rate that 
Mr. Pell eould not to sell them for, and they held them there, 
and literally choked his enterprise to death. It was not exactly a trust, 
but a corporation that had monopolized, its industry and en- 
terprise in the use of this patented buckle, the sale of all the cotton- 
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Mr. MORGAN. I am answering one now the Senator has asked, 
and I do not know that I can undertake the task of answering any more. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould be much gratified if the Senator would 
yield. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator what benefit it 
would be to the laboring class in this country to have the privileg® of 
buying luxuries abroad if they had no employment here and nomoney 


to buy them with, as would be the condition under free trade? 
Mr. MORGAN. If we keep on taxing them they will always be in 
that condition. There is ho poor man in this country who can rise 


out of the rut if you do not take the tax off him to some extent and 
let him have a chance. The honorable Senator himself, I think, was 
once a laborer, if I have heard his history correctly stated, and it is 
one of the most admirable points in his history, the earlier part of his 
life was spent among the industrial people of this country and he had 
hard labor to perform. Now behold him in his majesty here, looking 
like the Sierra Nevadas, on which he lives, in their grandeur, and as 
prominent in the Senate as the Sierra Nevadas are with their snow- 
capped tops in the geography of the country. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEWART. Itis entirely owing to a protective tariff by which 
I could get wages enough to start on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Behold that Senator now come up to the full en- 
joyment of the luxuries of life, and behold the magnificent palace with 
which he has decorated this beautiful city. His fortune has not been 
perhaps all of it the work of his own hands; he may have profited by 
tariffs or some other matter; he may have had luck in mining or some 
thing of that kind; but I should like to see every American citizen 
enjoy as fully as the Senator from Nevada does all the luxuries and the 
splendors of life, and there are millions in this country who are just as 
well entitled to it as he is or as I am. 

I do not believe in this doctrine of taxing a man to make him rich. 
My opinion of the American character and the American people is that 
if you will allow them the free and untrammeled enjoyment of the 
resources of their own genius and the fruits of their own labor they 
will rise into riches and power and prosperity; and if any are left be- 
hind it will be only those who will deserve it. 

I believe, Mr. President—and I take occasion here to announce it— 
in a government that is not rich. I believe in a people who are rich. 
I believe in keeping the Government of the United States down to its 
necessary expenditures, and I think that those expenditures ought to 
be considered with great care in reference toeconomy. I do not believe 
that it is right to tax any man to enrich another. I believe that the 
only legitimate use of the taxing power is to support the Government, 
economically administered, and not to build up a favored class in this 
country, or favored classes, at the expense of the toiling millions. 

Those are the views that guide me in respect of general legislation 
upon the tariff subject. I believe that there are no classes in the 


United States to-day who are so borne down with the oppressions of 


taxation as the agricultural classes, whether cotton-growers, wheat- 
growers, or the growers of any other kind of American production. 
There are 17,000,000 people engaged in this pursuit against about 
5,000,000 engaged in manufactures; and yet we find that princely for- 
tunes are made by men who control manufactures. They grow rich in 
a year. Menspring up into enormous fortunes aggregating $20,000,000 
and $30,000,000, who perhaps when they first set foot upon this soil 
only had a smal) handkerchief full of clothes and a staff to bear them 
about upon their shoulders. I do not object to this when itis fairly 
done; but when I come to count up the number of men that it has 
taken at a dollar a day to work out these profits in favor of these fa- 
vored pets of your tariff system, I find that a fortune of $30,000,000 
thus accumulated has cost 30,000,000 men a hard day’s work. 

I believe in that sort of legislation which understands and respects 
the labor that it costs a poor man to earn a dollar. The men who un- 
derstand that, the people who understand and feel it, will not be lavish 
in expenditures and will not attempt to persuade the — man that 
they are conferring untold blessings upon him when they are taxing 
him for the purpose of furnishing him a market, as it is called, or for 
the purpose of making somebody else rich. Neither will he believe it 
when he comes to pay for his goods that his family uses, the sugar that 
they consume, the iron that they must use in their agriculture, the 
steel implements and all else, even to the school-books with which he 
educates his children. It is hard to make him believe that if a book 
costs 75 cents, which, without the tariff, would only cost 50 cents, that 
that extra quarter of a dollar is paid by somebody that prints it across 
the water. ‘There is too much nice philosophy in that to bear the test 
of common sense, 

These people, whatever they may have done in the past, are now on 
the march with a bold and defiant front, and they will continue it un- 
til they have compelled the Senate and the House of Representatives 
and the President of the United States te come down to a just basis 
of taxation and relieve them from some of the burdens that are loaded 
upon them so enormously, 

I wish in this connection to call atiention to a fact, and that is, the 
amount of mortgages that, as is stated, are upon the lands of the peo- 
ple of the Northwest. Before doing that, however, I desire to say 








that the capitalists in the Northern States, while the carpet-baggers 
were in force in the South and had the authority over us, were afraid 
to invest their money upon mortgages in our Southern lands. The re- 
sult is that there are not many mortgages held in the Northern States 
upon Southern lands. Nevertheless, they are being mortgaged rapidly 
and ata terribly usurious rate of interest. Where does the money come 
from? Who are the mortgagees? The British people. The British 
capitalists are swarming the South with their money. You can not go 
to a considerable village in a Southern State to-day but you will find 
the authorized agents of British capital there loaning money to the 
people at from 12 to 25 per cent. per annum and taking mortgages for it, 

Why are the agriculturists who produce three hundred and odd mill- 
ions of money a year, and throw it into the exchanges of this country, 
so crippled and borne down that they are compelled to resort to the 
same plan that y’ ar agriculturists in the North were, to load their es- 
tates with mortgages at usurious rates of interest? The Northeastern 
people, from New York and the East mainly, own the mortgages upon 
the Northwest, but the British people own the mortgages upon us, and 
it is getting to be an evilof such dimensions as that the thoughtful men 
of the South are beginning to inquire whether, after awhile, the British 
people are not going to dispossess them of their homes, and introduce 
immigrants from their own country to take possession of these lands. 

You find some objections stated occasionally to British immigration 
into the Southern States, and this is what it means. The people of 
the South are afraid that their lands are going to be taken from under 
their feet in virtue of these mortgages by foreclosures, and that the occu- 


pants of the land hereafter will be the tenantry of the British landlords. 
There may come a time even in the South when landlordism will 
dominate the Southern States and come from England, as landlordism 
now dominates Ireland and comes from England. , 


What has been the effect upon your agriculture? It is stated in a 
speech made in the House of Representatives by Hon. Ricnarp P. 
BLAND, of Missouri, that in Ohio the mortgages amount to $701,000, - 
000, in Indiana to $398,000,000, in Illinois to $920,000,000, in Wiscon- 
sin to $250, 000,000, in Michigan to $350,000,000, in Minnesota to $175, - 
000,000, in Iowa to $351,000,000, in Kansas to $200,000,000, and in 
Missouri to $237,000,000. That statement was denied in the House 
by Mr. Browne, from the State of Indiana; and the following is the 
remark of Mr. BLAND upon this objection being interposed: 

Admitting the lowest estimate to be the most correct, it is simply appalling. 

This is the estimate of Mr. Bowne, of Indiana: Ohio, $350,000,000; 
Indiana, $175,000,000; Illinois, $200,000,000; Wisconsin, $100,000, 000; 
Michigan, $125,000,000; Minnesota, $70,000,000; Lowa, $100,000,000; 
Nebraska, $50,000,000; Kansas, $50,000,000; Missouri, $100,000,000; 
in all, $1,295,000,000 of mortgage money upon their lands. Mr. 
BLAND’s statement was $3,422,000,000. 

Take it either way; put the figures down just as low as you can get 
them, and yet the startling fact comes to the attention of the people 
of the United States that the agricultural industry of this country, 
for some cause or other, has been compelled to go deeply in debt, to 
mortgage the very firesides of the farmers, in order to get money to 
conduct their operations. 

What have these farmers been doing? Speculating in tariff profits ? 
No. Where is the bounty that you have conferred upon them in any 
particular? Not one stiver out of all the enindes of millions of 
bounty that have been extracted by the tariff from one class of people 
and paid to another. You have been putting these people under the 
leech system of extracting the blood from them continually and pre- 
cipitating them into the hands of these men, who, after the capital has 
been accumulated, are able to lend the money upon these mortgages to 
the people out of whom it has been taxed. 

That exhibit shows in the Northwest precisely what is taking place 
in theSouthnow. Thosemen who are enabled to accumulate enormous 
masses of capital from the tariff system and through the financial sys- 
tem of the United States and of , through commerce, as it is 
called, have the power to lend money to these men at enormous rates of 
interest, which they are compelled to mortgage their estates to pay; and 
I dare say that these mortgages are not bei oa Se. A friend 
called my attention to a humorous remark by the editor of a Chi- 
cago paper the other day, in which there were a large number of fore- 
closures advertised. Theremark was: ‘‘ These homes willall be bought 
in the home market.’’ Yes, they will be bought in the ‘‘home mar- 
ket.’’ The farmer’s home at last finds a home market, and his family 
the wilderness. 

This exhibit shows that the agricultural industries of the United 
States are under foot and are being er out by the money power. 
The only chance we have to give them relief,’as I have frequently re- 
marked since I have had the honor of taking the floor, is to lift the 
burdens. If some Senator will devise a scheme by which the agricult- 
urist is to receive out of taxation his part of the protection that is 
prated about on that side of the Chamber, then I shall be red for 
anew experience in life. As I see it, there is not a man on this earth 
who can devise a principle of tariff taxation or put an amendment in 
this bill which will relieve the agriculturists this country to the 
extent of one cent otherwise thar by lifting burdens off of them. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I am in favor of low taxation instead of 
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high. We have an abundant and overflowing Treasury. We have 
there a fund which stands in that Treasury as a temptation to constant 
corruption, as an inducement to constant raids, and the sooner we make 
up our minus to allow the people who earn this money to keep it in 
their own pockets the sooner we will do justice to ourselves and our con- 
stituency. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, there is a point of view in which this 
duty upon cotton-ties in relation to cotton has not yet been alluded to 
which I think worthy of consideration. 

The Constitution of the United States prohibits the levying by Con- 
gress of any tax upon exports, and it contains a further provision pro- 
hibiting the States from levying a tax upon exports. I think it is a 
proposition which will be conceded by all persons that a tax or duty 
that is collected exclusively from exports or in chief part from exports 
to that extent is within the spirit if not the letter of the Constitution. 

This subject is not now brought in connection with the tax bill 
before the Congress of the United States, but has had in the legislation 
of the States and of consideration before the Supreme Court 
of the United States. In the case of Almy vs. The State of California, 
in the year 1860, Chief-Justice Taney decided that a tax imposed by 
the State of California upon a bill of lading of gold was within the con- 
stitutional inhibition upon that subject, and he used this language: 

So in the case before us, If the tax was laid on the gold or silver ex 


rted, 
every one would see that it was repugnant to the Constitution of the United 
States, which in express terms dechenes that “no State shall without the con- 


sent of Congress lay any imposts or duties on imports or exports, except what 
may be absolutely necessary for executing its inspection laws.” 

But a tax or duty on a bill of lading, although differing in form from a duty 
on the article ee, is in substance the same thing; fora bill of lading, or 
some written instrument of the same import, is necessarily always associated 
with every shipment of articles of commerce from the ports of one country to 
those of another. The necessities of commerce require it. And it is hardly less 
necessary to the existence of such commerce than casks to cover tobacco, or 
bagging to cover cotton, when such articles are exported to a foreign country; 
for no one would put his property in the hands of a ship-master without taking 
written evidence of its esoulee on board the vessel, and the purposes for which 
it was placed in his hands. The merchant could not send an agent with every 
vessel, to inform the consignee of the cargo what articles he had shipped, and 

rove the contract of the master if he failed to deliver them in safety. A bill of 

ing, therefore, or some equivalent instrument of writing, is invariably asso- 
ciated with every cargo of merchandise exported to a foreign country,and con- 
sequently a “y upon that is, in substance and effect, a duty on the article ex- 
ported. And if the law of California is constitutional, then every cargo of 
every description exported from the United States ma made to pay an ex- 
rt Guty to the State, geecetes the tax is imposed in the form of a tax on the 


ill of lading, and this in directo ition to the plain and express prohibition 
in the Constitution of the United 28. 


I also cite the following authorities bearing on this subject: 

The prohibition in both cases has reference to the imposition of duties on 
goods by reason or because of their exportation or intended exportation, or 
whilst are beingexported. Thet would be laying atax or duty on exports, 
oron arti ecpeten. within the meaning ofthe Constitution.—U. 8. Pee 507. 

And so we think they continue to be until they have entered upon their final 
journey for leaving the State and intoanotherState. It is true it wassaid 
in the case of the Danie] Ball. 10 Wall., 557, 565,‘‘ wheneveracommodity has begun 
to move as au article of trade from one State to another, commerce in that com- 
modity has commenced.”” But this movement does not begin until the articles 
- been shipped or started for transportation from the one Stateto the other.— 


The p nti contends that the charge for the stamps required to be placed on 
packages of manufactured tobacco intended for aon was and is a duty 


on exports within the meaning of that 

States which declares that ‘no tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from 
any State.” But it is manifest that such was not its character or object. The 
stamp was intended for no other pu than to separate and identify the to- 
bacco which the manufacturer desi: to export, and thereby, instead of taxing 
it, to relieve it from the taxation to which r tobacco was subjected. It was 
a means devised to prevent fraud and secure the faithful carrying out of the de- 
clared intent with regard to the tobacco so marked. The payment of 25 cents 
—S ae oe Was no more a tax on the export than was the 


vessel in which it was transported, or for making out and 
certifying the manifest of the cargo. 
* 


* * * 2 + & 
aS Ge peatiinn of a duty under the pretext of 
fixing a fee. In the case under bering aee regard tat “inti 


y that lati- 
tude of discretion which the is entitled to exercise in the selection of 


, we can not say that the charge 

ngement ofthe constitutional 

to be, a fee or charge for ene nase ate, Speenniel wae tt 

on h the cireumstances of the case render necessary for the protection of the 
Government.—2 Otto, pages 374, 375, and 376. 

The construction of this clause, when the power has been directly 
exercised by the Congress of the United States, by the Supreme Court, 
Justice Bradley rendering the opinion, although deciding that in the 
case of tobacco a stamp affixed by the act cf Congress upon the tobacco 
for export was not within the inhibition of the Constitution, because 
it was a regulation to distinguish the tobacco while in process of ex- 
portation, recognized, however, the proposition that a direct tax, a tax 
upon something invariably associated with the article exported in the 
act of exportation, would be within the spirit as well as the letter of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. President, it is entirely clear that the article exported is a differ- 
ent thing from that attachment to it or that subject of taxation associ- 
ated with it which may be necessary for its exportation, and while, 
therefore, Semen £ it may not be within the letter of the Constitn- 
tion, yet it is equally true that if the policy of the Government as pro- 
vided in its constitutional and organic law be to relieve exportations 
to foreign countries from taxation and to prohibit the levying ofa duty 
or a tax upon them, then whatever article is the subject of exportation 


to a foreign country, and whatever article connected with it and neces- 
sary in that exportation, ought to be free from any tax or duty or im- 
position of any kind. 

How can you distinguish if the thing taxed in connection with the 
export is used for that purpose and that purpose only? Where is the 
distinction? Although it be made out of iron, and although it may be 
used for some other purpose, yet in its use in connection with this ex- 
portation how can you justly distinguish a tax of export,as was done in 
the case in California by an attempt to tax the bill of lading by taxing 
the export, by levying a duty upon the imported article imperted for 
the purpose and with the effect and for the use of the exportation of 
this article alone? 

It seems entirely clear to me that the encouragement of exports is 
not only a constitutional and an organic policy, but is a wise policy on 
the part of this Government. It has no connection with this question 
of protection or the contrary, but is connected exclusively with that 
proposition. 

There are exported to foreign countries 5,000,000 of the 7,600,000 
bales of cotton grownin thiscountry. There areconsumed in this coun- 
try two-sevenths of the entire production. This article of cotton-ties 
is imported exclusively for the exportation of the cotton from either 
the State in which it is made into some other State or to foreign coun- 
tries, five-sevenths of which form an export to foreign countries. 

Where, then, isthe propriety, asa matter of policy, ofconstitutional law, 
in imposing a duty upon cotton-ties imported for the purpose of export- 
ing a bale of cotton to a foreign country? You mustconsider unques- 
tionably, as five-sevenths of the total production are for foreign export, 
that it must give character in any proper legislation to the two-sevenths, 
and that the regulation of the law, the duty musf be imposed with ref- 
erence to the effect upon the five-sevenths which are the subject of for- 
eign export instead of the two-sevenths which are the subject of local 
consumption. 

It will be noticed, Mr. President, that this provision of the Constitu- 
tion prohibiting any levy of a tax or a duty upon exports does not re- 
late toa direct tax. It does notsay that no direct tax or duty shall be 
laid on articles exported from any State. It says ‘‘no tax or duty,’’ 
whether direct or indirect, ‘‘shall be levied upon any article exported 
from any State.’’ 

{ undertake to say, Mr. President, that the proposition can not be 
denied, if it is taken by itself and argued, that when a cotton-tie is im- 
ported into this country and a duty imposed upon it—and five-sevenths 
of the quantity of cotton-ties imported are used for the purpose of ex- 
porting cotton—a tax on that tie is an indirect tax upon that export, 
is an indirect duty upon that export, and in this point of view it seems 
to me while there is no American industry to be protected, while it is 
acknowledged that the purpose is to develop in the future some specu- 
lative or industrial interest, while the entire quantity of this article is 
imported from abroad, that the levy of this tax to be paid out of the 
exports of the country, five-sevenths of it, which must determine in any 
wise and proper system of legislation the character of the legislation. 
Five-sevenths of it to be levied upon the exports of this country is cer- 
tainly not defensible in any point of view, whether it be as a protective 
system or as a duty collecting a revenue, for there is no pretense what- 
ever that this tax, whether it be the tax of the original bill or the tax 
of the Senate substitute, subserves any other purpose than that of tax- 
ing the export of five-sevenths of the cotton crop exported for the ben- 
efit of a few individuals. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. 
**vea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEorGE’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GrorGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I was paired, 
I think, for a month before the adjournment of the last session with 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAuLSBURY]. I then went home 
and I have heard that the pair has been transferred to another Senator. 
Therefore I do not feel at liberty to vote. If at liberty, I should vote 


‘ec ’ 
nay.’ 


I am paired with the Sen- 
If he were here, I should vote 


Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson]j. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. I announce my pair with the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Frye]. 

Mr. PUGH. Ishould vote ‘‘ay’’ if I were not paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuUNDs]. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I inguire if the junior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray] has voted? ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


I am paired with 


He is not recorded. 
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Mr, CULLOM. J stand paired with him. If at liberty to vote, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. SaBrn] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr BLACKBU RN], who is absent. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Scnator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to announce the pair of the senior Senator 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator from South Car- 
olina [Mr. BurLeR]. ‘The Senator from Pennsylvania, if present, 
would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—18, 
Bate, Eustis, Morgan, Vance, 
Berry, Faulkner, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Colquitt, McPherson, Turpie, 
NAYS—23. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Allison, Evarts, Morrill, Sherman, 
Chace, Farwell, Paddock, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hawley, Palmer, Stockbrid 
Davis, Hoar, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Quay, 

ABSENT--35. 
Beck, Cullom, Hampton, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Danidél, Hearst, Sabin, 
Biair, Edmunds, Hiscock, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Bowen, George, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Gibson, Manderson, Teller, 
Butler, Gorman, Payne, est, 
Call, Gray, Plumb, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hale, Pugh, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COKE. In paragraph 137, line 495, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out all after the word ‘‘shall,’’ down to and including the word 
‘*made,’’ in line 497, and inserting ‘‘ be admitted upon the payment 
of 35 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 495, after the word “‘shall,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph down to and includ- 
ing the word ‘‘made,’’ as follows: 

Pay two-tenths of 1 cent per pound more duty than that imposed on hoop 
or band iron or steel from which they are made. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Be admitted upon the payment of 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

So as to read: 

And hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel flared or splayed shall be ad- 
mitted upon the payment of 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to say a few words in reference to this amend- 
ment. 

This is a bill professing to reduce taxation and revenue. Asitstands 
now with reference to this particular item, cotton-ties, it isa very large 
invrease of taxation and will necessarily make a large increase of rev- 
enue, because it is admitted that the article is one not made in this 
country and will have to be imported, and a very much larger duty 
must of course produce a very much larger revenue in proportion. 

The industry upon which this tax is imposed is one that at least 
should not be discriminated against; it is a great industry in a large 
section of this country. I venture the assertion that there is not an 
industry in the country that pays those engaged in it less money. It 
is a common saying throughout the Southern country that it takes 
thirteen months to make and gather and market a crop of cotton. It 
is a crop which is made almost exclusively by labor. There is very 
little machinery used in the making or preparation of it. The locks ot 
cotton that are taken from the bolls must all be picked with the fingers. 
Human fingers pick out every lock of cotton oe into the seven 
million bales that are made in this country. It is all labor; it is in- 
cessant labor; it is labor that commences in January and runs fre- 
quently into February or March of the next year in making and sav- 
ing the crop. 

Mr. President, the people who make the Jeast money on their labor, 
who live harder, who labor more hours in the day and more days in 
the year than any others, are these same people wo live by cultivating 
cotton. 

The seven million bales of cotton that go into commerce and help to 
create the exchanges credited to this country are an immense item, and 
the people who produce them surely ought not to have unfriendly 
islation leveled against them. If no relief can be given them, and it 
is admitted none can be given by legislation, certainly they should et 
have additional burdens placed upon them. That crop—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 
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Mr. COKE. I should prefer to goon. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It will be a very short question, and will 
require but a very brief answer. 

The PRESIDENT eo a Does the Senator from Texas yield ? 

Mr. COKE. I will yi 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does the Senator think that those who 
produce the iron and make the hoops ought to be taxed and let the cot- 
ton go free? 

Mr. COKE. I will answer the Senator’s question, if I think it neces- 
sary, before I get through. 

Mr. President, this is the great money crop of a large section of the 
Union, which it takes all the labor of that country to make, which is 
the most exacting crop that is raised in this country, which is more 
frequently subject to disaster than any other, to destruction by floods 
and drought, by the army-worm, the boll-worm, and other destructive 
insects which attack the cotton crop in some portions of the country 
every year. I say if we can not legislate to give any relief to the peo- 
ple who make this crop, we surely ought to avoid unfriendly legisla- 
tion against them; and that this is unfriendly legislation it needs only 
that the bill be read clearly to perceive. 

After fixing the duty upon hoop-iron the paragraph says: 


Provided, That hoop or band iron,or hoop or band steel, cut to length, or 
wholly or partially manufactured into hoops or ties for baling purposes, ete., 


shall pay two-tenths of 1 cent per pound more duty than that im- 
posed upon it cut in any other method or manufactured for any other 
purpose, 

It is a deliberate blow, as it will appear upon the statute-book, if this 
bill goes into the statute-book as a law, at the great industry ‘of cot- 
ton raising in the United States. It can not appear in any other way. 
Why should this be so? I will refer to a fact or two for the purpdse 
of showing the injustice of the bill as it now stands. 

Our friends on the other side of the Chamber have said all through 
the tariff discussion that the object and purpose of a protective tariff 
was to enable the manufacturer to pay wages, and good wages, to the 
American workingman; that capital could take care of itself and needs 
no protection; that labor and only Jabor received the benefits of pro- 
tection. 

I have here from the Bureau of Statisticsa statement of the per cent. 
of wages paid in the iron and steel and other industries of this country. 
I find the per cent. ee in iron and steel manufactures is 18.77 
per cent. The m that is that on each $100 worth of manu- 
factured iron and steel saat thaws has been paid out $18.77 for the labor of 
manufacturingit. This statement comes froni the Bureau of Statistics, 
and is official. 

I have besides an estimate taken from the speech of a distinguished 
Republican made in the House of Representatives in 1878, Hon. H. C. 
Burchard, of Illinois, afterwards the Director of the Mint, a@ life-long 
Republican, who places the per cent. of paid in iron and steel 
manufacture at 17. Mr. Burchard intimated no doubt of the correct- 
ness of his figures. The amendment I offer allows 35 percent. It pro- 
poses to let this tax remain as under the existing law, at 35 per cent., 
and this rate, according to the statement of the Bureau of Statistics as 
to the amount of wages paid in this industry, and according to the state- 
ment of Mr. Burchard, to which I have just referred, will doubly pay 
back every dollar that is paid out for wages in the manufacture of cot- 

-ton-ties. 

Mr, President, these are the facts and the figures. Eighteen and sev- 
enty-seven one-hundredths 7 cent, is the rate aid for the wages in the 
iron and steel industry in country; 35 per cent. is the rate of duty 
allowed by my amendment to the manufacturers of iron and steel cotton- 
ties, double the amount out for wages, or nearly so. Ought not 
this to be sufficient? y should it be increased to 108 per cent. ina 
bill professing to reduce the revenue, professing to reduce taxation, and 
that, too, on an item pertaining to an industry that for many years has 
been more depressed than any other industry in thiscountry ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Would the Senator object to my asking hima 
SS ree ee may arrive ata common und Secctatebtne, Doow’ 

is? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know what particular peond of lainey 
the Senator is referring to, but I understand him to that only 18 
to 19 per cent. is out forlabor. Now, I will take for illustration 
a ton of iron $18. Nineteen per cent. of that, or I will take it at 


Eighteen and seventy-seven one-hundredths per cent. 
is the cost of labor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will make it a trifle to save me the trouble 
of multi , ete. Nineteen percent. would be $3.42, and that leaves 
$14.58. t bothers me is to know what in the world the manu- 
ees Sees oe. 

I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that the 
eee me from the Bureau of Statistics were taken from the 
the being furnished there by manufacturing ex- 
and who in fact wrote the very reports 


ae an 
Fem whi ante are taken. 


It is evident, I submit, that the Senator has mis 
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understood or unintentionally misapplied those figures. Of course it 
is quite ridiculous to suppose that the raw material in the ton of pig- 
iron cost $14.58. The raw material was the red dirt inside the mount- 
ain, which was worth—I can scarcely get at what it was worth—two 
or three dollars, perhaps, or it may be one dollar, I will say, for a ton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A ton and a half. 2 

Mr. HAWLEY. A ton anda half the Senator says. It would not 
cost $2 at the outside, which would be an extravagant estimate for the 
red dirt out of which thisis made. We will say that every other cent 
of it is labor in some form—by the man who shoveled it into the bar- 
row, and the one who got it down to the train or the sloop on the 
river, and the one who got it to the furnace, and the one who got it 
back to another sloop or another railway train, and soon. It is all 
labor from the red dirt up. It seems to me, with ali due respect to 
the Senator, that it is quite ridiculous to say that only 19 per cent. of 
that is labor. 

I will make a suggestion to help the Senator out. Another man 
pays $18 for that ton of pig-iron, which is almost wholly labor, and 
he takes it and puts 19 per cent. on that and sells it for $25 a ton, 
and makes two or three dollars profit. It is true that what he sells 
for $25, or $100 we will say, has had 19 per cent. of labor, but that is 
only the labor he has put on it. We must go back to the original prod- 
uct, the raw material. 

Mr. COKE, I have a very brief reply to make to the Senator from 
Connecticut. Iam no expert in these matters; I know very little about 
them. I take what is told me, what is taught me by others who do 
profess toknow. I can refer the Senator to the speech of Mr. Burchard, 
made in 1878, in which he discussed this whole question of wages and 
the per cent. of wages entering into all classes and sorts of manufact- 
ures, and he placed the per cent. of wages in the iron and steel manu- 
facture at 17. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Just one remark and I will not trouble the Sena- 
tor further. I say to him that the percentage of labor in the great 
body of these manufactures is 90 per cent. I will not undertake to 
prove it now, for I have not the documents with me; but it is 90 per 
ceat. There is plenty of proof in the permanent REcoRD, and it is to 
be got in a hundred orem The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
explained it here just before the adjournment. 

Mr. COKE. I must put the assertions of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics, as shown in his official certificate now before me, and of 
Hon. Mr. Burchard, of Illinois, against the assertions of the Senator 
from Connecticut. Iam notan expertand I can not determine between 
them, but Mr. Burchard made this speech in the House of Representa- 
tives in 1878, and his figures were not controverted in the House. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps he had ‘“‘leave to print.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COKE. And he was indorsed by a Republican administration, 
which appointed him Director of the Mint after he had served in the 
House. He placed the per cent. of wages in the steel industry at 17. 
The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics places it at 18.77. These gentle- 
men ought to have known what they were talking about. This is an 
official table, furnished, at my request, by the Bureau of Statistics, and 
Mr. Burchard’s speech, in which he made the statement to which I 
have referred, is of record, and in the extended debate that ensued I 
do not see that it was controverted at all. 

So, then, upon these authorities the amount of money necessary to pay 
the labor for making this particular form of iron manufacture is, say, 
19 per cent. Put it, if you please, at20 percent. If my amendment is 
adopted it leaves, then, 15 per cent. clear profit for the manufacturer. 

Mr. President, this is about all that I care to say, except upon a 

int which seems to have interested the Senator from Massachusetts 
Ptr. DAWES] very much yesterday, with reference to the payment of 
the duty, who pays it, whether the consumer, the manufacturer, or the 
foreigner. I am not going to discuss that question. I simply want to 
read a little authority on it and leave the Senator from Massachusetts 
to deal with that authority. Mr. Clay, in 1832, speaking of the pub- 
lic debt, said: 

It is so nearly be totally extinguished that we may now safely inquire 
whether, without prejudice to any established policy, we may not relieve the 
consumption of the country by the repeal or reduction of duties. 

Ex-President John Quincy Adams, when a Representative in the other 
House from Massachusetts, on May 23, 1832, submitted to the House 
from the Committee on Manufactures his celebrated report, No. 481, in 
which he discussed fully who pays the tariff duties, and said: 


But the duty upon the article imported from abroad enabled the domestic 
producer to enter into competition with the importer from abroad. So long as 
this competition continues dnty operates as a bounty or premium to the do- 
mestic manufacturer. But by whom is it paid? Certainly by the purchaser ot 
the article, whether of f or of domestic manufacture. The duty consti- 
tutes a part of the price of the whole mass of the article in the market. It is 


substantially paid upon the article of domestic manufact ll 
that of f production. Upes one it isa bounty, seen the other ie he ~ 
oO 


and the repeal of the tax m perate as an equivalent reduction of the price 
of the article, whether foreign or domestic. ~s . » 
The incidental effect of competition in the market, excited on the part of the 

i manufacturer by the aggravation of duty upon the co ding ar- 
ticle imported from abroad to reduce the price of the article, must be transient 
and momentary. The general and permanent effect must be to increase the price 
of the article to the extent of the additional duty, and it is then paid by the 
consumer, If it were not so, if the general effect of adding to a duty were to 


make the price of the article upon which it is levied less, the converse of the 
roposition would also be true, and the operation for increasing the price of the 
omestic article would be to repeal the duty upon the same article imported— 
an experiment which the friends of our internal industry will not be desirous 
of making. We can not subscribe, therefore, to the doctrine that the duties of 
import protective of our own manufactures are paid by the foreign merchant 
or manufacturer. 


Mr. DAWES. What is the date of that? 

Mr. COKE. Eighteen hundred and thirty-two. 
John Quincy Adams. It is report No. 481. 

Mr. DAWES. That was fifty-six years ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the principle changed? 

Mr. DAWES. Fifty-six yearsago! We have had the experience of 
fifty-six years since then—— 

Mr. COKE. Yes, I guess we have, but we have never yet had an 
abler man than John Quincy Adams from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator is willing—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. Does he mean by yielding to interrupt me the mo- 
ment I begin? 

Mr. COKE. I did not know you were proceeding, and beg pardon 
for the interruption. 

Mr. DAWES. _I wish to say, sir, that that experience has demon- 
strated, and the price current of every article affected by a protective 
duty will prove what I stated, that prices have been going down all 
the time under the influence of protection. If the Senator can tell me 
how a man can come into this country when he finds the market occu- 
pied and put an addition upon the cost of his article equal to the duty, 
and make a man side by side who can get it without duty pay the 
duty—if the Senator can invent a way to make him do it, I should 
like to hear it. 

Another thing. This duty, the Senator says, is not only a tax upon 
the man who buys the foreign article, but it enables the domestic man- 
ufacturer to raise the price of his product to that level. 

Mr. COKE. That is what Adams said. 

Mr. DAWES. Wait one moment untili get through. If that is 
so, it enables the domestic manufacturer to puta profit upon his article 
over and above its cost equal to what we call the tariff orduty. Now, the 
Senator says that the average duty or tax upon all manufactures con- 
sumed in this country is 47 per cent. Two-thirds of all consumed in 
this country is produced in this country, and, according to the Sena- 
tor’s theory, the producer can add to the cost 47 per cent. He could 
not build a wall around a manufactory high enough to keep all the 
capital of the country from going into the production if it could make 
47 per cent. out of it. 

Whenever the foreigner brings his articles in here and pays the duty 
and finds the market empty, as he will under free trade, as he will un- 
der any tariff that drives out the domestic manufacture, when he finds 
the market empty, he can charge his duty upon the consumer; but 
when he finds the market occupied by the American producer, he has 
got to pay the duty himself and bring himself down to the common 
price. 

Mr.COKE. The Senator, as all protectionists do, claims for the pro- 
tective tariffs all the advances made by all the elements of civilization 
in this country for the last one hundred years. That is what he does, 

Mr. DAWES. About fifty. 

Mr. COKE. He claims forthe protective tariff the benefits conferred 
by all the machinery, by all the inventions, by all the labor-saving ap- 
pliances that have been invented in a hundred years all over the world. 

Mr. President, while the average of the tariff is 47 per cent., I have 
never taken the position that the entire 47 per cent. is added to the 
price of all the articles of domestic manufacture. I believe that in 
various ways that is decreased. [I do believe that of that 47 per cent. 
an average of at least 30 per cent. is placed upon all the manufactured 
products of this country. This, I think, can be demonstrated. 

Mr. DAWES. Now, allow—— 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator excuse me for a little while? He 
made a speech awhile ago. Now, I want to say very little more. I 
believe that the workingman, for whose interest and benefit it is as- 
serted the tariff is enacted, is the worst-swindled man in this country 
under it, except the farmer. 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me to ask you a question now. 

Mr. COKE. Iwill not right now. 

The workingman saves little or nothing of his wages. When the 
end of the year comes he has expended itallinliving. The cost of his 
living is increased from 30 to 47 per cent., while he receives a pittance 
of from 18 to 21 per cent. in the different branches of manufacture in 
which he is employed. The operation of the tariff will after awhile 
be understood by the plain people of this country. They are being 
rapidly educated upon it. 

Senators say they have a popular verdict approving the Republican 
tariff scheme; that the question is settled. I tell them they were never 
more mistaken. The fight has only commenced. The agitation will 
continue, will go on without ceasing, will not let up, but increase in 


It is the report of 





een ct paren ag Tre npn anaemia tre cy OR 
oe * ne 


a 


ew eee wee 
oo aa 


SS hE Fs 


ie 


Oe i IT ae ta a FD a AR CE, SE PT en 





190 





warmth and vigor and earnestness until it is settled and determined 
that there can be no lawful or legitimate taxation except that which 
aims alone to raise revenue for the support of the Government. 

But to return to the amendmentI propose. I appeal to Senators not 
to increase the tax upon the cotton producers of the South, as this bill 
does, professing at the same time to be reducing taxes, and as the Sen- 
ate has just refused to lessen the taxes of these people, at least to leave 
the burden where it stands now under existing law, as my amendment 

proposes. 

: M r. DAWES. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas declined 
rather brusquely to yield to me after he had answered my suggestion. 
If it arose trom anything that I said which annoyed him, I regret it 
very much. 

Mr. COKE. I assure the Senator that I meant no discourtesy to him. 
I was simply im the middie of a sentence, and I did not feel like yield- 
ing then. 


Mr. DAWES. Iam sure the Senator knows that whatever I may 


have said I did not mean to be in any way discourteous to him. 

The Senator says that he does not think that all this 47 per cent. is 
by the operation and effect of the lew an addition to the cost of the 
article on the part of the consumer. The President says it is. The 


President says that this duty enables the domestic producer to add an 
egual amount to the cost of his article, so that those whe buy the do- 
mestic article, as well as these who buy the foreign article, are obliged 
te pay an equivalent, which goes, he says, into the pocket of the pro- 
ducer and never reaches the Government. Of course, if that be so, it 
is clean profit. Now, the Senator says he does not agree with the Pres- 
ident to that extent, because there are other considerations which enter 
into the matter, and he does not think that it enables the domestic pro- 
ducer to put on more than 30 per cent. profit. Heinsists upon it that 
the American producer is enabled by this tariff duty to put on 30 per 
cent. profit. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr. DAWES. Let me get through with this and then J will. 

‘There is nothing to hinder every mortal of the 60,000,000 people in 
this country going into any one kind of man ; andif you just 
convince the capitalist that he can make 30 per cent. in the manuifact- 
ure of articles affected by the tariff, he will not be lending his money 
out in lowa and Minnesota by the hundred millions at 6 per cent., as 
my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], the Senator’s colleague, says he 
is doing. I want to know why itis $300, 000,000 have been loaned 
out by capitalists in Iowa and other Western States at 6 per cent. in- 
terest when the same capitalists can put it into the manufacture of 
articles covered by the protective duties and make 30 cent.? 

My colleague [Mr. HoAR] suggests, how is it that ae ill 
can get its bonds taken at the low rate of 4 per cent. or 3} per ~~ 
or 3.65, when the money can be invested in mannfactures, under the 
cover of law, so as to make 30 per cent.? I suggest with due 
with all respect to my friend from Texas [Mr. Cox8], that he is mis- 
taken. There is no truthin that statement. The fact is that the duty 
is only a tax upon the consumer when the foreign product finds an 
empty market here, but the object of the duty is to enable the Ameri- 
can manufacturer to fill the market, and when the foreigner comes here 
with his article and finds the market supplied he has to come to the 
American terms and pay all the additional expense himself. It is as 
plain as A, B, C. 

Besides all ‘this, the statistics are open to my friend which show that 
the average dividends of all man establishments for twenty- 
five years have not exceeded 5 per cent.; and yet the Senator will tell | the 
the American people that they are taxed to enable the producer in this 
country te pocket 30 per cent. profit, and in order to stop that condi- 
tion of things we must our industries to the foreigner, and 
let the foreigner, after he has extinguished production here, set the 
price himself upon that which he sells us. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VANCE. I just want toinquireif the market is empty, so that 
I ean introduce something [laughter], and then I will give way to the 
Senator from Texas. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from North Carolinais 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. COKE. Isimply <n on p are to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, that my proposition was that the earn ae _—— 
more for all they consume by reason of the protective 
manufacturers pay their $10,000 or $15,000 or $20,000 salaries to hele 

residents and to their clerks and to all their nephews ae ee 
infolks who are employed, I do not mean to 
they have 30 per cent. to divide among the 


ie 
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the people of this country pay 30 per cent. Se neseeeans 
they consume by reason of the existence of the tariff. 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I owe an apology to the Senator from 
Sean. JonEs], for I promised to yield to him, and forgot to 
80. 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I only wanted to call the attention of the 
Senator to what appeared to me to be a misstatement of facts that I 
supposed he did not intend to make. He stated that the President of 
the United States said in his that the 47 per cent. of duty 
on the imported article was paid also to the manufacturer of the domes- 
tic article. TheSenator omitted to state that the language of the Presi- 
dent was that in many instances this was the case, and the statement 
made by the Senator from Texas was exactly in the same line. He 
said the average was, in his opinion, 30 percent. He did not undertake 
to say that in no case was 47 per cent. ever taken. 

Mr. DAWES. The language of the President was in one place that 
nearly the same amount was added to the cost of production by the 
American producer, and before he got through, being led on by the zeal 
of the argument, he omitted the word ‘‘nearly”’ stated that it was 
the amount. 

The Senator from Texas now says that very possibly the manufact- 
urer does not put all that 30 per cent. in his own pocket, but he gives 
away all but 5 or 6 per cent. of it to his clerks and his presidents and 
his officials, and does not keep in his own pocket more than 5 per cent. 
of it,and gives the restaway. To such extremes are menled whostart 
from the false premise that this duty is a tax upon the consumer. It 
meets the fact at every turn in the history of all the industries of the 
country which it is obliged to get around in some such way as that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me toask 
him a question in the line of his su mn, because I should like to 
have it ples gpa We import largely of a given article, to the New 
York et, say, and we are man in New York or else- 
where in this country precisely the same kind and the same quality of 
article; for many years we have imported and are continuing to import, 
and for the same period we have manufactured and are continuing to 
manufacture it; and both the imported and the home manufactured 
article are being sold from day to day in the same market to the same 
people; do they not sell at the same ? 

Mr. DAWES. Very likely. If of the same quality I presume they 
do sell at the same 

Mr. HARRIS. Pron i is it not certain, or if it be not certain, Ishould 
be glad to have the Senator’s answer, that the importer would not con- 
tinue from year to year to import and sell unless he made at least a 

or some profit wpon the transaction after paying the duty? 
And if the two sell at the same price does not the consumer pay the 
tax as well upon the home manufactured competing article as he does 
upon the im article? 

Mr. DA I will tell the Senator a fact which occurred within 
the last six months in a trade which has been going on in that way for 
a great many years—the manufacture and im of woolen goods. 
A foreign manufacturer came over to this country with $225,000 worth 
of woolen goods—I know the names of all the parties commected with 
this transaction—and offered them at so low a rate to a very large pro- 
ducer in this country of ready-made clothing that it surprised him so 
much that he went among the heavy dealers and got two of them to 
join him in the whole amount, and after the check was 
drawn for that whole amount he asked this foreign producer how much 
he had made on that sale of $225,000 worth of these **Made!”’ 
said he, ‘‘I lost $40,000 on it.”” He was asked, “‘Why did you bring 
them here and offer them in our market for $40,000 less than the cost?"’ 
The answer was, “ are what is left; we filled our market and 
ae it is a dead loss to us unless we can turn it, 

feuaraee that we can get from it isso much gain.’’ That is 

can sell by the side of our producer. 

Mr. Mz. HARRIS. Am I to understand from the answer of the Senat: r 
that he thinks all of our importations, or the majority of them, or ary 
considerable proportion of them are the refuse stocks left over 
in foreign countries and sent here to be sacrificed and rid of? 

Mr. DAWES. Whether it isa large majority or not I do not know, 
but I have no doubt that it is a considerable ; and in the 
legitimate trade where the foreign manufacturer is able to come in and 
compete with the American producer it is attributable to the fact that 
ils cots untae ener thane oan. 
of his article so much cheaper that he can pay the duty and 
self still on a level in the market with the American producer. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will yield, I will move that the 
Senate do now 

Mr. PLATT. I ask the Senator from New Jersey to withhold that 
motion for a moment that I may make a request of the Senate. 
an eo a tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro oo ae The Senatcr from New Jersey, the 

ves 
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like to have passed over. They are paragraphs 171 and 172, about cut- 
lery, and paragraphs 173 and ist about fire-arms. I wish the Senate 
would give unanimous consent that if those paragraphs are reached dur- 
ing my absence they may be passed over until my return. I shall be 
back on aie 
The PRESID pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
shall thoy be = 172, 173, and 181 may be passed over informally, 
reached during the present week, until his return from 
Conmeations Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. McPHERSON. I renew my motion. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri wanted a brief execu- 
tive session. I him to make that motion at 5 o’ clock. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. He is not here; let us have it to-morrow. 
Mr. VEST. You mean the senior Senator? 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes; I mean the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL]. I will not the matter. 
The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON |] moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, December 13, 1888, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1888. 


The Honse met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Minsurn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

The following additional members appeared and took their seats: 

Mr. CHARLES H. Grseson, of Maryland. 

Mr. Josery M. Carry, of Wyoming. 

Mr. Isaac 8. STRuBLE, of Iowa. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL OF MAY 21, 1888, 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, i rise to a question of privilege. In 
examining the advance sheets of the Heuse Journal! of last session as 
sent to the Pablic Printer, I find on page 1956 in the proceedings of 
May 21, 1888, that on my motion to move to suspend the rules and 
pass House bill 8191, the bill known as ‘‘ An act to enlarge the powers 
and duties of the Department of Agriculture, and create an Executive 
Department to be known as the Department of Agriculture,’’ the pub- 
lished Journal fails to give the title of the bill or its number. 

The entry which appears in the Journal is simply this: ‘‘ Mr. Ha'rcu, 
under instructions from the Committee on Agriculture, moved to sus- 
pend the rules.’’ I find, from an examination of the minutes of the 
Journal Clerk, that the title and number of the bill were correctly 
stated by him, but in transcribing the minutes in the Clerk’s office and 
in preparing the Journal for publication those points were omitted and 
ae was no statement of the title or the number of the bill which I 

to pass under a suspension of therules. The closing line of the 
eutry ue “So the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed;’’? but 
there is nowhere a statement of what the bill was. I move that the 
Journal be corrected, and that the Journal Clerk be instructed to cor- 
rect the proof-sheets of the printed Journal, so that the statement there 
— conform to the minutes and show the number and title of the 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. Harcu] moves 
that the printed Journal of the proceedings of the House of the 21st of 
May, 1888, be corrected so as to show the facts as stated by him. 

Mr. HATCH. I find upon examination of the RecorD of the pro- 
ceedings of that day that it is correct, stating properly and in full the 
motion made by me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the printed Journal be 
corrected so as to state in fall the number and title of the bill which he 
moved to pass, under the of the rules, on the 2ist day of 
May last, and that the Clerk of the House be directed to correct the 
printed Journal accordingly. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, how does the original Journal describe 
the transaction ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has not examined. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me that.a correction of the printed Journal 
would not be sufficient. 

Mr. HATCH. The minutesof the Journal Clerk show the title and 
number of the bill , but in transcribing the entry from the 
minutes into the Journal of the House, the number and title of the 
bill were left out, and they were also left out of the proof-sheets or 
the copy sent to the Public Printer for publication. 

Mr. REED. As I understood the Chair, the motion which is being 
put is to correct the published Journal.’ It seems to me that there 
ee eee of which the printed publication is only 
: » and f-neatvection & to be made, | think ts enghs to be meds 

nt a adiiest, 


Mr. HATCH. That was my motion, to correct the Journal of the 
House and also the proof-sheets. 





The SPEAKER. Thenthe Chair did not state the gentleman’s mo- 
tion correctly. The Chair understood the gentleman to move that the 
Clerk be directed to correct the proof-sheets. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Hatcu] is that the Clerk be directed to 
correct the original manuscript Journal of the House and also the proof- 
sheets in accordance with what is shown by the manuscript minutes, 

Mr. HATCH. And shown also by the indorsement on the bill, 
which shows that the bill passed the House on the 2ist day of May, 
1888, under a suspension of the rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. Now I ask unanimous consent to report a bill back 
to the House from the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first proceed to execute the rule of 
the House unless some matter of privilege is presented. 


RELIEF OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS, MINNESOTA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 7935) for the re- 
lief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, 
with an amendment of the Senate thereto. 

On motion of Mr. PEEL, by unanimous consent, the House non-con- 
curred in the amendment of the Senate and asked for a conference. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of Mr. 
PEEL, Mr. HupD, and Mr. NELSON as the conferees on the part of the 
House. 


NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN BAILROAD COMPANY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 779) for the re- 
lief of the New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite 
leave of absence. 


PAYMENT OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


Mr. ROGERS. I risetoaquestionof privilege. Iam directed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report back witha favorable recommen- 
dation the resolution which I send to the desk and toask for its cousid- 
eration now. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


ly THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, December 10, 1888. 


Mr. Roeers introduced the following resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary : 


‘* Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested to inform the House of Representatives whether in lis opinion there 
will resalt any embarrassment or delay in the administration of the law in the 
courts of the United States because of the following proviso attached to the ap- 
propriation for the payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals 
and deputies for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, namely : 

‘ Provided, That not exceeding $300,0000f this appropriation may be advanced 
to marshals, to be accounted for in the usual way, the residue to remain in the 
Treasury, to be used. if at all, only in ao of the <scounts of marshals 
in the manner provided in section 856 Statutes.’”’ 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ou 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. HATCH. I now ask unanimous consent to report from the 
Committee on Agriculture, with the Senate amendments, the bill 
known as the Agricultural Department bill. I ask that the Senate 
amendments be non-concurred in and the conference asked by the 
Senate agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill, with the amendments, will 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House bill No. 8191, to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department of 
Agriculture and tocreate an Executive Department to be known as the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, September 21, 1888. 

Resolved, That this bill pass with amendments: 


Page 1, lines 1 and 2, strike out “ establishedat the seat of government of the 
United States. 


Page 1, line 3, strike out “to be known as the Department of Agriculture.” 
1, line 12, strike out the word “and” where it occurs a second time. 
1, line 14, strike out the word “ hereafter.”’ 

Page 1 line 16, strike out the word “ first.’’ 

Page 1, line 17, after “ the” where it oceurs the seeond time insert “first.” 

Page 1, line 19, strike out “law” and insert “‘ laws.’ 

Strike out all of section 5. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri {Mr. Hatcs ] that the House non-concur in these amend- 
ments and to the conference asked by the Senate? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that question is determined I would like 
to have the gentleman from Missouri state the substance of section 5. 


aut 


Mr. OATES. If this is likely to provoke discussion, I must call the 
order. 
Mr. HATCH. Iam notgoing totakeupanytime. I have the floor 


and will not yield toany one for discussion or consume any time my- 
self in discussing the bill. I will simply answer the inquiry of the 
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gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dinairy], who is a friend of the bill. 
‘We want to get the bill in conference in order to perfect it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I merely asked the gentleman to state the substance 
of section 5. 

Mr. HATCH. That is the section providing for the transfer of the 
Weather Bureau service to the new Department. I want to keep that 
in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? The Chair hears none; and the order is made, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], as 
the Chair understands, demands the regular order. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole orf the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the special order, known as the direct-tax bill; and pending 
that motion I move that the general debate terminate at quarter past 
1 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Louisiana[Mr. BLANCHARD] 
desires to report the.river and harbor bill for the purpose of having it 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union and 
printed. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] yield? 

Mr. CASWELL. I will yield for that purpose. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I am instructed by the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors to report the bill which I send to the desk, and to ask that 
it be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union and printed. 

The bill (H. R. 11765) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain pablic works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes, was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I reserve al} points of order on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed, all points 
of order being reserved. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—SULLIVAN VS. FELTON. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a priv- 
ileged report, 

ihe SPEAKER. There is a privileged motion now pending. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, The report I submit is of the highest 
privilege, being the report in a contested-election case. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be sent to the desk. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, from the Committee on Elections, sub- 
mitted the report of the committee in the contested-election case of 
Frank J. Sullivan, contestant, vs. Charles N. Felton, contestee; which 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask leave to submit the views of the minority, to 
be printed with the raport of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MORRILL. With the consent of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. CASWELL] I ask unanimous consent that members having 
reports to make from the various committees of the House may have 
leave to present them at the Clerk’s desk for proper reference to the 
Calendars. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

PRINTING OF REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably Senate concurrent resolution to print 38,000 copies of the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Education for 1887-88; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF SENATE EXECUTIVE DOCUMENT NO, 231. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably House resolution to print 5,000 copies of Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 231, first session of Fiftieth Congress; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably House concurrent resolution to print the annual vol- 
umes of the astronomical observations of the Naval O for 
1886, 1887, 1888; which was referred to the Committee of the 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF REPORT OF SENATE INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE. 
Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 


back favorably Senate concurrent resolution to print 6,000 extra copies 
of the report of the Senate select committee to inquire into the methods 


of business, etc., in the Executive Departments; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF ADDITIONAL COPIES OF UNITED STATES MAPS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably Senate concurrent resolution to print additional copies 
of the United States map of the edition of 1887 prepared by the Com- 
missioner of Public Lands; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the dis- 
position of useless papers in the Executive Departments; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SOUTH BEND, IND. 


Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7393) for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at South Bend, Ind.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JULIANNA MULLER. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Julianna Muller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LAURA A. WATSON. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2246) granting a pension to Laura A. 
Watson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. ELVIRA PARISH. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8482) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elvira Parish; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


MARIA N. ABBEY. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. 
Abbey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES WATTERSON. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pension 
to James Watterson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. - 


Mr. MORRILL als6, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back with amendment the bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to 
ne Rucker Sheridan, widow of General P. H. Sheridan; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House op the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM HARPER. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, a 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10922) granting a pension to William 
Harper; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
JOHN GALLAGHER. 
Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
back favorably the bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to John Gal- 
; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
WARREN C. ALDEN. 


Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, pues 
back favorably the bill (S. 1871) to perfect the military record of War- 
ren C. Alden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of vo on Soe aes laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports orde 0 : 
A bill (H. R. 5199) granting a to Harriet Carey; 
A bill (H. R. 2571) for the of Honora T. Hynes; 
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A bill (H. R. 2616) granting arrears of pension to W. J. McGlade; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 9938) for the relief of George W. Wilburn. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Commiteee on Commerce, reported back favor- 

ably the bill (H. R. 11649) to authorize the construction of a bridge 

across the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the 

State of Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; which 

was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 

endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS POTEAU RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort 
Smith, Ark.;’’ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS LANNIGAN. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
orted back favorably the bill (H. R. 10514) for the relief of Thomas 
nigan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
JAMES M. M’CLELLAND. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 11766) for the relief of James M. McClelland; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

WARREN HALL. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committeeon War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3228) for the relief of Warren 
Hall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


DEFICIENCY CONTINGENT FUND, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, with the con- 
currence of the gentleman from Alabama, who yields for that purpose, 
to submit at this time for consideration a bill, and to ask—— 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cas- 
WELL] has the floor and has a privileged motion pending. 

Mr. SAYERS. I make the request also with the concurrence of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent to introduce a bill in regard 
to a deficiency in the contingent fund of the House of Representatives 
for present consideration; and further ask unanimous consent that it 
may be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

bill making appro ions to supply a deficiency i 
. taligitapeadisticas dhe 
Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money 


in the not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $12,000, to supply a de- 
ficiency in the a priation for miscellaneous items and expenses of special 
and select ttees of the House of Representatives for the year 1889. 


There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 11764) was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be considered in the House as in Committees of 
the Whole, and being so considered, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pears and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFUND OF THE DIRECT TAX. 

Mr. CASWELL. I now renew my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to 
further consider the pending order, and further move that all general 
debate on the bill be closed within one hour—that is to say, at twenty 
minutes past 1 o’clock to-day. 

The motion to limit debate was to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole was then to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further contideration of the 
bill-the title of which the Clerk will report. y 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the 
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District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act 
of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate on this 
bill will be closed in one hour. 

Mr. CASWELL. That time is to be equally divided between the 
friends and the opponents of the bill. I yield the first half hour in 
opposition to the bill to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oarss]. 

Mr. OATES. I yield twenty minutes of that time to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [ Mr. Wirsn}. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I have listened atten- 
tively to all that has been said by the advocates of this bill inthis Hall, 
and from whatever standpoint it is looked at it seems to me bad legis- 
lation and a vicious precedent. 

By an act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, the United States 
levied and appropriated among the inhabitants of the several States and 
Territories a direct tax of $20,000,000, and provided for its collection. 
Under this act and amendments thereto collections were made from in- 
dividuals residing in various States; and many of the States assumed the 
amounts apportioned to their respective inhabitants, receiving a com- 
mission therefor of 15 per cent. In some of the Southern States the 
United States was not able to collect this tax at the time, and some of 
it has not yet been collected. Of the $20,000,000 there has been col- 
lected (including the 15 per cent.) $17,359,685. 51. 

Congress acts from time to time suspending the collection of 
the remainder. The last of these acts was passed July 23, 1868, and 
carried the suspension up until January 1, 1869. Since that time no ef- 
fort has been made to collect any part of this tax except by set-off, 
which the Supreme Court of the United States has held to be inad- 
missible. By this bill here under consideration it is proposed to pay 
to the several States on whose inhabitants this tax was imposed and 
from whom it was collected a sum equal to the sum collected from 
them. 

The reason or pretext put forward for this is that, asthe inhabitants 
of some of the States have not paid their quota of the tax, the amount 
collected ought to be paid back to those that have paid. Thisis a 
novel doctrine. There perhaps never was a tax laid in any State, 
county, or city that was enforced against every person or all the prop- 
erty subject to it. To*hold that as legal ground for the refunding of 
such a tax would paralyze any government. No principle or prece- 
dent can be cited, I think, in support of such a position. 

Nor, when the facts are understood, is there any more reason or 
ground for the claim that equity or justice requires the repayment. 

It needs no argument to prove, for every one admits, that a tax lev- 
ied on the whole people should be so far as practicable enforced against 
allor none. If that were the principle underlying this bill it would 
have my hearty support. But there are other facts than those above 
stated proper to be considered. That part of the direct tax unpaid is 
back in the so-called cotton States, against whose citizens it could not 
be enforced at the time it was collected from the other States. It 
clearly was the duty of the United States to enforce that or some equiv- 
alent tax against the people of those States as soon as practicable, and 
this was done, as I shall attempt to show. 

After the levy of the direct tax, when the power of the Government 
over the cotton States was restored, it being found difficult and ex- 
pensive to collect the direct tax, the United States levied a cotton tax 
of $3 a bale (it was at first $2) on all cotton in those States. By this 
tax there was collected in the years 1863 to 1868, inclusive—almost all 
in the three last-named years—over $68,000,000, no corresponding or 
equivalent tax having been laid on any other property in those or in 
any other States. 

Out of respect for the legislators of that time, and in view of the cir- 
cumstances, I am constrained to believe that this cotton tax must have 
been imposed for the purpose of compelling the people of those States to 
bear their share of a burden which they had before escaped. If this were 
not so, it would be impossible to resist the conclusion that that tax was 
most unjust and oppressive. Ifatax of $1 a barrel was imposed on all 
flour manufactures, or $10 a head on every horse or steer, or 25 cents 
on every bushel of wheat, no other property being taxed, we would at 
once cry out that it was not only unconstitutional, but intolerably un- 
just, and it is impossible to distinguish such a tax in principle from the 
cotton tax. 

As to this cotton tax, it should also be said that it has always been 
claimed that it was unconstitutional, and I must admit that it so seems 
tome. ButIdonot propose to discuss the question of the constitutional- 
ity of thattax. Noone hasa right dogmatically to assert that it was or 
was not constitutional, for in a case properly brought before theSupreme 
Court of the United States, one of the judges being absent, the court 
was equally divided on the question—four affirming and four denying 
the constitutionality of the law. But, whether constitutional or un- 
constitutional, its justice can only be affirmed on the ground that it 
was intended as an offset to the burden of some tax which had before 
been collected from other States. 

But it is said that the cotton tax was borne by the consumers and 
not by the producers or owners, and therefore was a tax on the whole 
people. 

1 do not argue that this tax all fell on the people of the cotton States. 
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It did not. Some of the owners of the cotton doubtless lived in other 
States, and it may be with truth admitted that the tax more or less 


enhanced the price of cotton, and therefore was in some small part 
borne by the consumer. But while it is true, as a rule, that taxes fall 
wholly or principally on the consumers of the commodity taxed, the 
rule is subject to reasonable limitations, and is obviously hardly appli- 
cable at all where the tax, as in this case, is merely a temporary ex- 
pedient, not intended or understeod to be a rule of taxation. 


The fact therefore remains and is indisputable that the burden of 


this cotton tax was primarily and principally on the inhabitants of those 


States, and was beyond a question more than an equivalent—yes, more 


than ten times an equivalent—for the direct tax not collected from 
them. I have here, and shall incorporate in my remarks in the Rzc- 


ORD, a table showing the sums due the United States on the direct 


tax, and in what States, and the sums collected on cotton in those 
States, 














Ww : Direct tax | Cotton tax 

Name of State. unpaid collected 
DIO cece cncantenintesetiquarinn satiindniigpeemiiieeae $511, 028.30 ($10, 388, 072. 10 
REID ccnitintrcineitscrusvcsrenn viverifitilanieindadiguianbiientiil 107, 184.82 | 2,555, 638, 43 
Oolorado......0..... EE Dccicctcenssiboteswss 
Plorida....c....+-<s00e 72, 762. 37 918, 944. 48 
Goeorgia.............-- il 466,384, 44 | 11, 897, 094. 98 
SPE ee sSchweillaiedtinttantachibdbiisinaeninal 71, 885. 83 | 10,098, 501.00 
IE. renrrevuretinaseseeneversonnbematininesagtaenivovinmmmnited 302, 046. 21 8, 742, 995. 93 
North Carolina 198,742.06 | 1, 959,704. 87 
Tennessec........ 277,493.52 | 7,873,460.71 
i aghicscee 174, 265.16 | 5,502, 401.24 
SE Liniendihincdytreuivernitinevninnssiapeiestltis 26, 982. 00 1, 375. 34 
Po cvamtevceqrmnareevsnineptetnenniengminiabessmntinetd , 662.93 825, 856. 87 
eI ...11norchspneqnegienncegettiipsaiinetianiianeptianal CA § erodes 
DST GT we ci ccvitinvicnutionciiiininntinictdatinaatal 141,174.31 | 4,172, 420.16 








In round numbers there was back a little over $2,600,00 of the di- 
rect tax. There was collected from them over $68,000,000 of the cot- 
ton tax. 

So far as these States are concerned against whose inhabitants the di- 
rect tax was not enforced no fair-minded can, I think, after an 
understanding of the facts, affirm that ia iene their fair share 
of the burden of taxation, or that it would be equitable to enforce 
against them payment of the balance of the direct tax which has not 
been by that name enforced. I doubt whether there would be founda 
man in this House who would advocate such a proposition or claim 
that it would be just if that single question were directly ted. 
Not only would it be unjust to enforce that tax, but it would make a 
precedent and an argument in favor of the enforcement of the cotton 
tax; for there is no reason that can be urged in favor of the refunding 
of the former that may not be urged with greater weight in favor of 
the refunding of the latter. 

It is said by the advocates of this bill on the Republican side of the 
House that if those against whom the cotton tax was imposed go into 
the courts and get adecree of the United States Supreme Court that 
the tax was unconstitutional they will favor the repeal of the law and 
the refunding of the money collected under it. I can not agree to 
that proposition. The same reason would require the refunding of 
many other taxes imposed during the war. Such a proposition should 
not be entertained fora moment. As I have shown, the basis of this 
direct-tax bill is a claim merely that this tax was unequal. Noone 
pretends that it was illegal. To make inequality a ground for the res- 
toration of the numerous taxes or assessments of the war is a position 
so alarming and manifestly untenable as to require no argument in op- 
position to it. Whoever unsettles the adjustment of those times will 
open a Pandora’s box, out of which will come forth innumerable evils 
to vex and plague us. Sound public policy requires that none of these 
questions should be reopened; that none of those taxes paid should be 
refunded; that those things that were settled by the legi of those 
davs should remain settled. 

‘The facts above stated show that the direct tax has not, in fact, borne 
unequally on the non-cotton States, and that the remainder of that tax 
standing on the books of the Treasury against the people of the cotton 


Mr, Chairman, the equalization of taxation is not the object and 
would not be the effect of this bill. That is merely the pretext laid 
hold of by many, at least, of its supporters. ; 


But this disguise will not mislead any one long who carefully con- 


siders the facts, or who seeks to discover the influences that are behind 
the measure. It is one of a series of measures or bills to or 
empty the Treasury without the payment of one dollar of our debt, or 
any reduction of taxation. It is an attempt to establish a precedent 
for the collection of taxes by the General Government for distribution 
among the States, 


This is an old nostrum of the tariff monopolists, a device to enable 
them to increase or keep up the burden of the taxes on the masses for 


their own benefit and enrichment. For this there is no warrant in the 
Constitution of the United States, 


The powers of the Federal Government are only such as are granted 
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expressly or by clear implication, and I am unable to find any section 

or clause of that charter that can fairly be held to give any such power. 

This reason alone would, of course, be conclusive of my vote on this bill. 

But even if the unconstitutionality of the measure did not stand in 

the way, other weighty considerations would constrain me to oppose it. 

= . been said by one of our ablest writers on economics, David A. 
ells— 


Federal taxes, with very few exceptions, are levied on commodities, fal 
consumption, and are therefore necessarily paid by the consumer. ba 
den of such taxes must therefore be i ly heavier on the man who 
from necessity expends all or nearly all of his wages, salary, or other income in 
mere living than on him who only expends one-half or one-third, or a smaller 
proportion of his income for like purposes, and lays up the surplus for increas- 


ing his resources. 

For instance, of the tax collected on lumber, salt, sugar, tin-plate, 
clothing. and many other articles, the poor man not worth more thana 
few hundred or a few thousand dollars may pay as much as the man 
worth as many hundred thousands. Many a man who has hard work 
to make both ends mect would pay as much of such a tax as Gould, 
Sage, or Vanderbilt. 

The bill is, under a thin and almost transparent disguise, an attempt 
to inaugurate a system of taxation which will distribute the burdens 
of the Government on the people in proportion to their needs and con- 
sumption rather than in proportion to their wealth or ability to pay— 
a mode of increasing the taxes of the masses for the enrichment of a 
few favored classes. In my judgment, no measure more repugnant to 
the Constitution, to sound economic principles, and to justice has been 
——- this Congress. Its enactment would be a most pernicious prec- 

ent. ' 

But, Mr. Chairman, if not one of the foregoing objections existed, I 
— as a representative of Minnesota, be constrained to oppose this 

The real purpose of the bill, as we have seen, is todistribute the sur- 
plus now in the Treasury, making necessary the re-collection of a like 
sum; for what is thus taken out of the Treasury must be by 
the taxation of the people. And no person giving the least considera- 
tion to the question can fail to see that in an equitable division of this 
sum Minnesota would be entitled to nearly four times as much as this 
bill allows her, and will be taxed $4 for every one she receives. 

For instance, New Hampshire, with a population of 346,399, is to get 
$218,406; Maine, with a population of 648,936, is to get $420,926; Con- 
necticut, with a population of 622,800, is to get $308,214; Rhode Island, 
with a population of 276,513, is to get $116,963; while Minnesota, with 
a population of 780,773, is to get only $108,524. I might multiply il- 
lustrations of its unfairness if necessary. Ifthissurplusis to be divided 
the division should be made fairly. If we are to mers in disregard 
of the Constitution and of public policy I am unwilling that Minnesota 
shall be put off with less than her share. But I wish to emphasize 
my position. My radical objection to this bill is that it is repugnant 
to the Constitution and a precedent for the unfair and unequal impo- 
sition of the burdens of the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Minnesota has occupied fif- 
teen minutes of the time yielded to him. 

Mr. OATES. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I can not see my way clear tosup- 
port this bill, and I wish to give in brief some of the reasons why I can 
not do so. 

In the first the direct tax was levied in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the tution of the United States, and was lawfully lev- 
ied for a patriotic purpose. In so far as that tax was paid by the States 
it was properly paid. It can not be said, then, that the amounts paid 
by the various States and the people thereof constitute in any way a 
claim against the Government of the United States. It is neither a 
debt due from the United States to the States themselves nor to the 
people of the States. ‘Then if there is no equitable or be ada poe 
on the part of the Government to refund this tax, what the prop- 
osition to refand it amount to? 

It is simply a to donate the money to the various States. 
Now, I deny the existence of any constitutional authority to makesuch 
a donation. It was claimed in my State during the campaign that the 
State was in debt, and the $400,000 that she will get, or about that 
amount in round numbers, will enable lowa to pay her debt without 
assessing the people in the usual way. But, Mr. i I deny that 

has any power to appropriate money to pay the debts of the 
States. Hence I conclude that the proposition in the first place lacks 
Segara Sie eet peril 
n the next is isa pay war claims. 
The State of Virginia paid $442,000 of this tax. Texas $189,000, 
South Carolina paid $222,000, North Carolina $317,000, $761,- 
000, Kentucky $713,000, Georgia $117,000; in all, about four and a haif 
millions of dollars out of the seventeen and a half millions collected 
was paid by the States that were either in open rebellion against the 
Government of the United States or had furnished troops to the South- 


ernarmy. . 
Now, sir, if this were a proposition to refund the tax paid by the 


States engaged in the rebellion and that furnished troops to the South- 
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ern army, there would be a how! that would be heard all over the North 
and all over this country against paying back to those States the tribute 
extorted from them for the purpose of putting down their own rebel- 
lion. That is what this tax was collected for, toassist in putting down 
the rebellion; and the proposition to pay it back to them is no more, 
no less, than a proposition to reimburse, in part, the Southern States 
for their losses incurred during the war. I know it is relieved some- 
what, in the estimation of some gentlemen, by the fact that the North- 
ern States get a ‘‘divy.’’ But the fact that certain Northern States 
have pooled their interests does not alter the fact nor add any merit to 
the bill. 

These gentlemen are y willing that this tax shall be paid back 
to Virginia; perfectly willing that South Carolinashall have the amount 
which she paid given back to her, provided Iowa, Wisconsin, and Penn- 
sylvania and the other Northern States can have a ‘‘divy’’ in the 
matter, and can be permitted to put their hands into the Treasury. 

Sir, it may as well be admi now as at any other time that the 
Southern States did not pay their share in putting down the rebellion. 
They did not pay their of the stamp tax, the whisky tax, the in- 
come tax, the tax upon the gross earnings of railroads, the tax upon 
manufactures, or of any other tax levied to suppress the rebellion; 
and if you are to pay back to the States of the North—the loyal 
States, ir you please—their share of this tax, upon the theory that the 
South did not pay their fair share, why is it not proper to go into a 
regular examination of the respective shares paid by the Southern and 
Northern States, rip up the whole question and have a readjustment, 
and assess the whole country to pay back to the loyal States all that 
they paid out for the suppression of the rebellion? This proposition 
is not only unconstitutional, but highly unreasonable and absurd. 

The fact that we have a surplus in the Treasury does not give pro- 

iety or justice to this measure. If the Government of the United 

tes owes the States—the States that paid this tax—the amount pro- 
vided for in this bill, it owes it without regard to whether we have a 
surplus in the Treasury or not. Weare the trustees of the money now 
in the Treasury. It was collected for certain purposes, and we are in 
honor bound to thwart all propositions to expend it unlawfully. If 
we must pay back the seventeen and a half millions collected through 
the direct tax, let us do so by levying another direct tax for that pur- 
pose. Let each State pay its proportion. The money now in the 
Treasury was collected for different purposes, and belongs to all the 
people who now live in the United States; and we are trustees to see 
that it is properly disbursed. It shall never be disbursed in the pay- 
ment of the amount carried in this bill if my vote can prevent it. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
CHAIRMAN. Thetimeofthegentleman from Iowa hasexpired. 

Mr. OATES. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. McRag]. 

Mr. Mc Mr. Chairman, [am to this billas it comes from 
the Senateand also as reported from the Judiciary Committee, because 
I believe it both unjust and unconstitutional. In discussing a similar 
bill inthe Forty-ninth on the 14th day of February, 1887, I 
made some observations that I gyill now repeat: 


THE DIRECT TAX OF 1861. 


It is admitted that the direct-tax bill of 1861 was constitutional. No State paid 
more of the direct tax than was | assessed against its citizens. The tax 
was in no sense acharge against in their sovereign or corporate ca- 
pacity. The only effect of that law was to fix an amount for each State beyond 
wh the United States collector could not go in his collections from the citi- 
zens . who alone were liable for such tax. The amount apportioned to 
each State was assessed against the tax-payers residing therein in proportion to 
the amount of land each owned, and so it was the individual citizens and not 
the States who became indebted to the United States. The States who paid it 
were allowed 15 per cent, for collecting. This was the reason some States as- 
sumed it. There was no effort tocollect this tax from the citizens of the South- 
ern States at thattime. They werein rebellion. Noone believed that it would 
ever be collected. The tax was not a lien upon the land, and was only a debt 

inst the citizens. Many of them were killed in battle, others have since 
died from natural causes, and nearly all of those who now survive had their 
re by the war and are insolvent. 

The nited States finding it eee the taxes, either during or 
since the war, from the citizens of the Southern States, have charged the amounts 

rtioned to each of these States to the States in their corporate ca) ty, and 
accounting officers, by reason of these unwarranted withhold from 
the States all sums due from the United States, and in this way payment is be- 
ing coerced without law. The only reason en for this bill is that as the tax 
was collected in the Northern and not inthe thern States the whole amount, 
about fifteen millions, should be refunded and credited to the States, and the 
unpaid three million remitted to the delinquent States. It is said by the friends 
of the bill that this will equalize the matier and save the United States much 
trouble and lit! on with the Southern States. 


Many South Re ta- 
tives, believing z ene : 


= oe ee eed een eae age ond 
ern Senators who voted for the measure. _ _ 


While I am satisfied that Congress has no power to pass this bill as 
it comes from the Judiciary Committee, I shall not detain the com- 
mittee to discuss that point. I fully agree with the views so ably ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oarss]: 


Section Sof Article I of the Constitution empowers Congress to lay and col- 
lect taxes, duties, impo-ts and excises for three general purposes, namely : (1) to 
pay the debis, (2) to provids for the common defense, and (3) to vide for the 

welfare of the United States. Can itbe said with any of truth 

these taxes, which were legally laid, collected, and applied a quarter of a 
tute a debt in any sense of that word? 

mere statement of the question is its own refutation. Is this appropria- 
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tion proposed by this bill for the common defense? Isa single dollar of the 
money by its terms to be applied to the construction of ships, or purchase of 

uns and materials of war, or for the erection of forta and providing coast do 
enses, or to raise, equip, or maintain an army, or in any other wise to provide 
for the common defense? Nothing of the kind can be discovered among its 
provisions. On the contrary, it is “to reimburse these States, Territories,” etc., 
money paid in obedience to lawful requirement and applied to the common 
defense in actual war twenty-five years ago. It is substantially a proposition 
to give a large amount of money to a part of the States and Territories of the 
Union; in the language of the bill, ‘‘to reimburse”’ them for money which they 
as States and Territories did not pay, but which was paid by the land-owners 
within their borders. 

Next let us inquire if the appropriation proposed by this bill falls within the 
third grand purpose for which the taxing power of the United States may be 
exercised, i, ¢., to provide for the gene welfare of the United States? We 
hold, in accordance with sound interpretation and the fundamental principles 
of the party to which we belong, that this clause does not confer power upoa 
Congress to do whatsoever the majority wills, but to lace Congress up strictly 
within the powers enumerated in the Constitution and such implied powers as 
are necessary to be exercised in order to give force and eflicacy to those ex- 


Pp > 

In vain do we look through the twenty-eight express grants of power to Con- 
gress of the Constitution to find any to which this bill is applicable, or which in 
any remote degree, by implication or otherwise, confers the power to pass it. 

* ~ * . + * * 

The powers expressly conferred upon Congress to lay and collect taxes are 
plenary and unlimited, and if there be no limits to the powers of appropriation, 
the United States is a government of unlimited power. Such a constructien 
blows up the Constitution as with dynamite, and would change the character 
of the Government, and in the course of timeimperil the liberties of the people. 
It substitutes the unbridled discretion of Congress for a written constitution 
which for one hundred years has maintained 2 government the niost marvelous 
and successful of any in the history of civilization. 

The people of this country are more vitally interested in restricting Congress 
in the matter of appropriations to the powers conferred by the Constitution 
than they are in any other of the provisions of that great charter, for the reason 
that these are more frequently transcended and abused, usurpations popular- 
ized and disguised by the large amount of treasure disbursed ; and thus the 
money of the people is ee by their servants and used for the destruc- 
tion of their liberties, which the restrictions upon power in the Constitution 
were intended to preserve. They need not fear the unlimited powers of taxa- 
tion conferred ifthe money raised be not a. but appropriated only tothe 
constitutional objects and purposes of the Government. If applied only to 
these, taxation will soon conform to the necessities created thereby, the bur- 


dens of the people will be borne without murmur or complaint, and they will 
have nothing to fear. 


The fatal mistake of the friends of the bill is in assuming that the 
taxes apportioned to the States under the act of 1861 were due from the 
States ip their politica] and corporate character, and that the Treasury 
officials had any legal right or power to charge the amounts thus ap- 
portioned to the States that did not assumethem. The only argument 
yet made is based upon this false assumption. The tax was assessed 
and laid upon the real propert¥ of private individuals in the States. 
The public property of the States was specially exempt from the tax. 
I willask the Clerk to read the following extract from a’ ce decision of 


the Supreme Court of the United States in the Louisiana case, decided 
October 24, 1887. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Nor do we regard the unpaid portion of the direct tax laid by the act of Con- 
of August 5, 1861, which was apportioned to Louisiana, as constituting any 
to the United States by the State in her itical and corporate character, 

which can be set off nst her demands, (12 Statutes, 292, chapter 45.) The 
act imposed an ann direct tax of twenty millions ‘‘ upon the United States,” 
and apportioned it to the several States of the Union. It directed that the tax 
should “ be assessed and laid on the value of all lands and lots of ground, with 
their improvements and dwelling-houses.” (Section 13.) It was assessed and 
laid upon the real property of private individualsin the States. Public property 
of the States and of the United States was exempted from the tax. Its appor- 
tionment was merely a designation of the amount which was to be levied upon 
= collected from this property of individuals in the several States, respect- 
vely. 

The provisions of the act are inconsistent with any theory of the obligation 
of the States to pay the sums levied. It provides forthe appointment of officers 
to assess the property to the different holders, and to collect the tax, and directs 
with minute detail the proceedings to be taken to enforce the collection, either 
by a distraint and sale of the personal property of the owners, or, that failing, 
by a sale of the real property taxed. It allows, it is true, the different States to 
assume the amount apportioned to them respectively, and to collect the same 
in their own way by their own officers. Many of the States did thus assume 
the amounts, and in such cases it may well be considered that for the sums as- 
sumed they became debtors to the United States, and, so far as any portion of 
those sums has not been paid, that they still remain debtors. But, unless such 
assumption was had, no liability attached to any State in her political and cor- 

rate character. The liability was upon the individual land-owners within her 

imits. The act declares that the amount of taxes assessed “ shall be and re- 
main a lien = all lands and other real estate of the individuals who may be 
assessed for same during two years after the time it shall annually become 
due and payable.” (Section 33.) 

Louisiana never assumed the a of the taxes apportioned to her, or of 
any portion ofthem. She allowed the Government to proceed by its officers to 
collect the tax from the property-holders. Theamount apportioned to her was 
$385,886.67; the amount collected from the owners of land was $314,500.84, leav- 
ing only a balance of $71,385.83. It is not for us to suggest in what way this bal- 
ance may be collected. After the war the Secretary of the Treasury was au- 
thorized to suspend the collection of the tax in any of the States previously de- 
clared in insurrection, until January, 1368, and subsequently this authority was 
extended to January, 1869, (14 Statutes, 331, section 14; 15 Statutes, 260, chapter 
69.) The Secretary acted upon this authority and suspended the collection. 
It is stated that since 1869 no attemppts have been made by the executive de- 
partment to enforce its collection in those States. Be that as it may, it is 
enough for the disposition of the present case that the unpaid balance of the 
tax apportioned to Louisiana constitutes no debt on the part of the State in her 
poli and corporate character to the United States. 


Mr. McRAE. ThisI think ought to forever settle the question of 
the liability of the States, and sustains the position I assumed before 
the decision was delivered. ~ 


The State of Arkansas bears the same relation to the United States 
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as faras this tax is concerned as does the State of Louisiana. The 
charge made and still standing was without authority, but under this 
decision ought not tostand. Arkansas did not assume the paymentof 
the sum apportioned to her. It, like all the Southern States, allowed 
the Government to collect the tax from the owners of real estate. The 
amount apportioned to her was $261,886. The amount collected by 
the officers, shown by the account as stated by the commissioners ap- 
pointed to examine such accounts, was $186,736.44, leaving a balance 
of $77,803.82. The commissioners who collected this tax have failed 
to account for much of it. I suggest to the friends of the bill that it 
would be better to proceed against these defaulters than to indulge in 
threats against States not liable. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] indulged in some very 
extravagant talk about defaulting States, and mentioned by name the 
State of Arkansas. I say to him and to Congress that Arkansas does 
not owe a dollar to the United States that she is not willing and able 
to pay. She has honest and legal claims against the United States that 
more than set off the claim against her. SWe is anxious for a settle- 
ment. And it illy becomes a Representative from Ohio, whose State 
stands charged with $2,007,260.34, deposited with her under the act of 
June 23, 1836, while asking for $1,332,025.93 more under this bill, 
to go ont of his way to assail the faith and good name of another 
State about a matter that could notin theleast be affected by this propo- 
sition. The people of Arkansas are poor, but they need not and will not 
go to the State of Ohio to learn honesty, nor beg donations of the Gen- 
eral Government. All she asks is fair treatment under the laws and 
that she shall not be discriminated against in any way. 

The gentleman’s remarks have not yet appeared and I trust he may 
modify them before they do. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, it isa common practice among law- 
yers, at least when there is no defense to a proposition upon its merits, to 
raise some constitutional question and if possible to accomplish its defeat. 
I desire the attention of the committee for a few moments while I refer to 
similar objections which have been raised and very ably argued in this 
instance upon the other side of this Chamber against the passage of this 
bill. It may be conceded that no express language can be found in 
the Constitution which makes provision for the refunding of a tax once 
levied and collected. But we find a clause which authorizes Congress 
to provide for the ‘*common defense and general welfare of the United 
States.’’ Under that provision the Governmentin the hour of its peril 
undertook to provide for the common defense and for the welfare of the 
whole country by laying a tax of $20,000,000 upon the States, or rather 
upon the landed property of the States. Underlying the question of 
taxation in this country may be found the principles of equality and 
uniformity. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] a day or 
two since called our attention to the fact that in the convention which 
adopted the Constitution much discussion was had over the proposi- 
tion to apportion taxes among the States, leaving each State to collect 
the tax in its own way. But fear was had that some of the States 
might refuse to respond and fail to pay over to the Treasury their just 
and proper proportion, leaving the Government without remedy and 
with a depleted Treasury. Hence that plan was abandoned and the au- 
thority delegated to Congress to levy and enforce taxes through Federal 
machinery upon such property as in its wisdom might seem proper 
within the limits and jurisdiction of any State. In the emergency 
which occurred when this particular tax was levied the General Gov- 
ernment for the first and only time in the history of thiscountry under- 
took to levy and collect a direct tax. The gentleman from Minnesota 
{[Mr. WILSON] reminds us this morning that there is to be found no 
precedent for the passage of this bill. f concede it. This is the first 
and only direct tax that was ever levied upon the real estate of this 
country by the Federal Government, and it has proved a failure; such 
a failure, I apprehend, as will be a warning to the people to never at- 
tempt the like again. . 

If the Congress of the United States has the power to provide for the 
common defense and to lay a tax upon the people for that purpose 
and to apportion such tax among the several States, observing the rules 
of uniformity and equality so far as is possible, and if in the process 
of enforcing that tax it appears to be impossible to complete the col- 
lection and enforcement of the tax, has not Congress the authority to 
retrace its steps? Can it not refund to the States from which 
tions were made the money which had been received in its efforts to 
make the collection and thus conform to the principle of equality in 
laying the burdens of the General Government upon the States? If 
Congress can take a step forward in the line of raising revenues, has it 
not the power to retrace that step? May it not the collection 
of a tax after it is levied? If it can suspend the collection, may it not 
refund the tax entirely to the source from which it was received? 

Suppose in this instance we had made collections from only one-half 
the States, would any gentleman insist that we could not refund the 
money which we had received from that half, in order to restore the 
States to an equal footing? I do not understand how it can be con- 
tended thatin the plenary powers of the Government to lay taxes there 
can not be found anthority to readjust, refund, and restore equality 
wherever and whenever n 


This is not a Southern question, nor is it a Northern question. 
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Nearly oue-half of the Southern States have paid their share of this 
tax, either by their voluntary act, or by enforcement. Is it right or 
equitable to require the State of South Carolina, for instance, to pay 
three or four hundred thousand dollars into the Treasury of the United 
States for the common defense? Is it right to sell the real estate of her 
citizens at great sacrifice for the purpose of enforcing the tax, under 
the circumstances described to us on yesterday by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. ELliotr], and at the same time allow the State of 
Alabama to escape altogether? Shall Virginia be compelled to pay the 
entire sum apportioned to her, and the State of Georgia passed by with- 
out the payment of adollar? What kind of equity is that? Why, 
then, say this bill works injustice to the Southern States, when one- 
half of them are beneficiaries, equally with the States of the North, 
under its provisions ? 

Of all the States in the South, the State of Georgia is the last that 
should oppose the passage of this bill upon the floor of this House. She 
alone of all the Southern States, I think, has assumed by act of her Leg- 
islature the payment of this tax, and yet we find her leading the oppo- 
sition to this most just and equitable measure. Dothe gentlemen from 
Georgia forget that by the act of their own Legislature they are in 
honor bound to make this payment to the Treasury? There may be 
| some question I concede as to the validity of the act of assumption and 
the power of the State to assume this tax, and upon that question I de- 

sire to say a word 

I think it may be stated that all or nearly all of the Northern States 
of the Union assumed, or attempted to assume, by action of their Leg- 
islatures, the payment of this tax. But why did they doit? In the 
very act of Congress which levied it provision may be found granting 
to the States express authority to assume the payment. I ask these 
gentlemen, who can find no authority in the Constitution for restoring 
this tax to the source from whence it was received, where will they find 
authority to authorize a State to make this assumption? The tax it- 
self was laid upon the real estate of the people. It was levied against 
individuals, as has been shown by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
McRAks] in the decision which he sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
As is well known, the States of Louisiana and Mississippi brought ac- 
tions a short time ago against the United States for the recovery of 
moneys due to them from the sale of public lands within their borders 
which the Government had withheld and applied upon this tax in off- 
set. In these cases the Supreme Court held that the tax was against 
the people and not against the State in its municipal character, and that 
the offsetting of such moneys in liquidation of the amount of tax still 
standing against such States was unauthorized. 

Now, let me call the attention of the House to a of difficulties 
that may arise, and will arise, under this decision, if we do not pass this 
bill. Why, sir, nearly one-third, I may assume, of this entire tax which 
has been realized by the Treasury of the United States has been realized 
from these offsets. In the light of these decisions, that-the tax was 
against the people and not against the municipality, these offsets were 
unauthorized and illegal. Action after action may now be brought, and 
will be brought, against the United States for the recovery of the sev- 
eral sums of money which were due to the States, arising from various 
sources, but which have been, by the rulings of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, confiscated and applied in offset upon this tax. 

Itis said, however, thatthe assumption of this tax by a State changes 
the rule and obligates the State in its municipal capacity to its final 

yments, thereby making valid the acts of the Government in offeetting 
Leet claims in favor ofthe States which had assumed the tax. In 
the case of Louisiana against the United States, reported in 123 United 
States Reports, the court suggested that such might be the effect, but 
that precise question was not before the court or involved in that con- 
troversy. e State of Louisiana had never assumed payment of the 
tax. "Yeubmit thatifsufficient warrant can not be found in the Constitu- 
tion to enable Congress to refund so much of this tax as has been col- 
lected, where shall we find warrant for the act authorizing the several 
States to assume and pay this tax from the common Treasury ? 

The tax was laid upon real estate alone, consequently it was against 
the particularowners f. Can the several Legislatures relieve such 
owners, take from their shoulders the burden and spread it upon the 
oo of the whole State? No argumentis required to show that such 

would be eminently just, a a and in the spirit of our system 
oftaxation. Butisthere expressor plied authority in the Constitution 
of the United States or in the constitution of the several States for 
such action? This sy Aa very much doubted. Ifa State under the 
delegated authority of Congress may exercise this just act of equaliza- 
tion, why may net Congress exercise the right of returning to such of 
.he States as have assumed the burden the money received from them? 
U, however, we are to apply the rule of strict construction so closely 
and i may say ably adhered to by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
Oatrs], and the gentleman from Georgia, the conclusion is to me ir- 
res ‘e that sach acts of assumption are without authority and void. 
If ..: “ess had no authority to the States with this power, and 
if they nad bo right to assume and disch this burden from their 
common Treasury, or levy it equally upon all the people, then it is easy 
to be seen that such assumption was invalid, and agreat number of suit 
will be brought against the United States to recover the moneys du 
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these States in their municipal character upon the ground that the ap- 
ication of these claims upon the supposed debt against the States was 
egal and void. 

It may also be said that there are a number of States which have 
never assumed the tax, and that claims to a very great extent have been 
offset against such States while the debt existed only against the peo- 
ple. This class of cases are brought squarely within the Louisiana 
decision, and such application of just sums of money due these States 
was wholly unauthorized. There can be no question but in such cases 
the States have a clear cause of action against the United States. 
This furnishes a strong argument for the passage of this bill and the 
return of all moneys to the source from which they were received, as 
well as aspeedy paymenton the part of the Government of such claims 
as may be due the States in their own right. If the Government has 
without the authority of law withheld moneys due these States, and 
if large sums of money have been received from the several States 
under the assumed authority attempted to be delegated to them 
by Congress without constitutional right, the several transactions 
amount to little more than a loan of money to the General Govern- 
ment for the time being, and the treasuries of the States should be re- 
imbursed as soon as possible. Such a course will save litigation to a 
great extent, and tend largely to place all the States upon the basia of 

uality. 

“a The distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuCKALEW] 
deprecates the payment of somuch money into the treasury of his own 
State. He fears the demoralizing effect it may exercise upon the peo- 
ple of his commonwealth. Mr. Chairman, I have no such fear as to 
its effect upon the ——_ of my State, nor does it seem that there is 
just cause for the fear he entertains. The entire amount which will 
be paid to any State can be profitably expended in a single year in 
lightening the burdens of State taxation, thereby enabling the people 
to retain in their pockets moneys that would otherwise ‘ve required to 
defray the expenses of State governments. 

I have no time to discuss at much length the proposed amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. He proposes to refund 
the cotton tax, amounting to $68,000,000. He bases this claim upon 
the unconstitutionality of such tax. He asserts that it was sectional 
in its character, and consequently illegally laid upon that product. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] urges that it was in effect a 
tax upon the land that produced the cotton; therefore unequal and un- 
just. Such may be the effectofthe levy. But it can not be said that 

in the exercise of its taxing power, may not select such prop- 
erty as it sees fit forthe purposes of taxation. This question arose in 
1795, when Congress laid a tax upon pleasurecarriages. Forsome rea- 
son this species of property was selected and a tax laid upon it for the 
purpose of obtaining revenues. An action was brought against the 
owners of carriages to recover a penalty for a neglect to pay the tax. 
The Supreme Court, in 3 Dall., held, after a protracted discussion, 
that Congress had full power to lay and collect the tax. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKrns] has already called at- 
tention to the case reported in 112 United States Reports, when a sim- 
ilar ruling was had. The court, illustrating, refer to the heavy tax 
laid upon tobacco, which is grown in only a partof theStates. With- 
out hesitation the court seem to sanction the validity of such tax. 
Why, then, may not Congress levy a tax upon cotton? It is difficult 
to distinguish the one from the other. In fact, the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] concedes there is no difference. 

In conclusion, let me say, Mr. Chairman, it is the well-settled law of 
this country that the validity of a tax levied upon specific articles does 
not depend upon the universality of the property taxed, but upon the 
equality of the tax upon such property wherever found. Before yield- 
ing the floor I wish to correct an impression which is so generally en- 
tertained, that it will take more than $17,000,000 to comply with the 
terms of this bill. Such is not the case. It will require but little 
more than $15,000,000. The 15 per cent. discount allowed whenever 
payments were made by the States was not ‘‘collected’’ within the 
meaning of the bill, and should not be included, as it often has been, 
in arriving at the proper amount to be refunded. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to discuss 
this matter at more length than I find I may be able to do, for two 
reasons—chiefly because I have given away such time as I might other- 
wise have had; and I propose now only to touch here and there a sub- 
ject incidentally connected with this case. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that the object of this bill, so far as appears 
from the discussion, has been very much misapprehended. It is not 
a bill sectional] in its purpose or its effect. It is nota bill involving 


the rights or the injuries of any political party. It is a bill simply and | 


solely for the purpose of settling a vexed question which has been 
pending for many years, and to settle a partially settled affair of gov- 
ernmental finance. 

Tn 1861, under the pressure of the occasion then existing, a direct 
tax was levied upon the people of the United States and apportioned 
among all the States under the provisions of the Constitution. I ap- 
prehend that no one now denies that that was then a legal tax, a legal 
assessment, and is legal and operative to-day. Someof the States have 


paid that assessment entirely and in full; some have paid it in part, 
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and some have paid it not at all. Now, what are we going to do about 
it? You gentlemen who oppose the passage of this bill, which is only 
a settlement of that unfinished business, what do you propose to do 
about it? Do you propose as a matter of justice to have those States 
that have paid entirely and those that have paid in part continue in 
that position without remuneration? And then do vou propose that 
the States which have not paid shall pay nothing ; or do you propose 
to proceed to collect from those States the portion due from them ? 

Mr. Chairman, these men who are talking so loudly about the Con- 
stitution would recognize at once that the very position they take in 
this matter would be unconstitutional if placed in a statute. Suppose 
that in 1861 Congress had levied this tax upon the States that have 
now paid and upon no others; would anybody living fail to recognize 
that as an unconstitutional enactment? Yet these gentlemen with ihe 
Constitution in their mouths insist that the effect of that law shall be 
precisely what it could not have been made in the act itself by the 
whole power of Congress and the United States. And they come, as 
all strict constitutionalists do, with a superior touch of legal humanity 
about them, above all other people that I ever knew. In their hands 
the Constitution is always a weapon of offense and defense; and it is 
nothing else. 

Mr. Chairman, we are confronted with a situation. That situation 
is exactly this: You must either pay back to the States that have paid 
the money which they have paid, or you must make the States that 
have not paid pay their share, which is unpaid. 

No administration can escape this result. No proper administration 
of the Government can avoid this fact. It was a tax legal through all 
its scope. It has been paid in part, and must be paid altogether either 
by refunding to those who have paid or making those who have not 
paid pay up. ; 

I say this bill is in the entire interest of the Gulf States which make 
clamor against it. For if this tax is not refunded to those who paid it 
then payment will be enforced on the part of those who have not yet 
paid their share of it. It will not do for them to say, now you have 
paid your share, do not ask us to pay ours. We say, on the contrary, 
let us take back our share without interest and we will exonerate you 
from the payment of your share. In the justice of this ali must agree, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what would be the result? Weask simply the 
naked money paid; not by Ohio alone, but by South Carolina, by Ten- 
nessee, by Kentucky, by both Virginias, by North Carolina, and many 
other of the Southern States, be returned to the States which paid it, 
or to the individuals who paid it without interest for twenty-six or 
twenty-seven years. If on the other hand you do not accept that, then 
the $2,600,000 remaining unpaid is a debt existing, a constitutional 
debt, which must be paid. That $2,600,000 must be paid by vou who 
have not yet paid it. It must be paid, too, with interest for twenty-six 
or twenty-seven years. It must also be paid with a penalty attached 
of 50 percent. And yet these statesmen, upon whose shoulders that 
load rests, insist that is trying todo them aninjury. We are taking 
from them three times the burden we have taken from ourselves. We 
give them the benefit of that advantage. 

If I should talk aJl day on this point I could only say just what I 
have in reference to this matter. The charge of unconstitutionality 
against this proposed repayment is to my mind so absurd that I do not 
believe anybody is really in earnest in making it who has contemplated 
this subject with anycare. They can not be in earnest in saying you 
can not pay a tax once collected. Every lawyer who sits here knows 
taxes are being repaid everyday. Repeal the tax on tobacco to-day 
and how many millions of money already collected from that tax would 
necessarily have to go back to the parties who paid it. This is only 
an unfinished system of taxation which sooner or later must come to 
an end one way or the other. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there have been proposed by the committee to 
which this case was referred only two amendments. I wish to speak 
of those amendments in the presence of so many members of the com- 
mittee as do me the honor to listen to me, for it may be a matter of 
importance to them. 

The first amendment is found in the first section of the biil as sent to 
us fromthe Senate, and provides for inserting the words ‘‘ by set-off or 
otherwise; ’’ so the section will then read: 

That it shall be the duty ofthe Secretary of the Treasury to credit to each State 
and Territory of the United States and the District of Columbia a sum equal to 
all collections, by set-off or otherwise; made from said States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia, or from any of the citizens or inhabitants thereof, 


or other persons, under the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, and the 
amendatory acts thereto. 


The insertion of those words was suggested by the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself. 

The second amendment suggested by the committee is to strike out 
the third proviso of the original bill, which is as follows: 


And provided further, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall 
be paid out by the governor of any State or Territory, or any other person, to 
any attorney or agent under any contract for services now existing or hereto- 
fore made between the representative of any State or Territory and any attorney 
oragent. All claims under the trust hereby created shall be filed with the gov- 
ernor of such State or Territory and the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, respectively, within six years next after the e of this act, and all 
claims not so filed shall be forever barred, and the money attributable thereto 
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shall belong to such State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, respectively, 
as the case may be. 

The committee supposed at that time, under the information possessed 
by it, it would be well enongh to allow the States to take care of that 
business without undertaking tointerferewithit. Forthat reason, and 
that alone, it was proposed to leave it with the States, but from infor- 
mation which came into the possession of the House it was determined 
to suggest the amendment to strike out this provision. I have called 
the attention of the committee to it merely for the purpose of saying 
that if this proposed amendment does not meet with their approbation 
there are reasons to vote it down and have the original proviso remain 
as in the Senate bill. 

I see as the Chairmaa is lifting his gavel that my time is expired; I 
am through, substantially, however, with what I desire to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allotted by the House for general de- 
bate has expired, and the Clerk will now proceed to read the bill by 
sections for amendment under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to 


credit to each State and Territory of the United States and the District of Colum- 
bia a sum equal to all collections made from said States and ferritories and the 
District of Columbia, or from any of the citizensor inhabitants thereof, or other 
persons, uader the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, andthe amendatory 


acts thereto. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question will first recur on the amendment 
reported by the committee, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In sert the words “ by set-off or otherwise; ” so it will read: 


‘That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to credit toeach State 
and Territory of the United States and the District of Columbia asum equal to 
all collections, by set-off or otherwise, made from said States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia, or from any of the citizens or inhabitants thereof, 
or other persons, under the act of Congress,” ete. 

Mr. McRAE. I move an amendment to the amendment by insert- 
ing, after the word “‘collections,’’ the words “‘ including penalties;’’ and 
I ask the attention of the gentleman in charge of the bill for a mo- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from Arkansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word “ collections,’’ the words “including penalties; "’ so that 
if amended it will read: 

‘That it shall be the daty of the Secretary of the Treasury to credit to each 
State and Territory of the United States and the District of Columbia a sum 
equal to all collections, including penalties by set-off or otherwise,’’ etc. 

Mr. McRAE. I hope there will be no objection to the adoption of 
the amendment, I presume the bill is intended to mean that in the 
Seuthern States where collections were enforced by judicial sale, under 
the amendatory act, and where certain penalties were attached, the 
same should also be repaid. ‘To illustrate the point, I will state that 
there is a difference in the accounts as stated between the Government 
and the various States. In Arkansas there is a difference in this re- 
gard of some $40,000. The money was collected and paid in by way 
of penalties. Now, if this means a sum equal to all collections and 
penalties it is correct as it is, but in order to make certain that that is 
the intention ef the bill, I would prefer to have the words inserted 
which I havesnuggested. 

Mr. CASWELL. I hope the committee will not adopt the amend- 
ment. This point was fully considered before the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, and the amendment proposed by the committee, ‘‘ by set-off or 
otherwise,’’ was considered to cover every possible contingency. I 
see no necessity whatever, therefore, for the adoption of this amend- 
ment. If there was the least reason in the world [ would be willing to 
accept it; but the words ‘‘ by set-off or otherwise ’’ cover the whole 

int. 

Mr. McRAE. I do not understand the objection to the amendment. 
If in the opinion of the gentleman from Wisconsin it is already covered 
by the phraseology of the bill, why does he object to inserting language 
that will make that clear beyond question ? 

1 repeat thatin stating the accounts between the Governmentand some 
of the States they have notcredited the States with the penalties paid. 
We will find that fact running all through the accounts, and this 
amendment is in order to correct that inequality. 

The question was taken on the amendmentof Mr. MCRAE; and there 
were on a division—ayes 56, noes 56. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary was 
adopted. 

Mr. WALKER, 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the words “ credit to,” in the fourth line, down to and in- 
cluding “ persons,” in line 8, and insert the following: 

* Those States and Territories and the District of Columbia a sum equal to the 
aggregrate amount of all collections made from said States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia, the aS erate sum of collections to be divided by 
the present aggregate population of the States and Territories and the District 
of Columbia paying in the same and the _ een found; and when such 
rate shall be sodetermined, the So the Treasury shall credit and pay to to 
each of snide States anderritories and the District of Columbia an amount equal 
to the sum found by multiplying the present population of each of the said 


The Clerk will read the amendment of the gen- 


I now offer the amendment which I send to the 


noi it isfarfuer provided thatthe Seoretary ofthe Treasury sie ernas 
to. those States not assuming and tax the amount nt collected from 
them by set-off or otherwise, or from any tthe the eit citizens or inhabitants thereof, 
or other persons.” 

Mr. WALKER. I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, so as to 
provide that this bill shall do full justice, as I conceive it to be the ob- 
ject of the bill to do justice to those loyal States paying in or assuming 
the payment of this direct tax. 

It is a well-known fact that a man living in New Hampshire, in 1861, 
and paying his proportion of this tax, having since removed to Nebraska 
or Kansas, and now aiding in the proposed repayment of the tax, 
would not get back the amount of the tax paid by him in 1861, and 
would have to pay into the Treasury by the present proposed repay- 
ment an additional sum. I can better illustrate this by some figures 
which I have at hand. Kansas, for instance, would receive under the 
bill, $71,743.33. Kansas would pay of this money ($17,500,000), now 
= be raised by taxation, $450,000, Nebraska $275,000, and Missouri 

830,000. 

If it is intended to refund only the amount paid under the act, and 
not the 15 per cent. commissions, Kansas would still pay $400,000, 
Nebraska $250,000, and Missouri $750,000. If my amendment is 
adopted, Missouri, having paid in $761,000, including the 15 per cent., 
would receive $930,000, while New Hampshire, having paid in $218,- 
406.67, would receive $117, 180. This illustrates the intention of the 
amendment. : 

It does seem to me that if justice is intended to be done to the peo- 
ple of the States and Territories paying in the money in 1861 the 
amendment ought to prevail. 

The intention, I presume, of this measure is to refund certain moneys 
paid in by certain States, Territories, and individuals, and thatit should 
be done by an equitable process, so that its payment would do equal 
justice as far as practicable to the various people in the United States 
who contributed the tax. Now,if the latter proposition is the one 
which is to receive the most consideration, and it certainly is the one 
that should receive it, thentheamendmentoughttobeadopted. There 
are certain of the States, and I call the attention of their members on 
this floor to it, that will lose by this amendment. To the great States 
of Indiana and Ilinois it will make but little difference, but to Cali- 
fornia, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, and 
Wisconsin and other of the States which have largely increased their 
population it makes a very material difference, as well as to ail the Ter- 
ritovies. The justice of the amendment will be manifest by aconsidera- 
tion of the fact that these States and Territories have largely increased 
their populations by the depletion of States in the Northeast, and the 
Northeastern States would lose therefore in proportion to the popuiation 
lest, while the Western States would gain in the same proportion. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Does the gentleman think that this money is to be paid to any indi- 
viduals? Ifit isto be paid directly to the States by what right can 
you divert it from the purpose? If it is to be paid back it is not to be 
paid to anybody but the States that paid it. 

Mr. WALKER. I will answer the gentleman from Ohio by asking 
this: What right have you to take seventeen and oue-half millions dut 
of the Treasury, being $400,000 paid by Kansas, $800,000 by Missouri, 
and $250,000 by Nebraska, and give it to New Hampshire, Maiue, and 
other States? If the gentleman will answer that 1 will answer him. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Simply because we assessed all under the 
Constitution that could be assessed; that one party paid and the other 
did not. 

Mr. SPINOLA and Mr. Cox rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New 
York in front [Mr. Srino.a]. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. COX. I to take up a few minutes. The constitution- 
ality of this bill on already been elaborately argued. It is enough to 
know that it is a matter of doubtful constitutionality in order to vete 
againstit. A matter of doubtful constitutionality is a matter of doubt- 
ful morality in the larger sense of that word; but this is a measure of 
doubtful morality in another sense, and on that my friend from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BUCKALEW] dilated yesterday with cogency and illus- 

tration. 


Although I am not a very old man I can recall very well the distri- 
bution which took place under the deposit act of 1836. I remember 
that in Ohio the money came there and was given to the county com- 
missioners to distribute. They loaned it out to their favorites on bond 
and mortgage. Very little of it ever came back. It tended todemoral- 
ize in many senses. 

Now, is there any doubt that by the direct tax of 1861 there was a 
valid collection of money into the ? Inregard to its constitu- 
tionality, and as to whether it was right to levy that direct tax, is there 
any question that the of that money was constitutional ? 
But is it right to pay it out? That is another question. Certainly 
not if in ity fally-at for equality is the corner-stone of good govern- 
ment, especially of good economy. Would there not result un- 
equal distribution of this money to the States? Although New York 
may get two, or perhaps two and a quarter of a million dollars out ef 


1888. 


this fand returned to her, nevertheless there would be an inequality 
in its distribution that is not good morality in legislation or equity in 
its distribution. 

Since 1836, the time of the deposit act; since 1861, the time of the 
direct-tax act; in fact, ever since the end of our Revolutionary war, 
there has never been an equality of burdens on the various States; and 
is it not too late now to recur to this business, rake up old accounts 
and distractions, and restate the accountsandembitter the distractions? 
It is the interest of the Republic and its citizens that these accounts 
should be considered closed and those harrowing associations miti- 
gated. Time should work to a good end the rehabilitation of the peo- 
ple in contentment and brotherhood. 

I lived in Ohio in 1861, when this tax was levied on the people I then 
represented, and perhaps on myself, to some extent. I moved to New 
York. We get something out of this bill for New York, but am I re- 
paid at all or equally for what was paid in Ohio? By no means. My 
friend frem Missouri has just shown the glaring inequality of the in- 
evitable result of this bill; and that is an absurd and inequitable dis- 
tribution of the moneys refunded. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, this project is immeral in the sense that I 
have used the expression. Because of the inequality in thedistribution 
I will not vote for the measure. Why, if we can resuscitate all these 
matters, we can revive everything of a kindred nature from the begin- 
ning of the Government, including the taxation during the Revolu- 
tionary war, during the period of the war of 1812, and the burdens of 
the civil war. Why, sir, there were four billions of taxation, or of 
bonds, levied upon the people of this country for the civil conflict, with- 
out computing the consequential damages. There is no adequate hu- 
man acumen to determine the varied burdens upon the many localities 
of this country. Therefore I say that inasmuch as we are changing and 
have changed the very body and personnel of our people since the time 
of the Revolution, since we have changed the conditions of our people 
and the sources of our taxes, we can not reach equality by any distri- 
bution to be made by this measure at this late day. 

Why, if you are seeking equality in the distribution of those direct 
taxes, what about other taxes, whatabout yourcustoms duties? Every 
one knows that by the very nature of the tariff as a revenue measure there 
can not be equality in the laying and collection of taxation by such 
measures. It can not be done owing to the multitude of the various 
conditions of our citizens and of our country. Owing to the distribu- 
tion of our population, its constant locomotion, its changes from States 
te States, and from States to Territories, and from place to place, we 
can not possibly return this money so as to return the money to those 
who paid it te the Government; we can not reach equality; therefore, 
beeause of the doubtful constitutionality and doubttal morality of the 
bill and its results, and beeause of the glaring inequality, which is of 
its very essence, I will not vote for this measure, whatever may be de- 
termined by the committee. 

ee The time of the gentleman from New York has 
exp! 

Mr. JACKSON and Mr. SprnoLA addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted, 

Mr. JACKSON. ‘I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chair- 
mau, there are some features of this debate which, it has occurred to 
me, it would be worth while to comment upon. I do not think it pe- 
euliar that we should have presented and argued with a great deal of 
per and argued with great ability the constitutional question, 

we have been used to that. From the inauguration of the rebell- 
ion in 1861 all along down, upon every proposition to strengthen the 
hands of the Government or to sustain its arms we have always had 
to meet the question of unconstitutionality and illegality, and I care 
not to comment upon that now. 

But I observe that this present question has been argued here as if 
the Government were about to adopt a policy of levying direct taxes 
and then returning them. This measure is op as if it were to be 
a precedent, as if we were to adopt it as a rule to be continually levy- 
ing direct taxes and then returning them. Of course no such question 
is presented before us, and there is no need of meeting difficulties of 
that kind in this case. Mr. Chairman, perbaps the best plan to argne 
a case as plain as this one appears to me to be is simply to state it. 
We have here adefinite proposition, a single case of wrong, and we need 
to provide the remedy for only this one particular case. There is, how- 
ever, a line of argument which has been urged here that I wish to call 
attention to, not so much because it is argued in this particular case 
as because it seems to be a settled policy adopted by those of the other 
side who represent the cotton-growing States. It appears to be a gen- 
eral plan adopted to meet all questions that come upin our legislation 
here. It is this: Every proposition that is made, however just, how- 
ever right, however it may involve binding obligations of the Govern- 
ment, is met by the proposition of these gentlemen that before they 
will allow us to enact it into law we must give their particular sec- 
tion some equivalent that they never could expect to get as an inde- 
pendent proposition. No matter what proposition is made by our side, 
the other side meet it and say, ““We can not allow you to do that un- 
less you will allow us so and so.” ” 

Tn this case the bill as reported by the committee is denounced as 
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unconstitutional. But we can readily see how it can be made entirely 
satisfactory if we will adopt the amendments proposed and return the 
cotton tax. 

If we propose to admit Dakota as a State, they say, ‘‘No; you 
can not do that unless you allow us to bring in New Mexico.’’ If we 
propose to erect a public building in New York or in Philadelphia, or 
wherever the Government greatly needs it, they say, ‘‘No; you can 
not have that unless you give us public buildings also in Arkansas and 
in Texas.”’ ‘This line of policy was carried to an extreme here yester- 
day by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], who says that he 
is in favor of doing justice and of equalizing matters between the States, 
but that he wants justice to go further back than this proposition, 
which only settles the direct tax, and his propositionis what? Why, he 
points to. the money that has been paid for pensioning the Union soldiers; 
he counts up. the immense sum, and he says, ‘‘ I want justice done to 
the Southern States.” How? From. the contrast he draws the fair 
conclusion is that we should pension the men who fought against the 
Government. This seems to be the only logical conclusion from the 
gentleman’s remarks. They answer us in this way on all occasions. 
You can not do anything now in the Congress of the United States un- 
less you allow an equivalent to ‘‘ our side.”’ 

Now, gentlemen, [ undertake to say that it is time we should call a 
halt on that class of propositions. We hear a great deal about the 
‘*solid Seuth,’’ and we hear a great deal about sectionalism, but I 
want to. say that it is you gentlemen on the other side who are keeping 
up that cry, and you alone are responsible for it. Do you suppose that 
you can keep one-third of the country—you will very soon be less than 
one-fourth—‘‘ solid’’ on such propositions, and that the other two- 
thirds—or three-fourths as it soon will be—will not remain solid in op- 
posing them? Do you suppose, do you expect, that the people of this 
country will stand by and see the Government dishonored —— 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes. 

Mr. ENLOE. Did the gentleman say that the “gentleman from 
Tennessee,’’? meaning me, said yesterday that the Confederate soldiers 
should be pensioned ? 

Mr. JACKSON. No, sir; I didnot sayso. I said that you said you 
were in favor of doing justice, and that one of the ways you proposed 
to. do justice was to go back and rake ever a great many things, and 
that then you called attention to the pension question and said in sub- 
stanee: ‘“* Look how much of that money goes to the North and how 
little to the South!’ and I said that the logical conclusion from your 
argument was that you wanted ‘‘justice’’ done to the Confederate sol- 
diers.in that way. And, Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman 
has a bill, introduced in Congress and now pending, looking somewhat 
in that direction. 

Mr. ENLOE. The gentleman does not understand any such thing 
if he understands the fact. 

Mr. JACKSON. Well, what did you mean when yon said that you 
wanted equality, and that so much money was appropriated for pen- 
sions, and that the North had got so much, and for three-quarters of a 
century was going to get it, and that your section was only getting a 
very smallamount? Whatdid you mean by this? What other mean- 
ing could it have beside the one I give it? 

Mr. ENLOE. Do not strain yourself; you may explode. 
ter on the. Demoeratic side. } 

Mr. JACKSON. What other soldiers than Confederate soldiers are 
there to. be put. in opposition to Union soldiers? 

Mr. ENLOE. You have got too much in you, and you are trying 
to. get it out too fast. 

Mr. JACKSON. Well, I have the floor, and I have enough in me 
to meet the gentleman on that proposition or any other that he may 
present. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want the gentleman to represent me correctly; he 
shall not misrepresent me; that is all there is about it. I do not pro- 
pose to be misrepresented by any gentleman on this floor. 

Mr. JACKSON. Let the gentleman make what. he pleases of his 
statements yesterday. They are printed in the REcoRD and can be 
read by anyone. I only want to quote him fairly. He said hewanted 
these questions leveled u 

Mr. ENLOE. If the gentleman puts in my mouth any such lJan- 
guage he misrepresents the facts, and he knows it. 

besice the hammer fell. ] 

Cries. of “‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not propcse to let any man put in my mouth 
language which I did not use. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam unable to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam talking to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Jackson] has expired. 

Mr. ENLOE. I desire now to make a few remarks myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SprxonA] 
will be recognized next. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will yield to the gentleman from Teamessee if I 
can get the floor next. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Provided I can follow the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will next recognize the gentleman’s 
colleague. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir. I will offer a new amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I was not in the House at the time the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania made the allusion to me, but my atten- 
tion was called to the matter when I came in, and I was asked the ques- 
tion whether I had made any such statement as that I desired to pen- 
sion the Confederate soldiers. I stated that I had not made any such 
statement, and that no legitimate deduction of that character could be 
drawn from any remarks which I had made; that it was a gratuitous 
and false construction of the language I had used. What I argued was 
that there were equities in this case, and that the people of the South- 
ern States were contributing a much larger proportion of the taxes to 
the support of this Government than they were receivingin return. I 
assert that again, and no gentleman on this floor can successfully con- 
trovert the proposition. But did I say that I wanted to pension an 
Confederate soldiers? Did I use language which would bear any suc 
construction? 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Certainly I am willing to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. JACKSON, Did not the gentleman from Tennessee introduce a 
bill here te provide homes for Confederate soldiers at the national ex- 

nse? 

Mr. ENLOE, ‘‘The gentleman from Tennessee’’ did introduce, at 
the beginning of this Congress, a bill which proposed to donate, if the 
Legislature of the State would consent, the ‘*‘ Hermitage’’ in Tennessee, 
the home of Andrew Jackson, for the establishment of a home for dis- 
abled soldiers of the Federal and Confederate armies alike. 

Mr. JACKSON. Ah! 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman now yield to me for a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Wait until I get through with this other gentleman; 
one at a time is as many as I want. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say this: I introduced that bill upon 
the supposition that gentlemen here who have announced themselves 
in favor of extending the hand of friendship across the ‘* bloody chasm’ 
would be willing, if the State of Tennessee was disposed to join in the 
movement, to give the home of that patriot, soldier, and statesmen, 
Andrew Jackson, for the purpose of establishing such a home; that 
they would be willing to meet us vpon half-way ground and do that. 
I want to say another thing: When I introduced that bill I was not 
prompted by any Confederate soldier. I want to say, ‘furthermore, that 
no Confederate soldier from any portion of the South called upon me 
to introduce that bill. I suggested it myself, and it was done upon 
the idea that the time had come when these issues of the war should 
be buried, at least to that extent. 

Mr. JACKSON. Did not this bill which the gentleman introduced 
propose to make an appropriation from the national Treasury for the 
purpose of erecting that building? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes; certainly it did. Now, what harm has that done 
to any State or to any individual? What harm can arise to this coun- 
try from the adoption of it? What warrant does it give to the gentle- 
man to charge me with the desire to pension Confederate soldiers from 
the Federal Treasury ? 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GEAR. Did itaot provide that the superintendent of that home 
should be a Confederate soldier? 

Mr. ENLOE. No; it did not. iI proposed that General John T. 
Wilder should be the superintendent of that home, a soldier of the 
Union Army, who served under General Harrison. [Applause on the 
Democratic side of the House. ] : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 
expired, and debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. JACKSON. I withdraw my pro forma amendment, and move 
to strike out the last four words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man will proceed. 

Mr. JACKSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I still insist that not only the 
gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. ENLOE] himself by his statements made 
on the floor of this House yesterday, but also by the bill which he has 
introduced and by his own admissions here to-day may mre the 
conclusion to be drawn that he is in favor of equality between Con- 
federate soldiers and Union soldiers, so far as their services are con- 
cerned. And it is to that proposition I take exception. The gentle- 
man gets up here and disputes it and then confesses it. 

Why, sir, I have only to read from the gentleman’s speech made here 


yesterday, and which is printed in the Recorp this morning, to more 


than sustain what I have said. Let me read it. 
Equality of burdens and equality of benefits is what we want. 


That is what he said, as I see from his remarks made yesterday and 
printed this morning. He then continues: 


Now let us look for a moment to the matter of pensions. The report of the 


Volunteer Soldiers are hereby autho: 1 
establish, const: and permanently maintain a branch of said National Home 





Commissioner of Pensions for 1888 shows that the Government has paid out on 
this account since the close of the war $963,086,444.72. 


That is what he wants leveled and put on an equality. Does it lie 
in the mouth of a gentleman to te my statements who has a bill 
here now pending, asking a nat appropriation for a soldiers’ home 
to place on an equality, in caring for them, in Tennessee, soldiers of 
the Union and Confederate soldiers? Gentlemen, you are attempt- 
ing to have the history of the country written up from 1861 to 1865 as 
though treason and rebellion were as honored as loyalty to the Govern- 
ment. But you can never do that. The North is not raising these 
questions. You are the men who are raising them here. We sit here 
day after day and month after month, and listen to speeches of this 
character, and but rarely any gentleman on this side replies. I propose 
toenter my objections here now. I want thecountry to know that 
you are the men that introduce these questions in Con, and keep 
alive such issuesas this, And I want totell you further that you must 
fail in yourattempts to change the history of the country. The people 
of this country and the civilized world will never agree, sir, that the 
men who brought on a causeless war and who raised a rebellion to 
perpetuate human slavery were right. [Applause. ] 

We are not asking them to maké confessions here. All we ask of 
them is that they shall observe their parole, that they shall observe 
the laws of the land, that they shal] put themselves on an equality 
with other people. Let the questions settled by the war remain set- 
tled forever. Let us have no more filibustering here or needless de- 
lays when bills are presented to do justice to the people who were loyal 
to the country. I hope soon to see the Government do justice to the 
soldiers who saved its existence. And if I may be permitted to do so, 
I will also express the hope that no representative in Congress will ever 
use as an argument against ting pensions to Union soldiers the 
fact that the money goes y to the Northern and Western States. 
Never let us hear suggestions, as the gentleman says, that there is need 
of having equality done upon this question between the different States 
or between Union and Confederate soldiers. Too much in the past has 
gone unchallenged on this subject. And that is the reason why I have 


spoken in reference to these matters. 


Now, that there may be no misunderstanding, I wish to have printed 


as a part of my remarks the bill H. R. 1849, which was introduced by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on January 4, 1888. It is as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 1849) to provide for the location and erection in Tennessee of a 


branch home for disabled soldiers of the late war, Federal and Confederate, 
and other wars. 
Beit enacted, etc., That the board of ma: rs of the National Home for Disabled 


, empowered, and directed to locate 


, 


for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers in the State of Tennessee; and that the sum of 
$150,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
United States not ise appropriated, to be paid to the said board 
of managers and by them expended in carrying out the provisions of this act. 
Sec, 2. That all honorably ——- soldiers and ors who served in the 
regular and volunteer forces of the United States in any of its wars, and al! hon- 
orably disc’ or paroled soldiers and sailors who served in the army or 
navy of the late so-called Confederate States, who are disabled by disease, 
wounds, or otherwise, and who have no uate means of support, and = rea- 
son of such disability are in le of earning their living, shall be entitled to 
be admitted to said home for disabled volunteer soldiers, subject to such simi- 


lar lations to those prescribed for admission to existing branches of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

Sec. 3. Thatas soon r the approval of this act as practicable, the said board 
of managers shall secure the necessary lands and commence the erection of 
suitable buildings for the use of said branch : That the said board of 
managers may accept, by donation from the State of Tennessee, the property 
known as the Hermitage, the late home of Andrew Jackson, as a site for said 
branch home herein provided for. 

Src. 4. That General John T. Wilder, of Chattanooga, Tenn., be, and he is 
hereby, appointed a manager of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, to serve for five years after the passage of this act; and hereafter the 
number of managers of the said home, elected by Con , Shall be eleven in- 
siead of ten, as at present, one of whom shall be a resident of one of the late so- 
called Confederate States. 


Mr. SPINOLA was recognized. 

Mr. OATES. Before the gentlemen from New York proceeds I trust 
that he, with other gentlemen who participate in this debate, will bear 
in mind that by order of the House at 4 o’clock this bill is to be re- 
ported back with such amendments as may be agreed upon, and I ap- 
peal to them, therefore, not to get up any political discussion on this 

uestion. 
- Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, the debate has taken a very broad 
turn in the last few minutes, and has traveled far outside of the real 
question at issue before us. I shall not now make any allusion to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON] who has 
just taken his seat, although at some future time it may be that Ishall 
pay my respects to him, as well as to some of his associates. 

ee here to-day, sir, as one of the representatives of the State of 
New York, who at the commencement of this discussion was favora- 
ble to the passage of this bill. But after having sat here for two days 
and listened to the debates for and against, I have come to the conclu- 
sion that I cannot vote for the measure. [Applause. 

Now, sir, in the first place, the direct tax was legally levied, legally 
collected, and legally be into the Treasury of the United States, as 
well as legally taken therefrom and disbursed according to the provis- 
ions of the law authorizing it; and the able and distinguished gentle- 
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man from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] in thediscussion this morning— 
the gentleman who is leading the other side of the House on this ques- 
tion—has admitted in the course of the debate that there is no warrant 
in the Constitution to refund this tax. 

Mr. CASWELL. Will the gentleman permit methere—— | 

Mr. SPINOLA. There being no warrant in the Constitution to re- 
turn it, as admitted by its own friends, therefore I am forced to vote 
against it. 

Mr. CASWELL. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that un- 
derstanding of what I have said. He misunderstood me. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have but a few moments, and must decline to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. CASWELL. What I said was that there was no express war- 
rant. 

Mr. SPINOLA. _ Very well, let the gentleman correct it in that man- 
ner if he will; let him put in ‘‘ express warrant,’’ if he sees proper. I 
do not see that it alters the condition. General Jackson never recog- 
nized any such thing when he was administering 
this country. I stand here to-day, sir, firmly, flatly, broadly on the 
provisions of the Constitution which our fathers created for our guid- 
ance and action. Standing upon the provisions of the Constitution, I 

pose, as far as I possibly may, under the oath that I have taken 
ere, tosupport and maintain the Constitution, and toadhereas strictly 
to that fundamental law as lies within my power; and I do not pro- 
pose to be diverted or to diverge one iota from that under any circum- 
stances a because of any pretext that may be presented here. [Ap- 
plause. 

The question presented by this bill and now pending before this com- 
mittee is one of the most dangerous, in my judgment, that has ever been 
before Congress since I have been a member of this body. 

It is one of the most dangerous because it proposes to open the door 
in the future to every species of extravagance and for the payment of 
every demand of a similar character that may be made. There is no 
politician in this House or outside of it to-day in this country who can 
foresee what ten years may bring forth. With the example set and the 
precedent established. by the passage of this bill before this Congress 
and the country, within ten years I venture to predict that the cotton 
tax will be restored, and it will be justified because of the precedent 
established here to-day. The internal-revenue taxes collected upon 
every thing, the taxes collected upon manufactured articles, ranning up 
into the hundreds of millions of dollars, will be refunded if we open 
the door by the passage of this dangerous class of legislation, I am 
o therefore, to its passage. 

. Why, sir, the Constitution of the United States would not permit us 
to appropriate a dollar of money for the erection of a public building 
in a State to be used exclusively for the State; and yet this money is 
te be taken from the Treasury of the Government and given to the 
States for just such purposes as that. And the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, who was so alarmed for fear that the Confederate soldiers 
might be paid bounties or taken care of by the General Government, 
should remember that if this money goes back to the State of Tennes- 
see, if this bill shall become a law and the $400,000 should be paid to 
that State, it will go into their treasury, to be appropriated for just 
such objects as they choose. Does my friend wish to give them the 
ivilege of doing that? Does he wish them to appropriate it for the 
t of the Confederate soldiers? Ithinknot. If he does, I do not. 
I should not vote a dollar from the public Treasury to take care of the 
Confederate soldiers, and that is another reason why I shall vote against 
this bill. The thirteen Southern States of the Confederacy contributed 
to the creation of this fund, and when the money goes back to them it 
goes into their State treasuries, to be used when, how, and as the States 
may please. It goes there for what purpose? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. To be paid to the individuals who paid it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is not possible. Nor could it be paid to their 
representatives. You can not find them. They are scattered to all 
parts of the country, and the men who paid itcan not befound. Many 
of them are not living, and some even ano left no heirs. Isay, then, 
that when this money is paid into the treasury of the State of Tennes- 
see, that State not being able to find the men who paid the tax origi- 
nally, can appropriate it toany purpose they please. Theycan build a 
soldiers’ home for the Confederate soldiers and pay it out as they choose. 
Have the Confederate soldiers asked us for pensions? No. They know 
that they are not entitled to them, and would not receive them at our 
hands if any asked forthem. But the States of the South can aid 
them with this fund. Upon all grounds, therefore, that I can suggest, 
Mr. Chairman, taking the broad views of the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania also in that same connection, I find nothing to justify me to vote 
for this bill. And let me tell our friends on the other side of the 
House, who claim to be the special friends of the soldiers of the Union, 
that when they go home after having voted here to sustain this meas- 
ure and pay over this money to the Southern States, they will have an 


account to settle with the veterans of the Union Army, who will want 


to know why they 


id money to those States to be so used. 
The CHAIRM 


- Debate ontne pending amendment is exhausted. 







the government of 


power. 
of the States (to which must be added $2,206,985.67 paid as commis- 
sions for collecting), and leaving uncollected $2,562,401.29. 





Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered as with- 
dra 


wn. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, one of the principal objections urged against the action 
proposed in this bill is, that where a tax has been levied and partly col- 
lected, and that part disbursed, and the Treasury holds a surplus largely 
in excess of its needs, and which renders it amply able to refund the 
part collected, and there is nothing to prevent the‘collection of the re- 
mainder of the tax uncollected except the fact that the necessity of the 
collection no longer exists, the General Government, to which the power 
to levy and collect has been intrusted by the people, has not the con- 
stitutional right to refrain from collecting such remainder, nor to re- 
fund the portion already collected. 

In the face of such an objection is it not pertinent to inquire what 
would be the position of gentlemen who urgeit in case the proposition 
was to compel the payment of the unpaid remainder of thedirect tax ? 
Would we not expect them to say as an objection to that course, 
‘*There is no need of the money, and your proposed action is unjust and 
oppressive ?”’ 

But, Mr. Chairman, is it true that the power which may levy and 
collect a tax may not constitutionally refund that tax when it is able 
and willing to do so? 

Judge Cooley, than whom no clearer writer or abler jurist, in my 


opinion, graces the legal world of this Union to-day, in his admirable 
treatise upon the subject of taxation, at page 753, says: 


A general right exists in the State to refund any tax collected for its purposes, 
And I apprehend by the term ‘‘State’’ he intends to refer to the 


body of people exercising sovereign powers, and to whom is confided 
the power of taxation by the constitution, whether State or national. 


It will be admitted by those urging this constitutional objection, 


that, constitutionally, if a tax is levied and eollected, and is used by 


the Government at all, it must be applied to the purpose or purposes 
for which it was laid. And I suppose they will also admit that the 
tax must be uniform inits application; that is, it must have such uni- 
formity at least as will enable it to come within the terms of that con- 


stitutional demand, as defined by the courts, that requires that— 


All duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States. 
And it must also fall in line with that other constitutional provision 
which inhibits the laying of any “‘ capitation or other directtax * * * 
unless in proportion to the census or enumeration ’’ directed to be taken 


each ten years. And the tax thus laid must be paid by the States upon 


which it falls, or there is no uniformity. 

Now, suppose that it be true, as a proposition of constitutional law, 
that no power to refund a tax inheres in and belongs as an incident to 
the power to levy and collect as conferred by the Constitution upon 
the General Government. We would find ourselves then in this case 
in this anomalous position: 

A direct tax of $20,000,000 levied upon the several States of the 
Union by the General Government in the exercise of its constitutional 
Of this amount $15, 227,632.03, collected and paid by a portion 


No necessity whatever existing for the collection of this unpaid por- 


tion. 


A large surplus of useless and unused money now lying idle ia the 


Treasury. 


A surplus sufficient, many times, in amount to enable the Govern- 
ment to refund that portion ofthe direct tax already collected, with- 
out in any way interfering with the proper discharge of its other obli- 
gations. And yet in the face of these facts, if gentlemen would be con- 
sistent, they must hold that to preserve the principle of uniformity, 
the Government must go on and collect this unpaid portion; that it 
must add this further amount to the unused and idle sums now in the 
vaults of the Treasury or loaned to the various banks throughout the 
country. 

Because the Government had once started on the road and had ob- 
tained and used a portion of the money authorized to be collected, it 
dare not let go of that part and must not refrain from collecting the 
rest, although absolutely unneeded, because that would destroy the 
principle of uniformity. In other words, you have the constitutional 
right to levy the tax. Butif the necessity for the levy has passed away 
before the tax is entirely collected you can not then stop, but must go 
on and collect even though you have no need of the money whatever. 
For gentlemen will hardly argue that where a portion of the States 
have paid, another portion should not be required to pay. Certainly 
so unjust a proposition is repugnant to the sense of fairness and equity 
possessed by every fair-minded man. 

Mr. Chairman, I am of those who believe that good constitutional 
law is consistent with the dictates of ordinary good hard sense, and the 
good hard sense of the present situation is to pay back to the Statse 
that have paid this tax the several amounts by them placed in the 
national Treasury, to refrain from collecting the unpaid portion of the 
levy, and thus place all the States upon an equal footing respecting it, 
and not compel the unnecessary and useless increase of the money in 
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the Treasury which would result from a contrary course. For in this 


case the Government, in order to be fair and equal with all of the 
States, must either go.forward or backward. Thereisnostanding still. 
Tt must stretch out its strong hand and take more, or it must open its 
purse and let go of that which it has already taken. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not had time, since they were proposed 
and printed in the Recorp for the information of members, to critic- 
ally examine the various amendments which the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OarEs] has indicated he will offer to this bill. 

But one of those amendments which proposes to set off against the 
sums due to the several States by the terms of this bill, the amounts 
due from those States to the General Government by reason of the de- 
posit with them of public moneys under the act of June 23, 1836, I 
have examined to some’ extent, and it seems to me the proposition 
ameunis to an invitation to those States te enter into.a trade with the 
General Gevernment whereby the States swap a hundred-dollar dog 
for two fifty-dollar pups. 

Let me illustrate. ‘There was deposited of this public money, under 
the act of 1836, with the States of Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, and. Arkansas, 
which for convenience I will designate as ‘‘Group I,”’ the sum of 
$8, 506,960.53, which sum they still hold, This same group of States 
yet owe on account of the direct tax the sum of $2,284, 105.18. 

There was-also deposited of this public money with the States of 
Maine, Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Llli- 
nois, and Michigan, which I will designate as ‘‘ Group II,’’ the sum 
of $12,808, 232.73, which they still hold. But this group has paid on 
account of the direct tax the sum of $8,428,875.95. Nowsuppose the 
bill passes, amended so. as to permit the set-off proposed, how would it 
leave the two groups of States standing as compared with each other? 

‘“Group 1’’ not having paid the direct tax, would have nothing to re- 
ceive and nothing to set off, and would still hold the eight and a half 
million dollars of public money, and: would have failed to pay the two 
anda quarter million dollarsof direct tax apportioned to.it. In other 
words, it would make a total sum, im exact figures, of $10,791,065.71, 
by holding what it has, and refusing to pay what it as justly owes as 
did any of the States. 

While ‘“‘Group I1’’ having paid the direet tax heretofore; would 
be required to refund, of this public money deposited with them, the 
sum. of $8,428,875.95, and would still hold. on that aecount. $5,016,- 
123.61. In ether words, these eight great Northern States would lose 
by the transaction as compared. withthe eight Southern States. the 
sum of $5,774,942.10, and leaving the States, that did not pay the di- 
rect. tax just the amount of the last-named sum better off, because of 
their dereliction, than would be the States in ‘‘GroupIL’’ thatdid pay. 

Now how can gentlemen call that. a just or equitable proposition ? 
It would seem that whatever may be the ideas of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. OaTrs] regarding the inability of the General Govern- 
ment to refund the direct tax, he has no doubt aboutthe entire legality 
and justice of requiring those States that paid it to now shell out their de- 
posits of publie money, leaving the States that did not pay to still hold 
and enjoy the amounts of that same public money which they with the 
other States have held since 1837. In other words, ‘‘Group 1’ shall 
neither pay nor refund, while ‘‘Group I1’’ shall beth pay and re- 
fund. 


Again, these deposits of public money were made under a law which 
provided in substance: 

First. That the deposits should be fixed, as to amount to go to. each 
Siate, by that State’s representation in the House and Senate, thus 
making it equal in distribution. 

Second. That it should be refunded upon the demand of the Gen- 
eral Government. in a certain way, to wit: 

(a) That ratable proportions should, when needed, be called from 
the several States (not from a portion of them). 

(b) Thatitshould only be called forimsums notexceeding $10, 000 from 
any one State in any one month unless thirty days’ previous notice had 
been given, and then only in sums not exceeding $20,000 at any one 
cail. 

This propesed amendment would not only be unequal and unjust, 
but it would violate the contract under which the States accepted the 
deposits. 

It would seem that gentlemen in their frantic desire to escape the 
logic of their position, and to hold what they have already appropriated, 
are willing to violate a specific statute and a binding contract. They 
would consent to a positive wrong in order to aveid a fancied violation 
of a constitutional provision, which exists only in imagination. 

Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the Constitution was framed to en- 
force, not to prevent, equality between the States.and citizens. But, 
sir, this nation is no stranger to the fact that in every attempt te enforce 
that equality the Constitution has been invoked to prevent its enforce- 
ment. There are always men to be found who can twist some meaning 
outof some clause or sentence of that revered instrument to assist them 


in preventing some right action or in strangling some good intent. But 


itis not often that so “palpable an injustice is invoked to render assist- 
ance in preventing action and saving the Constitution as the amend- 


not find its way to the pockets from which it was first taken. 
turned to the State treasuriesit will benefit hundreds of thousands who 
never were directly or indirectly taxed to pay acentofit. It will ben- 


efit hundreds of thousands who were citizens of foreign countries when 
the taxes were collected. 










rant for it. Ishall vote against it because I am 
for it. I own a bit of real estate in New York, and I am debarred 
from voting for a bill in which I have a direct pecuniary interest, 


dent that may work incalculable 


ing the long and: 
of gentlemen to defeat it by obstructive tactics, I believe I was ever at 
my post insisting upon the right of a majority upon 
character to haveadirect vote. Reflection. 


ened me in the opinions I then had and in my determination to vote 


ment under consideration. It onght to be voted down; and this bill, 
as it came to us from the Senate, ought to be passed, for it does no in- 


justice, it creates no inequality, it violates no provision of the Consti- 


tution, but it is inherently just and right. , 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I move to strike ont the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against this bill, and for these reasons: 
The money, as stated by the gentleman from Ohio, may reach the 
places from which it was paid in lump to the Government, but it ean 


If re- 


The money is now in the Treasury of the United States. The United 


States has a far better claim to it than those who are to profit by scat- 
tering it. It teek it from the pockets of the people. 
turn it to the original pockets, and it has no right to pay it into other 
pockets. Much of the money came from the earnings of artisans and 
mechanics, If paid back inte the State treasuries, artisans and me- 
chanies will not be benefited by it. 
justly observed, it will be used to relieve the taxes on real estate, and 
the Asters and those who own the most real estate will derive the most 
benefit. 
allows the United States te take money from the pockets of the poor 
and turn it into the pockets of the rich. 


It can not re- 


As the gentleman from Michigan 
The poor man will be left. The proposition thus virtually 


It is claimed that the money should be returned because certain 


States paid the tax while others failed to doso. The States that failed 
to pay it, however, paid a special tax amounting to $67,000,000 on a 
product cultivated exclusively within their borders. This bill carries 
a little over a fifth of that sum. 


If one tax is returned, it is diffieult to see why the other should not 


be returned, after deducting what is due from the recusant States on 
the direct tax. The same line of argument must apply to hoth taxes. 


Reverse the situation. Suppose a special tax on wheat, cheese, but- 


ter, or any other Northern or Western product had been levied as the 
tax on cotten was levied, and a bill for the return of the cotton tax 
had been presented, I can easily fancy what acry would have been 
raised if the tax on wheat, cheese, and butter had not been included in 
the bill. The waving of the bloody shirt would not have been a 


I know that the passage of this bill will put over $2,000,000 into the 


treasury of the State of New York, but if unconstitutionally done it 
would injure the State far more than it would benefit it. The people 
of New York, sir, expect their representatives to stand by the courage 
of their convictions, independent of personal considerations. I shall 
stand by mine. 


I shall vote against the bill because I can find no constitutional war- 
from voting 


| Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. | 
Last of all, I shall vote against it because it is establishing a prece- 


damage tothe Republic. [Applause. } 
Mr. O’PFERRALL. Mr. Chairman, I shall condense in asmall com- 


pass what I desire to say in regard to this bill. 


At the last session I gave this measure my earnest support, and dur- 
weary deadlock, resulting from the persistent efforts 


a measure of this 


since then hasonly strength- 


for the bill substantially as it came from the Senate. 

Sir, the discussion which has been going on yesterday and to-day 
has taken a far too wide, and language has been used uncalled 
for and unj ed by the subject under consideration. 

And what is this bill and what are the facts which have led up to its 
introduction? 

In 1861 the Government of the United States levied a tax upon the 
whole ae North and South, for war purposes, and apportioned it 


To Virgiaia, the State which I have the honor to represent in part on 
this floor, Sr 02; to the other States 
embraced in the Southern Confederacy she apportioned as follows: 

Alabama, $529,313.33; Arkansas, $261,886; Florida, $77,522.67; 
Georgia, $584,367.33; Louisiana, $385,886. 67; Mississippi, $413,084. 67; 
North Carolina, $576,194.67; South Carolina, $363,579.67; Tennessee, 
$669,498; and Texas, $729,071.02. 

This tax was not paid by any of the Southern States as States; but 
the following sums were collected by the Federal tax-gatherers from cer- 
tain individuals in these various ong met.18; F $4,700.28; 

Alabama, nothing; a lorida, 
Georgia, $82,427.47; Louisiana, $3 14,500.84; Mississippi, $69,584. 56: 
i : Carolina, 396.36; 
$392,004.48; Texas, $180,841. 51; and Virginia, $442,408.09. 
It will be observed that the citizens of Virginia paid far more than 
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the citizens of any other Southern State; that Alabama paid nothing, 
— less than $5,000, while a number of States paid comparatively 

After the payment of the suins I have just mentioned there still re- 
mained as an existing, living charge which could be enforced at any 
time the following sums: 

Alabama, after deducting some offsets, $525,078.12; Arkansas, $107,- 
184.82; Florida, $72,756.41; Georgia, after giving her credit with a 
claim she has against the Government, $466,384.44; Louisiana, $71,- 
385.14; Mississippi, $341,213.12; North Carolina, $198,742.06; South 
Carolina, $141,174.31; Tennessee, $277,493.52; Texas, $174,265.16; Vir- 
ginia, $286,662.93. 

To these sums must be added the heavy penalty for non-payment 
fixed by the levying act and possibly interest; so that Virginia, after 
her citizens had paid $442,408.09, paid it, too, at a time when they had 
to make great sacrifices and almost sell their seed-corn to do it, must 
still have resting over her as a menacing obligation to the Government 
largely more than a half million of dollars. As one of the representa- 
tives of the people who paid this money, as one of the representatives 
of a State resting under a charge of far more than $500,000, wiiich was 
liable to be enforced any time, I have hailed with delight this bill as 
a measure through which the money thus paid can be re/unded to those 
whose energies were strained to the uttermost to meet the demands of 
the Government nearly a quarter of a century ago, or their legal rep- 
resentatives, and my State, now burdened to her utmost capacity with 
taxation, can be relieved of the charge to which I have just alluded, 
which, like a miserable ghost, has been ever rising up before her. 

Now, I ask again, what is this bill? It is a bill which proposes to 
refund to all the States and Territories and the District of Columbia 
all sums collected as direct taxes under the act approved August 5, 
1861, and where it was paid by the citizens thereof to refund directly 
to them or to their legal representatives, and to remit and relinquish 
all moneys still due to the United States on the quota apportioned to 
the respective States and Territories and the District of Columbia. 

It provides that all claims of citizens must be filed with the governor 
of the State or Territory and the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, respectively, within six years after its passage, and that all 
claims not so filed shall be forever barred, and the money attributable 
thereto shall belong to such State, Territory, and the District of Co- 
lumbia, respectively, as the case may be. I have quoted from the lan- 
guage of the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is there in this measure to call forth the 
violent opposition which it has been meeting in this House? 

Equality is equity, and the burdens of taxation should fall alike upon 
all. Was it right to collect from the people of Virginia hundreds of 
thousands of dollars for governmental purposes and allow the people of 
Alabama to without the payment ofa dollar? Was it right to 
visit the wasted fields and desolated homes of my State and draw from 
the little substance left her by the hoof of war large sums of money 
and exempt other States no worse situated from the raid of the Federal 
tax-gatherer? What had Virginia done, what had her people done, 
that she and her people should be compelled to respond to the tax de- 
mand of the Government, while Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Mississippi, 
and Texas were never forced to respond at all, or if at all, only in small 
measure ? . 

Equality, I repeat, is equity, and the States that did not pay as much 
in proportion to their assessments as other States ought to be required 
by the Government to come up now on equal ground or all should be 
put on an equality by refunding to all the amounis paid. 

It seems to me, sir, the Goverument can not ‘‘ poise the cause in jus- 
tice’ equal scales’’ unless it shall pursue one of the two courses I have 
marked out. 

Which is the bettercourse? This bill has adopted it. With a'Treas- 
ury plethoric with gold and overflowing with the money of the people, 
drawn from them and from their hard earnings largely in excess of 
Government demands, it is right that no more shall be taken from any 
State or section if it can be avoided and the ends of equality and jus- 
tice attained. It is in this spirit that this bill has been framed. 

It draws no money from any State or people. It creates no burden; 
it sends out no tax-gatherer. It oppresses none, but relieves all rest- 
ing under the obligation imposed, and it blesses those upon whom the 
Government laid its hand by returning to them the money collected 
from them and inflicts no wrong uponany citizen of this great country. 

It is hard for me to conceive of any measure which, in my judgment, 
could carry with it more fairness or equity. 

I have heard it said that this money, if the bill should pass, will 
never reach the parties who paid it. In my own district, sir, I know 
many who, in agony and almost in rags, with their lands beaten down 
by the tramp of armies, fences gone and buildings destroyed, with 
scarcely a beast with which to drive a farrow, paid this tax, and who 
still live and have burning in their brain the recollections of those 
times. I know that many of them have passed away, but they have 
left behind them those who will cherish this act upon the part of the 
pay erga as an act of simple and exact justice to them as children 
and heirs, 


But suppose some portion of this fund should never be claimed; in 
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that event it will go into the State treasury and prove a blessing to the 
whole people of the State by relieving them to that extent from State 
taxation, or enabling them, if they should so elect, to donate it to char- 
itable or educational pu . 

I have now said all that I desire upon the bill as it came from the 
Senate. I want now to refer to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] to refund the tax known as the cot- 
ton tax. 

All my natural inclinations have been to favor this amendment, and 
I have listened as attentively as possible to all that has been said in 
advocacy of it, hoping that I might see my way clear to support it; 
but as the discussion has advanced and the more I have considered it 
the farther I have found my judgment leading me away from it. 

It is insisted that if the direct tax is refunded, the cotton tax ought 
also to be refunded. To this proposition I can notassent. The direct 
tax was a tax on land and created a charge on it, and was paid by the 
land-owner; there was no escaping it; when he paid it, the loss fell di- 
rectly on him; it did not increase the value of his land, but made him 
that much poorer; there was no source from which he could be reim- 
bursed; his money was gone, forever gone. 

Not so with the cotton tax. It was a tax on raw cotton, an article 
of merchandise, and it naturally and necessarily entered into the price 
and increased it. 

If the cotten-planter paid the tax, he got it back when hesold to the 
cotton-buyer, and the buyer got it back when he sold to the manufact- 
urer, and when the manufacturer made it up into a fabric he got it 
back when he sold the fabric to the wholesale dealer, and the whole- 
sale dealer when he sold to the retail dealer, and the retail dealer got it 
back when he sold it to the consumer; so the consumer was the man 
who was affected and not the cotton-planter. 

This is in the line of the theory I have advanced as a tariff reformer. 
I have insisted, and so has every tariff reformer I have heard, that the 
tariff is a tax upon the consumer, and I can not draw any distinction 
between a tax levied directly upon the raw material, as was the cotton 
tax, and indirectly, as is the tariff tax. 

Then this amendment proposes, it seems to me, to refund to the 
wrong man; the planter has already been reimbursed; the consumer 
is the man who paid the piper and not the man who grew the cotton. 
It is impossible to reach the consumers, and therefore they must con- 
tinue to bear the losswhich they sustained by the increased price they 
were required to pay for their clothing and cotton goods. 

Again, sir, if the cotton tax should be refunded, why should not all 
the tobacco tax which has been paid since the war be refunded? 
Where is the difference in principle? Tobacco is a product of the soil 
as much as cotton, and a tax on it is as much a tax on agriculture as 
the tax on cotton. 

Virginia’s tobacco-planters have paid to the United States Govern- 
men‘ since 1865 more than $100,000,000 upon their product, and they 
oceupy before the law as high a position and are entitled to as much 
consideration as the cotton-planters of the cotton States. They are not 
seeking a refunding of these millions which they have thus paid, but 
they do ask that they, as well as all others who were drained of their 
substance to meet the direct tax, shall have it returned. 

One word more and I shall have finished. The amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ELLiorr] should, in my 
opinion, be adopted without a dissenting voice. Surely a just Govern- 
ment will not hesitate to right so great a wrong done to a weak and 
powerless class of citizens. Surely this Government will not seek to 
speculate upon the misfortunes of some of its own people by buying 
their property at a mere song for a debt they were too poor to pay and 
then sell the property at forty times the amount it paid and hold on to 
thesale-money. Iunderstand the Government, ata direct-tax sale, bid 
in houses and lands at a few thousand dollars, then sold these houses 
and lands for hundreds of thousands, and turned the original owners 
out without a shingle over their heads or a foot of ground upon which 
to rest their feet. 

If these people were made to feel the heavy hand of the taxing power, 
if they were deprived of home and shelter, because of the misfortunes 
of that unfortunate period in our history, which will ever he recorded 
as the four years of the nation’s calamity, let the Government not re- 
tain the hoarded thousands and hundreds of thousands which it re- 
ceived above the amount which constituted its lien. Itshould be con- 
tent with receiving the tribute it had levied, and should not desire to 
inflict suffering and misery or speculate upon misfortune and pov- 
erty. 

I hope this amendment will be adopted, and that the bill as amended 
will . 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not discuss the constitutionality of this bill. 
That has been done so clearly and fully by others that in my bricf 
time I could add but little on that point. 

The purpose of this measure is to pay back to the States a Jarge sum 
of money to which, in my judgment, they have noright in law, equity, 
or morals. The following table will show the amounts paid by each 
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State and the sums still due under the operation of what was called the 
direct-tax act of 1861: 


Exursit A.—Statement of the condition of the direct-tax accounts of the 
several States and Territories of the Union, under eighth section, act August 
5, 1861, as appears from the books of the Register’s Office, February 18, 
1888, 







































i 
Balance 
15 per cent. ; ; Amountim-|Amount col- 
Giowenes. State or Territory. posed, ete. | lected, ete. ~~ = nited 
SAR RI dvcccevicrvcecterioun $529, 313. 33 520.24 $506, 793. 09 
| ATKANEAS, ...... jee. o-0-+- 261, 886. 00 154, 701.18 107, 184. 82 
(*) | California ...... 254, 538. 67 DBA, BBB. G7 |... cccsorcseeseceeess 
| Colorado .... 22, 905. 33 22, 189. 96 715. 37 
$46, 232.10 | Connecticut 308, 214.00 261, 981. 90 |.. ae 
Dakota........ 3, 241.33 3, 241. 33 |.. 
74, 350.50 | Delaware ..........<.++++00++ 74, 683. 33 70, 332. 83 |.. 
District of Columbia..... 49, 437.33 49, 437.33 |... 
1 FIOTIGR......000.0.c0se0000 seeee 77, 522. 67 4, 766. 26 
| Georgia... 584, 367.33 117, 982. 89 
171, 982.70 | Illinois. 1, 146, 551. 33 974, 568. 63 
135. 731.30 | Indiana. 904, 875. 33 769, 144. 03 
67, 813.20 | lowa..... 452, 088. 00 384, 274. 86 
(*) Kansas........ 71, 743. 33 71, 743. 33 
107,054.30 | Kentucky ..............0000.. 713. 695. 33 606, 641. 08 |.. 
OS ERE 385, 886. 67 385, 886. 67 
A Se ER ciikcstncitnccevsiocrstaniey 420, 826. 00 357, 702.10 }... 
65,523.50 | Maryland........... 436, 823. 33 371, 299. 83 
123, 687.19 | Massachusetts.... 824, 581. 33 700, 894. 14 
75, 264.50 | Michigan ........... 501, 763. 33 426, 498. 83 
16, 278.60 | Minnesota.......... des 108, 524. 00 92, 245. 40 |.. 
Mississippi... .........-..0++++- 413,084. 67 113, 324. 66 
114, 169.10 | Missouri .........0.00+ secceeses 761, 127.33 646, 958, 23 
(ft) PIED, wrvcestovmiuanionsoens 19, 312. 00 19, 312. 00 
(*) SIAR... voxesscedemiens 4, 592. 67 4,592. 67 
32,761.00 | New Hampshire. 218, 406. 67 185, 645, 67 
67,519.17 | New Jersey....... 450, 134. 00 382, 614. 83 
(2) New Mexico....... 62, 648. 00 62, 648. 00 
$90, 587.81 | New York...........e0+......} 2,608, 918, 67 | 2,213,330, 86 
North Carolina.............. 576, 194. 67 377, 452. 61 
235, O63. 40 | OI .....ccccereevercevesersesers| 1,567, 089. 33 | 1,332,025. 93 
(*) SIE scecurestebaccsstunaskien 35, 140. 67 35, 140, 67 |.. 
292,007.90 | Pennsylvania. 1,946, 719.33 | 1,654,711. 43 |.. 
17,544.56 | Rhode Island.. 116, 963. 67 99, 419. 11 
South Carolin: 363, 570. 67 222, 396. 36 
TOMMOSBSC. . .00cccccveceseseeces 669, 498. 00 8392, 004. 48 
OMIM duh ccusiebecncsbnesbiereed 355, 106. 67 180, 841. 51 
Utah... DB GER. GD Necnvcstessvsecscoees 
3k, 660.20 | Vermont........ 211, 068, 00 PE ae 
(Dp Virginia.......... 729, 071. 02 442, 408.09 
Washington ... 7, 735. 33 4, 268.16 
{27,172.72 | West Virginia 208, 479. 65 SOE, BOG: BD Locises csnsocniovesses 
89, 346.43 | Wisconsin ..........s0eeee| 519,688.67 52S, OBB. 10 |........-cccceccceses 
2, 124, 874. 08 20, 000, 018. 19 |15, 360, 499. 48 
Total indebtedness of 
ROR, GR covers axsceasiepeanessrenspinsennapeneiategiadeeraians 2, 562, 401. 29 
Deduct balance due 
Net indebtedness to th | | 
United BALE anne evevespernnnccsecssec corn] 2, 553, 991. 86 











* Payments made on account 15 per cent. allowance for cost of assuming col- 
lection, namely: 


To California, September 10, 1884.............cscssecccersessseessesessereeceses $01, 583, 26 
De TOOGG, DIRT, TOR cennorrcececeneneneenserncitnnintntiltstinialnnneliid 10, 761. 50 
To Nevada, September 8, 18846 ..ccccococcosscsseccevssscnscsessoeccsesnneesescos see 688. 

ee a Oe BE, BIR cccce cocccnsccnscasthesconss scnoasheentnecscceusnes 5,271.10 


tin — on compromise. 


} Nebraska— 
BROT BOTRGIOE o00000000-000.0weerenens caterrennaipareenaneimanneneee , ee 
Amount allowed by First Comptroller, March 27, 1884, under act 
AU ZUEDT, WOGB...... <i corcccerecccrsersccccntccstanhcosectisbersavecsvesesconvenseqocscewe ” SE, ONL GD 
19, 312.00 


?New Mexico: Amount allowed by First Comptroller, March 27, 
; 1884, under act July 1, 1BGB...........cccrsssorerssssssescesesescccescecrsessoesesevess OR, 648,00 
{Section 1, joint resolution February 25, 1867, authorized the ery of the 
Treasury to transfer $208, 479.65 of the amount originally imposed on Virginia 


to the State of West Virginia. 
L. W. REID, Acting Register. 


It is contended by the friends of the bill that those States which 
- paid should be reimburzed becauseall did not pay their quotas in full. 
This is really the only reason seriously urged for its passage. Noone 
in this debate or elsewhere has yet questioned the legality or the con- 
stitutionality of the direct tax. It was legally laid and collected, and 
if you can take this money out of the Treasury to refund this tax it is 
equivalent to a declaration that the power exists to repay any and all 
of the taxes paid by the people of the North one the war. The 
income tax, the internal-revenue taxes were | constitutional, 
bat during the war they were only - by the citizens of such of 
the States as were within the Union lines; therefore the same reason 
might with equal propriety be urged for their repayment. 
It is to equalize the burdens of the war between the States, they say. 
lask why the rich State of New York should now be paid $2,213,330.86 
because she contributed that amount twenty-seven years ago to the 
nationat Treasury under the direct-tax act of 1861 to carry on the war? 
If this is justice and equality why is it not equally just to tax the 
ple to-day to reimburse the cities and counties which im ished their 
treasuries by raising money to pay bounties to Union soldiers? Why 


is it not equally just to refund to the citizens of the North what they 
paid for substitutes to do their fighting? To me one seems to be as just 
as the other; and if we begin here may we not expect tosee succeeding 
Congresses go to this extent ? 

The fact been cited in support of this bill that sums of money 
have been repaid to Pennsylvania and to other States which taxed 
themselves and equipped and sent out troops to the war. The repay- 
ment of those debts was constitutional and proper, because they were 
contracted by the States in their sovereign and individual capacity for 
the protection and general welfare of all, and it was not just that the 
burden should fal] more heavily on the people of one State because of 
their greater energy and activity for the general defense than on all. 

But this tax is of an entirely different kind. It was a national tax, 
levied on and apportioned among all the States by Congress as required 
by the Constitution, and because the Northern or loyal States did pay 
their respective part in full, while the Southern States, which were 
then out of the Union and beyond the control of Congress, did not pay 
their quotas, affords no lawful excuse or right under the Constitution 
for refunding any part of this tax. To refund it is to give to the States 
a gratuity; to pay something which the Government is under no obli- 
gation moral or legal to pay. P 

On this point I may be pardoned for quoting to our friends on the 
other side of the House no lessan authority than the able Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who, when this bill was under discussion in the 
Senate last January, said: 

The committee thought, in the first place, that there is no obligation on the 
part of the United States to pay back money toany one. Nobody has con- 
tended that the United States is indebted either to these States or to the citi- 
zens who paid the tax; it is simply a voluntary movement on the of the 
United States to pay back this money out of the Treasury, to place t which 
has been the States themselves in the treasuries of the and to pay 
to whose citizens have contributed toward this direct tax the amount 
that they aare pee leaving it to the States to say whether or not this pay- 

whose citizens have id a portion of the mo creates a 
trust or an obligation which they will be bound to provide for and see to the 
distribution of. 


- 7 *. * * . 

There is no obligation against the Government or against a State to pay back 
to the particular individual the tax paid by him—not the slightest legal obliga- 
tion, scarcely a moral ion; but that is a question for the State to deter- 
mine. Some of ite citizens have paid this tax and some have not. Tothe extent 


that that creates an obligation on the State in receiving this money to its citi- 
zens, it is in the nature of a trust or duty; no obl on, however, use the 


money was legally paid and each citizen only his share of the tax levied 
under the act of the United States through the direct-tax commissioners. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] has said this is a 
question as to whether the sums paid by the loyal Statesshall be returned 
to them without interest or whether the delinquent States shall be made 
to pay the balances still due from them with interest for twenty-seven 
years. Iam far from being alarmed by that threat. 

You have not now—you will never have in any Congress—the power 
or the votes n to force the collection of those unpaid balances. 
There is no authority to collect them in either the executive or the ju- 
dicial branch of the Government. That power rests alone with Con- 
gress; and were you to attempt to exert it the outraged sense of justice 
and humanity in the civilized world would cry, “‘Shame upon you!’’ 
You know that this direct tax is not, and has never been, a debtagainst 
any Southern State in its capacity asa State. It is not a debt against 
a State until assumed by the Legislatureof the State. No Legislature 
in any Southern State everassumed thedebt. The Supreme Court has 
decided in the case of The United States vs. Louisiana that it was nota 
debt of Louisiana and that the Government could not charge against it 
amounts due to that State. The following is the opinion of the court: 

wor Ge wanyrd She waneth postion of ie gee toe ee py She gett Gon 

u as consti! ng an 
Govt to the United States by the State in he Pao scter, 
which can be (12 Stat., 292, chap 
ed an annual direct tax of twenty millions ‘‘u 


apportioned it to the several States ofthe Union.” Itdirected 
“be assessed and 


ned to her ’ 
lected from the owners of land was $314,500.84; leaving 
Itis not for us to in what way this balance 

may be collected. the war the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized 
collection of the tax in any of the States previously declared in 

insurrection until January, 1868, ae this authority was extended 
to January, 1869, (14 Stat., 331, sec. 14; 15 ., 260, chap. 69.) The Secretary 
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acted upon this authority and suspended the collection. It is stated that since 


1869 no attem have been made by the executive department to enforce its 
collection in t States. Be that as it may, it is enough for the disposition of 
the present case that the unpaid balance of the tax apportioned to Louisiana 


constitutes no debt on the part of the State in her political and corporate char- 
acter to the United States. 

This tax was a charge against the real estate of the tax-payers in the 
States. It was to be collected by the United States direct-tax com- 
missioners, and was a lien on the real estate for two years. The lien 
has expired, the enforcement of the law for the collection of the tax 
has been indefinitely suspended, and the threat that Tennessee may 
be called on to pay the $277,493.52, which the books of the Treasury 
show to be still due from her, has no terrors for me. You say it is 
necessary to pay this money back in order to balance the books of the 
Treasury. If that is all, why not close the books and balance the ac- 
counts by forgiving the Southern States the amounts charged against 
them? This would be magnanimous; this would be generous. You 
call this a measure to equalize the burdens of the war. By the bill 
you pay to the wealthiest States of the Union about fifteen millions 
which the Government does not owe them, for which they have no sort 
of legal claim against the Government. But youclose the doors of the 
Treasury against the man who lost his all in the track of war; you 
turn your back upon the schools, colleges, and churches which were 
used as hospitals or laid in ashes to be scattered by the winds of heaven, 
and tell them their claims are just and equitable, but there is danger 
that the Treasury might give out if such claims were paid. 

Gentlemen speak of equalizing the burdens of the war asif the South- 
ern States had lost nothing by the war. It is as impossible to equal- 
ize the burdens of the war as it would be for you by Congressional en- 
actment to bring back to life the thousands of brave men who fell in 
that struggle. Can you ever rebuild the dwellings, barns, and fences, 
yea, the cities, that went up in the smoke which marked the track of 
contending armies? Can you restore the wasted fortunes of those whose 
accumulations of a century to the amount of more than a thousand 
millions were wiped out by the stroke of the pen which signed the 
proclamation of emancipation? Can you replenish the treasuries of 
States which were saddled with debts of millions and carried to the 
verge of ruin by the carpet-bag governments which immediately suc- 
ceeded the war? 

I know the States that adhered to the Union, and in some instances 
their citizens, sustained serious losses and incurred heavy debts, but 
at the same time the Government was paying out among your people 
millions of money and nearly a billion in bonds for food and clothing 
and supplies for the armies, and, on the whole, your people grew rich 
and prosperous, and their prosperity is evident to us to-day. 

Why prate about equalizing the burdens of the war? That is an 
empty subterfuge, a flimsy cloak to cover the wickedness of this ne- 
farious scheme. Acknowledge the whole truth. Is not this bill but 
another of those devices to drain the Treasury, to exhaust the surplus, 
and to avoid the necessity for any revision of the tariff and reduction 
of taxation? 

Ah, M~. Chairman, so long as by one subterfuge or another the 
power of Congress to appropriate money can be exercised—no matter 
what the object for which the appropriation is asked—just so long can 
the day for a reduction of lus revenue and a curtailment of un- 
necessary and unjust taxation be postponed. 

Does any one suppose for a moment that this bill would have been 
brought forward if there were no apparent surplus in the Treasury? 
Would any advocate of this bill urge the levying of another direct tax 
of seventeen and one-half millions to refund this one, on the ground 
that this had not all been paid? LIapprehendnot. Yet, if this bill be 
constitutional, there is no question about the power of Congress to raise 
the m by any methods and powers of taxation authorized by the 
Constitution. If the funds to pay this sum are taken from the Treasury 
other money must be raised either by internal revenue or by duty on 
imports to supply the place of the seventeen and a half millions thus 
drawn out. 

In reality we have no surplus in the Treasury. So long as the Gov- 
ernment owes an interest-bearing bond outstanding we have no surplus- 
strictly speaking, and all money in the Treasury not needed for meet, 
ing the actual expenses of the Government administered on principles 
of the strictest economy ought to be applied to the extinguishment of 
our bonded debt. This is not a parallel case to that of 1836. We then 
had an actual and a real surplus free from all debts and incumbrances. 
The able men of that period, among them Jackson and Calhoun, could 
find no authority in the Constitution for dividing or distributing that 
money among the States. They finally had recourse to a loan or de- 
posit, and in the Treasury to-day there is still held the note or obliga- 
tion of each State for the return of the money received. Those States 
in law and equity are still bound should the Government choose to 
call for a repayment. 

If the chief desire of those who press this bill is to square the books 
of the Treasury and close old accounts, why not credit the sum which 
each State paid under the direct-tax act to the amount of the loan each 
received under the act of 1836? This would relieve the book-keepers at 
the of much labor and would wipe out an old score. In order 
that it may be seen what States shared in the distribution of that fund 





in 1836, and the amount received by each, I append the following table, 
which I will not now take time to read: 


Amount due from the several States, deposited with them under act of June 
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L. W. REID, Acting Reygisier. 


If, however, gentlemen desire to refund a tax which was illegally and 
unconstitutionally levied and collected, and which the Government 
therefore is not entitled to keep, let us refund the cotton tax to the 
States which paid it. By anact of Congress approved July 1, 1862, and 
subsequent amendatory acts, a tax was imposed on raw cotton under 
which there was collected and paid into the Treasury $68,072,388.99. 
This tax was levied and collected on the cotton wherever found, but . 
the greater part of the burden fell upon the producer. Between the 
years 1861 and 1868, when the law was repealed, there was collected 
from the Southern States $64,935,121.56 directly from the producers of 
cotton, from the planter and cropper, and that at a time when fortunes 
were ruined, plantations laid waste, and the labor demoralized. Was 
it not time to call a halt and remit the little, pitiful balance of two and 
one-half millions of the uncollected direct tax, when the Government 
had extracted from the cotton-growers of the Southern States more than 
three times the whole amount of this direct tax? 

This cotton tax being a tax on an agricultural product, on a product 
which could be raised only in one section of the Union, and which 
therefore could not be borne equally by all the States, was an uncon- 
stitutional tax. The Supreme Court of the United States, in a decision 
in a case which came up from Memphis, Tenn., one judge being absent, 
was equally divided, four and four, on the question of its constitution- 
ality, and that, too, directly after the war, when men’s passions had not 
cooled and when even Supreme Court judges, who are but men after 
all, could not look at this question free from bias. The Constitution re- 
quires that all taxation shall be uniform throughout the United States. 
Cotton can only be raised in about eleven States, and as the law re- 
quired that the tax should be levied and collected before the cotton 
could be shipped, that precluded the idea of uniformity. There was 
no similar product taxed in the Northern States, and it is well known 
that the spirit which actuated the passage of the cotton tax was the de- 
sire to place the burden of the war debt on a Southern product. If you 
wish to equalize some of the burdens of the war, here is your oppor- 
tunity. Refund the cotton tax. 

It was unconstitutionally laid and collected, therefore you have the 
right and it is your duty under the Constitution to refund it. The 
Government is bound to repay any tax which it may be ascertained 
has been illegally collected from the citizen. If the assertion and 
argument that the cotton tax is unconstitutional is doubted, open the 
courts and let a test case be made and forever set at rest the question. 
But if you insist on repaying the direct tax, about the constitutional- 
ity of which no man has ever raised a question, then we shall insist 
that you refund to our people the sixty-eight millions illegally and 
unconstitutionally collected on raw cotton. 

The following table shows the amount of the cotton tax collected from 
the different States: 


















IIB ceierticsdkcicckiorese $10, 388, 127.12 | Miestentegt biissiisSsdbadeaiedbeoen $8, 742, 995. 93 
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California ...... niaiinnniae 430.04 | New Jersey............cccoseee 3, 656, 42 
Connecticut 193.64 | New York , 942. 68 
Florida....... 918, 944.98 | North Carolin 1, 959, 704. 87 
Georgia... - 11,897,094.98 | Ohio...... ........... 447, 127.12 
EE Siscunasitinninecassupes 379, 144. 42 Pennsylvania....... pecthes 78, 534, 06 
ST aaderares: essateinieses < 92, 727.22 | Rhode Island ................ 2, 424.7 
a eanticstein ‘27 | South Carolina..... 4,172, 420,16 
Kansas....... 486.15 | Tennessee............. 7, 873, 460. 71 
Kentucky... 553, 327. 45 | Texas .........-sesce.-++ a 5, 570, 401, 25 
Louisiana... 10, 098,501.00 | Utalr.......c-crsecesersereeseesees 1,375.34 
PIE van bicecacsesiscussces 51, 349. 52 | TP RIND. <cciscdsvas cent basil 825, 856, 87 
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The State of Tennessee paid $7,873,46U.71 as her part of the cotton 
tax. Give us this if you want to be just as well as generous. But 
until you are willing to do that do not hope to catch my vote for the 
more than doubtful proposition to refund to my State the $392,004.48 
which was collected from her people under the direct tax. Wein Ten- 
nessee are not ready yet to desert the Constitution and join a raid on 
the Treasury for that paltry sum. We are not yet prepared to tax the 
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young, active laboring men of to-day to repay a tax collected from a | plates making large appropriations from the public Treasury for the 


generation that is past and gone. We are not ready to rob the women 


and children of to-day to lock up in endless litigation or in a deathless 
trust fifteen and one-half millions of the people’s money. Mostof those 
who paid this direct tax have joined the silent majority beyond the 
great river; their heirs or legal representatives are scattered to the four 
winds; many have no doubt lost all receipts and all recollection of ever 
having made these payments. Why then deplete the national Treasury 
and burden the governor of my State with an onerous trust such as 
this bill carries and put our State to endless litigation auditing the ac- 
counts of those who may still live to claim a part of this fand? 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. WALKER], which will be read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I offer the amendment which 
IT send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


That for eight fiscal years next after the passage of this act there shall be an- 
nually appropriated from the money in the Treasury the following sums, to 
wit: The first year the sum of $7,000,000, the second year the sum of $10,000,000, 
the third year the sum of $15,000,000, the fourth year the sum of $13,000,000, the 
fifth year the sum of $11,000,000, the sixth year the sum of $9,000,000, the seventh 
year the sum of $7,000,000, the eighth year the sum of $5,000,000, which said sev- 
eral sums shall be expended by the several States and Territories under the laws 
of said States and Territories, providing for public education, to secure the bene- 
fits of a common-school education to all the children of school age living in the 
United States. 

That such money shall annually be divided among and paid out in the several 
States aud Territories, and in the District of Columbia, in that proportion which 

. the whole number of persons in each who, being of the age of ten years and 
over, can not write, bears to the whole number of such persons in the United 
States; such computation shall be made according to the census of 1880, until 


the illiteracy returns of the census of 1890 shall be received, and then upon the 
basis of that census. And in each State and Territory, and in the District of 
Columbia, in which there shall be separate schools for white and colored chil- 


dren, the money received in such State or Territory, and in the District of Co- 
lumbia, shall be apportioned and paid out for the support of such white and 
colored schoo)s, respectively, in the same manner and proportion as is now pro- 
vided by the laws of each of said States for the education of the children thereof, 
and in the District of Columbia and the Territories, according to law. 

Mr. CRAIN. I make the point of order that that amendment is not 
germane to this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that 
this amendment is germane to the bill now pending. As I understand 
it, the object of the bill is to refund to the different States money which 
has been collected from them under a direct tax, and I insist, sir, that 
if this Congress has a right to refund that tax, it has a right also to 
pay to the different States any amount of money it may choose for the 
purposes of education. 

Mr. CRAIN. And to dictate how that money shall be expended? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAIN. You might as well not return it at all. 

Mr, JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I am not talking for the State 
of Texas now, but for the country at large. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iam talking for the country at large, too. The State 
of Texas does not need the money, because her people are not illiterate. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I insist that the Government 
of the United States has the right to make this appropriation, not- 
withstanding the opinion of the gentleman from Texas, because we have 
now in the Treasury, as I understand from the late report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, over a hundred million dollars of surplus money 
which has been unjustly and unnecessarily collected from the people, 
and, as was remarked here this morning, that money is held by the 
General Governmentas a trustee for the various States, and I insist that 
it shall be refunded to the States for the purposes set forth in this 
amendment, and I insist that under the rules of the House the propo- 
sition is germane to the proposition which is now pending. 

Mr. COLLINS. _Is it not germane in another sense—as part ofa gen- 
eral raid on the Treasury of the United States to rid it of the surplus? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Well, sir, 1am not taking that 
position just now. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Springer). The Chair is of opinion that 
the point of order is well taken, as the amendment embraces a subject 
different from that under consideration. Under general parliamentary 
law—the cgmmon law of parliamentary bodies—this amendment would 
be in order : 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I understand we are operat- 
ing under general parliamentary law. 

The CHAIRMAN. But under the rales of this House the amend- 
ment is not in order, especially under clause 7, Rule XVI, which pro- 
vides that ‘‘ no motion or preposition on a subject different from that 
under consideration shall be admitted under color of amendment.”’ 
This is a proposition on a subject different from that under considera- 
tion, and is therefore not in order as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Is not the subject under con- 
sideration the appropriation of money? [Laughter. 

bill is the re- 


The CHAIRMAN. The subject-matter of the 
Emin cn 
contem- 





tarn of certain taxes to States that have 
proposition submitted by the gentleman from North 
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support of common schools in the manner provided in the amendment, 
which is a subject entirely different from that under consideration. 
The point of order is therefore sustained; the amendment is out of 
order. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I dislike very much to dissent 
from the ruling of the Chair, but on account of the importance of this 
matter I desire to take an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from North Carolina appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? [The vote was 
taken.] In the opinion of the Chair the ayes have it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to take the question by a rising vote, 
but before the count was completed Mr. Jonnston, of North Carolina, 
withdrew the call for a division. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I will now offer an amend- 
ment which I think is in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 1 the pee twee 

** And it shall be the further duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to refund to 
each State and Territory of the United States and the District of Columbia, out 
of the surplus in said Treasury, asum equal to the proportionate amount of said 
surplus collected under the internal-revenue laws from said State or Territory 
and the District of Columbia, each of which said several sums shall be expended 
by the several States and Territories for educational purposes in the same man- 


ner and poaperien as is now provided by the law of each of said States for the 
education of the children thereof.” 


Mr, JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Loffer that amendment, which 
I think is germane. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order that the amendment 
is not germane; for it has the same effect really as an appropriation of 
money in the Treasury, collected in a particular way, for certain school 
pu In the second place it goes to the extent of directing what 
shall be done with this money by the States—how they shall use it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makesa point of order 
against this amendment. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
North Carolina on the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I hope the Chair will sustain 
me this time. My amendment goes to the extent of refunding from 
the Treasury of the United States money now there, unjustly and un- 
equally collected, just as much so, as has been contended on this floor, 
as this direct tax. My amendment does not propose to make any ap- 
propriation, but to refund money now lying in the Treasury, collected 
under a specific law, just as this bill proposes to refund a certain tax 
lying in the Treasury, collected under the direct-tax law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Would it not be better to relieve this condition by 
cutting down taxes? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. This amendment proposes to refand 
another tax in addition to the one which the bill proposes to refund. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, SprinGer). TheChair isof the opinion that 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from North Carolinais sub- 
ject to the point of order made by the gentleman from Ohio. While it 
purports to make an appropriation out of a particular kind of revenues 
in the Treasury, it is well known to the Chair and to the Committee of 
the Whole that such revenues are merely a part of the revenues in the 
Treasury; and this is really an appropriation of revenues now in the 
Treasury for common-school purposes, which is a subject different from 
that ander consideration. Therefore the amendment is not in order, 
under clause 7 of Rule XVI, to which the Chair has already referred. 
For this reason the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I understand the Chair does 
not rule this amendment out on the ground that it makes an appropri- 
ation, but because the object of that appropriation is pro to be 
controlled by Co 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairrulesouttheamendmenton the ground 
that this is a bill simply to refund taxes heretofore collected from the 
States, while the amendment is a proposition for the purpose of sup- 
porting common schools in the States—an entirely different subject. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Then I modify my amendment 
by striking out that portion of it which directs how the money shall 
be used. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And it shall be the further duty of the Secretary of the Seeawsy, te teed 
to each State and of the United States and the District of Columbia, 
out of the surplus in said .& sum equal to the proportionate amount 
of collected under the internal-revenue laws 


said omer said State or Ter- 
ritory and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order that this proposition 
is not germane to the subject under consideration. The bill we are 
considering proposes to refund certain taxes collected from the States. 
This amendment, under the guise of a Pee reroute 


oo Sp Sinies nuiain emperors Cue Deane % ve been 
collected in a certain manner—not mone from the States or 
by the States, but collected by the United States from the people. 

The CHAIRMAN. Chair is in some doubt whether this amend- 


ment is obnoxious to clause 7, Rule XVI. 


1888. 


Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I think I am entitled to the 
benefit of the doubt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition in the present form is one to 
distribute the surplus in the Treasury amongst the several States ac- 
cording to the amount paid by the citizens of the several States under 
the internal-revenue system. The Chair is of the opinion it is not ob- 
noxious te the rule and should be submitted to the committee for con- 
sideration, and not suppressed as out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, asked for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 96. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. CASWELL 
and Mr. Jounston of North Carolina. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I will withdraw my point of 
no quorum if weean get a vote by yeas and nays on this in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Noarrangementof that kind can be made in the 
com mittee. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Itmight be by agreement. I 
want to get arecord on this so the country may see who are responsible 
for keeping the surplus in the Treasury. 

The tellers took their places. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, withdrew his point of no 
quorum. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; and Mr. RicHARDSON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message was received from the Sen- 
ate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announcing the passage of bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of C. D. Wilson; and 

A bill (H. 8. 11764) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for the contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

DIRECT TAX. 

The committee resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I now move as an amendment, to come in after the 
first section, what the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 


Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
such person as shall in each case apply therefor, and furnish satisfactory evi- 
dence that such applicant was at the time of the sales hereinafter mentioned 
the legal owner, or is the heir at law or devisee of the legal owner of such lands 
as were sold in the parishes of St. Helena and St. Luke's, in the State of South 
Carolina, under the said acts of Congress, the value of said lands in the manner 
following, to wit: to the owners of the lots in the town of Beaufort, the value 
assessed thereon for taxation by the United States direct-tax commissioners 
for South Carolina; to the owners of lands which were rated for taxation bythe 
State of South Carolina as being usually cultivated, or capable of cultivation, 
$10 per acre for each acre thereof returned on the proper tax-book ; to the own- 
ers of all other lands, $1 per acre for each acre thereof returned on said tax- 
book: Provided, in all cases w such owners, or persons claiming 
under them, have or purchased said lands, or any part thereof, from 
the United States, shall not receive compensation for such part so re- 
deemed or purc they shall receive whatever amounts wae pane by 
them tothe United States for such redemption or purchase : And provi further, 
That in all cases where said owners have ‘ore received Som the United 
States the surplus proceeds arising from the sale of their lands, such sums shall 
be deducted from the sum which they are entitled to receive under this act. 

Sec. —. That in all cases where persons, while serv in the Army or Navy 
or Marine Corps of = United a. any of said lands under sec- 
tion 11 of the act of gress approved June 7, 1862, and such lands afterwards 
reverted to the United States, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
py Han pay to persons as shall in each case apply therefor, or to their heirs 
at law, dev r grantees in good faith and for valuable consideration, what- 
ever sum wag so paid to the United Statesin such case. 

Sec. —. That before paying any money to such persons the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall uire the person or personsentitled to receive the same to ex- 
ecute a release of all claims and demands of every kind and description what- 
ever against the United States arising out of theexecution of said acts, and also 
a release of all right, title, and interest in and to the said lands. 

Sec.—. Thatthere is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherw: SS. Soe SEO, oF om weds reof as may be 
necessary to pay said lots and lands, which sum shal! include all moneys in 
the Treasury derived in any manner from the enforcement of said acts in said 
parishes, and not otherwise 

Sec. —. That section 10630f 
claims arising under this act without 
such claim. 

Mr. McADOO. I desire to move as an amendment to that amend- 
ment what I send up to the Clerk’s desk to be read, to come in after 
the words ‘‘ Marine Corps.’’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Or who has been honorably discharged from said service. 


Mr. McADOO. A word of explanation seems to be necessary as to 
the necessity of that amendment to the amendment. The amendment 
only applies to those soldiers and sailors of the United States actually 
in the service at the time they bought this land. I wish to extend it 
to those having been discharged. I represent several con- 
stituents who had been in the service of the United States and honor- 
ably di and on the ground at the time the sale took place, and 
I think they should have the benefit of this provision as well as those 

in the service. 2 

Mr. OTT. I my amendment covered all cases of per- 
sons belonging to the Army and Navy; and I have no objection to that 
modification, as it carries out the intention of the amendment. 


ised Statutes is hereby made a to 
limitation as to the amount involved in 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I beg to state that this is an amendment agreed 
to by the Judiciary Committee to be accepted as an addition to the bill, 
and arises out of the enforcement of the direct-tax law in a certain sec- 
tion of the State of South Carolina, to which I called attention yester- 
day. In brief terms, in 1863 110,000 acres of land and the entire town 
of Beaufort, containing five hundred lots, with improvements of great 
value, were sold by the tax commissioners to collect the sum of $11,000 
of tax. The Government of the United States “‘selected’’ or purchased 
the entire town of Beaufort, except three lots, and about 60,000 acres 
of land, which they afterwards resold at a profit of $400,000, as the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury will show on page 29 of the com- 
mittee’s report. 

The object of the amendment, Mr. Chairman, is to undo an act of 
injustice to a class of people who alone throughout the United States 
had their property sacrificed under this act. Let me impress upon 
gentlemen, and I beg them to bear it in mind, that the Government 
made a profit of some $400,000 out of the resales and leases of this 
property, and that there is included in this about $48,000 which was 
paid by soldiers and sailors of the United States as the first payment 
upon purchases of property from the Government, which was after- 
ward forfeited to the United States without allowing the purchasers 
an opportunity to have justice done them. 

I hope, therefore, the amendment will be. adopted. It has been ap- 
proved by the Judiciary Committee; it is germaze to the bill; is in- 
tended to undo one of the grossest acts of hardship that has ever arisen 
under the operation of law, and must meet the approval of all persons 
who desire that our legislation shall be equal, exact, and impartial. 

Remember, gentlemen, that these people lost their homes, their 
beautifal homes, in which they and their ancestors had for more than 
a century led happy lives. We give refuge to the oppressed of all na- 
tions; we give free homesteads te our people; shall we refuse this act 
of tardy and meager justice to an entire community that has been de- 
spoiled by the harsh enforcement of our own laws? Can Congress re- 
fuse to adopt this measure, and thus proclaim its deliberate determina- 
tion not to redress this wrong? Buta smell sum comparatively will 
be required to accomplish this purpose. It is not a question whether 
Congress can afford to pass this measure, but whether you can afford 
not te pass it. You are about to give millions te rich and powerful 
States who have suffered nothing. What reason can be given for re- 
fusing the appeal of these people who have suffered everything? 

Again, I repeat, the Committee on the Judiciary have unanimously 
approved this amendment and authorized its chairman to have it in- 
corporated into this bill, and I ask the chairman, if present, to make 
that statement in the hearing of the committee. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Let me ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina if it be not a fact that when this property was sold it was 
sold for the amount of the direct tax levied? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes; it was sold to pay the tax. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Very well. Then the title wasobtained 
in this way from the Government. New, have these parties paid the 
direct tax ? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The Government itself bought the entire town of 
Beaufort, and afterward resold it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is very true, as the gentleman 
has stated, but I can not see what difference it makes whether the par- 
ties who owned the property paid the tax, or somebody else paid it, se 
it was collected. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. 
the transaction. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is merely a circumstance con- 
nected with the sale. Suppese the Government had lost $400,000; that 
would also have been merely an incident of the sale. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. But the Government purchased the property for 
about $17,000, about one-thirtieth of its assessed value, and could not 
lose any such sum; and I appeal to the committee, Mr. Chairman, 
where the Government has gone into the market and bought property 
and resold it, making this enormous profit, that Congress should appro- 
priate some small additional sum to afford the relief so greatly needed 
and correct an act of gross injustice. All the members of this commit- 
tee must appreciate the hardships of the case. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understood the gentleman from South 
Carolina to accept the amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes, sir; I accept it as a part of my own. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ELLIOTT as 
modified, it was agreed to. . 

Mr. OATES. I now offer the amendment I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


But the Government made a profit of $400,000 on 


Sec. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to credit and pay to each State a sum equal to the amounts col- 
lected therein, respectively, as a tax or duty on raw cotton under the provisions 
of the act approved July 1, 1862, and the supplemental end amendatory acts 
thereto; which sums, when so credited and paid, shall be accepted and held by 
such States, to be disposed of as their respective Legislatures elected next after 
such payment may direct. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I do not wish to 
debate this amendment, The only difference is as to the manner of 
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distribution of this fand in the event thatit is to be returned. Asthe 
main question has been fully debated already, I do not wish to say 
anythin;; further than that I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all the amendment after the word “ States” and insert 


**to be held and used by them as an educational fund and to be used in the sup- 
port of free schools in said States.’ 

Mr. McRAE. I desire to offer a substitute for the two amend- 
ments. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. —. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to credit and pay toeach State a sum equal to the amounts col- 
lected therein respectively as a tax or duty on raw cotton, under the provisions 
of the act approved July 1, 1862, and the supplemental and amendatory acts 
thereto, which sums, when 80 credited and paid, shall be and held by 
the States in trust, first, for such of the producers who paid said tax or duty, or 
their legal representatives, as may make claim to and prove theirddentity, and 
the amount of taxes paid, in two years after the passage of this act; and, second, 


the remainder, if any, to be held and used pm as a permanent free-school fund. 
Sec. —. That there is hereby ene out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be necessary to carry out the 


provisions of this act: Provided, That any State oceans the trust hereby 
created is prohibited from paying any part oe the funds received to any person, 
syndicate, or corporation except the producers who paid the taxes on cotton 
ee by ane Le —w. and in nocase shall the payment 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I shall take up very little time in 
discussing these amendments. I will only call attention to the main 
points of difference between them, and then proceed generally. The 
amendment I propose is the bill I introduced in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress and now pending before the Judiciary Committee, and seeks to 
refund as far as possible the cotton tax to the producers. If they can 
not be found within the time fixed in the amendment I favor giving the 
fund to the States in trast for a common-school fund. That is what is 
meant, and I think it just. I know that many ofethe producers have 
preserved their receipts, and if the money was improperly taken from 
them they ought to have it back. It is theirs, and we have no more 
right to use it for some other purpose than Congress had to take it in 
the first place. Let us not use other people’s money to create a school 
fund. 

If my amendment is not adopted I am willing to accept that offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OaTEs], and if that is rejected 
then I would take as the next best that proposed by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. I donot propose to enter into any con- 
troversy with my friends about the distribution of the fund at this 
time, for it is very apparent to my mind that the other side of the 
House does not intend that it shall be refunded at all for any purpose. 

Many of our friends who have opposed refunding this tax appear to 
understand nothing at all about the manner in which the tax was col- 
lected nor the effect it had on the price of cotton. Some very absurd 
statements have been made. I am glad, however, that all the people of 
the North do not think that the tax was not on the producer but a tax 
on consumption. I am surprised that any Representative would so 
assert. 

None who are willing to be fair and who will take the time tolearn 
how the market is regulated will take any such absurd position. Per- 
haps our friends on the other side who have advanced such ideas would 
give some attention to the opinions of the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce, since they will not listen to those interested. I will therefore 
ask the Clerk to read the following memorial: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MEMORIAL OF THE NEW YORK CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AS TO THE PROPOSED 
TAX OF 5 CENTS PER POUND ON COTTON, 


{May 15, 1866.—Referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed.] 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress 
May it please your honorable bodies, the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the State of New York respectfully represents that the follow Ha 
eet of Rn eee ene eae to er 
‘thee of the —— Sede enn 5 cen ese paused n cotton 
was this oa ¥ en sense of the cham on enka ordered to 
be transmitted eye A Ton thel their consideration, namely 
md. ee eee en ee terest to that section of the soun- 
in which cotton is grown, of national concern, and eae worthy 
CO ccrmeenng od in oe of the politcal state of the South. 
in an enl itenea community of merchants ines 
of someeerce with the South at the present jeecene will be _— and 
sentiment of this community that if any error is committed in our 
tion it er not be on the side of severity. If it is necessary to 
exclude — of the Southern States the Halls of Congress be- 


WwW COS he erent Ss 2a ee ae 
tecntaaition ef section and of a n 


© sting e 
t ny. oe IWeshould appear i 
© place of present adversi 
of Congress, that in the 
take undue advantage of the , discrimi 
imposing burdens too heavy to be borne, but on 
snagnanlinty rule weed ® in the People o th 1s aes 3 e = 
e us restoring them from 
a of weakness to a condition 


are the views that Sieiidennatiiees and they are such as in their 


These 
this chamber should urge upon upon Congress as of most importance in con- 
Siieriag the amount of internal-revenue be levied upon raw cotton. 


They are deeply impressed with the feeling, as they sup all Rptmninded 
men are, that the cultivation of cotton sho ld be e: snectumee y all proper means, 
and should not be discouraged b on And ihe comm beg to 


onero 
present some of the reasons which in their ju ent are conclusive a 
duty of 5 cents per pound on the re Sen Souths rnproduct namely : — 

1. That the cotton interests in India, Brazil, and Egypt have accumulated 
large capitals from the high caieaa the last three years, while our planters, as 
a rule, iow lost all theirs. 

2. That nothing eee occurred to arrest the extension of cotton production 
in these countries, and nothing will arrest it short of material and permanent 
decline in prices hereafter. 

3. That in the last five years railroads have been openin 
and other means of transportation have been improved; and as the Indian Gov- 
ernment nties an annual dividend of not less than 5 per cent. to railway 
ae ray we must suppose branch railroads will be made wherever they 
are likely to pay. 

4. That durin ‘the four years’ famine of United States cotton in Euro 
improvements e been 


to traffic in India, 


great 
made in the manufacture of yarns and fabrics from 
India cotton, so that eminent manufacturers who hens formerly that they 
could only use American in making their standard fabrics have found that a 
mixture of four-fifths India and one-fifth American, or even nine-tenths India 
and one-tenth American, produced the requisite quality; at least, so it is stated 
on authority which the commitiee are forced to respect, without’ being compe- 
tent to indorse it. 

5. That the expenses in the United States of producing, transporting, and 
selling at the ports, exclusive of tax, must be estimated this vear at not less than 
13 cents per pound, in case of a yield of two and one-half millions of bales, and 
about 2 cents more if the yield is = momeipene, and still more if the yield is less. 

Itis sometimes said, but ve considerately, that the cultivation of cotton 
in India and pt has been a ilune, Let us examine this up to the present 
time, and give the latest possible light upon the question. 

The average import into Liverpool from the Ist January to 20th April has 
been as follows (im b bales): 





Period. India, | Egypt. | Brazil. 
For three years, 1859 to 1861........ Actiheadiieaneetatigneveens 116, 000 49, 000 30, 000 
For three years, 1862 to 1864 ........0..ccccccessecnecens sence 198, 000 90, 000 54, 000 
For two years, 1865 amd 1866 ..0.......cccccccccesee ceseeee on 000 | 144,000 151,000 


ane) _— (on April 20, at Liverpool) to be at sea for England from In- 
(in 








Date. | 1866. | 1865. | 1864. 1863. | 
mmamnnegtpe (em Oh re aienetbiemnen 
On April 20 in each year. «| 545,000 | 305,000 | 248,000 | 188,000 184, 000 
Stock of all kinds of cotton 
in Liverpool on April 20... 820,000 | 575,000 | 472,000 | 203,000 422, 000 





India. | Egypt. | Brazil. 
Average twelve months’ import into Great Brit- 
ain = ten years, from 1 to 1852, inclusive wa ean 


120, 070 
234, 000 


340, 000 


The above tables ~ os the BY apne of cotton has been an eminent 
success in India, quantity ; and whatever may be said to 
the contrary, the qualit "even n ott India cotton is | good enough to drag down the 
price of our own gro in Liverpool last month, to the extent of 
anyone sterling per men coal to 15 or 16 cents of our money, in less than 
six wee 

The natural course seems now to be aves cotton to decline, perhaps very slowly, 


— by fits and un! til it reaches half its present value, if the growths of 
1866 and 1867 are prolific; and it is equally natural to poegase our planters must 
make two successive crops or Lg od millions of bales, and sell then; 


each of 
at oie low pee, before t the iia ie the Bombay district will be mate 


nthe ve difficulties of the — ania, see ney Gy y ae = 
epee. as n orth an 

South ran teed are vere sul Yurking’ ideas that “Ai “Americ ican cotton is king.” For if he 
secures & he is sure to meet a low price, while if his crop is short, 

and ny <A earn fore small, the cultivation “ys other countries will con- 


tinue to increase. 

Yet, at this very time, when he erent for existence, a tax of 5 cents per 
ool is posed, which being y an L export duty, is equivalent to 
charging blun with tha ae pmeest cul 

rs 0 


mind elill ic cnrncled he ie to compete suc- 


et eee the ers a bill Se for irae 


over to the cultiva- 


ee Enis ie = We deem reasonable to it was 
first when was worth 50 cents, and expected pipes 
to be 60 or 70 cents pound this summer, while the present average val 

ports of U oa 30 cen Revand ifit ie go to 40 
it must be from for resale chiefly to our spinners,and because 
anticipated failure of pn) gtnte Sh nh ee 

The bill is based upon the assumption thirty-four millions of revenue will 
be derived from this tax,and connects with the recom 


exported, of 5 cents und, thus in- 
a ek esr etree 
of that on 


1888. 


The committee feel that it would be wiser and better to lift up those who are 
now cast down, and by just and generous legislation to inspire the Southern 
people with hope of better days rather than by an opposite course to prolong 
the era of political and commercial distrust. r 

If it be true that when “one member suffers all the members suffer with it,” 
the committee would urge a more moderate tax than that now pro , not 
in the interest of the South alone, but for the common good of all the States of 


the Union. 
M. MAURY. 
JNO. S. WILLIAMS. 
STEWART BROWN. 
A. A. LOW. 
PAUL SPOFFORD. 
New Yor«, May 10, 1866. 
Subsequently it was— 
Resolved, As the opinion of this chamber, that the present tax of 2 cents per 
pound on cotton ought not to be increased. 
the attention of your honorable body to the foregoing, 


ever pray. 
A. A. LOW, President. 
Attest: Geo. Witson, Acting Secretary. 


Mr. McRAE. I have had this read to show what was thought of the 
law at the time it was passed. This was the judgment of the greatest 
commercial body in the United States. 


The Legislatures of the cotton-growing States have time and again 
asked for the refunding of this tax in various ways. 
Here is one: 


MEMORIAL OF THE LEGISLATURE OF ARKANSAS, ASKING CONGRESS TO PASS AN 
ACT REFUNDING THE COTTON TAX. 


January 1876.—Referred to the Committee on Ways and Means and or- 
t * dered to be printed.]} 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 
Your memorialists, the senate and house of representatives of the State of 


Arkansas, represent that— 

Whereas the Co of the United States passed an act which taxed cotton 
in the years of 1865, 1866, and 1867 from 2} to 3 cents per pound, and under 
the operations of said law took from an already impoverished people about 
$60,000,000, and that said policy tended tly to ee the speedy renewal 
of the great industrial interests of the South, and t it was money taken 
from the pockets of the laboring classes, who were least able to bear it, and to 
many who had invested their all in cotton brought financial ruin; and 

Whereas an unparalleled ann has swept through a large portion of the 
cotton-growing States, and pny t desolation and wantin many localities never 
before experienced in this and the adjoining States; and 

Whereas a great financial panic is now existing, and many of the laboring 
classes of our State can not subsist without assistance ; and 

Whereas the refunding of said cotton tax would work no hardship to any one, 
but would enable many poor and desolate families to procure the necessaries 
of life until they are able to make a crop: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Arkansas, That we do most 
respectfully and earnestly memorialize the honorable the Congress of the United 
States to pass a law refunding the amount of taxes collected on cotton during 
the years 1865, 1866, and 1867. 

Resolved further, That copies of this memorial be forwarded to our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress assembled, and to the presiding officer in each 
body thereof. 

Approved November 30, 1875. 


Here is another: 


Whereas there is in the Treasury of the United States a large amount of 
money Paces to the credit of the cotton States, by a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, declaring the cotton tax imposed and collected un- 
constitutional, and as various efforts have been made in Congress to agree on a 
plan of distribution and failed: First, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the General Assembly of the Slate of Arkansas, That our Senators 
in Congress be instructed and our Representatives be requested to use their 
efforts to cause said fund to be apportioned among the several States interested 
on the basis of the number of bales of cotton produced in each State the years 
for which the tax was collected. 

Second. That the General Assembly enters its protest against the proposition 
to appropriate said fund to the improvement of the Mississippi River as being 
unjust to the producers who paid said cotton tax. 

hird, T of these resolutions be transmitted to our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 
pproved February 2, 1883. 


And here is still a later one asking to make a permanent common- 
school fund of it. This was renewed by the Legislature of 1887. 


Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Arkansas, That our Senators 
be instructed and Representatives in gress be requested to use their influ- 
ence in having the cotton tax, about $57,000,000, distributed to the several States 
from which it was collected, according to the number of bales of cotton pro- 
duced in each State during the year the tax was collected. 

Second. That said fund so apportioned shall be paid to the treasurers of the 
respective States from which it was collected, and the same placed to the credit 
of the common-school fund. 
on = of ae a be oie to our Senators and 

ves Soto y secretary 0! 

pproved March 25, 


The le of the South feel satisfied that this tax was unconstitu- 
tional. believe that much of the opposition to refanding it is on 
account of a prejudice against the section to be benefited by it. And 


y 
your memorialists w 


I confess that I share that opinion with them after witnessing the dis- 
cussion on this bill. You of the other side ap to be anxious about 
all these old matters if they do not aid theSouth and will fill your treas- 


uries. Youare willing to take $17,000,000 direct-tax money, but un- 
— to vote anything on account of the illegal and unjust cotton 


Mr. Chairman, 1 submitted some remarks upon a similar bill that I 
introduced in the Forty-ninth Congress several times referred to in this 
debate, = I now arma to other extracts which I shall incor- 
porate in my remar . I lay greatest stress upon the points 
that the tax was both a tax on exports and a direct tax. These points 
can not, in my opinion, be su y answered. 
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taxes, duties, imposts, and excises is to be gathered from the following parts of 
the Constitution : 


posts,and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and 
general welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts,and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States.” 


portion tothe census or enumeration hereinbefore directed to be taken. 
or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. No preference shall 
be given by any regulation of commerce or revenue to the ports of one State 


stood to be “‘a tax assessed directly on possessions, incomes, or polls, distin- 


are only two, namely,a capitation or poll-tax simply, without 
erty, profession 
tax by a 
cluded within the term ‘ direct } 


throughout the United States was constitutional, the same not having been ap- 
portioned, ete. The judges all agreed that it was nota direct tax, Justice Pat- 


ease, it is strongly persuasive. 


tution that under the taxing clause certain States pares nenety peculiar totheir 
emphatically repudia: the idea, and declared that the Constitution di 


strictions on Congress whatever. 
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THE TAX UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 
The only power granted to Congress authorizing the laying and collecting of 


“ ARTICLE I. 
“Src, 8. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 


And this power is restricted by the following prohibitory clauses : 
“ ARTICLE I. 


“Sec.9. * * * Nocapitation orother direct tax shall be laid, unless oe pro- 
No tax 


over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to, or from, one State, be obliged 
to enter, clear, or pay duties in another.”’ 


Taking these provisions together I conclude that Congress has fuli power to 
lay and collect all such taxes as are enumerated when necessary for the legiti- 
mate p of the Government, but always subject to the following restric- 
tions and limitations, namely: Direct taxes must be apportioned; duties, im- 

and excises must be uniform, and that neither Congress nor the States 
ave power to tax exports from any State. 

The legality of this tax has never been passed upon by the Supreme Court, 
andis an open question. One case was appealed to the Supreme Court from 
Tennessee, but the court was equally divided, and made no decision. 

That we may test the legality of this tax, let us ask what kind of a tax it was. 

Was it a direct tax? To correctly answer this inquiry we should understand 
what is meant by this term as used in the Constitution. It is generally under- 


guished from taxes on merchandise or customs and from excises." 
Ohase, in Hylton’s case, 3 Dallas, 171, said: 

“Tam inclined to think that the direct taxes contemplated by the Coetn tion 
rd to prop- 
or other circumstances, ard a tax on jand. I doubt whether a 
nerai assessment of personal property within the United States is in- 

tax.’’ 


Justice 


The real question in this case was whether a tax upon pleasure carriages 


terson in the same case used this lan; 3 

“It is not necessary to determine whether a tax on the produce of land in its 
original and crude state ought to be considered as a part of the land itself; it 
makes of it ; or else the provisions made against taxing exports would be 
easily eluded. Land, independent of its produce, is of no value.”’ 

T puts the case in its true light; although it may not be decisive of the 
Following this idea suggested by this learned 
judge so soon after the adoption of the Constitution and in view of the fact that 
for more than three-quarters of a century after the adoption of the Constitution 
no tax was ever laid on the produce of land, ! think I might with propriety 
insist that a tax upon raw cotton, the lien for which commenced the moment 
the cotton came into being and continued until manufactured for export, isa 
direct tax. If this position is correct, then it is unnecessary to pursue the argu- 
ment further, because there was no effort to ee it according “‘to the cen- 
sus or enumeration;"’ but we will consider the other branch of the question, 
ee rest the issue upon the proposition that it is a direct tax, as we might 
well do. 

NOT UNIFORM. 


Passing from this view of the case let us treat it as a duty, as it is called in the 
acts. As such it should be uniform throughout the United States. The fact that 
the duty was on raw cotton, which could only be produced in a pat of the States 
of the Union, precludes the idea of uniformity throughout the United States. Of 
the sixty-eight millions collected under the laws nearly all wascollected from cit- 
izens of the Southern cotton States, and the citizens of the Northern States paid 
no tax corresponding to it. When it was stated in the debates upon the Consti- 
climate and surroundin 


might be oppressed, Mr. Madison very promptly and 


not ad- 
mit of it, and insisted that either in the rule of apportionment or of uniformity all 


States and their interests would be protected. If the cotton tax can be sustained 
then the rule of uniformity has utterly failed of its purpose and imposes no re- 


TAX OR DUTY ON EXPORTS. 

If the tax is found not to be a direct tax, and also found to be uniform through- 
out the United States, yet is it not a tax or duty on exports and unauthorized? 
Iunderstand exports to mean commodities conveyed from one country or State 
to another in traffic, and that the thing is exported when carried out of the coun- 
a State. A commodity may clearly be exported from one State into an- 
other, and when the market for the article or thing, grown or manufactured, ig 
outside of the country or State where produced or made, then it is an export. 

A careful reading of the Constitution and the debates upon it by the delegates 
who framed and the State conventions that afterward adopted it will, I think, 
make it perfectly clear that it was intended that no tax was to be laid on arti- 
cles exported from any State. I desire to emphasize the fact that it does not 
say from the United States nor any port thereof to a foreign country. When 
the clause was first proposed the prohibition was against any tax on exports 
“from the States.” his was changed so that no tax or duty could be laid on 
exports “‘from any State.” 

here was a — in making this change, and I believe that purpose was 
to prevent the laying and collecting of just such taxes as the cotton tax. It was 
not accidentally but p' ly amended, and for the evident intention of pro- 
hibiting the imposition of any tax on products of a State taken beyond its limits 
for sale or consumption. Let us remember that the framers of the Constitution, 
men of learning, who adopted these words with so much care, were delegates 
of sovere and independent States,at thattime confederated together only, 
and as refused to adopt a national consolidated government. 

Without reference to how the Union is now regarded in some quarters, it can 
not be denied that then it was understood by the convention that there was to 
be no new, but simply a ‘“‘more perfect Union," an indissoluble Union of inde- 
pendent States, with an enlargement of the power of the General Government 
clearly defined, but without any attempt at the annihilation of the State gov- 
ernments. They still remained foreign to each other for many purposes. A 
bill of exchange drawn in one State on a person in another wasthien and is yet 
a foreign bill as much as if drawn in Europe. Administrations in one State 
were foreign as to all others, and the same rule applies to corporations created 
by the States. A judgment of a court in one State is treated as foreign as toas 
others. Even the statute laws of one State must be proven in other States as 
the laws of foreign nationsare. - 

The cotton was produced almost exclusively for export, either to the Northern 
States or to eee Thestrongest proof of this is in the fact that dur 
ing the years of the rebellion when nonecould be exported none was grown. 
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I have stated this much in behalf of what I conceive to be the proper con- | prices at Liverpool, and 1n this they are 
struction to be given to this prohibition, but for my present purpose in this ar- | all other markets are regulated. if 
ment Iam willing to concede that “exported "' means sent out of the United 


a a 
once 
tates to foreign countries, for the tax in my opinion was equally unconstitu- ~ ae = m 


sponding rise or fall, as the case may be. 

tional, because it was laid on all cotton, whether sent to domestic or The prices here are governed entirely by the prices there, whether the cotton 
markets. The tax or duty was laid on all cotton in the hands of any person | is held for manufacturing here or for export. tax affected the price on 
whatever, and the payment was required before sending it to market under a | as so muchexpense in getting thecotton to the market, and hedded 
severe penalty denounced by the law. nothing to the value in that market. It was the sameas if expenses of transpor- 

it is perfectly clear that Congress intended to lay the tax upon the cotton for | tation. The purchasers didnot have to pay the tax; it was paid by the producer 
export as well as that used here, because it declares that ‘‘no drawback shallin | when he sold, and was forever lost to him The act was careful to provide for 
any case be allowed on raw or unmanufactured cotton of any tax paid thereon | drawbacks to manufacturers for all the tax on cotton manufactured for export. 
when exported.”” As the cotton was grown principally for export to foreign | So the manufacturers got the tax on such as was manufactured for export. To 
countries and the tax being on all alike, ib was necessarily atax or duty to that | this extent it was truly a tax upon the Southern‘farmer for the benefit of the 
extent, at least on exports to foreign countries, and is in plain violation of the | Northern manufacturer, without any effort to disguise it, as there is in the tariff 
fundamental law, which is based upon the soundest reasons, very forcibly ex- | taxes. 
pressed by Mr. Ellsworth in the following: Under these laws raw cotton was made to pay this heavy duty, which fell 

‘There are solid reasons against Congress taxing exports: First, it will dis- | upon less than one-third of the le residing fr only a part of the States, when 
courage industry, as taxes on imports discourage luxury. Secondly, the prod- | corn, wheat, and hay, in fact al productions of the soil of every descrip- 
uce of different States is such as to prevent uniformity in such taxes. There | tion paid nothing. A duty upon corn could have been laid with more uniformity 
are indeed but a few articles that could be taxed at all, as tobacco, rice, and in- | than upon cotton, because it was grown and consumed in State in the 
digo, and a tax on these alone would be partialand unjust. Thirdly, the tax- 


Union, and was more profitable to the producer than cotton. as this exact 
justice? By what rule of right and justice could Congress say that the black 
and white of the South should be made to pay a tax on their chief 
roduct, amounting in most instances to more than the t they made upon 
t, when other laborers were more ly hey ed sasing, com. wheat, 
fruits, and other products in the Northern and ddie States, w were ex- 
empt? There is no parallel in history for such a tax. 

All the princi of taxation were disregarded. The income of the cotton- 
grower was taxed, and in estimating that the amount of sales of all produc- 
tions of every kind, including cotton, was added; so that the Southern farmer 
was taxed twiee on the value of all cotton produced by him, and this double tax 
wen cumulative te the cthertanes tequived to be paid. The amount paid had 
no proportion to the value of the cotton. 

Cotton that cost 25 cents to uce paid as much as that which only cost 15 
cents. The poorest quality of cheap cotton paid as much as the best sea-island. 
It was laid at a time when not a person who was to it was represented in 
Congress. The heaviest of it was laid and coll r the civil war, with 
all its desolation and waste, had ceased; and the great bulk of it was collected 
from a people who had surrendered with the promise that should be al- 
lowed to remain in the Union on the same terms and entitled to same rights 
as those of other sections; at a time when the Southern heart was sick and sad- 
dened ; when grief and sorrow were in every household; when widowhood and 
orphanage were all over the land; ata time when the horses, mules, farming 
ee fences, houses, towns, and cities were destroyed. 

e people of these States have submitted uncomp ly to the results of 
the war, which swept away a hundred-fold more property is involved in 
this bill, and some may be surprised that they Should persist in having this 
piece of injustice righted. The reason for it is natural and is‘but an illustration 
of the truth of the statement of Sir en ar made years ago, that “ with 
more patience men erdure the losses that befal m 
the eee ee Se injustice." ve 
losses which come as the result of warand their but they and their 
children San whee a aoe after the war in the 
name of the law; notso m forthe loss to them as the injustice. 

The laying and collection of this tax was ee 
and I believe the time will come when the wrong will be righted. 
representative government like ours can ‘ord to treat its citizens in such 
manner. The United States can afford to do right because itis right todo :, 
and I have such faith in the sense of honor in our people and our institutions 
as to believe that in the end they wil! do right. 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Is it in order to offer a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman may offer an amendment to this 
substitute. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That I propose to do. I ask that the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


ing of exports would engender ixcurable jealousies,”” 

The tax being on all that was produced, and as it was impossible to know 
what bales were to be exported, the acts can not be upheld in part even if the 
United States should determine to confine it to such as was not sent to foreign 
countries. This principle is clearly announced in the case of Wynehauner vs. 
The People (13 N. Y,, 441): 

‘The general rule on this subject is that where part of a law is in conflict with 
the Constitution, and that part is entirely separable from the residue, so that 
other portions of the law can be enf. without reference to it, then the un- 
constitutional part only will becondemned. Butwherethe tive provision 
is indivisible, and the necessary discrimination has, as in this ease, to be made 
at the trial, so that the righis invaded can only be protected by repeated judg- 
ments against the validity of the law. although there may be a class of cases to 
which it might properly apply, the provision is wholly void. The law, there- 
ee wae be revised and the proper diserimination made before it can be en- 

‘oreed.”’ 

Indeed, Mr. Chairman, if this decision, which appears to be so well founded in 

rinciple and supported by abundant authority, is correct, it would be im 
Bie to hold the tax constitutional, even if it could be shown whether the ic- 
ular cotton taxed was or was not sent abroad. The provisions of the were 
not divisible, and so the whole was void. It would be utterly impossible forany 
producer who paid this tax to tell whether the cotton upon which he paid was 
sent beyond the United States or not. TheSupreme Court in Brown vs. Mary- 
land (12 Wheat., 419) says: 

“An impost, cr duty on imports, is a custom or a tax levied on articles brought 
into a country, and is most usually secured before the importer is allowed to 
exercise his rights of ownership over them, because evasions of the law can be 

revented more certainly by executing it while the articles are in its custody. 

t would not, however, be less an impost or duty on the articles if it were to be 
levied on them after they were landed. The policy and consequent practice of 
laying or securing the duty before or on entering the port does not limit the 
power to that state of things, nor, consequently, the prohibition, unless the true 
meaning of the clause so confines it. What,then,are ‘imports?’ The lexicons 
inform us they are ‘things imported.’ If we appeal to usage for the meaning 
of the word we shall receive the same answer. They are the articles themselves 
which are brought into the country. ‘A duty on imports,’ then, is not merely 
a duty on the act of importation, but it is a duty on the thing imported. It is 
7 not, taken in its literal sense, confined to a duty levied while the article is en- 
tering the country, but extends to a duty levied after it has entered the coun- 


Ty. 

if the prohibition prevents the States from taxing articles imported, even 
after entering the territory of the State, would not they be prohibited from 
taxing articles prepared for export, although not exported? In the one case it 
would be impracticable to collect until it comes in, and the other after it went 
out. If the States can not lay the tax on exports, then the United States can 
not, for the same prohibition exists in the one case as in the other. The cotton 
was necessarily an export, for there was no suflicient home market for it. It 
was grown for that purpose. 

When does the going outor theexportation begin? Is it when it leaves some 
port of entry or when it leaves the cotton-press of the farmer? Ifthe former, 
the prohibition against taxingexportsextendsalone tothe Atlantic and Pacific 
Stutes, such as have ports of entry, and exports may be taxed in all otherStates. 

Will any one contend that the Government could tax a ey ee prin- 
cipally forexport while in the hands of the producerand prohibit the shipment 
to New Orleans until! the tax is paid when it could not tax the same product 
there when ready for shipment? If the right existed atall itcommenced when 
the property came inte being and continued until it passed beyond the juris- 
diction of the United States, and as it could not continue as to ucts going 
out so it never existed at all as to articles grown for the export 

Mr. Story, in discussing this clause of the Constitution in his able commenta- 
ries on the Constitution, declares that it was the “ obvious object of the conven- 
tion to prevent any possibility of applying the power to lay taxes or regulate 
commerce injuriously to the interests of any one State so as to favor or aid 
another.” e argued with great force that if Congress were to lay a duty on 
exports from any one State it might unreasonably injure or even destroy the 
staple productions or commerce articles of that State. Continuing with the ar- 
= as if he had in his mind the cotton tax now in question, he said: ‘‘ The 

nequalities ot such a tax would be extreme. In some es the whole of their 
means result from agricultural exports.” 

Such, Mr, Chairman, was the condition of the cotton States. Again, in the 
same connection, he said “the burden of such a tax would, of course, be very 
umouneny distributed. The power is therefore wholly taken away to inter- 
meddle with the subject of exports.” Wr endaelan bie olla aupectian of this 
clause with the statement that er are aheny pene 
to the exporter. Congress ohn no snete sy 2c: Bn one ian ep ar | 

If i have succeeded in showing the act unconstitutional, then the United States 
has no more right to retain the money than if no law had ever existed, It of 


rected to credit pay to each State a sum equal to amount collected 
therein respectively as a tax or d on raw or unmanufactured cotton under 
the provisions of the act approved July 1 


and amend- 
atory acts thereto; which said sums when so credited and to said States. 


at eet ae and received by of said States, to 
in its treasury to th: 
or 


e 
comeeptiated said State equallyto education of all the educatable children 
of said State, mA the laws the 4 


Mr. STOCKDALE withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 
dix. 

sie: McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MCRAE. It seems to me that this is the same amendment as 
that by the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. ALLEN, of Missis- 
sippi}. 

"The CHAIRMAN. ‘Nevertheless it is in order at this time, being 
offered as an amendment to the substitute. The Chair will not decide 
whether it is the same as another amendment offered; but that it is in 
order under the rules of the House there can be no doubt. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment to the 
substitute, eed 

The CHAIRMAN. question now recurs on the substitute sub- 


i lleeted, ; th 
grounds that shou ee stormed, But wethe ‘ ifatlonal or net it was mitted by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRax], which the 
mad pay ough: matter Clerk will report. 
justice, a refapi ‘ve examine for.a few mowents the inequality of the Mr. McRak’s substitute was again reported. 
tax. 


NOT A TAX ON CONSUMPTION, 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliament- 
this tax that the producer paid ao part of it thabit was like the tax on imports 


inquiry. 
The CHAERMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


a arg oe eee eee S ES EES | aint cers gemeteet eat Enon {50s Goan seas babes 
wes oe tee —— ew = amendment of gentleman : 


the substitute for the amendment? I call the attention of the Chair 
to Rule XTX. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is well taken. The amend- 
ment to the amendment is in order, it being the province of the 
committee first to perfect the amendment before voting upon a substi- 


ct 
g 


and the controlling market for it is Liverpool, the recognized 
seasieed often arent. 


This being the case, the price there controls the elsewhere, and is itself 
dependent upon many things, such as ia 


and the manipulation of the market. the crop should be cut short by any 
cause, or there should be wars so as to affect the centers 





1888. 





tute therefor. The question, therefore, is upon the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Mississippi. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I just wish to detain the committee a 


minute or two on that motion. I explained in the remarks I made 
yesterday my reasons for objecting to the proposition submitted by the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAg] and others here about the re- 
turn of this money to the parties that paid it, because it is utterly im- 
_ practicable to do so. That is, while in a few instances it might reach 

the pockets of the parties who paid it, this tax bore most oppressively 
on i cent white and black people of the South who made this cot- 
ton that bore the tax, and they never would get a dollar of it. 

I have some very friends and constituents who would be ben- 
efited the of the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from A ; but I have thousands of other constituents who are 
just as meritorious and deserving who would not get a dollar. I am 
opposed to this thing that is constantly going on here of doing justice 
te one or two or three men while thousands have been wronged that 
can never have justice done them under the operation of the same law. 
That is my objection to that proposition. I say if we are going into 
the refunding business, the best place to put this money is to make a 
common-school fund of it for the people ofthat section that need money 
for that purpose. And I appeal again to gentlemen upon this floor 
who feel interested in and who are often deprecating the illiteracy in 
that of the country to come up now and give us back some- 
thing that is justly due for the purpose of educating the children of that 
portion of the country. I just wish to say one word more, Mr. Chair- 


man. 

We have had some heated discussions here this morning. Iam very 
sorry to see that now. If this thing goes on much longer we will have 
to have another reunion and commingling of the blue and gray. 

Now, it is not right for gentlemen to allow themselves to get into a 

ion on either side of this House and say hard things to each other. 
commend to gentlemen on the Republican side the conduct of my 
friend from Ohio, General GROSVENOR, a man who says that he is ut- 
terly without malice or bitterness tewards anybody in the world [laugh- 
ter], a man who would not say anything to hurt anybody’s feeli 
I listened to his remarks here yesterday, and he put some questions 
me as I sat in front of him. He wanted to know if we were not glad 
that we were back here, and he reminded us that this money that we 
are now talking about helped to bring us back. Well, weare glad we 
are back, but we would be a great deal gladder if we did not have such 
exhibitions ef temper as we have had on the other side of the House 
and to-day. But, Mr. Chairman, this is a good place to be, 
and I confess I am glad we are here. I gave you all yesterday some of 
my early i after the war, and when you look back at my 
surroundings at that time and then look where I am to-day—behold 
me as I stand here—could there be a better illustration of the possi- 
bilities that open themselves up before American youth? [ Laughter. ] 
But, Mr. Chairman, as I upon this dizzy height to which I have 
climbed [renewed laughter] and look around me, I must confess to a 
feeling of astonishment as to how a great many of you gentlemen have 
got up here with me. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us wind this whole thing up over this cotton- 
tax bill, and let us put on this amendment directing that the money 
shall go to an educational fund for the people of the South; because I 
want to tell you gentlemen on the other side another thing: If you go 
on at this rate paying yourselves back for what you expended in patriot- 
ism d the war, the first thing you know the country will not owe 
you ing. {Great laughter.] I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the 
amendment I have offered to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama will be adopted. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, we had better get a refund of the cot- 
ton tax before we get into any controversy as to how we shall distribute 
it. The amendment which I have offered provides that the States shall 
hold the money in trust, to be disposed of as the Legislatures elected 


refunded, the proper thing would be to allow the 
States, respectively, to what disposition should be made of it, and 
what is provided for in the amendment that I have offered. I 


ae we now have a vote upon it. 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted 


by the oe from Mississippi [ Mr. yi = the amendment 
submitted gentleman from r. OATES], which will 
be again read. I, 

The amendment was n read. 

The amendment amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN 


. The question recurs on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRar}. ; = 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to that 


striking out all after the word ‘‘State,”’ in the sixth line, 
what I send to the desk. 


ment was read, as follows: 
Src. —. Be ee re ee ae ens 0, end he is hereby, authorized 


and directed to credit’ pay to State a sum equal to the amounts col- 
lected therein, respectively, as atax or duty on raw cotton under the provisions 
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of the act approved July 1, 1862, and the supplemental and amendatory acts 
thereto, white sums when so credited and paid shall be accepted and held by 
such States to be refunded and distributed to the parties who produced the cot- 
ton on which such tax was paid, or such person as was the owner of such cot- 
ton on October 1, 1862, through the agency of such legal tribunals as the Legis- 
latures of the several States may establish or empower; and it shal! be held 
suflicient proof to entitle the claimant to recover for him to show by competent 
and sufficient testimony that heraised or on October 1, 1862, owned the amount 
of cotton upon which such taxes were paid. 

Claimants shall have three years within which to file their claims after the 
several Legislatures shall have established competent tribunals or clothed ex- 
isting tribunals with power to take jurisdiction and to adjudicate their claims; 
and all claims not filed within three years shal! be forever barred. Any portion 
of the money that may remain in the hands of any of the States after paying 
all legally established claims shall remain subject to such disposition of it as 
the next islature assembling thereafter may see proper to make, 


The amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRAE]. 

The substitute was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], which will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 64, noes 129. 

Mr. OATES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the alternative 
proposition of which I gave notice, changed so as to provide for a de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States on the question of the 
constitutionality of the laws under which the cotton tax was collected. 
My object in offering that amendment issimply this: A large majority, 
perhaps ninety-nine one-hundredths, of the people in the Southern 
States who paid this tax have an idea that it wasa robbery; that it was 
taken from them under laws which were notin fact laws at all because 
enacted in violation of the Constitution. It is a matter of general no- 
toriety that a case was made from Tennessee, the case of ‘‘ Farrington,’’ 
and brought before the Supreme Court. 

It was very ably argued on both sides, and all the questions were 
raised that could be raised. The first question was whether the tax 
was a direct tax or an indirect one. If a direct tax, it was admitted 
on all hands to be unconstitutional. If an indirect one, as was con- 
tended for the Government, then the question was whether it was a 
tax or a duty upon exports from a State, in which latter case it would 
be in violation of the Constitution. The Supreme Court was equally 
divided, eight judges sitting, and hence there was no decision ren- 
dered, but simply an affirmance of the judgment of the court below in 
consequence of the equal division of the Supreme Court. Now, if the 
question is submitted to the Supreme Court, and they hold those laws 
to be constitutional, then that tax was properly levied and collected, 
and I would not vote and appropriate one dollar to be returned to any 
one who paid it. 

I do not want any of this money returned if these laws were consti- 
tutional; and if the Supreme Court should so decide, the people of the 
Southern States who are, and for many years have been, clamorous for 
the return of that tax will be satisfied. Ifthe Supreme Court should 
hold that the acts were unconstitutional, then, I presume, no man of 
ordinary sense of justice would say that the money ought not to be re- 
funded. 

This amendment simply presents the question in that form, so that 
within twelve months any one who paid this tax may bring a suit in 
the Court of Claims, and whichever way the court may decide may have 
an appeal from the judgment which the court may render to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States; and on such appeal being taken 
within sixty days, the law for the time being shall be suspended, and 
no other suit shall be brought until the Supreme Court shall render its 
decision upon the constitutionality of these acts. I hope this amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. CASWELL. The amendment has not yet been read. I have 
ex every moment the gentleman from Alabama would give us 
the benefit of the reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec.—. That any citizen of the United States who owned raw cotton grown 
or produced in any one or more of said States,and who was required by any of- 
ficer or agent of the United States to pay, and did pay, on such cotton any money 
as a duty or tax under the act equeered July 1, 1862, or the acts supplementary 
thereto approved July 13, 1866, entitled “An act to reduce internal taxation and to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide internal revenue tosupport the Govern- 
mentand pay interest on the public debt, and for other purposes,’ approved June 
13, 1864, and acts amendatory thereof,” may at any time within one'year after the 
approval of this act file his or her petition and bring suit in the Court of Claims 
against the United States for the recovery of the money so paid and collected 
from him or her as a duty or tax on such cotton; and the said Court of Claims 
shall hear all legal evidence and render judgment in such case ; and within sixty 
days thereafter either party, the petitioner or the United States, shall have the 
right of appeal from such judgment to the Supreme Court ofthe United States for 
decision therein: Provided, That wheneverany case is tried before said Court of 
Claims which fairly presents the question of the constitutionality of said acts 
laying a duty or tax on raw cotton as aforesaid and an appeal is taken from the 

and judgment of said court to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
no other suit shall be commenced or prosecuted under this act in said Court of 
Claims until the said Supreme Court decides such appeal and passes judgment 
upon the constitutionality of said laws,and in the event that said Supremo 
Court holds the said acts to be unconstitutional all persons who paid such tax 


aforesaid shall have two years thereafter to bring their suits in the said Court 
of Claims as aforesaid, 
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Mr. CASWELL. I feel compelled to make a point of order on the 
proposed amendment as not germane to the pending bill. . 

Mr. OATES. I hope the gentleman will not make any point of or- 
der, but will allow a vote to be had upon the amendment. It is cer- 
tainly a fair proposition. 

Mr. BROWNE. of Indiana. Let a vote be taken, if it can be had 
without further debate. 

Mr. LONG. Oh, yes; take a vote. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. CASWELL). Insist on your point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. CASWELL] makes a point of order to the effect that this amend- 
ment is upon a subject different from that under consideration. The 
Chair is of opinion that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. OATES. I now offer another amendment, which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury in making payment and settle- 
ment with any State shall take into account and set off against the amount 
made due by thisact to such State any amount which may be due by such State 
to the United States under an act approved June 23, 1836, entitled ““Anact to 
regulate the deposits of public money.” 


Mr. OATES. I desire to say only a few words on this amendment. 

Mr. CASWELL. I make the point of order that the amendment is 
not germane to the bill. 

Mr. OATES. I think it is germane. The bill proposes a distribu- 
tion of money from the Treasury to several States ofthe Union. This 
amendment directs the Secretary of the Treasury in making payment, 
as to how the accounts shall be adjusted; it provides that deposits of 
money of the United States for which the States are responsible, shall 
be taken into consideration and set off against the amounts which may 
be due under this bill; in other words, if any State has received money 
belonging to the United States, there shall be to that extent a set-off 
against the amount to which the State may be entitled under the pro- 
visions of this bill. I think, therefore, the amendment is clearly ger- 
mane. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SPRINGER). The proposition submitted by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] is to the effect that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in making payment and settlement with 
any State, shall take into account and set off against the amount due 
by this act to such State any amount which may be due by such State 
to the United States under an act approved June 23, 1836, entitled 
‘‘An act to regulate the deposits of public money.”’ 

The first section of the bill to which this amendment is offered as a 
proviso makes it the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to ‘‘ credit 
to each State and Territory of the United States and the District of 
Columbia asum equal to all collections, by set-off or otherwise, made 
from said States and Territories,’’ ete. 

It appears to the Chair that the bill before the committee, especially 
in section 1, is for the purpose of adjusting indebtedness between the 
States and the General Government; and therefore a proposition to ex- 
tend this adjustment to other indebtedness is upon thé same subject 
as the pending bill. The Chair is of the opinion that the point of order 
is not well taken; and the amendment is in order. The question is 
upon agreeing to it. 

Mr. OATES. I desire merely to say that, as gentlemen will see, this 
amendment applies whenever a distribution is to be made to a State 
under this bill and that State has money of the United States on de- 
posit wilh 16. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected, there being— 
ayes 76, noes 138. 

+ The Clerk read the remaining sections of the bill, as follows: 
Sec. 2, That all moneys still due to the United States on the quota of direct 


tax apportioned by section 8 of the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, are 
hereby remitted and relinquished. 

Sec, 3. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be necessary to reimburse eacii 
State, Territory, and the District of Columbia for all money found due to them 
under the provisions of this act; and the Treasurer of the United States is here- 
by directed to pay the same to the governors of the States and Territories, and 
to the commissioners of the District of Columbia: Provided, That where the 
sums, or any part thereof, credited to any State, Territory, or the District of 
Columbia have been collected by the United States from the citizens or inhabit- 
ants thereof, or any other person, either directly or by the sale of property, such 
sums shall be held in trust by such State, Territory, or the District of Columbia 
for the benefit of those persons or inhabitants from whom they were collected, 
or their legal representatives: And provided further, That no part of the money 
collected from individuals and to be held in trust as aforesaid shall be retained 
by the United Statesas a set-off against any indebtedness alleged to exist against 
the State, Territory, or District of Columbia in which such tax was collected: 
And provided further, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be 
paid out by the governor of any State or Territory, or any other person, to any 
attorney or agent under any contract for services now existing or heretofore 
made between the representative of any State or Territory and any attorney or 
agent. All claims under the trust hereby created shall be filed with the gov- 
.ernor of such State or Territory and the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, respectively, within six years next after the passage of this act, and all 
claims not so filed shall be forever barred, and the money attributable thereto 


sha}l belong to such State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, respectively, 
as the case may be. 


The amendment reported by the Committee en the Judiciary to 
section 3 was read, as follaws: 


Strike out the following: ‘‘ And provided further, That no part of the mone 
hereby appropriated shall be paid out by the governor of A on State or Terri- 


tory, or any other person, toany attorney or agent under any contract for serv- 
ices now existing or heretofore made between the representative of any State 
or Territory and any attorney or agent.”’ 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to this amend- 
ment. ‘The proviso which the amendment proposes to strike out was 
put on the bill in the Senate at the instance of one of the Senators 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]; and the purpose of the proviso 
was to prevent any of this money being paid to attorneys and agents 
who had been working and lobbying for years to secure the repayment 
of this direct tax. 

Now, the Committee on the Judiciary has proposed an amendment, 
which has been read, striking out this proviso, and I am opposed to 
the adoption of the amendment so suggested. I am in favor of the re- 
tention of the proviso in the bill which is proposed to be stricken out, 
so that those whom the States may have employed to secure the re- 
funding of this money may look to the States for their compensation 
after the act passes, and not to Congress. I hope, therefore, the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary will not prevail. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I concur fully in what has just 
been said by my friend from Alabama [ Mr. OATEs] as to the propriety 
of the retention of the clause or proviso in the bill which prevents the 
payment of this money tothe claim agents, andshall oppose the amend- 
ment to strike it out. It is confessed on all sides that there is a very 
large proportion of the appropriation contained in this bill already con- 
tracted for or claimed by those who have sought to have it passed 
through Congress. Like the renowned Dilworthy’s appropriation, if 
paid to the claimants, itwlll be presumed that it took all (or much) of 
it to get itthrough Congress. [Laughter.] I thinkit will not have an 
injurious effect upon general legislation hereafter to let those who have 
aided in securing the passage of this bill go to the States and obtain a 
settlement of their claims through the State authorities after the money 
is appropriated by Congress. Congress may thereby escape the sus- 
picion of having yielded to the lobby. How much is to go to State 
agents, claim agents, lobbyists, and others out of the amount appro- 
priated by the bill in payment for services, or alleged services ren- 
dered by them in securing this legislation, no man can know. It is 
charged, and charged openly, and can not be denied, that the amount 
is great. That is something we all know. 

Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes allowed me for the discussion of 
this bill, I can not hope to show all nor the principal part of its enor- 
mities. But I will give some of the reasons why I oppose the passage 
of the bill. A sufficient reason for me to antagonize itis that I regard 
the bill as in direct violation of the Constitution. It is a proposition, 
after a tax has been collected, to repay it; in other words, to collect a 
tax one day or one year, and pay it back the next. It is safe to assume 
that one-half the people who paid this tax are dead; many others can 
never be found, and as a matter of fact you might just as well go to 
the delta of the Mississippi River and undertake to take up the waters 
flowing there and distribute each drop back to the rippling rivulet from 
which it came, as to undertake to distribute this tax exactly among the 
parties who paid it. 

But let us look at another feature of the case and see where this leg- 
islation drifts us. There was collected under the revenue laws im- 
posing taxes on manufactures and manufacturers the sum of $425,953,- 
845; and there was collected under what was known as the ‘‘ income- 
tax law’’ $346,967,388. 

Who will undertake to say that the same power that has come and 
engineered this scheme through Congress for the few millions that it 
contains, can not and will not for the hundreds of millions I have just 
mentioned again come to the front and bestill more potent in demand- 
ing that it shall also go back to the parties who paid it? Who is will- 
ing to enter upon the policy of collecting the revenues, employing offi- 
cers for that purpose, simply to turn them back, keeping from the peo- 
ple a portion collected, or collecting from other sources money to pay 
for their collection and redistribution amongst those who paid them? 
It was never intended to be one of the actions of Government, 

The Constitution provides for the revenues of the Government and 
the collection of taxes for its support, but for the paying of them back 
to the people from whom they were constitutionally taken no provis- 
ion was made and none thought of, even, because it was not supposed 
that such a folly would ever be perpetrated or even suggested by the 
American people’s Representatives. Where is the constitutional war- 
rant for levying and collection of taxes merely to return them to those 
from whom they were collected? Are we to say in a few years more 
that the manufacturers and those who paid the four hundred and 

twenty-five millions shall come here and have relief, and that those 
who paid the income tax shall be repaid? How can we refuse them 
relief if we take this action of Congress as a precedent? The income 
tax could probably be as easily returned as any other to the persons 
who paid it, and who can say that if the seventeen or twenty millions 
involved here can get up such a momentum as to carry it through the 
Congress, that the three hundred and forty-six millions of income tax 
paid can not be still more potent to secure its return? Will not the 
lobby be here then, pevet as ever? I warn gentlemen that it is very 
dangerous ground of legislation upon which we are entering. 

I believe it should be resisted firmly in the very beginning, and that 
this precedent should not be made for the return of taxes constitution- 
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allycollected. As to the taxes that were unconstitutionally collected or 
collected by doubtful authority, when it comes to consider them, who 
that stands by this bill, where the levy was constitutional, who that 
advocates the refunding of this direct tax, can deny theirreturn? The 
return of the cotton tax would certainly be more just than this. A 
majority of the Supreme Court has never been willing to hold that 
tax constitutional. But we are told that injustice characterized the 
collection of this tax, and that some sections of the country paid more 
than others. Mr. Chairman, injustice characterizes the collection of 
every tax. You can not collect from every individual the tax assessed 
against him. Some escape by evasion, some hy accident, some by death, 
some in one way, and some in another; and vet because of the fact that 
there may have been inequality in the payment you can not afford to 
turn around and refund a tax provided for by the Constitution and 
which was constitutionally collected. Such a proceeding is unheard 
ofin legislation. When we had a surplus before in the Treasury, before 
the war, and Congress did not know what to do with it, no man ever 
dreamed for a moment of turning it back to the States or individuals pay- 
ing it, and the expedient was adopted of loaning it to the several States. 
This was chosen because there was no other constitutional mode of re- 
distribution. I can not vote for this bill, believing as I do that it vio- 
lates the Constitution. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on the Judiciary to this bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER. I offer the following amendment to this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and substitute the following: 

“ That the sum collected under what is known as the direct-tax law of 1861 be, 
and the same is hereby, set apart to be specially and specifically applied to the 
present of the pensions of the honorably-discharged soldiers of the United 
States who volunteered prior to the first draft in the war 1861-’65, and who are 
entitled to pensions under the pension laws, the sum to be first applied to pay- 


ment of pensions to those soldiers who volunteered under the first proclamation 
of Abraham Lincoln.”’ 


Mr. WHEELER. That is an amendment which I believe every man 
in this House should support. The gentleman who has just taken his 
seat has truthfully said that under the law as it now stands it will be 
impossible to return the money to those persons who paid it. They 
are dead; they are gone; they can not be found. But, Mr. Chairman, 
we can find the brave men who composed the 75,000 men who enlisted 
under the Stars and Stripes under the first proclamation of Abraham 
Lincoln in 1861, and I insist that this fund, arising as it did from the 
first tax collected for prosecuting the war, shall be set aside for and 
applied to that worthy object. Ido not propose that this fund shall 
be applied to pay the pensions of only the disabled survivors of these 
first 75,000 volunteers, and the widows of those who fell in the con- 
flict, but that, so far as these particular soldiers are concerned, it shall 
be applied to pay them pensions whether disabled or not. If this idea 
is not clearly expressed in the amendment I will change the phrase- 
ology so that it will, or I will cheerfully accept any amendment that 
will render my purpose unmistakable. 

Mr. HOLMES. Does the gentleman remember that these were three 
months’ men ? 

Mr. WHEELER. They were the brave men who first enlisted un- 
der the flag of our country, and whether they volunteered for three 
months or longer can make no difference. They enrolled themselves 
under the banner of their country; they were the first patriots to offer 
their lives in its service, to discharge what they felt to be their duty, 
and they should be the first men considered. Here is a fund which 
you say encumbers the Treasury, and I call upon every member of 
this House, and especially every member on the other side of the House, 
to vote for this amendment. I tell you, gentlemen, I have read your 
speeches in the last campaign. If you keep your promises you must 
empty the Treasury. I repeat, if you redeem the pledges you have 
made, in two years after your accession to power you can turn the 
Treasury wrong side out and shake it, and not onecent willdrop. The 
money will all be gone, and nothing will be left to pay pensions even 
to those who are now on the rolls. 

This is the first time a proposition has been brought forward to give 
these 75,000 men special recognition. And no one who is committed 
to the policy of giving pensions to the most meritorious soldiers can 
vote against it. If he does, then he must stand before the country 
admitting that he prefers to have this money go to people of wealth 
and power, who did not participate in the war, rather than give it to 
those who were first to breast the storm of battle. 

Mr. HOLMES. Why is the gentleman from Alabama willing to 
give it to three-months’ men instead of the men who enlisted for three 
years ? 

Mr. WHEELER. Because they were first to enlist under the proc- 
lamation of President Lincoln, The proclamation called for enlist- 
ments for only three months. Had the call been for three years or for 
ten years or even a longer period they would have been just as prompt 
to respond. Most of these early volunteers re-enlisted and proved the 
best soldiers in the Union Army, and it does not become you or any 





gentleman on that side of the House to cast reflections upon these 75,- 
000 heroes who marched to battle at the first tap of the drum. 

Mr. HOLMES. It is not a reflection, but only a comparison. 

Mr. WHEELER. Nine-tenths of them re-enlisted and served 
throughout the war. Gentlemen must remember that when they took 
up arms there were no bounties, no comparative fortunes, such as were 
subsequently offered as an inducement to men to endure the hardships 
and brave the dangers of a soldier’s life. . 

Mr. HOLMES. Is the gentleman from Alabama in favor of paying 
pensions to the Union soldiers? 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam in favor of paying suitable pensions to the 
Union soldiers in meritorious cases. I have always been in favor of 
the payment of proper pensions. 

Mr. HOLMES. Proper pensions! 

Mr: WHEELER. Yes, I am in favor of paying proper pensions. 
The time may come when we shall need soldiers again, and need them 
promptly. And I ask Congress, now and here, to establish a prece- 
dent by giving special recognition and reward to men who sprang to 
arms at the first call of their country. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

| Applause. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Alabama who has just offered this amendment, I wish to say 
that the States do not propose to pay pensions. The war was for the 
preservation of the Union; and the United States Government does now, 
and always will, assume responsibility for such payment. The soldiers 
of 1861-’65 do not ask that Michigan shall pay half a million dollars 
to one class of soldiers while New York pays five millions to the same 
class. 

The soldiers of 1861 will not ask to be thus discriminated in favor of, 
as my friend from Alabama presumes. To be sure, those who enlisted 
first are entitled to the full meed of praise; and they, the vanguard of 
the new army, have become the heroic men that my friend pictures. 
But by contrast, what shali we say of the men who left the old army 
at the same time and went upon the other side? [Cries of ‘‘ Good !”’ 
and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. I will inform the gentleman from Michigan that 
the gentleman left before any proclamation, before any war, and before 
any possibility of war. . 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. But did not he join the Confederate 
army before being released from a Federal obligation? 

Mr. WHEELER. No,sir; hedidnot. The gentleman was released 
before he joined the Confederates. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. My friend from Alabama misapprehends 
me. I thought he was stating a grand truth when he said that those 
men who joined the new army were entitled to a meed of immortal 
praise for it, and I simply put over against that truth the interrogatory 
as to what we should say of the men who left the old army at the same 
time. I meantno offense. When the Government of the United States 
assessed this money to the States, those that were loyal paid it, and 
there was full authority for ordering them to pay it. The people of 
South Carolina and the people of Alabama were just as much obligated 
to pay it, but failed to do anything of the kind; and now, not having 
paid their share, we are iu .avor of equalizing this matter by refunding 
to the States that did. 

Is there not equity in this? Is this not just? Mr. Chairman, peo- 
ple sometimes wonder why it is that the North was solid at the last 
election. I will say to my good friend from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER} 
and to my other good friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES] that one of 
the prime reasons why the North is solid is that she is afraid of such 
leaders as they are. Let the young South, let the new South, let the 
men who are not battle-scarred from their services to the rebellion, let 
them come up here to represent the South and we shall not have a 
solid North, but so long as you say tous every time we propose to have 
pensions for our soldiers that we must raise the money by an income 
tax or do something else that is unjust or unfair, just so long we shall 
distrust you and just so long we shall voteyou down, [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the formal amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

The amendment was rejected—ayes 28, noes 152. 

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to 
refund, with 5 per cent. interest per annum from the date of sale, the amounts 
of money paid by the purchasers of lands sold for the collection of United States 
direct taxes under act of August 5, 1861, and its amendments,where the tax for 
which the said land was sold had been paid in part or in full prior to the said 
sale, and where for this or any other reason growing out of thesale the purchaser 
failed to get possession of the land so sold, and said claims shall be paid out of 
any money in the Treasury net otherwise appropriated: Provided, That the 
amount so refunded shall not exceed $50,000 in any one case. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill to the House. 
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> motion was agreed to 
1e committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on thestate of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the 
District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied 
by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, and had directed him 
to report the same back to the House with sundry amendments. 
SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments re- 
ported by the committee, which will be read. 

The Clerk read the first amendment, as follows: 


The 
TI 


In e 5, atter the word “ collections,’ insert “‘ by set-off or otherwise. 


Che amendment was agreed to. 
Che question next recurred on the following amendment, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 
Src That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 


such person as spallin each case apply therefor, and furnish satisfactory evi- 
dence that such applicant was at the time of the sales hereinafter mentioned 





the ral « er, or is the he iw or devisee of the legal owner of such lands 
as were sold in the parishes of St. Helena and St. Luke’s, in the State of South 
Carolina rthe said acts of Congress, the value of said lands in the man- 


ner following, to wit: to the owners of the lots in the town of Beaufort, the 
value assessed thereon for taxation by the United States direct-tax commission- 
ers for South Carolina; to the owners of lands which were rated for taxation 
by the State of South Carolina as being usually cultivated, or capable of culti- 
vation, $10 per acre for each acre thereof returned on the proper tax-book; to 
the owners of all other lands, $1 per acre for each acre thereof returned on said 
tax-book: Provided, That in all cases where such owners, or persons claiming 
under them, have redeemed or purchased said lands, or any part thereof, from 
the United States, they shall not receive compensation for such part so re- 
deemed or purchased, but they shall receive whatever amounts were paid bv 
them tothe United States forsuch redemption or purchase: And provided further, 
That in all cases where said owners have heretofore received from the United 
States the surplus proceeds arising from the sale of their lands, such sums shall 
be deducted from the sum which they are entitled to receive under this act. 

SE Chat in all cases where persons, while serving in the Army or Navy 
or Marine Corps of the United States, or who had been honorably discharged 
from said service, purchased any of said lands undersection 11 of the act of Con- 
gress approved June 7, 1862, and such lands afterwards reverted to the United 
States, itshall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to such per- 
sons as shall in each case apply therefor, or to their heirs at law, devisees, or 
grantees, in good faith and for valuable consideration, whatever sum was so 
paid to the United States in such case. 

Src. —. That before paying any money to such persons the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall require the person or persons entitled to receive the same to ex- 
ecute a release of all claims and demands of every kind and description what- 
ever against the United States arising out of the execution of said acts, and also 
a release of all right, title, and interest in and to the said lands. 

Sec. —. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $850,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to pay for said lots and lands, which sum shall include all moneys in 
the Treasury derived in any manner from the enforcement of said acts in said 
parishes, and not otherwise appropriated. 

SE . That section 1063 of the Revised Statutes is hereby made applicable to 
claims arising under this act without limitation as to the amount involved in 
such claim. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I think that ought to be amended so as 
to provide 

The SPEAKER. But it can not be amended. The order of the 
House is that the vote shall be taken upon the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 132, noes 5. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon ordering the bill as 
amended to be read the third time. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I want to make 
a motion to recommit the bill with instructions. . 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. The Clerk will read the 
latter portion of the order made by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





And at 4 o'clock p. m. on Tuesday, the same shall be reported tothe House with 
such amendments as may have been agreed upon in the committee, andthe pre- 
vious question shall then be considered as ordered upon all such amendments 
and upon ordering the said bill to be read a third time and upon the passage of 
the same, and the votes thereon shall then be taken in the House. 


The SPEAKER. It will be observed that under the terms of this 
order, after the Committee of the Whole has risen and reported the bill, 
nothing is in order except to take the votes upon those questions on 
which the previous question has beeen ordered. The language is, ‘‘ the 
votes thereon shall then be taken in the House;’’ and the Chair thinks 
the word ‘‘ thereon’? relates to all the questions on which the previous 
question has been ordered. The question is now upon ordering the 
bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Several MEMBERS. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. OATES. On the passage of this bill Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I would like to make a motion 
to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that under the order of the 


House that motion is not in order. The Clerk will call the roll on the 
passage of the bill. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
178, nays 96, not voting 50; as follows: 
YEAS—1l7s. 
Adams Dibble, Kerr. 


: Rowell, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Ketcham, 


Rowland, 


Anderson, Kans. Dorsey, La Follette, Russell, Conn 
Arnold, Dunham, Laidlaw, Rusk, 
Atkinson, Elliott, Latham, Ryan, 
Baker, N. Y. Farquhar, Lee, Sawyer, 
Baker, Ill Felton, Lehibach, Seull, 
Bayne, Finley, Lind, Seney, 
Belden, Fitch, Lodge, Sey mour, 
Biggs, Flood, Long, Shaw, 
Bingham Ford, Lyman, Sherman, 
Boothman, Funston, Macdonald, Simmons, 
Bound, Gaines, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Boutelle, Gallinger, Mansur, Sowden, 
Bowden, Gear, Mason, Spooner, 
Bowen, Gest, Matson, Steele, 
Brewer, Gibson, McClammy, Stephenson, 


Brower, Grosvenor, 


McComas, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Grout, 


McCullogh, 


Stewart, Vt. 
Struble, 


Browne, Ind. Guenther, McKenna, Symes, 

Brown, Ohio Harmer, Mckinley, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. Haugen, Merriman, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Buchanan, Heard, Moffitt, Thomas, Ill. 
Bunnell, Hemphill, Morrill, Thomas, Wis. 


Burrows, Henderson, Iowa Morrow, Thompson, Ohio 


Butler, Henderson, N.C, Nelson, Thompson,Cal. 
Butterworth, Henderson, Ill, Nichols, Tillman, 
Campbell, F..N. Y. Hermann, Nutting, Townshend, 


Campbell, Ohio Hiestand O'Donnell, Turner, Kans. 


Campbell, T.J.,N.Y.Hires, O’ Ferrall, Vandever, 
Cannon, Hitt, O’ Neall, Ind. Wade, 
Caswell, Holman, O'Neill, Pa. Warner, 
Cheadle, Holmes, Osborne, Weber, 
Clark, Hopkins, Ill. Outhwaite, West, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Va. Patton, White, N.Y. 
Compton, Hopkins, N. Y. Payson, W hiting, Mass, 
Cooper, Houk, Perkins, Wickham, 
Cothran, Hovey, Perry, Wilber, 
Crouse, Hudd, Peters, Wilkins, 
Cutcheon, Hunter, Phelps, Wilkinson, 
Dalzell. Jackson, Plumb, Williams, 
De rlington, Johnston, Ind. Post, Yardley, 
Davenport Kean, Pugsley. Yoder, 
Davis, Kelley, Rockwell, 
De Lano, Kennedy, tomeis, 
NAYS—96, 

Abbott Collins, Landes, . Rogers, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lane, Russell, Mass. 
Anderson, Miss. Cox, Lanham, Sayers, 
Bacon, Crain, Lawler, Shively, 
Bankhead, Crisp, Maish, Smith, 
Barnes, Cummings, Martin, Spinola, 
Barry, Davidson, Fla. McAdoo, Springer, 
Blanchard, Dockery, McCreary, Stewart, Tex, 
Bland, Dunn, McKinney, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Enloe, Me Millin, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Foran, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. French, McShane, Tarsney, 
Bryce, Glass, Mills, Tracey, 
Buckalew, Grimes, Montgomery, Turner, Ga, 
Burnett, Hatch, Morse, Vance, 
Bynum, Hayes, Neal, Walker, 
Candler, Herbert, Norwood, Washington, 
Carlton, Hooker, Oates, Weaver, 
Caruth, Howard, Peel, Wheeler, 
Catchings, Hutton, Penington, Whiting, Mich. 
Chipman, Johnston, N.C. Phelan, Wilson, Minn. , 
Clardy, Jones, Randall, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clements, Kilgore, Richardson, Wise, 
Cobb, Lagan, Robertson, Carlisle, Speaker. 

NOT VOTING—SDO. 
Allen, Mass, Fisher, Laird, Reed, 
Anderson, lowa Forney, Lynch, Rice, 
Anderson, Ill, Fuller, Maffett, Seott, 
Bliss, Gay, McCormick, StahInecker, 
Brumm, Glover, Milliken, Stone, Mo. 
Burnes, Goff, Moore, Taulbee, 
Cockran, Granger, Morgan, Thomas, Ky. 
Conger, Greenman, Newton, White, Ind. 
Culberson, Hall, O'Neill, Mo. Whitthorne, 
Dargan, Hare, Owen, Woodburn, 
Davidson, Ala. Hayden, Parker, Yost. 
Dougherty, Hogg. Pidcock, 
Ermentrout, Laffoon, Rayner, 


So the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER, at the conclusion of the roll-call, directed that his 
name be called, and voted in the negative. 

Mr. CASWELL. I ask that the reading of the names be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. OATES. I object. 

The vote was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the pairs. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all po- 
litieal questions until further notice: 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. LEHLBACKH. 

Mr. WuirrHorne with Mr. Wurrte, of Indiana. 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. CoNGER. 

Mr. NEWTON with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. McCoRMICcK. 
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The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
aay: 

Mr. HALL with Mr. THomas, of Kentucky. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Larrp. 

Mr, TAULBEE with Mr. Brum. 

Mr. BURNEsS with Mr. FULLER. 

Mr. CULBERSON with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. OWEN. 
wa following-named members were announced as paired on this 
vill: 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. RAYNER. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. Yost on this bill. If present, 
Mr. Yost would vote for the bill and Mr. ANDERSON, of [linois, 
would vote against it. 

Mr. FORNEY with Mr, REED on this bill; Mr. REED would vote for 
the bill; Mr. FoRNEY against it. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RIcE, on this bill. If present, Mr. RIcE 
would vote for the bill, and Mr. GRANGER against it. 

Mr. BURNES, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of 
absence on account of sickness. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk read my name among 
the pairs. I have given no authority for any pair. 

The SPEAKER. The pair will be withdrawn. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. CASWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the adoption of the following resolution, in which concurrence was re- 
quested: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the exist- 
ence and powers of the joint select committee in respect to the Washington Aque- 
duct tunnel and water supply of Washington, created by the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the two Houses, passed October 8, 1888, be continued during the present 
session of Congress to such time after January 1, 1889, as shall be necessary in 
the judgment of said committee for the complete execution of its duties, 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H, R. 7935) for the relief 
and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota; 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
ot the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the 
Senate Mr. DAWEs, Mr. JoNEs of Arkansas, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 


LAND DISTRICTS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. DORSEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11766) 
to establish two new land districts in the State of Nebraska; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


And then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 4 0’clock and 32 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11768) for the relief of the 
estate of Richmond T. Rutledge—to the Committee on War Claims. 

sy Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 11769) for the relief of 
Edward A. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 11770) for the relief of De Witt 
C. Amey, late of the One hundred and sixty-fifth New York Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 11771) granting a pension to Thomas 
I*, Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11772) authorizing the sale of -cer- 
tain land to the Agricultural Press Association—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 11773) granting a pension to Mary 
McClane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 11774) granting pension to Mary K. 
Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H.R. 11775) granting a pension to Will- 
iam J. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 11776) for the relief of Jane M. Clark, 
widow of James W. Clark, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to 
the Fort Smith, Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, 
Ark., through the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the 
State of Kansas—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11778) for the relief of 
William G. Groom—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 11779) for the relief of J. 
Harry Adams—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 11780) granting an increaseof pension 
to Joseph Stilwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC, 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of Thomas Smith, of Homestead, Pa., for 
relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request): Petition of John W. Yeo- 
man, of New Orleans, La., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of the Baptist State Convention, of 
New Hampshire, for the enactment of a law to prevent exportation of 
intoxicating liquors from the United States to the west coast of Africa— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of the Agricultural Press Association, 
for the right to purchase certain land in Montana Territory—to the Com 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

iy Mr. PEEL: Petition for reference of the claim of Jane M. Clark, 
widow of James W. Clark, and of James M. Clark, to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of S. W. Raney, of James Mason; 
of George W. Brown, of Delilah Trussell, and of William Ferguson, 
of West Virginia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


we 





The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: OfS. C. Stacy, of Tecumseh, Mich. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of citizens of Susquehanna County, Pennsy!- 
vania. 

By Mr. FORD: Of Charles J. Lockwood, of Sturgis, Mich. 

By Mr. SENEY: Of H. Z. L. Mathias, of Galion, Ohio. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Of Maxwell & Hannaford, of Bessemer, Mich. 
By Mr. WICKHAM: Of W. T. Alberson, of Ashland, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 13, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. HERRICK JOHNSON, D. D., of Chicago, Il. 
‘The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified copies of the 
final ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice-President of 
the United States appointed by the Statesof Ohio and Wisconsin; which 
was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying certificates, to 
lie on the table. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of fact and 
of iaw filed by that court under the act of January 20, 1885, in certain 
spoliation claims; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR. 

Mr. CALL. Iam requested by the chairman of the Committee on 
Education and Labor to ask permission of the Senate for that commit- 
tee to continue their session during the sitting of the Senate to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered if there be no ob- 
jection. The Chair hears none. 

AMENDMENT TO CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. WALTHALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by bim to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 





3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
| Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3451) granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester, reported 
| it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
| COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 


| tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the following 
resolution, submitted by Mr. CULLOM December 10, 1888, reported it 
without amendment: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and it is hereby, 
directed to continue the investigation ordered to be made by the resolution of 
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the Senate.of August 3, 1888, and such committee is hereby given all the au- 
thority conferred by said resolution, and power to sit during any recess of the 
Senate prior to December, 1889, the necessary expenses of such investigation to 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
until the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] comesin. Are there 
further reports of committees? If there are none, the introduction of 
bills isin order. [A pause.] If there be no bills to be introduced, 
resolutions are in order. 


CONDITION OF INHABITANTS OF ALASKA. 

Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to communicate to 
the Senate such information as may be in the possession of the Department in 
relation to the condition of the inhabitants of Alaska, and especially of the 
treatment of Indian women by white people now domiciled in that Territory. 

THE SIOUX RESERVATION. 

Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate to the 
Senate a copy of the minutes of the proceedings of the commission lately ap- 
pointed to obtain the consent of the Indianson the Sioux reservation to the act 
providing for opening a portion of that reservation. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business ? 
If there be none, that order is closed. The first bill on the Calendar 
under Rule VIII will be reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that, in the temporary absence of the 
Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON], I move to take up the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Ohio moves to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill No. 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the 
revenue, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by 
Mr. CoKE, in paragraph 137 of the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance, beginning in line 495, after the word ‘‘shall,’”’ to strike out 
the remainder of the paragraph down to and including the word 
‘‘made,’’ as follows: 

Pay two-tenths of | cent per pound more duty than that imposed on hoop or 
band iron or steel from which they are made. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Be admitted upon the payment of 35 per cent, ad valorem. 

So as to read: 

And hoop or band iron or hoop or band steel flared or splayed shall be ad- 
mitted upon the payment of 35 per cent, ad valorem 

Mr. VANCE. I confess, sir, my very great disappointment at the 
result of the vote yesterday on the motion to put cotton-ties on the free- 
list. I thought that the industry in whose behalf that was invoked 
was one eminently deserving of that favor on the part of the repre- 
sentatives of the people. I have listened to the representations made 
in this Senate by the advocates of the substitute for the House bill, 
and their iterated and reiterated statement 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before the President pro tempore vacates 
the chair, as I see he is about to do, I would like to ask what is before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The ques- 
tion is upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
CoKE]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Thatcan not come up in the morning hour 
except by unanimous consent. I never heard the proposition sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. DAWES. Senators should be in their seats when motions are 
made. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator from North Carolina rose be- 
fore I came in here, I admit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was taken up on the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and is now pending before 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And after the morning business had been con- 
cluded. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. And after the morning business had 
been concluded. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have nothing more to say except that that 
is taking advantage of the absenteeism occasioned by the business of 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina has 
the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. I was proceeding to say, Mr. President, that I had 
listened to the iteration and reiteration on the part of the Senators on 
that side of the Chamber that this was a bill framed in the interest of 
American industry. The American Government and the revenue by 
which that Government is supported have received little attention at 
the hands of those who have prepared this bill, by their own confes- 
sion. It is provided exclusively in the interest of American industries. 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator willsuspend. TheChair 
hopes that there will be order in the Senate Chamber. The Senator 
from North Carolina is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon, if the Chair means to rebuke 
me, Iwas asking a question of a Senator. I say that this Senate has 
not gone through the morning-hour business. I insist upon it that it 
has not done it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Virginia that at the conclusion of the morning business the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] moved that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill now pending before it, and the motion was 
decided by the President of the Senate to have been carried. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It is only fifteen minutes after 12 o’clock 
now, sir, and I would like to know when the order of morning business 
was called ? 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I decline to yield to the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I know you decline to yield to anything. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina is 
entitled to the floor and declines to yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. VANCE. Such interruptions would destroy the eloquence of 
any man living, much more of myself. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I suppose the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio was well meant. 

Mr. VANCE. I will venture to repeat, sir, in the hope that I may 
be permitted to finish a sentence, that every assertion which has been 
given to us by the Senators in charge of this bill has been to the effect 
that it is arranged specially for the benefit of American industry, and 
it has been the boast of the members of the majority of the Finance 
Committee that they have not regarded revenue, they have not cared 
whether they increased or whether they reduced duties; they have 
looked simply toascertain what would be the best for the various manu- 
facturing interests of this country, and the bill is framed with that 
idea. 

Now, sir, if agriculture is an industry at all, it will be admitted that 
even according to their professions it is deserving of their zeal and their 
diligence in the same proportion that any other industry receives; but 
if it be contended that it is not an industry, that it is not an American 
industry, why, then, their view of the provisions of this bill and the 
idea that dominated them in framing it is perfectly correct. If protec- 
tion is due to one industry, it is certainly due toanother. If protec- 
tion goes all around and every industry is protected, then it is value- 
less; because if one man is taxed to aid every other man and every 
other man is taxed to aid him, they go back in the same hole out of 
which they went, and no man is benefited. When two men sit down 
to play cards, if one wins the other must lose. If both win, then no 
man wins, and they come out even. 


The secret of protection is that it only pretends to go all around. 
There must be careful declarations from *ime to time that it is uni- 
versal in its benevolence, and that every man who labors and every 
man who pursues an industry, as it iscalled, who produces something, 
shall equally partake of its benefits; but there must at the same time 
be a certain class for whom protection is delusive and who are to pay 
the winnings of the more successful party. I think itis plainly dem- 
onstrable in this case that protection is so arranged that all the gains, 
which are abnormal, made by high protective tariff duties in behalf ot 
manufacturers are the losses of the agricultural community who are 
not protected. Hence it is that we see here that this bill is arranged 
without the slightest regard upon the face of the earth for the inter- 
ests of the agricultural classes of this country. 

Take the cotton-planters, who are most interested in the provision 
which is now underconsideration, the proposition to maintain the present 
rate of duty, without increasing it, upon the ties which wrap their cot- 
ton to be sent tomarket. In this case they not only refuse to give any 
protection to the cotton-planter, but they propose to increase his bur- 
den from a duty of 35 per cent. on the ties, which is now the existing 
law, to 108 per cent. If you want to be fair, if you want to do justice, 
it is very true that you can not protect affirmatively by a tax imposed for 
the benefit of the cotton-planter. A duty levied upon foreign cotton 
under the idea that it would benefit the cotton-planter of the South 
would be simply building a dam across a stream to keep the water 
from running up hill. The only possible way in a case of this kind 
where you can not protect by affirmative legislation, by the imposition 
of taxes, is to protect or to encourage by the withholding of taxes. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I rise 

Mr. VANCE. I decline to yield. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. But I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. VANCE, Ido not care what the Senator rises to—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish 

Mr. VANCE. I have declined to be interrupted, and I hope the 
Senator will not be permitted to interrupt me any more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia is out of 
order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I rise toa point of order. That certainly 
does not interrupt any gentleman, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his point ot 
order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If the Senator from North Carolina will 
obey the rule which requires him to take his seat while I do it, I will 
make the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia willstate 
his point of order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam quite well acquainted with the rules 
governing parliamentary bodies, which say that when one Senator raises 
a point of order the other Senator shall take his seat. 

Mr. VANCE. I await the action of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is waiting to hear the point 
of order made by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The mere fact that I raise the point of order 
is sufficient to suggest to the Chair that the other Senator shall take 
his seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia will state 
his point of order. Otherwise the Chair will recognize the Senator 
from North Carolina as entitled to proceed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And I beg the pardon of the Chair and of 
the Senator when I insist that I will make no point of order until he 
does take his seat. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia is out of 
order, and the Senator from North Carolina has the floor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Because the Senator from Arkansas does 
not know any better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia is again 
out of order. It is a question for the Senate to determine as to its cor- 
rection. 

At this point the President pro'tempore entered the Chamber and 
resumed the chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
will proceed. 

Mr. VANCE. I was proceeding to state, Mr. President, that in a 
case where one industry could not possibly be benefited by the impo- 
sition of a protective tariff it would be fair to provide such relief as 
might arise from withholding a tax that would benefit or encourage 
that industry in lieu of the imposition of a tax. In this case, sir, I 
have stated that it does not possibly benefit the cotton-planter of the 
South to impose a tariff duty upon foreign cotton. It would be null 
and inoperative, of no possible effect; but if he could be relieved from 
the imposition of a tax which is a weight upon the articles which he 
has to export, it would to that extent place him upon an equality with 
the protected manufacturers of the country and would admit him to 
that extent to the benefit of what is called protection. The cotton- 
planters of the South are compelled to sell their products in the free 
markets of the world. 

They pay from 75 cents to $1.25 a day forlabor to their hands and 
they have to sell their product in competition with cotton grown in 
various parts of the world by labor ranging at from 6 to 10 cents per 
day, and all that the representatives of that cotton-growing interest 
now ask is a remission of the duty upon the iron ties which envelop 
their cotton. Is this without precedent? Why, sir, years and years 
ago, long before I had any acquaintance with the politics of this coun- 
try, there was a rebate given on salt used in curing fish taken in the 
deep-sea fisheries of the Northeast for the encouragement of the fish- 
ing interests of New England. In addition to that the product when 
s0 taken was protected by a tariff duty. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. | Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Virginia will state 
his point of order. The Senator from North Carolina will suspend for 
one moment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And take his seat, as the rules require. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will attend to the en- 
forcement of the rules of order. The Senator from Virginia will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. When the Senator from North Carolina 
takes his seat, which is one of the rules of order of the Senate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina is 
not required to take his seat when the Senator from Virginia rises to a 

int of order. TheSenator from Virginia will state his point of order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Allow me to state that the rules do ex- 
plicitly say that when a point of order is made on a Senator speaking, 
the Senator must take his seat; but still I will forego that. 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I say that the morning-hour business was 
not called this morning before this tariff bill was proceeded with, and 
that we were entitled to the morning hour in which to appear here. 
There is no power—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will now 
pause. The order of morning business was called by the Chair and 
its close was announced after the entire list had been gone through 
with. The bill under consideration was moved by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], as he hada right to moveit. Itwas taken up. 
It is now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The ques- 
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tion recurs upon the motion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe] to 
amend the bill. The Senator from North Carolina was recognized and 
is entitled to the floor. The point of order is not well taken, and the 
Senator from Virginia will take his seat. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will ask the Senator, in order to right 
myself- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will take 
his seat. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will ask , 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If the Senator from Virginia does not 
take his seat, the Chair will call upon the executive officer of the body 
to enforce its rules. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from North Carolina is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, as I was proceeding to say 
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dent for this withholding of taxation in the aid of a struggling indus- 
try. The rebate given upon salt used in the deep-sea fisheries of our 
northeastern coast is a case in point. In 1883 a rebate was given upon 
salt used in all the tidewater fisheries in the curing of fish in the United 
States. It was also given on the salt which was used in the curing of 
beef for exportation and is now upon the statute-book, and the meat- 
packers of the West are availing themselves of that provision. 

For many years the duty has been remitted on lumber which was 
sawed upon the St. Croix River, in New Brunswick, and floated down 
from the Province of New Brunswick and around by sea into thé ports 
of the United States, being owned by American citizens, for the encour- 
agement of the industry of lumber-making in the Province of New 
Brunswick. A rebate is now given of the duty upon spirits made in 
this country which are exported from this country. Not more than a 
week has elapsed since this Senate voted to give a rebate upon all spir- 
its made in this country which were used in the arts, for the encour- 
agement of those who made those compounds of which alcohol is the 
base. For many, many years the duty has been remitted on all ma- 
terials of a certain class and character about the building of ships, and 
the duty is still remitted upon all material used in repairing American 
ships in American ports engaged in foreign trade. 

The duty is remitted or a rebate is given upon 111 tobacco used for 
exportation to foreign countries. The duty many years ago was re- 
mitted on the bides which constitute the raw material of our leather 
industry, for the purpose of encouraging those who make shoes and 
leather products. The duty on raw silk was remitted, and it is now 
permitted to come in free, for the encouragement and in aid of those of 
our fellow-citizens who have engaged in the manufacture of silk. In 
fact, the greater part of the free-list, if you will examine it, will be 
found to consist of articles the duty upon which has been remitted in 
behalf of and for the benefit of manufacturers, and yet every one of 
those who have thus had the duties remitted upon the articles which 
it was necessary to have in their business is protected by heavy tariff 
duties likewise. 

Now, the cotton-planter of this country grows from 6,000,000 to 
7,000,000 bales of cotton perannum. His production is increasing, and 
it is now fair to assume that it amounts to about 7,000,000 bales. Five- 
sevenths of that cotton goes to foreign countries, and it constitutes over 
40 per cent. of the total agricultural products of this country which are 
exported. In the year 1888 the exports of agricultural products purely 
amounted to $500,840,086, constituting 73.23 per cent. of all our ex- 
ports, whilst manufacturers exported but 19 per cent. and a fraction. 
Of that $500,840,086, which constituted the agricultural portion of the 
exports of this country, cotton unmanufactured furnished $223, 000,000 
and cotton and its manufactures‘furnished $236,000, 000, or 34 per cent. 
of the total exports and over 45 per cent. of the exports of the agri- 
cultural products. 

And now, sir, was it unreasonable, in consideration of this great prod- 
uct, by far the largest item of exports from this great country, fur- 
nishing 34 per cent. of all its exports—was it unreasonable to ask this 
little favor, that the iron ties which envelop the bales of cotton and 
hold them together for shipment to foreign countries, should be ex- 
empted from any taxation whatsoever? Are the cotton-planters and 
is the cotton industry not quite as worthy as those who take fish in the 
deep sea? Is it not quite as worthy an industry as the packing of beef 
upon the Western plains? Isit not quite as worthy as the building or 
repairing of ships? Is it not equally deserving of the protective plea 
of Senators on the other side as the manufacture of leather into shoes 
or harness or saddles or other leather products? Is it not quite as 
worthy as the man who manufactures cosmetics, nostrums, hair-dyes, 
patent medicines, and things of that kind, who are ‘‘ encouraged’? by 
the use of free alcohol ? 

If the Senators on that side are willing to say that they prefer to give 
all the protection of the Government to that class of individuals who 
are also protected by a high duty on the articles which they make, 
and leave the cotton-planter to struggle alone in the free, open markets 
of the world against the cheap labor of the Indian ryot, against the 
cheap labor of the Egyptian fellah, and all the other cheap labor of 
the world where cotton is made—I say, if the Senators on that side 
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consider that industry is not worthy of their protection, not worthy to 
participate in the benefits of this legislation that is said to be for the 
exclusive benefit of ‘‘American industries,’’ then it is time the people 
of this country should know that fact. It is time that they should 
know that Kepublican Senators and Representatives declare that they 
will give the man his raw material who makes a patent medicine, thi at 
they will give him free raw material who makes a hair-dye, that they 
will give him his raw material who makes a pair of shoes, that they 
will give him the raw material who builds a sloop or a schooner, but 
that they will not give the raw material, nor any portion of raw mate- 
rial, nor any aid whatever by the remission of duties, to the sturdy 
farmer whose product constitutes 34 per cent. of all the products of this 
country exported which maintains its balance of trade and its exchanges 
with foreign nations. If that be the protection to American industry 
which is to characterize the Republican party in this country, it is time 
that the sons of toil everywhere should know it. 

Compare, if you please, the profits of the farmer with the profits of 
the manufacturer and see if justice and common decency do not require 
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guage of Senators on the other side, and that kind of a bill is expected 
to satisfy the public demand for the reduction of revenue ! 

All through this bill you will see reductions made in behalf of other 
industries, but none in behalf of the farmers. You will see, Mr. Presi- 
dent, by looking over that part of the bill which we have not yet come 
to, that the duty on nails is reduced; the duty on railway fish-plates 
is reduced; the duty on spikes, nuts, and washers is reduced; the duty 
on iron and steel wires smaller than No. 10 wire gauge is reduced; the 
duty on galvanized iron is reduced; the duty on the smaller numbers 
than No. 10 of iron hoops is reduced, and various other items in the 
interests of various other classes of the people are reduced; but those 
things which are especially necessary for agriculture, so far as I am 
able to see, are not only not reduced, but in many instances are abso- 
lutely increased, showing that the framers of the bill understand very 
well the proposition which I make that where profits are abnormally 
increased by taxation there is an abnormal loss on the part of some- 
body else, and the agricultural class, with their investment of $12,000,- 


| 000,000, spread all over the country, unorganized and helpless, may 


that some little remission of burdens in the shape of legislative favors | 


should not be extended toward this toiling and worthy class. 


$5, 369,667,000 in round numbers; the value of the material used was 
$3,394,340,000; the amount of wages paid was $947,916,674, making 
a total of wages and material of $4,342,256,674, with a profit remaining, 
after deducting wages and material, of $1,027,412,000 on a capital of $2,- 
790,000,000 invested; showing, according to the census report, that the 
profit ebtained by the manufacturers of this country in the year 1880 
was within a fraction of 40 per cent., being, as before stated, a profit of 
$1, 027,000,000 on a capital invested of $2,790,000,000. On the other 
hand, the value of al! the agricultural products upon an investment in 
agricultural material of $12, 103,987,000 was only $2,213,402, without 
any estimate whatsoever for the material used by the farmers and for 
the wages paid by them. 

So on the very lowest calculation that could possibly be made on the 
basis of the figures given us by the census of 1880 the profits of the 
manufacturers were four times greater that the prolit—yes, eight times 
greater in proportion to capital invested and numbers engaged, than 
the profits obtained by the agriculturists of this country; and yet we 
are constantly told that the manufacturers ‘‘must have a chance;’’ 
and when a proposition is made to give the farmers, the men who pro- 
duce 34 per cent. of all the agricultural products exported, the poor 
relief of the remission of the duty on cotton-ties which envelop their 
bales, it is not only refused but the proposition is made to increase that 
burden upon them from 35 per cent., which is the present law, to 108 
per cent., as has been so often explained. 

Where is there any protection, where is there any justice in it? 
Where is there any common Christian decency in it? If you are in 
favor of protecting all interests of this country, protect them by affirma- 
tive legislation where you can, and protectand encourage and aid the 
others as far as possible by a remission of the duties which bear upon 
them; but if you insist upon heaping this burden of 108 per cent. on 
cotton-ties upon the already overtaxed men who have to struggle alone 
in the free markets of the world in order to benefit an industry in this 
country that manufactures something, in Heaven’s name let it be a 
live industry and not a dead one. There are no cotton-ties manufact- 
ured in this country, as has been asserted in this Senate and not de- 
nied. Then, in the name of common decency, why imposea duty upon 
the farmers, that is to be paid now, in presenti, of 108 per cent., in the 
hope or expectation that peradventure, perchance, perhaps, please God, 
maybe, some man will some day or another start a cotton-tie manu- 
factory here? 

Why, Mr. President, if there was any proof wanting to show con- 
clusively that not only are the agricultural classes of this country neg- 
lected but absolutely imposed upon, that they are absolutely expected 
to pay and to make good the abnormal profits of the manufacturers 
arising under these protective duties, a slight observation of this Senate 
substitute would furnish all that isnecessary. Not only are the cotton- 
ties increased, asI haveshown, but the trace-chains have been increased 
from forty-odd per cent. to 56. 

It will not do for the Senator from Iowa to apologize as he did the 
other day, that these were dog-chains. That I believe is perfectly ex- 
ploded and abandoned. That is the worst come-off that I have seen 
yet done in the name of protection. The Jews had an old habit, an 
old ceremonial once a year, of loading a goat with the sins of the people 
and permitting it to escape into the wilderness. Thisis an attempt to 
load a dog with the sins of protection and expiate the sins of protection 
in that way. 

It will not answer. There are not dogs enough in this country to 
bear the sins of this kind of legislation. Increase the duty on the 
farmers’ cotton-ties, increase the duty on his trace-chains, increase the 
duty on his iron, and everything that is useful and absolutely necessary 
in his business, and then proclaim to the American people that this 
bill is framed in the interest of ‘‘American industry,’ and that wher- 
ever you have found it necessary to increase the duties in order to enable 

a straggling industry to compete with foreign countries you have in- 
creased them; adding that you have not considered the idea of revenue 
and donot care whethe r it isincreased or not. That has been the lan- 


Accord- | 
ing to the census of 1880 the value of the product of manufactures was | 


be made the victims, the prey of this abnormal and unnatural increase 
in the prices of goods in this country. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] yesterday announced that in 
his opinion the duty on structural iron would draw more sharply the 
distinction between the principles and practices of the two political 
parties of this country than any other portion of thisschedule. Imust 
think that it could be drawn more sharply right here when I see so 
plainly that the purpose of this bill is to increase the burden of one in- 
dustry in the country and to increase the profits of another, and to re- 
lieve everything but the industry that can not be benefited by a direct 
imposition of taxes. Ithink there is here marked unmistakably the 
distinction between the parties of this country—the one is for the 
benefit of the classes and capitalists of this country, and the other is 
seeking to equalize pricesand taxes, and give the farmers and all classes, 
especially the poor, a fair chance. 

I regret exceedingly, sir, as I announced in the beginning of my few 
remarks, the decision which the Senate came to yesterday in refusing 


| absolutely to remit these duties upon the farmers’ cotton-ties. I now 
trust that the good sense and the sense of generosity and justice that 
| still linger in the breasts of men in spite of the seductions of capital, 





in spite of the necessities of party, will, to say the least, sustain the 
motion of the Senator from Texas and not increase these burdens upon 
the farmer if we can not lower them. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate providing for the continuance of the existence and 
powers of the joint select committee in respect to the Washington 
Aqueduct tunnel and the water supply of Washington after January 
1, 1889. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the pow- 
ers and duties of the Department of Agriculture and to create an Ex- 
ecutive Department to be known as the Department of Agriculture, 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Hatcu, Mr. WuHIT- 
ING of Michigan, and Mr. FUNSTON managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the 
District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied 
by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, with amendments; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (5S. 2254) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ella M. Grover; 

A bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of C. B. Wilson; and 

A bill (H. R. 11764) making appropriations to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for the contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

ANDREW J. SMITH. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to]lay before the Senate the 
House bill relative to General A. J. Smith. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to appoint 
and retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States 
Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers, and asking a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

3y unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 

President pro tempore. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MAN- 
DERSON, and Mr. COCKRELL. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. CULLOM. [ask leave to offer at this time, as I have been de- 
tained, an order for the withdrawal of papers: 
Ordered, That the papers on file in connection with bill for the relief of Thomas 


J. Spencer be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, the bill not having been 
reported adversely. 


The order was agreed to. ° 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM. I also ask leave to present a petition. I present 
the petition of Avis J. Hockey, of Paris, Ill., late of Company G, 
Eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, praying for arrears of pen- 
sion. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Isadora F. Lincoln, of Boston, 
Mass., widow of Benjamin C. Lincoln, late major of the Second United 
States Colored Troops, praying for an increase of pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the memorial of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, praying for an appropriation for an exhibit of the corn product 
of the United States at the World’s Exposition to be held in Paris; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. House bill No. 9051 is under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Irise to a question of morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ido not want to do more than to call up 
the resolution which I offered to consider the extradition treaty be- 
tween this Government and Great Britain in open session. I was this 
morning mistaken, and mistaken by a report of a committee, in which 
I was in error. The Chair intimated that he would call in the police 
if I did not sit down. I think the Republican party did itself credit 
on what was called the fisheries treaty, and I did not think that when 
it was suggested from the Republican side of the Senate that the ex- 
tradition treaty should go over until the first Monday in December, 
the Republican party meant to break its word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must call the Senator 
from Virginia to order. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNnxs] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I propose to occupy the 
attention of the Senate for only a few minutes; but while we are dis- 
cussing the propriety or impropriety of adopting the suggestion of the 
Senator from Texas, that the present rate of taxation upon cotton-ties 
shall be continued, it seems to me proper that we should recall some- 
thing of the history of the present rate of taxation. . 

On the day before yesterday the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], who is a member of the subcommittee that framed this 
bill, used this language in replying to a question submitted by my col- 
league [Mr. BERRY]. The Senator from Rhode Island said: 

The present duty of 35 per cent. upon cotton-ties is one of those anomalies 
and inequalities which it is the object of this bill to remedy. The decision of 
the Treasury Department which placed the duty on cotton-ties originally at 35 
per cent. was undoubtedly an erroneous decision, that is, erroneous in the fact 
that it did not carry out the intention of Congress. 

The intention was that cotton-ties should pay the same duty as other hoop- 
iron. The rate of 35 per cent. has been continued for the reason that there has 
been no power that could remedy it. This isthe first opportunity that we have 
had to remedy that defect. 

Mr. President, the first use of cotton-ties, I think, was nearly fif- 
teen years ago. About 1877, or earlier than that, some importers in 
this country took the ground that they were not taxable as hoop-iron, 
but should be admitted as a separate article of iron not otherwise pro- 
vided for, and that under the then existing law the rate of taxation 
should be 35 per cent. The Treasury Department distinctly decided 
against this view and held that cotton-ties were dutiable as hoop-iron. 

Against this ruling of the Treasury Department the importers took 
steps to secure a judicial decision. They raised the question in the cir- 
cuit court for the southern district of New York, and there was a decis- 
ion of that court in 1878 holding that these ties were admissible at 35 
per cent. The Treasury Department immediately after that issued a 
circular recognizing the binding force of the decision of the court and 
declaring that these articles should be admitted at the rate of 35 per 
cent. ; but while the distinguished Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHERMAN], 
I believe, was Secretary of the Treasury the Treasury Department saw 
fit to overrule this ruling, and said that the facts raised in that court 
were not such as to justify a change in the tax and that the rate upon 
hoop-iron should be restored upon cotton-ties. The question was 
tested in the courts, and it finally went to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and in 1883 that tribunal decided that cotton-ties or 
hoop-iron cut to length for cotton-ties were admissible under the duty 
of 35 per cent. 


So far the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island was perhaps 
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correct, but he omitted to state that in March, 1883, Congress passed 
a tariff law in which this article was provided for. That act was passed 
by a Republican Congress. It was passed within three months of the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States holding that this 
article was taxable at 35 per cent. The decision was fresh in the 
minds of the members who had charge of the question, and the Finance 
Committee of the Senate of the United States was composed when that 
act was passed of exactly the same members as it is now except that 
Mr. Ferry, then a member of it, is not now in the Senate, and the jun- 
ior Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] was not then a member 
of this body, and, of course, was not a member of that committee. 
The Republican members of that committee, with these two excep- 
tions, were the same that they are now. I think the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] himself was a member, and the Senator 
now in charge of this bill [Mr. ALLISON] was a member; and this was 
the provision adopted by that committee at that time. 

You remember, Mr. President, as every other member of the Senate 
remembers, and as everybody in this country remembers, that the pro- 
vision now in the law was made by a conference committee composed 
of Republicans, that they were not vexed by the presence of a single 
Democrat, that they were in the majority in both Houses of Congress, 
and they made the tariff in their own committee-room, knowing full 
well that it would be passed by a partisan majority in both Houses and 
practically without discussion, as we understand this bill is to be passed 
to-day by the Senate. This is the provision contained in the existing 
law enacted in 1883: 

Iron and steel cotton-ties, or hoops for baling purposes, not thinner than No, 
20 wire gauge, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

That is the positive enactment by a Republican majority in the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives fixing the rate of tax upon this arti- 
cle. So, Mr. President, the Treasury Department is not the scape- goat 
in this case nor the scape-dog either. The responsibility rests upon 
a Republican committee composed absolutely of Republicans in both 
branches, from the Senate and from the House, when they adopted this 
as the law. I only call attention to it that the responsibility may rest 
where it belongs, and that there shall be no shifting of responsibility 
for fixing this rate of taxation from the Congress of the United States 
to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. President, of all the agricultural products in this country there 
is less of human labor in the production of wool, perhaps, than in any 
other, and there is more of human labor in the production of cotton; 
and yet we find that although wool has been protected by a high duty 
this bill now proposed to be passed by this body increases the tax upon 
wool, while the other product, containing much more largely the ele- 
ment of human labor, is not protected, and in the very nature of things 
can not be protected by any enactment here, and when those of us who 
represent constituencies engaged in the production of this article ask 
that we may be protected against the competition with other people, 
or rather that we may be allowed to put the production of our labor 
into the market with as few restrictions and incumbrances as possible, 
we are met with positive, and unqualified, and, it seems to me, unrea- 
soning denials by the majority on the other side. 

The Senator from New York [ Mr. Hiscock | undertakes to twit me, 
to taunt me for raising a sectional question when I propose that these 
ties shall be put on the free-list. Mr. President, I ask in the name of 
common sense why it is that wool being protected by the laws of the 
country shall be not only allowed to remain at the duty fixed by the 
tariff laws hitherto, but shall be increased, while we can not have simi- 
lar protection at the hands of this committee? If these favors are to 
be doled out alike to all sections of the Union, why are we excluded ? 
If we are not selected for the purpose of being discriminated against, 
why is it that when you are providing greater protection for wool you 
are imposing greater burdens upon cotton? It seems to me that it can 
have but one meaning. But for the disclaimer of the acting chairman 
of the committee, the honorable Senator from Iowa, the other day, I 
should think that this state of things almost positively proved the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Maryland | Mr. GORMAN ] that there 
was no intention that this bill should be passed, but that the political 
purpose was that it should be so framed in this body and sent to the 
other with such provisions as would render it absolutely impossible for 
any man coming from the Southern section of the country to vote for it, 
so as if possible to array one section of the country more strongly and 
distinctly againstanother. TheSenator from Iowa distinctly disclaimed 


any such purpose, and I take it he does not mean any such thing. Still 
the suggestion naturally arises when I make this comparison. There 


must be some reason for it, and it must be founded upon some sort of 
policy, or there must be some purpose in view by the committee. What 
that is of course I do not understand. 

I was not surprised yesterday to hear the junior Senator fron New 
York [Mr. Hiscock], with the fairness that I have known for a long 
time to characterize him in all his discussions, state frankly that the 
expense for cotton-ties and for cotton-bagging was an expense saddled 
upon the producers of cotton. I will read his language: 


I have no doubt that both that and the bagging are included in the cost to 
him— 


The cotton-planter 


and Iam not going to make any argument against that position. I will con- 
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cede that all the oppressed farmer loses in the purchase of the cotton-ties is an 
absolute tax upon him. The evidence before the committee was that when the 
cotton-ties were used and taken from the bales at the Liverpool market they 
could be sold there for two-thirds their original value. There was no dispute 
about that fact. Two-thirds of their cost is reimbursed tohim, and about6cents 
or 7 cents at the outside is the full cost to the abused planter, tothe colored peo- 
ple, the friends of the Senator from New Jersey, of the cotton-ties which are 


placed upon his bale of cotton of 500 pounds, 


The statement made by the Senator from New York that the fact 
was not disputed by anybody that two-thirds of the cost of the cotton- 
ties was refunded in New York, might be easily explained by remind- 
ing him of the fact that in the report he makes with this bill he states 
that no single human being was heard by the committee who favored 
the Mills bill. When you have heard only men who are in favor of 
protection, when you have heard only friends of manufacturers, is it a 
strange thing that there was not one solitary word said against their 
suggestions? Who sells the cotton-ties in Europe after they are taken 
from the cotton bale? They are then the property of the owners of 
the cotton, and they pocket whatever they bring. I have no doubt 
that that is taken into account and considered to some extent in fixing 
the price of cotton, and does to some extent reimburse the farmers for 
the cost of the ties. But everybody here knows that this proportion 
is entirely too large. I am glad, however, to have the Senator from 
New York admit that, as we have claimed in this debate, the cost of 
cotton-ties and cotton-bagging is a loss to the planter. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] this morning called 
the attention of the Senate to the fact that a greater number, perhaps, 
of persons are engaged and an immensely larger amount of capital in- 
volved in farming over manufacturing. If that is true, it would seem 
that in point of numbers and in amount of capital we should be entitled 
to the same sort of consideration at the hands of Congress. These facts, 
I have no doubt, are well understood by this committee. They were 
not blind to the fact that there is more than four times as much capital 
engaged in farming as in manufacturing when they proposed to make 
this discrimination against the agriculture of the country. They were 
not blind to the fact that the cotton-pvlanters get no sort of protection 
in any possible phase of the case, but that everything they consume, 
every article of clothing, everything that they use cn their plantations 
is taxed, and, as the Senator explained awhile ago, on a number of ar- 
ticles this tax is to be increased by the pending measure. But we are 
assured that the purpose of the bill is a benevolent one. 

My venerable friend from Massachusetts, whom I see in his seat now 
[Mr. DAWEs], in the course of some remarks a few days ago distinctly 
stated time and again that the purpose of all this movement was to 
enable the cotton-planter to get his ties cheaper than he would other- 
wisegetthem. Did I understand the Senator correctly? [Mr. DAWES 
nodded assent.| The Senator assents to the proposition? The cot- 
ton producers in this country do not so believe 

Mr. DAWES. I do not speak for anybody else, but that is my pur- 
pose, and my sincere belief as to what the result will be. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; I understood that to be the 
Senator’s position, and I wish to reply to it fora moment. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is nobody in this Senate who has a higher respect for the 
ability and for the broad philanthropy, charity, and humanity of my 
distinguished friend from Massachusetts than myself. I am satisfied 
that he means exactly what he says, but permit me to say that there 
is not a man in the United States who produces cotton who believes 
that there will be any such effect from this action on the part of Con- 
gress. We do not believe that we are going to get cotton-ties cheaper 
by reason of this increase of the tax. We think the result will be to 
increase the price of ties, and for that reason we do not want it done. 

Sir, the Deity himself does not undertake to compel any human 
being to accept His blessings. There isa faculty that we call free will, 
by which obdurate and hardened sinners may reject the greatest bless- 
ings that come from the Almighty himself. Now, we ask the poor 
privilege of declining this charity at your hands. You do not suffer 
in any degree by our declination. You propose to give all this to us. 
We tell you we do not want it, we would rather not have it. We be- 
lieve you intend us good by what you propose, but for the sake of hu- 
manity just leave us out of the line of your charity. Apply that to 
other people who believe as you believe. Is there anything unreason- 
able about that? It seems to me not. 

If, however, the Senator from Massachusetts insists that we are so 
blind as to stand in our own light, that we do not understand what is 
for our own good, and that he and his associates must proceed to give 
us this great blessing by which cotton-ties are to be ultimately reduced 
in price, I will ask him if he would be willing to have a provision put 
in the law that, after twelve months’ experiment with this increase of 
tax, if the Secretary of the Treasury shall become satisfied that cotton- 
ties can be bought cheaper abroad than they can in the United States, 
they shall be admitted tree of duty? If the Senator would be willing 
to have even that provision inserted we might consent to what we be- 
lieve is a robbery for twelve months in the absolute certainty that at 
the end of the time we should be able to buy them where we could buy 
them cheapest while we are compelled to sell our cotton in competition 


with all the rest of the world without any shadow or scintilla of pro- 
tection. 





Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator desire an answer to that suggestion 
now ? 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
now. 

Mr. DAWES. Can not the Senator see that the foreign producer 
having got the command of our market now would hold out more than 
twelve months so as to have it at his command in all future time? I 
am perfectly willing to test this principle upon such a length of time 
as will put it beyond the power of the foreign monopolists to com- 
mand our market. That is my faith in the idea of a twelve-months’ 
advertisement to him, ‘‘All you have got to do is to hold this thing up 
for twelve months and then you will have the American market for 
all time to come.’’ That is the objection to that suggestion. I have 
not the slightest objection to a fair test of this American market, mag- 
nificent as it is, to see if we can not put it beyond the power of the 
English people and their ability to sacrifice enough to controlit. They 
are in an intense warfare for our market; they will sacrifice everything 
to secure it in detail and in gross, and our conflict with them is, if my 
friend will pardon me for the illustration, just like the conflict of the 
civil war; it is a question of endurance. If they are able to hold out 
longer than we can, they will have our market in all future time. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. How long a time would the Senator con- 
sider a fair test? 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not familiar enough with the ability of these 
foreign producers who have now got control of it, or I could give an 
estimate. Iam talking of the principle of the thing. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, it is characteristic of hu- 
man nature to have a sort of dread of any danger that we do not under- 
stand. It has a vague and shadowy and terrible effect on us when we 
do not see it. I for one would be more willing to risk the dangers of 
a combination of producers of cotton-ties abroad than those of the pro- 
ducers of cotton-ties in the United States. We have had more ex- 
perience with that sort of combination in this country recently than 
we have had with the other, and I would— 

Rather bear those ills we have, 
Than fly to others that we know not of. 

I believe it is easier and safer; and when the people of this country 
are saddled as they are with burdens, I respectfully submit that they 
are not in a condition to be making experiments with other peopie. 
Let those who are more willing to try them do so, but let us alone. 

Mr. President, in the testimony taken by this committee—taken, as 
the committee themselves state, from the mouths of men who were in 
sympathy with them in their political ideas—not one single witness be- 
ing examined who favored the Mills bill or who was in sympathy with 
us in our views, thislanguage appears. After stating the amount of 
land in cultivation in cotton in the Southern States and the probable 
production, the witness from whom I quote said: 

To prepare the land, plant, cultivate, and gather this crop requires the services 
of 1,300,000 laborers, who, with those that depend upon them forsupport, make 
a total of 4,000,000 people, say, directly engaged in the cultivation of cotton— 
1,000,000 more thtan our total population at the time of the Revolution. The 
value of the crop we can place at $300,000,000, or $75 per capita for those directly 
and indirectly engaged in its cultivation. Or, looked at from another stand- 
point, the total population of the Southern States, in round numbers, is 13,000,- 
000, and that would give per capita $23. This ,we must admit, is a small return 
to those engaged in thisindustry,and the question arises, how shall this sum be 
increased, how shall this great staple be utilized to the greatest advantage to 
Americans? 

This was the problem submitted by a protectionist to the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Finance, and the reply they give to us is 
that they will keep up taxation, and that upon an article on which we 
have been compelled to pay a tax that a Republican Congress, both in 
the Senate and in the House, said was sufficient and adequate only five 
years ago, the tax shall be increased 200 per cent. 

Mr. President, this does not seem to be the right way to try a serious 
question. To those of us who are trying to understand this question 
fairly and honestly and who are trying to present the views of our con- 
stituents in a way to have them disposed of in justness and fairness to 
them, it does seem that there is no disposition on the part of the ma- 
jority to solve this question in a way reasonable or fair to those who 
are laboring in the cotton-fields of the South. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the production of cotton in the State ot 
Missouri becomes insignificant when compared with the other produc- 
tions of that State. There are but four or five counties in Missouri 
where this staple is raised, and I therefore can not be accused of any 
sinister or selfish object in expressing my opinions in regard to this 
item of taxation upon cotton-ties. 

I shall make no appeal, Mr. President, to any esthetic or sentimental 
motive on the part of the Senate or any portion of its members, but 
I can not resist the temptation of saying that, of all the items in this 
bill, that now under consideration ought to appeal to the magnanimity 
and generosity of the Northern section of this Union, that section which 
now politically and financially controls this conutry. The Southern 
people, after coming out ofa terrible war, unparalleled in its losses of 
property, with their fields devastated, their homesteads ruined, their 
autonomy as States almost destroyed, with nothing but hope left, have 
made a struggle which illustrates in the highest degree the manhood 
of the American people, 


I am perfectly willing to have one made 
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The only staple (and I use the phrase, of course, in a limited sense, 
but with full significance) upon which they can depend absolutely 
and with perfect reliance is the production of cotton. It constitutes 
by far the largest of our foreignexports. It is the life and soul of all 
the commercial relations and of all the wealth in the SouthernStates. 
Now, to increase this tax upon cotton-ties, which enter into the value 
of the cotton of the South, their only staple, seems to make this bill, 
with due respect to its framers, oppressive and sectional in the highest 
degree. These people in the South to-day are confronting a proposi- 
tion beyond the management of the wisest statesman. No man can 
prophesy the end of the race problem in the Southern States. The 
horrors anticipated from a collision between the races there are easily 
depicted. It is easy to point out the trouble, but I have never yet 
heard the shadow of a plausible solution of that terrible problem. It 
is easy enough for those of us whose States are not in that fearful con- 
flict and confronted with that question to stand on a pedestal and 
philosophize in regard to it, but to the men engaged in its solutionand 
face to face with the most awful problem ever presented to any civil- 
ized country the significance of which is beyond all language and its 
end beyond all prophecy, to these people this bill comes with an in- 
crease of burdens. 

Mr. President, it has been alluded to in this debate (and I want to 
emphasize it) that cotton-ties are an absolute loss to the Southern 
planter, I want to emphasize that proposition. He gets nothing for 
them. Theidea has been advanced thatthe weight of the hoop-iron used 
in the tie is paid to the planter as if it were so much cotton, but it can 
be demonstrated mathematically that thisis not true. The Southern 
planter pays for the tie and then gets nothing for it in the sale of the 
cotton; and that I believe can be demonstrated beyond all sort of 
question. 

I have before me an extract from a paper devoted to the interests of 
cotton culture and the sale of cotton. It says: 


But first of all let me convince the Southern planter that he does not get one 
single cent paid forthe bagging or ties, whether he sells his cotton here or in 
Liverpool. The fact is perfectly simple. Cotton is sold in the United States by 
gross weight. That is, if a bale of cotton weighs 450 pounds, and the price 
agreed upon is 10 cents a pound, the seller receives $45. In Liverpool, on the 
other hand, 24 pounds and sometimes 26 pounds tare is deducted, anda bale of 
cotton weighing 450 pounds only nets, after deducting 24 pounds, 426 pounds 
for which the seller is paid. This tare is deducted for the wrapping, and the 
iron or steel ties. Now, then, let us take the price of spot cotton of, say, Sep- 
tember 6, both in New York and Liverpool, and we will find the problem solved. 
The price of spotcotton on the 6th of September in New York was 10 cents per 
pound, and in Liverpool it was 54d. per pound. 

Proceeds of a bale of cotton weighing 450 pounds in New York, gross, at 10 
cents a pound, is $45. 

Proceeds of a bale of cotton weighing 450 pounds, gross,in Liverpool, deduct- 
ing 24 pounds tare, or leaving 426 pounds, at 5y,d., is a fraction over £9 13id., or, 
exchange at $4.54, is as near as possible $45.71 for the self-same bale and weight 
which brings in New York $45, leaving $1.71 per bale for freight and charges. 

That shows beyond any sort of question, and the concurrent and 
universal testimony of cotton-raisers and cotton-sellers and cotton-buy- 
ers is, that these cotton-ties are an absolute loss to the planter. 

So the question presents itself to the Senate, as the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] remarked, exactly upon all-fours with 
that legislation which permits the fisherman to use free salt and then sell 
hissalted fish forthe market price. The New England fisherman catches 
his fish, uses free salt, and then takes the salted fish to market and re- 
ceives pay for the salt in the fish as well as for the fish. Why dis- 
criminate against the Southern planter, and whilst he pays for the 
hoop-tie and does not receive payment back under the commercial 
usage, why make it to him a dead loss, whilst the citizen of New Eng- 
land is so favored by the law that he receives the cost of the salt in the 
sale of the fish, although the salt itself is to him free? 

Mr. President, this item, above all others in this bill, demonstrates 
the nature of this proposed legislation. Iam not a tariff expert. I 
have never had a more disagreeable or burdensome duty imposed upon 
me in all my life than the examination of these tariff schedules and 
the attempt to famiiiarize myself with them. Circumstances, not nec- 
essary to mention, upon this side of the Chamber have imposed this 
duty upon some of us, who come into it for the first time; but as faras 
I have gone, struggling with the schedules, struggling with classifica- 
tions, attempting to understand the changes in the present law and the 
differences between the Mills bill and the Senate bill, I am compelled 
to say here that, in my deliberate judgment, a more sectional and un- 
iust piece of legislation was never attempted in the American Congress. 

Why, sir, take the whole framework of this bill, and what does it 
amount to? The three States in the South—and it is a significant 
fact—which were used (and I employ no stronger term now) in 1876 
to secure the Presidency are jfeculiarly punished in this bill. The 
largest reduction in it is upon sugar from Louisiana; the next largest 
is from South Carolina upon rice, and the next largest from Florida in 
the reduction of duties upon fruits and upon sponges, a peculiar pro- 
duction or industry (for it is both) of that State. But when we come 
to New England—this bill was framed by a New England Senator, as 
I am informed, an expert in tariff legislation—we find that the dis- 
crimination in favor of New England is so marked and distinct that 
any man who is not determined to see otherwise must admit it. The 
cotton schedule is increased; the woolen schedule is increased, and 
when we undertake to ana yze and dissect those schedules we find the 





coarser articles of cotton cloth, in which the Southern mills are now 
competing with New England, have no additional protection, whilst 
the finer cotton fabrics made in New England as a specialty have the 
tax upon them increased; and so in the woolen schedule; and I under- 
take to say that when we reach those schedules we can demonstrate 
beyord any doubt that the hand of sectionalism has framed all their 
provisions, 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] yesterday—I do not 
see him in his seat now—made an assertion here which rather aston- 
ished me, to the effect that the manufacturers of the United States 
were not making a profit to-day of over 5 per cent. Mr. President, it 
is useless in regard to an assertion of that kind to indulge in any sort 
of conjecture. I have before me, however, an extract from the Prov- 
idence (R. I.) Journal, published in September last, giving three 
months’ dividends upon the principal cotton and woolen mills in the 
New England States, and I read it for the benefit of that Senator and 
for his criticism, and we shall see whether the profits of the manu- 
facturers of the United States are not over5 percent. Here isa propo- 
sition to take away from the Southern people, the Southern planters, 
a portion of the products of their labor, not profits, but a portion of 
what they raise out of the ground; and I shall make no further allu- 
sion than has been made to the fact that the labor of the South in the 
cotton culture comes from the African race. 

The table of profits for three months taken from the Providence (R. 
I.) Journal reads as follows: 
Net profits for 


Fall River. 
. . three months. 


| Capital stock. 


a — | 


| 
















American Company. .....cecceseceeeee sevens] $400, 000 $25, 000 
Bourne Mills an 400, 000 16, 000 
Chace Mills...............ccc0e eee 500, 000 10, 000 
Fall River Manufactory.............. ose 120, 000 5, 400 
Flint Mills..............cccccccess a 580, 000 13, 800 
Granite Mills....... séetacncivasepenehs esos ius 400, 000 24, 000 
Mechanics’ Mills................. peisanisasciaseeeces | 750, 000 11,500 
Merchants’ Manufacturing Company J 800, 000 | 16, 000 
Metacomet Manufacturing Company cnesllcepeusnessasaeasesssecselpesoudeus uwisenatszooias 
Narragansett Mills... ooo... cccccccecseseesceeceeeees 400, 000 | 10, 000 
Richard Borden Manufacturing Company. 800, 000 12,000 
Sagamore Manufacturing Company.............c.0++++} 600, 000 18, 000 
Seaconnet Mills ........... voce vvseveseeeees sacl 400, 000 16, 000 
Stafford Mills.........ccccccceeeensees -| 550, 000 16,500 
recumseh Mills .................. abn Suadeseguspsseevand 500, 000 10, 000 
Troy Cotton and Woolen Manufactory.... ol 300, 000 18, 000 
Union Manufacturing Company........cccccccssseeseeees 750, 000 37, 500 
Wampanoag Mills................. 750, 000 22, 500 
Weetamoe Mills......... 550, 000 11,000 


This table shows that these dividends for three months, taken from 
the Providence (Rt. I.) Journal, which, in proportion to population, is 
published in the wealthiest manufacturing State in the Union, ran 
trom 12 per cent. up to 25; 12, 16, 18, 20, 24, and 25 per cent. 

Mr. President, it is simply impossible that the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts can be correct. I do not pretend to say that 
the average profit is 25 per cent., but these are the largest manufac- 
tories in the New England States. Why, sir, I represent an agricult- 
ural State, also containing manufactures, but classed amongst the 
large agricultual States of the Union. What do my constituents de- 
rive from their investments in agriculture? The farmer in Missouri 
to-day—and Missouri is the most prosperous agricultural State in the 
Union, because last year we raised the largest crops of every descrip- 
tion without a failure in any department of agriculture—the farmer in 
Missouri to-day who is making 2 per cent. on his investment is a phe- 
nomenally successful agricu!turist. 

I know that as a rule agriculture does not pay thy profits that are 
paid by manufacturers; but when these official statements are made, 
showing dividends of 25 per cent., we, who are the producers, who 
pay these dividends not only indirectly but directly, have a right to 
challenge the system under which they are made. {[ had hoped that 
the necessity for anything sectional had disappeared from the politics 
of this country; but when the Senator from Massachusetts is here not 
only to defend this system but to attack all those who are opposed to 
it, absolute justice requires that these facts should be known. 

Now, what has been the result of this system I will endeavor also 
to show. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I ask the Senator if he will 
allow me to offer a resolution ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair), Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Virginia ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I offer this resolution: 


Resolved, That this Senate will proceed to a reorganization by the election of 
its officers on the first day of the session after the lst day of January, 1889. 

Of course that will lie on the table and go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from Virginia will be read at the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
_ Resolved, That this Senate will proceed to a reorganization by the election of 
its officers on the first day of the session after the Ist day of January, 1889. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution goes over under the 
ules 
[ESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, annou | that the House had agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bil I. R. 6922 es the ief of George W. Graham. 

] » announced that tl Hows had passed a bill ( H. R. 
1407) to aut the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render 
final jadgment on the claim of the Old Settlers or Western Cherokee 
India ch it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
PLU MB introduced a bill (S. 3707) for the relief of J. A. Towle; 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
‘referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (8. 3708) to provide for the for- 
mation and admission into the Union of the State of Idaho, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Territorie 


Mr. GORMAN (by request) introduced a bili (S. 3709) to authorize 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia to permit the temporary 
occupation and crossing of certain streets of the city of Washington 
and District of Columbia by the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 


road Company, to meet the demands of increased travel incident to the 
inaugural ceremonies of March 4, 1889; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
WESTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS. 
The bill (H. R. 1407) to authorize the Court of Claims to hear, deter- 
mine, and render final judgment upon the claim of Old Settler or West- 
ern Cherokee Indians was read twice by its title. 


Mr. DAWES. That same bill has been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs of the Senate with two or three slight amend- 
1ents. I move this bill be placed upon the Calendar, and when it 
comes up I will move those amendments to it as from the committee, 
and the n the bill will have been substantially before the committee. 
Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is soordered. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 
ACTS RELATIVE TO ELECTORAL COUNT. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to offer 
a resolution at this time, and request its immediate consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Res Phat the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, instructed to 
send by mail to the governor of each State printed copies of the acts of Con- 
gress passed respectively on the 3d of February, 1887, and the 19th of October, 
1888. respecting the meeting of the Presidential electors and the transmission 

ind the counting of the electoral vote for President of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may be allowed to say a word, I have been 
informed by more than one member of the House of Representatives 
and by one or two Senators that they learn from their respective States 
that the proper authorities there have not yet been advised of these re- 
cent laws of Congress about the time when the votes are to be sent, and 
what the state of the law is in regard to the governor’s sending certifi- 
cates of the canvasses; and therefore I thought it right that, as we have 
slip copies already printed, the Secretary should send at once to the 
governor of each State a printed copy, so that there may be no mistake 
made. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the necessity of so formal a proceeding as 
this, when a mere personal request to the superintendent of the docu- 
ment-room would result in having the copies sent under the frank of 
any Senator at the expense of the Government ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot know that there would be any difficulty 
in doing that, but I did not feel at libe1:iy to ask the document-room 
to send copies to every governor ofaState. If such a document comes 
from the Secretary of the Senate the governor will probably be likely 
to believe that that printed copy is true. 

Mr. PLUMB. It opens up a pretty wide field, both of ignorance and 
knowledge. If these printed slips, which bear 'the imprimatur of the 
document-room, are not evidence to the mind of the governor of a 
State, he must be a very thick-headed person indeed, so far as that part 
of the case goes, but I think it would be just as well to have it done 
in the way! suggested as in this formal manner to governors who do 
not know what the laws are or what their duties are under those laws. 

I do not care anything about it, but it seems to be going out of the 
usual and ordinary course to pass a resolution on a subject of this kind. 

I object to the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over unde: 
the rules. 

Mr. PLUMB subsequently said: I withdraw the objection I made 
to the resolution of the Senator from Vermont. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
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tion of the resolution offered by the Senator from Vermont? The Chair 
hears none. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


. CULLOM, = Iask leave to call up at this time a resolution which 
was re ciental when I was absent this morning unavoidably. I should 
like to have it passed to-day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
vie a} d 2 


Mr. VEST. Yes, sir 

The following resolution, reported from the Committee to Audit and 
cos ne the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, was considered by 

nanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce be, and it is hereby, 
directed to continue the investigation ordered to be made by the resolution of 
the Senate of August 3, 1588, an 1d such committee is he reby given all the au- 


thority conferred by said resolution and power to sit during any recess of the 


Senate prior to December, 1889, the necess ary expenses of such investigation to 
be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims to 
report back the bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle and 
Chesapeake Canal Company, with the recommendation that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. The bill has been three 
times reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and was referred to 
the Committee on Claims inadvertently. 

The Committee 6n Claims was disch: urged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill, and it was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS, from the Committee on the Library, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred to the Committee to Andit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, andis hereby, directed 
to appoint a messenger for the Joint Committee on the Library, whose services 


shal! be devoted exclusively tothe business of said committec, and that the mes- 
senger so appointed shall be selected by the said committee. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. GRAY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
| Putting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. GRAY called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was ealled). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN }. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Ginson], but I transfer my pair to the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. Therefore I vote *‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 


Bate, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpic, 
Berry, Daniel, McPherson, Vance, 
Bowen, Davis, Morgan, Vest, 
Call, Eustis, Payne, Walthall, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Reagan, 
Coke, Gray, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—23. 

Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chace, Frye, Morrill, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hawley, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Palmer, Teller, 
Dawes, Hoar, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

NOT VOTING—27, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hearst, Ransom, 
Beck, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, George, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blair, Gibson, Manderson, Stanford, 
Blodgett, Hale, Pasco, Stewart, 
Brown Hampton, Platt, Voorhees. 
Butler, Harris, Quay, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
lation to the collection of the revenue, the pending question being on 
the amendment proposed by Mr. CoKE. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the census of 1880 furnishes the only re- 
liable statistics upon which to base an argument in regard to the result 
and effect of the manufacturing system of the United States relatively 
as to the whole country. That census shows that the public debt in 
1880 was $2,120,000,000. Of this there were held in the nine manu- 
facturing States $1,767,000,000; and in all the other States $353,000, - 
000—$353,000,000 as compared with $1,767,000,000. Now, when we 
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think that these manutacturing States, including Pennsylvania and 
New York, have in their entire population certainly not more than 
eleven million people, or twelve million at the farthest, compared with 
the sixty million citizens in the United States, the disproportion as to 
the wealth, the accumwated wealth, and the accumulating wealth, is 
SO great as to suggest some abnormal, artificial, and unnatural causes 
for this difference 

It may be said that these States are old; but, Mr. President, the in- 
crease of wealth in the West ‘in our cities has been almost phenomenal. 
The misfortune is that it does not belong to us. The State of Iowa, 
the empire agricultural State of the Northwest, and my own State of 
Missouri south of it, and taking the two as representative States on the 


aligument between the old slave and free States, I can say without any | 


sort of vanity that they represent the largest amount of agricultural 
prosperity. In these States the railroads do not belong to our people. 
In lowa I undertake to say that not a single railroad—perhaps that is 


too broad an assertion, but certainly very few of them are under the | 


control of the people of that State. The stock isowned abroad. It is 
so in Missouri. ‘To find a Missourian to-day who owns stock in a rail- 
road would be a discovery very difficult to make; and whilst these rail- 
roads are assessed or counted or computed in the wealth of the Western 
States, it is a fictitious value; that is to say, it is a false valuation, 
and the people of those States do not own them, but they are owned 
by the enormous aggregations of capital in the manufacturing States 
of the Northeast. 

Now, take the payments of interest on the public debt in the last 
twenty-five years. They haveamounted toa total of $3,350,000,000, and 
that has been added in the same relative proportion to the vast aggre- 
gation of wealth in the manufacturing States of the Union. The popu- 
lation of the nine manufacturing States is 16,400,000, and of all the other 
States 46,000,000. IL understated it in my remarks a few moments ago. 
According to the census it is 16,400,000 in the manufacturing States 
and 46,000,Q00 in the other States. Now, take the national banks, 
which are very sure indicia of the wealth in the respective sections. 

National banks: Total number of shares of par value of $100 each, 95,517,000. 

Number of shares held in the nine manufacturing States, 3,298,000, 

Number held mm all other States, 2,219,000 

Total capital, $551,700,000, 

Portion owned in the nine manufacturing States, $329,800,000. 
Portion held in all other States, $221,906,000. 

Total deposits, $1 250,000,000. 

In the nine manufacturing States, $700,000,000, 

In all other States, $550,000,000, 

Mr. President, I could go further and show from this same census 
of 1880 that the New England States, over and above the amount of 
wealth inside of their own territory, own $209,000,000 in the other 
States of the Union. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘To what does the Senator from Missouri attribute 
this vast increase of wealth in the Eastern States? 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, my remarks have been very ob- 
scure, indeed, if there is pertinence in that question, with all respect 
to the Senator from New York. I ascribe it to the unjust system of 
taxation under these tariff laws. I ascribe it to the enormous profits 
made by these manufacturers who are in partnership with the Govern- 
ment. No better description could be given of the present condition 
of this country than Andrew Jackson gave to the people of the United 
States 

Mr. HISCOCK. Would it not be wise for the other States to step 
in and take the benefit of the system, as Missouri seems to be in a fair 
way of doing now ? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is the fallacy of all the protection 
orators in this country. My State can have manufactories, but it must 
always be largely an agricultural region. That question is not fixed 
by mortal man. It has been fixed by the God that made the universe. 





He has stamped indelibly upon the surface of this country the nature | 


of the pursuits of its people just as much as climatic distinctions have 


made the difference in production, and the difference in labor, and the | 


difference in pursuits of the people of the earth. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
than Ohio? 

Mr. VEST. I should think not; but [am not certain. There are 
more manufactures possibly in Ohio. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will make another comparison. 
more of an agricultural State than New York? 

Mr. VEST. Isuppose relatively to acreage itis. It must be. I 
have no doubt of that. The difference between the Western States, 
let me say to the Senator 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe that there are more natural resources for 
manufacturing in Missouri than there are in New York. 

Mr. VEST. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. A far greater variety. 

Mr. VEST. I think the natural resources of Missouri, without any 





State pride interfering with my judgment, are greater than those of | 


any other State inthe Union by far. Thatis my deliberate judgment, 
and I do not think at my time of life I am prejudiced or biased in re- 
gard to that opinion. 
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Naturally is Missou.i more of an agricultural State | 


Is it naturally | 


223 


| TheSenatorasks me, why does not Missouri share in manufactu: 


no ? 





| . e . . + 7 

| Simply because the capital isin the New England States, and not with 

us. Weare the borrowers and you are the lenders. Why ask that ot 
a Western man, who can not go down through the streets of a singel 


Western city without seeing placards upon almost every door, ‘* Money 
to lend by the New England Saving Association,’’ or ‘* the Connecticnt 
Life Insurance Company,’’ or ‘‘the Massachusetts Deposit Company;’’ 
money to lend at 6 per cent. upon real estate, with, asa njatter of course, 
2 per cent. commission to the agent that effects the loan? Whatisthe 
result of that to-day ? 

The Western States, with their enormous agricultural and mining 
resources, are mortgaged to the capital of New England that has been 
accumulated under this system of taxation, against which, as I was 
proceeding to say, Andrew Jackson warned 


his fellow-citizens in his 
veto message upon the extension of the charter of the Bank of the 
United States. That great Democrat said then, and it oceurs to me 
in every canvass and every debate: ‘‘ I warn my countrymen that there 
are rich men in this country who propose to become richer by using 
governmental power in order to put money in their pockets;’’ and this 
system is doing that identical thing to-day. 

Senators ask me why my State does not go into this. Why, sir, it 
reminds me of a homely story of a traveler who was going through 
Texas at an early day and met a dilapidated old countryman, whom 
he employed as a guide. They went through a beautiful country, 
where the flowers were springing up and the cattle were grazing, and 
the beneficence of nature was marked upon every foot of the soil, and 
this old pioneer said, ‘‘1 saw the time when I could have bought 3 
leagues of land here for $10.’’ ‘‘‘ Why, in the name of Providence,’’ 
said the traveler, ‘‘didn’t you doit?’’ ‘‘I didn’t have the $10,”’ wa 
the reply. You ask us why we do not go into manufactures. Why, 
Mr. President, the capital of the country has monopolized the manu- 
factures, and it proposes to hold them. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not a great business man, but I suggest to the 
Senator to consider this as a business proposition. If you can berrow 
money from the New England States at 6 per cent. and make 30 per 
cent. by going into manufacturing, why do you not go into that as a 
business proposition ? 

Mr. VEST. Iwill answer the Senator. Manufacturing is a scienc: 
and an art combined. The man who takes up manufacturing with- 
out being an expert, without being raised and trained to it, is upon the 
road to bankruptcy as inevitably as my hand obeys my brain. 
science, and it is an art besides. 


It isa 
I mean it is both. New England at 
one time had a monopoly of commerce in this country, or of the carry- 
ing trade, until England discovered the art of making ships ontof iron, 
and then the people of New England, whose acuteness, intellect, and 
energy I respect as much as any man living, immediately accepted the 
situation and dropped the carrying trade and took up manufactures, 
and to-day the balance of this country is tributary to those four mill- 
ions of people, with New York and Pennsylvania added under this sys- 
tem; and those who oppose it labor under this disadvantage, that all 
| the wealth, all the capital—and I speak, of course, relatively —together 
with intellect and energy combined, are massed together to defend the 
system which feeds itself by its own frauds. Those of us who oppose 
it, to use a homely expression, are fighting uphill. Weexpect to edu- 
cate the people, but we are doing it against the money of the country 
and the mercenary instinct of the country, which is upon the other side. 
It was asked me, why do my people not go into manufactures? One 
argument repeated ad nauscam all over this country during the canvass 
was, if you donot keep up the protective system all the people of the 
country will turn farmers; they will leave the factories and go out upon 
the farms in the country. A more absurd proposition was never ad- 
vanced. Artillery, cavalry, and infantry could not drive them out of 
the cities and out of the factories. They do not want anything else. 
| They know nothing else. 
Mr. TELLER. I would ask the Senator, if these people are to stay 
| in the cities, what are they to do if they do not manufacture? Does 
| not the Senator know that if they cease to manufacture they must get 
out of the cities or starve to death? 

Mr. VEST. If the money in this bill were to go to the artisans 
| themselves it would do away with much of my objection to the legis- 
lation, bad as itis. Itdoes not gotothem. It goes to the capitalist, 
to the manufacturer, and there is the vice and the iniquity of the whole 
system. There is not one single item—I speak in all reason—in this 
bill in which the Senators who made it are willing to put a fair tax 
which will cover the labor interest of the United States—not one. It 
was illustrated here in the vote which we took yesterday upon steel 
beams and steel and iron forms. There the labor was 22.5 per cent. 
and the tax put on to protect American labor was 102.75 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator if he means to state that in the 
construction of a steel beam all that the laborer gets out of it is 22 
| per cent. 
| Mr. VEST. That is the statement of the census. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not the statement of the census, either. 

Mr. VEST. Itis. 

Mr. HOAR. One of the processes the census was speaking of. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, it was oneof the processes. The Senator knows 
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that it was testified before a committee of the House by Abram §. 
Hewitt that that was not true; that more than 90 per cent. of it was 
labor. 

Mr. VEST. Now, we get back to that old absurdity that the cost 
of labor must commence with the taking of the ore out of the ground. 

Mr. TELLER. It must. 

Mr. VEST. It must not, and if the Senator stands upon that he will 
find on reflection that it is a pure, absolute absurdity. I spoke of that 
the other day in the absence of the Senator, and I said then and I re- 
peat now, that no better illustration could be had of itthan this single 
proposition. Suppose it is proposed to protect the tailor who makes 
my coat, at what point in the process are you to protecthim? Are you 
to go back to the sheep and take the wool from his back and then wash 
it and card it and then manufacture it, and are all these processes to 
be added up in the protection of the tailor, or do you not take the cost 
to him of the cloth, which is a finished product when it comes to his 
hands, and which includes all antecedent cost? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me tosay that that is not an 
illustration at all. If he will take the clothier who made the cloth, 
that would be a fair illustration. If he takes the man who commences 
from the bottom, the man who makes cloth to sell, and then manu- 
factures it into coats, that will do. Ifhe has gone through all the pro- 
cesses to the man who takes the finished article from my hand and I 
protect him, that is another thing. When you protect the maker of 
structural beams, you protect every man below him. 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, what is the raw material of steel 
beams and structural forms? Is it not the Bessemer pig-iron? Mr. 
Hewitt has been quoted. I have Mr. Hewitt’s statement here. 

Mr. TELLER. Suppose you read it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Hewitt stated emphatically thatit depended upon 
what point in the manufacture you commenced. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; he stated at every point in the manufacture. 

Mr. VEST. When he was speaking in regard to the protection he 
said that depends upon the point at which you commence. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; he meant the protection you had. 

Mr. TELLER. I would suggest that the Senator from Missouri read 
what Mr. Hewitt said. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Headded that in the process of manufacture, taken 
at every point, the labor cost over 90 per cent.; and I will say to the 
Senator that if he will take the tables of the Bureau of Statistics of 
Labor, and take iron and take the labor-cost of that which enters into 
the production of iron and trace it through, he will find that Mr. Wright 
brings out about the same result. 

Mr. VEST. I adhere to my proposition, and itis unanswerable. It 
depends entirely upon what particular manufacturer or artisan is to be 
protected as to the logical results of any examination or proposition 
upon this subject. For instance, when the manufacturer of steel beams 
buys his pig-iron it is a finished product to him. He pays $18 a ton 
for it. Does not that pay for taking it out of the ground? Does not 
that pay for all the intermediate processes up to that time? 

Now, when you come to the protection of the steel-beam and struct- 
ural-iron manufacturer, the question is, what protection will you give 
him? in what? In turning pig-iron into beams or structural-iron 
forms. How much is the labor in that process, and what is the cost of 
it? Is it the cost of any of these intermediate operations up to the time 
he buys it? No, he pays that in the $18, 

Mr. HISCOCK. But the Senator makes this mistake: In adjusting 
the duty which is to be imposed upon the steel beam to protect that 
the manufacturer must have his compensation for the duty which he 
practically pays upon the lower product. That is the point that the 
Senator loses sight of. 

Mr. VEST. Notatall. Idonot losesight of it. The simple prop- 
osition to me as a legislator when he asks me for a protective duty is, 
what has this thing cost him, and if it is $18 that he pays for the pig- 
iron, does not that include everything? If it does not he would not 
give it. Then if the cost of labor in making the beams from pig-iron 
is $4.09, as was agreed upon between the Knights of Labor and Mr. 
ne in 1887 and put under seal, does not that make the whole cost 
$22.09 ? 

Mr. TELLER. That was only one stage of operation in making it. 

Mr. VEST. That was turning it into plain steel beams, and that is 
the item in this bill which I was discussing when I made those re- 
marks, and that is a finished article. I know the Senator from Ohio— 
1 do not say he wanted to evade the argument, but he obscured it by 
talking about the higher price of structural forms. That does not af- 
fect the logicof this proposition. I am talking about one specific item 
of taxation. I say $22.09 was the cost in making that plain steel 
beam, and the majority of the Senate Finance Committee propose a tax 
of 102.75 per cent. for protection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me put to the Senator one other question. We 
will take the case of structural iron: The manufacturer commences, 
not with pig-iron, but with the limestone in the earth, the coal in the 
earth, the iron ore in the earth. He assembles them and makes his 
pig-iron, and goes right along up through until he brings out his struct- 


ural iron. I's not that the way in which to test the amount of labor 
invelved in his product? 
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_ VEST. That depends entirely on whether the same man does 
it all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In very many instances it is made in just that way. | 

Mr. VEST. That depends entirely on whether the same maa takes’ 
the ore out of the ground and controls all the intermediate procésses and 
then makes thestructural forms. But the logic of the thing is fhe same. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What difference does it make whether that one man 
does it, or whether two or three different men take part in the ad- 
vancement of the iron to a higher state of manufacture ? 

Mr. VEST. That seems to me too plain for any sort of explanation, 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to put a question. 

Mr. VEST. Let me answer the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have my question answered. 

Mr. VEST. As it seems to me, the proposition of the Senator from 
New York hardly needs an answer. Suppose Mr. Hewitt is demanding 
protection, and he pays out from his own pocket to each one of these 
people from the miner up; as a matter of course, he gets protection upon 
all of these products, or on the same product in different stages; but 
suppose another man steps in after the pig-iron is made and buys it, 
what is he protected on? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then the Senator undertakes to say that the man 
who commences with this material, not the very absolute raw material, 
and brings out a highly finished product, requires more protection, a 
higher degree of protection, than the man does who buys the pig-iron 
from somebody else who has produced it? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course he has more protection for this 
reason 

Mr. HISCOCK. You claim that? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matterof course, and I should be illogical and ab- 
surd if I did not. Here is a man who takes the pig-iron at $18 a ton. 
He ought not to be protected on anything else except that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will theSenator from Missouri allow me to suggest 
that he would require, perhaps, the aggregation of all the*elements of 
protection? For instance, the ore-digger is protected and his product 
is the raw material of the pig-iron maker. The pig-iron maker is pro- 
tected. That is another and a more advanced stage of manufacture. 
The pig-iron goes into the beam manufacturer’s hands as raw ma- 
cerial to him. When you aggregate the protection given to the ore- 
digger, the protection given to the pig-iron manufacturer, and the pro- 
tection given to the beam manufacturer, you get just the result when 
the work is performed by the three. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He is entirely mis- 
taken. The duty which is imposed upon structural iron covers the 
duty that is imposed upon the raw material from which it is made, or 
the iron from which it is made, and in every advance of progress of 
manufacture up to the time that it is produced as structural iron. 
That one duty imposed upon the structural iron covers it all, and you 
are not to add that duty to intermediate duties upon the lower forms 
of manufacture. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to put a question to the Senator from 
Missouri, if it does not annoy the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. DAWES. Suppose two men take iron ore and make structural 
iron out of it; one of them gets his iron ore and everything else in 
England, and the other has hisiron oreand everything else here. The 
structural iron is produced in England in the one case and in America 
in the other. Now, the amount of work performed on each is sub- 
stantially the same. The proportion of cost of labor in the one and 
labor in the other is the same; the proportion of the raw material is 
the same. When you come in the end to add up the amount of labor 
on that raw material in the one case and in the other, the difference in 
wages will show the cost of the structural iron in America in the one 
case and in England in the other; and the proportion will be just about 
the same; but structural iron as a whole in England is worth a great 
deal less than the structural ironin America. Whatisthereason? It 
is because the wages there are less. 

Abont two months ago I had occasion to try to find out this thing 
myself, and I addressed a note first to the superintendent of a pig-iron 
furnace, whose owner was a distinguished and leading Democrat, oc- 
cupying a prominent position in the Presidential campaign for three 
or four Presidential campaigns, and I asked him to state to me on paper 
what was the raw material and what was the labor ina ton of pig-iron. 
He figured it out within one-tenth of 90 per cent. He did not know 
what use I desired to make of it. Then I got the same thing froma 
structural-iron furnacein Cleveland. 1 asked them from their books to 
tell me what in the structural iron they built was raw material and 
what was labor, and it came out just about the same, not a difference 
of one-tenth. 

Mr. VEST. I will reply to the Senator from Massachusetts, but I 
do not see how it touches the proposition I am discussing. In England 
pig-iron is worth about $12.50 a ton and in the United States about $18, 
a difference of five dollars and a half. 

Mr. TELLER. What makes the difference ? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course the difference arises from the price 
of labor and the price of ore and the difference in the work. All these 
enter into that consideration. I do not propose to go into all the details 
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as a matter of argument, but I am simply stating results. I say the 
Englishman who pays twelve and a half dollars a ton on pig-iron pays 
all the expense up to that time. Does any Senator deny that? I say 
the American who pays $18 pays all the expense up to that time, and 
to him the American pig-iron isa finished product. Now suppose he 
stores it right there after he had paid $18 a ton, is not that the end of 
the operation? Has he not got his goods and paid hismoney? Is not 
the man who dug it out of the ground paid? Isnot the man who worked 
it in the furnace paid? Is not the man whoowned the ore paid by the 
purchaser? Is not that the end of it? How does it change the logic 
of the proposition to say it goes further and is made into structural 
forms and steel beams? Right there commences anew industry, right 
there commences a new protection according to the desire of Senators 
upon the other side, and in this bill is that item, protection on steel 
beams and structural forms in iron or steel. 

I undertook to find out what is the cost of labor in changing pig-iron 
into these steel beams and forms, and I find that it is $5.33.aton. I 
say I am willing, in order to protect American labor, which is the shib- 
boleth of the protection party, to give you a protection of $10, but you 
will not take it. 

Mr. TELLER. Five. 

Mr. VEST. I will give five or ten; I will give ten and compromise 
on it; but that will not do. You must have 102.75 per cent. Now, 
after you have protected American labor and paid it off, where does 
the balance of the money go? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not want to interrupt the Senator—— 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no; it is no interruption. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I repeat that I understand the Senator to say this: 
That the manufacturer of structural iron who commences with the ore, 
with the limestone, and with the coal can not compete practically; 
that there is less Jabor-cost in his structural iron to him than there is 
to the man who buys the pig-iron or buys iron in the last advanced 
stage of manufacture previous to its being used for structural iron. 

Mr. VEST. I do not say that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understood the Senator to say that a little while 
ago. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the Senator if that is not the logic of his posi- 
tion ? 

Mr. VEST. Not atall. They both pay the same unless one has 
additional advantages or facilities. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it not true that if the manufacturer makes from 
the absolute raw material in the earth the finished product, advancing 
it in his own shop from raw material up to that point, you are com- 
pelled to take into consideration as his labor-cost all that it has cost 
him to dig the ore from the earth, the coal from the earth, and the 
limestone from the quarry ? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Hewitt, who manages every process, according to 
the Senator from New York, I presume pays just as much to the miner 
as the other man who simply makes the pig-iron and stops there. If 
Mr. Hewitt makes structural iron out of the pig-iron and manages the 
whole process from digging it out of the ground until the structural 
iron is made, the only difference between Mr. Hewitt and his competi- 
tors is just the difference in handling, because he handles it all him- 
self. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I agree to that. 

Mr. VEST. Whereas the pig-iron would be taken to some other 
person 

Mr. HISCOCK. The question I ask is what is the labor cost in that 
structural iron, commencing back at the point at which I have asked 
the Senator to start? 

Mr. VEST. I know I could very easily tell the Senator, but I have 
not counted it—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does it not include the labor-cost of the pig-iron? 

Mr. VEST. The whole cost is included, up to the state of pig-iron, 
in the $18 paid for that. . 

Mr. HISCOCK. I grant that the $18 is paid for it, bat I say in re- 
ply to that as I did to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIs],that 
these duties are not piled one upon the other, but the last duty upon 
the more highly finished product is intended only to compensate for 
the increased labor-cost in advancing the article to that last stage. 

Mr. VEST. That is from pig-iron to structural forms. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is just enough higher above the duty upon pig- 
iron, if that is the raw material, to compensate for the labor-cost in 
manufacturing it from pig-iron intostructaral iron. That is the theory 
of the tariff, and it is upon that theory that this bill is constructed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to say that I desired to 
state a minute ago, if I did not, that they were all aggregated in the 
final duty? 

Mr. HISCOCK. They are all aggregated in the final duty. 

Mr. HARRIS. All aggregated in the duty on the finished product. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; and I repeat what I said, that the duty upon 
pig-iron compensates for the labor-cost upon it; the duty upon the more 
finished product, upon the advancement of pig-iron to a higher stage 
of manufacture, the advanced duty upon that only compensates for the 
additional labor that goes in for the advancement of the product above 
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the pig-iron state; andsoon you gountil you reach the highest product 
of either iron or steel. 

Mr. VEST. This bill provides for a duty upon pig-iron. The Sen- 
ator from New York certainly does not mean to say he would put that 
again in the duty on structural iron, does he? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; Imeantosay,and I thought I made it clear—— 

Mr. VEST. I thought I made it clear. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not think the Senator made it clear. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; that is a difference of opinion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly he did not tome. What I have beenat- 
tempting to enforce is precisely what has been said by the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], that the final duty upon the more 
highly-finished product is simply the aggregation of the duties upon 
the iron in its different stages of advancement up to that finished prod- 
uct, at each stage there being a sufficient increase in the duty te com- 
pensate for the increased labor that has been expended in the advance- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. If this bill is framed upon that basis, it is an unjust 
and outrageous bill; it is a bill that imposes double and treble taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. More than that. Does the Senator mean to say—and 
I put the question to him distinctly—-here we have a protective duty 
in order to protect pig-iron; is not that finished? Is not that com- 
plete? What right has he then to take that same duty and put it in 
the final result when that pig-iron is made into structural iron ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. For the reason that the man who buys the pig-iron 
out of which to make his structural iron has been compelled to pay 
that to the man from whom he purchased it. That is the reason why 
we doit. In the purchase price which he pays for it he really com- 
pensates the producer of the pig-iron for the money which he expended 
in the production of the pig-iron. That is the reason why it is done. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, I may be very obtuse, but it seems 
to me that the $18 on the pig-iron pays everything. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It does pay everything on that, but it enters into 
the cost of the pig-iron. That I grant. Whatever the labor-cost there 
is in it enters into its price as a matter of course. When the man who 
makes structural iron buys it, he then returns in the price he pays for 
it to the man who produces the pig-iron the labor-cost of that pig-iron. 
So when you trace it through you will find the labor-cost through all 
the stages up is really returned to the man who makes the lower prod- 
uct. So far as the advanced stage of manufacture is concerned you will 
find it returned to him by the man who in the end uses it for the more 
highly finished product. 

Mr. VEST. We will test this question again on steel rails, and if 
the Senator will take a pencil and piece of paper and dissect the sell- 
ing price of structural iron in this country he will find it is $18 on 
pig-iron; then the cost of labor, then the profit to the producer of the 
structural form of the steel beam, and that makes the price. That is 
a mathematical proposition, and it needs no logic or argument about it. 

I wanted to read, although it is not exactly applicable to this sched- 
ule, but in the line of the somewhat desultory argument going on, the 
testimony of a gentleman who figured very largely in this last canvass, 
Allusion has been made to a prominent Democrat in connection with 
protection—I suppose Mr. Hewitt; but here is a gentleman very well 
known in the United States. The Senator from Massachusetts knows 
him. He delivered some burning orations in the last canvass, and this 
illustrates how the tariff operates. This gentleman denounced Cleve- 
land all over the United States on the tariff question, and I think did 
us as much harm, or more, in some directions, than any other adherent 
of the Republican party. I allude to General Ben. Butler. He made 
a speech in 1882, and I quote from it. I want to show the operation 
of the tariff from one of its own defenders now. 


Iam one of the largest woolen manufacturers in the United States. I donot 
say this boastingly, but to show that I am not selfish in the views Lhold. The 
cloth I wear [placing his hand on his coat-sleeve] is of my own manufacture, 
and I notice several gentlemen around me who wear the same. Onthese goods 
there is a tariff of 60per cent. Republican orators and newspapers tell youthis 
tariff is to protect the mill laborers. Twenty percent. will pay our entire labor 
expenses. What do you suppose becomes ofthe other 40 per cent,? 

That is the question; that is the burning question on all these sched- 
ules, what becomes of the other 40 per cent.? 

These same Republican orators and newspapers tell you it goes into the 
United States Treasury. Nota dollar reaches there. Every cent goes into my 
pocket. [Slapping his hand on his pocket vigorously to give emphasis to his 
words,| And every one of you is paying this bounty to the woolen manufact- 
urers. The whole tariff scheme is an imposition and a fraud on the American 
people. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. When was that? 

Mr. VEST. In1882. General Butler, I believe, was then opposed 
to the Republican party. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKr]}. 

Mr. COKE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to say that while I shall vote for the 
amendment, I do not want it understood by that vote that I believe 
that a duty of 35 per cent. ought to be imposed upon cotton-ties and 
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that class-of goods. I believe they ought to be upon the free-list, but 
[ shall vote for th nendment because it is the only relief possible 
now, I suppose, to be hac I do not want my vote, therefore, to be 
misunderstood on that po 
» Secretary proce ded to call the roll. 
CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
from Col lo [Mr. BowEN], If he were here, I should vote 
‘Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Se or from th Carolina [Mr. BuTLreR]. If he were present, I 
sho ld vol n 7." 
Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MoRGAN I do not see him in his seat 
i therefore withhold my vote. 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator trom Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


tor from Maryland [ Mr. GORMAN ]. 
WALTHALL (when Mr, GEORGE’S name was called). Mycol- 
league [Mr. GeoRGE] is paired with the Senater from New Hampshire 
4 } | Al 4 I. 
Mr. HALE(when his name wascalled). Iam paired with theSenator 


n Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who was called home last night, requested me 


to pair with him for the day that he expected to be absent. I will, 


therefore, announce the pair. Ishould vote ‘‘yea’’ if the Senator from 
Rhode Island were present. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
he Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If I were at liberty 
0 vote on this question | should vote ** nay.”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vot " Vea. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], but have transferred that pair 
to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]; therefore I vote 
** nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mycolleague [Mr. Sanrn] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 23; as follows: 
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YEAS—19. 
Bate, Eustis, Pugh, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gray, Ransom, Vest, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas,Reagan, Walthall, 
Colquitt, McPherson, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 
Daniel, Payne, Turpie, 

NAYS—23. 
Allison, =dmunds Morrill, Spooner, 
Chace Hawley, Paddock, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hoar, Plumb, Teller, 
Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dawes, Mitchell, Shermar, 

ABSENT—34. 

Aldrich, Call, Gorman, Pasco, 
Beck, Cameron, Hale, Platt, 
Berry, Dolph, Hampton, Quay, . 
Biack burn, Evarts, Harris, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Farwell, Hearst, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Bowen, Frye, Kenna, Voorhees, 
Brown, George, Manderson, 
Butler, Gibson, Morgan, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 
proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraphs 138 and 139, as follows: 

138. Nails.—Cut nails and cut spikes of iron or steel, 1 cent per pound. 

i389. Horseshoe nails, hob nails,and all other wrought iron or steel nails, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 4.cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, this item 139 is put back to the present 
existing rate of duty, whilst the Mills bill or House bill reduced it to 
47.66 per cent. I simply want to say that this is one of the articles 
that enter into the daily life of the people of the United States, espe- 
cially in the agricultural districts. It is as far removed from an ar- 
ticle of luxury as any domestic manufacture in the United States can 
possibly be; and I want to call attention to the fact that under the 
census of 1880 iron nails, spikes, cut or wrought, which is this article, 
is stated at $5,629,240 as the product and $1,255,171 for labor, being 
a relative per cent. or proportion of the labor used in the manufacture 
of 22.3 per cent. Now the duty the committee insist upon is 76.26 
per cent. 

_ The margin is beyond all reason. It is out of proportion to what 
justice would demand, and especially for an article of this kind, and I 
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shall move, therefore, as the proper way to bring up the question, to | 


strike out 76.26 per cent. and insert 47.66. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
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Senator from Missouri will be reported. Will the Senator from Mis- 
souri indicate the line ? 

Mr. VEST. I used the ad valorem rate, but I want to put it back 
to 2! cents a pound, which is the amount in the House bill. I move 
to strike out **4 cents per pound’’ and insert ‘‘2}.’? Ihave not the 
bill before me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 139, line 502, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘4,’’ and insert ‘‘24;’’ so as to read: 

139. Horseshoe nails, hob nails, and all other wrought iron or steel nails, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 2} cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. lLask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, as I understood the Senator from 
Missouri, he restated that which he has been contending for as to the 
amount of labor which enters into the labor cost of these ngils. After 
the fre discussion which we had a few moments ago upon another item 
in the bill, I hardly think it worth while for me to restate the position 
J occupy in reference to that; which is that in the labor cost of these 
nails we must take into account all the labor which is involved in the 


| production of all the materials in the different processes of advance- 


ment until the product is delivered as the nails described in this 
case. 

The evidence before the committee which prepared this bill was that 
according to the price the manufacturers of these nails are compelled 
to pay for the raw material out of which they are manufactured, a re- 
duction of their protection as proposed in the House bill would abso- 
lutely destroy the industry in the United States, and on that question 
there was no conflict of evidence whatever. As the Senate can well 
see, if the duties are to be maintained upon the iron and steel schedule 
up to the point we have now reached, that must be the case. No re- 
duction has been made upon the class of raw material from which 
these nails are made, and therefore the committee recommended the 
holding of this item as in the present law. 

I may add, that while there is not a large importation of these nails 
into this country, there is some considerable importation of them com- 
ing from Canada, and they are sharply competing with the manufact- 
urers in the Northern States near the line of Canada in the production. 

Mr. VEST. I notice, Mr. President, in item 138, ‘*cut nails and cut 
spikes of iron or steel,’’ the duty on which in the existing law is 1} 
cents per pound and which is reduced in the House bill to 1 cent per 
pound with the same reduction in the Senate bill, but when it comes 
to ‘‘horseshoe nails, hob nails, and all other wrought iron or steel nails, 
net specially enumerated,’’ on which the existing duty is 4 cents per 
pound and which the House bill reduces to 2} cents per pound, the 
duty of 4 cents a pound is retained by the Senate bill. 1 must con- 
fess frankly that I have not had time to read the testimony. I have 
been as industrious as I could, but I am not able to state or conjecture 
why that difference is made. ’ 

Mr. HISCOCEK. I will say in explanation, so far as that provision 
is concerned, that machinery enters so much more into the manufact- 
ure of the articles in the first item referred to that it was concluded 
that a reduction should be made at that point, and in reference to the 
next clause that a reduction should not be made. 

Mr. VEST. Without having had my attention directly called toit, 
I have been under theimpression that machinery was used in the manu- 
facture of all these nails. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is; but, as I stated, after a careful investiga- 
tion it was concluded that a discrimination should be made between 
the two, and as toone the reduction could be made and as to the other 
it could not be. 

Mr. VEST. The testimony that was given before that committee 
of course came from interested parties; and under a familiar rule of 
law it is to be looked upon with a great deal of allowance, if not sus- 
picion. Horseshoe nails and hob nails, which are used by the common 
people.of the country for every-day purposes and in the blacksmith 
shops out in my country in the West, are matters of prime necessity. 
The enormous quantity of 63,006 pounds—of course I speak sarcastic- 
ally—amounting in value to $3,305.18, was imported into this country 
in 1887. 

It is not a very great matter to anybody else, but it is of very con- 
siderable importance to the people out in the West especially, who are 
obliged to have this particular article—of course it is used North, West, 
East, and South. It seems tome, without arguing the principle at all, 
that it ought to be put back to 2) cents a pound. 

I shall not go back to the argument between the Senator from New 
York and myself as to the cost of labor and how the duty ought to be 
imposed. He is very wrong or I am very wrong, but we are certainly 
very far apart on that proposition. 

I understand that the man who made this iron had his protective 
duty, and when it left his hands it left them asa finished product, and 
then the manufacturer who puts it into these nails also is protected; 
and to go back to consider the cost of labor from the time that iron 
came out of the mine and add it to the manufacturer’s protection is 
simply to accumulate duty upon duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
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of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vist], on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I failed to anno: nce on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CokE]}, voted 
upon this morning, the pair between the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
Do.puH] and myself. If he had been present, I should have voted 
‘* yea,’’? and the Senator frem Oregon would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ I 
vote ‘‘yea’’ on this amendment. 


Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- | 


ator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen }. 
** vea.”? 

‘Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GEORGE’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GEORGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLarr]. I desire this announcement to apply to all the yea-and- 
nay votes taken during the day. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I agreed yesterday to 
pair with the Senator from Khode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] during this 
day. I understand the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ] 
is absent and without a pair. 
ator from Khode Island to the Senator from South Carolina, and I vote 
*¢ vea.”? 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas[ Mr. JongEs]. If he were present, 1 should vote 
** nay.”’ 

Me PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Connecticut { Mr. PLATT] is paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Gipson}. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ] 
is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote 
** nay.”’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (after having voted in the affirmative). 
ask if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 


If he were present, I should vote 


I am paired with 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


May I 


Bate, Eustis, Pugh, Vest, 
Berry, Gorman, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Colquitt, Morgan, Turpie, 
Daniel, Payne, Vance, 
NAYS—24. 

Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Chace, Edmunds, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chandler, Evarts, Morrill, Stewart, 
Cullom, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hawley, Palmer, Teller, 
Dawes, Hoar, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, Call, Hampton, Platt, 
Beek, Cameron, Hearst, Quay, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas. Sabin, 
Blodgett, George, Jones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Bowen, Gibson, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Gray, Manderson, Walthall, 
Butler, Hale, Pasco, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

14). Wire nails made of wrought iron or steel, 2 inchesand longer, not lighter 
than No. 12 wire gauge, 2 cents per pound; from 1 inch to 2inches in length, and 
lighter than No, 12 and not lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, 2} cents per pound; 
shorter than 1 inch and lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, 4 cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to know from the committee why it is 
that they make such a distinction as to these ironnails. In one item, 
**1 inch to 2 inches in length, and lighter than No. 12 and not lighter 
than No. 16 wire gauge,’’ they retain the duty as in the House bill. 
In the preceding paragraph, on ‘‘2 inches and longer, not lighter than 
No. 12 wire gauge,’’ they reduce even below the House bill, a half 
cent. In the existing law it is 4 cents; in the House bill 24 cents: in 
the Senate substitute 2 cents, and upon the last item, ‘‘ shorter than 
1 inch and lighter than No. 16 wire gauge,”’ which in the existing law 
is 4 cents a pound, the House bill reduces it 2} cents, and the Senate 
committee put it back to 4 cents a pound. This is all a matterof ma- 
chine work, and why is this distinction made ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator alludes to the House bill. The House 
bill leaves the larger size of nails at 2} cents a pound, and the smaller 
sizeit reducesto2}centsa pound. Itismoreexpensive to makea pound 
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of nails shorter than an inch and lighter than No. 16 wire gauge than it 
is the larger size. We have graded these nails somewhat according to 
their size. J think the Senator will find it all right if he wiil leok at 


it carefully. 

Mr. VEST. If that be so, how does the Senator explain the first 
item, which is 2 inches and longer, not lighter than No. 12 wire 
gauge? That is reduced from 4 cents to 2 cents a pound, and in the 
last item 4 cents a pound is put upon the smaller nails, shorter than 1 
inch and lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, which is kept at 4 cents. 

I suppose there is some technical reason for it, but [ can not under- 
stand, when the nails are made in the same factory and with the same 
chinery, that there is such a difference of duty as from 4 cents to 
2} cents and in the other case the duty is retained upon a still larger 
nail. If the arsument of the Senator from Iowa holds, it ought to ap- 
ply to all tl se items, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the committee in 
looking this matter over helieved 2 cents a pound was high enough for 
the larger-sized nails, and therefore we reduced the duty; and these 
small nails we supposed were more expensive to manufacture, and so 
we retained the old rate. That is a repetition, perhaps, of what I 
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| said before, but that is the best answer I ean give to the Senator. 
I therefore transfer the pair of the Sen- | 


Mr. VEST. I will not make the motion which I intended in regard 
to it, although it seems to me the items are not consistent with each 
other. 

The PRESIDENT pm tempore. 


The reading will proceed. 
The Secretary read as 


follows: 


141. Railway-bars, made of iron and steel, and railway-bars made in part of 

| steel, T-rails, and punched iron or steel flat rails, seven-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound, 

Mr. VANCE. I move, in line 512, to strike out ‘‘seven-tenths of 1 


cent per pound’’ and insert ‘‘$11 per ton.’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The CHfer CLERK. In line 512, after the word “‘rails,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words ‘‘seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound’’ and 
insert ‘‘$11 per ton;’’ so as to read: 

141, Railway-bars, made of iron and steel, and railway-bars made in part of 
steel, T-rails, and punched iron or steel flat rails, $11 per ton 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should be very much pleased indeed if some 
member of the committee, the chairman for instance, would give me 
some reason why this duty should be maintained at the rate of $15.68 
per ton. I have learned something of the operations of railroads and 
their history in past years in the purchase of iron and steel rails. IJ 
was recently informed of a transaction that occurred between a certain 
railroad corporation and a certain manufacturing establishment in this 
country for the manutacture of iron and sieel rails, where a large pur- 
chase and sale of these rails was made, consisting of 30,000 or 40,000 
tons, I think, in one operation, at $31 per ton. 

The rate, as I understood, on the same day free on board at London 
or Liverpool, in a foreign market, was $20 per ton, to which the addition 
of the $11 per ton proposed by the Senator from North Carolina would 
meet exactly the transaction itself, the foreign cost plus the protection 
which the Senator from North Carolina proposes to afford. If rails can 
be manufactured and sold at a profit at $31 per ton, why give the com- 
bination of steel-rail manufacturers of this country $4.68 additional! 
bounty? That is the question I rose to ask; why give them more 
bounty than they need to protect them? They certainly have prote 
tion enough at $11 when they make asale of rails at $31 aton. Wiy 
give them $4.68 a ton more ? 

In looking at this duty I find that the protection has been ample, 
and that during the past year there was only collected out of the great 
number of millions of doliars’ worth of steel rails bought in this country 
for new structures, for repairs, for renewals, and for all purposes on 
130,000 miles of railroad in the United States, less than a million of 
dollars, when in 1887, at these high rates of duty, the value of the en- 
tire product was only $998,096. It seems to me as though a less rate 
of duty would be amply sufficient; and when you come to consider that 
for every increase of duty here given, under the great steel and iron 
rail combinations which have been formed in this country and which, 
as I believe, own the patents for the manufacture of this product—when 
you come to add that increase of duty and consider that every increase 
of cost in that way adds to every item of transportation, both of pas- 


| sengers and freight, and the moving of products all over this country, 


for certainly some consideration must be given to the investors in rail- 
road property and to the cost of road-bed and the cost of machinery 
which pulls the train, in making up a statement of this kind and in 
making up a tariff bill—if, I say, $11 a ton does represent, and I think 
I speak correctly when I say broadly it does represent, the difference 
in cost here and abroad thoroughly and fully. I not only speak of 
the labor-cost, but I speak of the other ingredients that enter into the 
cost, for certainly the labor-cost in making a ton of iron rails is very 
insignificant as compared with $15.68 per ton which is here afforded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. VANCE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

ee and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to cafl 
the roll, 
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Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were present, I should vote 
**vea.’? 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “‘ yea.”’ 


Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I announce the pair of 


the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] and record my vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. Jones], or I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BERRY (whenthe name of Mr. Jongs, of Arkansas, wascalled), 
[ desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is 
paired with the Senator from New York [| Mr. Hiscock]. My colleague, 
if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
vote and announce my pair with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. Gor- 
MAN ]. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. I will announce 
this once for all now. As both are absent fronr the Senate and will be 
gone for the day, I need not announce it again. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 18, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Bate, Eustis, Reagan, Voorhees, 
Kerry, Gray, Saulsbury, Walthall, 
Cockrell Harris, Turpie, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, McPherson, Vance, 
Colquitt, Ransom, Vest, 
NAYS—21. 

Allison Hawley, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chace Hoar, Plumb, Teller, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Davis, Morrill, Spooner, 
Dolph Paddock, Stewart, 

ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Hale, Payne, 
Beck, Dawes, Hampton, Platt, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Hearst, Pugh, 
Biair, Evarts, Hiscock, Quay, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Brown, Frye, Kenna, Stanford. 
Butier, George, Manderson, 
Call, Gibson, Morgan, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pasco, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I now move to strike out, in line 512, the word 
seven-tenths’’ and insert ‘‘ six-tenths.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 141, line 512, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 

i41. Railway bars, made of iron and steel, and railway bars made in part of 
steel, T-rails, and punched iron or steel flat rails, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. That will just about divide the difference be- 
tween the two propositions; one is $11 per ton, the other is $15.68, 
while this is $13.44 a ton. 

Mr. VEST. I intended to make a motion to fix this duty at $12 « 
ton, and I want to state that this is the most important portion of the 
bill, for the reason that this tax is imposed upon every pound of freight 
that is carried by the railroads of the United States. 

The great question to the people of my State, the large grain-grow- 
ing region ef the country, is as to the transportation of grain tothe sea- 
board. We compete with our corn and wheat in the free-trade mar- 
kets of the world, and every cent of transportation comes directly, to 
all intents and purposes, out of the farmers of the great West. It is 
true the railroads pay these iron and steel manufacturers for their rails, 
bt they immediately assess the price upon the producers in the great 
grain-growing States of the Northwest, and with interest. So this 
question is one directly affecting to an enormous extent my own con- 
stituents. This is a very great interest. There is nosingle item in 
this bill that involves as much value as the one we are now consider- 
ing. 

‘The census of 1880 shows that there were engaged in that year in this 
business 7,224 hands, receiving $3,286,900 in wages at $455 to the 
hand, or $1.45 a day, excluding Sundays. In 1887 the output was two 
and one-half times more than in 1880, and I will come to those figures 
ina moment. The duty now is 84.33 per cent. ad valorem, amounting 
to $17 a ton; the duty under the Senate substitute is 63.59 per cent. 
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ad valorem, amounting to $15.68 a ton, whilst the House bill reduces 
it to $11 a ton. 


Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question, with his 
eave. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to ask the Senator if he believes as a re- 
sult of his observation and reading that the cost of railroad transporta- 
tion in this country at present bears any relation whatever to the cost 
of the railroad? 

Mr. VEST. - That question is a very difficult one to answer. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand the Senator’s proposition to be that the 
cost of these rails comes out of the Western farmer, involving an opin- 
ion on the question I put. 

Mr. VEST. I make that statement, and I do not think it can be 
successfully contradicted, although it is not susceptible of that logical 
analysis which other propositions might be submitted to. But it goes 
without saying that when the railroads pay for these steel rails they 
collect the additional cost or whatever the cost may be off the man that 
puts his freight upon the road, just as the importer puts the cost of the 
tariff tax, his gate-money to get into the markets of the United States, 
either to the full extent or toa less extent, varying with the conditions, 
upon the consumer. 

Che Senator from Massachusetts asked me a question which no mor- 
tal man can answer, for the reason that the railroads of the country, a 
great many of them, are managed upon what you might calla fictitious 
basis, with watered stock, without any reference to the value or cost 
of the road; but the proposition which is not touched by his question 
is this: That when a railroad pays so much for steel rails it gets it 
back; and how does it get it back? The roads must get it back from 
their customers, and their customers are my constituents, a portion of 
the grain-growing people of this country. 

The price paid forsteel rails in 1887—I think it was smaller in 1888— 
was $37.12} a ton in the United States; in Liverpool the price was 
$21.10, making the price of laying down a ton of steel rails in the United 
States $40.50. That is to say, the duty, $17 a ton, and the freight, 
$2.50 a ton, added so much to the cost; and but for this duty of $17 a 
ton the English-made rails would cost here $23.60. The priee for which 
the American rail was sold was $37.50. The productioninthe United 
States for 1887 was 1,749,888 tons, making a cost over and above the 
English rails in the aggregate to the consumers in this country of $27,- 
731,602. In 1887 the number of men employed in the Bessemer pig- 
iron works was 7,147, and Bessemer pig-iron was worth $18 per ton. 
In the same year the English Bessemer pig-iron sold for $12.50 a ton, 
being a difference of $6.50 between the foreign and domestic article. 

The cost of labor as agreed upon between the Knights of Labor and 
the Edgar Thomson Works in 1887 was $4.09, in converting the Bes- 
semer pig-iron into steel rails. Now, if we allow 50 per cent., or $2, 
to cover the difference between labor in the United States and England, 
it would make the difference in pig-iron and labor, taking into consid- 
eration also the cost of the pig-iron in the two countries, $7.50; but we 
must take from these $2 for freight, whichas a matter of course is a pro- 
tective duty to that extent upon the article imported, and that would 
leave $5.50 a ton as the difference between the cost of pig-iron and the 
labor between the two countries. The cost ofa ton of steel rails at the 
Edgar Thomson Works in 1887, according to thatstatement, was $26.79. 
If we give to these people $5 profit, which is a reasonable and a large 
one, it would make the cost of a ton of iron rails with the profit added 
$31.79—$5 a ton on the quantity of steel rails for 1887 produced in the 
United States makes $10,248,190; but the average price for 1887 was 
not $31.79; it was $37.12}, and that would make the profit for 1887 
$21,171,760. 

As a matter of course, out of that is to be taken the interest upon the 
plant and the cost of superintendence and clerks, etc. , and still it left an 
enormous amount to be divided between the ten or twelve manufact- 
urers,as there were in 1887, who controlled the market absolutely. 
Whether they had an actual trust~—although I believe they had—is 
not pertinent now to what I state. They controlled the market and 
this was the amount that was divided between them. 

Now, as a matter of course, if the Senator from New York is correct, 
the cost of turning the pig-iron into the steel rails is not $4.09, as the 
Knights of Labor thought, but it must go back and include all the 
cost of labor in the original processes from the time the iron came out 
of the mines. 

We are confronted in all these items with the difference between him 
and myself on that proposition, and if he is correct my argument goes 
for nothing; if I am correct this duty is enormous beyond all question. 
If there is more than a mere pretense when our friends upon that side 
of the Chamber say that their idea in this taxation is to protect Amer- 
ican labor, there is an enormous surplus here over and above any rea- 
sonable protection to American labor, divided amongst these gentle- 
men year by year, which the laborer never sees and by no possibility 
can reach. 

It was stated by a very reputable gentleman publicly in another 
branch of this Congress that Mr. Carnegie admitted his profits to be 
$1,500,000 in asingle year. I have no doubt but that his profits are 
enormous; that they must be enormous is beyond any sort of question. 
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Therefore I shall vote for this or any other amendment which reduces 
this tax. 

Mr. MCPHERSON., I desire further to state in respect to this matter 
that the Senator from Missouri has not stated all the protection that 
the steel and iron combination have. They are also protected by pat- 
ents. No other corporation, no individual can come in and manufact- 
ure the steel and iron used in this country. 

Mr. PLUMB. Would the Bessemer patent be a protection against 
foreigu importation? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I do not know that it would. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to say to the Senator that these steel- 
rail manufacturers are not protected by patents. All the patents have 
expired, but there is one process, I believe, that is still patented, and 
where parties use that process they pay a dollaraton. All the other 
pateuts have expired. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I had supposed myself that that was correct 
until I read the testimony that was taken before the committee and it 
surprised me somewhat, and that is the reason I raised the point. 

Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator read the testimony ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will; it is on page 149, where the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] asked the question of Mr. Wolff: 


Is not the basic process covered by patents? 


The basic process for the manufacture of steel—and I suppose it ap- 
plies to iron rails as much as to billets or ingots—and Mr. Wolff an- 
swered: 

Yes, sir; and American steel manufacturers own it, and we can not work it. 

Mr. SWANK. Anybody can get in. 

Senator Beck. It is covered by patents. 

Mr. SWANK. You can get in by buying in; they own the patents, 

Oh, yes— 

Says Mr. Wolft— 


the stee] manufacturers own the patent. 

Mr. SWANK. Anybody can get in by paying a royalty. 

Now, the question is, who fixes the royalty? The American Steel 
and Iron Association fixed the royalty, and they may fix it atso high 
a rate that they will not permit any other manufacture atall. I will 
read further: 

Senator Beck. I asked this man a question whether it was covered by a pat- 
ent, and he said it was, and now I understand Mr. Swank to contradict him. 

Mr. Swank. It has been asserted time and again that no person except the 
corporations owning the patent can make basic steel. I wish to say that they 
can do so by paying a royalty. 

That was my opinion. 

Mr. ALLISON. [have later information than that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. Wolff replies: 


The gentleman here says that there is nobody making it in this country. 
3 £ ) 


I do not know but that there may be a distinction between what is 
known as basic steel. Perhaps this applies to some particular pur- 
pose, but I understood when I commenced to read it that it was the 
basic process under which the steel is made. 

Mr. ALLISON. No. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then there was some mistake in the print or 
some mistake in answering the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that the basic process is not that. The 
patents have all expired; but there is a patent process for basicsteel, 
and the uniform royalty is a dollar a ton, but that is used very greatly 
in this country. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I call for the yeas and nays on my motion, 
because it seems to me that the amount I have proposed affords a suf- 
ficient protection, and it is a compromise between the two bills, the 
House bill and the Senate bill, $13.44 per ton. 

The yeasand nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowENn]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘*yea.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurrr]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. Otherwise I should vote 

yea, 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], or I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘* yea.”’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 


Bate, Eustis, Morgan, Vance, 

Berry, Gorman, Ransom, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gray, Reagan, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Harris, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, McPherson, Turpie, 


tS 
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NAYS—24. 

Allison, Evarits, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chandler, Frye, Morrill, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hawley, Paddock, Stewart, 
Davis. Hoar, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Plumb, Teller, 
Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 

ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, Chace, Hampton, Platt, 
seck, Colquitt, Hearst, Pugh, 
slair, Daniel, Hiscock, Quay, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Riddieberger, 
Bowen, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Brown, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Butler, George, Pasco, Voorhees. 
Call, Gibson, Payne, 
Cameron, Hlale, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraphs 142, 143, and 144, as follows: 

142. Railway fish-plates or splice-bars, made of iron or stee!, lecent per pound, 

143. Rivets of iron or steel, 2} cents per pound. 

144. Sheets, of iron or steel, common or black, including all iron or steel com- 
mercially known as common or black taggers’ iron or steel, and skelp iron or 
steel; valued at 3 cents per pound or less: Thinner than No. 10 and not thinner 
than No. 20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gauge 
and not thinner than No. 25 wire gauge, 1.2 cents per pound; thinner than No. 
25 wire gauge and not thinner than No, 29 wire gauge, 1.4 cents per pound; thin- 
ner than No. 29 wire gauge, 1.5 cents per pound: Provided, That all comsmon or 
black sheet-iron or sheet-steel not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge shall pay a 
duty as plate-iron or plate-steel. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I see there is no change made in the existing 
law with respect toany of the kinds of manufactures named in paragraph 
144 except in the last item, ‘‘ thinner than No. 29 wire gauge.’’ The 
present law imposes a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem, and there seems 
to be an increase here to 64 per cent., more than double. The duty is 
doubled, and 4.25 percent. added. Ishould like to know what the par- 
ticular necessity is for that. 

Mr. VANCE. In one particular I think it will increase the amount 
of the revenue. Under the present law there were imported last year 
6,295,027 pounds, which paid a duty of $44,062.49. By the Senate bill 
this importation would have to pay a duty of $94,425.41, being an in- 
crease of $50,362.92 on this one item, or more than 116 per cent. over 
the present amount of duty. I can see no reason in the world for this 
increase, except simply to reduce the revenue under the protective sys- 
tem, reduce the revenue of the people I mean, not the revenue of the 
Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it probable that under the proposed rate 
of duty the importations will not be quite so large. 

Mr. VANCE. I understand that. That is the regular protective 
idea, to reduce the revenue in the Treasury by making the duty pro- 
hibitory; put all the tax upon the people and increase the revenue of 
the men who make the sheet-iron! That is the idea, and the bill is 
consistent with that idea. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If Lunderstand the answer of the Senator from 
Iowa, it is proposed to make a prohibitory tariff on this particular 
article. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. I think the Senator does not understand 
me. Under the existing tariff these sheets ‘‘thinner than No. 29 wire 
gauge’’ come in at 30 per cent. ad valorem; that is, at a rate which 
prevents our own producers or manufacturers from making this kind 
of sheet-iron; and it is to enable them to compete with the foreign pro- 
ducer that we have placed them on an equality with other classes of 
sheet-iron and steel. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to amend by restoring the old duty on sheet- 
iron ‘‘thinner than No. 29 wire gauge,’’ the duty now being 30 per 
cent., and the proposed bill is to make it 64.25. I move to strike out 
‘1.5 cents per pound’’ and insert ‘‘30 per cert. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line527it is proposed to strike out the words 
“1.5 cents per pound”’ and insert ‘'30 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as 
to read: 

Thinner than No. 29 wire gauge, 30 per cent. ad valorem, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were here, I should vote 
** yea.” 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. CAMERON’s name was ¢alled). The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is puired with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTT]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who has been called ont of 
the Senate Chamber for a short time and will return verysoon. If he 
were present, he would vote ‘‘nay ’’ and I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 
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Mr. BATE (when Mr. FAULKNER’S name was called). I wish toan- 






nounce that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is nec- 
essarily absent, and is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
QI AY 1. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs], or I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, was called). 
My coll Mr. Jones, of Arkansas], if present, would vote “‘yea.’’ 
He is paired on this v with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock 

Mi SCO (when his name was called I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from IJlinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 


Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermontj Mr. EpMuUNDsI. 
Che roll-call being concluded, the result was announced—yeas 17, 


Day “7 as iOWS 
YEAS—17, 
B af Gorman, Reagan, Walthall, 
B Gray, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 
Blackburn, Harris, Turpie, 
Cok« McPherson, Vance, 
} Morgan, Vest, 
NAYS—22, 
Allison Frye, Paddock, Stewart, 
‘ullom, Hlawley Palmer, Stockbridge, 


av Ingalls Plumb, Teller, 


: ianderson, iwyer Wilson of Iowa, 

olph, Mitchell, Sherman, 

eyvarts, Morrill, Spooner 

ABSENT 

Aldricis Chandler, liampton, Pugh, 
Beck, Cockrell, Hearst, Quay, 
Bla Colquitt, Hiscock, Ransom, 
Bledgett, Daniel Hoar Riddleberger, 
Bowen Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, 
Brown, larwell, Jones of Nevada Stanford, 
Butler, Faulkner, Kenna, Voorhees. 
Call George, Pasco, 
Cameron, Gibson, Payne 
Chace Hale, Piatt, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read paragraph 145, as follows: 








145. Sheets, of iron or steel, corrugated or crimped, 1.4 cents per pound: Pro- 
That on all iron or steel sheets or plates, andon all hoop, band, or scroll 

iron or stee! excepting on what ar Known co unercially as tin-plates, terne- 
plates, and taggers’ tin, and hereafter provided for, when galvanized or coated 
with zine or spelter, or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, three-fourths 


of 1 cent per pound additional duty shall be paid. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that paragraph 145 may be passed over 
for the present, and I askthe same in respect to paragraph 147. I ask 
unanimous consent for that. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. It is so ordered, if there be no ob- 
ection. The next paragraph will he read. 
The Chief Clerk read paragraph 146; as follows: 


1 5 
it Pune 


t 1 or sheet-steel, polished, planished, or glanced, by whatever 
name designated, 2} cents per pound: Provided, That plate or sheet or taggers’ 
irc rv steel, by whatever name designated, other than the polished, planished, 
or glanced herein provided for, which has been pickled orcleaned by acid or by 
any other material or process, or which is cold-rolled, shall pay one-quarter of 
1 cent per pound more duty than thejcorresponding gauges of common or black 
sheet or taggers’ iron or steel. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 147 be passed over. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 147 will be read and 
passed over, 


The Chief Clerk read paragraph 147, as follows: 





147. Sheets or plates, of iron or steel, or taggers’ iron or steel coated with tin 
or lead, orwith a mixture of which these metals, or either of them, is a com- 
yx it part, by the dipping or any other process, and commercially known 


as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ tin, 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. [I call the attention of the committee to para- 
graph 144, ‘‘ihinner than No. 29 wire gauge.’’ There seemsto be an 
increase of duty from 41.60 to 88.14. Is that for the same reason that 
the Senator gave mea few days ago, to increase the production in this 
country? 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from New Jersey will allow me to read 
a little testimony taken by the Subcommittee on Finance on that sub- 
ject. 

lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I yield. 

ir. VANCE. A gentleman by the name of W. H. Ainey, who ap- 
peared as the president of the Lehigh Iron Company, at Allentown, 
Pa., came before that committee, and his ideas in regard to the pro- 
prieties of protection and the methods of their application, I think, 
fully answer the questions of the Senator from New Jersey, so that he 
need not trouble the Senators who have this bill in charge. Mr. Ainey 


Does the Senator yield ? 





Pi ction to American industries, if it has an object, would preserve our 
American markets for our home products ; 
When foreign products come into our markets and exclude an equal quantity 
of home product, the effect on the latter is the same whether it comes in 
iree of duty or only paysa duty which enables it todisplace the home product. 
fience, the actual importation of commodities which can and ought to be 
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made here furnishes Congress at all times a safe and reliable guide for the pro- 
tection of our American industries. 


We used in 1887 of iron and steel 8,230,399 tons; we imported in 1887 of iron 
and steel 1,783,251 tons. Of the latter, 780,910 tons were pig and scrap iron, and 
1,002,311 tons were manufactured iron and steel. 

We could and should have madeevery ton of the 1,783,251 tons imported, and 
would have made it if adequately protected. 


£o anything that admits of importation at all needs protection and 
calls for the exercise of the protective power. There were only 6,074 
pounds of these species of pickled or planished iron imported last 
year, and that calls for an increase of duty in order that it may not 
come 10. 

I move to amend, in paragraph 146, the line relating to sheet-iron 
‘thinner than No. 29 wire gauge,’’ by striking out ‘* 1.75 cents per 
pound,’’ etc., and inserting ‘‘ 30 per cent. ad valorem and one-fourth of 
a cent per pound.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
paragraph 146. 

Mr. VANCE. The analysis made by the Senate committee does not 

m to correspond exactly at this point with the language of the bill. 
[ will not detain the Senate with this matter. I will investigate and 
see where I can offer my amendment with propriety and ask permis- 
sion to recur to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill state to the Senator that paragraph 146 is the 
existing law, as is also the Mills bill, so that I do not suppose he cares 
to offer any amendment to that. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Of taggers’ iron or steel, which is enumerated in 
this paragraph 146, on which the present duty is 30 per cent. ad valo- 
rem and one-fourth of a cent per pound, the entire value of the im- 
portation in 1887 was $13,486. The duty has been here raised and an 
ad valorem duty under existing law from 39.18 per cent. to 64.24 per 
cent. 

M 


The words stated do not occur in 





r. ALLISON. What paragraph? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I tind itin the comparative statement made by 
the Treasury Department as to paragraph 146, and it is designated in 
the comparative statement made by the Treasury as taggers’ iron and 
steel, of which the importations were as little as I mentioned, $13,486, 
showing that there was but very little importation; and therefore I 
presume the home manufacturers have the home market exclusively 
to themselves. I ask what the necessity was for increasing that duty 
from 39.18 per cent. to 64.24 per cent., when the home manufacturer 
already has the market? 

Mr. ALLISON, I understand the question now. Under the exist- 
ing law this class of taggers’ iron and steel pays 30 per cent. ad valorem, 
as in the paragraph we discussed a moment ago, and a quarter of acent 
a pound additional; and this is to correct that inequality in the exist- 
ing law. Ishould say also to the Senator that paragraph 146 is the 
exisiing law. It is made to apply to steel as well astoiron. Steel is 
included now in paragraph 146, whereas under the existing law iron 
only is included. 

Mr. VANCE. I think that by striking out the proviso in paragraph 
146 my object will be accomplished. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from North Carolina 
moves to strike out of paragraph 146 the words which will be read. 

The Carer CLERK. After the word ‘‘ pound, ’’ in line 541, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the following proviso: 

P; ovide d, That plate orsheet or taggers’ iron or steel, by whatever name des- 
ignated, other than the polished, pianished, or glanced herein provided for, 
which has been pickled or cleaned by acid, or by any other material or process, 


or which is cold-rolled, shall pay one-quarter of one cent per pound more duty 
than the corresponding gauges of common or black sheet or taggers’ iron or 


steel. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. If he were here, I should vote 
‘*vea,’? 

‘Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who was called ont on busi- 
ness a few moments ago. If present, he would vote ‘‘nay”’ and I 
should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES], otherwise I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CHACE. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Cor- 
Qquitt]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BATE. ‘The junior Senator from West Virginia | Mr. FAuLK- 
NER] is necessarily absent fora few moments. He is paired with the 
junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 


~~ oe 


J 
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Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 
The result waS announced—yeas 16, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 


Bate, Eustis, McPherson, Vance, 
Berry, Gorman, Reagan, Vest, 
Blackburn, Gray, Sauisbury, Walthall, 
Coke, Harris, Turpic, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—18, 

Cullom, Hawley, Palmer, Stockbridge. 
Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer, Teller, 
Dawes, Manderson, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 

ABSENT—42. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Hampton, Platt, 
Allison, Cockrell, Hearst, Plumb, 
Beck, Colquitt, Hiscock, Pugh, 
Blair, Daniel, Hoar, Quay, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas,Ransom, 
Bowen, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Riddieberger, 
Brown, Farwell, Kenna, Sabin, 
Butler, Faulkner, Morgan, Stanford, 
Call, George, Paddock, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gibson, Pasco, 
Chace, Hale, Payne, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote discloses the absence of a 


quorum, The Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 


auswered to their names: 


Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Bate, Dolph, MePherson, Stewart, 
Berry, Eustis, Manderson, Teller, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Mitchell, Turpie, 

Call, Frye, Morrill, Vance, 

Chace, Gorman, Palmer, Vest, 
Chandler, Gray, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hawley, Reagan, 

Davis, Hiscock, Sherman, 


The PRESIDENT pro iempore. Forty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator from North Carolina has had a yea- 
and-nay vote upon this, and it discloses a majority against his amend- 


ment. If he will allow his amendment to pass in the negative, I will | 


then yield to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who wishes to 
make a motion. 


Mr. VANCE. Very well. 


Mr. ALLISON. Then the motion of the Senator from North Caro- 


lina is lost. Let the question be put on the motion. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The question might be put again by the sound, | 


a quorum being present now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question may be taken bysound, 
the roll-call having disclosed the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from North Carolina can get unanimous 


consent to withdraw the amendment to accomplish the object desired | 


by the Senator trom Iowa. 

Mr. VANCE. I will withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Letitstand. The point is to make progress with 
the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to get this paragraph out of the way. The 
Senator can withdraw his call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VANCE. I withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the yeas and nays being 
withdrawn, the question is on the amendmentof the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Vancr]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes 


p- m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, December 17, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 13th day of December, 
1888. 
DEPUTY FIRST AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 
Orrin B. Hallam, of Kentucky, io be Deputy First Auditor of the 
Treasury, to succeed Ernest P. Baldwin, resigned. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Patrick H. Bryant, a resident of Tennessee, and Luther L. Von Wede- 
kind, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be assistant surgeons in the Navy, 
from November 3, 1888, to fill existing vacancies in that grade. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Passed Assistant Engineer Ralph Aston, a resident of Connecticut, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from July 28, 1888, vice Chief En- 
gineer Albert J. Kenyon, deceased. 

Naval Cadet George F. Hawk, a resident of Pennsylvania, and Naval 
Cadet Edward T. Witherspoon, a resident of Connecticut, to be ensigns 
in the Navy, from July 1, 1888, to fill vacancies in that grade. Both 
are graduates of the Naval Academy. 

Lieut. Commander Charles H. Rockwell, a resident of Massachusetts, 
to be a commander in the Navy, from October 31, 1888, vice Com- 
mander 8S. H. Baker, deceased. 

Lieut. William I. Moore, a resident of West Virginia, to be a lieu- 


tenant-commander in the Navy, from October 31, 1888, vice Lieut. 
Commander C. H. Rockwell, promoted. 
T3 


Lieutenant, junior grade, Nathaniel R. Usher, a resident of Indiana, 
to be a lieutenant in t 
examinations required } 


‘ 


le Navy, from October 31, 1828, subject to the 
ry law, vice Lieut. William I. Moore, promoted. 
Ensign Nicholas J. L. T. Halpine, a resident of New York, to be a 
lieutenant, junior grade, from October 31, 1888, vice Lieut. N. R. Usher, 
junior grade, promoted. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 
Lieut. Col. Henry C. Hodges, deputy quartermaster-general, to be 
assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank of colonel, October 19, 


1888, vice Saxon, retired from active service. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and the following Senators | Maj. George H. Weeks, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermaster- 


general, with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, October 19, 1888, vice 
Hodges, promoted. 

Capt. Lewis C. Forsyth, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermas- 
ter, with the rank of major, October 19, 1888, vice Weeks, promoted. 
Medical Department. 

Capt. Leonard Y. Loring, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with the 
rank of major, October 9, 1888, rice Meacham, deceased. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Charles P. Elliott, to be first lieutenant, October 2, 
1888, vice Smith, appointed regimental quartermaster. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Albert S. McNutt, to be first lieutenant, October 17, 
1888, vice Stivers, resigned. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Walter K. Wright, to be first lieutenant, October 1, 
1888, vice Cushman, resigned. 


NOTE.—Nominations for these promotions were sent to the Senate on Oct 


| ber 15 and 19,1888, The Senate adjourned October 20, 1888, without having acted 
| on them. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Medical Depariment. 

Lieut. Col. Basil Norris, surggon, to be surgeon with the rank of 
| colonel, November 14, 1888, vice Baily, retired from active service. 

Maj. Charles H. Alden, surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank of lieu 
tenant-colonel, November 14, 1888, vice Norris, promoted. 

Capt. Joseph K. Corson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, November 14, 1888, vice Alden, promoted. 





Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
| Lieut. Col. David R. Clendenin, of the Third Cavalry, to be colonel], 
| October 29, 1888, vice Sweitzer, retired from active service. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. 
Maj. John J. Upham, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, 
} October 29, 1888, vice Clendenin, promoted tothe Second Cavalry. 
| First Lieut. James Allen, to be captain, October 29, 1888, vice Rus- 
| seli, promoted to the Fifth Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Thomas B. Dugan, to be first lieutenant, October 29, 
1888, vice Allen, promoted. 
lifth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Capt. Gerald Russell, of the Third Cavalry, to be major, October 
| 29, 1888, vice Upham, promoted to the Third Cavalry. 
i Second Lieut. John P. Ryan, of the Fourth Cavalry, to be second 
lieutenant Third Cavalry, November 30, 1888, with rank from October 
2, 1888, vice Dugan, promoted. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 

Additional Second Lieut. John P. Ryan, of the Third Cavalry, to 

be second lieutenant, October 2, 1888, vice Elliott, promoted. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Matthew C. Butler, jr., of the Fourteenth 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant, October 17, 1888, vice McNutt, pro- 
moted. 

Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Additional Second Lieut. Capers D. Vance, of the Twenty-first In- 

fantry, to be second lieutenant, Octobor 1, 188, vice Wright, promoted. 


NotTe.—Nominations for these appointments were sent to the Senate October 


15 and 19,1888, The Senate adjourned October 20, 1888, without having acted on 
them, 










































Medical Department. 

James D. Glennan, of the District of Columbia, to be assistant sur- 
geon with the rank of first lieutenant, October 29, 1888, vice Lauder- 
dale promoted 

Alfred E. Bradley, of New York, to be assistant surgeon with the 
rank of first lieutenant, Octoder 29, 1888, vice Loring promoted. 


First Regiment of Artillery. 
First Lieut. Allyn Capron to be captain, December 4, 1888, vice Mc- 
Crea, promoted to the Fifth Artillery. 
Second Lieut. Millard F. Harmon, to be first lieutenant, December 
4, 1888, vice Capron, promoted. 


Second Regiment of Artillery. 

Lieut. Col. John Mendenhall, of the Fourth Artillery, to be colonel, 
December 4, 1828, vice Ayres, de ceased. 

Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 

Maj. Richard H. Jackson, of the Fifth Artillery, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, December 4, 1888, vice Mendenhall, promoted to the Second 
Artillery. 

Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 

Capt. Tully McCrea, of the First Artillery, to be major, December 4, 

1888, vice Jackson, promoted to the Fourth Artillery. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

Walter L. Bragg, of Alabama, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner; reappointment, his present term of office ending December 
31, 1888. 

POSTMASTE 3S, 

Ambrose R. Megrue, to be postmaster at Bessemer, in the county of 
Jefferson and State of Alabama, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

William H. Morris, to be postmaster at Birmingham, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Alabama, in the place of Maurice B. Thock- 
morton, deceased. 

Miss Fannie Shuford, to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county of 
Calheun and State of Alabama, the appeintment of a postmaster for 
the said oftice having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

Eli S. Bray, to be postmaster at Paragould, in the county of Greene 
and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
oftice having, by law, become vested in the President cn and after Oc- 
tober 1, 1888. 

George L. McIntosh, to be postmaster at Chico, in the county of 
Butte and State of California, in the place of Robinson McG. Jones, 
resigned. 

‘els Kellerup, to be postmaster at Black Hawk, in the county of 
Gilpin and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Joseph B. Morton, to be postmaster at Yuma, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

O. Sherwood Todd, to be postmaster at Clintonville, in the county of 
New Haven and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1888. 

Walter W. Cowles, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county of 
Hartford and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a postmaster for 

~the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

William Hope, to be postmaster at Minot, in the county of Ward and 
Territory of Dakota, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President on and after October 
1, 1888. 

John T. McAneny, to be postmasterat Lisbon, in the county of Ran- 
som and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Burritt B. Breed, re- 
signed. 

George W. Pratt, to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county of Law- 
rence and Territory of Dakota, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
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Pike and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Octo- 
ber 1, 1888. 

Walter C. Newberry, to be postmaster at Chicago, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of S. Corning Judd, resigned. 

Lewis H. O’Conor, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of Cook 
and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the said of- 
fice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Octo- 
ber 1, 1888. 

Harry M. Rolston, to be postmaster at Kensington, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Mrs. Kittie L. Scott, to be postmaster at Galena, in the county of Jo 
Daviess and State of Illinois, in the place of D. Wilmot Scott, de- 
cexsed. 

Samuel P. Tufts, to be postmaster at Centralia, in the county of 
Marion and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel G. Kell, removed. 

Morman Fisher, to be postmaster at Huntingburgh, in the county of 
Dubois and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Benjamin F. Price, to be postmaster at Seymour, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Indiana, in the place of Alexander A. Davison, 
resigned. 

John J. Brennan, to be postmaster at Correctionville, in the county 
of Woodbury and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, becoine vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

George A. Enright, to be postmaster at Marcus, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Peter Johnson, to be postmaster at Estherville, in the county of Em- 
met and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc- 
tober 1, 1888. 

R. E. Kearney, to be postmaster at Sheldon, in the county of O’ Brien 
and State of Iowa, in the place of J. J. Hartenbower, resigned. 

Nicholas C. Stanton, to be postmaster at West Liberty, in the county 
of Muscatine and State of Iowa, in the place of Jonathan Maxson, whose 
commission expired January 15, 1888. 

John B. Wilson, to be postmaster at Corning, in the county of Adams 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Henry F. Dale, resigned. 

John M. Barnes, to be postmaster at Lyndon, in the county of Osage 


| and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 


| 
| 
| 


having, by law, become vested in the President on and after October 
1, 1888. 

Henry C, Carter, to be postmaster at Baldwin, in the county of Doug- 
jas and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc- 
tober 1, 1888. 

Dennis Foley, to be postmaster at Coolidge, in the county of Ham- 
ilton and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
ofiice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc- 
tober 1, 1888. 

Willard N. Meyer, to be postmaster at Leoti, in the county of Wichita 
and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President on and after October 1, 
1888. 

John A. Simons, to be postmaster at Greenleaf, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Kansas, in the place of Charles F. Howe, resigned. 

ktichard T. Hanson, to be postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the parish 
of Ascension and the State of Louisiana, in the place of Camille Mollere, 
removed. 

Joseph Lawler, to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of Maine, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 


| office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc- 


tober 1, 1888. 

William A. Frothingham, to be postmaster at South Paris, in the 
county of Oxford and State of Maine, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 


said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after | and after October 1, 1888. 
| Patrick Hamill, to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county of Gar- 


October 1, 1888. 

John B. Roberts, to be postmaster at Sandersville, in the county of 
Washington and State of Georgia, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

Lewis T. Brock, to be postmaster at Bellevue, in the county of Altu- 


rett andState of Maryland, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 

office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc- 

tober 1, 1888. 

| Albert J. Almoney, to be postmaster at Rockville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Maryland, the appointment of a postmaster 





ras and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Oliver S. Glenn, removed. | for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President om 
Levi Booth, to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county of Peoria | and after October 1, 1888. 


and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 


having, by law, become vested in the President on and after October 
1, 1888, 


’ 
Charles W. Jones, to be postmaster at Griggsville, in the county of | 


Carrie L. Bourne, to be postmaster at Auburndale, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of George L. Bourne, 
| deceased. 

John E. Burns, to be postmaster at West Quincy, in the county of 
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Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

True T. Locke, to be postmaster at East Pepperell, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

Charles G. Perry, to be postmaster at Hyannis, in the county of Barn- 
stable and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

James P. Richardson, to be postmaster at West Medford, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after April1, 1888. 

Josiah G. Miller, to be postmaster at Bangor, in the county of Van 
Buren and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

L. Loana Stacy, to be postmaster at Tecumseh, in the county of 
Lenawee and State of Michigan, in the place of Consider A. Stacy, de- 
ceased. 

Albert P. McIntyre, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1883. 

Almond B. Davis, to be postmaster at Winnebago City, in the county 
of Faribault and State of Minnesota, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1888. 

Byron Lemly, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Hinds 
and State of Mississippi, in the place of Wirt Adams, deceased. 

Jeremiah J, Hennessy, to be postmaster at White Sulphur Springs, 
in the county of Meagher and Territory of Montana, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1888. 

Isaac Conner, to be postmaster at Ponca, in the county of Dixon and 
State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President on and after October 
1, 1883. 

William J. Brennan, to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Cheyenne and State of Nebraska, in the place of William J. Brennan, 
whose commission expired July 1, 1888. 

Adelia M. Barrows, to be postmaster at Hinsdale, in the county of 
Cheshire and State of New Hampshire, in the place of Warren §, Bar- 
rows, deceased. 

Rufus F. Ingalls, to be postmaster at Gorham, in the county of Coos 
and State of New Hampshire, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

John B. Noyes, to be postmaster at Berlin Falls, in the county of 
Coos and State of New Hampshire, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

Woolsey H. Alpaugh, to be postmastar at Boundbrook, in the county 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1888. 

Mary F. Strong, to be postmaster at Matawan, in the county of Mon- 
mouth and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

James H. Wynne, to be postmaster at Edgewater, in the county of 
Bergen and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

Charles J. Ackert, to be postmaster at New Paltz, in the county of 
Ulster and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Augusta B. Berard, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 
Orange and State of New York, in the ‘place of Augusta B. Berard, 
whose commission expired March 12, 1883. 

Don C. Bishop, to be postmaster at Pulaski, in the county of Orange 
and State of New York, in the place of John T. McCarty, removed. 

John H. Grapotle, to be postmaster at Cape Vincent, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1888. 

James R. Green, to be postmaster at Honeoye Falls, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

E. Walker Griffis, to be postmaster at Hancock, in the county of 
Delaware and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for 
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the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

Patrick Guinan, to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of Livings- 
ton and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
April 1, 1887. 

Charles S. Harvey, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of Co- 
lumbia and State of New York, in the place of J. Rider Cady, removed. 

David H. Jennings, to be postmaster at Far Rockaway, in the county 
of Queens and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

Jeremiah Medbury, to be postmaster at Cuba, in the county of Alle- 
gany and State of New York, in the place of George H. Swift, removed. 

Hobart J. Sioore, to be postmaster at Hammondsport, in the county 
of Steuben and State of New York, in the place of David Casterline, 
removed. 

John Norton, to be postmaster at Glen Cove, in the county of Queens 
and State of New York, in the place of John W. Campbell, resigned. 

Emma J. Saliers, to be postmaster at Floral Park, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

George H. Thompson, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in the place of Ira Dorrance, re- 
moved. 

James C. Truman, to be postmaster at Binghamton, in the county of 
Broome and State of New York, in the place of Edward H. Freeman, 
removed. 

Thomas D. Van Devort, to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the county 
of Chautauqua and State of New York, in the place of Clarence M. 
Reed, removed. 

Ellis Williams, to be postmaster at Granville, in the county of Wash- 
ington and State of New York, in the place of Benjamin F. Ottarson, 
whose commission expired April 30, 1888. 

John C. Hunt, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county of David- 
son and State of North Carolina, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

John M. Thomas, to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of Union 
and State of North Carolina, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

James B. Christopher, to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the county 
of Greene and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and <fter 
October 1, 1888. 

Edward Donahue, to be postmaster at Middlebury, in the county of 
Summit and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc- 
tober 1, 1888. 

John E. Hanna, to be postmaster at McConnelsville, in the county of 
Morgan and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Webb E. Harmon, to be postmaster at Harbor, in the county of Ash- 
tabula and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Micajah Nutt, to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county of Pike 
and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President on and after October 
1, 1888. 

David S. Spriggs, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of No- 
ble and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
oflice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Joseph H. Windan, to be postmaster at Carey, in the county of Wy- 
andot and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Patrick J. Duggan, to be postmaster at Dunmore, in the county of 
Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1888. 

Robert I. Fleming, to be postmaster at Lock Haven, in the county of 
Clinton and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William W. Rankin, 
deceased. 

Francis Laird, to be postmaster at Saltsburgh, in the county of 
Indiana and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1888. 

Grove G. Messenger, to be postmaster at Ridgway, in the county of 
Elk and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of James H. Hagerty, re- 
moved, 
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of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1888 

Jacob Ritzman, to be postmaster at Osceola Mills, in the county of 
Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office ha x, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, Ifs8 

J. Andrew hilbe, to be postmaster at Tamaqua, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of David R. Boyer, 
resigued. 

in ©. Hunter, to be postmaster at Union, in the county of Union 


and State of South Carolina, the appointment of a postmaster for the 


said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 188%. 
William C. Penn, to be postmaster at Humboldt, in the county of 


Sta ‘ennesst 


1 eof " 


Gibson and e, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said oflice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
Oct Sf : 


eI iS 


the said oflice having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 

Mrs. Cora E. Clark, to be postmaster at Whitesborough, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said oflice having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

William F. Weaver, to be postmaster at Will’s Point, in the county 
of Van Zandt 1 
the said office having, by law, 
after October 1, 1888. 
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tichard J. Haller, to] 
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become vested in the President on and 
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and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President on and after October 
1 
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October 1, 1888. 

James H. Rodefler, to be postmaster at Woodstock, in the county of 
Shenandoah and State of Virginia, in the place of Daniel Lichliter, 
Whose commission expired May 21, 1888. 

idgar H. Davis, to be postmaster at Keyser, in the county of Min- 
eral and State of West Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for 


the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

William C. Brawley, to 1 
Juneau and State ol 
deceased, 


postmaster at Mauston, in the county of 
Wisconsin, in the place of Thomas P. Naughtin, 


c 


Lincoln and State « 
the said oflice having 
after October 1, 1588. 

George A. Loth, to 
ron and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Alexander J. McRae, to be postmaster at West Superior, in the 
county of Douglas and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1888. 


Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for 
, by law, become vested in the President on and 


SURVEYOR-GENERAL. 


G. Parker Norton, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be surveyor-general 
of Utah, vice William G. Bowman, deceased. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


office at Taylor’s Falls, Minn., vice Lucas K. Stannard, term expired. 

Ira M. Krutz, of Indianapolis, Ind., to be register of the land office 
at North Yakima, Wash., vice James H. Thomas, whose term of office 
will expire December 20, 1888. 


INDIAN AGENT, ETC. 


T 


Perceé agency in Idaho, vice George W. Norris, resigned. 

William Rusler, farmer at Lac Court Oreilles reservation, Wiscon- 
sin, to be agent for the Indians of the La Pointe agency in Wisconsin, 
vice James Gregory, resigned. 


A. 


NOMINATION WITHDRAWN. 


the State of Wisconsin. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


ite of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for | 


postmaster at Marion, in the county of Smyth | 


John 8. Yearwood, to be postmaster at Sweet Water, in the county | 
of Monroe and State of Tennessee, the appointment of a postmaster for | 


| 





Ltobert H. Jones, to be postmaster at Martinsville, in the county of | 
Henry and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for the | 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 13, 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Evecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 13, 1888. 
ENVOY EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
Perry Belmont, of New York, to be envoy extraordinary and minis 


ter plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE 
Post chaplain. 
William Joseph Larkin, of Illinois, to be post chaplain in the Army 


ARMY. 


of the United States. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 13, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
H. MILBurn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 


ANNEXATION OF CANADA. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 240) authorizing the President of the United States 
to negotiate with reference to the unity and assimilation with the 


| United States of the Dominion of Canada, or one or more of the provinces 


thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTRIC-LIGHT PLANT, MARINE HOSPITAL, NEW ORLEANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate ofan appropriation for the estab- 
lishment of an electric-light plant atthe United States marine hospital, 
New Orleans, La.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHTING THE STATUE OF LIBERTY, NEW YORK HARBOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury transmitting an estimate from the Light-House 
Board of an additional appropriation for lighting the Statueof Liberty, 
New York Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


; tions, and ordered to be printed. 


Charies Chafee, to be postmaster at Rhinelander, in the county of 


Joseph Kronenberg, of Pine City, Minn., to be register of the land 


H. T. Tomie, of Minnesota, to be agent for the Indians of the Nez 


I withdraw the nomination which was sent to the Senate on the 10th 
of December, 1888, of Emil Drews, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in 


REGISTER OF DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 


: State of an appropriation for the purchase of the Historical Register of 
! the Diplomatic and Consular Service, prepared by George Bartle; which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
APPROPRIATION FOR PUBLIC LIBRARY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


| of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Librarian of Con- 
: gress of an appropriation for the service of the Library for the fiscal 


be postmaster at Rice Lake, in the county of Bar- ! : 
| and ordered to be printed. 





year 1890; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the House, a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, with accompanying papers, respect- 
ing the proposed bridge over the Ohio River between Louisville, Ky., 
and Jeffersonville, Ind.; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


PURCHASE OF MILITARY SITES, MAUMEE VALLEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting report, submitted by the Chief of Engi- 
neers, on the results of examination of historic ground, location, and 
military works in the Maumee Valley, with an estimate of their prob- 
able cost if purchased by the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the com- 
missioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company, transmitting 
his annual report for the year ending December 3, 1888; which was re- 
ferred to the Commitiee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH SMITH, ADMINISTRATRIX, VS. UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact by that court 
in the case of Elizabeth Smith, administratrix of John Putnam, de- 
ceased, vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the presi- 
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dent of the Board of Managers of the National Homes for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting his report for the fiscal year 1838; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Should not that go to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 
propriations makes provision for the home. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But this is an estimate, I understand. 

The SPEAKER. It is not an estimate, but a statement as to the 
condition of the soldiers’ homes. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 


clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting opinions of law and fact by 


the court in certain spoliation claims; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. GROSVENOR, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. DouGuERty, until January 3 next, on account of impor- 
tant business, 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT TUNNEL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the exist- 
ence and powers of the joint select committee in respect to the Washington 
Aqueduct tunnel and the water supply of Washington, created by the concur- 
rent resolution of the two Houses passed October 8, 1885, be continued during 
the present session of Congress to such time after January 1, 1889, as shall be 
necessary, inthe judgment of said committee, for the complete execution of its 
duties. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of that resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the resolution ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The object is to extend the time within which 
the joint select committee for the investigation of the aqueduct tun- 
nel may report. It will be remembered that it was limited to Janu- 
ary 1, and this resolution extends the time as long as may be neces- 
sary beyond that date during the present session. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER announced as managers on the part of the House on 
the conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on tbe bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the 
Department of Agriculture and to create an Executive Department to 
be known as the Department of Agriculture, Mr. HarcH, Mr. WHITING 
of Michigan, and Mr. Funston. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 2254) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ella M. Grover; 

A bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of C. B. Wilson; and 

A bill (H. R. 11764) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for the contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 





Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [call for the regular order, which is the call 
of committees for reports. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has demanded the 
regular order. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw it for the present. 
RESIGNATION OF CHAIRMANSHIPS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McCREARY. At the commencement of the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress I was appointed chairman of the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and was also second on the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. Mr. Belmont has recently resigned as a member of the House 
of Representatives, which makes me chairman of the Committee on Fon 
eign Affairs, and [ therefore resign the position of chairman of the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to resign his place on 
the Committee on Private Land Claims ? 

Mr. MCCREARY. I resign the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, but I desire to retain my place as a member o! 
that committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the resignation of the 
gentleman from Kentucky as chairman of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims will be accepted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEAVER. Under the rules governing such cases the chairman- 
ship would devolve upon myself, inasmuch as I am second upon the 
Committee on Private Land Claims; but I am also chairman of the 
Committee on Patents and can not act in the capacity of chairman of 


The Committee on Ap- | 
in order, being the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. GLOVER]. 
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the Committee on Private Land Claims, and therefore I resign the 
chairmanship of that committee, but wish to retain my place on the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the resignation of the 
gentleman from Iowa will be accepted, and the Chair will appoint as 
chairman of the Committee on Private Land Claims the next member 


There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iask unanimous consent to offer 
ply for reference to the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Tuesday, the 8th day of January, 1889, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideration of Senate bill 405, not 
to interfere with the consideration of revenue and general appropriation bills, 
and that this shall be a continuing order until such bill shall be disposed of. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 

The SPEAKER. 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

The SPEAKER. 
ports. 


. resolution sim- 


I hope the title of the bill will be read. 
The resolution is introduced for reference to the 
The resolution will be so referred. 

I now demand the regular order. 

The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
OATHS OF NOTARIES PUBLIC. 

Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bil! (S. 622) to amend section 2805 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States so as to allow oaths to be administered by 
notaries public; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COURT AT QUINCY, ILL. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11638) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for a term of court at Quincy, Lli.,’’ approved August 8, 1888 ; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

TO EQUALIZE THE PAYMENT OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 11282) to equalize the payment and do jus- 
tice to the officers, soldiers, and sailors of the United States in the iate 
rebellion, who were paid in currency commonly called greenbacks. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is a subject that has already been re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs report the bill back so that the Committee on Military 
Aftiairs may be discharged from its further consideration. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs will be discharged from the consideration of the bill, and 
it will be referred to the Committee on WarClaims. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 6922) for the relief of George W. Graham, for the 
purpose of having it referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. HOUK. ‘That is a House bill which went to the Senate and 
came back with an amendment. It was unanimously reported from 
the Committee on War Claims. I have conferred as to the bill with 
the chairman of the committee, but I see that heis not present, and I 
desire to concur in the Senate amendment, which lessens the term of 
service for those who seek relief. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate amendment be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee asks unanimous 
consent that the Senate amendment be concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘“‘September 18”’ and insert ‘‘July 1.” 

The SPEAKER. 


Is there objection to concurrence in the Senate 
amendment? 


The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

BONDS OF DISBURSING OFFICERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
hack unfavorably the bill (H. R. 8 in relation to bonds of disburs- 
ing or other officers and to monthly payments of the Army, and asked 
for non-concurrence in the amendments of the Senate. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 


~s> 
Sie 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
ed, That this bill pass with an amendment. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Military Affairs report the 
bill back with the recommendation to non-concur in said amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state this is an irregular proceed- 
ing, but if there be no objection the Chair will entertain the request of 
the gentleman. 
The Clerk re ported the amendment 


Strike out lines | to 6 


September 


7 3, 1833: 


Resol 


rn ‘ 
iS fOLLOWS 


in insert 
Chat for the faithful discharge of the duties of any disbursing officer or other 
officer of the Army the Secretary of War may accept as surety or sureties on 
the bond of such officer an incorporated guaranty company, and may accept 
such individuals, or both,and such bond would be in lieu of former bords of 
such officer, except to liabilities accruing subsequent tothe date of approval of 
d bond.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


lusive, and 


I ask that the portion to be stricken out be read, 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that it was wholly irregular 
during the call of committees for reports to consider the report. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope my colleague [Mr. Payson] will not 
be less courteous than I have been to him. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object to this bill on principle. I object to having 
incorporated bodies upon any bonds. That is the ground upon which 
I make my objection. . 

J. P. FOLEY. 


Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a substi- 
tute (H. R. 11781) for the bill (H. R. 9482) for relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of J. P. Foley, deceased, late a captain in the United States 
Army and assistant adjutant-general of United States volunteers; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL FREMONT. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2395) authorizing the President to appoint 
and retire John C. Frémont as a major-general in the United States 
Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARGARET DURAND. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11295) granting a pension to Margaret 
Durand, hospital nurse; which-was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM DOWNEY. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11412) granting a pension to William 
Downey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHRISTIAN MANUAL. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11369) granting a pension to 
Christian Manual; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. LLOYD. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7566) granting a pension to 
George W. Lloyd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Houge on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MATILDA WEED. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9323) granting a pension to Ma- 
tilda Weed; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ANNIE MAY PIFER. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to 
Annie May Pifer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sever- 
ally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 9158) to increase the pension of James Rush, of Com- 
pany K, Fifteenth Illinois Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. ie granting a pension to Sarah A. Tryon; 

A bill (H. R. 11265) granting a pension to James H. Worthin; and 

A bill (H. R. 10863) granting a pension to George Weggeman. 

MARY JANE HARRIS. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Harris; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADALINE A. SMYTH. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (S. 2765) granting a pension to Ada- 
line A. Smyth; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. F : _ 


JOSEPH H. HARWOOD. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 3114) granting a pension to Joseph 
Harwood; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (S. 3456) granting a pension to David O. Sanborn; and it 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 10983) increasing the pension of John Akers; 

A bill (H. R. 11095) granting a pension to James D. Foster; and 

A bill (H. R. 10227) granting a pension to Joseph H. Heiser. 

JAMES METCALF. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 11311) granting a pension to 
James Metcalf; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MARIA BRASTED. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably a bill (H. R 6598) granting a pension to Maria 
Brasted; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES, 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back adversely the bill (S. 3467) to-_prevent the introduction 
of contagious diseases from one State to another, and for the punish- 
mentof certain offenses; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

OATHS IN PENSION CASES, ETC. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, also, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back adversely the bill (8. 1596) in relation to oaths in 
pension and other cases; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF PUBLIC PROPERTY. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, also, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, reported back adversely the bill (S. 539) amending section 3749 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating te the disposition of 
property of the United States, and repealing the first paragraph of sec- 
tion 3208 of the Revised Statutes; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed4 

REPRINT OF BILL. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. On behalf of the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, I ask that House bill No. 8184, known as the Pacific Railroad 
funding bill, be reprinted, with the accompanying report, for the use of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. P&E addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The hour for the consideration of bills begins at 
thirty-three minutes after 12 o’clock. The call rests with the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, which had consumed one hour, and at the ex- 
piration of that time had a measure under consideration; it is there- 
fore, under the rules, entitled to another hour or so much of an hour ar 
may be required to conclude that bill. By unanimous consent of the 


House this remaining hour belonging to the committee was over; 
and the gentleman from Arkansas now claims it on Shalt of the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent that as the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds was called at a time when I was neces- 
sarily absent from the House, the committee be allowed their hour, 
not to interfere with the hour now to be occupied by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Drs- 
BLE] asks unanimous consent that the Chair shall return in this call 
to the Committee on Public Buil and Grounds, and that the com- 
mittee, after the Committee on Affairs shall have occupied its 
time, shall be allowed its privilege under the rule providing this hour 
for the consideration of bi . 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds will be reached before a great while under the regular call. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Our committee was called just at the close of the 
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session, and I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will not object to 
this request. It is a privilege which has always been granted to other 
committees under like circumstances. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina? 
Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman is in error in stating that this 
rivilege has always been granted under similar circumstances; it has 
n refused in a number of cases. I do not wish to be placed in the 
position of objecting in this particular case to a privilege ordinarily 


granted. 4 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] 
objects to the request. . 
Mr. McMILLIN. We = I believe, $9,000,000 for public 
buildingsat the last session; and I do not think there is any necessity for 
expediting this class of business. 
CLAIMS OF WESTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER, The hour ins at thirty-five minutes past 12 
o’clock. Theonly privilege to which the Committee on Indian Affairs is 
now entitled under the rule is to complete the consideration of the 
bill which was before the House when the hour of the committee ex- 
pired. The bill which the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] has 
sent to the desk is a private bill, and can not at any rate be considered 
during this hour. 

Mr, PEEL. It is the bill which was under consideration, although 
it may be of a private ter. 

The SPEAKER. House bill 1407, to authorize the Court of Claims 
to hear and determine and render final judgment upon the claims of 
the Old Settler or Western Cherokee Indians was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the 9th of October last, and is still there. 

Mr. PEEL. The point as to this being a private bill was waived, 
because we entered upon the consideration of it, and the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, if the House entered upon the consider- 
ation of the bill, its consideration wili be continued; but under the 
rule it could only be taken up in this hour by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, members may not be familiar with the 
terms of this bill—— 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole, and the 
gentleman will have to make the proper motion in order to reach it. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask that the bill be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
gentleman from Arkansas will proceed. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask that the bill be read; it is not very long. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1407) to authorize Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render 


—_ judgment upon the claim of the Old Settler or Western Cherokee In- 
ns, 


The 


Be it enacted, elc., That the claim of that part of the Cherokee Indians known 
as the Old Settlers or Western Cherokees against the United States, which claim 
was set forth in the report of the Secretary of the Interior to Congress of Feb- 
ruary 3, 1883 (said report being made under act of Congress of August 7, 1882), 
and ¢ontained in Executive Document No. 60 of the second session of the Forty- 
seventh ee be, and the same hereby is, referred to the Court of Claims 
for adfi:dication; and jurisdiction is hereby conferred on said court to try said 
cause, and to determine what sum or sumsof money, if any, are justly due from 
the United States to said Indians, arising from or growing out of treaty stipu- 
lations and acts of Congress relating thereto, after deducting all payments here- 
tofore actually made to said Indians by the United States, either in money or 
property ; and to try and determine all questions that may arise in such cause 
on behalf of either party thereto and render final judgment thereon; and the 
Attorney-General is hereby directed to appear in behalf of the Government; 
and if said court shall decide nst the United States the Attorney-General 
shall, within thirty days from the rendition of judgment, appeal the cause to 
the Supreme Court of the United States; and from any judgment that may be 


rendered the said Indians may also appeal to said Supreme Court: Provided, 
That the ap of said Indians shall be taken within sixty days after the ren- 
pes meg of udgment, and said courts shall givesuch cause precedence: Pro- 


, That nothing in this act shall be accepted or construed as a con- 
fession that the Government of the United States is indebted to said Indians. 

Src, 2. That said action be commenced by a petition stating the facts on 
which said Indiaus claim to recover, and the amount of their claim; and said 
petition may be verified by the authorized agent or attorney of said Indiansas 
to the existence of such facts, and no other statement need be contained in said 
petition or verification. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs was 
read, as follows: 


After the word “ property,” in line 18 of section 1, insert the following: 

“And after deducting all offsets, counter-claims, and deductions of any and 
every kind and enaracter which should be allowed to the United States under 
any ee or provisions in said treatiesand laws contained, orto which 
the United Statesmay be entitled, and after fully considering and de- 
termining whether or not the said Indians have heretofore adjusted and settled 
their said claim with the United oom, © being the intention of this act toallow 
said clntoa, sothal thn tighic, Lepsl sad eusinchin Goth ee an ed ee 

an ie o e ta 

of said Indians may be fally considered © and determined.” os 


Mr. PEEL, Mr. Speaker, it will be observed from the reading of 
this bill that its object is to refer the subject-matter in dispute between 
this branch of the Cherokee Indians and the United States to the Court 
of Claims, with the right to investigate all matters, either legal or 
equitable, growing out of the differences, and with the right of either 
party to appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. It is made 

upon the Attorney-General of the United States to appeal 
should judgment be found against the Government. 


The bill looks to a final settlement of this claim. It is impossible 
for any other tribunal to determine this question satisfactorily to either 
party, from the fact that the question turns entirely upon the construc- 
tion of the treaties. ‘It is strictly a legal question. The facts are sim- 
ple, and in regard to them there is very little disagreement between 
the parties. The whole question turns upon the construction of the 
treaties and the acts of Congress relating thereto. 

Therefore it is absolutely necessary that the court of last resort, the 
judicial tribunal of the country, should pass on this question and put 
it at rest one way or the other. 

This claim has been thoroughly investigated by the Interior Depart- 
ment. It has been investigated by a special accountant authorized by 
resolution, who brings the Government into debt to these Indians in a 
large sum. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Price, also made 
investigation and agreed with this special accountant. I have investi- 
gated it myself and disagree with them in regard to the construction of 
the law governing this case. Therefore I have always been in favor, 
and so said at the time I made my report, of the bill proposing to pay the 
money directly to theseparties. I wasin favor of its going to the courts, 
as the only proper place where this matter could be determined. 

Under the Bowman act the Senate referred this case to the Court of 
Claims. Under thatact that court could do nothing but find the facts. 
Their finding under one construction of the treaty was that $400,000 
would be due to these Indians, and under a different construction only 
the sum of $4,000. Under either construction of the treaty asreported 
by the Court of Claims there would be something due to these Indie ns, 
The court did not have the power to determine as to the construction 
of the law, and consequently could not settle this matter. 

There is nothing, Mr. Speaker, in the bill except a provision for the 
reference of this case to the courts to determine the question which re- 
lates, as I have already stated, to the construction of law. If we owe 
these people anything we are, as a matter of course, in favor of paying 
it to them. If, however, we do not owe them anything the Govern- 
ment is entitled to know it. 

Under the proposition of the Senate whatever is due to these Indians, 
whatever may be found due is drawing 5 per cent. interest every day 
it is allowed to remain unpaid. Therefore the sooner we know what 
is due and it is paid the sooner the matter will be settled, and the bet- 
ter it will be both for the Indians and the Government. 

With this short statement, I will not longer detain the House, but 
if any gentleman wishes to ask me a question I will answer it to the 
best of my ability. 

* Mr. KILGORE. What amount is involved in this bil!? 

Mr. PEEL. That will depend on what construction the court gives 
the treaty. The Court of Claims reports under the Bowman act under 
one construction the Indians would be entitled to $400,000, while under 
another they would be entitled to only $4,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. What amount is claimed by the Indians? 

Mr. PEEL. They claim $400,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. When did this accrue? 

Mr. PEEL. Under the treaty of 1846. I+ is aquestion which arises 
under the treaty of 1835, which was adjusted in the treaty of 1846; 
that is, the items in dispute in regard to the transportation and sub- 
sistence of these Indians were put aside as stipulated in the treaty of 
1842. It has been in the Departments and before Congress all the 
time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does this give the right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court? 

Mr. PEEL. It makes it mandatory upon the Attorney-General to 
appeal if the case goes against the Government. It at the same time 
gives discretion to the Indians to appeal if they so wish. The bill is 
prepared with care. It is provided, on the part of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, every defense legal or equitable on the part of the Government 
shall be set up. 

If there is no other gentleman desirous to speak on this question I 
will demand the previous question. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest to the chairman an amendment 
giving to the Attorney-General the same time in which to appeal as is 
given to the Indians. 

Mr. PEEL. Thirty days are enough. 

Mr. PERKINS. Sixty days are given to the Indians. 

Mr. PEEL. Thirty days, I think, is sufficient time for the Aitor- 
ney-General, but if the gentleman does not think that is enough, I will 
withdraw the demand for the previous question to allow him to offer 
his amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move, on page 3, line 1, to insert ‘‘sixty*’ in 
place of *‘ thirty.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question next recurred on the amendment of the committee to 
insert as follows: 

Andafter deducting all offsets, counter-claims, and deductions of any and every 
kind and character which should be allowed to the United States under any 
valid provision or provisions in said treaties and laws contained, or to which 
the United States may be otherwise entitled, and after fully considering and de- 
termining whether or not the said Indians have heretofore adjusted and settled 


their said claim with the United States, it being the intention of this act to allow 
the said Court of Claims unrestricted latitude.in adjusting and determining the 
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said claim, so that the rights, legal and equitable, beth of the United States and 
of said Indians, may be fully considered and determined. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to a third reading; and it was accordingly read.the third time, and 

sed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MILITIA, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The Committee on the Militia was called. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I desire on behalf of the Committee 
on the Militia te call up fer present consideration the bill which I send 
te the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OATES in the chair). 
will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 657) to amend an act entitled “‘An act more effectually to provide for 
en connstentinn of the militia of the District of Columbia,” passed the 3d day of 

Mr. McADOO. After a short statement I will ask unanimous con- 
sent to forego the first formal reading of this bill. 

When the Committee on the Militia was last called in the morning 
hour during the past summer we brought forward a House bill exactly 
similar toe this—that is to say, that after the House bill had been read 
and discussed and amended up to the last hour and just preceding a 
vote on its final passage, the hour expired, and I was unable, there- 
fore, to bring the House to a vote upon it. 

The Senate bill that I now send to the desk is the House bill as it 
sbeod at the close of the discussion, to wit, with the various amendments 
made by the House to it. I would ask, therefore, that the reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, and that we proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That oucht not to be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think the House onght to pass any bill 
without having it read. 

Mr. McADOO. But this bill has been read. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLount], who objected when the House bill was up for 
consideration, I see is now in his place. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the bill 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from New Jersey is not the same 
bill as that heretofore read in the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This bill has never been read. 

Mr. McADOO. This bill comes from the Senate Calendar, and is a 
bill relating to the militia, being in all respects identical with the 
House bill to which I have referred as amended by the Honse. 

The House bill failed of its passage through the House because of the 
expiration of the hour. I can not bring that bill up, I believe, in this 
hour; but this billis the same exactly as the House bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is this a Senate bill? 


The Clerk 


Mr. McADOO. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has it been referred? 

Mr. McADOO. I understand so. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know as a matter of fact if it has 
been. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not informed as to that. 

Mr. McADOO. I suppose the Journal Clerk has a reeord of the fact. 
I can not myself speak with any certainty in regard to it. The printed 
copy, With the reference memoranda, is now in the Clerk’s hands. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that this bill 
has been referred, but not reported. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I submit that it is not in order to be ealled 
up now. It is not in the power of the committee to bring it up fer con- 
sideration, as it is not in the House at all. The House has directed the 
committee te consider it, and they have not done so. 

Mr. McADOO. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
— of order made by the gentleman from Georgia is good. The bill 

3 pot been reported and is not on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand now that this bill has not even passed 
thé Senate, although that which has been sent to the desk seems to be 
a Senate bill. However, I will not make any further issue upen that 
point. 

Mr. McADOO. I acted entirely in calling up this Senate bill upon 
information furnished to me by the friends of the measure, who were 
intelligent gentlemen, and brought me a copy of the bill stating that 
it had the Senate; and my recollection is that the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Militia and reported back. I proceeded 
upon that assumption. There is probably some mistake as to whether 
the bill sent up is the one which passed the Senate, as, coming in just 
as the committee was called, I was obliged to act hastily. 

However, | wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The will state it. 

Mr. McADOO. When the Committee on the Militia was rbached 
daring the lastsessien, I called up, as I have stated, a House bill which 
had been reported by the committee in reference to the organization of 
the militia in the District of Columbia. It was read through in the 
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two hours and fully discussed, and various amendments were adopted, 
but the last hour to which the commiitee was entitled expired when 
we had reached the last lines of the bill, and before a final vote was 
taken on its I wish to ask if I am entitled to call that bill 
up now; and, if so, I shall do so. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In reference to that, Mr. Speaker, permit me to sug- 
gest that I do mot think it will be admissible. That bill has had its 
two hours, and under the rules of the House has gone to the Calendar 
of unfinished business. The gentleman therefore can not reach it in 
that way, if at allin this hour. It has had all the time to which it is 
entitled under the rule. 

Mr. McADOO. But I think we can get out of the difficulty, if the 
gentleman will allow me, by asking unanimous consent in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to go to the Calendar of unfinished business and 
take up in the House to-day in the hour to which the committee is en- 
titled that bill. This will save time and avoid a discussion of the rule, 
which may consume the hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think, Mr. Speaker, there are other bills equally 
Important, and I do not see why we should make a special exception 
in this case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule reads that each committee, 
when it is called, shall have the right to call up for consideration any 
bill reported by it ona previous day, on either the House or the Union 
Calendar. The Chair is of opinion that the fact that this has been con- 
sidered under that rule heretofore would not preclude its being called 
up again because it resumes its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But, as the rule says, on the Calendar of unfinished 
business, if the Chair will examine further. 

Mr. McADOO. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will not make 
that point. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Chair, I presume, has not finally disposed of 
this matter, and I would like to have the rule to which reference is 
made read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule provides that sucb business, 
if not concluded in the two hours allotted to each committee, goes on 
the Calendar as unfinished business, to be taken up in its order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And its order is when the Calendar of unfinished 
business is reached. We do not reach it in this hour for the considera- 
tion of any such bills, and I challenge information, Mr. Speaker, on 
the subject. I have never known such a practice in the House, and 
I know that the contrary idea has prevailed. I have never seen the 
Calendar of unfinished business reached yet except by a motion and at 
the proper time; and it would certainly be a novel course forthe House 
to assume new, ‘if I am correct in believing that heretofore ae 
has not prevailed. 

Mr. McADOO. I now move, the Speaker having ruled, that the 
House go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
unfinished business on the Calendar. 

“The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of unfinished business on the Calendar. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask to take from the Calendar of unfinished busi- 
ness the bill (i. R. 4961) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act more 
efiectually to provide for the organization of the militia of the District 
of Columbia,” passed March 3, 1803. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. McADOO. I wish tomakeashort statement. When the “ 
mittee on the Militia was last reached, this bill was considered and 
read to about the last line of it—— . 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The desire of the gentleman from New Jersey is to 
pass the Senate bill, which he claims to be exempt from the criticisms 
made to this bill. 

Mr. McADOO. Yes, sir. That is right. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will get unanimous consent 
to take that bill up. 

Mr. McADOO. Well, I ask unanimous consent to take up the Senate 
bill, which contains the House amendments. After the bill was con- 
sidered in the House the Senate a bill embodying the amend- 
ments of the House, so that the Senate bill is the House bill as 
amended. 


Mr. McADOO. You can do that. The gentleman offer it as 
a substitute if he thinks fit. I think we can get right. The 
House ball has now been amended, and about 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Then it is or may be a circumstance against the 
bill, when it has had two hours’ consideration, thatit can not go through. 
When a bill can not go through in two hours, generally there is some 
objection to it. I do not remember the provisions of the bill, and 
therefore I would ask that the bill be read, subject to the right to make 
objections. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It has been read. If the gentleman will allow me 
I wish to state what perhaps has not occurred to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, that the bill has already beenread. It has been read and con- 
sidered by paragraphs and nearly concluded in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand. , 

Mr. ROGERS. There is no definite statement, then, by my friend 
from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], or by any one who has charge of the 
bill, that the Senate bill is an exact fac-simile of the House bill as 
amended; and therefore I think before we adopt the Senate bill we 
ought to have it read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think, in fairness te the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, it should be said that the gentleman claims the bill as amended 
by the House is about the same as the Senate bill. 

Mr. McADOO. It is the same. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ifso, the gentleman may send this bill to the Sen- 
ate rather than have it defeated by taking up time with the Senate 
bill. I do not want the gentleman to waste his time. 

Mr. McADOO. I think Thad better make a statement. My recol- 
lection is that the House bill was nearly concluded or that it had only 
two or three lines to be read when it was before the Committee of the 
Whole. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think there is a misunderstanding all 
around. I will endeavor to clearit up. The bill which is now before 
the House isa bill which the House considered for two successive morn- 
ing hours. During those two morning hours the bill was fully dis- 
cussed. The gentleman from Georgia led the opposition to the bill. 
The bill was read line after line and paragraph after paragraph, and 
amendments were offered and adopted. At tlie last morning hour to 
which the committee was entitled the bi!l had not been finally acted 


upon. 
TThe CHAIRMAN, Up to the last section, as the Chair is informed 
by the Clerk. 
Mr. McADOO. Yes, sir. Now, I make the point that all that is 
is to have the reading of the bill finished. I claim that I 
am entitled to have the reading continued until the bill is finished and 
reported back to the House, whether favorably or unfavorably. Before 
that is done, however, I will make a brief statement about the bill, to 
. Tefresh the memory of gentlemen as to its contents. 
Mr. McMILLIN. if my friend will yield to me a moment, I wish 


to make the parliamentary point (so that we may have every advantage 


in case this question can not be amicably settled) that there is no rule 
under which this bill can be considered now, it having already had two 
hours’ consideration in Committee of the Whele. 

Mr. McADOO. That question has been settled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to the fact that the Speaker has just passed upon 
ome point and decided it adversely to the view presented by the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was not aware that there had been a ruling 


upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct as to a former ruling, 
but the Speaker has advised the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. OATES] to 
the effect that this bill is in order under this call. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I did not know that there had been any ruling 
at all upon it, and therefore I made the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment which the 
committee propose, the last section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
oe bill the following: 


3 the act ‘more effectually to provide for the organization of the 
militia of the District of Columbia, approved March 3, 1803,is hereby repealed.” 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. McADOO. This bill simply does for the militia of the District 
of Columbia what the States are doing for their own militia. The 
militia laws of the United States have not been amended or changed 
since 1803 up toa year ago. The original militia law, when this coun- 
try ennueee populated, was eae —_ who had reached the 
age -one years was a part militia; but as population 
increased it became to select a body from the mass of citi- 
zens who should constitute the armed, equipped, and discipiined mili- 
tia. The militia laws of the District of Columbia have remained sub- 
stantially unamended for nearly a hundred years, and this bill, as I 
have already said, simply allows Congress to do for the already organ- 
ized militia of this District that which the States do for their militia. 
In this connection I think it will be well to have read the report which 
accompanies the bill. 

The report (by Mr. McADoo) was read, as follows: 


eran aR, 20” enene ees witerwed or 


House 
bill 4961, to 


consideration 
ization of the militia of the District of Colum- 


organ 
having considered the same, beg leave to report as follows: 
relating to the militia are im mt. The militia are the popu- 
lar and defenders of Republic. The founders of the 


Republic, jealous of a large standing army made special constitutional provis- 
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ion for the militia. The citizen soldiery of the country have ever been on the 
side of liberty, and while defending just laws, preserving peace, and defending 
against foreign invasion, have never been the instruments of tyrants, nor the 
destroyers of free States. This bill places the militia of the District of Columbia 
on the same footing as those of the several States. 

The existing militia law for the District of Columbia was enacted in 1808. When 
that law was enacted the enrolled militia, which included every citizen between 
eighteen and forty-five years of age, was the essential and recognized military 
reserve of the country, and the law for the District of Columbia, like the laws 
of all the States, was framed with a view to instructing and utilizing it. As the 
population of the country increased, the necessity of requiring active duty from 
the whole body of the enrolled militia decreased, and became well-nigh im- 
practicable, and the States successively repealed the old militia laws and sub- 
stituted laws recognizing and providing for volunteer militia. In the District 
of Columbia the old law still remains in existence, though its provisions have 
been utterly disregarded for many years and the law has become not only ob- 
solete but impracticable. 

It being an axiom, recognized in the Constitution of our country, that a well 
regulated militia is necessary to the security of a republic, it would seem proper 
that at tne capital of the Republic the militia should be made a model organi- 
zation, and that the necessary legislation should be enacted to repeal these ob- 
solete laws. The fact that the militia of the District of Columbia might be, in 
case of need,a protection for the enormous amountof public preperty accu- 
mulated here, andin any and every crisis the firstdefenders of the capital, make 
it proper and desirable that the Government should extend tothe militia ofthe 
District the same aid and encouragement that is extended by the States to their 
loca! organizations. 


Although the proposed bill is long and apparently elaborate, it contains only 
the usual and necessary provisions that are included in the militia codes of 
nearly all the States. The bill carries with itno appropriation of money. Ex- 
penditures, other than issues from the reguiar storesof the Army, it is provided 
shall be estimated for in the annual estimate of appropriations for the District 
of Columbia, and thereby will be at all times within the control of Congress. 

The bill has been examined and approved by the War Department, is urged 
by the existing militia organizations of the District, and the committee report 
back the bill with amendments, striking out section 63, adding a section to re- 
peal the old law, and amending the title, and recommend that the bill as thus 
amended do pass. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask my colleague a question or 
two. Wherein does this bill differ from the law under which the mili- 
tia of this District is at present organized? 

Mr. McADOO. At present the militia is organized under the old 
adult militia law. The militia of this District at present is largely 
constituted of independent military companies who have simply or- 
ganized.themselves, and who pay their own expenses to a great degree. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is not that system working very well, and, un- 
der the existing organization, is there not a force large enough for all 
present purposes? I saw them parade on Thanksgiving Day, and it 

seemed to me that the display was a very creditable one and that the 
force was probably large enough to put down any incipient rebellion. 
| Laughter. ] 
| Mr. McADOO. I donot myself apprehend any great disturbance 
| here, and my colleague is a peaceful man I know. [{ Langhter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly; and therefore I am opposed to all 
this brass-mounted business. 

Mr. McADOO. I know that my colleague is of course opposed to 
everything thatis wrong. The display on Thanksgiving Day was the 
result of the efforts of one or two military gentlemen who organized it 
largely on their own responsibility, and if you do not do for the militia 
of the District what the States dofor their militia, what our own State 
does for its militia, you will discourage such men. I am just as much 
opposed to unnecessary pomp, glitter, and display of military forces 
in time of peace, and to what my colleague calls the ‘* brass-mveunted 
business,’ as he is, The militia are citizens as weil as soldiers, and 
eminently suited to our form of government. They do away with 
regular soldiers and furnish training to freemen to defend their rights 
and liberties, maintain the peace and dignity of the State, and repel 
invasion. A properly constructed militia is no menace to the people, 
but rather a safeguard. But our State, as the gentleman well knows, 
has expended very iarge sums of money for the maintenance of its 
militia. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman will pardon me; we are legislat- 
ing for the District of Columbia, not for the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. McADOO. I am trying to induce the House to do for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia what our State has done for it citizen seldiery— 
nothing more and nothing less. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Do you not ask more for the District militia 
than is necessary ? 

Mr. McADOO. Not atall. This matter was fully discussed when 
the bill was up before. We are simply trying to do for the District 
militia what the States are doing or have done for their militia. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What additional amount of expenditure will be 
imposed on the people of this District under the operation of this pro- 
posed bill, and what additional expenditure will be required at the 
hands of the National Government to carry out this measure when this 
organization is perfected under the bill? I ask this question for in- 
formation. 


Mr. McADOO. So far as this bill is concerned, it will not take one 
cent out of the Treasury. The bill does not carry a penny of appro- 
priation. It refers this whole matter to the District Committee. Cur 
own State, as the gentleman well knows, has expended large sums of 
money for purposes of this kind; it has bought camp-grounds and pro- 
vided armories through the local authorities. 

I suppose that if the District Committees of the two Houses of Con- 
gress should see fit they might report an appropriation to provide an 
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armory for the District militia. 
may be, it is impossible for me to state it exactly or even to give a 
rough estimate of the amount. 


As to the additional expenditure there 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam in favor of a proper militia; but it seems 
to me this bill goes far beyond anything that is needed 

Mr. McADOO. I repeat to my colleague, once for all, that this bill 
does not go as far as our own State has gone in this direction; and it 
does not contemplate the spending of so much money as we now ex- 
pend on our militia. 

There is in this city a large amount of public property which ought 
to be properly protected. We are not anticipating re on, Or war, 
or revolution, or riot, or anything of that sort; we believe that our citi- 
zens are all peaceable; but it has been the policy of all States and eom- 
munities to take necessary precautions for the protection of the public 
property; and this body of soldiery, composed of citizens of the District, 
might be available and very useful if any emergency should arise, which 
we all hope will not be the case. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
Apoo] yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Blount]? 

Mr. McADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chalenen: this bill is liable to objections which, 
if pointed out, my friend from New Jersey himself would, I think, ad- 
mit to be reasonable. The bill, when under discussion heretofore, 
was read very nearly through before any amendments were offered. 
Criticisms were made upon different features of the bill; but they came 
too late. Now find nothing in the record which relieves the bill from 
the criticism that horses are to be kept in the livery stables here at the 
Government expense for the use of these gentlemen of the militia on 
parade days, etc. Such a provision was in the bill, and I do not under- 
stand that it has been changed by amendment. 

Mr. McADOO. I have not the Journal before me, and can not recall 
to my memory all the amendments made to the bill. I only recollect 
that the gentleman from Georgia followed the reading very closely and 
offered, I think, quite a number of amendments, all of which, accord- 
ing to my recollection, I accepted. So that all the amendments which 
the gentleman proposed are, as I understand, a part of this measure 
and will have their place in the aménded bill if it should be passed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I do not find that the record as kept 
by the Clerk is in accord with my friend’s memory in reference to this 
matter. I did make some amendments—— 

Mr. McADOO. If the gentleman will call attention to any of 
the bill which he wishes to amend, I do not think there will any 
objection. I shall be very glad to have him ask unanimous consent to 
go back and take the horses out of the livery stables and give them the 
freedom of the streets. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think there are a good many comical things in 
this bill besides those that have been mentioned. 

Mr. McMILLIN. A gentleman connected with the Committee on 
Indian Affairs has suggested softo voce that it would be well to provide 
that the horses be kept on the reservations. 

Mr. McADOO. My distinguished friend from Kentucky[ Mr. BREcK- 
INRIDGE], who was the author of this bill, may remember something 
about the horse business. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not want to stir him up, because he is sensi- 
tive about this matter. 

Mr. McADOO. I trast my friend from Georgia will find the passages 
to which he objects. My time is not unlimited. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object to the gentleman from Georgia being in- 
terfered with. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
What is before the committee at present? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing but the observations of the gentleman 
from New Jersey. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McADOO. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
favorably to the House. 

Mr. WEAVER. I make the point of order that the motion of the 
gentleman from New Jersey is not in order while the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLouNt] is on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia has not the floor 
except with the consent of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. BLOUNYT. I desire to offer an amendment. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Does this bill make any provision for the colored 
troops ? 
Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out section 66, which proposes to 


repeal the act of March 3, 1803, providing for the organization of the 
militia of the District of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Georgia to the fact that that section has been passed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Such is not the record of the Clerk. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Section 67, which was in the nature of an amend- 
ment reported by the committee, was read and adopted. 

Mr. McADOO. IfIam entitled to the floor, I insist on my mo- 


tion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey moves that the 


committee rise and report the bill to the Hovi8e with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I rise toa liamen’ in Is that mo- 
tion debatable ? a a 


The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. McADOO. I insist on the motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it in order to have the amendments read which 
have been agreed to? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at this time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We would like to have the amendments read so we 
will know what we are voting on. 

Mr. McADOO. I ask for a division of the committee on the mo- 
tion to rise and report the bill. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 2. 

Mr. McADOO. I demand tellers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair we appoint as tellers Mr. McADoo 
and Mr. BLounr. 

Mr. McADOO. Is it in order to withdraw the demand for tellers 
and also the point of no quorum, as the hour is nearly out, and 
that the bill and amendments be printed in the Recorp, so that it may 
go over until to-morrow, when we have another hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLount] 
made the point of no quorum. 


Mr. BLOUNT, I withdraw it with the understanding stated by the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

There was no objection, and the bill and amendments were ordered 
to be printed in the REcorp. 

They are as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4961) to amend the act entitled “An act more effectually rovide 
oi the organization of the militia of the District of Columbia,” March 
Be it enacted, etc., That every able-bodied male citizen resident within the Dis- 

trict of Columbia, of the age of eighteen years and under the age of forty-five 

years, excepting persons exempted by section 2, and idiots, lunatics, common 
drunkards, vagabonds, pau , and persons convicted of any infamous crime 

shall be enrolled in the militia. Persons so convicted after enrollment che 

forthwith be disenrolled; and in all cases of doubt respecting the age of a per- 

son enrolled the burden of proof shall be upon him. 

Sec, 2. That in addition to the ms exem from enrollment in the mi; 
eral laws of the United States, follo ns shall also 
from enrollment in the militia of the District lumbia, i neneoiy 

vernment of the District of Columbia; ‘held commisst and officers 
ict of Columbia; officers who — missions in the 
regular or volunteer Army or Navy of the United States ; Officers who have 
served for a period of five years in militia of the District of Columbia or of 
any State of = United States; ministers of the gospel ; B mene A physicians; 
or and a of railroad trains; mem the paid police 
and fire ent. 
Sxc. 3. the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall provide for 
the enrollment of the militia, and for this puede may cee the assessors of 
taxes, at the same time a engaged in taking the assessment of valuation 
of real and puns ae pees y, to make a list of nee liable to enrollment; 
and such record med a sufficient notification to all persons whose 
names are thus recorded that they have been enrolled in the militia. Imme- 
ner after the completion of each enrollment they shall furnish the com- 

n 


mand ne general of the niilitia with a copy of the same 
Sec. 4. That the enrolled militia shall not be subject to any dut: except when, 
called into the service of the United aes. or to the civil a rities in the 


execution of the laws or a == of 
Sec. 5. That whenever it be necessary to call out any, portion of the en- 

rolled militia the commander-in-chief = = out, by draft or otherwise, 

or accept as volunteers, as many as req member of the en- 

rolled militia who volunteers, or who ise ordered 0 out or 

seen ee who does not appear at the time Se 
be arrested by order of the 


a court-martial. The portion of the 
shall be mustered into service for such period as ma be required, 
pending quant mee senye Rah © oes © ons of the active mili- 


r may organize them as the exigencies of the occasion may require. 
_ 6. That the President of the United States shall the commander-in- 
tia of the District of Columbia. 


shall be appointed and commissioned by the srepnens e of 
the Uni ted States a commanding general of the militia of the 


is appoin ood onan , but may cen ved at tiene by the’ rocco 
remo any 

Sec. 8. That the staff of the militia of ia of the District of Columba shall be wo- 

pointed an aan commissioned b: President — hold office until their suc- 

a oe and but may be removed at any time by the 

President. It sha t-general with the rank of lieutenant- 

colonel, one . oon quartermaster-general, one commissary- 


signed shall 
the Army entitles him when on 
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Guard of the District of Sciunbin; ana in the mili- 
in ated he are called into the service of the United 
on reqninad Se See as ee een re Se eno 
shal ordered into service. 
See It ational Guard shall consist of not more 


; of the N: 
on iececausnaiadlaiatay. ae shall be arranged by the command- 
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ing general into such regiments, battalions, and unattached companies as he 
may deem expedient; one battery of light artillery, one troop of cavalry, one 
signal corps, one ambulance corps, one engineer corps, one band of music, and 
one corps of field musicians. 

Sec. 12, That regiments of infantry shall consist of three battalions; and to 
each regiment there shall be one colonel and one lieutenant-colonel, and a staff 
to consist of one surgeon, one adjutant, one quartermaster, one inspector of rifle 
practice, and one chaplain, each with the rank of captain; and a non-commis- 
sioned staff, consisting of one sergeant-major, one quartermaster-sergeant, one 
a |} eyo and one Lospital steward. — 

See. 13. That talions of infantry shall consist of four com ies; and to 
each battalion there shall be one major; and a staff consisting of one surgeon, 
one adjutant, one quartermaster, and one inspector of rifle practice, each with 
the rank of first lieutenant; and a non-commissioned staff, consisting of one 
sergeant- or, one quartermaster-se: t,and one hospital steward. 

Sxc. 14, T to each company of infantry there shall be one captain, one first 
lieutenant, one second lieutenant, one first se t, four sergeants, one corporal 
to each ten privates, and not more than aiglay-coven privates; and the mini- 
mum number of enlisted men shall be forty. : 

Suc. 15. That to the troop of cavalry there shall be one captain, one first lieu- 
t ant, one second lieutenant, one first sergeant, one quartermaster-sergeant, 
five sergeants, eight corporals, two trumpeters, andnot more than eighty-three 
privates; and the minimum number of enlisted men shall be forty. 

Src. 16. That the ay 4 of light artillery shall have not less than four nor 
more than six guns. To four guns there shall be one captain, two first lieuten- 
ants, one second lieutenant, one first sergeant, one quartermaster-sergeant, five 
ee eight corporals, two buglers, and not more than eighty-two privates ; 
and the minimum number of enlisted men shall be fifty-seven. To more than 
four guns there shall be, for each additional gun, one sergeant, two cork jam 
and not more than twenty nor less than ten privates; for two additional guns 
there shall be one additional second lieutenant. 

Sec. 17. That to each signal corps, ambulance corps, and engineer corps there 
shall be one first lieutenant, two sergeants, two corporals, and not more than 
thirty-two nor less than fourteen privates. 

Src, 18. That the band of music shall consist of one chief musician, two ser- 
geants, two ccrporals, and thirty-two privates; and the corps of field music of 
one principal musician, two sergeants, two corporals, and thirty-two privates. 
The chief musician, principal musician, and other non-commissioned officers of 
the band and field music shall be appointed by the commanding general. 

See. 19. That when any company of the National Guard shall, for a period of 
not less than ninety days, contain less than the minimum number of enlisted 
men prescribed by this act, or, upon a duly ordered inspection, shall be found 
to have fallen below a proper standard of efficiency, the commanding general 
may either disband such company or consolidate it with any other company of 
the National Guard, and grant an honorable discha tothe supernumerary 
officers and non-commissioned officers produced by such consolidation. Officers 
and enlisted men discharged oy aaa of such disbanding or consolidation and 
at any time thereafter re-entering the service shall have allowed to them, as 
part of their term of service, the time already served. : 


ELECTION, APPOINTMENT, AND DISCHARGE OF COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 

Src, 20. That all officers shall be commissioned by the President of the United 
States. In time of peace, or when not in the service of the United States, they 
shall previously be elected or appointed as herein provided. No person com- 
missioned as an officer shall assume such rank or enter upon the duties of the 
office to which he may be commissioned until he has accepted such commission 
and taken such oath or affirmation as may be prescribed. 


Amendment of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union: Strike out, in section 20, the word ‘‘ appointed,’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ nominated; ’’ so it will read: ‘‘ be elected or 
nominated as herein provided.’’ 

Sec. 21. That the staff officers of a regiment or battalion shall be appointed 
by the permanent commander thereof. 

Sec, “2, That field officers of regiments or battalions shall be appointed by 


the commanding general. Captains and lieutenants ofcompanies shall be elected 
by the written votes of the enlisted men of the respective companies. 


Amendment of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union: Strike out, in sections 21 and 22, the word ‘‘ appointed ”’ 


in both cases where it occurs and insert in lieu thereof the word 
**nominated.’’ 


Src, 23. Thatelections of officers shall be ordered and held under such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the commanding general. 

Sec. 24. That every person accepting an election or appointment as an officer 
shall anes before an examining board, to be appointed by the commanding 
general, which board shall examine said officer as to his military and other 

ualifications. If any officer shall fail to appear before the board of examina- 
tion within thirty days after being notified, or shall fail to pass a satisfactory 
examination, the fact shall be certified by the board to the commanding general, 
who shall thereu declare the election or appointment of such officer null 
and void. If in the opinion of the board such officer is competent, and other- 
wise qualified, they 1 certify the fact to the commanding general, who shall 
thereupon recommend him to the President for commission. 


Amendment of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union: In section 24, strike out the word ‘‘appointment”’ in both 
cases where it occurs and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘nomination.’’ 


Sec. 2%. That a commissioned officer may be honorably discharged— 
Upon tender of resignation ; 
ee a eon to —— - belongs; 
pon re ofa of examination, o to f 
merken ee = Greene o r for failure appear before such 


He may be dismissed upon the sent f t- sal: aha te 
court of justice of an Suthenous — of a court-martial; conviction in a 


THE APPOINTMENT AND REDUCTION OF NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 
Sec. 26. That non-commissioned staff officers shall be appointed by the per- 


manent commander of the to which they belong; and t 
commanders of battalions alone the Samaemenienianes aiicaeed cam 
panies, upon the written nominat 


nm of the respective captains; but 

withhold such appointment if, in their judgment, there be proper a 4 one 
commissioned lew of unattached companies shall be appointed by their re- 
spective captains. The permanent commanderof any battalion or unattached 


company may reduce to the ranks any company non-commissioned officers of 
his ium 


ENLISTMENT AND DISCHARGE OF SOLDIERS, 
Sec. 27. Enlistment in the National Guard shall be for a term of three years: 


a , That any soldier who may have received an honorable dis- 
charge, by reason of the expiration of his term of service, may, within thirty 
days thereafter, re-enlist for a term of one, two, or three years, to date from the 
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expiration of his previous term. All terms of service, except in case of re-en- 
listment, shall commence at noon on the day of enlistment, and expire at noon 
on the day of discharge. 


Suc. 28. Every person enlisting in the National Guard shall sign an enlist- 


shall contain an oath of allegiance to the United States. The 


SEc, 29. That no enlisted man shall be honorably discharged before the ex- 


piration of his term of service, except by order of the commanding general, and 
for the following reasons: 


Upon his own application, mg by the commanding officer of his com- 
ers; 

Upon removal from the District; : 

Upon disability, established by certificate of a medical officer; 

To accept promotion by commission ; 

Whenever, in the opinion of the commanding general, the interest of the 


service demands such discha 


Src. 30. That enlisted men shall be dishonorably discharged by order of the 


commanding general : 


To carry out the sentence of a court-martial ; 
Upon conviction of felony in a civil court; 
Upon expulsion from his company in accordance with its by-laws or regula- 


tions; 


Upon discovery of re-enlistment after previous dishonorable discharge. _ 
Sec. 31. That every soldier discharged from the service of the District shali be 


furnished with a certificate of such discharge, which shall state clearly the rea- 
sons therefor. 
written or printed diagonally across their faces, in large characters, with red 
ink, and the re-enlistment clause will be erased by a line. 


Dishonorable discharges will have the word “‘ dishonorable”’ 


ARMS, UNIFORMS, AND EQUIPMENTS. 
Src. 32, That the uniforms, arms,and equipments of the National Guard shall 


be the same as prescribed and furnished to the Army of the United States. 
Every organization of the National Guard shall be provided with such ordnance 
and ordnance stores, clothing, camp and garrison equipage, quartermaster’s 
stores, medical supplies, and other military stores, as may be necessary for the 
proper training an 
the duties required under this act. Such property shall 
stores and supplies appropriated for the use of the Army, upon the approval and 
by the direction of the Secretary of War, to the commanding general, upon his 
requisitions for the same. The property so issued shall remain and continue to 
be the property of the United States and shall be accounted for by the command- 
ing general at such times, in manner, and on such forms as the Secretary of 
War may require, 

_ Sec. 33. That the commanding general may transfer all public property, re- 
ceived by him for the use of the National Guard under the provisions of this act, 
to the several departmental officers of the general staff, and may make and pre- 
scribe regulations for its issue by them, and forits care and preservation by the 
officers or soldiers to whom issued. 


performance of 


instruction of the force and for the pooper, _ ~ 
issued from the 


Src. 34. That every officer receiving public property for military use shall be 


accountable for the articles so received by him, and shall make returns of such 


property at such times, in such manner, and on such forms as may be prescribed. 
He shall be liable to trial by court-martial for neglect of duty, and also to make 


good to the United States the value of ali such property defaced, injured, de- 


stroyed, or lost, by any neglect or default on his part, to be recovered in an action 
of tort, or by any other action at law, to be instituted by the judge-advocate- 
general of the militia at the order of the commanding general. All mone ne 
the 
United States, and shall be accounted for by the commanding general in his re- 
turns to the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 35. That any officer or soldier who shall sell, dis of, pawn or pledge, 
willfally destroy or injure, or retain after proper demand made, any public prop- 
erty issued under the provisions of this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and shall be punished by imprisonment for not exceeding two months, 
or by a fine not exceeding $100, or by both; and it is hereby made the duty of 
the judge of the police court of the District of Columbia, upon information filed 
or complaint made under oath, to issue process for the arrest of the offender, 
and to cause him to be brought before the police court to be dealt with accord- 
ing to the ee of this section. 

Sec, 36. That until an officer, or his legal representative, shall have received 
notice that the puaperty accounts of such officer have been examined and found 
correct, the liability of such officer, or of his estate, for public property for 
which he is or may have been responsible shall be in no way affected by resig- 
nation, discharge, change in official position, or death. Upon the death or de- 
sertion of an officer responsible for public property his immediate commander 
shall at once cause the property for which such officer was responsible to be 
collected, and a correct inventory madeeby actual count and examination ; 
which inventory shall be forwarded to the commanding general, in order that 
any deficiency may be made good from the estate of the deceased or deserting 
officer; compensation forsuch deficiency may be recovered in the manner pro- 
vided in section 34. 

Sec. 37. That property issued or provided under the provisions of this act 
which becomes unfit for use, and is condemned as unserviceable shall be reported 
by the commanding general to the Secretary of War, and shall be disposed of as 
may be directed by him. 

Sec. 38. That any organization of the active militia may, with the approval of 
the commanding general, and at its own expense, adopt any other uniform than 
that issued to it; but such uniform shall not be worn when such organization 
is on duty under the orders of the commanding genera! except by his permis- 
sion, 

Sec. 39. That organizations of the National Guard shall have the right to 
own and keep personal property, which shall belong to and be under the con- 
trol of the active members thereof; and the commanding officer of any organi- 
zation may recover for its use any debts or effects belonging to it, or damages 
for injury to such property ; action for such recovery to be brought, in the name 
of such commanding officer, before any justice of the peace, with the right of 
appeal to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or before the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia; and no suit or complaint pending in his name 
shall be abated by his ceasing to be commanding officer of the organization ; 
but, upon the motion of the commander succeeding him, such commander shall 
be admitted to prosecute the suit ‘or complaint in like manner and with like 
effect as if it had been originally commenced by him. A 

Sec. 40. That the quartermaster-general of the militia shall provide, by rental 
or otherwise, such armories for the National Guard as may be allowed and di- 
rected by the commanding general. He shall also provide each organization 
with such lockers, closets, gun-racks, and cases or desks as may be necessary 
for the care, preservation, and safe-keeping of the arms, equipments, uniforms, 
records, and other military property in their possession. e shall also provide 
suitable rooms for the offices of the commanding general and staff, for the keep- 
ing of books, the transaction of business, and the instruction of officers, and also 
suitable places for the storage and safe-keeping of public property. 


MILITARY DUTIES, 
Sec, 41. That any drill, parade, encampment, or duty that is required, ordered 
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or authorized to be performed under the provisions of this act, shall be deemed 


to be a military duty, and while on such duty every officer and enlisted man of 
the National Guard shall be subject to the lawful orders of his superior offi 
and for any military offense may be put and kept under arrest or under 
for atime not extending beyond the term of service for which he is then or- 
dered. 

Sec. 42. That the commanding general shall prescribe such stated drills and 
parades as he may deem necessary for the instruction of the National Guard, 
and may order out any portion of the National Guard for such drills, inspections, 


parades, escort, or other duties,as he may deem proper. The command 
officer of any regiment, battalion, we ny may also assemble his com: 

er any part thereof, in the ev ening for drill, instruction, or other business, as he 
may deem expedient; but no parade shall’ be performed by any regiment, bat- 
talion, company, or part thereof, without the permission of f on oxmmnniing 
general. 


Rec 


. 43. That-an annual-inspection and muster of each organization of the 
National Guard, and an inspection of their armories and of omy = 
their possession, shall be made at such times and places as the ing 
general may order and direct. 


Sxc. 44. That the National Guard shall perform not less than six consecutive 


days of camp duty in each year, at such time as may be ordered the com- 
manding general; and the quartermaster-general of the militia, to the 
approval of the commanding general, shall provide, by rental or rwise, a 
suitable camp ground for the annual encampment of the militia, make theneo- 


essary provisions thereon for the nee and provide necessary trans- 
portation to and from the same for baggage and aiken 

Suc, 45. The National Guend theld bntortne anna Fhe dri grounds and rife 
range at the Washington Barracks, subject to the val of the Secretary of 
War, and the commanding general ‘of the militia provide such additional 
targets and accessories as may be necessary for the use of the militia. 

Sec. 46. That when there is in the District of Columbia a tumult, riot, mob, 
or a body of men acting together by force with attempt to commit a felony or 
to offer violence to persons or property, or by — and violence to break and 
resist the laws, or when such tumult, ot, or mob is threatened, it shall be haw- 
ful for the commissioners of the District of Columbia, or for the United States 
marshal for the District of Columbia, to call on the commander-in-chief to aid 
them in suppressing such violence and enforcing the laws; the commandcr-in- 
chief shall thereupon order out so much and such portion of the militia as he 
may deem necessary to suppress the same, and no member thereof who shali 
be thus ordered out by proper authority for any such duty shall be liable to civil 
or ato . poeees for any act done in the Gaucnea of his military duty. 

SEc. rat no officer or soldier of the National when ordered on 
duty to Said the civil authorities, or when ordered into the service of the United 
States, in obedience to the call or order of the President, shall be excused from 
such duty except upon the certificate of the surgeon of his command of physical 
disability, such certificate to be presented to the commanding general in case of 
an officer, or to his company commander in case of a soldier. If such officer or 
soldier fail te furnish such excuse he shall be tried and punished by a court- 
martial. For absence from any other military duty required or ordered under 
the provisions of this act i penalty shall be such as may —— bed by the 
commanding general, or the by-laws of the organization to which the officer or 
soldier belongs. 

Sec. 48. That United States forces or troops, or any potion of the — 
parading, or performing any duty according to law, shall have the < 
in any street or higi:way through which they may pass: ete = ag a anew 
riage of the United States mails, the legitimate functions of the police, and the 
progress and operations of fire-engines and fire departments 1 not be inter- 
fered with thereby. 

Sec. 49. That every commanding officer, when on ons may ascertain and fix 
necessary bounds and limits to his parade or encampment. 
within the limits of the parade or encampment after 
ever shall interrupt, molest, or obstruct any officer or while on duty, 
may be putand kept under until the parade, encampment, or duty be 
concluded ; and the commanding officer may turn oversuch person to any police 
officer, and said police officeris required to detain him in custody for examina- 
tion or trial before the police court, and the judge thereof may punish such of- 
fense by a fine not exceeding $25. 

Sec. 50. That all officers and employés of the United States and of the District 
of Columbia who are members of the National Guard shall be entitled to leave 
of absence from their respective duties, without loss of pay or time, on all days 
= any parade or encampment ordered or authorized under the provisions of 
this act. 


MILITARY COURTS. 


Sec. 51. Courts of inquiry, to consist of not more than three officers, may be or- 
dered by the commanding general for the purpose of es the conduct of 
any officer, either at his own request or on a complaint or of conduct un- 
becoming an officer. Such court of inquiry shall report the evidence adduced, 
a@ Statement of facts, and an opinion thereon,when required, to the commanding 
general, who may, in his discretion, order a court-martial for the 
trial of the officer whose conduct has been i nquired into. 

Src, 52. That general courts-martial for the | trial of commissioned officers or 
enlisted men shall be ordered by the commanding ral at such times as the 
interests of the service may require, and shall of not less than five nor 

more than thirteen officers, and a j vocate, none of whom shall beof less 
cane than the accused, when it can be avoided. 


Sec. 53. That for the’ trial of men for all minor offenses the command- 


be necessary, appoint courts-martial. Such and company courts-mar- 
tial shall consist, for a battalion, of one officer whose rank is not below that of 
pn cee Rod and for a omens. of a lieutenant. Such courts shall have power, 

ject to Sho cppeenas at ee officer ordering the court, to sentence to be repri- 
manded by officer in battalion or company orders, or, in case of scomapaay 
aopeees - ee ee ee ey or go the organ 

mposed an wed regulations or —_e ization 1 
which the acoused belongs; and such ea 


m eee. seenenee So Se Seal Seana ieee 
Sec. 54. That the eases of o genesel coust-enaithe on outnih-ar aan and 
the officer constitu 


company court-martial, mmonses fr al 
to elasiaines the Guna oath to wihesenes, and may issue summonses 
witnesses whose attendance at such court may, in his opinion, be 

and any officer or soldier failing to serve such summons, and any witness 
ing to appear and testify when so summoned shall be liable to trial by court- 


Sec. 55. That in all courts-martial and courts of Poa 
the accused, the proceedings, trial, and recerd shall in 
manalyy on panatiadhio to thet seniliieen dee tha anna tne amy of the Teaied 


EXPENSES AND ALLOWANCES. 
Src, 56. That there shall be allowed for the general expenses of the militia 


such ae cietienery Se eee of offices for head- 

quarters, stationery, postage, » Printing qeete, re orders, 

ee necessary blanks for use i =e. i of storing, caring 
, an Loutn 


g all public property, and such other ‘calles expenses, not 


herein peter: paovided for, as may be estimated and magetntet ter ; the ac- 
cou: be certified to by the officer or prop- 
t by the commanding general, and paid in the manner 


3.<0. 57, That during the annual encampment, and on er oer parade 
greed by the commanding general, there shall be allowed and for each 

day of service: To each mem of the enlisted , $4; to each 
member of the regularly enlisted corps of music, $2; to the chief musician 
, and to Re ee eee 36. "In event there is no enlisted band or field 
music, or not a cient number of either, the commanding may au- 


mene the employment of such as he may deem necessary the 

yments bands of music and drum corps shall be made in the manner 
provided in potion 6. 6° ual t, and duty 

ann encampmen on or 
ordered og Se eens gees, general, there may be em such number of 
ie * Suan the troop of cavalry, aoe bul fort Soon a4 
t ambulance corps, 

the non-commissioned bey Ara pay wom pre pore hy Siok chenil be paid tthe mane 
ner provided in section 60. 

Sc. 59. Siet Gostng, Go stanel cominanesl, ot vine tenn ae to aid 
ee aie tae ee ee — eS ae ges ce 
stores, amount wed and prescribed by rmy. 
Such stores shall be Ne Seeman for the use 
of the Army, upon the approval and by the of War, 
to the commanding general upon his tions for the same. 

Seo. 60. That the shal! ann transmit to the com- 
ate tenees the eee (emerging enn te one 


of appropriations for the District; and 

nses authorized by this act shall be 
District of Columbia, upon vedas duly certified. and approved the 
manding general, and accounted for by them in the same manneras in all 
moneys appropriated for the expenses of District. 


Sec. 61. That Soieaael adop} constitutional 
articles of cee a ae oman es a 
chief, hs cenenumbiaseten matters to ant civlo eltbice of chain 
ive organizations, the regulation of fines 


lations for the ment of the militia: And provided further, That the arti- 
les or rules by any company or battalion shall not be repugnant tothe 
articles or rules for the general government of the regiment or bat- 
talion to which it copies of such articles or rules, with like 


copies of all alterations, as finally 
be deposited in the office of the 


Sec. 62, That no officer or soldier shall be liable to ear ae Ses aaa owe 
or soldier who shall have served continuously 


the National Guard shall be ee denies ome dre 

Sec. 63. That each company of National Guard shall be cntitind to enroll 
not exceeding twenty members, who, upon the pa: into the treas- 
ury of such company of not than $25 annually, be from 
oe ee ee ee upon the exhibition of a for such 
payment for one year from thereof. 


Amendment of Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union: Strike out sections 62 and 63. 


duties of the officers peetted Se > ia 


by similarly designated offi 
cers in the Army of the United Siates. 


Sec. 6. That the s som of oe exercise ordered to be observed 
by the Army of the ited States, or such other antes sonny See Se 
arected for the militia by laws of the United States, shall be observed by the Na- 


— os the com- 
. amnlienios 
ment of the militia in al] matters not specifically vided for by law, ming 
y so far as they may be ap- 
plicable. 


Sec. 67. That it shall be a misdemeanor for any body of men, other than the 
regularly organized militia ond the weage of tee’ United States, en, omarae one So- 
de dent military <agpsientions as are now in existence, to 

ves together as a military peer = ones Se SS 


arms, or parade in pub public witharms, without the commanding 
general; and whoever belongs to any such unauthorized body 
of men with arms shall be hes by imprisonment for not exceeding six 


months, exceeding both ; and the police court of the Dis- 

Annies of Cumuittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union: Strike out section 67; insert at the end of the bill as an addi- 
tional section the following: 


Src. 67. That the act “ a ew nq pen hed hee 5 Se 
militia of the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1803, is ied, 


Amend the title so as to read: 
Aer organization of the militia of the District of Colum- 
ia. 


po The hour having expired, the committee will 


eT he committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. DockERY that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 4961) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act more effectually to 
vide for the of the militia of the District of Columbia,” 
passed March 3, 1803, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly veaolved itself into Committes of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. DockERy in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will now report the unfinished busi- 
ness in Committee of the Whole. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. BR. 10614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the reading of the pending amendment 
to the bill. 


‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, in the sixth section of the bill, the words “in legal manner to the 


comunission provided for in this act,” in the second and third lines of said sec- 
tion, and insert: 


“ By the consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians, or any other tribe or tribes 
having an interest therein, which shall be first obtained hy a commission to be 
appointed by the President of the United States; and when said commission 

all have reported that said consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians, or any 
other tribe or tribes having an interest therein, has been obtained,’’ etc. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask that the entire section be read as it will 
stand if amended. 

The section as proposed to be amended was reported. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment provides for ex- 
tending the provisions of the bill so as to require the consent of all of 
the five civilized tribes to any disposition of the lands, and of all the 
other tribes in the Territory, making it very indefinite and uncertain 
as to what it really requires. As the bill itself provides for getting the 
consent of the tribes having an interest in the lands, the only ones whose 
consent it is desired or necessary to obtain, I hope the amendment will 
be voted down. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. I want to know if this bill has been read in its en- 
tirety or not, from the first to the last? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at this sitting of the committee. 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not understand how it comes up in this way, 
and that we are to plunge into it in medias res in this manner. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this bill comes over 
as unfinished business from a preceding sitting of the committee. The 
sixth section of the bill having been reached, it is now being consid- 
ered under the five-minute rule for debate and amendment. The pend- 
ing amendment to the sixth section, which has just been read, is that of- 
fered by the gentleman from Mississippi himself. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, it will be observed by the commit- 
tee that the language of the sixth section of this bill provides for the 
approval or consent of the Cherokee tribe of Indians, which shall sig- 
nify its assent to the provisions of the section, in the words of the bill, 
“in legal manner.”’ 

That phrase, as embodied in the bill, seems to me to be very indefi- 
nite and uncertain, and indeed in that regard it bears a very close re- 
lationship to the bill in its entirety, for all of these sections seem to 
be of a similar character. 

I propose to strike out the words ‘‘in legal manner to the commis- 
sion provided under this act,’’ and insert: 

By the consent of said Cherokee tribe of Indians, or any other tribe or tribes 
noes — —— rene a first aa 7 a ana to be 
shall have reported that said comment of said Cherokee tribe of I Sele oncene 
other tribe or tribes having an interest therein, has been obtained. 

Now, the proposition is that the consent of the Indians to the organ- 
ization of this Territory over their lands shall be first obtained instead 
of leaving it as the bill proposes, to be subsequently obtained after the 

of the bill itself. The amendment provides that as a prelim- 
inary condition the Indians shall be consulted about the matter, as 
they are the parties ininterest. According tothe theory of the gentle- 
man on the other side of the Chamber who advocates this bili [Mr. 
WARNER], and whom I do not now sce in his seat, and the theory of 
the chairman of the Committee on the Territories, this whole matter 
is to proceed upon the idea that the Indians are to give their consent, 
and if they are to give their consent why should not that consent be 
obtained as a condition- ent instead of beilig subsequently ob- 
tained? Every safeguard, I submit, should be thrown around the 
rights of the Indians if they are to be consulted; and if their consent 
is to be had it should be done as a preliminary condition to the organ- 
ization of the Territory over their property. They are, Mr. Chairman, 
the owners of the soil; they are the parties most in interest; they are 
the persons whose consent must be. obtained, and therefore I have 
moved the amendment as preferable to the very indefinite language of 
the bill which provides that their assent shall be obtained ‘‘ in legal 
manner.’’ There ought to be something definite and positive about 
how that assent shall be obtained; and as no subsequent provision of 
the bill covers it, because they are equally indefinite, it ought to be 
ascertained by a commission before any Territorial government is es- 
tablished or attempted to be established at all. 

Now the authors of this measure at one time almost conceded the 
fact phe amendment which was proposed, I believe, by the gentle- 
man Missouri, to whom I have referred, and who is now in his 
seat, to organize this Territory out of the little strip of land called 
No Man’s Land, and not embracing any other portion, for if I re- 

aright in paar naps pte EN at one period the prop- 
was made to the territorial limits of this somewhat 
ous territory to the strip called No Man’s Land, and exclude 
it any other portion of the country which the original bill as re- 
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ported from the Committee on the Territories embraced. I think, 
therefore, in justice to the Indians themselves, as well as in justice to 
the phraseology of the bill, this should certainly be positive in its terms, 
and for that reason that the amendment should be adopied. 

Mr. WARNER. I move to strike out the last word. As the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi has referred to me in the argument he has pre- 
sented, I wish to be heard for a few moments. 

The proposed amendment, it will be recollected by the members of 
the committee, is substantially the same that has been voted on at least 
two or three times in the progress of the discussion on this bill. Under 
the bill it is provided that if the Cherokees, who alone are interested in 
what is known as the Cherokee Outlet, shall give their consent to treat 
with the commission for the opening and sale of that Outlet, that it 
should not be in the power of a mere handful of Indians who are under 
the control of the cattle syndicates or of any other syndicates to obstruct 
the opening of that territory; and the same is true of that part of the 
territory that may belong to the Creeks or the Seminoles or the Choc- 
taws, or any other tribe having an interest there. 

The gentleman’s amendment is simply this, that the consent of every 
tribe and every band of Indians in the Indian Territory must be had 
before any part of the Territory can be opened to actual settlement. 
It amounts, Mr. Chairman, to placing in the way of the opening of this 
Territory a stumbling-block, as I say, and enable a tribe that may be 
manipulated or controlled by gentlemen who desire to prevent the 
opening of this Territory to actualsettlement. That, sir, is the amend- 
ment in substance. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman from Missouri had examined a lit- 
tle more critically the amendment which I propose, he would have 
hardly made the argument which he has addressed to the committee, 
because it proposed to get legal assent alone from the Cherokees, who 
are the owners of the Cherokee Outlet, and not that also of other 
Indians to whom they may have transferred rights, and obtain the as- 
sent of other Indians who have an interest in the land which it em- 
braces. 

Now, if the Cherokees have settled any other tribe of Indians there, 
or in that country, and they have an interest in it, I think it is but 
proper that their assent should be obtained. If not, it isa simulated 
pretense that they desire to obtain the assent of the Indians. If the 
Cherokees have ceded the right to any other tribe or tribes, by which 
they have become the occupants of any part of this outlet, then it is 
proper that they should be consulted as well he Cherokees them- 
selves, who are the owners by the patent of the Cherok~e Outiet. 

Now, I heard a good deal about cattle syndicates. 1 do not know 
anything about cattle syndicates. I do not know who compose them. 
I have never had a communication or writing from any of them, and I 
do not know any of them. Iam speaking in behalf of these Indians. 
If they choose to rent these lands to a syndicate, they have as much 
right to rent to them as the gentleman from Missouri has to rent his 
lands. They are the owners. It is a simulated pretense to give a pat- 
ent to these lands when you do not intend to carry into effect the 
rights given in the patent. If they are the owners, possessors, and 
occupiers of this tract of land, and if they have given the right to 
locate upon it to any other friendly tribes more unfortunate or less 
powerful and wealthy than they, then are they not to be consulted as 
to the occupancy of the lands and the creation of this Territory? 

I can see no reason why they should not. The gentleman states, as 
I understand his argument, that so far as the Cherokees are concerned, 
they ought to be consulted, and their assent ought to be obtained, not 
in the vague, indefinite, uncertain manner mentioned by that section 
of the bill, in “legal form,’’ but by a preliminary commission ap- 
pointed to ascertain whether or not they desire to have a Territory cre- 
ated within these lands. I can not, therefore—— 

Mr. WEAVER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER. Does the amendment include obtaining the con- 
sent of other persons? 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir. 

Mr. WEAVER. Only that of the Indians—other tribes. 

Mr. HOOKER. Other tribes or persons. I do not recollect the 
phraseology. It is meant to be tribes. It is not intended to apply to 
anybody but the Indians; because I will say in answer to the gentle- 
man from Iowa that if anybody has the right it is the Indians. It be- 
longs to them. p 

Mr. WEAVER. I think the gentleman said that they had the right 
to lease these lands to the cattle-men. 

Mr. HOOKER. They have, and have leased it; and I see in a 
paper—— 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooxrr], 
as I understand, says that they have as much right to lease their land 
(speaking of the Cherokees with reference to the outlet) as the gentle- 
man from Missouri has a right to lease his land. Does not the gentle- 
man from Mississippi know that the Attorney-General of the United 
States has decided just to the contrary opinion? Does he not know that 
Attorney-General Devens decided just to the opposite opinion? Does 
he not know that Mr. Lamar, then Secretary of the Interior, issued an 
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order just the opposite to the opinion that the gentleman has given, 
that they have no right to lease these lands, and that the parties occu- 
pying under the pretended lease are there only by the forbearance of 
the Government, and may be ordered off at any moment? 

Mr, HOOKER. Are you through with your argument? 

Mr. WARNER. Usually when I stop I am through. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then I will answer if you will give me time to an- 
swer. If the Cherokee Indians own these lands by patent of the Gov- 
ernment, then they own them by a title as good as the title which the 
gentleman derives to his own lands in Missouri, which came primarily 
through a patent of the Government from somebody. That proposition 
can not be doubted. I presume it has never been denied that they do 
own it since a patent was made to them. Then I care not what may 
have been decided upon this subject by the Attorney-General; they un- 
doubtedly have the right to use and occupy it themselves according to 
the old legal maxim, ‘‘ Qui facit per aliwm, facil per se.’” What they may 
do by another they may do by themselves. 

I see ina paper which came to mo yesterday or this morning that 
they have leased these lands in this Cherokee Outlet for the sum of 

200,000 per annum—a very handsome sum for these Indians to get 
for these lands. 

Now, if they own these lands and the lands are patented to them 
and they have the right of occupancy and do occupy them, then before 
you can have the face to ask that you shall take those lands and dedi- 
cate them to bea Territory of the United States for occupancy by white 
people, you at least ought to obtain the consent of these Indians as a 
preliminary condition; and that is what my amendment proposes with 
reference to these Indians, and also with reference to any others who 
may have acquired interests from them. 

Mr.SYMES. Mr. Chairman—— 

‘The CHAIRMAN, Debate on this amendment is exhausted. If 
there be no objection, the pro forma amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask unanimous consent that debate on 
this amendment be closed in ten minutes, allowing five minutes to each 
side. 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Then I give notice that at the end of ten minutes 
I shall move that the committee rise to close debate. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, I should not say anything in reply to 
the distingaished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] if he had 
not, in his honesty, repeated that statement regarding the Cherokees 
owning this land so often that I am inclined to think he really be- 
lieves it himself. He seems to have slept an absolute Rip Van Winkle 
sleep upon the history of the title to the Cherokee Strip. With all his 
pretended knowledge in behalf of these Indians, he seems not to know 
that they absolutely ceded this Cherokee Strip to the United States 
Government in 1866, He does not seem to know that in 1872, in 
exact accordance with an act of Congress to carry into effect that treaty, 
appraisers were appointed for this Cherokee Strip. He seems to have 
forgotten that in 1877 those appraisers made an appraisement of it. 
He does not seem to know that that appraisement was approved by 
President Hayes and the sum fixed by him to pay the Indians for that 
land. He does not seem to know that those Indians agreed toit; that 
they came here, by their attorneys and by their agents, and hung 
around the Halls of Congress during two or three Congresses and asked 
the Senate committee to ask the House committee to make the appro- 
priation in accordance with the appraisement, as finally approved and 
tixed by President Hayes, and that in the argument which their agents 
and attorneys made they insisted that the Indians did not own the 
land; that they had no further right or title to it, and that Congress 
owed them the $3,000,000; and I believe they were correct. 

I believe that Congress then did not do its full duty, but, in pursu- 
ance of the policy of trying to save something for the time being even 
at the risk of greater loss at the end, it was contended by some gentle- 
men that the Government did not owe this money on the land at that 
particular time, that they owed only a portion of it; so they appropri- 
ated a few hundred thousand dollars from time to time, leaving the 
balance due, and it is due to those Indians to-day, and the only excuse 
the Indians bave for being upon that land at all is that they have an 
equitable claim, which this bill provides to have negotiated for. That 
is all the reason they have for asking more money to-day, because Con- 
gress did not pay them the three millions at that time. But Congress 
did net do its duty in paying for the land. It changed the policy of 
settling friendly Indians upon it by an act of Congress with which these 
Indians found no fault, because, after Congress had so changed its pol- 
icy as to settling friendly Indians upon the land, these Indians were 
here asking Congress for their pay and repeating that under the cession 
they had no interest in the land. Now, sir, I hope it will not be re- 
peated more than forty times more during this debate that these In- 
dians own the fee-simple title to this land. I hope it will be under- 
stood that they themselves do not claim it, and that their agents do not 
claim it when they state honestly what they believe. But they have 
an equitable claim; they are entitled to something in addition to the 


three millions, because they were not paid the money that was due to 
them at the time. 





Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes] has 
stated that there was an appraisal made of these lands, and that the 
Indians, by their agents, appeared here and demanded payment from 
the Government, and he seems to rely upon that circumstance at this 
time. Now, as the gentleman himself states, Congress refused at the 
time to take that view of the transaction and refused to make the pay- 
ment—— 

Mr. SYMES. No, they did not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And therefore are we not estopped from claim- 
ing now that that was a completed transaction ? 

Mr. SYMES. Not at all. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It takes two parties to make a bargain, and 
Congress declined to agree to the proposition. 

Mr. SYMES. Notatall. The gentleman from Michigan is entirely 
mistaken as to the history of that matter. The payment was simply 
delayed. ‘ 

Mr, CUTCHEON. How many years has it been delayed? 

Mr. SYMES. It has been delayed only about one-tenth as long as 
Congress has delayed many other henest claims, and as a consequence 
of that delay an additional equitable claim has accrued. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It seems tome that if Congress had looked upon 
the matter as a completed transaction they would have made the pay- 
ment at the time it was contemplated, and, having refused to do so, I 
think they are now ye from claiming anything under that pro- 
posed transaction. It takes two to make a bargain, and that bargain 
was not completed. 

Mr. SYMES. There were hundreds and thousands of dollars paid 
on this transaction, but there was a balance remaining unpaid, which 
was delayed from time to time, and one Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs specially recommended the payment of it, and other officers of the 
Government have specially recommended its payment. But all of it 
was not paid. The balance remains due, and that is why this equitable 
claim is still pending. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat familiar with the 
history of this question, having studied it to some extent; but it is some 
time since I looked over the papers. Had I known the question was 
coming up to-day I would have refreshed my recollection. But I want 
to observe that when the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symzs] at- 
tacks the statements of the gentleman from Mississippi and says that 
entleman seems not to know certain things, it occurs to me it would 
be well for the gentleman from Colorado to refresh his recollection and 
his knowledge about those facts. 

In the first place, the gentleman from Colorado, referring to the treaty 
of 1866, says that there was an absolute cession of these lands by the 
Cherokee Indians. Article 16, of the treaty of 1866, does not provide 
for an absolute cession of this land. That article provides that these 
lands shall be agreed to be ceded, and that when occupied in a certain 
body and tract, on which friendly Indians may be located, the Cher- 
okees are then to cede, not to the United States, but to those friendly 
Indians the lands thus occupied. There was noabsolutecession. The 
gentleman seems not to know that. If he will look at article 16, of 
the treaty, he will see that he not merely seems not to know it, but is 
absolutely ignorant of it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield at this point to allow that 
sixteenth article to be read ? 

Mr. BARNES. Certainly. I know I am right in my recollection of 
it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The sixteenth article of the treaty of 1866 (14 Statutes, 804) ae that the 
United States may settle ow. Indians in any part of the Cherokee countr 
west of 96° of longitude, to be taken in a soueuse form in quantity not ex - 
ing 160 acres for each member of said tribes thus to be settled; the boundaries 
of said districts to be distinctly marked, and the land conveyed in fee-simple 
title to each of said tribes, to be held in common or by their members in sever- 
alty, as the United > may decide; the Cherokee Nation to retain the right 
of possession and jurisdiction over all of said country west of 96° oflongitude un- 
til thus sold and occupied. 


Mr. BARNES. Now, there it is, Mr. Chairman, exactly in accord- 
ance with my recollection. There was no absolute cession, There 
was an agreement to cede—to whom? To the friendly Indians whom 
the United States might locate on these lands; and there was also in 
that article an absolute declaration that the Cherokees should retain 
full control and jurisdiction over all of the land that was not thus oc- 
cupied and settled. 

ow, a word or two about this other matter to which allusion has 
been made. Subsequently there were some negotiations between cer- 
tain parties claiming to represent the Indians in reference to an abso- 
lute sale of these lands; and I believe that Mr. Teller, when Secre- 
tary of the Interior, did recommend that the Government should pur- 
chase those lands. 

But the Government did not make the purchase. It wasa mae 
nized fact that if the Government should go on and select certain lan 
in a certain portion of the Terri and settle Indians upon them, and 
should leave in the hands of the kees those lands which were less 
valuable, there would arise an equitable reason in favor of the Chero- 
kees why the other lands should be sold, and sold ata good price. In- 
stead of that, what did the Government do? It did not make any ap- 
propriation jor the the land, Tt can not be shown that 
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there was any act of the national council of the Cherokees by which 
these parties who are conducting these negotiations here were author- 
ized to act for the Cherokee Nation. There is no pretense that they 
had any authority whatsoever. They claimed toe represent the Chero- 
kee Nation at that time; but where is the evidence that they did rep- 
resent it? Where is the act of the Cherokee council, signed by its gov- 
ernor, which bound the Cherokee Nation ? 

And, Mr. Chairman, what was the action of the Government of the 
United States? In consequence of those equities, it made an additional 
appropriation—I think it is in the act of 1872—for the sum of $300,000; 
and, mark you, if you will turn to the act of 1872 you will find that 
this sum of $300,000 is on account of the lands which were occupied, 
not the lands over which the Indians under the terms of the treaty re- 
tained absolute jurisdiction and sovereignty until they were occupied. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow me a remark? 

Mr. BARNES. Certainly. 

Mr. SYMES. eee exceeded to quite an extent the 
amount due for the land already occupied by friendly Indians. 

Mr. BARNES. Butit was not in part payment; not at all. 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARNES. No, it was not. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If-there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. I renew the pro forma amendment. 
The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. SyMzEs] seems to think I have for- 
gotten a good many things which I ought to have known. Yet the 
very matter which he claims I have forgotten seems never to have ex- 
isted. Why, according to his own argument, these Cherokees have an 
equity. When you want to embrace these lands within the limits of 
this Territory, which you designed for the white people, he himself ad- 
mits that the Cherokees have an equity. Why, sir, it has been well 
said by my friend from Georgia [Mr. BARNES], and it is demonstrated 
by the reading of the sixteenth article of the treaty of 1866, that there 
never was a cession. I care not what Attorneys-General or Secretaries 
of the Interior may have said, there is no record evidence of a cession 
of this land by the Cherokees to the United States for any other pur- 
pose except the settlement of friendly Indians upon it, with their con- 
sent, and a sale of the land to them; and if for the purpose of carrying 
out the duty which the Government of the United States dwed to these 
oe oe — paar tribes pf en to settle them 
somew. permanently, i carrying out this duty they chose to ne- 
gotiate with the Chesehoen for the settlement of their lands by their 
consent, then that was right and proper. 

A to his own concession these people had no right to act as 
delegates from the Cherokee Nation to make actual bestowal of this 
land to the Government of the United States for any other purpose 
except the of settling these friendly Indians, reserving under 
the terms of the treaty in the sixteenth article authority to the Cherokee 
Nation over the terri ceded. 

Here it will be observed, Mr. Chairman, so far from displaying, as 
the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. Symes] thinks, fo ess about 
these facts that are as stated in the terms of the treaty itself in the 
sixteenth article, this cession to the United States, whether for large 
or small consideration, was a cession for the purpose of settling friendly 
Indians by consent of the United States on that land. Yet, according 
to the confession of the gentleman from Colorado, the money was not 
paid for even this cession. 

Now, what is proposed by the terms of this bill in this section? It 
is absolutely to take possession of this land without getting the con- 
sent of the Cherokees themselves in proper form. And the gentleman 
himself has said these other Indians have rights there ifthe Cherokees 
have ceded this land to them and the United States has paid consider- 
ation money te them, and they ought to be consulted as well as the 
Cherokees. In other words, under the law as it now stands—and that 
I think I do know—there is not a foot of land within the Cherokee 
Strip which you design to embrace in this abnormal Territory of Okla- 
homa—a Territory without boundary, without defined ownership of 
land, without citizens there asking it—which you do not pro now 
by this bill, under the termsof this section, to take one * rae ct 
whether the Indians consent to it or not. 

If the gentleman from Colorado is right the Indians do not own the 
land; then why do you ask them for their consent? Why do you pro- 
vide in the to ask their consent? It was because, sir, the framers 
of this bill knew that the Indians did have rights through the con- 
veyance of the public lands by the Government into the possession of 
citizens or tribes of Indians. If the Indians did not have these rights, 
why then was it necessary to provide in this bill for their consent? If 

were not the owners of the land, why was it to ask for 
consent? If, as the gentleman from Colorado has stated, this land 

was by the United States and paid for by the United States 
and it was deeded to the United States, why then the necessity of get- 
ting any consent from these Indians? Yet the bill is based on the idea 
you must have their consent to the terms pro . During the whole 
ae of the debate, both before and now, it has been conceded there 
be no legal organization of the Territory of Oklahoma without 











under discussion. 
conceded in this bill, before the Cherokee Outlet can be opened to 
settlement, before any settler can go on the land, the consent of the 
Cherokees must be first had and obtained. 
from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] he will search the legislation of this 















the consent of these Indians who own this land, it having been deeded 
to them by the Government of the United States and can not be taken 
from them without their consent. 


[Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, it is as well to stick to the question 
It has been conceded in the argument, and it is 


I say to the gentleman 
country in vain to find a measure as equitabie, as liberal in its terms 
to the Indians, as is the bill under consideration. Now, sir, we may 
bandy words and accuse one another of forgetting or not knowing the 
principles involved, but I know this, the chief law officer of the Gov- 
ernment, not only of this Administration but of preceding administra- 
tions, has decided that the Cherokees have no right to this Outlet for the 
purpose of residence. 

I know that the chief law officer (the Attorney-General) has decided 
that the pretended leases under which the cattle syndicates held pos- 
session of that Outlet, at a mere nominal price of about 3 cents an acre, 
where they graze their enormous herds without paying a cent of tax 
on the land or a cent of tax on their cattle, being exempted from the 
process of the law, he has decided that there is no warrant of law for 
these leases. I know, sir, that the late Secretary of the Interior, now 
an associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, held 
the men occupying the Outlet with their cattle were there simply by 
sufferance of the Government; that their leases, their pretended leases, 
as he calls them, can be canceled at any time. The present Secretary 
of the Interior, by his recent order, evidently entertains the same views. 

Mr. BARNES. I do not think that Mr. Lamar so held, although I 
believe the gentleman is correct about the Attorney-General. 

Mr. WARNER. And Secretary Lamar also, because in reference to 
this he used nearly this identical language I have given, and I will 
show it to the gentleman. He directed that the parties holding under 
these pretended leases— 

Be informed that any so-called lease or other arrangements into which they 
or any other parties may enter with the Cherokee Nation for the occupation of 
the Cherokee Outlet with their cattle for grazing purposes will be subject to 
cancellation or discontinuance by the Department at any time. ; 

There ean be no mistaking this language. This question was reised 
with the purpose of defeating the passage of the bill in the Forty-ninth 
Congress. Then the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNEs] relied on 
the opinion of Judge Parker, of the United States district court of Ar- 
kansas, in the case of United States vs. Rodgers. In June of last year 
Judge Brewer, of the United States circuit court, expressly overruled 
Judge Yarker. In his opinion he uses this language: 

Manifesily Congress set apart the 7,000,000 acres as a home, and that was 
thereafter to be regarded as setaside and occupied, because, as expressed in the 
pa of the treaty, Congress wasintent upon securing a permanent home; 

yond that the guaranty was of an outlet—not territory for residence, but for 

ge ground, over which the Cherokees might pass to all the unoccupied do- 
main West. But while the exclusive right to this outlet was guarantied, while 
patent was issued conveying this outlet, it was described and intended obvi- 
ously asan outlet and not asa home, (U.S. vs. Soule et al., 30 Fed. R., page 918.) 

Every man who has carefully read the treaties, it seems to me, 
must come to the conclusion reached by the learned judge in the 
opinion just quoted. I have carefully read every line of these treaties 
and honestly tried to come to an intelligent conclusion upon them, one 
which should do absolute justice to the Indians; and, Mr. Chairman, 
my reading and study upon the subject have led me to the irresistible 
conclusion which I have endeavored to maintain in my advocacy of this 
bill upon the floor of the House as a legislator. 

I submit, therefore, to any gentleman that if he will read the record 
running through the various treaties, and the letter of Mr. Calhoun 
when he was Secretary of War, he will find that the additional 7,000,000 
acres known as the Outlet were given them as an outlet exclusively, and 
not for homes. Seven million acres were given them as a home and 
the rest as an outlet to the West, the then great unbounded, unknown, 
unoccupied West. And, sir, it is a part of the current history of the 
country that when the unoccupied West became occupied, when the 
game had disap before advancing civilization, when there was no 
further use for the Outlet ‘‘asa passage to the great West,’’ then it was 
that the Cherokees came to the Congress of the United States and by 
the recommendation of General Francis Walker, then Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, a law was passed which authorized the President and 
the Secretary of the Interior to make an appraisement of the Cherokee 
lands and of the lands of the Osage Indians in the Indian Territory to 
the southern line of Kansas, and ceded to the United States by the 
Cherokee Indians. 

In accordance with the provisions of this law the President of the 
United States appointed appraisers to appraise this Outlet. Let us bear 
in mind as one fact in the discussion of this question that there was at 
this time an entire willingness upon the part of the Cherokees to part 
with whatever interest they might have in this Outlet. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. COBB was i and yielded his time to Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. WARNER, I thank my friend from Alabama for the courtesy. 
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I do not wish te take up the time of the committee, but I think we 
ought to understand this question fully. i 
I repeat, sir, that there was at that timea perfect willingness on the 


part of the Cherokees to part with the land. Now, I live, sir, ina 
region ef country possibly as much benefited, if there be a cattle syndi- 
cate controlling this matter, as any other section of the Union, and 
more so, because certainly my city is the head-center of the cattle in- 
terest of the Western country. But at the time when the Cherokees 


were willing to enter into the negotiations and did enter into them, the 
cattle syndicates had not then gotten possession of the Cherokee Out- 
let. I simply say, therefore, that there seems to be something now in 
existence fighting this bill at every step that did not exist then—the 
cattle syndicate exists now and it did notexist atthat time. Whether 
it is the influence obstructing this bill at every step I certainly do not 
say. 

Under the law of 1877 the President appointed the appraisers. The 
lands occupied by the Pawnees in the Outlet were appraised at 70-cents 
an acre, and the remainder of the land, 6,344,562.1 acres, was valued 
at 47.49 cents peracre. This appraisement was regarded as fair. The 
gentleman from Georgia shakes his head. 

Mr. BARNES. Were theCherokees parties to the appraisement? 

Mr. WARNER. I will answer the gentleman’s question as I pro- 
ceed if he will not anticipate me, and I will show him that the Chero- 
kees were parties. I will show him that they recognized the appraise- 
ment. I will show that not only were they parties, but that as sach 
they were paid a part of the money upon the assessed valuation in ex- 
cess of any lands ever oceupied by friendly tribes of Indians. 

Now, two or three years after this isement was made, as I wish 
to treat this question fairly, giving each side of it, the Cherokees made 
& complaint tothe General Government. The nature of the complaint 
was not that the lands were not appraised ata suflicient price, not that 
the amount was inadequate, but it was that the Government had located 
friendly Indians in the eastern part of the Cherokee Outlet, the more 
valuable part as they claimed, using merely the language used by the 
distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. Hooker] to-day in the 
course of the discussion, and leaving them the western part, which they 
thought less valuable, and hence that they were not being treated fairly. 
They claimed at that time this: That the entire amountof the appraise- 
ment, with, I think, 5 per cent. interest, was due and should be paid 
them in the aggregate. Upon this claim Secretary Kirkwoad says (I 
read from the official document) : 

Although in this matter the Cherokees have some cause of complaint that they 
have not been fairly dealt by, I think also that theirdemand for the present pay- 
ment for all the land is not quite reasonable, and that their demand for interest, 
as set forth in their communication to me, is extravagant. 

Then he proposes thisremedy. Now, if the gentleman from Georgia 
will give me his attention. The remedy was— 

‘That the United States shall pay them the value, 47.49 cents per acre, 
for as much land in the extreme western valuable parts of the cession 
as has been occupied in the eastern and more valuable parts thereof. (H. R. 
Ex. Dro, 89, Forty-seventh Congress.) 

In pursuance of this arrangement $300,000 was appropriated, was 
paid to and received by the Cherokees. 

Mr. WEAVER. Was not part of it in excess? 

Mr. WARNER. They had already been paid nearly $50,000 in excess 
of the valuation of the territory eceupied by friendly Indians, and the 
$300,000 was paid to carry out the recommendation of Secretary Kirk- 
wood, to pay for an equal amount in the western or less valuable part 
of the Outlet to what had been oceupied in the eastern or more valu- 


able. 

oo! parma The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired, 

Mr. WARNER. I wish a moment or two more. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman, if I can be recognized, I desire to give 
the gentleman from Missouri a portion of my time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from California yields a portion 
of his time to the from Missouri. 

Mr. WARNER. I am obliged to my friend from California [ Mr. 
Breas], and I will try not te eecupy more than five minutes. 

I will say te my friend from Georgia [Mr. Bamwes] that I know he 
has read these treaties carefully, and he must remember that under the 
terms of the appropriation of this $300,000 that was paid to the Cher- 
okees in excess, that the terms were that it was to be paid to them out 
of fands due them under the appraisement of their lands west of the 
Arkansas River. Was it not? 

Mr. BARNES. I will have it read directly. That will bethe best 


way. 

Mr. WARNER. [If you have the law there I will read it. I wish 
to read it. The gentleman from Georgia kindly furnishes me the au- 
thority, and I find that my memery not betrayed me. Here is 
the appropriation: 

‘That the of hereby epouapitaet 
Gin Charclies Batien canta ie uppratsement of the Cherokee 
lands west of the Arkansas River; which sum be expended as the acts of 
the Cherokee Legislature direct. 

Mr. BARNES. Goon. 

Mr, WARNER. Theother provision does not affect that. 


Mr. BARNES. I think it does. 

Mr. WARNER. The Cherokees had sold a part of their land to 
friendly Indians there, and they were dissatisfied in some way, and the 
condition of this was that they give them title. 

But, sir, here is the provision by which $300,000 was appropriated, 
and to be paid from what fund? Will the gentleman from Mississippi 
say that the Congress of the United States did not know what they 
were doing, and the Secretary of the Interior did not know what he 


River.’? It was not paid for a partof their tract: It.was paid on the 
appraisement of the tract as an entirety. They had already received 
over $300,000, and this was an additional amount. And how was it to 
be paid? ‘‘Into the treasury of the Cherokee Nation.’’ How is it to 
be expended? ‘In such a manner as the Cherokee council shall di- 
reet.’’ 

Was not the Cherokee Nationa party tothat? Did not the Cherokee 
Natiorrreeeive the $300,000 with a full knowledge of the appraisement ? 
Did it not expend the $300,000 on the conditions upon which it had 


The bill proposes to acquire from the Cherokees any title or claim 
they may have. It proposes, Mr. Chairman, by amendments which 
we shall offer, to make it a meas jegeaen Gree amply 


any part of the Indian Territory until the assent of the Indians is 

had, and ion of the i in with the 
terms of this bill, has been issued; and further than that, it provides 
that any person violating this provision shall never be per- 
mitted te own or acquire title to real estate in the itory. It pro- 
vides further, I will say to the gentlemen from Missi thinking 
that it might meet the wishee of the gertiemen—believing them to 
be sincere in their objection to this bill, claiming that it is an out- 


estern States— 
looking in good faith to the carrying out of this idea 
and protecting the interest of the Indians there, whatever it may be, 
that I will be found opposing. What I object to is this consumption 
of time by calling aquorum upon immaterial which is an 
obstructive policy to defeat this legislation. 
. HOOKER. That is our 

Mr. WARNER. Yes, I know it is. 

TheCHAIRMAN. In theabsenceof objection the pro forma amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Oe ede ais tle oe eae frnan Miwoud [Me Wanmasl, 
two to say in y to the gentleman from Missouri ARNER 
—: a ea a i Si Oona 

second, question, for what was appropriation of $300,000 
made? Had the gentleman read all the law which I handed him I 
would not even the time which I am now compelled to occupy. 

First, as to the question of title, I am not going into the 


said district to be distinctly marked and the land conveyed— 
How conveyed? By what sort of title?— 
conveyed in fee-simple to each of said tribes. 
That is the language of the treaty. 
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over the whole question about the negotiation which took place here, 
or about whether or not the Cherokees were or were not @ party to this 
i t. There can be no question of the fact; the history of the 
transaction shows that the appraisement was undertaken by the United 
States Government. I grant that there were parties here pretending 
te represent the Cherokee Nation and claiming that there should be a 
payment made, but I deny that there can be any evidence produced to 
show that the Cherokee council ever approved or authorized it. A 
Now, as to the appropriation of $300,000, my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. WARNER] read a part of the clause, but not the whole of it. I 
read: 


$300,000 ppropriated the treasury 
of tha Chavahns Matton aoe NS =~ due a oe den Chanson 
lands west of the Arkansas River, which sum shall be expended as the acts of 
the Cherokee Legislature direct; this amount to be immediately available. 

So far so good. That is what the Government was to do. 
what was the Cherokee Nation to do? 

Provi That the Cherokee Nation, thro 
ernor and its legislative council representin 
veyances— . 

What sort of conveyances ?— 
shall execute conveyances satisfactorily to the Secretary of the Interior— 

In fee simple, of course, as the sixteenth article of the treaty pro- 
vided. Towhom? ‘To the United States; not , but as a 
trustee, in trust only for the benefit of the Pawnees ( the other 
tribes enumerated); not Indians to be settled upon those lands there- 
after, not a new settlement, but Indians then occupying the said tract, 
“‘as they respectively occupied the same before the payment of said 
sum of money.’’ 

Mr. WARNER: Does the gentleman say that the $300,000 was paid 
for that purpose ? 

Mr. BARNES. I say it was to be paid in trust for that purpose. I 
do not say anything beyond what the act says. There isthe act. It 

for itself. ‘ 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman has read, I am sure, the executive 
documents accompanying the report of Secretary Kirk wood. 

Mr. BARNES. Ihave. 

Mr. WARNER. And does not the gentleman know that the $300,- 
000 was paid for an equal amountin the western portion of the Outlet 
to the amounts taken in the eastern portion? 

Mr. BARNES. I understand exactly what it was for. It was be- 
cause the Secretary of the Interior himself recognized that there were 
certain equities in behalf of these Indians growing out of the fact that 
the Government was locating certain tribes on the best portion of the 
lands; and as a result this appropriation of $300,000 was made. As 
to what it was made for, there is no occasion for any dispute between 
the'gentleman and myself, because here is the record; here is the statute 
to speak for itself. This appropriation was only to be paid if the 
Cherokee Nation would exeeute conveyances satisfactory to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior in fee-simple—for that was the only form of con- 
hich could have been sati —conveyances in trust to 


Now, 


hits proper authorities, its gov- 
government, shall execute con- 


veyance W. satisfactory 
the Government of the United States for those tribes who were already 
upon the land, & part of it. 
The CHAIRMAN, having put the question upon the amendment of 
Mr. Hooker, said: The ayes seem to have it. 
ee eo I call for a division. 

ee eee rere, meee 00. 
Mr. HOOKER. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 
Mr. SPRINGER. If gentlemen desire further debate, I have no ob- 
jection te an extension of the time; but I think so emphatic an ex- 


ression as this ought to satisfy gentlemen, unless they desire further 
debate, and they should permit us to proceed to some other prowsin 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of noquorum being made by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, the Chair appoints as tellers the man 
from Mississippi [Mr. HooKER] and the gentleman from Golorado [ Mr. 


i 


<a committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 29, noes 


The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has yet voted. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is the point of no quorum insisted upon ? 
The CHAIRMAN, It has not been withdrawn. 


Mr. SPRINGER. If the point is insisted u I demand that the 
roll be called. + _ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will ¢all the roll. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named 
members failed to answer: p ° 


Allen, Mass. Brown, J. R.,Va, Dargan, Glover 
Anderson, Iowa Davenport, Goff, : 
Anderson, Ill. Davidson, Ala, Granger, 
Butterworth, Davidson, Fia, Greenman, 
Arnold, Carlton, Dougherty, Grosvenor, 
Bacon, Clardy, Dunn, Guenther, 
Baker, N. Y. Clements, ut, Hall 
Barry, Cockran Felton, Hayden, 

. Bliss, ; Finley, Hogg, 
Bowden, Co Fisher, ire 
Breckinridge, Ky. Cowlen Fuller Jones, 
Browne,T. H.B,, Va.Crain, Gay, Kelley, 








Ketcham, Morse, Russell, Mass, Thomas, Ky. 
Laffoon, Newton, Rusk, Thompson, Cal, 
Lagan, Nichols, Ryan, Tillman, 

Laird, Norwood, Scott, Turner, Kans. 
Long, O'Neill, Mo. Seymour, White, ind. 
Lynch, Owen, Shaw, Whiting, Mass, 
Macdonald, Parker, Sherman, Whitthorne, 
Maffett, Perry, Shively, Wilber, 
McCormick, Phelps, Stahlnecker, Wilkins, 
McCreary, Pidcock, Steele, Wilkinson, 
McShane, Post, Stewart, Vt. Woodburn, 
Milliken, Richardson, Stone , Mo. 

Mills, Rockwell, Taulbee, 

Morgan, Rogers, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 


The roll-call being coneluded, the committee, under the rule, rose; 
and Mr. OatTES having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
DocKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union having found itself without a quorum, the Chairman had 
caused the roll to be called. and now reported the names of the ab- 
sentees to the House, to be entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the roll-call just taken, 205 
members have answered to their names. This being more than a 
quorum, the Committee of the Whole will, under the rule, resume its 
sitting. 

The House accordingly resolved itself again into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DocKERyY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Hooker] and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Syms}, 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARNES] and the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] will act as tellers. 

The tellers resumed the count, and reported—ayes 38, noes 134. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I donot understand exactly how this 
vote has been taken. The point of ‘‘noe quorum’”’ having been raised, 
the count by the tellers was discontinued, and the roll was called. [f 
submit that the question should have been again taken de novo. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that where no proceedings 
have taken place other than a mere call of the roll, and the committee 
after reporting the absentees to the House immediately resumes its ses- 
sion without intervening business, the count by the tellers is resumed 
where it was left off. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. HOOKER. 
the opposite. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rulingat the lastsession, when this bill was 
under consideration, was in harmony with the ruling just announced. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment, to come in at the 
end of the pending section. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section6 the following: 

“The commission hereinafter provided for may incorporate inany agreemert 
made with the Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole tribes of Indians a provision to 
the effect that one-fourth of the proceeds arising from the sale of the lands men- 
tioned in the fifth and sixth sections of this act shali be distributed pro rata 
among the members of such tribes, according to their respective interests in such 
land, and that such amounts so to be distributed may be out of the first moneys 
received from the sale of such lands.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment simply provides 
that the commission to treat with these Indians may in its discretion 
agree to a provision that a portion of the proceeds of this land may be 
distributed pro rata to the tribes, so that each member of the tribes 
can get his respective interest and benefit from it. The provisions of 
the bill require the proceeds should be deposited in the Treasury of 
the United States, and interest paid to the respective tribes from time 
to time. The objection to the ratification of some of the treaties has 
been the money went into the Treasury and was controlled by the leg- 
islative department, and the masses of the people did not get any benefit 
from it. This is for the purpose of enabling the commission in its dis- 
cretion to agree that a portion not exceeding one-fourth may be given 
to the Indians pro rata. I hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. This is nothing more nor less than a provision for the 
purpose of bribing these Indians to give their consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘Ther the whole proposition is to bribe them to 
settle. It is tendering them consideration for their land, and if they 
own this land, and we are going to pay them for it, why not let them 
have it according to their interest? It isno more proper one way than 
the other. It is all bribery on that plan to give the Indians anything. 
We propose to pay them for this land. If that is bribery, then the 
gentleman was guilty of bribery when he agreed to pay the Sioux In- 
dians for the 11,000,000 acres we got from them. If this is bribery 
that also was bribery. 

But I do not so understand it that if the Indians own an interest in 
this land and you propose to pay them for it it would come under the 
head of bribery. If you propose to pay the Indians for the land, no 
matter what the title is, the bill proceeds on the ground they have 
title, and we buy it from them, and the Indians say, ‘‘ You buy the 
land, and we have each an interest in it, and we want our share.’’ 
This is in the discretion of the commission and will enable each indi- 
vidual Indian to have his distributiveshare of the proceeds of the land. 
How would you proceed to do justice if you do not allow them a pro 
rata share? That is the proposition here, to allow them pro rata to 


That was the practice at the last session. 
I thought the ruling and the practice had been just 
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have their share of the proceeds of this land. Such is the case with 
reference to all these Indians, with the exception only of the five civil- 
ized tribes, where they have organized governments, and it 2 

to put the money into the Treasury and let it be distribu by the 
legislative department. I think this isa fair proposition. It is for the 
commission todetermine. It is a fair proposition to let them have 
their pro rata share of the proceeds of their lands. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, there has been great complaint from 
time to time as to the conduct of these commissioners for the pu 
of gaining the assent of the Indians to propositions such as this. There 
is no necessity here why the commissioners should be vested with the 
power to distrihute any part of this money. It is not presently needed, 
particularly by these Indians, and why should there be a distribution 
so a part may be paid to individual Indians whose conseni is to be ob- 
tained? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman misunderstands the proposition. 
The commission can not pay them for anything, but by this agreement 
under any contract of sale the first proceeds, instead of going into the 
‘Treasury, will be distributed to these Indians under the regulation of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. This would not come in for three, four, 
five, or six months after the agreement had been made and signed. 

Mr. WEAVER. But not unless the representatives of the Indians 
themselves and the Cherokee council consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course the representatives of these Indians 
must consent. 

Mr. COBB. Does it not provide these Indians, whose consent is 
sought to be obtained, if they will sign this agreement, they shall have 
so many dollars and cents paid to them individually? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does, certainly, in the time prescribed in the 
bill, which will be after the settlers have made their first payment and 
the money has been received at the Land Office of the Government, and 
then accounted for through the legislative department to the respective 
tribes. It will be all controlled through the legislative power of the 
nation. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would like to ask this question: How much of 
this land has been located already under railroad grants? 

Mr. SPRINGER. None at all; not an acre of it, nor can any be, ex- 
cept, of course, the 200 feet in width for the right of way granted to 
certain railroads which have permission to go through the Territory. 

Mr. COBB. My objection goes to the point that you are arming 
these commissioners with a power of making an appeal; I called it 
bribery, but perhaps that would be too strong a term to use, but it is 
placing in the hands of the commissioners proposed to be appointed a 
power that ought not to be given them, to induce the tntione whose 
assent is sought to be obtained to give it by holding out to them the 
hope that in a short time thereafter they will individually receive cer- 
tain payments—so many dollars and cents. 

Mr. WEAVER. But the assent is to be obtained by the council and 
those who represent officially the tribes. It is not proposed that this 
commission shall seek the assent of the individual Indians. 

Mr. COBB. Are these commissioners not authorized and empowered 
to get the assent of the Indians? 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes; but not individually. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They get it through the legislative council of the 
nation. They have members of their own council elected, and the 
busisess of the nation is transacted through the council in the same 
manner that our business is transacted here. They have representa- 
tives in the council who form the government of the nation, and they, 
the commissioners, would treat with them in regard to this ‘matter. 

Mr. COBB. But why make this provision in the bill? Why insert 
such an exception as it seems to be? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is for the benefit of the Indians themselves. 
If they do not want to make the provision it is for them to say so. 

Mr. WEAVER. It is for the approval of the people and if it 
is beneficial to them in their opinion they will get the benefit of it. It 
is desirable that some such provision should be enacted, and not have 
these people manipulated by syndicates. There is nothing wrong in 
the amendment, and it certainly ought to prevail. 

Mr. COBB. © This is a fund to be paid into the Treasury, and to be 
held in trust for the benefit of the Indians, to be paid out from time to 
time as the Congress of the United States may direct, or as these stip- 
ulations of the agreement may require. There is no present need, so 
far as the Indians are concerned, why sucha provisionshould be inserted 
in the bill atall. They are not needing the money; their necessities 
do not require its immediate payment; and it looks at least in the di- 
rection of an agency being placed in the handseither of the commission- 
ers or of the representatives of the tribe to make an undueappeal and 
exercise undue influence over the individual Indians of the tribe whose 
assent is required. 

Mr. BIGGS. But you must get the assent of the Indians in some 
manner, and it will be obtained by their own council. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let me state to the gentleman from Alabama that 
if the Indians do not need the money the council which acts for them 


will not pay it out. It is a matter left discretionary with the council. 
Mr. COBB. 


favor of giving the assent. 





Mr. WEAVER. And if they do not want the money, why, this pay- 
ment will not be made. 

Mr. COBB. Andthecouncil may be in favor of the assent while some 
or many of the individual Indians may not, and you give them = oppor- 
tunity of exercising an undue influence over the I 1 re- 
member the complaints recently made with reference to the oieinad to 
unduly influence these very Sioux Indians to give their assent to the 
treaty presented to them. The public prints were filled with it to 
such an extent that the complaint finally came here and was made in 
this House, and an inquiry was set on foot to ascertain whether or not 
there was any foundation for the charge. It wasalleged that the com- 
missioners were attempting to influence the Indians unduly, to con- 
strain them to give their assent to the proposition submitted. Now, 
this would be in the nature of a constraint. We present to the Indian 
a proposition that if he signs an agreement the Government will see to 
it that he receives as the result of that consent so much money in dol- 
lars and cents paid to him individually, not perhaps directly for his 
consent, but as a direct result of it. I see no necessity for the amend- 
ment and op 

[Here the —. fell. ] 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in reference to 
theamendmentoffered by thechairman of the Committee on the Territo- 
ries. That amendment provides “—s the commission hereafter to be 
established may do a certain thing.. The language of theamendment is: 

The commission hereinafter provided for. 

And in order to know what that means we have to turn over to the 
eleventh section ofthe bill, which makes provision for the creation of 
os bere me to which reference is there made. Therein it is pro- 
vi 

Sc. 11. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to appoint a commission to be com of five persons, not more than 
Spon napetigulons whh the Crash, Mentealalt ana Chcapsboes, ber the paipase 
Slauwation ihe aneeens of said Indians, so far as it may be necessary, tothe pro- 
visions of section 5 and section 6 of this act, 

And I call the attention of the committee to the fact that this lan- 
guage is used here: 

So far as it may be necessary. 

The section then goes on to provide : 

The commission is omen’ poor enter into a agreements with said Indian 


tribes as it may deem ie ineeeere. 
submit the same to the Prenidont: for his: amd roval or rejection. The compensa- 
tion of the members of said commissio: nase ee aten EUS pet Sev; and 


also be allowed, in addition thereto, the ir actual n traveling 
expenses, cinaianene , and postage. They shall have power to a Ebene 
Seip wie chalk apeutvn a-chtapanention sl 63 par day and such ces for 
traveling expenses as he may actually incur. 
Now, this is the amendment proposed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories to the sixth iio of the bill : 
That the commission hereinafter provided for— 
ae is, provided for in the eleventh section— 
incorporate into any agreement made with the Cherokee, Creek, and Sem- 
a e tribes of Indians a provision to the effect that one-fourth of the proceeds 
arising from the sale of the lands mentioned in the fifth and sixth sections of the 
act shall be distri pro rata among the members of suca tribes, according to 
their respective in said ; and that such amounts are to be distrib- 
uted out of the first moneys arising from the sale of such lands, 
cow, 08 eee ae este saemer plang agenda oe gpa 
ce acre, and it by the amendment, in 
contravention, I , of the spirit of the bill, although the amend- 
snuuth to thn 00 ann 06 be hate che of contradictions, paralleled 
only by the bill as an entirety, to e a change from what the bill 
itself provides, because the sixth section of the bill provides: 
Aq coumnquuiahen vanes the Secretary of the Interior of the money 
received as of the Saeatie, panel See snomey Sheet bo piesa se 
the credit o tha Oberches Inainn tribe In the ‘Teeneary United States, 
after deducting the cost of the sale by the United States and the amount hereto- 
fore a eee part compensation for said 
unoecup 


Thus it wifl be observed that the order for the sale of these lands is 
arbitrary, fixing the price at $1.25 an and that the Cherokees shall 
return what has been appropriated by United States heretoft 


provision forthe sale. Now it is 


posed that 
shall be clothed writh authority te take part of the Rise proceeds of the rd 


sale of these lands and distribute it to the respective tribes. I sg 

therefore, that the amendment is in contravention of the other amend- 

ment. 

I do not know about that. The council may be in| Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 
Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 
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Mr. WARNER. The gentleman does not desire to misrepresent me. 
I was speaking of the Cherokees. I was simply speaking in reference to 
the Cherokee Outlet. The Creek and Seminoles’ claim is entirely dif- 
ferent and distinct. They have no interest in the Outlet. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then if they have not, why should they be paid 
out of that fund? 


Mr. WARNER. Because part of this is for lands they have an in- 
terest in. 

Mr. HOOKER. Thisamendment proposes that they shall have power 
to give to the Cherokees, Creeks, and Seminoles a portion of the amount, 
extending to one-fourth of the proceeds of the sale of the land, to be paid 
out of the first sales of the lana. If they are not interested in it—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. According to their respective interests. 

Mr. HOOKER. If they have no interest, why do you want to give 
them. ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If they have any interest. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then somebody has got an interest besides the 
Seminoles. All those to whom cession was made for the purpose of 
settling friendly Indians have just as much interest in the occupancy 
of these lands as the Seminoles, and are just as much entitled to the 
proceeds of the sale if the sale shall be made. I say, therefore, this 
amendment is absolutely in antagonism to the principles of the very 
portion of the bill to which it pro to be an amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I supposed that this proposition was in the inter- 
est of those who claimed to be the friends of the Indians; and as they 
do not seem to want it, I am sure I do not, and I withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 7. That the President may, at such times as he may deem it necessary, 
direct land offices to be opened in the Territory of Oklahoma, not to exceed four 
in number, and may nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint the usual officers to conduct the business of said land offices ; 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall, when directed by the 
President, cause the various — of said lands to be properly surveyed and 
subdivided, where the same not already been done. It is hereby made the 
duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to carefully examine each 
claim taken under the provisions of this act before issuing a patent to the claim- 
ant; and if it shall appear that said claim was not taken in faith, he shall 
refuse a patent and all prior proceedings before had in such case to be 
null and void; and all persons settling on lands under the provisions of this 
act shall to select the same in square form, as near as may be, and 
to main a continuous personal residence of three years on the land, and to 
improve and cultivate the same for that period in the manner required by the 
homestead laws before obtaining title thereto; but payments for lands, where 
payment is required to be made by this act, shall be made in four equal ingtall- 
ae under such rules and reguiations as ma: sone by the Secretary 
of the Interior, as follows: The first ent ll be made within six months 
from the time of entry, the second at the expiration of one year from date of 
entry, the third at the expiration of two years from date of entry,and the final 
yment shall be made at the expiration of three 

That there shall be reserved public hways 4 rods wide around 
every section of land in said , the section lines being the center ofsaid 
highways; but no deduction shall be made in the amount to be paid for each 
quarter-section of by reason of such reservation. 


Mr. PAYSON. I offer the following amendment, to go in at the 


end. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


It is proposed to add to the section the following: 

“But if the said highways shall be by any competent authority, the 
title to the respective highway shall inure to the then owner of the tract of which 
it formed a part by the original survey.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection to that, and I hope it will 
be adopted. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAYSON. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
It is to strike out line 13 “ faith” : 
. Vetuiitvaes shall be aaeed tanks Dapeest, ont ee eal oe 


that the claim was taken in good faith and that there has been full per- 
Terenanee of all the terms and requirements under this act.” 


Mr. SPRINGER, I have no objection to that, and I hope it will be 


jae 
amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PAYSON. I offer the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of the section. ‘ 
The Clerk read as follows: 
It is express] ischarged 
and mallee in ee _ ee neeetas public tonto neiete 


homestead laws shall not in any degree be impaired by the passa f 
this ;. and the right of such honorably discharged Union soldiers and a 


ears from the date of entry : 


to make homestead entry and the same by occupancy under the exist- 
ing homestead law shall to d all lands which shall t 
settlement by the provisions of this bill. = een 


Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that the substance of this proposi- 
tion was voted down at another stage of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. That was a very different proposition. 

Mr. WARNER. I will say to the chairman of the committee that I 
submitted an amendment to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
Son], and said that I would offer it to the committee, ing it ex- 

tly say that the rights of the soldier should be protected in this bill 
same as are under the homestead law. 

Mr. RYAN. As I understand it, it only applies existing law to this 









Mr. PAYSON. Thatisall. It applies existing law to this Terri- 
tory in favor of honorably discharged Union soldiers. 

Mr. WEAVER. Who will pay the Indians for the land the soldier 
takes? 

Mr. PAYSON. The General Government will pay the Indians for 
the land. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then when a soldier goes there and settles upon a 
piece of land you propose to have Government appropriate the money 
out of the Treasury to pay for it? 

Mr. PAYSON. I propose to have the Government do precisely what 
that amendment in terms proposes, 

Mr. WEAVER. I simply want the House to understand it. 

Mr. PAYSON. If I can have the attention of the House I will ex- 
plainit. Mr. Chairman, underexisting law every honorably discharged 
Union soldier has the right, when he, in good faith, goes upon a piece 
of public land not exceeding 160 acres in area, the surveys composing 
it being of compact form, and makes his home upon it for five succes- 
sive years less the term that he was in actual service, to have the Gov- 
ernment of the United States make him a title to that land. That, I 
say, is existing law. Prior to the passage of section 2305 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, a soldier, like anybody else, was compelled to reside 
for five years on the land before a title could issue to him, but thatsec- 
tion provides in these words: 


That the time which the homestead settler has served in the Army, Navy, or 


Marine Corps shall be deducted from the time heretofore required to perfect 
title, or, if di 
line of duty, then 
tofore required to perfect title, without reference to the length of time he may 
actually have served, but no patent shall issue to any homestead settler who has 
not resided upon, improved, and cultivated, the homestead for a period of at 
least one year after he shall h 


ed on account of wounds received or disability incurred in 
e term of enlistment shall be deducte@ from the time here- 


ave commenced his improvement. 
There is the law, and itis all ina nut-shell, requiring permanent resi- 


dence and improvement for at least one year, but the time may extend 
to the whole five years, less the term he was actually in service, unless 
discharged by reason of wounds received. This bill provides that no 
land affected by its provision shall be disposed of except upon payment, by 


the parties going into possession, of at least one dollar and a quarter per 
acre, and this amendment provides that, as to the land embraced within 
the scope of this bill, the rights of an honorably discharged Union sol- 
dier shall not be impaired by reason of anything in the bill as against 
the right given him under existing law. Now, when the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] asks me who is to pay for this land, lanswer 
that the General Government is to pay for it ifit has to be paid for. The 
amount that will have to be paid for it is whatever the bill provides. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am not so solicitousas tothe amount of money 
which the Government may have to pay these Indians for whatever 
equity they may be found to have in this land as I am to insist upon 
it that this House shall pass upon the question whether the rights ot 
an honorably discharged Union soldier under existing law shall be im- 
paired by reason of the passage of this bill, and that for the first time 
in the history of our public-land legislation; for I assert here, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this is the first time in the history of public-land legislation 
that it was ever attempted to impair or todetract from the rights which 
the honorably discharged Union soldier has to go and make a home 
for himself upon the public domain. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask my colleague whether theSioux treaty 
bill passed at the last session did not have a similar provision to that 
contained in this bill, requiring everybody to pay a certain price for 
those lands? ; 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; but I am speaking of a great body of land. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was a great body of land, larger than this— 
eleven millions of acres. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let my colleague from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] put 
himself upon record in opposition to this amendment if he desires to 
do so, but I make the prediction that he will not do it on a yea-and- 
nay vote in this House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will do it here, and upon a yea-and-nay vote 
in the House of Representatives, and before your constituents and mine; 
and I say to you now that there never was a proposition that was more 
demagogical than your proposition is, and you know it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Let us see whatI know. Let us see whether this 
proposition is demagogical or not. Has the gentleman ever seen the 
time since I have been a member of Congress when I have notinsisted 
that every acre of the public lands should be open to disposition only 
under the homestead law? 

My colleague is very glib in imputing motives to other gentlemen. 
I serve notice upon him now and here that I do not need nor do I re- 
ceive any advice from him as to what my course shall be with refer- 
ence to public questions. It is enough for him to know, and for the 
people of the country to know, so far as they care to observe my course, 
that it has been a consistent one from the time I entered Congress down 
to this moment; and I do not propose to break the record. I propose 
to insist, as I have done upon this bill, not only in behalf of the Union 
soldier, but in behalf of the landless poor everywhere who may choose 
to go upon this land, that they may havea free home, if they will en- 
dure the privations which they have to undergo in making a home 
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there. That has always been my doctrine, as it is to-day. Before the 
general question shall be voted upon, I imsist that we should adopt a 
prepesition declaring that the Union soldier at least shall have a right 
toa free home upon this last great body of agricultural land which will 
be open to general settlement; for this is the last. 






















is but a small portion of the land intended to be embraced in the Ter- 


ion in favor of the Union soldier. It says to the man who did not par- 
ticipate in the battles of his country, ‘‘ You must live on the land three 
years before you ean acquire a title.’’ 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to no member of this House A MEMBER. Five years. 
in my devotion to the interests of ‘these who followed the flag during Mr. WARNER. Three under this bill; five under the homestead law. 
the late war. But this isa proposition to stab this bill under the pre- | It says to the man who fought the battles of his country, ‘You may 
tense, as I believe, of favoring the Union soldier; nothing else. - The go on this land and have all the benefits of section 2305; that is, your 
gentleman from Lilinois (Mr. Payson ] can not point to a case in the | service in the Union Army or Navy as a set-off from the time you have 
whole history of the land legislation ef this country where there ever 


to live on the land, but you must live on it one year.’’ I would 
not have it, if I could, that the Union soldier could go there and ac- 
quire title without residence. I think one feature of opening the pub- 
lic domain is in opening it to actual settlement, to men who intend to 
make their homes there. I would make it as far as end mp by legis- 
lation a home for the homeless; I would make it land for the landless. 

Now, it is proposed to sell these lands to the mam whoshall settle on 
them at $1.25 an acre, payments in four equal installments running 


was a proposition—save the one made at the last session in connection 
with this bill—to purchase land from the Indians at $1.25 per acre and 
then allow the soldiers to occupy it without payinganything for it. I 
say the gentleman can not point to a preeedent in the historv of this 
country where that has ever been done; if he thinks he can, I will give 
him part of my time now in which to correct me. 

Mr. PAYSON. I shall have plenty of time of my own to correct the 
gentleman, if I deem it necessary. 

Mr. WEAVER. There is no such precedent in the history of this 
coantry. What does this amendment amount te? It amounts to a 
proposition to open that country to settlement, and in every instance 
where the settler shall be a Union soldier to appropriate $200 out of 
the Treasury ef the United, States for his benefit. It is a proposition 


nee. 

te tax a part ef the Union ee eee eee nee Mr. HOOKER. Let me ask the gentleman a question: 

ay, it is a preposition to tax the whole sixty million people of this coun- Mr. WARNER. Pardon me; inamoment. I do not the 
try for the benefit 6f the ex-soldiers who may go into this motive of any gentleman offering amendments, nor am I to 


The amendment, if adopted, will invelve an expenditure of perhaps 
twenty or thirty millions of dollars, and will defeat the bill. This is 
its object, »r I am greatly mistaken. 

I stand as close to the soldiers of the nation as the gentleman from 
Iitinois; but I never have heard of a Union soldier who asked for any 
such amendment to this bill; and it is not offered in the imterest of 
the Union soldiers. 

If this were public land, land already belonging to the Government 
of the United States, I would favor the amendment, but itis not. It 
is Indian land, and we are striving to extinguish the title by purchase. 
We are proceeding in accordance with the precedents heretofore set by 
the Government. 

No petition has been filed here in favor of such a proposition. Al- 
though substantially the same amendment was offered at the last ses- 
sion by my colleague from Iowa [ Mr. ANDERSON ] and was voted down, 
I never heard of it in the campaign; and no petition has ever reached 
here asking for anything of this kind. What the Union soldiers of 
this country want is that this region of country shali be organized 
under a Territorial government; and they are willing, if they wish to 
settle upon it, to pay $1.25 per acre for the privilege, and are will- 

ing to share this land with the other good citizens of the country on 
equal terms. 

I say the proposition is dishonoring tothe soldiers of the Union, and 
places them in a false light before the world. These soldiers are not 
mendicants and beggars, ner do they wish to be favored in matters of 
this kind above their feliow-citizens. I repeat, such propositions are 
dishonoring to the Union soldier. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WARNER], in the first session of this Congress, pointed out very suc- 
cinetly the objections to amendments of this character, and I have no 
doubt he is ready .to repeat those objections this afternoon. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I owe it to the gentleman from Hili- 
pois to state that when I said 1 had submitted an amendment similar 
to this I did not catch the full drift ef the amendment. I 
it was the one with reference to section 2305 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. I mow see that I was im error. On hearing this 
amendment read, I find that it is im substance the same as that offered 
during the first session of this Congress, and advocated so vigorously 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON ], who is not now in his 
seat 


equal ed 
nation, when adequate pension legislation will be enacted. 
Mr. HOOKER. If this be the El Dorado you describe it to be, does 


of money ? 

Mr. WARNER. It seems to me I am flanked on both sides by gen- 
tlemen who urge amendments in behalf of the old soldier. The gen- 
tleman [Mr. Hooker] will vote for the amendment, as I think he voted 
the other day to give to the Union soldiers homes on these Indian lands, 
and will then vote against the bill. I submit the bill now gives to the 
Union soldiers the benefit of the time served in the They 
are waiting for the passage of this bill every district in this land. 
These men are waiting and anxieus for the epening of this territory. 
They ate demanding it be opened, but no man has received a letter 
and no request has been made to ingraft on this bill any such provision 
as the one which has been indicated. 

The same discrimination in favor of the Union soldier is made in this 
bill as in the homestead law for the public domain. Under the home- 
stead law, the man who served in the Army or Navy pays as much 
for his land as the mam whe staid at home. Each gets his land by 
living upon it a certain period of time. The man who was not a sol- 
dier has to live on the land five years; the soldier has to live on the 
land five years, less his service in the Army, but he must reside.on the 
land at least one year. 

Under the provisions of this bill each pays the same price—$1.25 per 
acre. The citizen not having an honorable discharge must live as 
goon on Sh bnnel. Sate Degen ans the soldier need only live on the 
land one year before getting title if he served two years in the " 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Feclicctaed dh eeetiocme inom Mthedis f b 
Payson] to say that his amendment gives to the Union soldiers simply 
ee ea become a part of the 
domain, as they now enjoy with regard to the remainder of the public 
domain under the land laws. Now, I havé been somewhat 


surprised at the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri, and thought 
I must have misapprehended his position. I wanted toask 


Mr. Chairman, there is an important distinction here which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, it seems, fails to observe. If these lands were 
now public lands, I should be with him on the propesition to extend | 
the homestead laws over them. Bat they are not public lands; they 
are lands as to which the Government is propesing to purchase what- 
ever right, title, and interest the Indians may have in them. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption at this 
point? 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. . 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman, of course, desires to be aceurate. I 
will, therefore, remind him that included within the terms of this bill 
is the Public Land Strip of three and ahalf million acres. That is pub- 
lic land to-day; and that the Union soldier is prohibited from going 


upon. 
Mr. WARNER. That is true; there is that Public Land Strip. But 


the gentleman has been in Congress, lo, these many years, and the sol- 
dier has been prohibited from going upon it all the time. 
Mr. PAYSON. Why? 


Mr. WARNER. The gentleman will pardon me a moment. That 


joy upon the other parts of the public domain ? 
Mr. WARNER. The gentleman from Michigan, I apprehend, sat — 
here when we were treating for the Sioux reservation in Dakota, but I 
heard nothing from the gentleman from then upon the ques- 
tion suggested by this cmendaanth Nor did I hear the clarion voice 
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of my Sriesid from Dlinois when my friend from Mississippi raised his 
voice im behalf of the Union soldiers of the country and demanded these 


Mr. PAYSON. Because I was not present. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I simply ask the gentleman from Missouri if he 
ee ere > ae eee ane ee 

they have on other public lands? 

Mr. WARNER. I am willing to assert my convictions here or else- 
where. I am opposed to this amendment. I am opposed to it in the 
interest of the soldiers, upon whose backs it is tacked and claimed to 
be in their imterest. I believe these men, when this territery is opened, 
will be benefited by it. They do not want this measure killed by pre- 
en i ee Sees Ole penn 


record as opposed to this amendment as a man who 
ee iets ae dec tutidian lie thls azentay ond whe hen that aight 


Scenataneeectvanshentiien [ Applause. | 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
TheCHAIRMAN. ‘Thetime of the gentleman from Missouri has ex- 


Mr. SPRINGER. Then I take the floor in my own right. 
_ ask the gentleman from Missouri whether he has not, since the last ses- 
sion of attended many soldiers’ conventions, an¢ whether-——— 

Mr. W. ER. Just let me ent that question short—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whether he has ever heard any soldier making 
this demand? 

Mr. WARNER. This is no place to bring in any convention, er its 
proceedings, that I haveattended. It has nothing to do with the ques- 
tion, whether I have or have not. I am uttering my own sentiments, 
and speaking for no one but myself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wanted te ask whether any soldier of the Union 
Army had ever asked for the incorporation of such an amendment. 

Mr. WARNER. lam only giving my own views and opinions. I 
cam only answer the gentleman by saying that none have asked me. 
What may have been said to other gentlemen I de net know. I opposed 
this amendment, or one similar, before the adjournment of Congress. 
I have heard no com- 


Mr. PETERS. I coneur in what has been said by the gentleman 
from Missouri. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that both the gentle- 
man from Michigan and the gentleman from I)linois hend the 
purport of the closing —— of the eighth section of this bill. 

The closing paragraph of the eighth section preserves to the Unien sol- 
diers on these public lands, created by the organization of this Territory 
of Oklahoma, every single right they now have on any of the public 
lands of the United States. The amendment of the gentleman trom 

si goes a step further and says that the Union soldier need 
not be a resident; wr that no residence by any Union soldier shall be re- 


Mr. PAYSON. Will the en nes repeat that 
statement? I did not hear it in the confusion here 

Mr. PETERS. Iesay the only difference, as I understand it, be- 
twe@n your amendment and the provisions of section § is that your 


utterly mistaken. ee oe a eeaeenened bate of the 


Mr. PETERS. Then it was because I was unable to comprehend 
what it dees meaa. 


compelled to live upon his claim to make good 
te do with initiating the title and taking 
the preliminary steps, for the general law fixes that. My amendment, 
pa ap ti ag fg a a existing law, which 
is all it contemplates, if 1 make myself understood. 
Mr. PETERS. I understand the the language that the gentleman has 
eet a nee antes thin 
bill to make a homestead upon any part of the public domain of the 


Mr. PAYSON. | 


! 
et 
the 





I desire to 








Mr. PETERS. Of course it makes provision for the sale of a certain 
portion of the lands to pay the Indians fer their title. 

Mr, PAYSON. Is that a homestead right under the provisions of 
the public-land law? My friend lives in Kansas, and he knows better 
than that. 

Mr. PETERS. I stated that the gentleman’s proposition was to 
allow the soldier to go and, irrespective of either residence or payment 
of any money, to take possession of these lands. Now, I am opposed 
to any such proposition as that, because that is what it means, and 
there is no use in disguising the fact. That is the purport of the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. It must mean thatif it means anything. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Kansas certainly does not mean 
to be misunderstood 

Mr. PETERS. I think I have made myseif understood. 

Mr. PAYSON. You say that under my amendment aman can make 
a homestead without settlement. 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman is wrong, because he can net have a 
homestead unless it is accompanied by settlement. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, lets me say that I served in the Union 
Army three years and six months, and acco to the provisions of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illineis I would not be required 

to reside upen a quarter-section of Oklahoma country one moment, 
Seompnd ego keeled tote qnalineh theme pene having served 
three years and six months in the Army. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I set him right? 

Mr. PETERS. I like to be set right. 

Mr. PAYSON. Because the law provides in express terms that no 
patent shall issue to any homestead settler who has not resided upon, 
improved, and cultivated his homestead fer a period of one year prior 
to that. The gentleman isin error. He is in error im other things 
also, but ially in this. 

Mr. PETERS. Your amendment provides that these soldiers shall 
have the right to go upen that land, and it provides also that they shall 
make no payment for it. New, if that is your proposition, you do that 
very thing by this bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. WNoét at all. 

Mr. PETERS. Undoubtedly. Itsays that the soldier shall have the 
right te deduct from his residence upon the land the amount of his 
service in the Army, but he shall be required to live upon it ene year 
without making the payment under the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. Without making the payment. 

Mr. PETERS. You do away with the payment. 

Mr. PAYSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PETERS. I say I am opposed to doing away with the payment, 
and I will state my reasens in a very few words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas has ex- 
pired. If there be ne objection, he will be allowed to proceed five 
minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL. i would ask that the amendment may be read. 
We seem to be talking rather blindly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Prerers} has 
the fleer, and it will have to be read in his time. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous ecnsent that it be read. 

There was no i 
The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. PETERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the proposition of the gen- 
tleman frem Illinois aecom anything, it simply does away with 
the requirement that the soldier shall pay this dollar and a quarter 
per acre. If I understand him, then I am to that provision. 
I say | am epposed to that, in the first place, because the soldier does 
not ask for it. Iam opposed to it, in the second place, becanse it does 
injustiee to the soldiers who have settled upon the Osage Indian reser- 
vation, adjacent to thisland. There is a reservation of the Osage In- 
dians on the southern border of Kansas; and, under the law fer the 
settlement of that reservation, every soldier who went upon it was re- 
quired to pay a dollar and twenty-five cents per acre fer the land. 
They have entered upon that land, put their improvements en it, put 
their labor inte it, and by their enterprise and the hardships and fa- 
tigues of frontiersmen they have rendered more valuable the very lands 
which are now proposed to be opened by the amendment to all the 
soldiers in the United States. 

The proposition, as is suggested to me, is in the nutureof atax upon 
those soldiers and sailors who have gone upon the Osage reservation 
for the benefit of these who may go upon the lands in the Oklahoma 
territory. I say the soldiers do net.ask for it. They do not ask any- 
thing that is so aie to their fellow-soldiers asa proposition of that 
kind. These very soldiers who have gone upon the Osage lands have 
by doing so made more valuable the lands contained in Oklahoma Ter- 
ritery. Now, there is another thing in connection with this. If there 
was a feeling in favor of anything of this kind it would have been 
disclosed by petitions, by resolutions of bodies, or by letters of individ- 
uals. I have the honor to a district which has a larger sol- 
dier population than any other district in the United States, and it is 
immediately adjacent to the land out of which the Territory of Okla- 
homa is proposed to be created, and yet never in all my experience as 
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@ member representing that district have I heard any claim from a 
single soldier of those 71,000 veterans in that district asking that this 
price shall be stricken from these lands when the territory shall be 
opened. 

Mr. WEAVER. And all substantially are in favor of this bill. 

Mr. PETERS. And they are in the main in favor of this bill. - 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I doubt whether they have any 
knowledge about it. 

Mr. PETERS. I will state farther, that this bill and this proposi- 
tion in relation to its occupancy by the soldiers have been largely dis- 
cussed, and have entered into the politics of that district. While there 
is a difference of opinion as to the propriety of opening up this Terri- 
tory in so far as its effect upon Kansas is con there is no differ- 
ence of opinion whatever upon the point in this bill that whenever this 
Territory shall be brought in, it shall be b t in under a provision 
of law that every man shall pay $1.25 an acre fortheland. I say there 
never has been a difference of opinion in regard to that provision, and 
I have never heard until I heard it upon this floor to-day a single 
claim that this was pretended to have been asked for by any Union sol- 
dier that served during the late war. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have said that I 
doubted whether soldiers who are talked about so much here really 
understand the provisions of this bill at all. I admit that there is a 
great desire to have this territory opened. I have been inquired of by 
soldiers and by others who were not soldiers as to when it was te be 
opened, but in my own opinion they all believe that when it is opened 
it will be opened under the land laws of our country and subject to 
their provisions. 

Mr. PAYSON. You are right about that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. And while it is true as some gen- 
tlemen have intimated here, that Indian reservations have sometimes 
been disposed of by public sale, I think that generally when we have 
undertaken to organize Territories and extinguish Indian titles we 
have done it by bringing the land in asa part of our public domain, 
to be treated as all other public lands are treated; I believe that 
the soldiers of this country will be greatly disappointed if, when this 
bill shall become law, if it shall become law in this form, they find 
that they are cut off from going upon these lands just as they can go 
upon any other public lands of the United States. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, I do not understand why it is that a great body of public land, 
sufficient to organize a Territory and to have a Territorial government 
over it, should be disposed of in the manner in which it is — to 
dispose of this land. ‘Where a small Indian reservation become 
very valuable by reason of settlement surrounding it, it seems right 
and just that it should be made an exception to the general rule; but 
here is a new Territory with scarcely sufficient population to justify 
its being organized into a Territory at all, and I want to know why it 
is that this land is to be taken out from the operation of the general 
land laws in regard to settlements made by soldiers or by other citi- 
zens. It looks to me sometimes as if speculators had more to do with 
this bill than anybody else. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire toanswer the question of 
my colleague with regard to the reason for the provision contained in 
this bill, that settlers shall pay $1.25 for this land. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That requirement applies to all the 
land in this entire territory, does it not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Except what is known as the Public Land Strip, 
which is public land, and is not incumbered with Indian titles. It 
does apply to the rest. There are six million acres in the Cherokee 
Outlet, and one million in Oklahoma proper, to which the provisions 
of this bill apply, or will apply. When that land is taken by asettler, 
whether a soldier or a citizen, he takes it under the homestéad law 
and pays $1.25 an acre for it, in four annual installments. The reason 
for this provision is that that is the price we have to pay the Indians 
in order to acquire the land. This land is conceded by the bill to be 
Indian land, and wherever in the we have purchased Indian lands 
we have required the settlers to reimburse the Government the amount 
it had to pay for the lands. I believe that has been the rule in every 
instance. It was done at the last session of Congress when we pro- 
posed to take, by agreement, 11,000,000 acres in the Great Sioux 
reservation in Dakota, paying 50 cents an acre for it. The bill pro- 
vided that settlers going upon those lands should reimburse the Gov- 
ernment for that outlay, and my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON, of IIli- 
nois] did not then speak about the necessity of having that bill amended 
so as to let Union soldiers take the lands for nothing, nor did it ever 
occur to any gentleman in this House that it was necessary to make 
such a reservation in behalf of the soldiers. 

The same rule was observed in regard to the Indian reservations in 
Kansas around about where the Oklahoma reservation is; the settlers 
paid back to the Government the money which it to the Indians; 
and always when we have purchased lands from Indians the set- 
tler, whether soldier or citizen, has had to reimburse the Government. 
a are proceeding, therefore, in this case just as we have proceeded in 

others. 

The gentleman [ Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois] spoke about lands be- 
ing taken in small bodies and settlers being properly required to pay for 


them because were valuable. That was not a small body of land 
that we took in ota last session; it was 11,000,000 acres, alarget 
body than both of these tracts er, and the land was no more 
valuable than this. -In fact, among all the lands taken from the In- 
dians and sold to settlers there are not, and there never have been, any 
more valuable than those in Oklahoma, because those lands have been 
kept from settlement these many years, until a wall of civilization has 
arisen all around them. The Territory is within 60 miles of a city 
with 40,000 inhabitants and 80 miles of street railway, and in all the 
counties in the State of Kansas across the line from this itory 
ae and churches abound, and civilization has done its per- 
ect work. 

The settlement of the other part is being retarded simply because 
cattle syndicates having of the Cherokee Strip have resisted 
every effort of the Government to purchase those lands of the Indians 
for the purpose of opening them to settlement; and the proposition 
now offered to this bill comes from those not in this House, but out of 
it, who are desirous of keeping this land for cattle syndicates as against 
the settler who desires to go upon it and occupy it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Do I understand the gentleman to 
say that no Indian lands have been by the Government— 
have entered into the public domain of the country and been subject 
to settlement just as other lands have—under homestead rights? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where we have acquired large areas of land by 
general treaties the is oe om came Sn eee mee 

ial tracts, as we to do case, cy e Gov- 
com has been what | have stated. ™ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. We purchased Louisiana, paying 
$16,000,000—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ofcourse. That is just what I said. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. And we have purchased the Indian 
title to lands in many parts of the country, as I remember—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was where a great area of land was covered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Yes, a very considerable area. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But here is a case where the Indians have a 
special claim to particular reservations, and when we have required 
this land—— , ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I can not for my life see the distinc- 
tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I can see this difference: that as to other 
bills which have been passed no friend or pretended friend of the sol- 
dier has risen on this floor and asked a special exemption in his behalf. 
It is a little s ous, therefore, that these lands are to be excepted 
from the ey of the Government and a reservation made in 
behalf of the soldier. 

Now, I will state to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson], who of- 
fered this amendment, that since I have been a member of this House 
our pension-roll has increased from $29,000,000 to $85,000,000, and I 
have voted for every bill that helped to make this general increase ot 
pensions to the soldiers of the country. I have endeavored to do jus- 
tice to them under all circumstances, and will do so in the future. I 
believe I have as many soldiersin my district as amry gentleman on this 
floor, and no one of them has ever asked me to have an exceptioii of 
this kind made in his behalf. I know that the soldiers among my con- 
stituents are earnestly desirous of opening up this territory and do not 
ask for any special exemption in their favor. The people of all parts 
of the country are desirous that this territory shall be opened to settle- 
ment. I receive more letters on this subject than on all other ques- 
tions of legislation before Congress. There is a feeling throughout the 
land in favor of the immediate opening of this région to settlement, 
and the only interest in that territory against it is the Cherokee Live- 
Stock Association, which has recently procured a renewal of its lease 
for five years, and wants to keep this land for cattle pasture, depriving 


eS ee to occupy it for homes. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Gucci," nachontaeres some surprise 


at some of the utterances which have been made here this ; 

in view of the gentlemen from whom those utterances have 
come. It is well understood that in the public-land legislation of this 
country the honorably discharged Union soldiers have had, do have, 
and shall have certain over those who do not occupy that 
relation to the Government. And why, when we are about to add to 
the public domain this last large body of land which we can thus add, 
except as we may take land now and then from the larger Indian reser- 
vations, we should reverse and go back upon the deliberate action of the 
Government in times past in on to the Union soldiers, issomething , 
that I do not understand and for which no reason has been given here 


been this afternoon by the chairman of the com- 
mittee having charge of this bill [Mr. SPRINGER] that as we 
from the Indian tribes we must 
recoup upon the actual settler and make 
the same price that the Government pa. 
man, that is no reason at all, because 


erefore 
him pay to the Government 
to the i Mr. Chair- 
is not an acre or a foot of 
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the public land that has not been acquired by purchase from somebody 
at some time. It matters not whether it was the Louisiana purchase 
acquired from France, or the Mexican purchase from the Republic of 
Mexico, or the lands ceded by the different Indian tribes. The price 
we pay in this case may be a trifle larger than the price we have paid 
in other cases, but the principle is precisely thesame. We have never 
recognized the principle of recouping from the actual settler the price 
that we pay to the individual from whom we purchase the land. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that we adopted a correct principle of legis- 
lation when we recognized the Union soldier ag a preferred settler upon 
the public lands. These men, who have suffered in the cause of the 
Government, who had given limb or health in sacrifice for the perpetu- 
ity of the nation, were recoguized as entitled to have a preference from 
the Government in its policy with regard to the public lands. Why 
at this day should we reverse this principle which has run through 
our past legislation and which has given to this class of our citizens 
the preference they have had in respect to all the other public domain 
of the United States? For my part, I can conceive no reason for de- 
parting now from this well-settled principle. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois proposes simply to giye to the Union soldiers 
the same preference in respect to this land that they have had in refer- 
ence to other land. It proposes nothing more. 

The gentleman from Kansas, in the opening of his remarks, claimed 
that section 8 of this bill gives to this class of citizens all the rights 
that would be given them by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois. If that isso, why should he oppose the amendment ? 

Mr. Chairman, I believe the amendment is right, I believe it is just, 
I believe it is equitable, I believe it is according to the long-established 
and deliberately matured policy of this Government in regard to its 
public domain. §o believing, instead of being a stop to this bill, as 
was said hy the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], I say it 
should add to the support of the bill and give it votes on this floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. In the event my colleague’s amendment should be 
adopted, I ask the gentleman from Michigan whether he will heartily 
support this bill? 

Mr, CUTCHEOR. I do not know necessarily that I shall heartily 
support the bill. I will vote for it in the end. 

Mr. CANNON. Will he do it without this amendment ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I prefer, of course, to vote for the bill with the 
amendment. I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois that I am 
in favor of opening up the country called Oklahoma to actual settlers. 
The only difference between myself and the chairman of the eommit- 
tee is this: I think this committee has got the cart before the horse 
instead of the horse before the cart. They are at‘-pting to organize 
a Territory where there are no people competent for \hat purpose. They 
propose to organize a Territory without boundaries. It may have one 
boundary to-day and another to-morrow; the boundary would be a 
movable quantity as these various Indian tribes may accept the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

As a bill it is, I think, sufficiently equitable. 
amendment rather than without it. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish toask the gentleman from Michigan whether 
the advantage given to the Union soldier under the public-land laws 
now is not only in reference to the time of residence? Let us under- 
stand it. ‘The man who was in the service in the five years’ residence 
required to get title under the homestead law receives credit for the 
time he was in the service. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But must reside upon the land for one year. 

Mr. WARNER. Yes; he must live for one year on the land. Is not 


that the only difference between the man who served and the man who 
did not serve? 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes. 
Mr. WARNER. In this it makes the distinction, instead of under 
the land laws, where they are to get the land for nothing, that they 
are to pay to the Government $1.25 an acre. But at thesame time the 
Union soldier is to get credit for the time he was in the service. 
e — ee The gentleman's time has expired. [Cries of 
ote! 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Chairman, I had a desire to say something in 
the line of the remarks made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Territories [Mr. SPRINGER]. When I gave way to the chairman of 
our committee on this subject I could not know that he would antici- 
pate what I desired to say. I wish to add, thereason why the soldiers 
can not take up this land without the payment of money is this: The 
Government will have to pay for this land. itis incumbered more or 
less by law in _ and by equity in part, and while under the home- 
stead law the Union soldier may take up land without the payment of 
money and with reduction of time of residence according to his service, 
in: order to free this land from the incumbrance which rests upon it 
the Government is compelled to pay for it to these Indians. 

There is no law requiring the Government to offer these lands, which 
it has purchased, to certain claimants. The question now is, shall we, 
in addition to our system of pensions, bounties, and other privileges 
granted to our soldiers up to the present time, give them the privilege 


I prefer it with the 


of purchasing homes for them in this Territory at the expense of tho 
soldiers who have farms elsewhere in the country, who will have to 
contribute their share toward paying for them? 

Now, that is one view of it. In this Territory there are three or four 
classes of land to which part of it, probably half of it, thesoldier already 
has this right: that he can get his title simply by the payment of the 
homestead fees, 

The question, then, is whether the soldiers shall have that privilege 
over and above the other people, and if they shall have it how are they 
to get the privilege? If you say that this is a special privilege to be 
granted to a soldier, is it to be reserved alone for him who applies first, 
or how is it to be done? Is it to be the one who first reaches the reg- 
ister’s office and makes his application andentry? Is there to be arush 
and a scramble for it? 

It will open up, Mr. Chairman, innumerable difficulties if we ingraft 
such a provision as that proposed upon this bill; and so far as I know 
or have information from what has transpired here in the past, this bill 
is strictly in accord with other measures of a similar character enacted 
in the past twenty or twenty-five years, wherever lands have been pur- 
chasedafrom the Indians. 

And in regard to a remark made by a gentleman on the other side, 
I believe by the gentleman from Illinois, that he did not believe the 
soldiers understood this matter, permit me to say that in my region, at 
least since I have become, so to speak, identified with this bill, I have 
by letters and personal interviews been appealed to by several hundred 
men at least in regard to this bill, and all understand that they are to 
pay such an amount, not to exceed $1.25 per acre, as may be required 
to extinguish the Indian title, and are clamorous that the bill sbali be 
enacted into a law so as to avail themselves of its privileges. 

I believe this is all I desire to say. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, the opposition to this bill seems to come 
chiefly from two sources, and those are the special friends of the 
Indians, and those who are the special friends here lately of the sol- 
diers. 

Now, so far as I have been able to discover, the soldiers of the late 
war as a rule are in favorof the bill; and I believe it is the unanimous 
desire among the soldiers in my own State to have this territory opened 
for settlement and on the terms proposed in this bill. They do not be- 
lieve that it is right to continue that portion of our country, so valu- 
able in itself, longer unoccupied or to be used simply for droves of cat- 
tle and hunting-grounds for the Indians. We think it ought to be 
settled; and as there is some question as to whether it is the land of 
the Indians or not, or whether they have a title to it, we are willing 
that the matter shall be investigated and that they shall be paid at a 
rate of $1.25 per acre, or some such sum as may be given them for the 
use of their lands. 

Now, in regard to the bill itself, permit me to say a word. It does 
not change the law of the public domain at all in regard to the organi- 
zation of the Territory; and I wish to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to this provision embodied in the eighth section of the bil! in sup- 
port of that statement: 

Provided, That the provisions of section 2305 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, entitled ‘‘ Homesteads,’’ shall not be modified or changed by any- 
thing in this act. 

So it will be seen that all the public lands in this territory to be 
opened as a part of the public domain will be open to settlement by 
soldiers or by any one else under the provisions of the general homestead 
laws; and if they are not already purchased from the Indians, we sim- 
ply provide that the Government of the United States shall not be at 
any expense, but that the money arising from the sale of the lands 
shall be used. to reimburse the Indians for the lands. 

MrxHERMANN. Let me ask the gentleman this question. The 
gentleman seems to assume that the Government of the United States 
is.going to grant some privileges to the soldiers at the present time 
outside of the prevailing statutes as heretofore passed giving them cer- 
tain rights on the public domain. I ask him why should a distinction 
or restriction be made as to this class of land that has not heretofore 
been made as to any other class of the public lands? 

Mr. KERR. I will answer that question, that in regard to this par- 
ticular tract of land it is already so favored that it is worth a good deal 
more than the lands formerly given to actual settlers on the frontiers. 
It was a great hardship in years gone by for men to go away out on the 
frontiers and settle on the public lands. The fact is that a man so set- 
tling paid more in hardship, privation, and distance from market than 
if he bought the lands nearer to some settlement and paid $5, $15, or 
$20 an acre. But these lands have already an advantage which is so 
manifest as to make them peculiarly valuable. They are surrounded 
by a country occupied and settled. They are near large cities and read- 
ily accessible by railroads. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is that not true as to the public lands in nearly 
all the public-land States of the Union? Are they not surrounded by 
settlements? For instance, take Iowa and Minnesota. 

Mr. KERR. There is not an acre of public land in Iowa. 

Mr. HERMANN. Take Minnesota, for instance, and California and 
Oregon. 


Mr. KERR. Nor is there an acre of public land in Minnesota. 
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Mr. HERMANN, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. KERR. No,sir; notone. The Indian reservations, or the lands 
that have been taken from the Indian reservations by laws that have 
passed at this session and similar provisions heretofore passed, are the 
only public lands to be found there. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I refer the gentleman to the State of Cali- 
fornia and td Oregon. Asa matter of fact I know that some of the 
richest lands in existence are in these States, and near some of the 
large towns and school-houses, and have all the conveniences of civili- 
zation surrounding them. 

Mr. KERR. Idonot know how that may be as to parts of Califor- 
nia, but I know that some tracts of land in California, and in Oregon, 
are far distant from any settlements. There is plenty of land there 
that can not be given away. You can not get men to goon those ,nb- 
lic lands if you give them to them for nothing. Although they are 
anxious to get people to go there, they can not dispose of the lands. 

But in case the lands are like these, surrounded by a cultivated ter- 
ritory, and lands worth $10 an acre, it is nothing butfair. In addition 
to that there is another point. I say if you open these public lands 
and open them so as to give them away to the first man who get 
there, you will have five hundred thousand men in that Territory in less 
than six months, and a perfect war on your hands; but let them pay a 
littie and there will be no such haste. Therefore I say as a matter of 
public policy we ought not to give these lands away. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HOUK. Ido not desire to makeaspeech. The whole objec- 
tions to this amendment of my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] are 
untenable. The gentleman from Iowa says that the o ition to the 
bill seems to come from the particular friends of the Indian and the 
soldier. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOUK. Well, I have overcome my—— 

Mr. KERR. I ought to have said the pretended friends of the sol- 


dier. 
Mr. HOUK. I have overcome all my scruples on the Indian part 
of it. Here is a proposition to adjust the equities due to the Indians 


now in occupancy of this territory. The Government by this bill as- 
sumes to retake the territory; take it back as part of the public domain 
of the United States and make it a Territory. That being true, it does 
seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that to deny that the principle of the 
homestead enactment is applicable within this new Territory when or- 
ganized is to make an exception absolutely unjust to the Union soldier, 
for the benefit of whom the original homestead was 

Now, as I understand it, the Union soldier can take advantage of the 
homestead law in Alaska and any of the Territories wherever public 
lands exist—everywhere except in that Territory which has been pro- 
claimed as the garden spot of all the Territories of the country. 

If this be true, you make a distinction and limit the rights of ex- 
Unionsoldiers. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it would 
be a piece of absolute class legislation to exclude them from the right 
now appertaining to other ex-Union soldiers in all the public lands of 
the country by making this distinction proposed in the bill and which 
is sought to be remedied by the amendment. One word further, be- 
cause I had not intended to discuss this question. Public opinion is 
sustaining this bill. That public opinion grows out of the view that 
the Union soldiers of the country take of the provisions of this pro- 
posed enactment. Mark whatI tell you. You pass this bill with this 
exception in it, without the provision p by the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois |Mr. Payson], and when the soldiers of 
this country hear that this distinction is sought to be drawn in this 
isolated instance, a different public opinion will gather in this country, 
and you will hear a noise hereafter from the ex-Federal soldiers that 
you will not want to hear. 

Mr. KERR. Does the gentleman not know that this allows the 
soldiers to settle on the Government lands of this Territory ? 

Mr. HOUK. Exactly; but it requires them to do what they arenot 
required to do in other 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me correct the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Hovk], and also the gentleman from lewa[Mr. KERR], in saying that 
it does not it the Union soldier to settle there. 

Mr. KERR. I will call your attention to this provision—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield ? 

Mr. HOUK. I donot yield, except for a question. 

Mr. KERR. Ifthe will read the bill—— 

Mr. HOQUK. I have read the bill. I am talking about the amend- 
ment. I want to vote for it, and I want everybody else to vote for it. 
I do not know whether I wiil vote for the bill without the amendment 


or not. [Applause. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 
Mr. PERKINS. Itseems to me, Mr. that of the 


Chairman, many 
suggestions that have been made upon the floor of this House show a 
of the situation that we find there in the 
It is not public land. This bill does not propose 


very mistaken unde 
Indian Territory. 





to make it public land, and for that reason the provision of the law of 
which my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has spoken does not now 
and will not, by the provisions of this bill, apply to this land; but the 
gentleman proposes to make them apply to this land. 

Now, this bill is drawn upon a different theory. It is drawn upon 
the theory that these are not public lands, but Indian lands, and the 
Government of the United States is to be made a trustee, so to —— 
for the people who desire to go into that territory and make homes 
The Government is to negotiate for those people with the Indians for 
the lands, and then when it has conducted the negotiations successfully 
and acquired the lands, the people who go in there and occupy them 
are simply to make good to the Government its expenditures while 
acting as trustee for them in securing the lands. That is the situation, 
and it is because of that situation that the soldiers of Kansas and the 
soldiers of the country generaly have never asked that the homestead 
law should apply to these lands, because they are not public lands and 
Tt is not pro to make them such. The bill simply recognizes the 
rights of the Indians and their equities in these lands and proposes that 
the Government shall conduct the negotiation, and then that the set- 
tlers shall pay to the Government the price which it has to pay to the 
Indians. To apply the amendment of my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson] to this bill would be to discriminate in favor of a few soldiers 
and against the great mass of the ex-soldiers of the Union Army. If 
we are to legislate for the soldier anes, let us gute that every 
Union soldier shall have a land-warrant. 

If we ave so exceedingly anxious about them, let us be fair and treat 
them all alike instead of discriminating in favor of a few Union soldiers 
who may happen to live upon the border of this territory. The friends 
of this bill are the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
{ Mr. Payson] for the reason I have suggested, that these are not pub- 
lic lands and it is not to make them public lands. 

To my other friend from Illinois [Mr. HenDERSON], who says that 
he is afraid that under the provisions of this bill these lands will be 
opened up to speculators, I will say that the amendment of his col- 
league [Mr. Payson ] would aid speculators instead of deterring them, 
because after the soldier had lived on the land a year he could sell it to 
a speculator, so that in twelve months’ time the land would be opened 
to speculation, whereas under the bill as it is no speculator can get a 
foothold in less than three years. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman assert that in good faith? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do assert that in good faith 

Mr. PAYSON. Under the provisions of the bill, section 8, last clause, 
could not the soldier get his title at the end of one year? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not at all. 

Mr. PAYSON. The bill so provides in so many words. 

Mr. PERKINS. But he would have to pay. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, but he could get histitle; and then why could 
not he sell to the speculator ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because the inducement to speculation could not 
be so great as if he could get title by one year’s residence without the 
payment of any money. ‘That is the reason. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, as we have almost reached the 
hour for adjournment, I move tha‘ the committee now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BurTERWoRTH having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro iempore, Mr. DocKERY that the 
Comunittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had under 


consideration the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Territory of Okla- 


‘homa, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o'clock p. m. having 
arrived, the House stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rale private bills ef the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated 
By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 11782) to approve and ratify 
the construction by the Vi and Texas Railroad 
of the bridge over the Red River atShreveport, La., and the 
bridge over the Ouachita River at Monroe, La., and to authorize said 
anes Sa over said water ways subject 
to certain stipulations and the Commerce. 
By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11783) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Martha E. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 11784) for the relief of William Tyre—tothe Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 11785) to authorize the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to 








1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


255 





By Mr. 8. T. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 11787) granting a pension to 
Adolphus Rosemiller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: A bill (H. R. 11788) for the relief of William 
F. Atkinson—to the Committee on War Claims. < 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 11789) granting a pension to An- 
nie Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 11790) granting a pension to Fedo- 
lin Buckwiller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11791) to remove the charge of desertion from 
Henry Miller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11792) for the relief of Newton C. 
Hartman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petitionof John Superceky, of Corpus Christi, Tex., 
in relation to tariff on tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Resolutions of the Lumbermen’s Exchange of 
Chicago, Tl)., urging the early passage of the naval-reserve bill—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of N. W: Cody, for relief on account of 
money paid for a substitute in the late war—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of John Sahan, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Papers in the claim of Anna M. M. Ramey, of King 
George County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of James Allen and 32 others, of West 
Bedford; of Isaac Mason and 69 others, of Worcester; of Willis Brown- 
ing and 21 others, of Lynn; of E. G. Walker and 177 others, of Boston, 
and of Henry M. Phillips and 57 others, of Springfield, Mass., to grant 
to Kobert Smalls a seat in the House of Representatives—to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of William F. Atkinson and of Eliza- 
beth Arnold, of North Carolina, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of G. B. Durham, for relief— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
a bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 

‘atents: 

By Mr. BYNUM: Of Abner W. Ross, of Elwood, Ind. 

Also, of W. E. Plackard, of Elwood, Ind. 

By Mr. HARE: Of G. W. Coleman, of Henrietta, Tex. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Of E. F. Case, of Ellsworth, Wis. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Of citizens of New Albany, Ind. 


By Mr. McADOO: Of printers, electrotypers, and others of Jersey 
City, N. J. 


By Mr. McKINLEY: Of Wallace H. Phelps, of Alliance, Ohio. 
By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of W. 8. Chambers, of Stockton, Kans. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 14, 1888. 
oe metati12o’clock m. Prayer by theChaplain, Rev. W.H. 


D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
POSTAL LAWS. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 11794) to amend the postal laws of the United States in refer- 
ence to letters bearing a i stamp; which was read a first 
and second time, referred te the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Reads, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11793) 
to abolish cirenit-court powers of certain district courts of the United 
States, and to for writs of error in capital cases, and for other 
purposes, was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COST OF COPIES OF PATENTS, ETC. 

Mr. HEARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11796) 
to regulate the cost of copies of patents and other papers from 
the Patent Office; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL CONTRACTS. 

ee een ee en a ates Bane he aia. 
General, transmitting reports of contracts for carrying the mails, of 
mails established, of additional’ allowances to contractors, of curtail- 


ment of expenses, and of fines and deductions from the pay of con- 
tractors for the fiseal year 1888; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


IMPROVEMENTS AT THE MOUTH OF CUMBERLAND RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a report from the Chief of Engineers, 
the report of a board of engineers relative to a plan for improving the 
mouth of Cumberland River; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SAYERS, until Monday next, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 
To Mr. PARKER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. LANHAM, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. 3621) for the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Justice Morri- 
son R. Waite the balance of a year’s salary, and it was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, KANSAS CITY. 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (S. 281) for the erection of a public building at Kansas City, 
Mo., and that the bill be now put upen its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds recommend that the bill be 


amended by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase or acquire by condemnation proceedings, in accordance 
with the laws of Missouri, a suitable lot of land in the city of Kansas City, in 
the county of and State of Missouri, to be used for the construction 
thereon of a building suitable for the accommodation of the post-office, the 
courts of the United States, and all the other Government offices in said city, 
at a cost which shall not exceed for said site the sum of $250,000: Provided, That 
the site shall leave the building, when constructed, unexposed to danger from 
fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, incind- 
ing streets and alleys. And no money appropriated for this —— shall be 
available until a valid title to the site for said building shall vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of Missouri shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof forall purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

“Sec. 2. That the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated for the purposes of the purchase of said site out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Amend the title so as to read as follows: “ An act to provide for the purchase 
of a site in Kansas City, Mo., for the erection of a public building thereon.” 


Mr. WARNER (interrupting the reading). I possibly may save time 
of the House by stating that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds has reported the Senate bill back with an amendment, and I 
desire to have the bill passed as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk is now reading the proposed substitute. 

The reading was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WARNER, I hope the gentleman will withhold that call until 
I can make an explanation of this measure. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLouNnT] de- 
mands the regular order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the call for 
a moment. 

Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman will allow me to make a state- 
ment, I think he will not object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think this Congress has already spent enough 
money in that direction. 


DEATH OF HON. EDWARD W. ROBERTSON, 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That Saturday, the 19th day of January, 1889, at 3 o’clock p. m., be 
fixed as the time for delivering tributes to the memory of the late Hon. Edward 
W. Robertson, late Representative in this Congress from the State of Louisiana. 


CITROUS WATER COMPANY, ARIZONA. 
Mr. HUDD. I rise to submit a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7843) granting to Citrous Water 
Company right of way through Papago Indian reservation, in Maricopa County, 
Arizona, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same. o a6 wee 

. W. PE 


L, 
THOMAS R. HUDD, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
H. L. DAWES, 
F. B. STOCK BRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
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The SPEAKER. A rule of the House requires that the House man- 
agers in submitting a comference report shall submit also a written 
statement showing the effect of the action reeommended. Thereisno 
such accompanying report in this case; but unless it is demanded the 
Chair will put the question on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This seems to be an entire 
secession on the part of the House managers from the position taken 
by the House; they recommend a full concurrence with the amend- 
ments of the Senate. I think we had better know the effect of those 
amendments and the reason which has prompted the House managers 
to make this recommendation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand that a written state- 
ment shall be submitted? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
the statement be an oral one. 

Mr. HUDD. Theamendment placed on this bill by the Senate, and in 
which the House non-concurred for the purpose simply of getting the bill 
into conference that the subject might be more readily brought before 
the House, relates to the granting of the right of way to convey water 
across an Indian reservation in Arizona. The bill as it went from the 
House was not guarded in many respects, especially as to the rights of 
the Indians occupying the reservation to have free use of this water. 
The Senate amendment provides that this corporation while enjoying 
the right of way across the reservation shall allow to the Indians occu- 
pying the reservation the free use of the water. It is also provided 
that citizens of the United States who may have lands tributary to this 
right of way shall also have the right to use the water on terms to be 
agreed upon. ‘There is also a reservation of the right of Congress to 
modify, change, or alter the provisions of this law as may be deented 
necessary. ‘Thus the rights of the people, and especially those of the 
Indians residing upon the reservation, are fully and effectually guarded. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. HUDD moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Iam perfectly willing that 


HOLIDAY ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has demanded the 
regular order. ~ 
Mr. HOOKER. I desire to introduce a privileged resolution for ref- 
erence to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, 1888, they stand adjourned until 
Monday, January 7, 1889. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 
reports of a private nature. 
Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the call of commit- 
tees for reports be dispensed with, and that gentlemen having bills to 


report be permitted to hand them to the Clerk for reference to appro- 
priate committees. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees for reports of a 
private nature. 

MARY THORN. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2861) granting a pension to Mary 
Thorn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHRISTIAN SANDERS. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11177) granting a pension to Christian 
Sanders; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELLEN SMITH. 


Mr, SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Ellen Smith; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELLEN HAND. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3264) ting a pension to Mrs. Ellen 
Hand; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
aoe Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

J. D. HAWORTH. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (S. 3435) granting a pension to J. D. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


i 


DECEMBER 14, 


Haworth; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTHA WINE. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10920) granting a pension to Martha 
Wine; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH BODEN. 


Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H? R. 10901) granting a pension to 
Sarah Boden; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back adversely bills of the following titles; which were sever- 
ally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 10902) granting a pension to Melvina Greenya; 

A bill (H. R. 10989) granting a pension to William H. Coffin; 

A bill (H. R. 11200) granting a pension to Mary B, Peck; 

A bill (H.R. 10800} granting a pension to Leonard Persons; and 

A bill (H. R. 10560) granting an increase of pension to Charles John- 
son. 

CHARLES H. GREEN. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11354) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Green; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN PARKINSON. 


On motion of Mr. SAWYER, the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (8. 3492) grant- 
ing a pension to John Parkinson, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


ELIZABETH CLOVER. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11629) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Clover; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ROWLAND WARD. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11578) to increase the pension of 
Rowland Ward; which was referred to the Committee of the Whcle 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE BUCHANAN, 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension-roll the 
name of Catharine Buchanan; which was referred to the Committee of 


‘the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 


ing report, ordered to be printed. 
HARLAN E. KING. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11430) to increase the pension of 
Harlan E. King; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. CLEMENT. 


Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 11411) granting a pension to Sarah A, 
Clement; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

SPEAKER. The call of committees for reports is concluded. 


RIFLE RANGE, MADISON BARRACKS, NEW YORK. 


Mr. MAISA, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9070) to provide 
for the purchase of land to be used as a rifle range and for other pur- 
poses in connection with Madison Barracks, New York; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, when the House adjourned on Friday 
last a motion made by myself was pending, that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar; 
and further, that all debate on section 6 of the oe bill (8. 1305) to 
incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua be limited to 
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ten minutes. I now withdraw that motion and move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar; and further, that all general debate on section 6 and all 
amendments to the bill be limited to forty minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is the debate to be closed on the bill or on the sec- 
ti 


the House will come to order. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


CLARDY] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 


the Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar; 
and further, he moves that all debate on pending amendments to the 
bill under consideration and to section 6 of the bill be closed in forty 
minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a parliamentary in- 

uiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state if. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The motion of the gentleman from Missouri as stated 
by the Chair not only limits the debate on this section, which was un- 
der consideration by the committee at the time it was last in session, 
but it limits the debate upon all amendments to the bill now pending 
or which may be hereafter offered. Now, there are certain paragraphs 
of the bill not yet reached ordisposed of. There is this particular para- 
graph under consideration, for instance. Is it competent, then, for the 


House to order the closing of all debate upon all of the paragraphs of 


the bill when there is but one being considered? 
The SPEAKER. Of course the present occupant of the chair can 
not have any official knowledge as to the exact status of the bill in 


Committee of the Whole. The Chair assumes, from the character of 


the motion made by the gentleman from Missouri, that the Committee 
of the Whole has reached the sixth section of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is not exactly the fact. It has not been 
reached in its regular order. There are amendments pending to sev- 
eral preceding sections. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, the first amendment offered to the bill 
was proposed by the gentleman from Texas to the sixth section. Upon 
the adoption of that amendment, without objection, amendments to 
the preceding sections were offered and adopted. Afterwards my col- 
league [Mr. BLAND] offered a substitute for the sixth or last section, 
and upon the adoption of that substitute offered, without objection 
and by unanimous consent, for it could not have been done except by 
unanimous consent, a motion was made by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. STocKDALE] to amend the sixth section, and the motion 
was entertained by the Chair. I submit, therefore, sir, that upon the 
adoption of the amendment offered by my colleague it was not in order 
to move an amendment to any of the prior sections of the bill without 
unanimous ape y byes if I be right in that position then the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Georgia is not well taken. If I 
be wrong it follows that we have made no progress in the consideration 
of this bill, but that amendments and debate may go on ad infinitum. 
'  TheSPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Missouri to say that a substitute had been offered to the sixth section 
of the bill and adopted, and that then the sixth section had been fur- 
ther amended upon the motion of another gentleman? 

Mr. CLARDY. A substitute was offered for the sixth section and 
adopted, after which, I say, by unanimous consent, an amendment 
was offered to the second section, which was pending at the time the 
committee rose. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks if that is the status of the bill in 
committee, the motion of the gentleman from Missouri is in order, for 
evidently the Committee of the Whole has reached the consideration 
of the sixth section. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, there was no request, permit me to 
state, for unanimous consent to offer the amendment to which the gen- 
tleman has referred. There was an i entertainment and con- 
sideration of motions and amendments to the bill in reference to these 
various paragraphs. 

When the sixth section of the bill was under consideration the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] asked of the then presiding officer 
if it would be competent for him to offer an amendment, I think, to 
the second section. The Chair answered that it would be, and accord- 
ingly the gentleman moved to amend one of the preceding sections. 
There was never any proposition or = oem looking to unanimous 
consent. There was an irregular consideration of the bill, and amend- 
ments were entertained at various points, and, as I have stated, there 
was an irregular mode of procedure recognized by all without objec- 
tion. The gentleman from Illinois never asked unanimous consent, 
but made the motion under instructions of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it makes any difference 
as to the question or order here presented whether the unanimous con- 
sent was asked or not. Thematerial fact to be considered is this: Had 
the committee in fact reached the consideration of the sixth and last 
section of the bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. All I desire is that the Chair shall understand the 
fact as to the exact status in the committee; that these amendments 
were being considered without objection on the part of any one, and, 


“* SET 


on? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the gentleman’s motion if 





as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] says, were offered pro- 
miscuously to various paragraphs of the bill, and a number of them 
are pending now. Any construction of the action of the committee, 
therefore, that would lead the House to conclude that the committee 
had agreed to the preceding sections or to section 6 as an entirety is 
calculated to work a wrong to the committee, and I trust, Mr. Speaker, 
that before the House shall be misled in any manner, or deprived of its 
rights of offering amendments all along the line of this bill, that the 
Chair will understand precisely the situation. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire simply to supplement the statement of the 
gentleman from Georgia as to what occurred, the present occupant of 
the chair not being familiar with what took place in the Committee of 
the Whole, by a statement which will be verified by an examination of 
the Reconp. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], subse- 
quent to the adoption of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND], offered quite a lengthy amendment, which was 
adopted, to the first section of the bill. The order in which the differ- 
ent amendments were proposed and adopted, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY], is correct; but in addition an amend- 
ment was offered by the gentleman from Indiana { Mr. HOLMAN] to the 
first section of the bill. That, as I have said, wasadopted. There was 
no unanimous consent in reference tothat. Awhile after that an amend- 
ment was offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cops], an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [| Mr. 
HoLMAN ], which was adopted, and then an amendment was offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] subsequently to all of 
these to the first section of the bill, at which point I addressed an in- 
quiry to the then occupant of the chair, asking whether it would be in 
order if the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which 
was to insert a certain provision in a certain line of the bill, were 


adopted—it would then be in order for me to move tostrike out the en- 


tire paragraph, and, if so, that I desired to be recognized for the pur- 
pose of moving that amendment. The then occupant of the chair said 
that it would be in order to do so, and would recognize me for that 
purpose. Other gentlemen sitting around me had amendments also to 
offer to the first, second, and third sections of the bill. 

Now, the difficulty arising as to the parliamentary status of this bill 
results from the fact that the bill, as the RECORD will show, was never 
read in Committee of the Whole for the purpose of amendment. The 
bill was called up and was considered generally; the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] secured recognition, saying that he desired to 
offer an amendment to go into the sixth section of the bill, and after 
this a kind of guerrilla attack, or irregular consideration of proposed 
amendments, was the method pursued by the Committee of the Whole 
in its consideration of the bill. 

There was no unanimous consent about it one way oranother. It was 
considered in the way in which I have stated, and therefore it occurs 
to me—and I would say the point was made by some gentleman, whose 
name I do not recollect, about the time the deliberations in Coramittee 


of the Whole ended—whether it would not be proper in Committee of 
the Whole to have the bill read in the regular way, by sections, and . 


have amendments offered by gentlemen who desired to offer them. 

Nothing was done with that suggestion, as the committee rose. Soit 
must be distinctly understood by the Speaker of the House that this bill 
has not been read by sections for the purpose of amendment, and gen- 

lemen around me who have amendments to offer agree with me that 
it was not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Having been Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole on the last day on which this bill was considered, I will make 
a statement of the condition of the bill when the committee entered 
upon its consideration that day, and, as I conceive, the condition now. 
The bill was taken up before the adjournment last session on a Friday, 
and was called up under a rule then adopted for that day, allowing 
each member, when his name was called, to call up for consideration & 
bill, the consideration of which should be entered upon if a certain 
number of objections.was not made. When this bill was reached, Mr. 
Speaker, there was séme opposition manifested to it. Gentlemen whe 
were desirous of getting it passed admitted amendments that were pro- 
posed to be offered to the respective sections to which they applied. 
They were offered and were considered irrespective of the section to 
which they belonged. There was great anxiety-— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me get through with my statement, and I 
will with pleasure. 

There seemed to be a great anxiety to, if possible, accommodate the 
gentlemen who had amendments to propose and to get the bill through 
on that day. In that condition of things there were a number of 
amendments offered, One was adopted, and if I remember, one was 
not acted upon; the former to section 5, the latter to section 2, and the 
bill went over, the hour of 5 o’clock hav..: arrived. When I was 
called to the chair in Committee of the Whole last Friday I found that 
the’ situation—amendments being offered to the bill and considered 
without regard to the section to which they applied. I suggested to 
one or two gentlemen who came to me while in the chair that that 
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was irregular, and that we had better enter upon it in a more regular 
way. But no objection was made on the floor, and hence I could not 
make the point of order myself. 

An amendment was offered to a section, and pending the amend- 
ment the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] asked if he would 
have the right after that amendment had been adopted to move to 
strike out the section, if | remembercorrectly. The Chair replied that 
he would. Hence, from the beginning there was little regard paid to 
the order in which the amendments were oifered, and, as has been stated, 
after the amendment had been adopted to section 5 on the first day 
without objection, no objection further being made, there was a recog- 
nition of gentlemen to oifer amendments to a section before that—the 
second section. This is a history of the proceeding in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if it is 
not true, in addition to what he has stated, that after the committee 
ruse on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY ], that 
gentleman made the motion he now makes, and Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, 
being in the chair, was called upon to rule, and did rule, and sustained 
the point of order that I now make, and in pursuance of that the House 
was taking the vote upon limiting debate upon a single amendment 
and amendments thereto. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam inclined to think there was such a ruling. 
I will say that—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was the ruling. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to call attention to another state of facts. 
This bill has rather an anomalous position. It never belonged to the 
Committee of the Whole House at all. Had it been reached on the 
Private Calendar in a regular way it would have been considered in 
the House, and the previous question could at any time have been 
ordered upon the bill as an entirety. It comes to be unfinished busi- 
ness in Committee of the Whole because of a peculiar rule adopted 
daring the last days of the last session of Congress—thatis, that when 
in Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar the alphabetical 
list of members should be called, and each member as his name was 
called be permitted to call up a bill. So that is why it was called up 
in Committee of the Whole. Now, having got into Committee of the 
Whole and being unfinished business, it must be dis of. Butthe 
House can take possession of it, and apply the rules properly to it. 
The sixth section having been reached, or the last section of the bill 
having been amended, it is perfectly clear that all other forms were 
waived, and we offered the motion to dispose of the bill by closing de- 
bate on the amendments. There is no proposition here to cut off 
amendment. The proposition is simply to close debate on the bill and 
on pendingamendments. The first readingof the bill had been waived. 
The right to take it up section by section in the Committee of the 
Whole was waived when the conmittee went to the last section of the 
bill; and now it is perfectly in the power of the House to take charge 
of the whole question and get this bill out of the way. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, there was considerable irregularity 
the day this bill was up last in regard to the manner in which it should 
be considered. The bill was not read through except as a part of the 
speech of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. He asked to 
have the bill read and it was embodied in his five-minute speech. 
After that it was taken up promiscuously and amendments were of- 
fered to various sections, apparently without objection on the part of 
any one, but it was never supposed by any of the members on this floor 
that the consideration of the first section had been closed, because it 
had not been read as a separate section. I had several amendments 
which I desired to offer to that section and which were on my desk at 
the time ready to be offered, but another amendment came from the 
other side of the House and it was considered by a sort of general con- 
sent, the bill never having been read through by sections nor as a 
whole, except, as I have already said, as a part of the speech of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Now, to undertake to treat the first and second sections as disposed 
of is simply to deprive members of an opportunity to offer suitable and 
proper amendments to that part of the bill, and I trust that the friends 
of this measure will not undertake to apply any gag of that character. 
If they do, I do not think it will expedite their measure atall. What 
we want is a fair and honest discussion of this bill upon its merits. 

Mr. DUNN. Are you willing to fix a time for a vote upon the bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA. If you can reach a vote in a proper way, I have no 
objection to your passing this bill; but unless it is taken up in proper 
form, without any gentleman upon this floor being gagged, either as to 
offering amendments or discussing the merits of the bill, the question 
assumes another character. This bill is before the House irregularly 
anyhow. It did not come up as the unfinished business of the com- 
mittee. It was taken up at another time and not while reports from 
that con:mittee were entitled to consideration. It came up by unani- 
mous consent late one afternoon, and was considered simply because 
there were not five objections made to it on that day. No gentleman 
on the floor of this House, I care not who he may be, nor how great 
may be his power of condensing his remarks, can begin to discuss all 
the merits of this question before this House in forty minutes, or in 
eighty minutes. This is one of the most important questions which 
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tion I move that all debate on the bill and amendments 


seems to me it should be confined to some 





have been before this Congress. The bill is anold stager here. It has 
been before many other Congresses. It has been kicked > 
and now its promoters come back again and present it in another form. 
Heretofore they asked that the Government should become responsible 
for the payment of the interest on their bonds. They have dilly-dal- 
lied with it session after session, until now we find it here before the 
House in this irregular manner. It has no business here under the 
circumstances, and not one single section of it has thus far been read 
as a separate section so as to give an opportunity for members to offer 
amendments. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I think I see a way out of this diffi- 
culty which will be satisfactory to all. As one who is in favor of the 
project of digging this canal, thoagh not in favor of all the provisions 
contained in the bill, I ask that the resolution which I send to the desk 
be read. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on the question of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman, but the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson ] asks that the resolution offered by 
him be read. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to that. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That when the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill incorporating the Nicaragua Canal Company, 
the bil! be read by sections for amendment, and that the debate on the first sec- 
tion and amendments thereto be limited to thirty minutes, 

Mr. PAYSON. I can see no reasonable objection to that proposition, 
Mr. Speaker, and I think it should be satisfactory to everybody. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Make the debate an hour on the first section. 

Mr. PAYSON. The first section is not a very important one and 


ought not to occupy so much time. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to what ap- 


pears in the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD in relation to this matter. I 


read from the proceedings of Friday last: 


Mr. CLiarpy. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House for the further consideration of Senate bill 1305, and pending that mo- 
be limited to thirty 

minutes. 


Mr. Hoiman. Mr. Speaker, can that motion be made as to the whole bill? It 
rticular section of the bill. It can 
not apply to any portion of the bill which vhich has not already been the subject of 


amendment, 


Mr. WEeaveERr., I suggest to the gentleman that when by unanimous consent 


= — been considering this bill in a general way it is too late now to raise 
the point. 


Mr. Houtman. I think there has been no consent upon the except, I 


subject 
—, by acquiescence. There has been no express consent. No consent 


2as been asked or obtained = by implication. 


Mr. Ciarpy. The section er consideration is the last section, at any rate. 
Mr. Spinoia. Not by any — 


Mr. Payson. There is pending an amendment to the second section 
- Mr. = And quite a number of amendments are yet to be offered to the 
rst on. 


Mr. CLarpy. We recurred to the second section by unanimous consent. 
Mr. DUNN. In order to adjust matters, I hope—— 


Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to hearing suggestions, but I 
trust I shall be allowed to continue. 


Mr. Houtman. I think that under ourrules when a bill contains a number of 
eae ca ~ ee ot ee ns ax vouhjest of of amendment, 
tions having nu consideration the su 

the true mode of procedure after all is for the gentleman having charge of the 


bil! to move to close debate on successive sections, Certainly debate could not 
be closed in this way upon the whole bill. 

Mr. CLarpy. I make my motion. 

Mr. Buount. I can not conceive how it can be in order under our rules to 
move to close debate on the whole bill. The rule contemplates thatthe 
gentleman in charge of a bill may have the right to move to close on & 
given amendment or on a given paragraph and amendments thereto. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The porenes Sreneaes af the understood the 
gentleman from Missouri to move, the motion to go into Committeeof 
the Whole, that debate be limited to twenty minutes on the pending section. 

Mr. Biount. I understood differen 


Mr. Hotman. The gentleman from Tissouri sought to have his motion apply 
to the whole bill. 


Mr. Crarpy. I did not hear the statement just made eis the 
Mr. Buount. As the gen ome Dynan meee oy Nee ear the statemen A 
eee the C) 


will take the —— ttm —— Issue! mov 
Fi moved to to t debate to twenty minutes arco, 
Mr. CLaARDY. Seno sae ose re bill and 
h tleman from 
inorder now 
_-~. - what section were we en- 


r. McMriurs. The second section is the one to which the pending amend- 
ment relates. 


Mr, Charpy. I move that all debate on the second section and amendments 
thereto be limited to ten minutes, 


Mr. CLARDY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I to withdraw my mo- 


propose 
tion; but I wish to hear again the suggestion made by the gentleman 
from Illinois {Mr. Payson]. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] 
asks that the proposition aie by the gentleman from jis be again 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole for the con- 
sideration of the bill SS —— Nicaragua Canal Company, the bill be 





read by sections for amendment and that debate on the first section and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to thirty minutes. 


Mr. CLARDY. I suggest that the gentleman say ‘‘ten minutes.”’ 

Mr. PAYSON. I will compromise the matter and say “‘ twency 
minutes.’’ 

Mr. BLAND. [I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri can not take another 

tleman off the floor by a parliamen inquiry. 
a> BLAND. Does the ciieaeel paed Illinois apprehend that that 
motion will do away with amendments already ingratted on the bill ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, no; not at all. , 

The SPEAKER. It will not affect them in the least. The gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. caper) withdraws his original motion and 
accepts the proposition of the gentleman from I]linois modified so as to 
say twenty minutes instead of thirty minutes. a 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, on the adoption of that proposition I demand 
the previous question. ‘ 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the previous 

uestion. 
? Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Ona matter touching this very eub- 
ject I rise to a question of privilege, and would like to be heard before 
this proposition is voted upon. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota will proceed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have read certain passages I have marked in the New York Herald of 
the 13th instant. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Two elements have united in the House to make the pending bill ineorporat- 
ing the Nicaragua Canal Company a failure. They are the agents of the Pa- 
cific railroads and the attorneys of the Panama Canal Company. The amend- 
ments already added to thebill make it worthless. As it came from the Senate 
the bill was not altogether as fair to the enterprise as it was expected it would 
be, but its present condition, as Judge Daly said in to-day’s Herald, makes it 
of no use to any one. 

During the debate last Friday Mr. Dinatey, of Maine, whose integrity no one 
a, openly declared on the floor of the House that it seemed to him that 

re was a settled purpose on the part of some gentlemen to defeat it in an in- 
direct way. While admitting the importance of the object sought, it was at the 
same time the real purpose to defeat the bill. 
* * » . * © . 
PACIFIC ROAD INTEREST. 


Somewhere about the Capitol locked up in the desk of a Congressman might 
be found the following memorandum from an attorney of the Pacifie Railroad 
who practices about the Capitol: 

** Pacific road opposes the measure because it would practically end its busi- 
ness asa common carrier, especially alongthe southern route. See that amend- 
ments are so framed as to have the appearance of protecting the Government, 
while they render the act inoperative. os cue in debate istogivethe Panama 
route devil. Insist that Nicaragua route is the only practical route, but any 
act of Congress must avoid committing the United States Government, by infer- 
ence in the slightest degree, to fostering the measure.” 

An examination of the ConGresstonaL Recoxp since the Nicaragua bill has 
been under consideration discovers the unanimity with which a large number 
of patriots have put themselves on record and whose whole argument is but a 
— of this useful “‘mem” suggestion how to effectually but covertly kill 

Tho three tampering amendments, which Judge Daly says make the bill use- 
less, were offered by Mr. Buayp of Missouri, Mr. Wizson of Minnesota, and 
Mr. Cons of Alabama, 

* * * * * . * 
PAYMENT OF STOCK. 

The third amendment was offered by the greatest alleged friend the scheme 

could possibly have—Mr. WiLson, of Iowa. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That means ‘‘of Minnesota.’’ 
The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 


“Src. 3, That no certificates of stock shall be issued until at least 10 per cent. 
of the same shall be fully id forin money at the par value of said stock and 
the money deposited in the treasury of said company, and said stock so sub- 
scribed 1 not be assignable until the whole of the same shall be paid in, and 
mo payment on account of capital of said company stall be made except in 
money; and said company is hereby prohibited from returning or rebating any 
part of the money so paid. No bonds in excess of the amount of eapital paid 
and received shail be authorized or issued until such paid capital shall amount 
to the sum of $5,000,000. No part of the capital stock paid in shall be at any 
time withdrawn or returned to the stockholders or in any manner diverted 
from the proper uses of the corporation. Ev person violating or aiding in 
the violation of the foregoing provision shall deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and on conviction shall be punished by fine not exceeding 
$10,000, or by im nt not exeeeding five years, or by both of such punish- 
ments in the discretion of the court.” 

Worthless as the bill now is with all these disinterested and patriotic amend 
ments grafted on it, it is still to be farther amended, each friend of the Panama 
Canal Company the Pacific Railroad Companies being determined to prove 
his — to the “commune” by his desire to see this great maritime highway 
built under a 


with a little amendment tacked on that is deem eces- 
sary to save the honor of the country. ie _ 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I am not usually very 
sensitive about any attack upon me. I beHeve this is the first time in 
my life that I have ever called attention in a legislative body to any in- 
sinuation of this kind. Up to the time when I saw this interview, 
Mr, Speaker, I believed the promoters and incorporators of this Nica- 
tagua Canal to be honest men, intending patriotically to forward the 
building of a canal that would, as I believe, be to our country a great 
and valuable public improvement. I have talked to those men per- 
sonally about this matter, and especially to Judge Daly, and if there be 
afy persons about this House opposing the measure I have held no 
communication with them, nor do I know one of them. I con¥ersed 
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with Judge Daly, as I have said, about this matter, and I told him I 
desired this amendment. 

Mr.Speaker, when the language of this amendment is examined and 
understoood it will be seen that its sole purpose is to prevent the issu- 
ance of stock without consideration. The issuance of such stock isa 
fraud on every honest stockholder. Not only that, sir; it is a fraud on 
all the patrons of the improvement and on the people at large. 

This amendment was framed in the interest of the public and to 
prevent a dishonest practice that has of late become common and most 
injuriously affected the interests of the whole people. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thegentleman will permit me to ask whether Judge 
Daly, to whom he refers, is one of the promoters of this bill? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I believe he has been one of the most 
prominent promoters. He has been several times before the Committee 
on Commerce touching this matter, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is he the author of this article? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I think it may be inferred that he is 
either the author or the instigator. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think not. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I know nothing of the authorship ex- 
cept so far as it may be inferred from the article itself. Whoever the 
author may be, he says that I am an ‘‘alleged friend’’ of the enter- 
prise,and insinuates that I and other gentlemen named are not only 
enemies of this enterprise, but tools or dupes of the Pacific Railroad 
or of the Panama Canal Company. ‘The sole and only basis for this 
charge is (so faras I am concerned) that I have had the audacity, with- 
out permission, to offer an amendment tending to prevent any fraud on 
either the honest stockholders or the public, and which prevents men 
from issuing stock to themselves without the payment of a dollar in 
aid of the enterprise. 

No one dares to defend that which is forbidden by this amendment. 
That the thing forbidden is a fraud on both the stockholder and the 
public every one knows; that it has been long common is equally no- 
torious. If the parties controlling this enterprise do not propose to 
issue watered or unpaid-for stock, the amendment is simply unnec- 
essary, and so far as they are concerned, inoperative and harmless. But 
who will deny that this outcry against such an amendment does not 
clearly show its necessity? These charges have not a shadow of founda- 
tion in fact. 

Mr. COX. Allow me, right there. 
Daly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, 
it comes from somebody else. 

Mr. COX. Task to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota has the floor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, before I 
yield the floor to anybody, that the man who suggested or caused that 
article to be written, whoever he may be, seems to be trying to drive 
the members of this House to consent to a charter so loose in its pro- 
visions that it will allow certain men to collect tribute from the com- 
pany without paying a dollar into the enterprise. 

I wish to say that this amendment offered by me was sanctioned by 
Governor DINGLEY, of Maine, and by the best friends of the enterprise 
on this floor. There is nobody who is more in favor of this enterprise 
than myself, but I am opposed to watered stock or dishonest stock, 
issued without any consideration, and I am also opposed to a charter 
so loosely framed as to admit of the issueof such stock. And I believe 
that the amendment which I offered and this committee adopted will 
strengthen the enterprise and give assurance to honest investors and to 
real friends of the enterprise. 

Messrs. Cox, BLAND, and SPINOLA rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota rose to a question 
of privilege and has made his statement. He presented no matter for 
debate. 


Mr. SPINOLA. 

The SPEAKER. 
[Mr. BLanp]. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise for the purpose of a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. My pointis whether or not the article as read from the 
Clerk’s desk presents a question of privilege? Much as I dislike to 
interfere with any gentleman to make any explanation he deems 
proper—— 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Illinois would save time if he 
would permit members to go on. 

Mr. PAYSON. There need be no feeling about this. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not think the article read by the 
Clerk at the suggestion of the gentleman from Minnesota presents any 
question of privilege under the rules of the House. It may present 
such matter as entitles the gentleman to the ordinary courtesy of mak- 
ing a personal explanation. The Chair thinks that under Rule IX of 
the House this is not strictly a question of privilege, because there is 
no charge of corruption or misconduct on the part of any member in 
his representative capacity. 

Mr. BLAND. I think the House itself has been liberal in reference 
to questions of personal privilege, 
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Mr. PAYSON. 
lege ? 

Mr. BLAND. But the House has been liberal in extending the court- 
esy to members of making personal explanations in reference to mat- 
ters of this character, and I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not 
undertake to cut off such explanations. 

Mr. PAYSON. I withdraw my point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. I donot wish to detain the House at any length and 
would not have said a word on this floor except for the fact that this 
article has been read here. I know nothing about the company which 
has originated this bill, and I know nothing about the opposition to it 
outside of this Hall. Theamendment I offered tothat bill, and which 
was adopted by the House, was intended to secure the power of Con- 
gress over this corporation. Now, when this correspondent refers to 
the fact that Jay Gould and Vanderbilt and some of those gentlemen 
to whom Congress has granted great franchises, and by which they have 
accumulated enormous wealth from extravagantand ill-advised legisla- 
tion, that they are in opposition to this scheme, they had better bring 
some evidence of that fact. If I were to judge of this bill and the 
manner in which it is being urged by that correspondent and parties 
interested I would suppose they were the same old schemers who got 
control of the Pacific Railroads, control of Congress which failed to 
preserve the power of legislation over it; that they are the same old 
schemers who are here to-day to secure the monopoly of this isthmus, 
80 as tocontrol, in addition tothe railway routes, the great water chan- 
nels of commerce, so as to control the great international commerce of 
the country. ' 

I have been a friend of this measure so far as the main objects of it 
are concerned if it could be made in the interest of the people of this 
country and if the power of the Government could be reserved over it. 
But, sir, if it is to be hounded through here by men who undertake to 
vilify and slander memberz on this floor who seek to do their duty to 
the people of this country, 1 am forced to the conclusion that corrupt 
motives are underlying it at the bottom on the part of the corporators 
and their overzealous correspondents, and it will never get through 
this body with my consent unless with the amendments incorporated 
upon it and others of a similar character which will make it safe and 
right for the people of the country; and gentlemen may look well to 
the bill in that regard. 

Mr. PAYSON. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the demand for the previous 
question—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. 
ment. 

Mr. PAYSON. : 

Mr. DUNHAM. Ail day, if you insist upon it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I shall only occupy a few minutes’ time. 

Questions of privilege of a personal character are something I have 
not indulged in, nor have I taken advantage of any occasion by rising 
in any public body of which I have been a member and asking to be 
heard. But, Mr. Speaker, when the entire Congress of the United 
States—on that side, at least—which feels it to be a high public duty 
to the people of this country, on the floor of this House, to perfect a great 
public measure by proper amendments, is to be assailed and insulted, 
even charged directly with dishonesty for their action, it then becomes 
my duty, as I think it is the duty of every other member, to meet that 
issue upon the floor of the House, or wherever it is raised, and set the 
wrong right. 

Now, sir, the article which has been presented and read from the 
New York Herald by the gentleman from Minnesota was based upon 
an interview with Judge Daly, or ex-Judge Daly, with the New York 
Herald man the day previous. Ex-Judge Daly is one of the principal 
gentlemen who are behind this measure. 

Since his retirement from the bench by reason of the limitation of 
age he has been directing his great ability and learning in the direction 
of carrying through enterprises of a similar character and has brought 
forward his energies for the support of various measures before the New 
York Legislature. Now I find him here before the Congress of the 
United States, and I may say that all of these measures in which this 
high-toned gentleman has been associated since his retirement from the 
bench have been of a very doubtful and of a very greasy character. 
[Laughter. 

fr, SOWDEN. Is he a lobbyist? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iam asked if he isa lobbyist. That is a question 
for the House of Representatives and not for me, to say whether he is 
or not. 

A gentleman who hangs about the doors of legislative bodie sim- 
portuning members to vote for measures of which he has charge would 
usually come under the head of a lobbyist, I believe; but any gentle- 
man on the floor of the House is as capable of judging of that matter 
asIam. I shall make no improper charges against ex-Judge Daly. 
I would make none, for I have known him asa boy. We were boys 
together. We ran with the same old engine together and worked upon 
the same brake at the fires. 

I saw him go upon the bench in 1842 by appointment under Gov- 
ernor Bouck, of our State, and I saw him occupy that position hy the 
suffrages of the people when it became an ve oilice by the votes 
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of all political parties, because he was a fair and an im judge, 
until his retirement from the bench by reason of ce then we 
find that he has been engaged in enterprises of this character and has 
become—— 

Mr. WEAVER. Become ‘‘greasy’’ since that? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; I did not say that. I do not say that he 
is ‘‘ greasy,’’ or has become so. I say that the enterprises with which 
he has been connected have a greasy character. The under-ground rail- 
way under Broadway, which was an old scheme before the Legislature 
of New York for almost a quarter of a century, turns up with new 
blood injected into its veins, and that new blood is led by my old friend 
and associate, Judge Daly. 

Mr. RAYNER. How about the over-ground railroad ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. They have had their day of settlement in the 
courts. Those questions have all been considered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But they have been engaged in fighting the 
under-ground; have they not? 

Mr. DUNN. And all were ‘‘greasy?’’ 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, of course; every one of them. 

Mr. RAYNER. How about the surface roads? 

Mr. SPINOLA. The Broadway surface scheme was as greasy as any 
of them. [Laughter.] 

Now I stand here to say that what has been read from the article in 
the New York Herald of the date given to-day, and one of a preced- 
ing date, the 12th instant, indicates merely the same old scheme to 
trap the unwary, a sort of ‘‘bunco game’’ to drive the House into the 
passage of this bill. [Laughter. ] 

A MemBer. A “‘ bunco game?”’ 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes; I say a bunco game. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Please explain that. What is a bunco game? 
[Laughter. } 
Mr. RAYNER. Yes; let us know what that means in New York. 

Mr. SPINOLA. A bunco game is a sort of mysterious game that is 

layed by certain sharpers to filch honest people out of their money. 
ftom} That is what a bunco game is as interpreted in the city 
of New York by the police courts there. It is a kind of guédgeon used 
as bait to entrap the greenhorns. And ‘‘ Hungry Joe,’’ let me inform 
my friend from Baltimore, one of the very worst of the whole lot, has 
recently been taken back to Baltimore by a requisition from that State. 
[Great laughter. } 

Mr. RAYNER. Oh, no; ‘‘ Hungry Joe’’ is one of your own produc- 
tions. Wedonot want him. You would not give him up when we 
did want him. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We made New York so hot for ‘‘Joe’’ that he had 
to get out, and he went down to Maryland and captured a fresh fish 
down there for $5,000 [great laughter], and your governor made requi- 
sition to get him because they wanted him badly. 

Mr. RAYNER. But your governor would notletushavehim. You 
refused to give him up. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Oh, yes. he will give him up. We have sent him 
down to you already. He has gone down to “‘ fresh fields and pastures 
green.’’ [Renewed laughter.] He will be down there hunting for new 
bait to trap the unwary, and I hope sincerely that you will keep him 
there for our sake. [Renewed laughter.] I hope you will keep him 
there for the sake of verdant men all over the country who visit the 
great city of New York. It may be possible that he will turn up here 
in Washington, for all we know, and some gentleman on the floor of 
the House may become his victim; and I hope none of the members of 
this House will become the victims of this ‘‘ greasy enterprise’’ which 
is now under consideration. 

AMemBeErR. Will you not vote for the bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Well, sir, when the bill comes up on its final pas- 
sage, I will say whether I will vote forit. I want it perfected; I want 
it made safe to the United States, and that the country shall be pro- 
tected in every way. 

Now, sir, what is the condition of this bill? The gentleman pro- 
poses to limit debate to forty minutes on the amendments to the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ; 

Mr. BAYNE. The point of order I make is that the gentleman is 
nct speaking to a personal matter. 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not in order to discuss the 
merits of the bill, because the bill is in Committee of the Whole and 
not in the House. 

Mr.SPINOLA. I will discuss one matter made by President Cheney, 
who is the president of one of the banks of New York, and is one of the 
parties interested in this measure, in conjunction with Judge Daly. He 
says: 

I do not think we should hold Congress responsible for the attitude of three 
or four obstructionists there. 


Those who know these gentlemen need no explanation as to what that 


means. 

There is an inference that the opponents of this measure, or those who 
desire to perfect itand make it a suitable bill, are a by improper 
influences. Has it come to this, sir, that on the floor of the American 
Co: a ve can not express his opinion, or can not de- 
clare fs 


toa measure, without having his motives impugned ? 
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Why, sir, if they will give us time to discuss this bill, we will make the 


friends of it ashamed of it before we get through. I am satisfied, from 
the facts here to-day, there is enough to deter every man who has re- 
gard for the character of this House from voting for this bill when the 
time comes. 

Now, sir, I have nothing further to say in regard to that point at this 
time. But I will ask my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] whether 
he will not agree that debate on the first section of this bill shall be 
limited to ove hour, half of the time on each side? 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam content with that. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask that in all honesty and fairness, because the 
first section is the most important one in the bill. It embodies every- 
thing. It embodies the amount of stock the company shall have and 
the amount of bonds it shall issue. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of order. 
What is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Nothing. [Loud laughter. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would move, with the consent of the gentleman 
from Illinois, to limit_the time for debate on the first section to one 
hour—half an hour on each side. 

TheSPEAKER. The géntleman from Illinois has demanded the 
previous question on his motion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I understood the gentleman to withdraw it for the 
purpose of permitting me to make the motion I have stated. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to ask that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] be heard. 

Mr. COX. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] to 
give me a few moments, I think it is due to the character of Judge 

Jou 

Mr. COBB. I ask if the gentleman will not also allow mea minute? 

Mr. COX. I would yield to the gentleman from Alabama—— 

Mr. COBB. I would only take a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cons] rises 
before the gentleman from New York begins his remarks and asks the 
same privilege. 

Mr. FARQUHAR and others. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That cuts all this off. 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman from Ili- 
nois did give his assent, but the regular order is demanded by several 
gentlemen. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Alabama was mentioned in that 
paper, and inasmuch as he was, I think he should be heard. 

Mr. COX. I would not take the floor from the gentleman from Ala- 
bama if he were at all inculpated in the remotest degree in the inter- 
view published in tl e Herald, which I think is wrongly attributed to 
Judge Daly. 

The SPEAKER. Is the regular order demanded ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not demand it at this time. 

Mr. COBB. Ido not know that it is necessary at all that I should 
say anything, and would not do it but for the fact that other gentle- 
men whose names have been mentioned by the correspondent referred 
to have been heard before the House. 

A MemBER. I hope we shall have order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made every effort to secure order 
on the floor. Gentlemen will cease conversation, so that the gentle- 
man from Alabama can be heard. 

Mr. COBB. The article referred to in the New York Herald that 
has just been read mentions my name in connection with those of other 
gentlemen who opposed the measure that was pending the other day, 
known as this Nicaragua scheme. The article does not charge in so 
many words that we were ae but it contains the intimation that 
every gentleman on this floor who was opposed to the bill incorporat- 
ing this company is actuated by an improper motive. In other words, 
it charges that there is a lobby about the doors of this Congress that 
is seeking to influence every one of us in the interest of another and 
epposing scheme. 

‘ow, I simply desire to state, so far as I am concerned, that I never 
heard of that conflicting interest until I saw mention of it in this cor- 
respondence. No man ever mentioned it to me before. I never was 
approached directly or indirectly about it, and I hope it is unnecessary 
for me to say that such an — as that would have been unavail- 
ing. I care nothing about the little fling in the article against myself. 
I would not have noticed it upon the floor of Congress in this way but for 
the reason that Ihave given. Thereis unquestionably contained in itan 
intimation that we were unduly influenced, and as other gentlemen have 
seen proper to denounce it, I desire simply to unite with them in the 
denunciation. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
hat the Senate insisted upon its amendment to the bill (H. R. 2579) 
authorizing the President to appoint and retire Andrew J. Smith, late 
colonel of the Seventh United States Cavalry and a major-general of 
volunteers, disagreed to by the House; agreed to the conference asked 
the House, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 

~ Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. CocKRELL. 














tions against him. 
ordinary men in public or private life. 


of New York political and judicial life. 





MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA, 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I would freely and cheerfully join in any 


kind of malediction upon any interviewer who would endeavor to bring 
reproach upon the character of men like the gentlemen from Alabama 
[Mr. Cops}, from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON], or the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND], or any other of the gentlemen who stand here 
endeavoring to secure honest legislation and to perfect this bill by 
amendments which in their judgment are wise and proper. 
may be the man who undertakes in the Herald or elsewhere in any 
way to smirch those gentlemen deserves the reprobation of good men 
everywhere. 
and neighbor, Chief-Justice Daly, any odium in connection with the 
pending measure or this Herald interview and these charges it is im- 


Whoever 
But when it is undertaken here to fix upon my friend 


possible for me to sit still. I must repel any accusations or imputa- 
He is a gentleman who stands far higher than 
He has been connected for 
nearly forty years with the administration of justice in the city of New 
York as chief-justice of the court of common pleas. To this office he 
has been elected and re-elected unanimously, amid all the vicissitudes 
The ermine is not less pure 
Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. COX. Not now. 


Mr. BLAND. I would like to know whether Judge Daly has ever 





disavowed this interview, because my judgment about him would de- 


pend a great deal upon whether he stands by the interview or disa- 
vows it. 

Mr. CLARDY. I will say to my colleague that the offensive matter 
complained of by gentlemen is not in Judge Daly’s interview. 

Mr. COX. I can not answer ‘':c gentleman’s question. Judge Daly 
has not been in this city since th'= session of Congress began. He ap- 
peared before the Senate coimiiictce, and before the House committee, 
at its request, as the attorney for those engaged in this Nicaragua en- 
terprise. He appeared to argue the legal and international propositions, 
and to present the matter, geographical and topographical, properly to 
Congress through its committees. 

He is the honored president of the United States Geographical So- 
ciety. He is a man of large experience and vast learning and accurate 
knowledge in connection with all the various commercial enterprises 
on the face of our star. He is a man who stands irreproachable in 
New York and wherever he is known; and no peculiar patois, drawn 
from a peculiar class of people in New York City, can for one moment 
fix a stain upon his elevated character. Sir, he did present this mat- 
ter to Congress, and, Mr. Speaker, I sometintes wish that we had here 
the system that prevails in and around the English Parliament. There 
parliamentary lawyers are allowed and licensed to present matters for 
legislation before committees. Would it not be well to have that sys- 
tem here? Then men who come here for the Federal protection of 
their laudable enterprises at home or abroad may choose men of ex- 
perience, learning, knowledge, and skill—legal and otherwise—to pre- 
sent their matterspand thus relieve us of much research and labor, and 
add to our own much-needed information. Let us avail ourselves of 
such valuable services, thus saving time and giving principles, facts, 
and sometimes inspiration to Congress on matters of magnitude, like the 
present project. It does not follow that that class of menshould be de- 
rided as ‘‘lobbyists.’’ When we have moreof such men around Congress 
we shall have fewer lobbyists. We shall not have the Albany sysiem 
transferred to Washington. [Applause.] I have served here for thirty 
years, and, thank God, I have neverfyet seen the system which exists 
at Albany brought into use in Washington except in one or two in- 
stances. That system does not belong here. It can not live in the 
sunlight of Washington City; and even the language used by the men 
who are more or less engaged in that kind of business and are experts 
in it can not be understood by the representatives of the American 
people, who are represented at its Federal capital by intelligent men 
who understand what refinement and courtesy mean. 

I therefore think it my duty, as it is my pleasure, asa member from 
the metropolis, to say this much in regard to Judge Daly. I would add 
that in my judgment and so far as I know there has not been a par- 
ticle of undue influence used to forward the passage of the present 
measure. By the action of our Government, by our naval officers, our 
engineers, by our men of means and character, skill and experience, 
information has been given and a charter sought from the American 
Congress; and, sir, if any sinister opposition has been made to the proj- 
ect, it comes from another source, which is not extitled perhaps to as 
much credit as the gentlemen who are the promoters of this Nicaragua 
enterprise. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman allow me toask him one ques- 
tion before he sits down—whether Judge Daly was not here as the paid 
attorney of this corporation ? 

Mr. COX. I have no doubt they ought to pay him for his work. 

Mr. PAYSON. I demand the previous question on my motion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. i ask the gentleman to withdraw the call for the 
previous question to allow me to offer an amendment. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr.SPINOLA. I desire to move toamend to make the time one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is demanded, and the 
amendment can not be entertained. 
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The previous question was ordered, 

The SPEAKER. The-question is now on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

‘The motion as modilied was read, as follows: 

That when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole for the con- 


sideration of the bill incorporating the Nicaragua Canal Company, the bill be 
read by sections foramendment, and that debate on the first section and amend- 
ments thereto be limited to twenty minutes. 


The motion was agreed to. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. On behalf of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Forney], my colleague on the Committee on Appropriations, I desire 
to report from that committee, for reference to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to reserveall points of order on that bill. 

The SPEAKER, All points of order will be reserved. 


MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consider- 
ation of the bill (8. 1505) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company 
of Nicaragua. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. McMIL.iy in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

The CHAIRMAN. | On the first section of this bill all debate has 
been limited to twenty minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “act,” line 41, page 3, to the word “may,” inline 
44, and insert *‘ all shares, stocks, bonds, and certificates or other securities which 
the company may issue to raise the corporate capital shall be executed and is- 
sued at the principal office in the city of New York; and all such shares, stocks, 
bonds, certificates, or other securities shall be disposed of only for cash, to be 

mid into the company’s treasury and used for corporate purposes: ‘ 
hat this shall not apply to bonds or securities issued under article 50 of the 
concession of Nicaragua to the Cana! Association. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the project which is 
contemplated by this bill. I know of nothing engaging public atten- 
tion at this time which I deem of greater importance than the construc- 
tion of an interoceanic canal, and that under the patronage, if not un- 
der the absolute control, of the Government of the United States. I 
indorse everything that has been said by gentlemen who have addressed 
this committee as to its importance and as to the character of the en- 
terprise in connection with our position as a government. 

But I think, Mr. Chairman, that all the flowers of rhetoric and all 
the exhibitions of eloquence that have been indulged in here shed 
but very little light upon what I regard as the essential portion of this 
legislation; and that is that whatever the Congress of the United States 
shall do with reference to incorporating this body, with reference to 
giving it the sanction of its approval, the details of the bill should be 
such that the American Congress will not be called upon ten, fifteen, 
or twenty years from now to look back upon an experience such as we 
have had with the Pacific railroads of this country that Congress has 
heretofore indorsed and approved. } 

I offer this amendment for this reason: I notice in this bill the most 
extraordinary provisions as well as the most extraordinary omissions; 
these provisions and omissions being more extraordinary in their nature 
than I have ever observed with reference to legislation of a similar 


character. The promoters of this enterprise come here and ask us to 
create them a body corporate. They already occupy that tion by 
virtue of the action of the Legislature of Vermont, taken within the last 


few months. They have already as a corporation, under the powers 
conferred upon them by the Legislature of Vermont, aernees that 
they would have if this bill should be passed now by this body. I 
need not say to lawyers here before me that.a an artificial 
body created by legislative authority, has no legal existence and can 
be entitled to no recognition beyond the limits of the sovereignty which 
creates it, Every lawyer understands that; and it is only by comity 
on the part of the different States of this Union that a corporation cre- 
ated by one State is permitted to do business within the limits of the 
others. This corporation, if created either by the State of Vermont or 
by the action of Congress, can exercise no powers whatever in the Re- 
public of Nicaragua or the Republic of Costa Rica except such as those 
two Governments choose to permit it to exercise. y, then, is ap- 
plication made to Congress for this recognition after this ion 
already has an organization under the laws of the State of Vermont? 
‘The answer to this question is found in a committee report which I 
hold in my hand (Senate Report No. 221, first session Fiftieth Congress), 
a report on this bill, in which a colloquy as taken down by the stenog- 
rapher of that committee is set out and made a the report, 
wherein it is expressly stated on behalf of this company, by the pro- 
moters of this enterprise, that all that they desire incorporation for is 


to secure national recognition and national approval of the enterprise, 
aa that foreign capital may be more readily secured for its prose- 
cution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I understood the amendment offered 
limiting the debate to forty minutes was adopted with the understand- 
ing that it should be divided equally between the two sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair will endeavor to carry out that 
understanding. 

Mr. CLARDY rose, and was i 

Mr. PAYSON. Ilask leave to proceed for a moment or two longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield ? 

Mr. CLARDY. I will yield to the gentleman from Dlinois for two 
minutes longer. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, as the time is so limited I will have 
to hurry on. ; 

Now, it also appears in this same colloquy that it is not the expecta- 
tion on the part of the promoters of this enterprise and not a dollar 
will be subscribed by them to the capital stock of this tion. We 
are proposing in the bill a large capital stock of at least $100,000, 000, 
which may be increased in the option of the company to $200,000,000, 
and in the bill there is no limitation whatever on the amount of bonds 
to be issued. 

It also appears in the colloquy, to which I beg to call the attention 
of the committee, that it is the intention of the promoters of this en- 
terprise to donate the capital stock of the corporation to these who sub- 
scribe for these bonds. 

It is also said, and I ask the committee to mark this, that the ‘‘ west- 
ern method,’’ which has been in operation for the last twenty years, is 
to be followed, and which, as Senator SHERMAN says in this colloquy, 
is well und . Now, what is this “western method?’ It is 
that every dollar subscribed by those who get in upon what is called the 
‘* ground floor ’’ shall have donated to them an amount of stock equiva- 
lent to the amount of bonds for which they have subscribed. Look to 
the examples of this we have had in the West for the last twenty years. 
Of the common stock of the Northern Pacific Railroad of $49,000,000 
not a dollar has been paid for by any one of its promoters or cor- 

rators. 

P The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. Five minutes run out very quickly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri only yielded to 
the gentleman from Illinois for two minutes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I will take the floor aod give the gentleman from 
Illinois three minutes of my time. 

Mr. PAYSON. I trust I may be allowed to proceed a moment longer. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Ifthereisno objection, the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a tabulation of a 
large number of the great roads in the West which proposed recently 


to go into a pool—— 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will come to order, so that mem- 
bers may hear what is going on. 


Mr. PAYSON. I say, Mr. Chairman, that I hold in my hand—and 
will printin the RecorD to save time in reading the names of the com- 
panies—a tabulated statement of the bonded debt of some Western 
roads, which exhibits the magnitude of the evil against which the 
amendment to this bill is directed. From this statement it wil! ap- 

r that these roads had stock outstanding of $933,638,543, and a 


paid in in money on the stock of these t transcontinental roads. 
As to the Central and Union Pacific their connections with the 
West, the amount outstanding of bonds issued under the of 
this Government aggregates $97,097,000, and of that only a trifle over 
$1,000,000 was ever paid in in cash. 

That tabulated statement is 




















$75,000,000 | $43,813,000} 8,000 
5,500,000 | 14,964,000} 1,046 
76,390,300 | 85, 255, 708 4,816 
9,000,000 | 9,000,000 442 
46,156,000 | 41,460,000} 4,000 
G4, 100,321 | 103,433,500 4,383 
61, 276,861 | 119,236,000 | 5,669 
34,048,136 | 23,187,234 | 1,354 
10,026,800 | 8,687.1 638; 
17,591,500 | 12,343,000} 1,000 
61,650,000 | 31,757,500 | 1,474 
30,000,000 | 6,165,000 | 1,351 
50, 000,900 | 36,926,000 | 2,600 
10,000,000 | 7,318,000 600 
45,000,000 | 69,459,837 | 6,000 
86,786,199 | 72,069,500 | 2,808 
30,000,000 | 81:766,000| 1.457 
68, 958,526 | 148,626,159 | 6,292 
11,435,000 | 9, 860,000 700 
52,642,700 | 78, 910,000 956 
88,076, 200 ooo ccesseesceeeeees 1, 200 
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So that, Mr. Chairman, the transportation of the entire freightage of 
this nation is being burdened with the payment, on the part of those 


who control paper evidences of this ownership, of interest on the bonded 
debt, and on the stock, which is “‘ water’’ and nothing else. 

The fictitious capital is recognized, and the transportation of the 
peo must bear the burden of this as well as the actual capital in- 
ves 


Now, sir, the concession made by the Government of Nicaragua to 
the promoters of this enterprise is as follows: 
Arr. 51. In order that the Canal Association may indemnify itself for the 


expenses it may have had to ineur for the verifications, preparations, explora- 
, and surveys hereinbefore mentioned, and for all other expenditures that 


tions 
* ilhave 
Serta en aetna ae crete rane 
shares, bonds, certifieates, or other securities which the company may issue for 
the pu of raising the corporate capital, and which are to be issued in excess 
ital to be subseribed. 
nds, shares, or securities shall be identically like the subseription 
shares and issued from the same ister or stock-book. Asa consequence, 
Ee eee 
tenia, or securities without any distinction whats, . : 

It will be seen that it is proposed in this concession that the pro- 
moters of this-enterprise shal! have one-sixth of the stock and bonds of 
the company, or other securities and certificates of indebtedness which 
shall be issued by this company, to pay them for what they have done 
in securing this concession. The amount, Mr. Chairman, these papers 
show these gentlemen have invested is less than $300,000; and there- 
fore upon a capitalization of the minimum amount, that is, $100,000,- 
000, and the issue of $100,000,000 worth of bonds upon that eapitali- 
zation, it will give the promoters of this enterprise under this bill, 
if the amendment is not adopted, $27,000,000 of paid-up securities, 
and foran investment ofless than $300,000; and the more these securities 
shall be increased the greater theamountof stock or bonds will be issued, 
and the power to iacrease the issue by the men interested is without 
limit; forif $200,000,000in bonds and the samein stock are issued it will 
give the promoters of the enterprise in paid-up stocks and bonds $47,- 
000,000 upon an investment of less than $300,000. If the House desires 
it to be done, then let it be done with its eyes open; but it will not be 
done without my persistent opposition. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRYCE. Mr, Chairman, it seems to me that the gentlemah from 
Maine [Mr.. DiNGLEY] has put in a nutshell our position touching this 
bill. If America does not grant this charter, will she prevent other 
countries from granting one? Will she be a dog in the manger and 
distinguish herself by a policy hostile to her reputation for liberality 
and her traditional love of progress ? 

Suppose, however, that she desires to prevent some other power from 
doing what she refuses to do herself; how will she stop such a nation? 
Will she go to war? Surely nothing worse than war could happen if 
the charter were granted. These gates will not remain forever closed, 
and it is natural to infer that some other government will be appealed 
to and that some other government will show a greater readiness in 
the matter than we have evinced. Then we may find that American 
vessels are unfairly discriminated against, as they are on certain canals 
in Canada and in spite of all guaranties of a uniformity in rates. At 
least we may see English boards of directors, hostile to our commercial 
supremacy, sitting in London and dictating the terms by which our 
vessels can use the great passage-way. 

Here is an opportunity for this Government to obtain something for 
nothing, as it seems to me that the bill has everything to recommend 
it, with no counterbalancing disadvantage. We get an incalculable 
shortage of water-route to our Pacific coast, and are brought in close 
contact with the countries on the western border of South America. It 
is the open sesame to the East, the gatesof which have been practically 
closed against us, opening up to us new markets, giving a ready sale to 
the surplus from our farms, our factories, and our mines, thereby in- 
creasing the value of the Jabor of those who toil and fulfilling in its 
highest sense the destiny of this country. 

or these incalculable advantages, I have said, we give nothing; we 
do not sacrifice, so far as I can see, a single constitutional principle; we 
gant no money ourselves, and by express stipulation, printed on each 

dd and stock certificate, reiterate the fact. of our absolute pecuniary 
irresponsibility. Further, if I understand correctly, we have, at the in- 
stance of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], reserved for our- 
selves the ae altering, amending, and repealing the act if we 
find that after it gone into operation it should become advisable to 
do so, and we moreover regulate the tolls or tariff rates of transportation 
on both property and persons. 

In short, we have so amended this bill as to rob it of every feature 
that could possibly involve the Government, and we directly shield 
the Government from responsibility should the project unfortunately 
turn out the lamentable failure the Panama seems likely to do. 

Lastly, we have only refused to entertain those amendments which 
were covert thrusts at the life of this bill, and which if adopted would 
practically prevent the project from being carried out at all. 

advantages, Mr. Chairman, have been already freely discussed 
on both ides of the House. There is, however, another aspect of this 
bill whith I think has not yet received the attention it deserved. It 


is the effect of this canal as a competitor with our trunk lines of rail- 
road, for it will prove more effective than any artificial restrictions that 
Government can devise to reduce rates between the far West and the 
far East. 

In short, a great practical gain will be attained in return for the 
moral support of the Government, a support that is so defined, limited, 
and hedged around by restrictions that no sensible man, in my opinion, 
can hesitate to grant it. I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. CLARDY. I believe the time on the other side has been ex- 
hausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that five minutes of the 
twenty minutes agreed upon yet remain. 

Mr. CLARDY. It is true, as has been suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois, that the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua could 
undertake to construct this canal under a charter from the State of 
Vermont. Any State in the Union could authorize the incorporation 
of a company for the construction of the canal. It is further true, as 
stated by him, that it would be a matter of comity to be determined 
by the Republic of Nicaragua as to the standing the association should 
have in the courts of that republic. But while it is true, sir that the 
Legislature of a State could grant such a charter, it is equally true that 
this is not an enterprise in the interest of any particular State. It is 
a great national, a great international enterprise, and I do not believe 
that any government in the world except the Government of the United 
States would hesitate to connect its name with the grandest commer- 
cial enterprise ef all the centuries, when it may do so, as in this case, 
without the payment of a dollar, or becoming in any degree involved 
in any obligation in connection with it. 

When these gentlemen go abroad, as'they must go to get their money, 
with a charter from the Government of the United States, they will 
certainly have a respectable standing in the financial markets of the 
world. If they go with a charter from Vermont, the answer will be, 
“‘ Wedo not know what thelaws of Vermontare.’’ But it is supposed, 
at least, everywhere that the Government of the United States through 
its Congress will do nothing in vain, and it is for this, and not be- 
cause the persons seeking this act of incorporation expect any benefits 
by way of any grants of any kind on the part of the Government of 
the United States, that it is desired to have a charter from the General 
Government. They are not expecting anything, because in the char- 
ter, under the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas, the 
idea that the Government should become involved in any respect is 
expressly negatived, and the sole object is to give respectability and a 
national character to an enterprise which is, in fact, national. 

Now, a word in regard to what the gentleman has said about the is- 
suance of stock. I beg to remind the gentleman that the stock of this 
company can only be issued for property, property rights, concession- 
ary rights, or for money actually paid in. his isa great enterprise; 
and no man acquainted at all with financial transactions of this char- 
acter will claim that this company can go into the markets of the world 
and by obtaining subscribers and stockholders raise the required money 
to build the canal. Itcan not be done in that way. It can only be 
done by issuing its bonds, which will operate as a mortgage lien upon 
the work, and which will be paid as the work progresses and when it is 
completed. The gentleman from Illinois objects to this precedure. 
Reference has been made to some witness who appeared before the Sen- 
ate committee, I do not understand who he was, and testified in relation 
to the buying of stock at the time of the issuance of the bonds to the 
persons who took them. I say to the gentleman that he may read the 
first and second sections of this bill, which treat altogether of that ques- 
tion, and if he reads them closely he will come to the conclusion at 
which TI have arrived, that the stock can not be issued except, as I have 
already said, in payment of property, property rights, or concessionary 
rights, or for money actually paid in. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed for debate has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iask that the pending amendment be again read, 

The amendment was again reported. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the amendment of Mr. 
PAYSON, on a division there were—ayes 57, noes 52. 

Mr. CLARDY. I demand tellers. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of erder 
that no quorum has voted ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will make the point for the purpose of having 
tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that a yea-and-nay vote in the House 
might be taken. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. CLARDY and Mr. Payson were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 69, 
noes 69. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, it is agreed, so far as we may agree, 
that a vote may be taken in the House upon this amendment, on whicn 
condition the point of no quorum will be withdrawn. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not understand that a querum has voted. 

Mr. PAYSON. Itisagreed between us, so far as wecan agree, that the 
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pending amendment may be offered in the House and a vote there taken 
upon it, and the point of no quorum will be withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. That isa private agreement that of course can 
not bind the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. We understand that, but we have reached the agree- 
ment amongst ourselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote on the pending amendment being a tie 
vote, and the point of no quorum having been withdrawn, the amend- 
ment is rejected, and the Clerk will report the next section of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to amend, in line 53, page 3, by striking out, 
after the word ‘‘mixed,’’ the balance of the line, including the word 
**corporation,’’ in line 54, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The amendment proposes to strike out “including its franchises to be a cor- 
poration.”’ 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, and the 
Chair announced that the ‘‘ noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 46, 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY ]. 

The committee again divided, and, pending the count, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: Mr. Chairman, the point of no quorum is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. PAYSON. And I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the capital stock of said company shall consist of not less than 
one million shares of $100 each, with the right to increase the capital stock to 
two million shares of $100 each, upon the vote of two-thirds of the stock of said 
company at any time outstanding, which shares shall inall respects be deemed 
personal property and shall be transferable in such manner as the by-laws of 
said corporation may provide. Five incorporators, who shall be chosen by a 
majority of the number from those named in this act, shall have power to = 
books of subscription to the capital stock of said company in the city of New 
York, and at such other places in the United States, Ni , or elsewhere, 
as they may designate, who shall receive all subscriptions for stock; and no 
stock shall be transferable except upon the books of the company provided for 
that purpose. The said incorporators shall give thirty days’ notice of the time 
and place of the opening of said books, by publication in one daily newspaper 
in New York City, and one ae rin Managua, Nicaragua, and one in San 
José, Costa Rica, if the said canal should be in part in the territory of that Re- 
public. Sixty days’ previous notice shall be given of the payment required, of 
the time and place of payment, by publication in one daily newspaper in the 
city of New York, and in one newspaper in Managua, Nicaragua, and one in 
San José, Costa Rica, if the said canal should be in part in the territory of that 
Republic, and in case any stockholder shall noes or refuse to pay, in - 
ance of such notice, the stock held by him may be sold to the highest bidder for 
eash, according to the regulations to be made therefor in the by-laws of said 
company. The directors hereinafter provided for may adopt regulations and 
by-laws not inconsistent with the provisions of this act. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I offer the following amendment to the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tt is proposed, on 4, section 2, line 3, to strike out, after the word“ each,” 
down to and including the word “each” in line 4. 

Mr. PAYSON. Whatis that amendment? How does itamend the 
section ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. It will limit the shares toa hundred million dollars. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“That the capital stock of said company shal! consist of notlessthan one mill- 
ion shares of $100 each."’ 


it strikes out the following: 
ae the right to increase this capital stock to two million shares at $100 
eacn, 

Mr. PAYSON. I understand it now. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The purpose of this amendment is to limit, as far 
as possible, the amount of capital stock which this company shall have 
the right to issue. It is very manifest, sir, upon the statement of the 
friends of this enterprise, as laid before us from time to time during 
the late session, that this entire work can be completed for $75,000,000. 
Now, it occurs to me to confine the amount of capital which they shall 
have the right to issue toone hundred millions will give them all they 
should want to ask for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The estimated cost is $64,000,000. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I know that, but we will make a little leeway for 
them to cover incidentals that have been spoken of. Now, sir, one 
hundred millions ought to be abundant, with these facts before us, es- 
pecially that the amount of bonds are not to be limited. It is pro- 
vided, I think, in the same section giving them the right to issue bonds 
to an unlimited amount. Now, sir, there is no safety in permitting 
them to increase their capital stock to two hundred millions, for the 
simple reason that as the matter stands to-day, especially from the facts 
as presented to us for our consideration, the first hundred millions otf 
this stock will be issued to a construction company as fully paid-u 
stock. That will allow them to give this construction company which 
is to do this work all the stock and bonds that this corporation shall 
issue after they have been created under this act. 

Now, sir, I propose as a matter of common prudence and caution on 
the part of Congress to limit the amount to $100,000, 000. 


One hundred million dollars is a vast sum of money, and in the 
earlier days of the Republic if Congress had undertaken to entertaina 
proposition from any source whatever to create a corporation with a 
capital of $100,000,000 it would have raised the whole nation in oppo- 
sition. 

Mr. DUNN. If they had called for an army of a million men they 
would never have got them. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I did not comprehend the remark of tie gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. RAYNER. What is the stock of the Panama Canal? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Ido not know. I do-not know about the Panama 
Canal. To-day we are speaking about this scheme in regard to Nica- 
ragua which asks for the right at the hands of Congress to issue $200,- 
000,000 of capital stock—— 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. For a parallel canal. 

Mr.SPINOLA. And an unlimited number of bonds. They do not 
say what itis for. Itis simply to create this canal, and the company 
has already, as I am informed, to the contract of the construc- 
tion company, who will receive all the stocks and bonds as fully paid- 


up bonds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

r. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman,I confess to some surprise that the 
Congress of the United States should hesitate for one moment to ad- 
vance a project such as the one presented in this bill. Gentlemen of 
well-known reputation, gentlemen of high character, gentlemen of 
means have consented, if Congress would give them the necessary 
legislation, to build this canal. They do not come and ask Congress 
to appropriate a single dollar for the construction of this canal, neither 
presently nor vely. 

Mr. BLO . Lwould like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman says they are persons of high char- 
acter, and that they are ready and willing to build the canal. 

I would like to know who those gentlemen are, if we are to act upon 
statements like that. 

Mr. BAYNE. In the first place I have the statement from persons 
who know the gentlemen that they are men of means and high char- 
acter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman know who they are himself? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know them personally. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman know their names? 

Mr. BAYNE. Their names are in the body of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Those are the gentlemen who have the capital to 
carry out this enterprise? 

Mr. BAYNE, T gentlemen have means; they have capital, but 
there are probably others who will be connected with the enterprise. 
But, Mr. Chairman, the good faith of the gentlemen engaged in this 
enterprise is unquestionable, anf for Congress now to stand in the way 
of this project seems to me to be utterly unjustifiable. We read in the 
papers that the French Government proposes to complete the Panama 
Canal, an enterprise which thus far has proven a failure, and whose 
prospects are not apparently very good; yet when the gentlemen pro- 
posing this enterprise come to Congress and ask authority to build this 
canal, ask simply that a charter be.given them by the Congress of the 
United States, we find objection after objection interposed, and we see 
that the scheme is to be defeated, if it possibly can be defeated, by 
gentlemen who do not seem to have any more at heart the welfare of 
the country than those who are promoting it. 

I have received communications from persons who are engaged in 
rival enterprises, endeavoring to persuade me that I should oppose this 
measure. They do not comeat it directly, because none of the enemies 
of this project can afford to attack it directly, but they attack it by in- 
direction, by efforts to cast obloquy upon it as a jobbing scheme and 
all that sort of thing. There is no foundation for anything of that 
kind, and nobody is justified in making any such statement, and I 
trust that every gentleman in this House who can a te the im- 
portance of this great water way, who knows that it be a rival of 
the trans-continental railways and will enable us to a freight 
from the Atlantic to the’ Pacific seaboard at probably one- or per- 
haps one-fourth or possibly one-fifth of the present cost of such trans- 
portation—I trust, I say, that gentlemen who appreciate this view 
and who are in ‘favor of promoting the commerce of our country in this 
way will stand asa unit for thismeasure. More than I hope it 
will not be necessary for the friends of this bill upon the floor to go 
around among members and importune them to come down and 
between the tellers in order that this bill may pass. I hope that gen- 
tlemen will take sufficient interest in the bill to pass between the tell- 
ers and vote upon the various amendments that are offered here and 
that are intended to handicap this bill, and I hope will vote 
rapidly, so that we may get the bill through, because this is 
through if we have got to take every Friday until the adjournment of 
Congress. 

I discover two modes of attack upon this bill. One is to attempt to 
eviscerate from it all the provisions that give it force and effect, and 
the other is to put upon it a lot of extraneous provisions which will so 
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handicap the corporators that after it gets through it will not amount 
to anything. These are the two modes of attack. Now, let the friends 
of the bill resist those attacks and pass it, and the ultimate result will 
vindicate the wisdom of Con in enacting this measure. ’ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] seems to be cracking some sort of a whip here, notifying 
the friends of this bill as to the method of procedure they are to adopt 
in order to pass it, how they are to vote, and that they are to vote 
quickly; and he has told the House that this bill is to pass if it takes 
all the Fridays of this session to passit. I confess, sir, that that mode 
of advancing does not address itself to my judgment, nor does it lead 
me tothe conclusion which the gentleman himself seems to have reached, 
that this bill is exactly what it should be, and that improper methods 
and reasons are being resorted to in order to prevent its passage. The 
gentleman stated in the outset of his remarks that there were persons 
named in this bill who were ready and willing to construct this canal, 
that they had all the money that they needed, and were able and will- 
ing to take charge of the work and complete it. If that be true, they 
have re charter from the State of Vermont, as has been stated 
here, and what more do they require? If that be true, what occasion is 
there for applying the whip of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
notifying the friends of this bill that their triumph is assured? 

Mr. Chairman, I can not see any objection to the proposition of the 
guewem from New York. If $75,000,000, or $64,000,000, as stated 

y the gentleman from Indiana, is theestimated cost of this work, why 
is it that stock to the amount of $100,000,000 is not satisfactory ? 

Why is it that various provisions of this bill which gentlemen at first 
regarded as wise have been corrected by amendment in this House? 
Simply because the whole project and the circumstances surrounding 
it have tended to oa the idea that the money is at hand and that 
there are men capable and willing to do this work. 

It has been said that the reason for asking a charter from the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States is that this enterprise may have the ‘‘ moral 
support’’ of the Government, and thereby funds may be raised for the 
construction of the work. What does this ‘‘ moral support’’ mean? 
Are we to understand that persons in other countries who are to be in- 
vited to subscribe to this stock are to be led to believe that in some 
way or other—undefined, unascertainable in exact terms perhaps in 
this bill—the Government of the United States is behind the enterprise 
guarantying that there is nothing fraudulent or wrongaboutit? Isthis 
what is meant by having the ‘“‘moral support’’ of the Government of 
the United States? If this be true, and if there should be hereafter 
any mismanagement or mistakes by which this work shall be delayed, 
I affirm, sir, that with plausibility, with arguments which can not be 
gainsaid, the parties who may be affected may come into this or some 
succeeding House and insist that the Government has given credit to 
these wae and is bound, as a matter of fair play, to aid in the 
construction of the work by the indorsement of the bonds of the com- 
pany or otherwise. Mr. Chairman, it is because I do not believe that 
the sole object is to get a charter; it is because I believe there is an ul- 
timate purpose to involve the Government by the indorsement of the 
bonds of this company or otherwise that I am opposing this measure. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] seems to base his observations upon the idea that be- 
cause this enterprise is a commendable one, therefore the bill which 
its promoters present for our consideration is the bill which must be 

, and that any opposition to the terms of the bill involves neces- 
sarily opposition to the scheme itself. I desire to be understdod as fa- 
voring the proposal to build this canal; but I am concerned that the 
bill which we may pass shall be one which will commend itself to our 
qt when the labor shall be concluded, without regard to the 

ength of time it may require for its consideration; and while I appre- 
ciate and indorse the courage which impels the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, as a friend of the bill, to say that it will bepassed if it takes 
every Friday of this session, I still insist that he ought to modify that 
statement by recognizing that if the bill should pass, it is, beyond all, 
important that it should be passed in the right shape. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says there is nothing in this bill 
from which deduction can be drawn that any job can be perpetrated 
under it, or that anything unfair is intended as to the building of this 
canal, Let me ask thegentleman from Pennsylvania whether he is in 
favor of limiting the securities which shall be issued by this corpora- 


tion to an amount necessary for its construction and the expenses inci- 
dent thereto ? - 


Mr. BAYNE. I should favor that proposition. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very weil. 

Mr. BAYNE. But perhaps you and I would differ as to what that 
amount should be. 

Mr. PAYSON. I am not concerning myself just now as to the ex- 
act amount, but as tothe principle. Now, let me say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that the men who are behind this plan, the 
men who appeared before the Senate committee, have placed them- 
selves upon record as saying that they expect to issue the capital stock 
of this corporation without a dollar being paid thereon. Has the gen- 
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tleman read the remarks made before the Senate committee, and to be 
found in this Senate report? 

Mr. BAYNE. No. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. BAYNE. But the Senate passed the biil. 

Mr. PAYSON. I agree that the Senate passed the bill; but I com- 
mend to the gentleman from Pennsylvania the reading of this evidence 
and these statements before the Senate committee; he will find in them 
what a respected governor of my State used to say was to be found in 
the Bible—some ‘‘ highly interesting matter.’’ 1 assert (and the record 
bears me out in this assertion) that what the promoters of this enter- 
prise declared before the Senate committee is what is intended to be done. 

Now, the estimated cost of this canal, the estimate having been given 
by those who have made detailed surveys, is $64,000,000. Assuming 
for the purpose of argument, and giving the company the benefit of 
any possible doubt, that the cost would be $100,000,000 for the com- 
pletion of this enterprise, can any gentleman on this floor give any rea- 
son why in this bill we should authorize the issuing of $200, 000,000 ir 
stock and an unlimited amount of bonds? Nobody offers to answer 
that question. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the gentleman want an answer now in his 
own time, or in the time of some one else? 

Mr. PAYSON. I would like to have an answer right now. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I will give itto you ‘‘right now.’’ in the dis- 
patches from Europe this morning we see the fate of one of the great 
enterprises of the Isthmus. There is a concern that started with a 
prospectus for the building of a canal for $150,000,000. To-day the 
funded debt of the De Lesseps Canal is $350,000,000, to which should 
be added $50,000,000 of floating indebtedness. The shares which, 
when the stock of this company was first floated in the stock market, 
stood at 500 in Paris, stand to-day at 126. There is bankruptcy at 
once. ‘There is a canal that notwithstanding the pledges of the French 
Republic that it’should be free to all nations of the world, that no 
guaranty of that republic, in any case, should impair that pledge, has 
reached such a condition it must be a government work, under the 
guaranty of that republic. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I should like to have one minute more. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the gentleman 
from New York may have five minutes in order that he may answer 
the question I asked him. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. 1 do not desire five minutes longer, but I would 
like to have a minute or two more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is thereobjection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection, and the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now hope the gentleman will answer the question 
I put to him. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iwill. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am aware that 
from sixty-five to seventy-five millions of dollars have been named as 
the amount of money needed for this construction, yet there is a like- 
lihood that another hundred million of dollars will be required. For 
I say we have this object-lesson of De Lesseps. This charter would 
have to come back foramendment. Whether it would be amended or 
not by a subsequent Congress is in doubt from the obstruction put upon 
this great measure here. I question if it would receive any amend- 
ment, even to save its life, from another Congress. But Iam in favorof 
it as it has passed the scrutiny of the Senate, as it is demanded by the 
character of like works, and that that one hundred millions shall be 
made two hundred millions, so that even if this canal is to cost half 
the other one it will be a success, and they will not have to come back 
to the Government for new guaranties or new concessions. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that it 
has been said here that the incorporators of this company said before the 
committee that $64,000,000 would be sufficient for the completion of 
this work. I have had some opportunity to hear what was said, being 
a member of the Committee on Commerce, and before the Committee 
on Commerce they did not make that statement. They said it was 
estimated roughly; it would in all probability cost a much larger sum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion in this connection? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Minnesota who 
made these surveys and these estimates ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not remember the names of the 
engineers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman whether Mr. Menocal 
has not made several surveys and estimated as low as $75,000,000 ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not care what may be the char- 
acter or the standing of the engineer who makes these estimates. Any 
person who has paid attention to public works and has a knowledge of 
these things, knows, in all probability, they will cost twice or thrice as 
much as the estimates. Hence the attempt to limit this to $100,000, - 
000 would be a grave mistake, because it may cost much more. ! yield 
the balance of my time tothe gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY]. 
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Mr. CLARDY. Just a word, Mr. Chairman, on the point discussed 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. There have been three estimates 
submitted by as many engineers of the cost of this work. One esti- 
mate is as low as $48,000,000, and that was made by Mr. Menocal sev- 
eral years ago. Another estimate was made by Commander Lull that 
it would cost $64,000,000; and still another, by Commander McFar- 
land, that it would cost $147,000,000. 

So you will see the cost of this canal, even with the Engineer Corps, 
is a matter of conjecture. It may cost $147,000,000, it may cost even 
more than that. Hence it would be foliy, it seems to me, to restrict 
the amount of capital stock to $100,000,000. 

As I had occasion to say several minutes ago, no stock can be issued 
except for property necessary to the construction of this canal. 

Mr. SPINOLA. In cash? 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes; in cash actually paid in. If my time is ex- 
pired, I will ask now that the committee rise for the purpose of closing 
debate. If, however, we can come to a vote, I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. STOCK DALE withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 
dix. | 


Mr. CLARDY. I move that the committee rise with a view to limit 
debate. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 71, 
noes 33. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

Se the committee determined to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLANCHARD having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported thatthe Com- 
mittee of the Whole House onthestate of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill S. 1305 had come to no understanding thereon. 

Mr. CLARDY, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole, and pending that I move thatall debate 
upon the second section and amendments thereto be limited to ten 
minutes. 

Mr, SPINOLA. I offer an amendment-——— 

Mr. CLARDY. And on that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I believe I have the floor. I offer an amendment 
to that proposition, that the time shall be limited to ome hour and a 
half on this section with the various amendments that are now pend- 
ing or may be offered hereafter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Make it an hour. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Very well, I willsayan hour. My purpose in mov- 
ing that amendment 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move a further amendment to the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York, that the limit of time apply to all the 
pending amendments only. 

Mr. BAYNE. All proposed amendments. 

Mr. PAYSON. No, tiat will not-de. 

Mr. SPINOLA. My amendment is to pending and proposed amend- 
ments. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me suggest to the gentleman from New York 
that it is much more desirable to have the time limited upon pending 
amen iments; for some important, practical amendment may come up 
without debate at all. I would suggest that he make it twenty min- 
utes on the pending amendments. 

Mr, PAYSON. That is right. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Wecan not take less than an hour. This is an im- 
portant subject. Gentlemen can not debate it under.an hour. 

Mr. PAYSON. What became of my amendment to limit it to the 
pending smendment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Missouri who made this mo- 
tion did not make it to the pending amendment, but to the paragraph 
and all amendments. 

Mr. PAYSON. Pending and proposed amendments? 

Mr. CLARDY. All amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York, as the 
Chair understood him, moved to amend the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri so as to limit debate to one hour on section and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to amend the proposition by inserting the 
word ‘‘pending.’’ 

Mr. SPINOLA. I accept that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The proposition is now as proposed by 
the gentleman from New York, with the proposition of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson] accepted, that debate shall be limited to 
one hour upon pending amendments to the section. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 86. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes are 16.and the noes 86. The 
noes have it, and the motion is not agreed to. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No quorum. 
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no quorum was not made until after the result of the vote had been 
announced, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that the gentlemen 
from New York was endeavoring to rise before the Chair announced 
the vote. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The Chair gave the gentleman from New York 
no opportunity to rise and make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I saw it myself. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I admit I get up very slowly, because I can not 
avoid it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLANCHARD). The gentleman 
from New York makes the point of no quorum, and the Chair will ap- 
point the gentleman from New York [Mr. SrrvoLA] and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 24, noes 144. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLARDY. I demand the previous question on my motion. 

Mr. PAYSON, I movetoamend the proposition made by the gentle- 
man from Missouri by making the time twenty minutes on pending 
amendments. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] to 
modify that by making it thirty minutes, and to come to a vote. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
when the House adjourn to-flay it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that I understand the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors proposes to bring the river and harbor bill up for consideration 
to-morrow. 

Mr. WEAVER. The Committee on Territories desires to goon with 
the Oklahoma bill; and therefore we do not wish the House to adjourn 
over. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It isa matter of entire in- 
difference to me whether the House adjourn over or not; but I have 
been requested by a good many gentlemen on both sides of the House 
to make the motion to adjourn over, so that members can have to-mor- 
row for their departmental and other work. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky insist on his 
motion or withdraw it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I feel that after I have made 
that statement I must leave the question to the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I take the liberty of saying that under the circum- 
stances-——— 

Mr. CLARDY. I demand the previous question on my motion. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky withdraw his 
motion ? 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not feel, under the cir- 
cumstantes, at liberty to withdraw the motion, and therefore I must 
leave it to the House to determine. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, that when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope before the question is put I may be allowed 
to say that this matter was the occasion of consultation between the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and certain other 
gentlemen, and that he was very much opposed to adjournment, as he 
desired to go on with the river and harbor bil) to-morrow. 

Mr. WEAVER. I hope I may be permitted to state that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories is not present, but I know per- 
sonally that he desires to proceed to-morrow with the Oklahoma bill 
if it can be done. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I take it for granted that as 
to the Oklahoma bill it is to be like the poor—we are always to have it 
with us. 

Mr. WEAVER. Until this House comes to a vote upon it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As to the river and harbor 
bill, my experience is that it can get-consideration whenever it chooses, 
so that it does not matter whether it starts in with Saturday or with 


The SPEAKER. This motion is not debatable. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 44. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. . I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-one gentlemen have risen in support of 
the demand for the yeas and nays—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘The other side. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and seven gentlemen have risen in 
opposition, and one-fifth not having voted in the affimative, the yeas 
and nays are refi 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers on the yeas and 
na 


ys. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decides that the point of |" The SPEAKER. Fourteen only have risen—not one-fifth of a quo- 
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rom—and tellers are refused. The yeas and nays have been refused, 
tellers have been refused, the ayes have it, and the motion is agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they hadexamined and found traly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7843) granting to Citrous Water Company right of way 
across Papago Indian reservation, in Maricopa County, Arizona; and 

A bill (H. R. 6922) for the relief of George W. Graham. 
NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] will 
please restate his motion. 

Mr. CLARDY. I moved that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the further con- 
sideration of the pending bill, and that all debate on the second section 
and amendments thereto, pending and otherwise, be limited to ten 
minutes. After that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson J offered 
an amendment confining the limitation to pending amendments, and 
making the time twenty minutes, and upon that I called the previous 
question. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar for the further consideration of the pending bill; and pending 
that he moves that all debate upon the second section and amendments 
thereto be limited to ten minutes. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
PAYSON] moves to amend by striking out ‘‘ten’’ and inserting 
“twenty.’’ 

Mr. PAYSON. And also by limiting the motion to the section and 
the pending amendments. 

Mr. CLARDY. My motion applies to all amendments to the sec- 
tion. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson ] that I 
am willing to agree to twenty minutes, provided the limitation ap- 
plies to all the amendments to the section. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido notagreetothat. Iam willing to havea short 
limitation, provided it be confined to pending amendments; but I de- 
sire to have it so that those who have substantial amendments to offer 
shall have an opportunity to discuss them. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. PAyson; and 
there were—ayes 15, noes 63. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA] and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn]. 

The House divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 13, noes 150. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the previous question 
has already been ordered. The question recurs on thé motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarpy]. 

The House divided; and there were-—ayes 74, noes 18. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. Sprvoia and Mr. CLARDY. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 148, noes 16. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House take a recess until half 
past 7 this evening. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 69. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. SprNoLA and Mr. CLARDY. 

Mr. CLARDY. -. r, [ask by unanimous consent the House 
take a recess until half past 7 o’clock this evening, as it is evident we 
can not get a quorum again before the regular hour for adjournment. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the tellers report ayes 10, noes 
110. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLAnpy] asks by unanimous 
— that the House now take a recess until half past 7 o’clock this 
evening. 

There was no objection; and the House accordingly (at 4.20 p. m.) 
took a recess until 7.30 p. m. 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 


o'clock p. m., and was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, whocaused 
the following to be read: 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. O., December 14, 1888. 
Str: Hon. Bewrox McM1.uiw is designated to preside as Speak 
at the session of the House this evening. , hate 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon, Joun B. CLARK, 
Clerk of the House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Before the House resolves itself into Committee of 


the Whole I desire to ask the consideration of four bills which were 
improperly considered by the Committee of the Whole at the session 


of last Friday night, House bills not being in order at that time under 


ject. 





the rules. In view of the circumstances, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be dis- 
charged from the farther consideration of these bills and that they be 
taken up now and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 


There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of House 
bills of the following titles (considered informally by the Committee of 
the Whole at last Friday night’s session), and the bills were severally 
taken up, ordered be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 11223) to increase the pension of George A. Glover; 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Eli Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James 8. Harden; and 

A bill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. Clark. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. YODER. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of — Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, Mr. 
DocKERY in the chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the order pursued 
last Friday evening, and which has been followed ata number of these 
evening sessions, be adopted this evening; in other words, that the roll 
be called, and each member as his name is reached be allowed to call 
up a bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was a bill pending when the committee 
rose last Friday night. This order would not affect that. 

Mr. MORRILL. My proposition is that we resume the call where 
we stopped on last Friday night. 

Mr. FINLEY. I feel constrained in the discharge of a duty to ob- 

Quite a number of pension bills have been left on the Calendar 
from last session, and they should not be deprived of their opportunity 
for consideration. Among these bills are several which I Rave not had 
the opportunity to call up, for the relief of imbecile women who are in 
destitute circumstances. I think that in fairness gentlemen should not 
slip through their bills reported at this session, while these other bills 
for the relief of persons equally meritorious and really in want, are 
thrust aside. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I suggest that the gentleman’s purpose can be ac- 
complished much sooner by allowing each member as his name is 
reached on the call of the roll to bring up a bill. There are not many 
members here to-night. 

Mr. YODER. We are nearly at the foot of the roll. I sat here 
through the whole of last Friday night’s session waiting to call up a 
bill; and Ishall object to anything being done unless we continue the 
same course which we have pursued heretofore. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the Committee of the Whole rose a week 
ago there was pending a bill which I had called up. I ask unanimous 
consent that the consideration of that bill be finished, 

Mr. SPRINGER. As that bill is now pending, I submit to the Chair 
it will not require unanimous consent to finish its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is correct. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am satisfied that if the demand for the 
regular order be persisted in we can do no business to-night, and I 
therefore move that the committe rise. We may as well go home at 
once as wait here uselessly for two hours. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] 
moves that the committee rise. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that motion will not be insisted upon. 
There is a bill now pending. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I withdraw the motion. 


ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the bill pending 
when the Committee of the Whole rose a week ago. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alexander. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that in this case the bill 
and report had been read and an amendment striking out ‘* $50”’ and 
inserting ‘*$30”’ had been adopted. The question is now on laying 
aside the bill as amended to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House bill of similar title and substance to 
the one just disposed of will, in the absence of objection, be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid 
on the table. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The Clerk will now report the first bill in order. 
I presume if there is no oneto call up a bill, it will 


The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr, CARUTH. 


be passed over. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The regular order has been demanded by the 
gentleman’s colleague [Mr. FINLEY]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent that when any bill 
is reached in regular order, and its title has been read, it be passed 
over, if no member asks for its consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to that request? 


Mr. McRAE. I object to that. Unless we can go through with the 
order heretofore, let us proceed to call the Calendar. 


MARY E. JOHNSTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 337) grant- 


ing a pension to Mary E. Johnston, reported with amendments. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Johnston, dependent 
daughter of FE. Johnson, late of Company A, Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Vet- 
eran Volunteer Infantry. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Add after the words “ Veteran Volunteer Infantry ” the words “and pay to 
her legaiiy-constituted guardian a pension of $18 per month,” and strike out 


of the bill the words * EB. Johnson” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ E. 
Johnston.” 


The report (by Mr. THompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (S. 337) 
nting a pension to Mary E. Johnston, having considered the same, report it 
ok, and recommend its ge with the following amendments, to wit: 

Add after the words “ Veteran Volunteer Infantry” the words “and y to 

her legally-constituted guardian a pension of $18 per month,” and strike out 
seme bill the words “ E. Johnson” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ E. 
ohnston.” 


Your committee adopt and make part hereof the report of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions, which is as follows: 


“ [Senate Report No. 146, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]} 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 337) granting 
a pension to Mary E. Johnston, have examined the same, and report : 

“This claim was disallowed by the Pension Bureau January 8, 1883,on the 
ground that the minor was over sixteen years old at the death of the soldier. The 
claim is prosecuted by the legal guardian of the soldier's daughter. This ward 
has been an imbecile ever since her birth, and has been wholly dependent upon 
her brother since the death of her father, who was killed in battle May 39, 1864. 
She was then between seventeen and eighteen years of age. 

“The theory of the pension act regarding dependent mirors is that they shall 
be entitled to pensions during childhood, which for the purposes ofthe act ends 
when the minor becomes sixteen years of age, at which age the beneficiary~usu- 
ally becomes capable of earning a living. To carefor dependent childhood was 
the object. This ward is, and always will be,a child in A aye | but years, 
and would have been dependent on her father, had he lived, as fully in her ad- 
vanced age as in mere ae, 

“ The passage of the above bill is recommended.” 


‘The amendments of the committee were agreed to, and the bill as 


amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES A. STOCKMAN. 


Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. I ask by unanimous consent to take up 
for consideration the bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles 
A. Steckman, of Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll. 

Mr. FINLEY. I insist on the regular order. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I have a bill which was passed at the 
last evening session. It is Senate bill 2333, granting a pension to 
George W. Fogel. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fin.Lry] has 
demanded the regular order. Now, I understand when objection is 
made and the regular order is demanded, that demand continues until 
it is withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. KILGORE. If it is not the rule, then it ought to be. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky insist on 
his demand for the regular order? 

Mr. FINLEY. I have not taken it back. 


JULIA TRIGGS, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed, as objection is insisted 
upon, to call the Calendar in regular order, commencing with the bill 
(H. R. 5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll subject to the provisio' 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia 


Trigee mother of William 
Triegs, deceased, formerly of Company D, Twenty-thi Lllinois Infantry. 
The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs, submit the following report: 

The soldier, William Triggs, enlisted in June, 186!, re-enlisted as a veteran in 
1864, and was discharged with his iment at the close of the war. He died of 
bieod poisoning and lung disease July 2, 1875. 

Claim of mother, Julia Triggs, was rejected February 12, 1887, on the ground 
“ that the cause of the soldier's death, blood poisoning, was not due to any dis- 
ability contracted while in the service.” 

The testimony on file in the Pension Office shows that soldier contracted blood 
poisoning by drinking water from the wells that had been poisoned by the 
enemy and by eating food in rebel houses that had been pe ned, and that 
when he came home on veteran furlough he was covered with sores, the result 

of said ane But he partially recovered and went back to his regiment 
and remained with his regiment until the close of the war, doing duty.as he 
vould. That when he returned home after his discharge he was still suffering 
with the effects of blood poisoning, and his lungs were also affected; but, not- 
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withstanding, he managed to support his mother by his labor as a tailor until 


within eighteen months prior to his death, in 1875, during which eighteen months 
he was nursed by his mother. 


The testimony also shows that in 1875, the date of the soldier's death, claim- 
ant had no real property and no personal property except a little clothing, in 
value about $100, and that there was no one aeany bound to sup’ her, her 
husband—the father of soldier—having been drowned in Lake Michigan in 
1868. Testimony also shows that claimant had three sons in the Army; one of 


her sons, Richard, brother of soldier, died at Newport, Ky., while in the Union 
service. 


Claimant is now sixty-seven years of age, and feeble and in a tottering con- 
dition, on the ve of the grave. 


The testimony fully shows that the soldier was pojsoned as above set forth, 
and the only question is whether that caused his death or not. The record fur- 
ther shows that the soldier was in the army hospith] after the poisoning, but 
the record does not show for what disease he was treated, as the records are 
very imperfect, but the evidence shows that the soldier was a healthy man be- 
fore the poisoning, and after that that he was constantly sick with blood pois- 
oning, and a liberal construction of the testimony we think warrants the con- 
clusion that he died of this disease, and your committee therefore recommend 


that this bill do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McRAE. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. When 
we resolved ourselves into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar I understand it was agreed to call the roli of members 
alphabetically. 

Mr. MORRILL. That was objected to. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I think not. ; 

TheCHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent, which was asked and granted, 
was in reference to the four bills passed at the last evening session. 

The question recurred on Mr. MCRAr’s motion that the committee 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 19. noes 8. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN baving resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had, according to 
order, had the special assignment under consideration, and had directed 
him to report back sundry bills with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The bill (H. R. 5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs, reported favorably, 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendments to the bill (8. 3135) granting an increase of pension 
to Eliza J. Alexander and to the bill (S. 337) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Johnston were agreed to, and the bills as amended were sever- 
ally ordered toathird reading; and they were accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILL LAID ON THE TABLE. 


The bill (H. R. 10350) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Alexander, in accordance with the recommendation of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, was laid on the table. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If 
the House should resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, would the demand for the regular order still 

revail ? 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not within the province of the 
Speaker of the House to decide as to matters in the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigav. The Chair misapprehends my ques- 
tion. It is, should the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House, whether the demand of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Frx.ey] for the regular order would still hold good. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did understand the gentle- 
man’s question, and he will again it is not within the province of 
the Speaker of the House to decide questions arising in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. That will be done in the committee and not in 
the House. The Chair has a well-defined idea of what is the parlia- 
mentary law in the matter, but will not undertake to determine any 
rani the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I suppose it would be better for the gentleman to 
address his inquiry to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I withdraw the motion for the moment to 
permit the gentleman from Kentucky to make a request. 

Mr. CARUTH. Then, Mr. Speaker, I wish to move—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman can not yield the 
floor to any gentleman. If he withdraws the motion it must be with- 
out condition. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. KILGORE. I renew it. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 9, 
noes 26. : 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I now move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House to consider bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar under the special order. ’ 


1888. 
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Mr. CARUTH. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will yield to 
me, as I have a matter of unfinished business to call up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 26, 
noes &. 

So the motion was agreed to. - 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DocKERy in the chair. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask unanimous consent 
that the order which we have been pursuing for several weeks past at 
these evening sessions be continued to-night—that is to say, that the 
roll shall be called, beginning where we last stopped, and each mem- 
ber permitted, as his name is reached, to call up a bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that until the demand for the regular order, made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, is withdrawn the Chair can enter- 
tain no such request. 

Mr. FINLEY. Iam willing to make this statement if I can have 
consent for a moment, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. FINLEY. I do not regard it as exactly fair that those bills 
which could not be called up, or were not called up, and which have 
been on the Calendar since the early part of the last session, just as 
meritorious cases, and reported by the same committee as those re- 
ported to the House at this session, should be displaced by bills which 
are now coming in from the committee at this late period in this Con- 


These bills coming in from this committee now are given a preference 
by such an arrangement as that contemplated here to-night. I do not 
believe that these bills first on the Calendar should be set aside for the 

of bills reported at this late date in the session. I have anum- 
of bills on this Calendar that failed to receive action during the 
last session of Congress, granting pensions to persons who are imbecile 
in mind, helpless in body, and paupers, and which could not be passed; 
the sons and daughters of brave and gallant soldiers who died for the 
country. Now, I am willing to withdraw the demand for the regular 
order in so far as that a member when his name is reached may call 
from the list one of the bills thus carried over from the last session. I 
think they are entitled to preference and priority. I hold that.it is 
only fair that this course should be pursued, and that some preferénce 
should be given such bills over those reported at this session. 
I withdraw the demand for the regular order with that understand- 


in 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman can not withdraw the de- 
mand conditionally. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to make 
# request that the roll shall be called, beginning where we left off on 
Friday evening last, and that each member as his name is calied shall 
have the right to ask consideration of any one of the cases upon the 
Calendar now under consideration which were reported favorably at 
the first session of this Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has just stated, however, that no re- 
uest for unanimous consent can be entertained while the demand 
or the regular order is pending. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not? 

The CHAIRMAN. Because the regular order operates to cut off all 
such requests and brings the House directly to the consideration of 
business under its rules. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But this request is in the line of the 
demand of the gentleman from Kentucky, and he has consented to 
withdraw the demand for the order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. SPOONER. Besides that, this is a different proposition for 
unanimous consent than that heretofore sought to be obtained. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the tice is well settled that where the 
regular order is demanded and insisted upon requests for unanimous 
consent can not be entertained. The Chairunderstands the gentleman 
from Kentucky not to withdraw the demand for the regular order ex- 
— upon condition. That demand can not be withdrawn except abso- 

u 


y- 
_ Mr. SPOONER. Which condition I meet by the request for unan- 
imous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request will be entertained as soon as the 
demand for the regular order is withdrawn, and can not be entertained 
under the rules until that time. 

Mr. FINLEY, If I understand the gentleman’s proposition, Iam 
willing to withdraw the demand for the regular order, provided the 
bills called up for consideration to-night are those which were carried 
forward from the last session of Congress. That being the understand- 
—— my desire, I withdraw the demand. 

. BOOTHMAN. I renew the demand for the regular order, but 
ask consent to make a statement in the nature of a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 
I wish to ask whether gentlemen who were not here at the last ses- 





sion of Congress upon Friday evenings, when this order was adopted of 
calling the roll and letting each member ask consideration of a bill, 
can get up here now and insist upon obtaining privileges which were 
not granted to the others at that time, or granted to them now? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call attention to the fact that 


the regular order was withdrawn without condition. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. But I understand the expectation is to obtain 


unanimous consent that shall embody the position of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 


Mr. McRAE. I move the committee do now rise. 
The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 13, 


noes 18. 


So the motion was rejected. 
Mr O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to make a motion that we begin the call at the bottom of the 


roll this evening, that is, with the W’s, for instance, and going back. 


Let us try that plan. 
no selfishness in it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order has been already demanded 
by the gentleman from Ohio, which demand cuts off all requests for 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I withdraw the demand for the regular crder. 

Mr. ENLOE. [renew it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move the committee rise. 

The question was put; and the Chair announced that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 22. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I move that we now proceed with the 
roll-call, beginning where we ceased at the last meeting. 

TheCHAIRMAN. But the Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan to the fact that the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLOE] has demanded the regular order, that he still insists upon 
it, and that unless he withdraws the demand for the regular order re- 
quests for unanimous consent can not be entertained. The Clerk will 
report the first bill. 


It isan entirely new proposition, and there is 


WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1638) granting a pension to William Richardson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Richardson, late a private 
in Company K, First Ohio Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1638) 
for a pension to William Richardson, beg leave to report: 

Said bill passed the Senate, and the committee of the Senate made a report 
on said bill which this committee adopts. 

Said report is in the words and figures as follows: 


“TSenate Report No. 230, Fiftieth Congress, first session.]} 


“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1638) grant- 
ing a pension to William Richardson, have carefully examined the same, and 
respectfully report: , 

* William Richardson, a private in Company K, First Regiment Ohio Light 
Battery, enlisted March 10, 1862, and was honorably discharged on the 13th of 
March, 1865, by reason of expiration of service. © applied for a pension in 
March, 1876, basing his claim upon the ground that he was wounded in the lat- 
ter part of December, 1863, by a gunshot in the left side of the head from a gun 
in the hands of William Perkins, who was a member of his company, zud in a 
state of intoxication. ; 

“The claim was rejected June 2, 1877, on the ground that ‘the wound was not 
received in the line of duty.’ 

“The claimant makes affidavit to the following circumstances happening at 
the time of his injury: 

“*That he was on guard the day of the shooting, and was guard over a boy 
who was bucked and gagged; in the afternoon William Perkins wanted him to 
aid him to release the boy, and he refused todo so. After he was relieved Per- 
kins wanted him to go and take the officers’ whisky, and upon his refusing, 
Perkins called him a damned coward, After he had gone to bed late in the 
evening Perkins again came to him, and having waked him, wanted him to go 
with him to take a demijohn from the officers’ tent, who were then absent. 

**Upon his refusal he said I was a damned coward and that he would kill 
me, and without further remark shot me. Perkins shot Sergeant Fairhurst, of 
my company. I am unable to do manual labor.’ 

‘A number of the privates of Company K testify that the shooting was done 
by Perkins without any apparent cause or provocation, and Perkins himse!f 
says, ‘I entered the tent where Richardson was in bed, and withoutany provo- 
cation fired my revolver at him, wounding him in the head ;’ that he did this 
while maddened with liquor. 2 

*“Some of the witnesses, when examined by a special agent of the Pension 
Bureau, testified that Richardson was teasing an old man, a member of the 
company, when Perkins interfered and shot him (referring to Private Quigley, 
then a member of the company). Private Quigley files his affidavit denying 
that he was present at the time of the shooting, and showing that he wes then 

rforming guard duty. And other witnesses, who provionsae testified to this 
fact, subsequently filed affidavits admitting that after having their recollections 
refreshed by conversation with their comrades they were satisfied that they 
had done the claimant an injustice, and that the time to which they referred 
was anterior to the date of the shooting. 

“On May 18, 1876, Dr. Isaac Scott, examining surgeon, certified to the Pen- 
sion Bureau that— 

“*On examination of the applicant I find cicatrix showing scalp wound 2 
inches in length on the crown of head, 1} inches to the left of the sagittal suture 
and in line with it, Applicant states that a number of spiculz of bone have 
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come out since he received the wound, and he complains of pain in that side of 
the head, and giddiness on stooping. In my opinion the said William Richard- 
son is one-half totally incapacitated. The disability is probably y 

; ‘On November 9, 1880, George O. Hildreth, examining surgeon, certified tothe 
bureau that— 


**In my opinion the said William Richardson is three-cighths incapacitated ; 
» 


that the disability is permanent. The top of the head shows no cicatrix, bat a 
groove or depression is felt in the left parietal bone about an inch from the line 
of the sagittal suture. It commences near the coronal suture and runs back 
about 2 inches, like a furrow. Itseemsto betwo orthreelines wide, the border 
or edge rather tender on pressure. He alleges a feeling of heat about the 
wannd; pains extending front and back, irregular in character, and inereased 
by stooping work and by heat of weather; occasional vertigo; results, as stated 


, 
of a raking revolver wound of scalp and cranium.’ 


“ This analysis of the testimony clearly establishes theexistence of three 
- F irst. That the claimant received a wound on the left side of the head; 
second. That the wound so received was from a ball fired from a pistol in 
the onde of a comrade while under the influence of liquor, without provocation 


and while the claimant was in bed; and 

‘Third. That in the opinion of one examining surgeon his disability should 
be rated at one-half, and in the opinion of the other examining surgeon at three- 
© ighths disability. 

“ The record discloses another important fact as bearing upon the right of this 
claimant to a pension under the law as it existed, where it states the fact that 
Sergeant Fairhurst was pensioned for injury of the left knee, caused by the 
accidental discharge of a pistol in the hands of Private Perkins. In the one 
case the injury was received at the hands of! of Private Perkins by the ‘ accidental 
discharge’ of his pistol, and in the other by the deliberate and unprovoked dis- 
© hs arge of his pistol with intent to injure the claimant. 

‘It is impossible for the committee to draw so fine a distinction as the Pen- 
sion Bureau in these twoeases. Thecommittee isof opinion that Sergeant Fair- 
hurst was properly pensioned, and they are equally of opinion that the claimant, 
Ww itlian Richardson, is entitled to be placed on the sion-roll, 

‘Senate bill No. 1638 is therefore reported favorably, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass.” 


And the committee, being satisfied with the justice of the claim of the said 
William Richardson, recommend that said bill do pass. 


Mr. KILGORE. I move that the bill be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it be indefinitely 

The question was put, and it was announced that the noes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 24. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. KrLeore and Mr, YopER as tellers. 

Mr. CARUTH. The trouble about this bill is that the gentleman 
who introduced it is not here to withdraw it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask unanimous consent that it be laid aside until 
the gentleman who introduced it shall appear, and that it retain its 
place on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kansas that the bill be laid aside and retain its place on the 
Calendar? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I would ask whether we can take 
that course, it being a Senate bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I am willing that that course shall be taken. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHEELER. I now ask unanimous consent to go on in the 
order which we have previously adopted. I do not think the gentle- 
man who has demanded the regular order, when he reflects, will think 
it is exactly fair to these whose names are low on the list. I think 
he ought at least to withdraw it until we have gone through the list, 
and given fair play te all around. 

Mr. McRAE. I move that the committee rise, unless the course 
suggested can be taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the demand for the regular order be with- 
drawn the Chair will entertain the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. 

Mr. WHEELER. He will withdraw. 

Mr. MCRAE. Why is it not withdrawn, then? 

A Memper. It isa case of misplaced confidence. [Laughter. } 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I simply rose for the purpose of getting 
unanimous consent to say one word in furtherance of what was said by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. Itis this. The gen- 
tleman from Tennessee did in a eall for the regular order—— 

: —— AN. ‘The Chair will be compelled toenforce the regu- 
ar order. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us not have any more speech-making? 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. I heartily and sincerely indorse what 
the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Weer rr] hassaid; and I hope no 
one will interpose an objection. 

TheCHAIRMAN, Butthe gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. EXLOr] 
has demanded the regular order, and has not withdrawn the demand. 
The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. McRar] that the committee rise. 
on question was put; and it was announced the noes seemed to 

ave it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 20. 

So the committee refused to rise. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


ELIZABETH JONES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4182) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Jones. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. When the regular order has been de- 
manded, and when we have transacted other business, such as that of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] requesting unanimous 
consent, is it required that the demand for the regular order shall be 
renewed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, especially when the gen- 
tleman who made the demand is present. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then ought not the gentleman be re- 
quired to rise and make the demand for the regular order, or when a 
gentleman makes a demand for the regular order in the morning is it 
good for the remainder of the day ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be inclined to hold that the 
regular order is still demanded, especially as the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee who made the demand for the regular order is present, is advised 
of the procedure of the House, and has not withdrawn it. The Clerk 
will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Jones, dependent mother 
of William Jones, , who was a oe soldier in Company D, Fifteenth 
Regiment of West Virginia’ Volunteer 

The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The soldier, William Jones, enlisted A’ 14, 1862, and was drowned Feb- 
ruary 28, 1864. His mother filed ker dec ion for pension January 9, 1880, 
and the same was rejected October 22. 1885, on the ground that the soldier was 
not in line of duty when drowned. The testimony shows this state of facts, 


and there is no dispute oS ae 
The soldier was wned February 28, ee ae See eee ited to 


him by orders of the colonel of the regiment to attend divine on the 
Sabbath. While crossing the Potomac River on his return'to cam oe 
which he was walking gave way and he was drowned. The body was 

ered and his clothing There was no liquor on his person. "The sol sol- 
dier was a steady man, and of very sober habits. Theclaimant’s husband is 
dead and sheis poor and has no means of support whatever, and the soldier left 


no widow. 
The committee the: recommend that this bill do pass, believing that the 


refore 
soldier lost his life in the line of duty. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on laying the bill aside to be re- 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was put; and it was announced that the ayes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Division. 

Mr. WHEELER. Idesire to ask if, before the order was de- 
manded, it was not the order of this House the should be called 
on pension nights and only such bills be taken up as were called up by 
each member in his turn. I feel quite confident that that is the order 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not correct in that respect. 
The Chair will cause the Clerk to read the special order under which 
we are acting. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That, until further ordered, on each Friday at 5 o’clock p. m. the 
House shall take a recess until 7.30 p. m., at which evening sessions on the 
Private Calendar granting pensions, reported on Invalid 
Pensions and the Committee on Pensions, and bills on the Private ; Outondar 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary removing political disabil 
shall be considered, and no other business shall be tramenntad 6 auch evening 
en and the House shall adjourn on each of said evenings not later than 

The question was taken on the motion to lay the bill aside with the 
recommendation that it do pass; and there were—ayes 27, noes 3. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN as tellers Mr. BoorHMAN and Mr, 
YODER. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McMILLIn having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DoCKERY reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House had had under consideration the 
Private Calendar, under the special order, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 8 o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) adjourned until Monday next. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11797) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Ann E. Gridley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 11798) to place Elmer A. Snow on the 
retired-list of the United States Army with rank and ooo 
lieutenent of mounted service—to the Committee on tary Affairs. 


1888. 
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By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 11799) to correct the military 
record of William E. Crouse—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11860) forthe relief of John Cramly— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (HW. R. 11801) granting a pension to Mary 
Keller—to the Committee én Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11802) granting a pension to Ellen 
Breen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.LANDEs: A bill (H. R. 11803) granting a pension to Henry 
V. Bass—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 11804) granting a pension to Adam E. Stoner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 11805) granting a pension to H. W. 
Goodnight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of J. J. Cordell, of Francis B. Ap- 
pling, of Janette D. Calirt, and of Mary A. Minor, of Alabama, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Samuel Smith, of S. 8. Chemutt, of 
Alfred T. Smith, heir of Thomas Smith, and of Thomas Payne, of Ten- 
nessee, for reference of their clairas to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John Brown, of Tennessee, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: Petition of John H. George, of Monroe County, Ala- 
bama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to,the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE: Papers in the claim of Michael A. Hart, administra- 
tor of William Burley, of Alexandria County, Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), petition of Mary J. Cronie and others, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of E. M. Rawlins, heir of John A. 
Rawlins, of Franklin County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee of War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of widow of Mace F. Trice, of 
Montgomery County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of Mrs. E. J. Penney, of Orleans 
Parish, and of Emilie Fagot, of Orleans Parish, Louisiana, for payment 
of her war claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the Board of Control of the New Basin Canal and 
Shell Road, in New Orleans, for an appropriation of $250,000 for the 
improvement of said canal—to the Committeo on Rivers and Harbors. 





The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Of printers, pressmen, and others, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 

c ne oe DORSEY: Of J. E. McCray and of Douglas Hewitt, of Ne- 
rask 

By Mr. HATCH: Of M. L. Johnson, of Queen City, and of Griffith 
Frost, of Edina, Mo. 


By Mr. WALKER: Of C, E. Stokes, of Dexter, Mo. 





SENATE. 
MonpDAy, December 17, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burter, D. D. 
LELAND STANFORD, a Senator from the State of California, appeared 
in his seat to-day. 
or of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
prov 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secre of the , submitting vouchers relating 
yoyems, was elesredte ha oenalites ca Fails Building ene cene 

was mimittee on ic Buildi 
and ordered to be printed. es 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
6th instant, certified copies of the settlements made between the United 
States and the State of Oregon on account of the Modoc Indian war 
hostilities therein, and on account of her quota of direct tax; which, 
with 4m accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of June 25, 
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1888, certain information in regard to the investigation and testing of 
the practicability of the deflective turrets designed by Chief Engineer 
N. B. Clark; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of December 
13, 1888, a copy of the minutes of the proceeding of the commission 
lately appointed to obtain the consent of the Indians on the Sioux res- 
ervation to the act providing for opening a portion of that reservation; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of December 10, 1888, 
certain information concerning the execution of the provisions of sec- 
tion 17 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, amendatory of 
section 5352 of the Revised Statutes, in reference to bigamy, and for 
other purposes, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate an 
appendix to the report of Maj. Charles W. Raymond on the subject 
of under-ground conduits for electric wires in the District of Columbia, 
with accompanying maps and papers; which will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing before being sent to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, for an estimate of the cost of their printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the National 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, praying for legislation to prevent the 
adulteration of food; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New Mexico, praying for 
the creation of a new land district and the location of a land office at 
Las Vegas, N. Mex.; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Georgetown, D. C., pray- 
ing for an amendment of the charter of the Georgetown and Tenley- 
town Railroad; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the National Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, praying for the passage of legislation which will secure 
pure food and pure lard; which was referred to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture and Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the board of directors of 
the Lumbermen’s Exchange, of Chicago, I1l., praying for the passage of - 
the so-called naval-reserve bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented resolutions adopted by the National 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, at its twenty-second annual meeting, 
in favor of the passage of House bills 11027 and 11266, relative to food 
and lard adulterations; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of 65 citizens of O’Brien County, Iowa, 
praying for an investigation as to why the United States district at- 
torney for the northern district of Iowa did not bring suit against the 
Sioux City and St. Paul Railway Company and the State of Iowa to 
recover the patents to the unearned lands of that railway company in 
O’Brien County, Iowa, after having been directed so to do by the At- 
torney-General of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands: 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Adaline Snelling, of Sut- 
ton, Vt., praying to berestored to the pension-roll; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of leading banks and business men 
of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the passage of House bill No. 5664, to 
increase and regulate the salaries of post-office clerks upon a system 
similar to that adopted in regard to letter-carriers and railway postal 
clerks; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, praying for the passage of legislation ‘‘ which will prevent the 
crime of misbranding and adulterating the food products of the country, 
and secure pure food and pure lard;’’ which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of Frederick Glover and 
99 other residents of the county of Orangeburgh and voting precinct of 
Ayers, in the State of South Carolina, in which they state that on the 
6th day of November they presented themselves at said voting precinct 
to vote for Presidential electors and members of Congress, and that 
they were denied the right to vote. They pray for an investigation 
into the facts stated in the petition, and that Congress will devise some 
means to secure to them the free exercise of the rights granted to them 
by the constitution of South Carolina and the laws and Constitution of 
the United States. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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poned. A House bill upon the same subject is now pending 
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Mr. CALL. I present a petition of citizens of Florida, praying for 
national quarantine. The petitioners state that their duties, respon- 
sibilities, and opportunities have been such that they realize the ne- 
cessity for efficient quarantine to the fullest extent; and that they are 
also convinced that neither municipalities nor States can provide the 
system on that broad and comprehensive scale which the appalling 
danger of contagion reaching our shores from foreign lands andspread- 
ing from State to State requires. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES presented resolutions of the New England Historic- 
Genealogical Society, making certain suggestions in regard to the names 
of proposed new States; which were referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of James B. Blackstone, of Wor- 
cester, Mass., praying for the payment of balance of hounty claimed 
by him as a veteran and of unpaid back pay; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. I present the petition of William Godwin Moody and 
other citizens of the United States, with reference to the taking of the 
next census, and, as it is a matter of importance and contains valuable 
information, I move that the petition be printed as a document and 
referred to the Committee on the Census. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1297) to estabiish a mint of coinage at the city of 
Denver, in the State of Colorado, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. TheCommitteeonthe Districtof Columbia, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1805) toincorporate the Washington and High- 
lands Street Railroad Company of the District of Columbia, have in- 
structed me to report the same back adversely with a recommendation 
that it be indefinitely postponed, there being a House bill on the same 
subject now under consideration in the committee. 

The report was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1637) to repeal the acts incorporating 
the Washington and Georgetown and Metropolitan Railroad Compa- 
nies, to sell at public auction the routes of said companies, and to grant 
new charters for corporations to operate said routes, and thereby and 
otherwise to secure revenue to the District of Columbia from its street 
railroads, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 2276) for the relief of G. H. Coryell, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5009) to provide certain arms, ammunition, 
and equipage to the State of Oregon, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8272) to provide for the payment 
of F. H. Bates as military instructor at Washington High School, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2077) to provide for the supervision of 
the affairs of the District of Columbia by the Secretary of the Interior, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1117) relating to the record of wills in the District of Columbia, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam alsoinstructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1175) for the relief. 
of the Sisters of the Holy Cross in the city of befapas a D. C., to re- 
port it adversely, with a recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, the subject having been disposed of by another bill. 

The report was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam also directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1984) to ineorpo- 
rate the Hotel Republic Company of the District of Columbia, to report 
it adversely, with the recommendation that it be perro a 


CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. CHACE. I am instructed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads to report adversely the resolution recommitted to that 
committee relative to the claims of postmasters, with a recommenda- 
tion that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Pump Au- 
gust 16, 1888, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to report to the Senate at 
the next session, so far as such claims have already been computed upon appli- 
cations presented under the act of March 3, 1883, the amounts due postmasters 
and their representatives in the several States and Territories for services ren- 
dered the United States between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874, the gross amount 
of earnings for each biennial term of service to be stated on the basis of the act 
of 1854, and the amount of compensation paid for the same term of service to be 
deducted therefrom, showing the actual difference in each case between the 
a id and the compensation computed on the basis of the act of 1854 for 
each biennial term of service, such report to be limited to cases in which the 
























compensation dis 10 per cent. or more less than the compensation already 
computed on the basis of the act of 1854, and to be made tothe Senate from time 
to time as the statement covering the claims from each State shall be completed. 
Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the resolution may go upon the Calendar 
with the adverse report. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3710) granting a pension to 
M. Josie McClain; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3711) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Ann E. Gridley; which was read twice by its title, 
and referréd to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (8. 3712) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Louisa Kearney; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3713) granting an increase of pension 
to Maria A. Rousseau; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3714) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Roos; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3715) for the relief of the estate of Ely 
Moore and of Daniel Woodson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3716) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Caroline F'. Degarmo; which was read twice by iis title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3717) granting a pension to John 
Mickle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3718) for the relief of Richard 
Oulahan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3719) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph E. Rogers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3720) for the relief of W. H. Huson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Cla’ 


ims, 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3721) to grant a right of way to 
the Cherokee Central Railway Company through the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (by request) introduced abill (S. 3722) vest- 
ing in the vestry of Christ Church, Washington parish, in the District 
of Columbia, all the right, title, and interest of the United States in 
and to square south of square 1092 in the city of Washington, Dis- 
trict aforesaid; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill e 3723) for the men of i 
charge of desertion George Gregg, ; Ww was 
twice by its ie , with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Or I i clins apenalin isin vi 

¥ a granting a widow 
of the late Commander Samuel H. mae United States Navy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3725) resto the name of 
Dorothea A. Anderson, formerly Dorothea Wildt, to the pension-roll; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also introduced a ne Saat ee a pension to Elizabeth 
M. Morgan; which was twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Mr. M introduced a bill (S. 3727) to abolish special taxes on 
distilled spirits and other articles subject to internal-revenue taxes at 
the place where such goods are delivered by the carrier to the vendee; 


committee. 

The report was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4470) to regulate the jurisdiction of the United 
States district judges, and of the courts over which they preside, in the 
State of Alabama, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3677) to open abandoned military reservations in 
the State of Nevada to homestead entry, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2553) to incorporate the Washington 
and Western Maryland Railroad Company, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
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which was read tvice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 121) author- 
izing the ting of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the health 
officer of District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


JOHN A. LYNCH. 


Mr. STEWART. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That report of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate 
of Juné 7, 1888, oe eee bill (S, 1363) for the relief of John A. Lynch, to the 
Court of in accordance with the resolution of the Senate of February 7, 
1 be and said claim is hereby referred to said court as of date of June 

the provisions of the act entitled “‘ An act to afford assistance and 

e Congress and the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims 

and demands against the Government,” approved March 3, 1883, and the act en- 

titled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States,” approved 1887. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object, if it is to interfere with morning 
b 































Virginia withdrawing his resolution. It is objected to by some other 
Senator. But I desire to say that knowing as I do that the present 
Presiding Officer of the Senate has performed the duties of the Chair 
with absolute impartiality, and as I believe in a manner eminently sat- 
isfactory to every memberof this body, and believing as I do that there 
is no just cause of complaint in respect to any of the other officers of 
this body, I have sought the floor for the purpose of moving to lay the 
resolution upon the table and asking for the yeas and nays upon that 
motion. If the objection made by some other Senator is withdrawn, 
I enter that motion, and ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. DAWES. I inquire if the resolution can be withdrawn except 
by unanimous consent. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itcan. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Virginia to withdraw the resolution, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator from Tennessee objects. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not object, but I understood that some other 
Senator objected. If the resolution is to be acted upon by this. body 
I offered the motion to lay it upon the table, and upon that motion I 
want the yeas and nays recorded. 

Mr. DAWES. I objected and made the inquiry, but if the resolu- 
tion can be withdrawn without unanimous consent, that objection of 
course will have no effect. I sympathize with what the Senator from 
Tennessee has said, and designed to call the yeas and nays either upon 
the passage of the resolution or on a motion to lay it on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I will object, and I demand the yeas and nays 
upon my motion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not understand the Senator’s motion, 
Was it to lay on the table? 

Mr. HARRIS. It was. 

Mr. KIDDLEBERGER. To lay the resolution on the table? 

Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly what it was. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. And you want the yeas and nays on it? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I am ready for that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia 
withdraw the resolution? The Secretary will read the second para- 
graph of Rule X XI. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

2. Any motion or resolution may be withdrawn or modified by the mover at 


any time before a decision, amendment, or ordering of the yeas and nays, ex- 
cept a motion to reconsider, which shall not be withdrawn without leave. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Virginia to withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS, 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7935) for the reliefand civilization 
of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

On page 2 of the amendment, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “ratified by 
——— ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘approved by the President of the United 
States.’ 

On page 2 of the amendment, lines 22, 23,and 24, strike out the words “after 
said agreements of cession shall have been ratified by Congress and not before.”’ 

On page 6 of the amendment, line 4, insert, after the word “ feet,’’ the words 
“board measure of the pine timber thereon.” 

On page 6 of the amendment, line 15, insert, after ‘‘ feet,” the words “ board 
measure of the pine timber thereon,” 


usiness, 
Mr. STEWART. It isa formal matter, referring a case to the Court 
of Claims. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will object. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Itdoes not interfere with the trans- 
action of morning business, the Chair will state to the Senator from 
Vi 


. RIDDLEBERGER. No debate is to follow it? 

Mr. STEWART. None. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I do not object. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SPOONER. By whom was the resolution offered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART]. 

Mr. 8 ART. There was a report from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs at the last session, with the suggestion that the resolution 
was irregular. This resolution is for the purpose of carrying out the 
report of the Committee on Military Affairs made at the last session re- 
ferring the case to the Court of Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


ResoWed, That hereafter the Senate will hold evening sessions, and for that 
purpose will take a recess from 5.30 o’clock p.m. to 8 o’clock p.m. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the resolution be printed and laid on 
the table. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection, 
MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON INDIAN TRADERS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
—_ to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
0 Senate: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Indian Traders be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized to appoint a messenger toserve during the remainder of the present 
session; such messenger to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate 
the usual compensation allowed to messengers of the Senate on vouchers duly H. L. DAWES 
approved, F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
8S. W. PEEL, 
THOMAS R. HUDD, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
> Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. DAWES. Before the report is acted on by the Senate I de- 


WORK OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
¥ — to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
n 


Resolwed, That the Committee on the Census, in conducting its investigations, 
is hereby authorized to employ a stenographer, and shall have power oo aman 


ine send for persons and papers, and to have reports of hearings and | 5ifé to make a statement as to its nature, because it introduces changes 
pepere for the use of the committee, the expenses of the same to be paid | into the bill upon matters that were under discussion by the Senate at 
m the contingent fund of the Senate. is 


the time it was adopted. 

The original bill, which came over from the other branch, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and a substitute for the en- 
tire bill was submitted by the Committee on Indian Affairs and was 
under discussion in the Senate. During the discussion of the details 
of the measure I called the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
whatever agreement or negotiation with these Indians wasentered into 
by the commissioners provided for in this bill was to be reported back 
to Congress and subject to their ratification. The conferees on the part 
of the House have acceded to this substitute with an amendment strik- 
ing out that very provision, striking out these words to which I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate: 


And provided, That the agreements therefor shall be ratified by Congress be- 
fore taking effect. 


And these other words like them: 


a said agreements of cession shall have been ratified by Congress anc not 
ore. 


To these words I called the attention of the Senate when the bill was 


ELECTION OF OFFICERS. ¥ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution of- 
— by the eee from Virginia [Mr. RIpDDLEBERGER], coming over 

m a ry: 

The resolution submitted by Mr. RIDDLEBERGER December 13, 1888, 
was read, as follows: ‘ 

That this Senate will 
naciens cn ths te nya the Seales scr sea at tase se” 

The PRESIDENT pro ‘empore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER addressed the Senate, and concluded by of- 
fering to withdraw the resolution. [His remarks have been reserved 
by him for fature publication. See Appendix. ] . 

Mr. DAWES. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course I have no objection to the Senator from 
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adopted by the Senate as a safeguard against any unwise agreement 


that might be made by the commissioners appointed under the bill. If 


the Senate do not think it wise to strike out these words, they should 
reject this report. The committee on the part of the Senate acceded 
to this request of the House to strike out these words for these rea- 
sons: The whole of the duty of these commissioners is preseribed in 
the statute, excepting that part of it which adjusts the line between 
the Indians and the United States upon one of the reservations, and 
says on which side of it there shall be reserved lands to be allotted to 
Indians in severalty and which part of it shall be open to settlement 
by settlers; but all agreements, as the bill is now made, are to be rati- 
fied by the Indians themselves, excepting as to one reservation, by two- 
thirds of all the Indians of adult age, and the rest of it by two-thirds 
of the adult Indians on all the reservations, and after that they are to 
be approved by the Executive. 

Inasmuch as there was no discretion left in the bill for these com- 
missioners, except the one of adjusting the line between that part of the 
reservation to be allotted in severalty and that to be open to set- 
tlement, and their action was to be ratified by Indians themselves 
and to be approved by the President, the conferees on the part of the 
Senate yielded to the House to have stricken out of this bill the further 
ratification after all that by the Congress of the United States, which 
could only be had at its next session. 

If the Senate, however, think it unwise to intrust first to commission- 
ers to strike the line, and then the assent of the Indians and the ap- 
proval of the President of the United States—if they think it wise after 
that to insist upon the ratification of the agreement by Congress, as has 
been done in all other cases, they should reject this report, and such 
conferees as shall be appointed hereafter will take their instruction from 
this vote of the Senate. 

I felt called upon to make this statement directly to the Senate be- 
cause this matter was discussed in the Senate as one of the safeguards 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

‘The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs; 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Eli Garrett; 

A bill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the American Historical Associ- 
ation; 

A bill (H. R. 11223) to imerease the pension of George A. Glover; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James S. Harden. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


ing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of 


the Senate: 

A bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnston; and 

4 bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alex- 
ander, 

The message further announced that the House had a resolu- 
tio that when the two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, 1888, 
they stand adjourped until Monday, January 7, 1889; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7843) 
granting to Citrous Water Company right of way across Papago Indian 
reservation in Maricopa County, Arizona, and agreed to the same. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 


the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President 


ee tempore: 
A bill (H. R. 6922) for the relief of George W. Graham; and 
A bill (H. R.'7843) granting to Citrous Water Company right of way 
across Papago Indian reservation, in Maricopa County, Arizona. 
THE REVENUE LAWS. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the revenue bill. 


The reotion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 


taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute of the 


Committee on Finance will proceed. 
The Secretary read paragraph 147, as follows: 


147. Sheets or plates, of iron or steel, or taggers’ iron or steel coated with tin 
or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of them, is a 

nent part, by the dipping or any other process, and commercially knownas 
plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ tin, 1 cent per pound, 


0 a0 Rae Rare ee er! 





Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. It was understood on Thursday that this paragraph 
should be over for the present. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Arkansas will have 
_ opportunity of recurring to the paragraph for amendment here- 

er. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. I did not understand that it 
was passed over. I supposed it would be considered at the present 
time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Do I understand that the paragraph is to be 
passed over? 

Mr. ALLISON. I asked on Thursday, or perhaps on Wednesday, 
that paragraphs 145 and 147 be passed over, and I believe the request 
was granted. 

Mr. HARRIS. That request was made because of the absence of 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr], I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; that related to cutlery and gans—double-bar- 
reled shotguns. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Iowa indicate to 
the Senate at what time he designs to take up these clauses—after the 
bill shall have been otherwise disposed of? Is that his intention? 

Mr, ALLISON. I think very likely I shall ask the Senate to omit 
the consideration of these paragraphs until we have finished the read- 
ing of the measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 148_ will be now read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


148. Spikes, nuts, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, of wrought iron 


or steel, 1.8 cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out “eight-tenths’’ and insert “ one- 
half.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 


The Curer CLERK. In line 555 it is proposed to strike out the word 
‘‘eight-tenths’’ and insert ‘‘ one-half;’’ so as to read; 

148. Spikes, nuts, and washers, and horse, mule, or ox shoes, of wrought iron 
or steel, 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. VEST. This is an article that enters into the daily use of the 
people of all sections of the country. me eddemce bers nage 
which is provided for in the substitute of the Finance and 
that fact is sufficiently evidenced from the statement that in 1887 we 
exported $317,675 worth of these goods, and in 1888 we increased the 
exports to $465,600. We are able, in other words, ots he meet 
the demand in the home market, but we also go abroad com 
with foreign labor in the foreign markets and sell the amount which 
is stated in the export-list of 1487 and 1888. 

More than that, if we are, in fixing the tariff duties, to equalize the 
cost of labor in this country and the census of 1880 shows that 
the cost of making nails, spikes, horseshoes, ete., is from 19.7 to 22.3 
per cent. for the labor. en Sa in thie ba which ar- 

ment, constantly recurring upon every item in thi was 
flebated the other day by the Senator from New York (Mr. Hiscock] 
and myself, in which he contends that we are to go back to the cost of 
the iron from the ground and all the intermediate p and that 
al] this added to the final process constitutes the cost of the labor and 


should be the basis of protection. I have a table by the 
t that the cost of labor enters into 
this product, in making nails, spikes, and horseshoes, is 19.7 per cent. 


to the fact that the existing rate of duty has been almost entirely 
prohibitory. Under the duty of 2 cents a pound levied by the ex- 
isting law, the entire value of the importation for 1887 was only $92.50. 


atall will be imperceptible. Under the present rate the 
of this country were able to manufacture all that the country needed, 
export four or five hundred thousand dollars’ worth of this 
product into which human labor scarcely enters at all. As theSenator 
irom Missouri states, of the entire cost of the prodaction the labor cost 
is only 19 per cent.; and now to reduce the duty only two-tenths of a 
cent a pound seems to me extravagant and preposterous. It 
certainly is a method of preven any competition in this branch of 
industry at all, and that for articles which are in universal use among 


the here. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jersey 
if he is desirous of reducing this rate to a point where the importations 


shall be increesed. 


— 
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Mr. McPHERSON. I am in favor of reducing it to a rate that will 
not give the manufacturer in this country the right to charge any price 
he upon the manufactured article to the consumer. Certainly 

pound there have been no importations and we have ex- 
ported $500,000 worth of the product at 1.8 cents a pound, you can not 
expect to make very much change, certainly, as to importations. But 
at 1} cents a pound, the rate proposed by the Senator from Missouri, 
it offers all the protection that the manufacturer can need in this coun- 
try to F ege-mnagy/ secure the home market, but it does prevent them, 
certainly, from charging the extra half cent a pound upon their own 
preduct. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from New Jersey to speak 
in rather adeprecating tone of the fact that the American producer had 
not only control of our market, but was exporting goods. I understood 
him to say that that state ef affairs will continue if the duty is reduced 
to 1} cents. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then what good will it do to any one in this coun- 
try or out of it to make the change ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the duty was 1} cents the foreign competitor 
could only come in by paying the duty, and that affords ample protec- 
tion to the home manufacturer. If the duty is fixed at 2 centsa pound 
the foreign manufacturer must pay the 2 cents a pound, and that gives 
a half cent additional protection to the manufacturer here, and he can 
fix his price a half cent a — higher. It is very plain, I think, to 
any intelligence. Hence, if there isa disposition to make these duties 
absolutely prohibitory, so that there can not be any such thing as for- 
eign competition of any kind, that is certainly in line with the rest of 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island who has just interrupted the Senator from New Jersey 
if the present tax of 2 cents a pound is not substantially prohibitory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idonot understand whattheSenator from Arkansas 
means by “ practically prohibitory.”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I mean that the present tax of 2 cents a 
pound prevents any importation into this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems it did prevent any large importations in 
1887. What it will do under another condition of the market I am not 
able to say. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I should like to ask the Senator 
to say why he thinks there would be any practical difference between 
that and 1.8 cents a pound. There is merely a small fraction of two- 
tenths of a eent difference in the amount.of tax, and it seems that our 
exportations at 2 cents are very large and the importations practically 
none at all. If the committee intend to keep a prohibitory tax on this 
article, why not frankly say so and keep the tax at 2 cents and not 
make the pretense of a reduction by proposing to take off two-tenths 
of 1 cent a pound? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the question of the Senator from 
Arkansas by asking him another. The Senator from Missouri has pro- 
posed a tax of 1.5 cents. Why say 1.5 cents rather than 1.8 cents? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] ? 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 


ow and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


Mr. CALL (when his name was ealled). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor frem Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GrorGr’s name was called). My 
cota (Mr. GrorcE] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire |[Mr. BLarr]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I am just in- 
formed that I was paired by agreement in my absence with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGerr]. ‘Therefore I shall decline to vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Ptums]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, 1 should vote ‘* yea.”’ 


Mr. DAWES (after having voted in the negative). Has the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] voted ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded: 
Mr. DAWES. Then I withdraw my vote and stand paired with 
him. Ishould have voted “nay,’’ and he would vote “‘ yea”’ if present. 
Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the junior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I therefore withhold my vote. If at liberty 
to vote, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
r. PASCO. I am paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Far- 
]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 











Mr. DOLPH. Has the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] 
voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A pair has been announced with the 
Senator from North Carolina. He has not voted. 

Mr. DOLPH. I announce a pair with that Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Dawes] announced a pair with the Seuator from North Carolina. 

Mr. DAWES. I was requested a moment since to pair with him. 
If the Senator from Oregon has paired with him, let him so stand. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I vote ‘ nay.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon-will be re~ 
corded in the negative, the Senator from Massachusetts being paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. GIBSON. 
TELLER]. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] has voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. EVARTS. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I now vote “‘yea,’’ the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
FARWELL] having come in and voted. 

Mr. CALL. Iwill transfer my pair with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. BowrEn] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton}, 
and vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GrtorGE]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 21; as follows: 


I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 


I ask if the Sen- 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, Colquitt, McPherson, Vance, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, Gibson, Payne, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan, 
NAYS—21. 
Aldrich, Hawley, Morrill, Stewart, 
Allison, Hiscock, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Hoar, Piatt, Teller. 
Delph, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Farwell, Manderson, Sherman, 
Prye, Miteheil, Spooner, 
ABSENT—36. 
Beck Davis, Hale, Quay, 
Blair, Dawes, Ham pton, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Brown, Evarts, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Batler, Faulkner, Morgan, Stanford, 
Cameron, George, Paddock, Vest, 
Chandler, Gorman, Piumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
149, Wheels, or parts thereof, made of iron or steel, and steel-tired wheels for 
railway purposes, whether wholly or partly finished. and iron or steel locome- 
tive, car, or other railroad ties, or parts thereof, wholly or partly manufactured, 
2} cents per pound; and ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, or blanks for the same, 
without regard to the degree of manufacture, 1} cents per pound. ; 
. Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to be informed why it is that ‘‘ ingots, 
cogged ingots, blooms, or blanks ’’ for one purpose should bear a higher 
rate of duty than for another purpose. I find in paragraph 153 that 
steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs bear a duty of five-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound. Now, why should these ingots, cogged ingots, 
blooms, or blanks for car-wheels, without regard to the business or de- 
gree of manufacture—they may not be for manufacture into car-wheels 
at all, but come in in the ingot form—bear a duty of 1} cents per 
und when for other purposes they bear quite a different duty? And 
ow are you going to determine when an invoice of ingots or blooms 
comes to a custom-house for what purposes they are to be used? After 
a man has paid his duty and received his property, it would seem to 
me he would have a right to use that property for any purpose most 
conducive to his benefit; and why this inequality, so to speak, between 
the same quality and the same condition of manufacture for one pur- 
rather than for another purpose ? 

Again, with the perfection which this kind of industry has gained 
in this country, why is it that you require so much duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Jersey will see that this 
paragraph includes both iron and steel, and this class of ingots in many 
cases constitutes a special form. But the Senator is mistaken in say- 
ing that a discrimination is made as respects all these ingots. If he 
will turn to the paragraph relative to steel ingots having the value of 
3 cents a pound and not above 4 cents per pound, the duty is 1.6 cents 
per pound; valued above 4 cents and not above 7 cents per pound, 1.6 
per pound, and another class at 2 cents per pound, and soon. We pro- 
pose a reduction of 45 per cent. on ingots from the present law, which 


_ suppose, from the best investigation we could make of it, is a fai: re- 
action. 


The reading will proceed. 
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Mr. McPHERSON,. The Senator will take notice in this paragraph— 


Wheels or parts thereof, made of iron or steel. 


It is well known that for car-wheels to be lasting they can not be 
made of brittle iron. They must be made, and usually are made, of the 
simplest kind of soft and malieable iron, and then they are tired with a 
steel tire; and certainly unless the iron was of a soft nature it would 
not be possible to retain them on the wheel. I should certainly think 
that the duty proposed here, 2} cents per pound, is far in excess of what 
there is any need to have it. It will be noticed that in all tires used 
in the country and wheels for all kinds of purposes, railroad wheels and 
other purposes, during the past year, the value of those imported was 
only $274,112, less than what a single railroad, very short in mileage at 
that, would require in its operations. It is now proposed to retain the 
duty at 2) cents a pound; the existing rate of duty is to be imposed 
upon it. 

[ move to strike ont, in line 560, the words ‘‘and one-half,’’ so as to 
read ‘‘2 cents per pound;’’ and also, in line 563, I move to strike out 
‘‘one and three-fourths’’ and insert ‘tone and one-half.’”’ I have no 
objection to the vote being taken on both amendments together, and 
upon the question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dotpn in the chair). The 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey will be reported. 

The Secretary. On line 560, page 109, after the word ‘‘two,”’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘and one-half;’’? and in line 563, after the 
word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three-fourths ’’ and insert ‘‘ one-half; ’’ so 
as to read: 

149. Wheels, or parts thereof, made of iron or steel, and steel-tired wheels 
for railway purposes, whether wholly or partly finished, and iron or steel loco- 
motive, car, or other railway tires, or parts thereof, wholly or partly manufact- 
ured, 2 cents per pound; and ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, or blanks for the 
same, without regard to the degree of manufacture, 1} cents per pound. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the question 
will be put on both amendments together. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to call attention to one fact. This duty 
is put back from 2 cents per pound, where it is in the House bill, to 24 
cents as it is under the existing law on car-wheels. The exports for 
1887 and 1888 of the first article, car-wheels, were as follows: In 1887 
we exported $98,265 worth of car-wheels; in 1888, $108,282, or an in- 
crease of $10,017 worth for car-wheels of all sorts of material. There 
is no necessity, therefore, for maintaining this additional half cent tax. 
{t should be stricken off and the duty reduced to 2 cents, as it is in 
the House bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
criticised the item which has just passed from the consideration of the 
Senate because there were no importations, and hence they said the 
rate was prohibitory. Under the paragraph now under consideration 
fixing the duty on car-wheels the importations in 1887 were 8,581,140 
pounds, of the value of $274,112. It is undoubtedly true that some 
kinds of car-wheels, made from paper, I think, with steel tires, were 
exported, but the exports were butasmall fraction of the importations 
under the present law at the present rate of duty, 24 cents a pound; 
and therefore there is a sharp competition, even at the present rates, 
between foreign and American producers. Under those circumstances, 
and in view of the fact that the American producers have hard work to 
retain the market, the committee were unwilling to reduce the rate. 
They believed the rates fixed in the paragraph were just and fair. 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President, I see that under existing law the 
ad valorem equivalent to the duty on car-wheels is78.26 per cent., and 
it is retained at the same in the Senate substitute for the House bill. 
T find in the provisions of the House bill itis reduced to 62.61 per cent. 
In respect to these ingots the rate of duty under the law as it now 
stands is 10],22 per cent. It is slightly reduced by the substitute, but 
the ad valorem equivalent under the provisions of the substitute is 
88.57 per cent., reduced by the provisions of the House bill to 75.92 
per cent. Now, there can certainly be no revenue necessity for keep- 
ing up this high rate of duty upon this class of articles, and 1 have 
heard no one assert, and I doubt whether any one will assert, that a 
duty of 58.57 per cent. upon the one and over 78 per cent. upon the 
other can be absolutely necessary as a matterof protection to the labor 
that is engaged in the production of these articlesin this county. It 
seems to me there can be no reason found, either in revenue ne. essity 
or upon the idea of protection, which can justify this high rat: of tax- 
ation upon these articles of absolute necessity to the busine:. of the 
country. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. TheSenator from Tennessee will not have failed 
to observe during the discussion of this bill that the Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber have abandoned entirely any attempt to de- 
fond this tariff legislation upon the idea of protection to American labor. 
They have taken the broad, bold ground that the factory interests ot 
this country shall be protected to the extent that they say is sr “icient 
to enable them to compete with the foreign factories. I suppose, asa 
matter of course, labor is one of the ingredients that enter into the cost 
of articles; but certainly, when we have raised the question here as to 
the labor cost involved in all the articles upon this list, no answer can 
we get from that side of the Chamber with respect to that point. Labor 
seems to figure very lightly indeed in this discussion. It was the great 


interest that was concerned during the Presidential campaign which 
has just ended, but we hear nothing about it now. When we show 
that the tariff fixed upon certain articles is three times the entire labor 
— of the articles, it has no influence whatever in causing a reduction 
of duty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from New 
Jersey a question? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam hungry for light, and I am sure the Senator 
can give it to me if he will. Supposing a car-wheel (which I believe 
is the thing now under consideration).to weigh 300 pounds and to be 
worth $5, I would like to ask the Senator to tell me how much of that 
$5 and of that 300 pounds is really made up of the labor of the people 
who make the wheel, and how much of it is what is called raw mate- 
rial, although there is pot any such thing in the world that comes to 
the use of man? : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will not undertake to respond to the Senator’s 
question by giving him a precise, definite answer as to how much of 
that car-wheel is labor. I know this, and I admit that the car-wheel 
is originally found in the ground. There is the iron ore, there is the 
limestone, there is the coal, all of which must be prepared at different 
stages of preparation. The wheel, in the end, means a great deal of 
labor, but here is an article that is manufactured into car-wheels that 
is to bear a duty of 2} cents a pound, or something like $60 perton. I 
do not think there is any preparation of that iron or any cost of its prep- 
aration, including labor and materials, in all the advanced stages of work 
between pig-iron, if you please, and the car-wheel, that justifies a duty 
of 2} cents a pound upon the car-wheel. To do so is to simply make 
a prohibitory tariff upon the importation of the car-wheel. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, a car-wheel, we will assume, 
weighs 300 pounds—I do not know what it weighs, but that is just as 
good for the purpose of finding out where we are as anything else— 
there are 300 pounds of iron. When that 300 pounds of iron was in 
the bosom of the earth, what does the Senator New Jersey, and 
what do all that ilk whom I call English and French and um 
traders (without meaning the slightest offense), who prefer to have 
things that are made somewhere else to those that are made at home, 
think the 300 pounds of iron in the bottom of the mountain in New 
Jersey or Pennsylvania or Alabaina or Minnesota or Michigan or wher- 
ever was worth? There is yourraw material in the heart of a mount- 
ain, and that 300 pounds now constituting a car-wheel was probably 
worth as a raw material in the bosom of the earth, untouched, three- 


| tenths of 1 cent; you may call it 3 cents if you like, and then you get 


above its real worth. Everything that touches the price of that car- 
wheel in the market and that has made it worth what it is, whether 
it is at Amsterdam or at Leeds or on the northern boundary of Mich- 
igan or at Pittsburgh, is the labor of man and nothing else. 

The pickax that digs out your iron from the bosom of that mount- 
ain has become a pickax by the labor of man. The powder that ex- 
plodes your mine and opens it is the result of the labor of man; its ul- 
timate raw value was almost nothing at all, the willow or the elderor 
whatever grew by the riverside. Why, then, do our distinguished Brit- 
ish friends—I mean it in the kindest possible way, for weare all Brit- 
ish ina certain sense—why do our foreign traders, our free-traders, 
talk so much about the fact that raw material is to come in free or un- 
der/a very low rate of duty in order to promote industry, when they 
know that in every human sense there is not any such thing as raw 
material? The moment it leaves the bosom of its mountain or its 
mine or the forest it leaves it by force of the er of intelligent 
or unintelligent men; and every implement that they use, and without 
which they could not get on at all, to get it out is again the result of 
labor. So if a car-wheel is worth so many dollars now, 99 cent. of 
those dollars is the labor that somebody has put into it. ether the 
just fruit of that labor is properly divided between the laborers and the 
men who employ laborers is quite another question, which no tariff car 
touch only as it touches in the sense that the more you bring in of a 
foreign article made somewhere else the less there will be made in the 

lace to which you bring it. If all the people in Washington chose to 
ao their shoes in Baltimore, then the shoemakers of Washington, I 
take it, would not have anything to do; and that is the whole of the 
storv. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I suppose nobody takes issue with 
the Senator from Vermont upon the question that a great deal of labor 
is involved in the manufacture of a car-wheel, in the taking of the iron 
fr-m the earth, and the other ingredients which go into the manufacture 
.' @ tonof iron. I never have disputed that fact. But the Senator 
vill not fail to remember that after that iron has been mined from the 
earth and the iron ore has been mixed with the coal and the limestone 
and brought tozether and a ton of pig-iron has been manufactured, you 
put the protection upon that ton of pig-iron at $6.72. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the ore itself? 

Mr. McPHERSON. No; on the iron ore they im a duty of 75 
cents a ton, but on the pig-iron they impose a duty of $6.72, which they 
claim covers and which experience shows does cover the entire differ- 
ence in the cost not only of labor but in the expensive plant required. 
Here are the smelting-works, the interest upon their cost, the transpor- 
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tation, if you please, from the different mining industries wherever they 
are located to bring the iron to some particular point where it can be 
manufactured. Now, it is proposed to impose a «uty of 2} cents a pound 
upon a car-wheel which is engaged in the transportation of our prod- 
ucts. The Senator from Vermont seems to fail to remember that while 
we do impose a duty here which he and his party claim to be amply 
protective to the pig-iron, when you go to the different stages of man- 
ufacture you get in this bill away beyond the point that either capital 
or labor requires of protection. You impose in this very schedule a 
duty of 1} cents a pound upon ingots used for one p and in an- 
other schedule of the bill you impose a duty of five-tenths of 1 cent a 
pound on the same ingots used for a different purpose. 

Now, as to the labor involved, I have heard a great deal about that, 
and I want to say that when you undertake to raise a duty to protect 
American labor in my opinion labor gets no part of the benefit at all. 
I claim, and I am ready to prove, and I shall prove, so far as statistics 
can prove it, that American labor in each and every one of these indus- 
tries is as much better than foreign labor as the pay is better. 

When you undertook to build up a tariff on the plea of protection to 
American labor, when you increased the duties, as you did in 1883, 
very largely upon some of the products, no sooner was the tariff bill 

ton there was a reduction in wages in some of the industries 
of the country. Now, I want some Senator to tell me whether labor 
employed in any industry in this country ever got an increase of wages 
that was not secured through the Knights of Labor or some kindred 
labor organization demanding proper wages for those about them. 

When you take the census of 1880, which I suppose is a fair state- 
ment—it ought to be, because it is a statement taken from the books 
of the factory-owners themselves as to the labor cost which enters into 
the manufacture of products—and when you find that the entire labor 
cost, for instance, in the woolen fabric is only 19 per cent., while the 
duty imposed in this bill upon some grades of woolens is 60 per cent., 
where does the difference go? 

I am not disputing the fact stated by the Senator from Vermont that 
there is a vast amount of labor necessarily employed in bringing this 
iron out of the earth and getting it to a certain stage of manufacture, 
but I say that beyond that point the labor involved is very small in- 
deed compared with what it is at an earlier stage of the manufacture. 
When you undertake with a pig of iron to manufacture something else 
from that iron, it is mostly done by machinery, and why the machinery 
in that factory should have a protective tariff of 100 per cent. imposed 

ewhen the labor employed in getting the iron out of the ore receives a 
protection very much less than that is what I can not understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My distinguished friend from New Jersey made 
one remark which I think it is proper for me to take a little of the time 
of the Senate to answer—a very little, for I do not wish to occupy time 
in discussions over thread-bare subjects, but I would rather vote in 
order that the people may have the benefit of this bill at this session 
of Congress, and I do not intend to contribute so far as I am concerned 
to any of the discussions with the result, however our wishes may be, 
of having nothing done about the subject during this Congress. There 
is one particular point to which the Senator has referred which deserves 
a very brief reply, and that is his observation that there is really no 
difference between labor and its value in this country and in other 
countries, because the labor here is worth so much more as it produces 
so much more as to overcome the obvious and well-known difference 
in the actual tabulated price in general that exists between our country 
and the others. 

So the Senator’s argument is that labor is no better paid here than it 
is abroad, because our laborer produces so much more than the foreign 
laborer does, and so gets so much more price—piece-work, so to speak. 
I do not know whether that is true or not. I should hope it was, be- 
cause I think American society, American institutions, and American 
atmosphere would stimulate even a foreign laborer to work with more 
skill and with greater industry and do more in aday than somebody does 
somewhere else. I hope it is so, and for this purpose I will take it to 
beso. Then let us assume, forthe purpose of this present moment only, 
that the American laborer makes more for his employer for the money 
he gets than the foreigner does, and therefore that the real difference 
between the foreign price and the home price for labor is an imaginary 
one. Is it imaginary to the laborer himself? ‘Will the Senator from 
New Jersey answer me that some day when he will not defeat the bill 
by answering it? 

Look at the condition of the American laborer with the money he 
gets. Ifhedoesdomore and earns more than his foreign brother laborer, 
what does he get for it? Go into his house in New England, or New 
Jersey, or Pennsylvania, or Alabama, or Michigan, or California, or 
anywhere else where free and intelligent and protected labor exists in 
this country, and then go through the similar laboring establishments 
and communities in Great Britain, or Germany, or France, or Austria, 
or Russia, or Spain if there be any there—and there are some—and 
ame their condition. The American laborer has a house, usually 

isown. He has a carpet on his floor instead of clay for the bottom ot 
it. He has glass windows; he has a piano, or if not, an accordion or 
some musical instrament; he has his books; he has free schools for his 
children; he has paper on his walls; he has fresh meat every day if he 
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wants it—I do not; he has butter, unless Chicago supplies him with 
something else—but he supposes he has butter; he has white bread; he 
has a place to go to church; he has everything that makes the comfort 
and welfare of the home. He has his vacations and his excursions, It 
he be honest and industrious and sober, he has everything that the 
richest man in America can have; and, in general, if you take all of 
what we call rich men in America, he is a great deal happier than they 
are; hesleeps better at night, and he is as well clothed, and his children 
and his wife are as wel] clothed as the richest man in America. He 
has everything that makes social happiness and social prosperity, if he 
only behaves himself and works intelligently to those ends. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will just wait until I finish this 
little picture I will yield. 

If you will go into the manafacturing districts or the rural districts 
of the best governed country of Europe to-day—Great Britain or France, 
there may be a difference of opinion as to the internal government of 
those two countries, they are both well managed—or the Netherlands 
or Germany and compare the same class of people (and they are just 
as high a class from my point of view as any, and I only speak of it as a 
name), if you_will only see it with your own eyes I do not think you 
will stand up in the Senate, Mr. President—I must address you—I do 
not think you would stand up in the Senate and say that after all there 
is no difference between the outcome of prosperity to the European 
laborer and the American laborer under what are called these consum- 
ers’ taxes of the tariff, the greatest falsehood that was ever perpetrated 
in political nomenclature that I know of. If any Senator has not seen 
that, he had better take the earliest opportunity, while a Republican 
administration is in, and go abroad and look for himself. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont is not 
in the habit of wandering quite so far for material for his present use 
as he has done to-day. He need not have gone to Europe or any other 
country to have found an illustration of the argument that I under- 
took to make in the observation I just now made. 

Certainly if labor receives only one-half the duty you impose in this bill 
as the entire labor cost of the product, there is some part of protection 
that labor does not get, is there not? If the entire labor-cost in the 
production of woolen goods is but 20 per cent. of the value and the duty 
is 50 per cent., who gets the balance between 20 and 50 per cent. ? 

The argument I have heard in the Senate Chamber and elsewhere is 
that the tariff is made to protect the wages of the American laborer. 
Certainly you do not expect to protect his wages except by a duty rep- 
resenting the difference between the cost of wages paid here and those 
paid abroad. If labor herein the woolen industries gets double the 
wages it gets abroad, then 20 per cent. would represent that duty, but 
the duty is 50 per cent. Now, will the Senator from Vermont or any 
other Senator tell me how labor is to get that extra 30 per cent. pro- 
tection which you give to the manufacturer? Or does the Senator from 
Vermont tell us that when the laboring people of this country engaged 
in factories have got a certain amount of comfort and luxury, so to 
speak, out of the increase of wages, then is the time to quit, because 
they have got enough? Certainly if 10 or 20 per cent. helps them 
very much in the increase of their rates of wages, why not give them the 
whole of the 50 per cent. which the tariff imposes, and if it is a tariff 
imposed for no purpose in the world except to protect the wages of the 
American laborer, why not give it to him? 

I should like to have some Senator tell me how the laboring man 
employed in that protected factory, protected at the rate of 50 per cent., 
is going to get that protection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator wish an answer now? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to get it just now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It reminds me of an illustration I heard when I 
was a school-boy and I presume the Senator was—I am sure he was, 
only he was taught in the wrong school—about a ship. Every sailor 
weighed 150 pounds, and there were a good many auger holes to be 
bored into that ship to let in the water, andif you put in too many it 
would sink. Sailor number one said, ‘‘I only weigh 150 pounds and 
I do not object to any auger hole except one that will just let in the 
150 pounds that will sink me, and you may therefore bore your auger 
holes in that ship to the number of each sailorif you only keep it to 150 
pounds apiece, and we are all safe.”’ 

That illustrates perfectly the Senator’s argument. The idea, sup- 
posing it to be true, which it is not in my belief, that labor only gets 
as its positive income from 50 per cent. tariff 25 of it, therefore the 
tariff ought to be reduced to 25 per cent., is just as sensible as the 
school-boy’s ship story that I have stated to my honorable and dis- 
tinguished friend; for if you put your tariff down to the point of 25 per 
cent. because that is exactly what the laborer gets, it enables the for- 
eign manufacturer and the foreign starved and reduced and slave labor, 
as it really is, to send to this market just so much more of their pro- 
ductions; and I have not lived long enough yet to believe that if I am 
to have two pairs of boots, and that if I get one of them in London 
that pair of boots is not going to be made here. Every pair of boots 
that I wear that is made in London is not made by somebody in the 
United States, and by just that much the labor of the United States is 
deprived of theopportunity tomakebootsforme. Now multiply that by 
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sixty million on the subject of boots and shoes, and you will understand 
what I mean; and when you apply it to every one of the things in this 
whole list, the observation is of course true in exactly the same way. 

if, then, you put your tariff down to what you call exactly that 


which the laborer gets in the combination between himself and the 
mine-owner, and the mill-owner, and the capital and everything—for 
they always ought to be friends and in combination, honest co-opera- 
tion and combination as they generally are—the moment yon put it 
down to that point, just that moment, if itdoes any good at all to have 


your free trade or your reduced tariff (and if it does not there is no. use 
of talking about it at all), by that much just so many foreign-made 
goods come in, and for every hundred million dollars’ worth that come 
and are consumed that hundred million dollars’ worth do not come 
from our mines, our mills, and our l«bor, but from somebody else’s, 
and therefore the laborer of the United States is deprived of the oppor- 
tunity to earn his wages by just that mach. Se by this processof arith- 
metic and proportion you can starve the American laborer to death and. 
say with a great Democratic flourish of ““We have given the 
laborer all the protection he is. entitled to.” 

Mr. VANCE, Mr. President, I should like to ask my Chinese 
triend—and of course I mean that with perfect respect, for he is Chi- 
nese in his — only of excluding the foreign trade—I should like 
to ask the from Vermont if am American: raised 2 bushels of 
wheat and sent them to London and bought a pair of boots, if these 
hoots would not be made by American labor, and if he is interested in 
American labor, is he not interested in all kinds of American labor, or 
does he simply mean the labor which works in the factories in his 
country and not the labor that works in the fieldsand everywhere else 
outside of the protected employments? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall be most glad:to answer the Senator. 

I mean to protect the American wheat-producer and the Vermont corn 
and oats and barley and cheese and butter producer to thesame extent 
and upon the same principle that I do.the man who works in the fac- 
tory, of whatever kind it may be, and the Vermont farmer understands 
that, and I think the North Carolina one will after awhile when we 
get to peanuts and a few things of that sort. The Vermont farmer 
understands—perhaps he is mistaken, and if my friend will come up 
there and teach us hetter we should like to have him do it—that if he 
can sell his wheet or his rye or his barley or his oats or his butter or 
his cheese or his pork or his bacon or his beef or whatever he raises to 
a rian who lives within 5 miles of him and gets twice the price that 
he would after paying freight, etc., if hesent his butter and his cheese, 
etc., to Liverpool or London or Paris or wherever, and he pays once 
and a half as much as he would for the same thing if he got it from 
London—and then it would not wear half as long, as I have found out 
by experience—he is doing a good thing. The Vermont farmer knows 
that the protection of manufactures of everything that everybody 
makes. or wears or uses or eats or drinks is for the universal benefit, 
and that it helps him as much as it does the very man upon whose car- 
wheels a tariff duty isimposed, That is the way we understand it. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the statement of the Senator from 
Vermont is made with his usual ingenuity, but it lacks one or two es- 
sential elements, The price of that Vermont farmer’s wheat, butter, 
ete., is fixed by the surplus in this country that goes to Liverpool, and 
he is compelled to sell at the free-trade prices of the world; or, on the 
other hand, when he comes to buy anyvhing from the factories in that 
country he is compelled to buy in the restricted prices.of this home 
market, = blessed home market, which is fenced in by this high pro- 
tective wall. 

If the farmer in Vermont can stand that and thinkshe is improved 
by being cempelled to sell his products in the open free-trade market 
in unrestricted competition with all similar articles grown all over the 
world, and is compeiled to buy in return from his neighbor, becanse he 
is his neighbor, under the impression that his neighbor for his aecom- 
incdation will eat a little more to encourage the home marketand will 
surfeit himself to the point of losing his health in order to increase the 
capacity of the home market—I say if the Vermont farmer is satisfied 
with that, the North Carolina farmer is not, and it seems to me that 
nobody else who is blessed with a gift of good, hard, common sense 
would be satisfied with it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
true, but unhappily, so far as the Vermont farmer is concerned—I do 
not knew how it is in North Carolina—it is not true. 

Mr. VANCE. Is not the price of wheat in Vermont, fixed by the 
price abroad? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not by a Jong deal. 

Mr. VANCE. You do not raise any, perhaps, but buy all you use. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, we raise wheat and we raise corn we 
raise a good many things, and we have got on without calling upon the 
National Government for any great aid in any direction so far, and we 
have got on in the belief that we are doing very well under what is 
called a protective tariff, and the higher the protection the better for us. 

Mr. VEST. Would the Senator object to stating how much wheat 
his State raises ? 

Ido not know. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I would not object if I knew. 
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Mr. VEST. I think it is 300 or 400. bushels, possibly. I recollect 
Rhode Island raises about 200 bushels. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We will call it 400 bushels just for the fun of it, 
and I suppose that 400 bushels, unless it was rather rare, would not 
bring any greater price than if it were 400,000 bushels, as it has to 
compete with the free-trade markets of the world, as the Senator from 
North Carolina says. 

Mr. VEST. Yon do not export any. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course we do not export any, because we have 
got a home market; and when the United States builds up its own in- 
dustries of every kind so that it can consume all or nearly all of every- 
thing that every farmer produces, then so much the betterfor the United 
States, and by just so much as you bring in for consumption in this 
country foreign-made articles, by that much .you diminish the con- 
sumption of the home-made articles, do you not, wheat included? 
And if yon do not find somebody in the United States who can earn money 
to buy wheat, how is. he going to be able to consume it? But if you 
give him ent, develop the boundless resources that Missouri 
much more Vermont has in her natural gifts, employ the citizens 
of Missouri in making the things that their neighbors want, they will 
have earned the money to buy the wheat ef the Missouri farmer, and 
they will grow and as they have always under that 

. REAGAN. Mn. i in what the Senator from Vermont 
presents there is mixed up a good deal of truth with a very fal- 
lacy—a fallacy which has done a great deal to mislead the public mind 
on this very subject. 

The Senator assumes as the basis of his argument, and one of the 
grounds of his su of this bill, that by e ing domestic man- 
ufactures we furnish home markets for agricult products. 

If it were true that the country could consume manufactures to the 
extent of the value of the farm products, there might be reason in the 
argument ted by the Senator from Vermont; but when we re- 
member that during the last year, after supplying the mannfacturers 
and all other people who consume the farm products of this country, 
we exported to foreign markets five hundred and twenty-three million 
and some odd thousand dollars of farm products which could not be 
consumed in this country, and for which there was no market in this 
country, we shall see the fallacy of the argument which he nts. 

It is true that as we build up manufacturing establishments it tends 
to that extent to furnish markets; but that is not the proposition of 
the Senator. It is that it does furnish the market, when we see by 
notorious and official facts that it only furnishes a market for a portion 
of the agricultural produets of this country, and that the portion not 
so consumed gave 74} per cent. of all the exports from this to foreign 
countries. Now, what are we to do with these exports? Build up 
more manufactories? Why, sir, by the high bonus given tomanufact- 
ures through protective tarifis we have encouraged the investment of 
money in manufactures, and have encouraged the construction of ma- 
chinery and manufacturing establishments to such an extent that they 
can not be run continuously, because they have to rely in the main 
upon the American market, as we have got things in such a condition 
under our tariff legislation that we can not command the markets of for- 
eign countries, and, having to rely upon the markets of our own coun- 
try, we have machinery and capital eno engaged in manu- 
ae supply two such countries as this. i 
those that come from vicious and bad legislation, that this capital 
for a ion of the year must lie idle. This i must lie idle, 
and thousands of laborers en in these vocations after the market 
is stocked are deprived of and left to starve, or beg, or steal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. inly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to ask theSenator, then, what would 
be the advantage to the general interests if we are overproducing manu- 
factured articles now so that they have to lie idle, to throw the doors 
wide open to bring in more manufactured articles of the same kind - 
from foreign-countries ? 

Mr. REAGAN. That turns thematter into anew subject that I will 
not now go into. Iam not surprised that the Senator desires to get off 
the subject we are on to a new one, because the failure of the one he is 
on is a palpable, demonstrated failure, to which there is no answer. 

If we get a tariff which will prohibit imports, which will exclude 
imports from our country, what are we to do with the five or six hun- 
dred million of surplus agricultural products that form the great 
of the exports in this country? Are they to rot in the field? If so, 
that will net only beggar agriculture, but arenas this country. 
These very agricultural exports give us our balance of trade, as it is 
called, which we have been —o- 5 several years, and has given 
us that increase of surplus gold in the Treasury which has been accu- 
mulating from 1878 until now. 

Se there is no way of justifying a tariff simply on the ground that it 
will exclude foreign A prohibitive tariff is one thing, a tariff 
that will protect domestic labor is another thing. If we desire to pro- 
“tect labor, yon only want, on epnenaupered by one of the Senators on” 
this side of the Chamber, to give a rate of duty above the other 
elements of cost as will place the American product on an equal foot- 
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ing with the product of foreign countries. We do not step at that, 
but we go on creating a system of monopolies. Not content with a 
single monopoly, we propose to make a monopoly—it isa monopoly in a 
sense ; of course itis not in the hands of one person, but in the hands of sev- 
eral persons—a monopoly in every particular branch of manufacturing 
industry and a monopoly at the expense of the agricultural interest of 
this country, which employs much the larger part of the laboring peo- 
ple of this country, and employs nearly two billions of capital, a larger 
amount of capital than any other business unless it may be railroad- 
ing, a larger number of laborers than any other business is to be placed 
at the mercy of the manufacturers in order that they may exclude im- 
ports and place the price of their manufactures at whatever figure they 
choose to make. is the logic of it. 

But, Mr. President, I think while we may demonstrate these things 
that it is idle to argue. It is clear that the Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber are as impervious to reason on this subject as the man- 
ufacturers, who are the beneficiaries of this vicious and bad legislation, 
who are the beneficiaries of the oppression that is made to rest upon the 
large majority of the American people, and which has rendered their 
vecation profitless and has placed it in such a position that none of the 
rising generation of young men will engage in agricuiture if they can 
get any other employment, simply because it is taxed to death and to 
dishonor in order that that interest may be flagitiously plundered by 
the manufacturing interest. We may demonstrate these things, but 
however they may be demonstrated we can not hope to secure an amend- 
ment of this outiageous bill so as to reduce it toe principles of justice 
and reason and fair dealing, and so I do not think it is very profitable 
to show the fallacies, the wrong, and injustice of such a measure. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Vermont a question for information about the position that I under- 
stood him to assume a few moments ago. I am not sure that I under- 
stood the effect of what he said, and so I would like to ask him a ques- 
tion for my own information. I understood him to say, in reply to a 
proposition of the Senator from New Jersey, that even admitting that 
the cost of labor in any given article was 25 per cent. and the tax on 
that article was 50 per cent., that would not be wrong within itself, 
the effect of which would be to declare that a system of tariff taxation 
which would fully manufacturers for all the labor they 
employed and more besides would be justified in this system of Gov- 
ernment in this country. Did the Senator mean to take that position? 
I simply ask for information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I meant to state the very fact, as I think it was, 
that I did; but I did not mean to say and did not say and never in- 
tend to say, until I get a good deal more light or darkness than I have 
now, that it is a tariff taxation in the sense the Senator from Arkansas 
refers to it at all—far fromit. The additional 25 per cent., as I under- 
took to illustrate (and I think that most gentlemen understood it, be- 
cause nobody has attempted to answer the illustration), is not a wrong 
to the consumer or a burden upon him; but the point is to protect the 
home market, not only of the manufactured article, but of food, which 
is also a sapebabaaae artic‘e, to be sure, of every kind that the people 
eat, except it may he raw lettuce or something of that kind; and then 
when you take the garden utensils and the labor of keeping your gar- 
den in order lettuce is a manufactured article. When you take the 
consumption of food, of the products of the farm, it is larger per capita 
in the United States than in any other country in the world. When 
you are protecting the work of the man who makes the articles that 
earn him the money to buy that food with, you are protecting the 
market of the food producer. 

That is the way the farmers of Vermont understand it, and they 
think they understand it. If the farmers of Arkansas do not I am 
sorry for them, because the Senator must see, as the Senator from Texas 
has said or appeared to say (I do not know that he intended that result, 
but it was the necessary consequence of what he did say), the produc- 
tion of manufactured articles in this country is too great, and therefore 
the door ought to be opened to introduce the manufactured articles of 
other countries. If the production is too great and you introduce the 
manufactured articles of other countries, by justso much you diminish 
the manufacture of articlesin this country and their consumption. If 
you want to do that we can understand it, and if it is for the benefit of 
the greatest interest in the United States, and that is the farming in- 
terest, so be it; but if it be to the detriment of that interest then it 
—_ not to bedone. I think it is to the detriment of that interest. 

r. we gg Will the Senator from Vermont permit me to in- 
m 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Vermont yield 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not mean to be understood as the Senator 
su I might have been understood, that I desired to provide for 
the introduction of foreign manufactures into this country. The view 
which I had was that I desired to prevent the adoption of a tariff 
which would enable domestic manufacturers not merely to sell their 
wares at a reasonable price, but to put several prices on them and 
compel other people to pay them. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Senator does not wish to have Ameri- | manufacturing States as compared with the agricultural States, avd 


eans consume foreign articles except so far as to make home-made arti- 
cles reasonable in price. Is that the proposition ? 

Mr. REAGAN. That would be about my view. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thatis about the Senator’s view. Very well; let 
us see where we stand now. The Senatorthen agrees thatevery foreign 
machine, and every foreign pair of boots, and every foreign pound of but- 
ter, and every foreign pound of cheese, and every foreign gallon of wine 
or whatever comes from abroad, every foreign yard of silk that comes 
in and is consumed here, displaces by so much the product of his own 
country in the hands of some citizen or citizens. 

Mr. REAGAN. And I will add that it ought to do it, unless the 
holder or the maker of that product will sell it at a reasonable price. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Grant it for the sake of the argament, Mr. Presi- 
dent, most decidedly. Now the question is, how is the home producer 
to get an unreasonable price? The Senator says it is a monopoly. 
What does he mean by a monopoly? Is there any grant by Congress 
or by the Legislature of any State toa particular set of men to produce 
to the exclusion of any or all other citizens any single commodity in 
this world or this continent? There is notexceptthe patent laws, and 
I take it the tariff is not largely interested in the patents or the patents 
in the tariff. 

Leaving out the patents for inventions, which the Constitution, made 
by the fathers, provided for—to be sure the fathers were very weak 
and ignorant men compared with those we have about us now—there 
is nothing within the United States, which embraces the best part of 
a continent, that one man may not engage in the production of just as 
well as another. There is no one place in the United States where any 
particular commodity or production can come to have a monopoly, be- 
cause there are a thousand other places in the United States where the 
same mine, the same land, the same forest, the same water power, the 
same steanr mill, the same genius, and the same industry can engage 
in it the moment there is a margin for the wife and the children and 
the old age to go into that business. 

There is free trade in the United States and among the United States, 
and there always ought to be. With a boundless and inexhaustible 
resource of material, of industry, of skill, of capital, in every Staite, 
even those that have been made desolate in point of money for the time 
being—a very unfortunate occurrence—capital for any enterprise that 
will pay a margin to labor and to the capital invested (and capital is 
nothing but labor stored up, as the Senator knows perfectly well), is 
open to everybody. The possibility of a monopoly in the United States 
as between the owners of what is called the raw material, the mine, or 
the forest, or the earth, or the field, or the farm, or the shop, can not 
exist, and it dees not exist, and it never will exist until the Govern- 
ment itself becomes a great monopoly, which I hope will never happen. 

The consequence is—and there is no evading it or dodging it—that 
every effort of our friends on the other side to stimulate and increase 
the importations of things to be consumed in this country by its people 
(and that isthe point of cutting down your duties; otherwise we are 
talking about nothing at all; clearly we are talking about nothing if 
that is not the point), is an effort to diminish by so much the things 
that the people of this country produce, and that applies as well to the 
farm as it does to the shop. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire to say one word in addition 
to what I have said, and in response to the position just assumed by 
the Senator from Vermont, which is that there can be no monopoly in 
manufactures in this country because the privilege is open to all peo- 
ple in all parts of the country to engage in them. While theoretically 
that may be true, is it practically true? Already under the influence 
of high protection the manufacturing capital has been concentrated in 
a particular part of the country. Now, that levies tribute upon the 
other parts of the country to the average rate of 47 per cent. on such 
articles as are taxed imports. How is the West, how is the South te 
engage in manufacturing and compete with oldestablishments? How 
are they to get capital to do this when a tribute is levied upon them of 
47 per cent. on all they purchase of such articles as are taxed imports? 
Their substance is drained. There is no possibility of their accumu- 
lating capital for such a purpose. 

It is that very fact which renders it impossible—not impossible, but 
impracticable—to establish and carry on manufacturing establishments 
in the West and South, where the people are taxed to support Eastern 
manufacturers, while the plants already established in the East and 
the wealth accumulated there enable them to go forward with their 
business, and where they have experts in the various branches of man- 
ufacturing industry. 

Ifthe burden was reversed, if by some possible law we could tax the 
East, the manufacturing States, for the next ten years from 30 to 50 
per cent. of their purchases and transfer that capital to the West and 
South then we could manufacture all over the West and South. But 
we can not do that when we are unable to accumulate capital because 
of a system wisely and intentionally devised to draw away from the 

ple of those portions of the country their surplus capital. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Iask the Senator a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Inone moment. That very system is shown from 
official reports to have created the vast increase of the wealth of the 
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not only the increase of wealth in their own States, but the immense 
amount of property which they own in the non-manufactvring States, 
including the hundreds of millions of dollars for which Western and 
Southern farms are mortgaged under a policy which plunders them for 
the benefitof the manufacturing interests. Now I will be glad to hear 
the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has referred to the manufacturing 
capital and influence of the East. I should like to ask him if he is 
not aware, as statisticians and philosophers of social progress would put 
it, that the center of the manufacturing industry in the United States 
now is west of the Alleghany Mountains. 

Mr. REAGAN. If itis, it is news to me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis. And then I should like to ask the Senator 
on the subject—— 

Mr. REAGAN. It is in what? In the woolen manufacture? In 
the cotton manufacture? It is possible that the iron manufacture 
may be nearly as great, but I have not understood that even the iron 
manufactures are near as great in the West as east of the Alleghanies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Texas, who I know is perfectly 
sincere and to whom I always listen with the greatest pleasure, will 
pardon me for a moment in interruption, I wish to tell him, what Iam 
informed from some study and examination and from true sources of 
evidence is true, that there is not any East, that there isnot any West 
on the subject of manufactures, and that there is almost not any South. 
‘There was a great difference between the South and the North in that, 
for the reason that the South stuck to the delusion, if my friend will 
pardon me, as I think it is that he is laboring under, and only wanted 
to cultivate what they thought was the agricultural benefit of their 
country and did not engage in manufactures. Although they had the 
material under their own feet and within the reach of their arms they 
chose to trade abroad with their king, cotton, until they reduced them- 
selves to the condition the Senator says, that the capital is not there. 

But suppose it is not there, for a moment, Mr. President. In this 
United States, if we are one country and one people, asI believe we are, 
or are going to be very soon, capital in one part of the country goes 
where itcan find the most profitable employment. I suppose in the 
last ten years in the Southern States (and I only speak of them now 
in point of mere geography as the body of States that pursued a dif- 
ferent policy heretofore in regard to manufactures), the capital in the 
last ten years in those States has come very largely in its investment 
in manufactures and productions and enterprises for social welfare and 
development from the North and from the East. But whatofit? If 
the people of the South did not want capital, if they did not want their 
lumber cut up, if they did not want their railroads built, if they did 
not want their iron establishments built up at Atlanta, their cotton at 
Augusta, and their iron at Birmingham, the States could have refused 
to grant charters of incorporation, as I suppose they mostly have. If 
they did not want to do that sort of thing they could freeze them out; 
but they do want it. ‘ 

If there is any advantage in New England, or Pennsylvania, or Iowa, 
or Illinois, or California in developing every kind of industry in the 
State, there is a similar advantage in Texas, and in Louisiana, and in 
Ajabama; and all the money is as free to go from one part of the country 
to another as in Vermont where there was an opportunity to develop pro- 
duction and industry. 

I am surprised to hear my friend, whom I so much respect, allude, 
as if it were an injurious or a censorious thing, to the fact that capital 
has accumulated in the North and East and hasnotaccumulated in the 
South, when it is so ready to go there to help build it up. 

Mr. REAGAN. I agree with the proposition of the Senator from 
Vermont that capital will go wherever it is best rewarded. That is a 
law of trade, a law of commerce which we all understand. But when 
it is restrained and controlled by laws which transfer it without price 
and without consideration from some classes of people to others, and 
from some parts of the country to others, the law which the Senator 
refers to has no application, or very little application. He leaves out 
of sight the great difficulty which I presented, that we are operating 
under a system which is transferring by the hundred millions of dollars 
a year the capital from some parts of the country to other parts. 

The Senator refers to the fact that a system prevailed in a portion of 
the States which was unfriendly to manufactures. I think it was the 
misfortune of that portion of the country that the Senator’s statement 
is true; that there was a time when agriculture commanded most at- 
tention, and when manufactures did not command the degree of atten- 
tion that a wise system of political economy called for. That day, I 
am gratified to say, has passed, and now what we want, in order to en- 
able us to manufacture, is to have an equal and fairchance and reason- 
able means of starting in the world, and not to have the surplus cap- 
ital of that portion of the country year by year drawn away from the 
people and concentie.ted where the manufacturing interest prevails. 

_ I must repeat that I would always question with a great deal of hes- 
itancy any matter of fact stated by the Senator on account of knowing 
his careful methods of investigating everything, but it is news to me, 
it is somewhat singular news to me, that the center of the manufact- 
ures of this country is to be found west of the Alleghanies. I know 
of no single branch of manufacturing industry that I think of at this 


time that, so far as my information goes, has its center west of the Al- 
leghanies. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, in the colloquy between the Senator 
from Vermont and myself a few moments ago he denied that the price 
of the farmers’ products was fixed by the price which obtained abroad. 
I desire to offer him some good Republican authority upon that subject. 
I desire to offer him the authority of the chairman of the subcommittee, 
who has this bill in charge, the distinguished Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON]. Iread from ‘a speech of his delivered in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Inwhat year? .- 

Mr. VANCE. In the year 1870. The time being the essence of the 
argument, I suppose the ‘‘statute of lamentations’’ will be pleaded 
upon him. [Laughter.] Said the Senator from Iowa: 

What is true of wheat is equally true of other grains. Therefore the farmer 
has practically no protection at all, and whatever benefit he derives is from 
what the home market furnishes for home products. Unfortunately for the 
farmer the market price of wheat is fixed by the price which the surplus will 
bring abroad, or the price of wheat in London or Liverpool. At that market, 
where the surplus is sold, and which fixes the value of the whole crop, he comes 
in competition with the grain produced in the Crimea, in Hungary, and in the 
region of the Baltic, from fields cultivated by what is known, in comparison 
with our own, as pauper labor. 

But I am told we must so legislate as to furnish a home market for all our 
agricultural products, and this can only be done by high tariff. Any one ex- 
amining the subject will see that our agricuitural products increase more ra 
idiy than our population, so that if we do not export these products in their 
natural condition we must do so by converting them fnto manufactured articles 
and export these articles. But this can not be done under a high tariff, for all 
nations will buy manufactured products where they are the cheapest, and the 
nation selling the cheapest will con'rol the market. This rule excludes our 
highly-taxed manufactures made from highly-taxed materials from the markets 


of the world, although we have natural advantages possessed by no other na- 
tion. 


So it would seem, Mr. President, that if it was a heresy of mine I am 
in tolerably respectable company when I am in company with the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the subcommittee who has this bill in charge. 
He says that any one oxamining the subject will be forced to come to 
the conclusion which he has arrived at. Therefore, I take it for 
granted that the Senator from Iowa believes that the Senator from Ver- 
mont has not examined this subject, and until he does examine it with 
a view to elicit the truth, I would advise him to hold his peace. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that challenge, Mr. President, I shall not hold 
my peace, for the Senator is wrong. 

The Senator has gone back eighteen years (and I wonder he did not 
go back a hundred to find somebody who had said something of the 
sort a hundred years ago) to quote the Senator from Iowa as proving 
that at the present time the home market for farm products in the vi- 
cinity where they are raised is governed by the prices of farm products 
in London or Liverpool. 

Perhaps the Senator from Iowa was right at that time and perhaps 
he was wrong. It is very rare that he has been wrong since I have 
had the pleasure to know him, but I think that is one of the times 
when possibly he was. But whether right or wrong then, I wish the 
Senator from North Carolina would show us the statistics of the price 
of sweet potatoes, for instance, in North Carolina, or tobacco, or what- 
ever North Carolina raises, to the consumer in the cities and towns 
in North Carolina, and the prices that they bore to the consumer 
in the cities and towns in Great Britain. 

I know from my own individual experience what I pay; and this 
case may be like that of the blind man who was made to see, as it was 
stated in the Scripture; and when the Pharisees or whoever stated to 
him that it was impossible on logic or what somebody had saidam ong 
the prophets before, he replied, ‘‘I was blind and now I see.”” My 
own experience is, from personal knowledge, that the price I pay as a 
consumer in the rural and agricutural State of Vermont (and substan- 
tially it is nothing else, quite as much so as North Carolina) for the arti- 
cles that I consume in my family is not —— at all by the Liver- 
pool and the London price, but isa great deal more; and itis a great deal 
more in the same sense that an English manufacturer of 10,000 tons of 
steel finding that the English market will not take the last 1,000 tons 
sends it to New York and sells it for the cost of its production merely 
to get rid of it, as a merchant in a country store sells the last year’s 
remnant for half what it cost him; and he makes money by that. That 
is what I find. When I pay 30 cents a pound for good butter at Bur- 
lington, Vt., I find that what is called good butter in the Liverpool 
and London markets sells for 25 or 20 cents, or whatever it may be; 
and so on with everything. 

But however that may be, Mr. President, on the theory of my dis- 
tinguished friend from North Carolina there is no escaping from the 
point that our friends on the other side are so careful never to reply to 
or allude to, that by just so much as you can stimulate the consump- 
tion among sixty million people of the things that the sixty million 
people as farmers raise, the nearer home it is sold the less the cost of 
transportation, and the more money you can furnish to the consumer, 
the laboring man in the factory or the shop, or on the railroad, or in 
the store, or wherever else to buy it with, the more he will buy and 
the higher price he will — Our tic friends are amazingly 
shy of saying anything about that. 

Mr. VANCE. Perhaps the Senator from Vermont was talking of one 
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thing while I was thinking of another. My comparison of prices did 
not refer to the produce of a kitchen garden or the perishable vegetables 
which are used from day to day, but to the staple articles which bear 
transportation abroad. 

The Senator asks me to give him something from North Carolina the 
price of which is regulated by the foreign quotations. I beg leave to 
say to him that sweet potatoes, to which he alluded, are, I believe, an 
article that does not bear transportation. They are so perishable in 
their nature that I do not know of a bushel of sweet potatoes having 
been transported across the ocean for sale. But we raise 400,000 bales 
of cotton; and I can say to the Senator that I have seen the operations 
of the cotton dealers in most of the towns of North Carolina, and they 
are the same in all, and that every morning regularly the cotton dealer 
receives from New York the Liverpool quotations of cotton, and those 
quotations regulate his purchases for the day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question right there? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose the Senator had his way and had abso- 
lute free trade, or a mild and bland free trade, or whatever you call it, 
where does he think the market would be that would regulate the price 
of cotton then ? 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to retort to the Senator from Vermont 
in the fashion of his country and answer his question by asking him 
another. Suppose we were to carry out his idea and forbid all foreign 
trade and make it a crime and a penitentiary offense to exchange with 
or to buy anything from a foreigner, whege would he derive money to 
support the Government? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall be very glad to answer the Senator’s ques- 
tion, even before he answers mine, because I see he does not wish to 
answer it. 

Mr. VANCE. I will attend to my friend’s question later in the day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, a good deal later, I am afraid. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

In the first place, the case that the Senator supposes does not exist, 
and never will. I am not proposing any law against importations or 
exportations. But if we had an absolute probibitory law against the 
importation of any article into the United States whatever, you have 
a continent and that continent would furnish the means of consump- 
tion and of production just in as large a degree as it does now. I beg 
the Senator not to understand that I am for that at this present mo- 
ment or will be for a considerable time to come, because the laws of 
nature, if we can get the ill-nature of the Democratic party out of the 
way, will bring it around even in a little while, and within fifty years 
the continent in this country com of the United States of America 
will regulate the prices of everything in the world, because they will 
have developed their own productions by their own home markets and 
their own home industries and their own farms and their own wealth 
in such a way that they will be the masters of the situation, as every 
free country like ours ought to be. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I confess I do not understand the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. He says he has been arguing all the time to show 
how injxrious any importations were, and that an importation to any 
extent of a given article displaces to that extent the manufactured ar- 
ticle at home and to the public injury. Therefore is he not necessa- 
rily and argumentatively in favor of preventing that which operates to 
the public injury? Is he not in favorof stopping everything that is 
imported by placing a condition so that it can not come in? It seems 
so to me. 

If the Senator will have the kindness to ask his question again, as 
it has escaped me, I will try to answer him before it is protested. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know but that the question has escaped 
the Senator, but I thought the Senator wished to escape the question. 
[Laughter. } It is a little different way of putting it. 

My question was: Suppose we had the free trade my honorable friend 
believes in, where would be the ruling market of cotton if we were to 
abolish all the customs laws to-day? Would it be in New York, or 
Wilmington, or Charleston, or Savannah, or would it be Liverpool, 
just as it is now? 

Mr. VANCE. It would be in Liverpool, just as it is now, until New 
York became the great commercial center of the world, as London is 
now, and then we should make those quotations for ourselves. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then a change in the tariff would not help us on 
that point. 

_Mr. VANCE. What I object to in the position of the Senator and 
his associates on that side is that whether free trade is right or wrong, 
or whether protection is right or wrong, it is certainly wrong and un- 
just to compel one class of his fellow-citizens to submit to free trade 
for their articles which they have to sell and to submit to a restrictive 
market for all which they have to buy. We must either have free 
trade that will go all around, or we must have protection that will go 
all around, if you want to be just and do right by all classes of our 
people. So it seems to me that in either event the logie of the posi- 
tion is against the Senatorand his sideof the question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not mean to weary the Senate with contin- 
uing this discussion so long: but on the very point my friend from 
North Carolina has just alluded to, of equality, to which I entirely 








agree, I should like to ask him what his views are on the subject of a 
tariff on rice, for illustration? 

Mr. VANCE. Does the Senator want an answer now? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. VANCE. I would let rice share the fate of every other article in 
the country. If there was universal free trade, rice would be free. If 
there was protection, rice should come in for itsshare. That is equal- 
ity all around, is it not? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ThatI agree toentirely, but while the gentlemen 
on this side of the Chamber will vote for a due and full protection for 
rice, Iam very much afraid that my honorable friend will vote against 
nearly every other article but rice. 

Mr. VANCE. Perhaps the Senator’s honorable friend will show him 
what he will do with respect to getting over the bridge when we arrive 
at the bridge. The question is now, I arraign you and that side of the 
Chamber, as avowed by the policy of this bill and by the argument you 
make upon this floor, with the intention of forcing one classof the com- 
munity to submit toan injustice and a hardship which the other is not 
compelled to submit to. As was explained here the other day, to il- 
lustrate what I mean, it is impossible by any kind of affirmative legis- 
lation to encourage the industry engaged in the production of cotton, 
but you can encourage that industry by withholding some of the taxes 
which are imposed upon the ties that bind the cotton baled for market; 
but the Senator and his party to a man voted squarely against any re- 
lief upon that portion of the production of cotton. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought my honorable friend had finished. 

Mr. VANCE. I have no doubt the Senator hoped so. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Irather think Ido. [Laughter.] I must jus- 
tify myself to my distinguished friend from North Carolina on the cot- 
ton-tie question, although that is not one of the ties that bind all our 
harmonious and homogeneous country together, I hope. I voted 
against the reduction on cotton-ties upon the ground that I believed 
(and I think human experience has demonstrated it to be true in gen- 
eral as it regards other matters), if we put cotton-ties on the free-list 
the cotton-raiser in the State of North Carolina and every other State 
where cotton is raised and baled would have to pay just as much for 
his cotton-ties as he did before; and in ashort time, when it was made 
apparent to the foreign makers of cotton-ties that the policy of the 
United States was not to have that sort of thing made in this country 
at all, the price would rise; and I intended to save the cotton-raiser 
from himself. 

Mr.VANCE. So the Senator voted then in the interest of the farmer? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did. 

Mr. VANCE. To keep the price as low as possible by putting the 
duty as high as possible? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it. 

Mr. VANCE. Thatisit. [Laughter.] Thatis the argument, sir. 
That is the politico-economical chestnut that I have heard for the last 
forty years, and which I expect to continue to hear so long as itis nec- 
essary in the interests of the manufacturing classes to maintain the ad- 
vantage which unfortunately they have. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The prices of all home-made articles, the more 
they were protected, so as to stimulate and encourage production, have 
gradually and regularly fallen; and wherever you put the monopoly 
into the hands of the foreign producer that monopoly will raise the 
price as fast as it can, which is perfectly natural. 

We have so long followed the delusion which was stated in the Presi- 
dent’s message very broadly and fairly a year ago, that the customs 
duty is a tax upon the consumer, that I suppose some gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber really believeit; and yet our experience has 
been, account for it as you may, the hard fact has been that in the most 
prominent instances where we have put foreign articles upon the free- 
list the consumer substantially has not gained by it ai all. 

Mr. VANCE. Quinine, for instance? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, quinine, for instance. I am quite ready to 
discuss the question of quinine with the Senator, if he likes, but I will 
take a thing that he is more familiar with, as he is evidently not a ma- 
larial subject and drinks more coffee than he takes quinine. We took 
what is called the tax on the consumer (it is stated so in the Presi- 
dent’s message) off of coffee about the year 1870, about the time of the 
speech of the honorable Senator from Iowa to which the Senator from 
North Carolina has alluded. We first reduced it 3 cents on the pound, 
from 5 cents to 2 cents. From Brazil comes, I suppose, six-tenths of 
all the coffee that is consumed by the people of the United States. The * 
American minister at Rio immediately informed the State Department 
and the President of the United States and his country officially that 
the price of coffee rose in Brazil accordingly, and the price, if the Sen- 
ator will look at the price-lists in the New York markets and in the 
retail markets all over the country, did not diminish a bit. Two or 
three years afterwards we put coffee on the free-list entirely. Again 
the price of coffee rose in the foreign markets just in proportion, and 
the American consumer paid just what he did before, and the Treasury 
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of the United States was out about $10,000,000 a year that went to 
pay the taxes, if you call them that, the expenses of the Government, 
the burdens of the people; and the people got no benefit from it, but 
the foreigner did. 













































safely stated that so far as the consumer in the United States is con- 
cerned the imposition or the taking off of a customs duty does not affect 
him. It affects the profit of the foreign producer and importer more 
or jess, and the consumer’s price rises or falls according to the general 


You can account for that by all sortsof reasoning. I knowsome gen- | bulk of supply and the general quantity of demand. Just as in the 
tlemen who are very astute at reasoning, and some of them are within | case of any farm in North Carolina or Vermont, if the taxon whatever 
my eye now, who will say it was this reason and that; it was in the | it happens to be that falls upon a farm in one year is greater or less, the 
hands of a syndicate and all that; but the simple and the hard truth | price of the farmer’s potatoes, his corn, his wheat, his oxen, his horses, 
remains, and there is no getting away from it, that when coffee was first | whatever he has to sell does not rise or fall according to the tax that is 
reduced in customs duties to2 cents a pound, and then put on the free- | imposed on his land or upon his personal property. but it rises or falls 
list three years afterwards, the American consumer continued to pay | upon entirely different principles, and the tax merely diminishes his 
what he did before, or more, not for that reason, but according to gen- { profit as it is increased. 


eral production, etc., and the Treasury of the United States whose money 
was to pay the expenses of the people of the United States was out of 
pocket jast that much. Now, you may argue, you may reason, you 
may theorize, you may account for it, but there is the fact. 

Mr. VANCE. Does not the Senator know that Brazil immediately 
put an export duty on coffee? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly the reverse. 

Mr. VANCE. I think the Senator ought te have stated that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ought to have stated it if it had been true, but 
it was not true. 

Mr. VANCE. Does the Senator say that Brazil did not put an ex- 
port duty upon it ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘They did not. . 
Mr. VANCE. Then why has the Senator submitted to see peopl 
pay an enhanced price for coffee for eighteen years and deprived the 

Treasury of all that revenue for all this time ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very sorry that [have, but I could not help 
it. There were too many people on the other side. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator has never tried to help it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I eught to state that the Senator should look at 
the reports in the State Department on this subject ef the export duty. 
It would net help us out of it a bit if it were true, because the Amer- 
ican consumer did not gain anything and the Treasury lost; but the 
truth was, as it appears from the official records in the State 
ment (and I have copies of them downstairs so that I know exactly, 
or I think I do, what I am talking about), that when our duty upon 
coffee was reduced to 2 cents a pound the Brazilian export taxed us so 
much, I have forgotten how much, call it 1 cent a pound, if you please. 
It was not changed in any particular. When coffee was put on the 
free-list it remained the same. It has remained the same ever since 
unless it may be within a year or two; I do not know how that is, but 
it has remained the same ever since for all practical purposes except 
that in one instance it has been reduced instead of increased, and the 
Senator will find in the official records of the Government, most of 
them in print, and in the documents within our reach new, that fact. 

‘Mr. VANCE. Yet it seems that the Senator and his party associ- 
ates have submitted to this imposition of increased price of cofies upon 
the people for eighteen years, and this deprivation of the money in the 
Treasury for the same length of time, simply because the imposition of 
that much revenue on an article that would not compete with anything 
in this country would, perhaps, furnish some excuse for taking down 
the revenue on those articles whick did compete. Thatis theargument 
of his party, that those things which are not produced in this country 
must all be made free and the duty must be imposed upon those things 
which are produced in this country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Thai is not the argument at all, Mr. President. 

Mr. VANCE. That is the angument of the Senator's associates, at 
all events, now right within his ing. TheSenator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN ] enunciated that doctrine not six months ago in thisCham- 
her, and it has been again and again proclaimed to be the doctrine of 
the Republican party. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. Oh, no; the Senater from Ohio, as I understood 
him, has announced no such doctrine. But the Senater from North 
Carolina has escaped from his ‘‘ tariff-for-revenue ’’ argument and from 
his free-trade argument by going into a reproach of the Republican 
party for taking off the duty from coffee because it did not benefit the 
consumer and did injure the Treasury. However, the Republican party 
did netdo it. It was done by universal consent, following the delusion 
that the Senator from North Carolina, with great respect to him, is, I |, 
think, still laboring under, that every dollar of a customs duty imposed 
upon an imported article is a tax upon the consumer. 

That turned out in respect of millions of dollars and a commodity 
of enormous consumption by everybody, to be untrue; and you may 
follow it through. e reciprocity treaty with Canada of 1854, made 
in good Democratic times, put a great variety of Canadian products, all 


Mr. VANCE. I thought before the Senator concluded he would re- 
lieve the impression his remarks made that I was complaining that 
there was no duty upon coffee. I certainly said no such thing, and he 
will see that one of his remarks was so framed as to con t im- 
pression. He himself said that relieving coffee of duty increased 
the price and had deprived the Treasury of a amount of revenue. 

. EDMUNDS. No, I did not say it increased the price. I 
said the price was increased, but it was not increased on account of 
taking off the tax. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well; the Senater said the price was increased 
after taking off the tax; that the price went up, the consumer was 
damaged, and the Treasury was damaged by the loss of revenue. I 
ask him why he and his friends, if that were the case, had not restored 
the duty upon coffee, and in y to that he says I complain that we 
have not put the duty upon coffee, that I want coffee taxed, etc. 

Now, sir, I shall take my seat, declining to go into any further dis- 
cussion when it comes to the point which seems to be asserted here, 
that the whole object of these manufacturers in respect of these duties 
upon every teas Games ena een of human necessity is 
simply { cheapen the article for the fit of the consumer. 
the argu..cnt assumes that form it is time that a man who hasany de- 
sire to protect his reputation for logic should be silent. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Yermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] in an article published, I think in the Forum, some time ago 
selected coffee as an illustration of the fact that removing the duty did 
not cheapen the article imported into this country. I undertake to 
say, and I will prove it by the statistics, that coffee is an exception to 
the rule, that the imposition of a duty does increase the price to the 
consumer. Coffee is the most speculative article known to the com- 
mercial world. It fell last week in New York sixty pointsin a single 
hour, and it regained forty points in a single hour on the day succeed- 


ing. 

Coffee for years has been under the control of a Portuguese syndicate, 
ees eee eee eer nee San pienso aie Se a ae 
tire world. Buta few years a citizen of New York was called the 
coffee king, and he controlled for a number of years the market of the 
United States. It isthe only single article that the Senator from Ver- 
mont could have found, and I assert it emphatically, as to which he 
could have made the statement he made here to-day, that when the 
duty was taken off the price remained the same or increased to the con- 
sumer, The reason why the price remained the same (for I have ex- 
coulial ty a Sessagnios aguiiaas, “Tanionge peapeation aftex sotto 

a our 
product, more than six-tenths of the entire amount of coffee consumed 
in the United States, comes from Brazil; and a few rich 
merchants at Rio Janeiro control that market. The product of the 
onthe sevtetinns Bere Spyies Sageties wiih As menigniations of 
this syndicate, and it is no fair test of the rule announced by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

I will take the article oftea, which is not under the control of asyn- 
dicate, in which there is a great competition among the Chinese mer- 
chants and among the importers. the duty was taken off tea it 
responded absolutely in the market and became that much cheaper to 
the consumer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will pardon me—— 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state to him, with great respect, that I 
think he is wholly mistakenon the subject of tea. 

Mr. VEST. e will settle that point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In the article to which the Senator refers, which 
was not written without a beliefon my part that it was true, the price- 
lists of the chief commercial paper in the city of New York were taken 
six months before the duty was taken off and six months afterwards, 
and Isubmit with respect, if my recollection is right, those prices 
did not show that they had responded substantially at all to putting 
tea on the free-list. 

Mr. VEST. That is a question of fact, about which I have no idea 
but that the Senator from Vermont thinks he is correct, and Iam very 
certain that Iam. I have had occasion to examine this question very 
recently as well as more than a year ago, and I have the highest au- 
thority from the coffee merchants and importers in the city of New 
York and tables from the most recent publications, and I as- 
sert here now, end I will prove it or else I will stand convicted of hav- 
ing made a misstatement that tea did respond almost exactly to the 


see it stated, much less proved, even as to lumber, the greatest possi- 
bie of Canadian importations into the United States, that the consumer 
of lumber on the plains of Kansas or —_ his lumber any cheaper; 
and when in 1865 that treaty expired and the Canadian ucts were 
again put upon the dutiable-list, the price did not rise. 

So you may go on through all the great mass of experience. There 
are some apparent exceptions, thongh they are not real ones. There 
are apparently some exceptions to that rule, but in the main it may be 
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removal of the duty. But coffee did not; and I repeat that coffee is 
the only article in the commercial world that the Senator from Ver- 
mont could have made the basis of the article which he published in 
the Forum. 

I do not want to go back into the arguments of the canvass, because 
they ought to be familiar to the entire American public; but the Senator 
from Vermont, with an enthusiasm which I had notexpected, enters again 
into these mentsand asserts here to-day that the difference between 
labor in the United States and abroad is caused by the tariff. His po- 
sition amounts to that or it amounts to nothing, He has drawn here 
an eloquent picture of the condition of the pauper labor of Europe and 
then of the sweet, comfortable domestic life of the American working- 
man. 

Mr. President, that is as old as the hills that surround this Capitol. 
When Mr. Jefferson was minister to France he went incognito through 
the countries of and the Senator from Vermont is familiar with 
the picture he drew of the condition of the peasantry of Europe, 
when he described a peasant with meat only once a week, living upon 
3 cents a day, the women working in the fields, and all this thing 
which has been rehashed time and again in every canvass by Repub- 
lican orators and high-protection statesmen. 

But the question, the salient point, is, did the tariff produce this 
condition of things, or did free trade produce it? Did the tariff pro- 
duce the comfort in the home of the workingman in this country and 
did free trade produce pauperism in Europe? That is the salient point. 

You come here to us with a bill i taxation; increasing tariff 
duties I will say, if you do not like the word “‘taxation.’’ We demand 
of you the reason why we are to increase this protective duty. Your 
answer to us is, ‘‘ In thename of American labor; to bring these comforts 
tothe workingmen of the United States.’’ Then you say, ‘‘ Look at Eu- 
rope. Lookatthepauperismof Europe. Look at the women working 
in the fields,’’ as was said in another branch of Congress, ‘‘ absolutely 
wanege virtue, on account of the industrial system under which they 

ive. 

I happen to have by the merest accident before me a statement al- 
most as eloquent and possibly more exact than that of the Senator from 
Vermont, from a very distinguished Republican and high-protectionist 
orator, Mr. Robert P. Porter, and I ask the Secretary to read the part 
marked, relating to Belgium. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The men are paid ev two weeks. Zinc rollers earn about 96 cents per day 
of ten hours, makers of “‘lozengers”’ for roofing tiles, from 78 cents to 96 cents per 
day. The laborers and miners earn the same as this class of labor in other in- 


namely, from 50 to 62} cents per day. As in the case of Seraing, many 
of the workmen reside 10 or 15 miles away from the works and come for the 


week, bringing their food with them. Saturday nights, both in Belgium and 
across the er in Prussia, you see hundreds of these workers streaming 
the shaded roads towards their homg. Monday morning, long before 

sun , they return, loaded with their week’s provisions, which consist of two 
large loaves, 2 eee - bacon or sa ,andeggs. Potatoes and onions they 
buy in the vicinity the works. Belgium workman lives principaliy 
upon rye bread, fat, and vegetables. Fresh meat to him is a luxury only to 
th of on s) ns. , milk, and cheese are also luxuries. 
They drink prod us quantities of rye brandy, which is very cheap. He 
wears, generally, rs of cotton check, a red flannel shirt, over which is a 
cloth eee which joined to an ordinary vest forms a kind of sleeved waist- 
coat, which serves for a working costume. He wears overalls to go to the shop 
or factory in. Wooden shoes are almost universally worn, costing from 60 to 80 
centimes a pair (12) to 15 cents). They generally have a best suit for Sundays 
and feast days. Of underneath garments both male and female workers are 
= absolutely destitute, and they rarely change frequently enough for de- 
Mr. VEST. This was in Belgium, but on another page of that pam- 
phlet there is a description of the workingmen of Germany, which is 
even more appalling than that which has been read. Belgium isa free- 
trade country and Germany is the most highly protected country, ex- 
cept one, in Europe. Why isit, if the produces this sort of des- 
titution, that Germany does not have the comfortable homes that we 
have in the United States? Why is it that England with free trade is 


threatened with the pauper labor of Belgium? What is the 
reason, if the tariff produces that state of things that taking free trade 
Belgium, as was depicted there by Mr. Porter, high-protected Germany 
has a worse condition even than Belgium? This pauperism comes 
neither from a high tariff nor free trade, but from density of population. 
Mr. SPOONE Germany has only had a protective tariff since 




































different sections of this country? Why is it that, with asingle river 
dividing two cities, labor is higher in one than in the other, and under 
the same national protective tariff system ? 

Mr. HISCOCK, I wish to inquire of the Senator from Missouri if 
he is not surprised that German statesmen, in view of the condition of 
things he has described, still insist upona protective tariff? If the ef- 
fect of it is to increase the misery of Germany, why is it that herstates- 
men should be so unwise? Has it ever occurred to the Senator what 
the condition would be in Germany provided they did not preserve 
their home market for their own productions? 

Mr, VEST. When the Senator asks me why any protectionist does 
not think this or think that, I simply point him to the condition of af- 
fairs in this country to-day. What single protectionist is willing to 
take one cent off any protective duty? ‘The cry is continually for more 
protection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as Germany is concerned, she has changed 
her policy and seems to regard it as necessary to preserve her own market 
for her own industries upon the theory that in preserving that market 
to some extent she benefits the labor of the country. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest question that the same sort of 
interests are at work in Germany to-day that are at work in the United 
States—greed, avarice, and the accumulation of large fortunes by the 
exercise of governmental powers for private purposes. 

The Senator from Vermont says that we want to stimulate the im- 
portation of articles into this country. We want a fair living chance 
for all potees of this country under equal and just laws. We do not 
want the Government to enrich one set of people at the expense of 
another. We do not want burdens imposed on us in order to pile up 
colossal fortunes in one section of the country. 

All this talk of protection to the farmer, as every intelligent man 
knows, is the merest humbug and cant and fraud. Out of more than 
$600,000,000 worth of articles exported from this countiy two-thirds 
come from agricultural products; and yet Senators talk to us about 
protection to an interest that sends out of this country two-thirds of 
more than $600,000,000 worth of exports. Every farmer in the country 
who is intelligent enough to manage his own business ought to know 
that there can be no protection to him by any legislation of Congress 
except it be to lessen expenses, to take off burdens. 

That is the reason why we, who represent large agricultural com- 
munities, are here to-day protesting against this system which does not 
lessen the expenses of the farmer, but does increase his burdens. We 
sell in a free-trade market. We buy in the highest protected market 
in the world. 

The Senator from Vermont talks about the price in Liverpool not fix- 
ing the price of agricultural commodities in the United States. It is 
true that truck gardens may not be influenced by it—potatoes and 
squashes and radishes—but take the great staples of this country; 
take cotton; take wheat; takecorn. If wheat falls one-eighth or one- 
hundredth part of a cent in Liverpool to-day the price goes down just 
the same in Kansas City, where I live. The market of the United 
States on these great exports answers as certainly to the foreign market 
as the nerves answer to the brain, as one portion of the human system 

nds to another. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he knows what 
percentage of our corn goes abroad to that market which he says fixes 
the market price in this country ? 

Mr. VEST. I have the statistics here. Iwill turn to them. Here 
they are in Spofford’s American Almanac. 

Mr. TELLER. I want the Senator to state the quantity. 

Mr, VEST. Iam not able to state it without turning to the tables. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the percentage of corn exported? 

Mr, VEST. All I can say is that there is the information, The 
Senator can get it as soon as I cam. He has as much timeas I have. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that out 
of about 2,000,000,000 bushels of corn there never has been exported 
more than 4 per cent,, and the market for corn in Europe has never af- 
fected the market for corn—I speak now of Indian corn—in this country. 

If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him further, I should like 
to say to him that within thirty days wheat has been selling in the 
United States for several cents a bushel more than it has sold for in 
Liverpcol, and that on more than one occasion the price in this coun- 
try has been greater than the difference of transportation between the 
place where it was being sold and Liverpool, which is a positive denial, 
more telling than words can make it, of the statement the Senator is 
now making. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, this 
is a good place to put in the statement tbat outside of cotton the ex- 

portation of all the agricultural products of this country does not ex- 
Mr, VEST. Ah! ‘‘ Doubt 1” There it is, of course. I assert to-day | ceed 6 or 7 per cent. of the production of the country. 
that in England wages have increased for a long time. It is true they | Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 
have fluctuated, as they have in the United States, but there has been | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. DoestheSenator from Missouri yield 
a steady increase from year to year, and wages are much higher there | to the Senator from Arkansas? 
than they are to-day in Germany. k Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

If the tariff produces this condition of comfort depicted by the Sen-| Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. On the point of the price of tea, raised 
ator from Vermont, if it is the beneficent source of the increase of wages | just now by the Senator from Vermont, I call the attention of the Sen- 
to the American laborer, why does not that law operate alike upon the | ator from Missouri to the fact that in 1871 tea paid 10 per cent. tax or 


Mr. VEST. Is —- thata pretty fair time in which to test the oper- 


Mr. FRYE. Wages have increased since then considerably in Ger- 
many. . 
Mr. VEST. The Senator says the w have increased. Y. d 
the sg have increased in England. ~— vse 
Mr. FRYE, I doubt it. 
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tariff. In 1872,in June, I think, the tax was removed. The importa- 
tion of teain 1871, when the tax was 10 per cent., was 17,254,617 pounds. 
In 1872, the year in which the tax was removed, the importations were 
22,943,575 pounds; and in the next year, 1873, the first year in which 





we had free tea, there were 24,466,170 pounds of importations. If there 
was not some increase in price, there was a remarkable increase in the 
amount of importations. 

Mr. VEST. 


Yes, more than that; the price of tea in the United 
States when the duty was taken off corresponded and answered ex- 
actly to that reduction. 

As to what the Senator from Colorado says, that only such a per cent. 
of the corn production of this country goes abroad, I do not care what 
per cent. goes abroad; it makes no sort of difference in my argument. 
I say that the surplus whichis sent out of this country and sold abroad 
fixes the price at home to the farmer, whether it is 1 percent., or 4 per 
cent., or 6 per cent. It has been so as to wheat; and for the Senator 
to stand here to-day and announce that the Liverpool market does not 
control as to these great exports is simply to announce what the market 
reports every day contradict and what every intelligent man in this 
country knows not to be true. If to-morrow these products come down 
in Liverpool they immediately respond in the United States. The 
price is fixed to a fraction to the American farmer, and he must sell by 
the price in that market and nowhere else. 

Senators talk about competition in the home market lessening the 
prices. I notice that none of these Republican orators here speak about 
the fall of price in commodities in Great Britain, a free-trade country, 
during the same time. Itis all an ex parte statement. All through 
the late canvass we heard the announcement, ‘‘ Look at the fall of 
prices. Take that coat, you granger, that you have on your back. 
What did you pay for it before the war? Why, you paid the other day 
about one-third of what you did then.’’ Ah, but what would he have 
paid for it if he had bought it in a free-trade marketin England? That 
is the question. But notone of themever dared to turn to the English 
market and look to see, for he knew what he would see, that prices 
have gone down upon these same commodities in Great Britain, and 
therefore that the tariff has not done it. Whether you look at the 
prices on either the commodity or the labor the tariff has not done 
what is claimed for it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator allow meto ask him a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. To what does he attribute the fall of prices in Great 
Britain? 

Mr. VEST. 
tion. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to the Senator that I attribute it to the 
fact of the production in this country adding just so much to the sup- 
ply in the markets of the world, creating, if you please, a larger sup- 
ply for those markets and forcing down the price. I knowof no speaker 
in our party who has ever ignored the question that prices were lower 
on the otherside than they werehere. Onthecontrary, every Republican 
speaker admitted that fact, and it was the argument upon which we ad- 
dressed the people, that the increase of production in this country, gradu- 
ally or rapidly, as you please, adding just so much as that product in the 
world’s supply to meet the demand, has always regulated the price, and 
the diminution of the cost of transportation has had the effect to force 
down the price of everything. I believe that all of the late econom- 
ical writers, both of the free-trade school and on the other side, for the 
last year or two have given to the American production the credit of 
the low prices of the world. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we shall come to that question after- 
wards. I have a few observations and some statistics to produce in re- 
gard toit. All the Republican statesmen can not answer one single 
proposition, and that is, if the tariff has increased wages, if the tariff 
has decreased prices to the consumer, why is it that under a different 
system in Great Britain we find that the results have not come to pass 
which they predict would come to pass under free trade in the United 
States? Why is it that in Germany with a high protection the condi- 
tion of the workingmen is even worse than it is in Belgium, where there 
is free trade, and in Belgium much worse than it is in free-trade Eng- 
land? For the very same reason that when you go to the Territories, 
to Montana, for instance, and have to hire a man to work for un- 
der this same protective system, you pay him $40 or $50a month, while 
I get the same work done in Missouri for $20a month, simply because 
labor is scarce in Montana. AsI said before, there are cities upon op- 
posite sides of a river under the same law, in one of which labor will 
be 5 and 10 per cent. higher than in the other, and yet the tariff oper- 
ates upon all alike, or itoughttodoso. Itcertainly has the same legal 
force and effect in every portion of this country. 

I happen to have before me an illustration of how this system of pro- 
tection is working. Of course, nothing that comes from a Democrat 
can be accepted upon this question. We are the enemies of the coun- 
try, trying to strike down American labor ! 

Mr. FRYE. That is so. 

Mr. VEST. ‘‘Thatisso,’’ saysthe Senator. Well, [have this much 
to say, that upon this question it is impossible for the Senator from 
Maine to think worse of me than I do of him. I think if he hada 
contract to bring this country to utter ruin he is carrying it out to the 


I attribute it to machinery. I attribute it to competi- 
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ceiver.’’ 
not know Mr. Galpin, but I know this is a manufacturing company. 
The Senator from Rhode Island asks if he is oneofthem. If that does 
not make this concern one of them, I am unable to locate it. 
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best of his ability. I believe honestly that he isrobbing the people of 
this country upon whose labor and upon whose welfare depends the 
welfare of the entire Republic. I honestly believe it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri just now thought nine years 
was plenty of time to test theGerman tariff. Does he not think twenty- 
eight years is a pretty good test of ours as to its effect on the country? 

Mr. VEST. In twenty-eight years, with the natural resources of 
this country, the ingenuity of a million men like the Senator from 
Massachusetts could not hurt the country materially. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has concluded, then, that on the whole 
the tariff can not ruin the country? 

Mr. VEST. This country has prospered not on account of this tariff 
system, but in spite of it, just as some men violate all the rules of 
health, all the demands of nature, and still live to an old age and enjoy 
comparatively good health. We have all heard about the phenomenal 
gentleman who drank a quart of whisky a day and went to bed drunk 
every night and lived to be ahundred yearsold. If hehad left whisky 
alone and lived on water and tea you would have had to shoot him on 
the day of judgment. [Laughter.] 

But to my pamphlet—not mine, it comes from another source—here 
is the argument of the New Haven Wire Company in behalf of a duty of 
four-tenths of a cent a pound on wire rods. I had laid this out for the 
next item in the bill. I want to call the attention of my Republican 
friends to one of their own number to show how this protective system 


operates, It is exactly like a great fish pond which the Senator from 
Vermont who addressed us wants to create in this country on the tariff 
question. 


Mr, ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to ask 


what he means by “‘ one of their own number ”’ in connection with the 
statement he is about to read? 


Mr. VEST. I mean one of the manufacturers. He is talking here 


for the great army of manufacturers. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator read the signature to that paper? 
Mr. VEST. ‘‘ New Haven Wire Company, by Samuel A. Galpin, re- 
It seems to be in the hands ofa receiver. fLanghter.} I do 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. VEST. If ever the Democratic party have received anything in 
this country except what they won at the polls, unaided by corpora- 


If it is in the hands of a receiver, it is one of you. 


tions and by money, I do not know it. All we receive is abuse and de- 


nunciation when we attempt in the interest of the consumers of the 
country to reduce taxation. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I meant ié in the sense of having gone through 
bankruptcy. 

Mr. VEST. ‘That may be, but it seems to me that for a gentleman 
who recently came out of the hands of a receiver that is crowing a lit- 
tle too soon. It seems to me I heard something of an election four 
years ago which did not result like the last one. 

I will read what Mr. Galpin says. It illustrates what condition this 
country is coming to under the argument of the Senator from Vermont, 
that nothing is to be brought from abroad, that everything is to be pro- 
duced at home, and it only needed for him to add to his remarks to-day 


that he wanted an ocean of fire between this country and the rest of the 


world in order to make his argument complete. 

On behalf of the New Haven Wire Company, which is compelled to buy its 
raw material in the shape of wire rods— 

They seem to disagree with my friend from Vermont, who says there 
is no raw material at all. He denies that in the universe there is raw 
material. Nothing like it exists, he says— ’ 
either of American or foreign mills, and' of about twenty other wire mills 
similarly situated, I rex ly ask t the duty on fence and rivet wire rods, 
of either iron or steel, when valued at 1} cents per pound or less, be fixed at four- 
tenths cent per pound. The r wire mills roll their own but prefer 
te sell the product of their rod tra in the shape rather of finished wire than 

: that those wire mills which have no rod trains are forced to pay 


so 
high prices for their American rods or use the foreign. In either case the price 


Pp 
is determined by the cost of the foreign rods here, so that a reduction in duty 


hether th fo 
oon reese "atin: alu Sephar scam okay tien a erect 
the country, and have a capacity to uce more than half of the wire which 
the country consumes. Under the of 1883 their business has es 
su at the hands of the mills rolling their own rods, and they now n 
protection, not = foreign competition, but against the high charges of the 
American rod mills, 

In other words, the big fish are eating up the little ones; and here is 
one of the little ones that demands protection, not against competition 
on importations, but against American rod mills. So it is, one inter- 
est feeding upon another and all feeding upon the consumer. 

The Democratic to-day stands in this country, and intends to 
stand or fall by it, in favor of reducing taxes upon the consumers of 
the country, in favor of taking off the burdens imposed by this system; 
and we propose to fight every item in this bill from beginning to end 
if it takes until the 4th of March but what we will make plain to the 
American people that this whole legislation is in the interest of the 
ple who are piling up colossal fortunes at the expense of our constitu- 

ts. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to state that after two or three hours 


, 





1888. 
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of debate the question I asked has not been answered. I called atten- 
tion to the fact that this ph of the. bili proposes a duty upon 
the ingot of $39.20 per ton. I follow it back and I find when you come 
to take off the duty im upon the iron pig it leaves aduty of $32.48 
per ton. ~ I go back to the testimony given by Mr. Oliver, of Pittsburgh, 
as to the cost of making the ingot from the iron pig. That is fixed at 
$3 per ton, which represents all the labor cost involved. I find, there- 
fore, that here is an excess of duty of $29.4#per ton. I asked the rea- 
son this morning why that duty was imposed, and after three hoursof 
debate I have yet failed to receive an answer. 

Mr. B Mr. President, I will take the opportunity to call the 
attention of the Senator from New Jersey to some other statements 
that he ought to make in discussing his own question. 

He says it has been the pretense and is the pretense that the protective 
tariff is imposed for the benefit of the American laborer. I so under- 
stand him; and toillustrate his views of the enormity of its workings he 
supposes that an article of manufacture, woolens for instance, is placed 
under a duty of 50 per cent.; and then he shows the protection given 
to the workingman in this country who is engaged in the actual manu- 
facture of that woolen article, if it be manufactured here, is about 10 
per cent. He says that is all that is necessary in order to equalize the 
difference between the wages of the man who in our factory works upon 
that woolen article and the man who abroad in the foreign factory 
works upon the imported article, and that that 10 per cent. is sufficient 
to protect the American workingman in the manufacture of the woolen 


manufactured article. 

Mr. McPHERSON. That is all they give him. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator says that is all they give him, and then 
he asks, what becomes of the other 40 per cent., and states by implica- 
tion, and I think in direct words, at least he leaves the impression upon 
the mind, that the manufacturer has pocketed the rest. Thus he shows 
that the tariff is the instrumentality which enriches the mill-owner, 
which carries 40 per cent. of protection to the manufacturer, while it 
gives only 10 per cent. to the laborer, and he thinks that he has made 
out his case upon that illustration. 

I wish to call the Senator’s attention to a few suggestions and ask 
him if he is not entirely in the wrong, and if he does not either mislead 
himself or mislead others. I know he is an honest man, and if I am 
correct in my views perhaps he will acknowledge it, and if not I will 
ask him to show me wherein I am wrong. 

The woolen article which is protected by a duty of 50 per cent. if 
manufactured in this country, corresponds to a woolen article manu- 
factured in the old country. That woolen article manufactured in the 
old country is made up of the wool and of the labor that isin it. We 
agree so far, I presume. 

The wool used in the old country is free-trade wool. It is wool pro- 
duced by cheap labor. The manufactured article is made up of that 
free-trade wool and that pauper labor, and combining the two abroad 
you bring the article to this country and sell it in competition with the 
American article which is made up also of wool and of labor, and the 
labor entering into the manufactured article is upon his supposition 
protected 10 per cent. 

But now as to the wool. The wool in the American article is Ameri- 
ean wool, and that is protected wool. It is a wool that is put into this 
article in competition with the free-trade wool in the old country. It 
is protected as well as the American labor, and we have in that wool, 
if it be wholly American wool, an additional interest or industry to 
protect which should be added to the 10 per cent. on the labor that has 
gone into the manufactured article in the factory itself. So the pro- 


tection granted to the farmer or the wool-raiser should be added to this 
10 cent., and it may be 20, it may be 30, it may be 40 per cent. 
Adding the two ther you will find that the protection to the wool 


and to the labor*which is employed in the factory comes very nearly 
up to the whole 50 per cent. that is placed upon the manufactured ar- 
ticle. Is not that true? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Now, the Senator will bear with me a moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator answer me if I am right? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will answer the question, but I was going to 
show the Senator how entirely unnecessary his argument would be if 
he had examined the character of the Senate bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am not talking about the character of the Senate 
bill, whether it be good, bad, or indifferent. I am talking about the 
Senator’s illustration, which is so often put in this Chamber and else- 
where as the means of imposing upon the country with the idea that 
there is an exorbitant profit placed in the pocket of the manufacturer, 
and that he receives a substantial benefit while the laboring people get 
comparatively nothing at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the chair), Will 
the Senator from New Hampsbire yield to the Senator from New Jer- 


sey? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will yield to him to answer my question. I do not 
care to yield to the Senator for the general discussion of the bill, and 
I will give the Senator then the opportunity of making any explana- 
tion in his own time. 

There is one other point to which I want to call attention. The 
Senator inquires when, protection having been given under the tariff 








in this enuntry to American industries, has it been the case that the 
wages of the laboring people have been raised except as a result of 
strikes or combinations or efforts on the part of the working people 
themselves. Well, Mr. President, I have always said that the working 
people get just what they are able to take, and that combination, the 
right of combination, the power of combination, and the exercise of 
that power is their protection; and therefore it is that I have always 
been in favor of giving corporate rights, if you please, to the trades 
unions of the country. I believe in the right of striking, of combina- 
tion, not of violence, but carrying the power of combination in favor 
of labor just exactly as far as it can be carried in favor of capital. It 
is the first great right of self-defense, and it must be thus exercised. 
If the capitalist needs protection against combined labor, as well does 
labor need protection against combined capital, and the two de com- 
bine; in the attrition of industry each gets all that it can and nothing 
more. 

Here is a protective tariff which gives the work todo in this country 
and without which the work would not be performed here at all and 
consequently there would be nothing for which the laboring man could 
combine, there would be nothing which he could extort from capital 
in the way of increased wages. If we give this work to the Old World 
what rate of wages is there in controversy here in our own country? 
But the tariff keeps out the foreign articles and that gives us the work 
within our own geographical jurisdiction; and the work being here and 
to be done here, and the market here, and if there be any surplus to go 
abroad, the working people have some reason to combine and by com- 
bination they are able to take what belongs to them. 

Both those points were raised by the Senator, and I should be glad 
to hear from him in regard to them. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator from New Hampshire had ex- 
amined the Senate biil he would not have asked me for any informa- 
tion touching one of the issues he has raised with me. I will call his 
attention to page 145 of the Senate bill, paragraph 354, where it is 
provided that woolen cloths and woolen shawls shall pay 40 cents 
per pound and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. Then in 
the next paragraph flannels, blankets, and hats of wool, 40 cents per 
pound, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem. Turn over 
now to the following page, paragraph 357, and you will find women’s 
and children’s dress goods put at 40 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; and so with ready-made clothing, 40 
cents per pound and an additional rate of 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

I said the duty was 50 cents a pound in this bill. I can find par- 
ticular articles in the bill upon which the duty is over 60 cents per 
pound. That is irrespective entirely of the compensating duty on the 
cost of the wool. For instance, you take 4 pounds of unwashed wool 
supposed to make a pound of scoured wool ready for the carding-ma- 
chine or the loom. Now, witha duty of 10cents a pound on unwashed 
wool, the 4 pounds necessary to.make the pound of scoured wool ready 
for the loom would be 40 cents. Therefore in this bill the first thing 
considered is the compensating duty, as I take it, upon the cost of the 
wool, for I can not imagine otherwise why the tariff should be 40 cents 
a pound. Before you begin to determine how much the cloth manu- 
facturer should receive-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—-- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator entirely misunderstands his own illus- 
tration, or else I do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think you do. 

Mr. BLAIR. What he is now speaking of has not the remotest con- 
nection with the illustration which he gave. He was saying to us that 
American kbor—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam coming to that. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will pardon me if I say that what he is 
now stating has no relation whatever to the subject under debate be- 
tween us, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator said that my statement of 50 per 
cent. ad valorem included the cost of the American wool and the high 
duty paid on the wool. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is laboring under a mistake. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I failed to understand it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator made an illustration when he spoke of 50 
per cent. protection to an American article when it was only necessary 
that labor should receive 10 per cent. protection to make up the dif- 
ference between the foreign labor engaged in manufacturing a like ar- 
ticle abroad and the American labor used in manufacturing the same 
article here, and he gave us to understand that the remaining 40 per 
cent.—the difference between the 10 and the 50 per cent.—was the 
actual profit which went to the manufacturer, That was the illustra- 
tion and it has nothing to do with this matter he is now reading from 
the bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I find from the census report of 1880, furnished 
by the Department of the Interior and the Census Office, that the entire 
labor cost in the manufacture of men’s clothing was 21.9 per cent. of 
the entire cost of the product. I find that in women’s clothing it was 
20.8 per cent. That is the proportion of the labor cost to the entire 
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cost of the product. Now, what is the cost of the product? The cost 
of the product is exactly the foreign cost plus the duty you impose upon 
it here. 

Mr, BLAIR. 
one point. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
point I will yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is in this connection that the Senator is getting 
wrong. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The cost of that product to the purchaser in 
this market is exactly the foreign cost plus the duty, because there isthe 
only place where you can find competition, and if the home manufact- 
urer was able to fix his own price the cost of the article would be ex- 
actly what the domestic manufacturer asked for it. But as the forei 
manufacturer can be a competitor the cost of the article is exactly 
what the foreign manufacturer—because he manufactures it cheaper— 
plus the tariff, can afford to sell it for to the American consumer. 

Mr. CHACE. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Not at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey de- 
clines to yield, and he has the floor. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I stated that inasmuch as the tariff was raised, 
taking into consideration the professions of the Republican party and 
of Republican orators, both in this Chamber and elsewhere, I find that 
if labor in the United States is paid double what labor is paid abroad— 
and you claim that to be the reason for your tariff—then certainly the 
laborer abroad does not get over 10 per cent. of the entire cost of the 
product. He gets one-half of what the laborer gets here. , then, 
should you, acting professedly in the interest of American labor and 
for nothing else, have a tariff of 45 and 50 per cent. when labor only 
gets 10 per cent. out of it, because you do not claim that laborers in 
the United States get more than double what they get abroad, and 
when the entire labor cost of an article is only 20 per cent. of its mer- 
chantable value? I am exactly correct when I say that your tariff is 
four times the difference between the cost of labor here and the cost 
of iabor abroad. 

Mr. BLAIR. Now, I say to the Senator that he is just wrong in his 
statistics. There is nostatement anywhere that the entire cost of labor 
in the manufactured article is 21 per cent. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Hereitis. I have it here. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me tell the Senator what he has there. He has 
there a statement that the cost of labor in the process of manufacturing 
the ready-made clothing, which begins with it as cloth, is 21 and a 
fraction per cent, That is what the Senator has got there. But the 
Senator knows that the labor which is in that clothing, tracing it clear 
back to the day when it began in the growth of the sheep upon which 
grew the wool, and which all the way through from the birth of the 
lamb down to the time the manufactured article is ready to be placed 
upon the person—all the way through it is labor, and it is not 21 per 
cent. of the entire cost of the manufactured article, but it is more than 
96 per cent. of the entire cost of the manufactured article. There is 
nothing but labor from the beginning all the way down; and the Sen- 
ator parades here statistics as to the cost of labor which have no refer- 
ence to anything whatever except the labor that began with the tailor- 
shop, with the cutting up of the cloth, with thesewing, and the making 
of the goods after they were placed in the possession of the tailor him- 


self. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator knows very well that the cost of labor at 
20 or 21 per cent. in ready-made clothing is not correctly stated. Take 
the illustration which we had here of the locomotive, or the manufact- 
ure of steel, which may have a protection of ¢, single centon a hundred 
pounds at the bottom of the mountain, and the same is true with ref- 
erence to wool and with reference to ready-made clothing. It is all 
the same thing; and what I say to the Senator is that he misleads us, 
he misunderstands the subject evidently himself when he undertakes 
to say to us here that the difference between the protection of 10 per 
cent. as between the labor abroad and the labor in this country leaves 
atl the balance of the large protection imposed in the hands of the man- 
ufacturer. It can not be so. 

I will restate the position once more, if I may, by perhaps assuming 
and occupying the position of an instructor of a questioner. 
The foreign manufacture of clothing is to be com 
mestic or American manufacture of clothing in the completed article, 
and American clothing is protected by a duty, as the Senator su ’ 
of 50 per cent. That is the duty upon the manufactured It 
is to he sold in our market in competition with a foreign article of just 
the same kind. That foreign article has gone through precisely the 
same as has the American article. First, it was raw wool, 
we will suppose, to say nothing about the plant, and in the it the 
difference is largely against us. The interest upon the plant is at least 
twice here what it is there. But disregarding the plant entirely we 
have the wool and the labor abroad, we have the wool and labor at home. 
The wool and the labor abroad are both free-trade wool and labor. The 
wool and the labor at home are protected articles. 

They are in competition with each other, just as wach in competi- 
tion when the two articles are brought together as the wool abroad is 


The Senator will allow me to call his attention to just 


Not just now. When I get through with my 
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in direct competition with the wool in this country and the labor 
abroad in direct competition with the labor in this country. 

We protect our wool and our labor in order to give protection to the 
American producer and the American workman, and it works all the 
way through to the farm, where everything begins, until you find the 
completed clothes worn by our people. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when theSenator from Missouri [ Mr. 
VEST] was on the floor, I gpoke from recollection in regard to the ex- 
ports of corn. I find that the Agricultural Bureau reported in 1886 
that the average for five years had been 3} per cent. out of a total pro- 
duction of about 1,700,000,000 bushels. I think thatstatement is suf- 
ficient to show that the assertion that the price of corn here was affected 
by the small demand for it abroad is not correct. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri, whom I 
do not see in his seat, to a statement made by the Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture of that year with reference to the influence of exportations 
upon the agricultural The statement is that only 7 per cent. of 
the agricultural products of this country were exported. That includes 
wheat and corn and cattle, and everything of an agricultural character. 

Now, the Senator says that there is a very large production of agri- 
cultural exportation, independentof cotton. The agricultural products 
in 1876, independent of cotton, that were exported were about $277,000, - 
000. The amount was less than $300,000,000 last year, independent 
of cotton, which everybody understands, no matter whether we-buy 
or whether we do not buy of Great Britain and other countries, they 
are bound to have. We consume now more cotton than we did a few 
years ago. The Commissioner of Agriculture says: 

It is a short time since only one-fifth of the cotton and one-third of the tobacco 
were respectively the amount of domestic . Now one-third of a 
Ra ettnen soll ean eanente is Be temmnadan. tes beta, te great 
benefit of growers and increased eagerness of foreign buyers. . 

We have exported a considerable quantity of wheat, but I believe it 
has never at any time exceeded about three-tenths of the product of 
the wheat crop of this country. Undoubtedly the demand in this 
country not being sufficient to use up the su , the foreign market 
may to some extent control the price; but in corn and meats and th 
of that character, where theamount exported isso infinitesimally 
it does not in the slightest degree affect the prices in this country, as 
every practical business man knows. 

Mr. ident, we have never had in this country any very large sur- 
= of corn; we have never had any remarkably large surplus of wheat. 

e raised last year forty-odd million less bushels of wheat tl an we had 
raised five years before; and the wheat crop has not kept pace with the 
increase of population. 

So every year our wheat exportation is growing less, and so it 
will continue. It will grow less for two reasons: first, because we can 
not raise it profitably to compete with the people of other portions of 
the world. One of our consuls, in making a re within the last 
three or four months to the Government, stated it in Central Asia, 
within 150 miles of tide-water, wheat was being raised and sold for 10 
cents a bushel. Everybody knows that if the ryot of India can get 
15 cents a bushel for his wheat he is amply paid for the Jabor he 
stows on it, according to the prices there; and when we real ze that 
they can bring from Asia, through the Suez Canal, wheat for almost 
the same price that it can be brought from New York to Liverpool, 
you can see at once that the wheat crop of the United States «an not 
hope for a European market, aud, as the Senator from Massachusetts 

Mr. Dawes] suggests, less than they carry it for from Dakota to New 

ork, infinitely less; and, as I havestated to the Senator from Missouri 
on more than one occasion, wheat has sold in Chicago within the last 
five at prices so near the Li l prices that it was impossible 
to export it, and within the last thirty wheat has sold in this 
country—not a phenomenal sale, either—at several cents higher than 
the Liverpool price. And yet we are told that the American farmer 
must depend and does depend upon a foreign market. 

Why, Mr. President, e year of products made from the farm, 
independent of cotton (which is a crop that we need not consider, be- 
cause, as I said before, Europe must have that crop), ee sant 
at any time over $300,000,000 worth a year and we never have of 
products, and we buy more every year of the things that onght to be 
manufactured upon American soil, that the men who manufacture 
would be the better if they were enabled to manufacture and do that 
much more. Why, Mr. President, of the coarser articles of merchan- 
dise, such things as can be manufactured in this country and are man- 
ufactured in this country, for ten years we have averaged more than 

,000,000 a year, every particle of which might have been manu- 
factured here, because there are plants to manufacture that 
included in that list in the United States. And yet Senator 
from Texas, if I understood him, declared on this floor that we had 

t capacity already for man twice what we could consume 

n this country. If already we have the t, then it is a question 
simply of employing labor in the plant, nobody is more 
than the laborer of country. 


ae 


the Chamber did not contradict it, we were admitting it. Admitting 
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it! Why, Mr. President, the platitudes that have come from that side 

of the Chamber are too old to be denied. They were worn out in the 

schools of this country thirty-odd years ago, and there has 
not been a new suggestion from that side of the Chamber on this ques- 
tion during this whole debate, not a single one; and is it expectod that 

we are ae maply to crugthing Gat may ee wae. eee eae 8 

charged with admitting the truth of it 

This question I insist now, as I did before when I had the floor on 
this measure, is not a question specially concerning capital. It is a 
question that concerns the labor of the United States, the men who 

il; class of men who were heard from last Ncvember 
in the State of New York, when her people came down to the city of 
and magnificent majority which overcame 
and the idleness of New York City. It was 
residents of the rural districts; it was the farmers that 
were heard; it was the class of men that was heard in my State; and 
as I told the Senator from Louisiana, whom I see before me [Mr. Grb- 
went prior to the adjournment, that State would 
proportion to its vote in favor of protection 
than Pennsylvania; and so it did—twice as great as Pennsylvania. 

When Senators on that side of the Chamber tell us that they are 
going to educate the they do not understand the people. An 
analysis of the vote at the late election will show that it is the intelli- 

reading, thinking people of the United States who sustain the 

American system in this country. It is the men who have attended 

blie schools, who have had their education not only in books but 
 aposrar cer life. They are the men who sustain it. They do not in- 
quire as to the theoretical rules that govern this question. They in- 
quire what is the practical result. The man in New York who had 
seen a manufacture growing up by his side which had increased the 
price of his land, which had increased the price of his cattle and his 
grain knew that manufactures were good for him, whether they were 
theoretically wise or not; and that is the class of men who controlled 
the election and gave the electoral vote of the State of New York to 
the Republican candidates. 

No, Mr. President, the Senators on the other side will have to edu- 
cate the of the United States by some other methods than those 
old, worn-out fallacies that the people have had dinned in their ears by 
the Cobden Club and by the free-trade speakers of this country for thirty 
or forty years. When the Democratic party shall be able to practically 
demonstrate that there is anywhere on the face of God’s earth a coun- 
try with greaver aon for labor than this, then perhaps the la- 
boring people in this country will take the same view of the condition 
of affairs as the Chief Executive seems to have done in his message. 

. -Nebody denies here, nobody will deny here, that the laboring men 
of the United States are better paid than the laboring men of any other 
nation in the world. Nobody will deny that they have more comforts 
that they have more luxuries and have more surplus at the end of 

year to put in the bank than any other people on the face of the 

Nobody will deny that a labor isalways accompanied 
honorable labor, and nobody will deny that the laboring people of 

United States are infinitely and more influential, more po- 

tent in politics and in everything else than the laborers of any other 

ion of the world. Nobody will deny, either, that the laboring peo- 
of this country, their sons and their daughters, have opportunities 
education, opportunities of advancement and preferment such as have 
never been given to the people of any other country at any other time 
in the history of the world. 

Mr. President, to-day all the great industries of thiscountry are con- 
by the laboring people or by their sons. And not only the in- 
bat all so caesar of life are filled with the laboring people. 
care w it is in science, or whether it is in industry, or 
it is in the halls of legislation, everywhere the laboring men 
have made themselves felt. Why? Because, in the first place, they 
have had the opportunity given them by remunerative wages. Cheap 
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wages means cheap men. wages means a lack of opportunity to 
advance. Good wages means opposite. Therefore, I repeat, the 
Senator from New Jersey need not expect every time he gets up and 


asserts that labor is not interested in this, that somebody is to reply or 
else we are to stand convicted of having abandoned the interests of the 
people of this ; 
ALL. Mr. President, my own preference would be that this 
expeditipgusly aspossible. It seems to me 
that the elections which have recently occurred, whethe7 the question 
question or not, have settled definitively 
the policy which will be pursued by the prevailing party for the next 
four years. Therefore I am of the ion that, after an examination 
of the different items of this bil!, it should be forwarded to its passage 
expeditiously, and it is not my intention either now or at any subse- 
quent period of the consideration of this bill to interpose anything which 
may promote delay in its expedition through the Senate. 

It seems to me, however, that we have had propositions advanced in 
the discussion here by those who aid in the formation of public opinion 
and in the policy of the other side which will destroy any system of 
reasonable to the industries of this country, which will pre- 
vent that ee and moderate and made 
upon the basis of the adjustment of a revenue tariff. I listened the 


err eee en tl 


other day with some little surprise to the following remark made by 
the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]: 
I grant— 


He says in the Recorp of Friday last— 
that the $is— 

Speaking of pig-iron— 
is paid for it, but I say in reply to that, as I did to the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris], that these duties are not piled one upon the other, but the last 
duty upon the more highly finished product is intended only te compensate for 
the increased labor-cost in advancing the article to that last stage. 

That is a proposition upon which there ought to be no kind of dowbt. 
The cost of the element of labor in any production is a fact easily as- 
certained. That ought tobe ascertained and put before the country in 
the fair discussion of this question. 

But the proposition that this bill or any protective system does ~ot 
pile duties one upon the other is in itself manifestly wrong. What <o 
you protect against? It is the finished product which bears the entire 
cost of its own prodaction, and the object of the protection is to protect 
the finished product here against the finished product elsewhere; there- 
fore it matters not by whom the different processes of this production 
may be conducted, it is the whole that must bear the cost of production. 
Otherwise you would discriminate against the producer of the finished 
product by imposing the duty upon the unfinished parts of the product. 
So that in any system of this kind there must be duties piled one upon 
the other, and the finished product must bear the whole cost of pro- 
daction. It amazes »-e that there should be discussion or question 
upon this subject. 1 .; the necessary incident of a protective tariff, a 
tariff based upon the idea of imposing upon the consumer the entire cost 
of the encouragement or the inducement or the stimulus to the producer. 

Another proposition which has been made here to-day seems strange 
to me in a body of this character, and thatis that the production of an 
article must pay the cost to the consumer, the cost of its consumption. 
That is a remarkable proposition. You impose a duty upon some ar- 
ticle imported into this country and you deny the ordinary and natural 
effect that the cost of the article produced and taxed must be paid for 
by the consumer, and that the entire cost of the production must rest 
upon him who consumes. That is anatural law. In defending a bill 
which proposes as a revenue measure to impose duties, taxes on im- 
ports, as you may please to term it, if seems strange that it should be 
thought necessary to deny this essential and necessary principle that 
the cost of production of an ariicle can not include the cost of its con- 
sumption, but that these are two distinct elements, the consumer con- 
suming and paying from his own resources, the production and the 
cost of production, whether this cost be made up of duties or otherwise, 
another and an entirely different series of causes and effects. If the pro- 
ducer er production pays the tax or the cost to the buyer or consumer, 
hew; then, are you reasonably to defend a system of protection to 
the producer? The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunDs] said here 
to-day that the taking off the cost, the import duty upon an article, 
which is simply one of the elements of its cost, did not reduce it to the 
consumer, and he instanced the case of coffee from Brazil. But that 
was not, I think, an ingenuous argument, Unquestionably for that 
and to that extent the taking off the cost, the duty, as any other ele- 
ment of cost, was a reduction of the cost to the consumer, but not a 
necessary or an inevitable reduction of the price of the article. The 
producer of the article might have it in his power to increase the price 
over and above the duty subtracted. A scanty crop, a combination, a 
difference in market price elsewhere, might all make up the deficiency 
or increase the price far beyond what it was, but that Senators here in 
this body should undertake to maintain the proposition that the natural 
and necessary effect of taking off any element of cost from the pro- 
duction of an article did not diminish the proper and natural cost to 
the consumer I think was remarkable in a discussion of this kind before 
a body of this character. 

These are elementary propositions, and therefore should be cousid- 
ered in that light and not obscured in the manner in which they have 
been. Why, Mr. President, upon the theory that is maintained here, 
is admitted te be true, that everything ought to be produced in this 
country, what, then, is the natural and necessary conclusion? Is this 
result to be best effected by a tariff that shall increase the price of arti- 
cles produced here to the consumer? Is not the necessary conclusion 
that there should be a prohibition of all imports into thiscountry? If 
it be true that the interest of this people, the rate of wages, the general 
comfort and contentment of the people is increased by the production at 
home of every article of consumption—admit that proposition to be true, 
then does it not follow, as the night follows the day, that there should 
be a prohibition of any imports into this country? What connection 
has that with the revenue system? Why should the consumer here be 
made to pay by permitting any imports to come here under a high rate 
of duty for the restriction or the limitation of the amount imported ? 
Why not accept the proposition and say, ‘‘We are a boundless conti- 
nent of diversified capacities; we can produce everything; it is better 
that we should, and therefore we prohibit the importation into this 
country of anything?’’ But we havea different system. We havea 
system of duties on imports under the authority conferred to regulate 
commerce and to impose duties for revenue, imposts, and taxes. 

Now, weare abandoning that. Under the pretense of a revenue bill 
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we are arguing here for a system of absolute prohibition. The argu- 
ments and the proposition upon which this bill is maintained upon the 
other side demand an embargo upon commerce, and not a bill for rev- 
enue taxation with rates of duties adjusted to that purpose. 

It seems to me that it is unwise to thus divert the strength of the 
argument on which a tariff must rest, a reasonable and a moderate 
tariff, not imposing great burdens upon the consumer, but adjusted so 
as to bear lightly upon him, and tc that extent furnishing incidentally 
the encouragement that might be rendered to industries of different 
kinds. Suppose we accept the proposition of the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] and others; suppose that we say that the farmer when 
he sees a factory built in his neighborhood understands that it will in- 
crease the price of his land, the value of his garden products, the value 
of his farm products. 

We may admit that proposition, but then, what is the next proposi- 
tion? Encourage it; but how encourage it? Encourage it by impos- 
ing burdens upon the general consumption of the country, including 
himsclf? Is there no other way to build that factory there but to in- 
ereaso tho number of starving mouths in the country? Will it not be 
better vc ascertain precisely what is needed to encourage and build 
that factory and appropriate that amount of money to it? What nec- 
essary connection with the proposition of the building of that factory 
has the imposition of a general tax upon the entire consumption of the 
country? Does not the necessary supply of the wants of the commu- 
nity furnish some inducements to enterprise and inventions and inge- 
nuity, and if the general public must aid in this by a public policy, 
does not the argument demand that it shall be done with the least pos- 
sible cost to the people and by a well-considered system not in any 
wise connected with the question of collecting revenue. 

Mr. President, no man will avow that, but you can not extend this 
system of reasonable and limited and easy protection under a revenue 
tariff, to the extent of making it prohibitory or highly burdensome to 
the country, without reaching this conclusion. Admit, if you please, 
the necessity for this diversified ind for different productions, 
still you must look to the means by which that shall be accomplished. 
Tt is not reasonable to insist that diversity of production is necessary 
to a State, that ahome market is desirable, and therefore the people 
shall be taxed oppressively—the cost of articles consumed by them 
shall be increased to the extent necessary to make the business profit- 
able to those who carry it on, and not fix the amount of that profit 
nor designate the proportion that each person engaged in the production 
shall have. 

Then, again, we have had a question here whether or not the point 
of chief distribution of commercial products controls the price. It has 
been gravely asserted here that the price of wheat does not depend upon 
the foreign market, that the price of corn does not depend upon the 
foreign market. Well, the term ‘‘foreign’’ has no place in con- 
sideration of thése questions. The point of chief distribution by a law 
of nature, which all the world can not change, will determine the price 
of any product in any market or place accessible to it, that is, within 
the area of its distribution, and it will determine it by the difference in 
the cost of transportation between the point of general distribution, ot 
chief distribution, and the place of production, whether it be con- 
trolled by the money centers of the world or whether it be controlled 
by the actual distribution of the commodity, and generally they are 
both combined; but it is an economical fact, known for hundreds of 
years, that the point of chief distribution, whether at home or abroad, 
of any pro*nct determines and fixes its price. 

It is true that under our system of commercial exchange, under our 
system in Wall street, under our speculative methods of anticipating 
the supply, and under the general exchange which exists in England 
with all the world, and her control of all money centers, wherever there 
is any exportation to that common center of the world’s exchanges, 
however small it is, it affects and fixes with almost absoiute certainty 
the price of the production, whatever it may be, in all other portions 
of the country, for the reason that it can not be ascertained definitely 
how much of that product the price of which is fixed in the general 
center of the world’s distribution, may not be of there; and 
as long as that fact remains in every point of local supply to the owner 
of the thing to be exporteJ, it remains an open question to him that 
there may be a market there for the article whose price is thus de- 
termined at this general center of exchange, and conversely it is true 
to the consumer or buyer that the supply is open to him in all places 
in connection with that center of what. 

So it seems to me, Mr. President, that the propositions upon which 
this bill and these high rates of duty are defended here are entirely 
foreign to any practical system of protection or to the wants and needs 
of the country. It would be wise to reduce this whole scale of duties 
and to let this bill go before the country as a revenue bill with a reason- 
able amount of protection adjusted between these different industries. 
We have joined issue upon that proposition. It has been discussed 
here for weeks, the country has acted upon it, and therefore I, for one, 
am in favor of having this bill passed as rapidly as it can be done with 
fair consideration to its different provisions. 

It is my purpose to move some amendments to the bill in regard to 
matters that peculiarly concern my own region of country, proposing 
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in some places an increase of the duty and in some places a restoration 
of the duty to the rates in the existing law. 

Mr. President, I do not to enter further into the merits of 
this discussion, but it is entirely manifest that whenever you imposea 
high rate of duty upon the im into a country, whenever that sys- 
tem is resorted to, youeff y build upa plutocratic aristocracy, and 
you had better amend your Constitution and give the title to those 
who own their hundreds of millions of dollars and make it hereditary 
in them than to base their prosperity on excessive taxation of the people. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] said to-day that there 
was no grant from to any individual establishing a monop- 
oly. Why, does not that learned'and able Senator, so long a leader of 
public opinion in this country, know that there are laws more power- 
ful than any laws which Congress may pass, which accumulate in the 
hands of individuals the control of t interests of every kind? Do 
we not know that the great rai interests of this country are now 
in the control of a combination more powerful than the aristocracy of 
England or.of any other country, and that they have almost absolute 
power to impose their own charges upon the labor and the production 
of this country? 

It is true we ought to regulate that, but how little have we 
in that direction? How t and numerous are the accumulations of 
individual fortunes? I, for one, can see that there is some good to re- 
sult from these t accumulations. I am not amongst those who 
decry them, but while we may be endeavoring, under a yore system 
of tariff duties, to foster industries within the limits of a reasonable 
imposition upon the people, is it not wise to look at the other side of 
the question and see whether we are not building up a vast aristocracy 
of unlimited wealth and power, with power to control your legislatures, 

wer to control your elections, to buy your judiciary, to control your 
so and thus to create antugonisms between them and the peo- 
ple, fatal alike to the Republic and to them? 

That, Mr. President, is to me the unfortunate side of this question. 
I am not averse to a tariff based upon just principles as a method of 
collecting revenue, discriminating even to the furthest extent to which 
it may discriminate, without imposing oppressive burdens upon the 
country, but who shall say that we can adopt in this age of the world 
asystem of commercial prohibition, of non-intercourse. Mr. President, 
there can be no doubt of the fact that exchange with all nations of the 
world, subject only to reasonable restriction for of revenue, for 
the purpose of preventing, the country from being flooded at 
particular periods with monopolies, or productions of other coun- 
tries under circumstances peculiar to themselves—there can be no ques- 
tion that with these reasonable and limited restrictions that exchange, 
commercial intercourse, is the basis of civilization and of all values... 

If you say you have trade between the States of the United States 
and the people of the United States, do you not admit the principle 
that trade throughout the world is necessary for all public private 
interests? What is the magic of trade between the boun limits 
that constitute this country? Is there something in that w makes 
that trade of peculiar economic efficacy? You can prohibit the impor- 
tation into this country of any product from abroad when you see that 
it is becoming injurious. 

The natural, efficacious, and proper way is to pass a law to that effect. 
But upon the general proposition that commerce is desirable, subject 
oo eeth seetiietbena i tae bo reasonable, there can be no doubt. 
Whether with Africa or with Asia, whether with the ryot of India, or 
whether with the richest country of the world, England, commerce 
everywhere is desirable. Whatisit? It is theexchange of something 
you have here for something that you can get elsewhere at an advan- 
tage in the transaction to yourself. It is the giving of an hour of your 
labor for two hours of another man’s or another country’s, and when 
you find, as may be, that that exchange is becoming disadvantageous 
to your country, why not prohibit it? 

Why im upon the consumer, the poor man, the laborer of this 
country, itional cost of the necessaries of life? Admit he is better 
off than anywhere else; admit he is happier here than anywhere; but 
give some credit to our free institutions, some credit to the vast fertilit; 
of our soil, some credit to its boundless diversity of wealth; give t 
to the natural ingenuity of your people, who would do som: even 
without the bounty of Government. Take all these things into consid- 
eration and say, ‘‘ Very well, we will stimulate this industry, this en- 


—- this capacity for t amongst our e.”? 
e will stimulate it how? Not by mo pee bye burdens 
upon these poor people. The vast majority of are necessarily, 


notwithstanding the picture ted by the Senator from Vermont, 
poor and needy and in want. The great majority of prc ag 
not the luxuries they ought to have; in our advancing civ the 
extent of the area of comfort of every human bekagty by day under the 
inventions of the age should make every family more and more con- 
tented and better and better provided. 

What then are the ts which say, ‘Contrast us with the rest 
of the world. Are we not better?’ Admitit. Have we nota t 
to be better and better still? Are we to better by imposing a 
price u the necessaries of life? Is thereany pointof view in w 
a high rate of duties to be paid by the consumercan be justified? Ad- 
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mitting all the assumptions and arguments and propositions of the other 
side, in my opinion, Mr. President, there is not. 

In my judgment the most fatal thing for the capitalists and manu- 
facturers of this country is a high rate of import duty. Itisfar better 
for their accumulations, in my judgment, that we should not impose 
upon the people of this country, the consumers, a burden greater than 
they can easily bear. That far I am willing at this time to go, and I 
am persuaded thatall the best interests of business and of those who pos- 
sess great fortunes and of the peopledemand that this limitation be care- 
fully observed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the amend- 
ment pro by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON ]. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. [ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 
Ph yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

é roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAawYER]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea’’ and he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN], but I will transfer the pair to the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMptTon], who is not paired, and 
I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. CAMERON’s name wascalled). Thesenior 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGcu], whom I do not see in the Cham- 
ber, and I therefore wi d my vote for the present. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
“ce yea. ”? 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. Ifhe were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ and he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABIN’s name wascalled). My colleague 
se oe is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 

ENNA]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. SAWYER’s name was called), The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAwyER] has been called away from the 
Senate Chamber, and told me that he was paired with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grason]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. za) or else I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Mary (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. ’ 

Mr. TELLER. With the consent of the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Eustis], I have transferred my pair with his colleague [Mr. 
GIBSON] to the Senator from Nebraska Par. PADDOCK ], and therefore 


I am paired with the Sen- 
If he were present, I should vote 


I am paired with the 


I am 


I vote ‘* nay.”’ 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—15. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Eustis, McPherson, — 
Call, Gray, ‘ Walthall, 
Cockrell, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—20. 
Aldrich Dol I P 
a, Frye," Mandeteon, nn 
om, awley, tchell, Stewart, 
Davis, Hiscock, Morrill, Stock 
Dawes, Hoar, Palmer, Teller. 
ABSENT—4lL. 
Beck, Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blais > ioeeen aeocen: 
01 . erman, 
Blodg Farwell, Paddock, Stanford, 
ee Faulkner, ae Vos 
% George, yne, oorhees, 
Butler. Gibson, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Chace, Hale, Quay, 
Chandler, Hampton, . 
Colquitt, Hearst, Riddlebergeér, 
The PRESIDENT 


protempore. A quorum not having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll of the Senate. 
The Secretary proceeded to cali the 


roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: ; 


Aldrich, Call, Davis, Faulkner, 

Allison, Chace, wes, Frye, 

Bate, Cockrell, Dolph, Gray, 

mage d Coke, unds, Hale, 
burn, Cullom, Hawley, 
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Hiscock, Mitchell, Sauisbury, Vance, 
Hoar, Morrill, Spooner, Vest, 

Ingalls, Pasco, Stewart, Walthall, 
Jones of Arkansas, Platt, Stockbridge, Wilson of Md. 
McPherson, nsom, Teller, 

Manderson, Turpie, 


Reagan, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, 
It is very evident that the majority on the other side of the Chamber 
will defeat the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey, the call for the yeas and nays being 
withdrawn. 

The amendment was rejected. 


ANDREW J. SMITH. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President 
to appoint and retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States 
Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers, having met, after full and free con- 
aneaes have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 


and agree to the same. 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
LEVI MAISH, 
JNO. H. GEAR, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator state the effect of that? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It changes the rank from brigadier-general, as 
in the House bill, to colonel of cavalry, as in the Senate amendment, 
making the rank the same that General Smith held in the regular serv- 
ice. 

Mr. CALL. DolI understand that it is proposed to take the vote 
now on the report of the conference committee ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that it be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such reports are always in order. 

Mr. CALL. I prefer that it should lie over. Have the committee 
of conference agreed ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The committee of conference have agreed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No action is required by the Senate, 
the report being that the House agree to the amendment of the Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask permission to make a request. 

In September the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties 
of the Department of Agriculture and to create an Executive Depart- 
ment to be known as the Department of Agriculture passed the Senate. 
A committee of conference was asked of the House of Representatives, 
and Messrs. SABIN and GEORGE were appointed the conferees on the part 
of the Senate with myself. The House has agreed to the conference 
and appointed its conferees, but Messrs. SABIN and GEORGE are now 
away from the city. I usk that they be excused from service upon the 
conference committee, and that two substitutes be supplied by ap- 
pointment of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will beso ordered, if there be no 
objection; and the Chair announces as managers of the conference on 
the part of the Senate, in the place of the Senator from Minnesota and 
the Senator from Mississippi, excused, Messrs. BLAIR and BATE. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS PAPAGO INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. I present a conference report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be received. 
Mr. DAWES. There is no action called for, the House having re- 


ed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7843) granting to Citrous Water 
Company right of way across Papago Indian reservation in Maricopa County, 
Arizona, having met, after full and free conference haveagreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same, 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

8S. W. PEEL, 

THOS. R. HUDD., 

KNUTE NELSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires no action by the 


Senate. 
REPRINTING OF A BILL. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. 3445) to declare unlawful trusts and combinations in 
restraint of trade and production be reprinted. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro temporelaid before the Senate a letter from the 
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Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
5th instant, a statement concerning leases for lands, mineral or other- 
wise, in the Indian Territory; which was referred to the Committeeon 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when 


the two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, 1888, they stand adjourned 
until Monday, January 7, 1389. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that that be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


The motion was agreed te. 



























HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House of Representatives were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 


A bill (H. R. 5752) for the relief of Julia Triggs; ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 

Mo TT ead eee ei ee ar retts eco J. Clark: | _-rh¢ PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
ill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. Clark; . 

A bill (H. R. 11223) to increase the pension of George A. Glover; and of the Mouse of Reguenenegians, 0 Se So Seng Saas 


crease of pension to Eliza J. Alexander, which was, in line 4, to strike 
out the word ‘“‘fifty’’ and insert the word ‘‘ forty.’’ 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, it was 

Resolwed, That the Senate ees to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the said bill and ask a conference with the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. SAwYER, Mr. DAyts, 
and Mr. TURPTE. 


& bill (H. R. 11378) granting a pension to James 8. Harden. 
AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION. 


* The bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the American Historical Asso- 
ciation was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. That bill is in substance a bill which has already 
passed the Senate. The American Historical Association is a very im- 
portant body, a meeting of which is to be held in this city in the course 
of two or three weeks, and I should like the leave of the Senator who 
has the tariff bill in charge to allow it to pass at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. It will be read at length for infor- 
mation. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has that bill been reported from a committee of 
the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. That bill is in substance the same as a bill reported 
from the Library Committee which has passed the Senate. The House 
bill has come here, the only difference being that the House thought 
fit to limit the place of allowing ownership of the real estate to the 
District of Columbia, while the Senate bill allows them to hold it any- 
where. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I sze that the first meeting is to be held in the 
District of Columbia, and after that wherever the stockholders choose 
to meet, which raises to my mind a pretty serious question as to how 
far the power of Congress may go into the States to create corporations 
all over the country; and I should wish, unless there is some very im- 
mediate and urgent reason to the contrary, that the bill should go to 
a committee, 

Mr. HOAR. There isan immediateand urgent reason which I stated, 
and that is that the American Historical Association is one of the most 
important learned bodies in the country, composed, as the Senator will 
see from the names of the corporators, of very distinguished scholars. 
I know a good deal about the gentlemen composing it. Their plan is 
to have their meetings in different parts of the conntry, just as the 
American Association for the Advancement of Science have, but their 
headquarters and their collections are to be deposited in the District of 
Colambia, and their first meeting is to be held here. 

The fact that they will hold meetings about the country to interest 
the people in the different cities in their work does not give it any the 
less a national character. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better see the bill in print, net 
that I have the slightest objection to this particular thing, because it is 
a most useful and I dare say valuable arrangement, but it would make 
avery strong precedent for incorporating business corporations with 
power to do business all over the country, and I think the bill ought 
to be printed so as to give us a chance to look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be referred to a com- 
mittee or lie on the table? 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend, the chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, has himself recently promoted the formation of acor- 
poration whose whole business is to be done at Nicaragua, outside of 
the United States, and it strikes me that this objection isa little hyper- 


MARY E. JOHNSTON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 337) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Johnston, which was, in line 6, te strike out the name ‘‘ E. 
Jobnson’’ and insert ‘‘ E. Johnston;’’ and at the end of the bill to add: 

And pay to her legally constituted guardian a pension of $18 per month. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. House bill 9051 is before the Sen- 
ate. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the Senator withdraw 
that motion for a moment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The reason is that it is necessary that I shall 
be absent from the Senate Chamber to-morrow, and on paragraph 150 
I wish to reserve any rights to offer amendments at some future time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That right has been reserved with 
regard to all sections and paragraphs of the bill. The Senator from 
Arkansas moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would suggest that probably there are some 
nominations that ought to be referred, and we should have a short 
executive session. If the Senator from Arkansas will withdraw his 
motion I will move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question, then, is on the motion 
of the Senator from Missourt (Mr. CocKRELL 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After six minutes spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, December 18, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
critical, but I have no objection to the reference if he desires it. . es : 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I may say in reply to my honorable friend from Executive nominations received by the i ut 17th day of December, 1888. 


Massachusetts that I have aye to the best of my ability a cor- 
poration to be incorporated by Congress to carry on business in Nica- 
ragua, which I think is an ues different thing from Congress in- 
corporating a body of people to carry on business anywhere in the 
United States, for I believe it concerns our foreign relations, and, in a 
very broad sense, the public welfare. That is within the Constitution ; 
and I do net think there is any comparison in respect of the power of 
Congress to create a corporation to colonize Africa, if you please, or to 
build a canal through Nicaragua or Panama, and a corporation to do 
business in the State of Kansas, or of Massachusetts, or of Vermont. 
So I must say, with great respect to my honorable friend, that I think 
his implied criticism of my inconsistency is entirely unfounded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be referred to a com- 
mittee or lie on the table? 
Mir. EDMUNDs. 1 move that it be referred to the proper commit- 
tee. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library, if there be no objection, and printed. 


J. M. Goode, to be postmaster at Pratt Mines, in the county of Jef- 
ferson and State of Alabama, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1888. 

Charles E. Aiken, to be postmaster at Brookings, in the county of 
Brookings and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Charles W. Hast- 
ings, resigned. 

John J. Fitzgerald, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county of 
Lake and Territory of Dakota, in the place of Philip H. Harth, whose 
commission expired December 11, 1888. 

Alphonse Bichet, to be postmaster at Florence, in the county of 
Marion and State of Kansas, in the place of Colin Campbell, resigned. 

Samuel C. Skemp, to be postmaster at Maywood, in the county of 
‘Cook and State of Illinois, in the place of Samuel Skemp, deceased. 

Francis J. Weismantel, to be postmaster at Naperville, in the county 
of Du Page and State of Illinois, in the place of Matthew Weismantel, 
deceased. 
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Frank A. Glass, to be postmaster at Cresco, in the county of Howard 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Augustus Beadle, whose commission 
expires December 19, 1888. 

George 8. Davidson, to be postmaster at Spencer, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Emerson Stone, 
whose commission expires December 19, 1888. 

William E. C. Worcester, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of W. E. C. 
Worcester, whose commission expires December 18, 1888. 3 

B. T. Atkins, to be postmaster at Brookhaven, in the county of Lin- 
coln and State of Mississippi, in the place of Vincent L. Tyler, whose 
commission expires December 20, 1888. 

John W. Dawson, to-be postmasterat Phillipsburgh, in the county of 
Deer Lodge and Territory of Montana, theappeintment of a postmaster 
for thesaid office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1888. 

Howard A. Graham, to be postmaster at Broken Bow, in the county 
of Custer and State of Nebraska, in the place of Isaac T. Merchant, re- 


James O. Howell, to be postmaster at Asheville, in the county of 
Buncombe and State of North Carolina, in the place of William T. 
Weaver, resigned. 

Neri A. Hanna, to be postmaster at. Cadiz, in the county of Harrison 
and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles 8. MeCoy, whose. commission 
expired December 11, 1888. 

Flavius A. Hurt, to be postmaster at Oberlin, in the county of Lo- 
rain and State of Ohio, in the place of Evan J. Phillips, whose conumis- 
sion expired December 11, 1888. 

Tilghman N. Robbins, to be postmaster at Niles, in the county of 
Trambull and State of Ohio, in the place of Henry H. Mason, whose 
commission expired December 11, 1888. 

Donald McDonald, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county of 
Meigs and State of Ohio, in place ef Christopher Ihle, whese commis- 
sion expires December 18, 1888. 

Carl F. Stoelzel, to be postmaster at Loudonville, in the county of 
Ashland and State of Ohio, in the place of John G. Herzog, resigned. 

Frederika H. Bryan, to be postmaster at Newtown, in the county of 
Bucks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John 8. Bryan, de- 
ceased. 

John L. Stedman, to be postmaster at Maueh Chunk, in the county 
of Carbon and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Nathan D. Cort- 
right, jr., whose commission expires December 22, 1888. 

C. J. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Marlin, in the county of Fallsand 
State of Texas, in the place of Thomas C. Oltorf, resigned. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Leon O. Bailey, of Indiana, to be attorney of the United States for 
the district of Indiana, vice Emory B. Sellers, resigned. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Lyman S. Strickland, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 


trict of Aroostook, in the State of Maine, to succeed John P. Donworth, 
whose resignation has been accepted. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDAyY,, December 17, 1888. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
Miupury, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


The following additional member appeared and took his seat: 
Mr. Joun J. O’NEIUL. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. HUNTER, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Rice, from Monday until Friday next, on account of im- 
portant business. 
To Mr. Bacon, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent. obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving certified copies thereof, 
the papers in the case of F. M. H. Kendrick. 

AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. PHELAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to take 
from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the Ameri- 
can Historical Association, and to put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is erroneously on the House Calendar, 
being a private bill. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ii enacted, etc., te Andrew D. White, of Ithaca, in the State of New York; 


George Bancroft, of , in the Distriet of Columbia; Justin Winsor, 
of Cambridge, in the State ; William F. Poole, of Chicago, in 





the State of Illinois; Herbert B, Adams, of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland; 
Clarence W. Bowen, of Brooklyn, in the State of Nev.’ York, their associates and 
successors, are hereby created a body corporate and politic, by the name of the 
American Historical Association, for the promotion of historical studies, the cot- 
lection and preservation of historical manuscripts, and for kindred purposes in 
the interest of American history and of history in America, Said association is 
authorized to hold real and personal estate to an amount not exceeding $500,000, to 
adopt a constitution, and tomake by-laws. Said association shall have its head- 
quarters at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and shal! hold its annual 
meetings in such places as said incorporators shall determine. Said asso- 
ciation shall reportannually to the Secretary of the Smithsonian institution con- 
cerning its proceedings and the condition of historical study in America. Said 
Secretary shall communicate to Congress the whole of such reports, or such por- 
tion thereof as he shall see fit. The Regents of the Smithsonian Institution are 
authorized to permit said association to deposit its collections, manuscripts, 
books, pamphlets, and other material for history in the Smithsonian Institution 
or in the National Museum, at their discretion, upon such conditions and under 
such rules as they shall prescribe. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee for the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will not object if it is understood that the con- 
sideration of the bill shall be concluded within ten minutes. 

Mr. PHELAN. Iam willing to agree to that. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. PHELAN. I offeranamendment, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “real and persenal estate,"’ in lines 14 and 15, insert the words 
“in the District of Columbia.”’ Also, in line 17, strike out the word “ head- 
quarters” and insert the words “ principal office.” 

Mr. KILGORE, I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 
whether it carries an appropriation? 

Mr. PHELAN. None. 

Mr. KILGORE. And they do not propose to come before the next 
Congress and ask an appropriation ? 

Mr. PHELAN. No, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I have no objection to the bill, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. PHELAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT KANSAS CITY. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
for consideration at this time the bill (S. 281) making un appropriation 
for the extension and enlargement of the United States custom-house 
at Kansas City, Mo. I understand that the gentleman who objected 
to it last Friday will not urge the objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘Vill the gentleman yield to me for a moment, 
that I may report a privileged resolution concerning the proposed re- 
cess for the holidays? 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I am instructed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report back the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The report was read, as follows: 
In THE House Oy REPRESENTATIVES, December 14, 1888. 


Resolwed by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 


two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, 1888, they stand adjourned until 
Monday, January 7, 1859. 


The Committee on Ways and Means,to whom was referred the resolution 
fixing the time for the recess, having considered the same, report it back with 
the recommendation that it be amended by striking out the words “ Monday, 
January 7” and inserting “ Friday, January 4,” and as amended that it pass, 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, having introduced the original reso- 
lution which was referred to the committee, I desire to say a word. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I retain the floor, but yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. HOOKER. I was about to remark, Mr. Speaker, that, having 
introduced the resolution for the recess, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, I desire to say a word im reference to the 
character of the amendment whieh has been reported by the committee, 
and ouly a word. In drawing the resolution I named as the time for 
the reassembling of Congress Monday, the 7th day of January next, 
but the committee have reported the resolution back with an amend- 
ment providing for the reconvening of Congress on Friday, January 
4, instead of Monday, the 7th. Now, the probabilities are that a 
great many members of the House will not be able to get back here 
before Monday, the 7th of January, so that even if we do reconvene 
on the 4th there will probably be very little business of a legislative 
character done before the succeeding Monday. The resolution as orig- 
inally presented and referred to the committee gave the three addi- 
tional days, Friday, Saturday, and Sunday, for members to travel back 
from their homes to the capital, and I think that very little will be 
accomplished in the way of economy of time by adopting the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

A MemBer. When does this proposed recess begin ? 

Mr. HOOKER. At the termination of the session of Friday, the 
21st, so that we shall have the entire day of Friday for business on the 








292 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 


DECEMBER 17, 





Private Calendar, as the adjournment will not take place until Friday 


_ evening. 
their homes. 


Members will then have Saturday and Sunday to travel to 
The resolution as originally drawn proposes the 7th of 


January as the day for the reassembling of Congress, while the amend- 


ment proposes the 4th. 


If we fix the 7th we shall have those three 


additional days, Friday, Saturday, and Sunday, for members to reach 


the capital. 


I hope that the amendment offered by the Committee 


on Ways and Means will not be adopted, but that the resolution will 


be agreed to in its original shape. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


Cries of *‘ Vote!”’ ‘*Vote!?’] 
I hope the amendment will be agreed to. The 


shorter the recess the better, in view of the great amount of business 


before us. 


The question being taken on the amendment of the Committee on 
Ways and Means to strike out ‘‘ Monday, the 7th,’’ and insert ‘‘ Friday, 


the 4th,’ 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


’ there were—ayes 52, noes 64. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 24, noes 92—more 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 
The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment, and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 98, nays 108, not voting 117; as follows: 


YEAS—98. 
Abbott, Chipman, Landes, 
Alien, Mich. Olardy, Lane, 
Allen, Miss. Clements, Lanham, 
Anderson, Il. Conger, Mansur, 
Anderson, Kans, Cowles, Martin, 
Baker, N. Y. Cox, Matson, 
Raker, Ill, Crain, McCreary, 
Barnes, Crisp, McKinley, 
Biggs, Culberson, MeMillin, 
Blanchard, Cutcheon, Montgomery, 
Bland, Davidson, Fla. Morrill, 
Blount, Dockery, Neal, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Dunn, Nelson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Farquhar, Oates, 
Brewer, Ford, O’ Donnell, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. F rench, O’Ferrall, 
Browne, Ind. Granger, O’ Neall, Ind, 
Brown, Ohio Hayden, Osborne, 
Buchanan, Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, 
Burrows, Henderson, Ill. Peel, 
Bynum, Hiestand, Perkins, ° 
Cempbell, F., N.Y. Holman, Pidcock, 
Campbell, T.J.,N. Y.Hudd, Richardson, 
Caruth, Jackson, Robertson, 
Catchings, Kilgore, Russell, Mass, 

NAYS—108. 

Adams, Elliott, Laidlaw, 
Anderson, Miss, Felton, Lawler, 
Arnold, Finley, Lehibach, 
Atkinson, Flood, Lodge, 
Bankhead, Foran, Lyman, 
Barry, Gallinger, Mason, 
Bayne, Gear, McAdoo, 
Bingham, Gibson, McClamniy, 
Boothman, Grout, McComas, 
Bound, Guenther, McKenna, 
Brower, Hall, McKinney, 
Bunnell, Hare, McRae, 
Butler, Haugen, McShane, 
Candler, Hayes, Moffitt, 
Cannon, Henderson, N,C. Moore, 
Caswell, ires, Morrow, 
Cheadle, Hitt Nichols, 
Clark, Hooker, O'Neill, Pa. 
Cobb, Hopkins, Il. O'Neill, Mo. 
Crouse, Hopkins, Va. Payson, 
Cummings, Houk, Penington, 
Daizell, Hovey, Perry, 
Darlington, Howard, Peters, 
Dibble, Johnston, Ind. Phelps, 
Dirrley, ean, Plumb, 
Dorey, Kerr a 
Du, uam, La ‘Follette, 

NOT vou wen. 
Allen, Mass. Ermentrout, Ketcham, 
Anderson, Iowa Fisher, Laffoon, 

m, Fitch, Tagan, 
Belden, Forney, rd, 
Bliss, Fuller, Latham, 
Boutelle, Funston, ee 
Bowden, Gaines, Lind, 
Bowen, Gay, 

Brown, J.R., Va. Gest, Lynch, 
rumm, Glass, 0. 
Bryce, Glover, Maffett, 
Buckalew, if, Mahoney, 
Burnes, Greenman, aish, 
Burnett, Grimes, McCormick, 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, eCul : 
Campbell, Ohio Harmer, Merriman, 
Carlton, Hatch, Milliken, 
Cogswell Hemphill a 
© ell, em organ, 
Collina, Herbert, , Morse, 
Compton, Hermann, Newton, 
Cooper, . Norwood, 
Cothran, Holines, Nutting, 
Dargan, Hopkins, N. Y¥. Owen, 
Davenport, Hunter, Parker, 
Davidson, Ala. Hutton Patton, 
— e \ N.C, Phelan, 
no, ones, Pp 
Dougherty, Kelley, Randall, 
Enlor, Kennedy, Rayner, 


Sayers, 
Scull, 
Seymour, 
Smith, 
Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
a 
Stone, K z 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Il. 
Thomas, Wis. 


Tracey, 
Townshend, 


land, 

Russell, Conn. 
Ryan, 

Sawyer, 

a“ er, 
pooner, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Struble, 
Symes, 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal, 
Tillman, 
‘Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 


Washington, 


Thomas, Ky. 
West, 
White, Ind. 


So the amendment reported by the Committee on Ways and Means 
was rejected. 


At the conclusion of the roll-call the following announcements were 
made: 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I reached the Hall just 
had passed my name on the second roll-call. 





as the Clerk 
If present, I would have 


voted ‘‘ ay.”’ 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his name 
was called ? 


Mr. HERBERT. No, sir; I came in just afterward. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman’s re- 
quest under the rules, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move te dispense with the recapitulation of 
the names, 

Mr. HOOKER. I object. 

The Clerk having recapitulated the names, 

The SPEAKER. _ The pairs will now be announced. 

The following members were announced as paired on political ques- 
tions until further notice : 

Mr. Scott with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Rick with Mr. KETcCHAM. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 

Mr. Jones with Mr. PATTON. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. ; 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

Mr, FoRNEY with Mr, FULLER. 

Mr. STonE, of Missouri, with Mr. OWEN. 

Mr. TAULBEE with Mr. BkuMM. 

Mr, ERMENTROUT with Mr. Larrp. 

Mr. LAFFooN with Mr. McCorMIcK. 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. WuirTeE, of Indiana. 

Mr. DouGHERTY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. GRosVENOR. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. SENEY and Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, were announced as paired 
for ten days. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. Funston, for one week. 

The following members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. BurTERWORTH. 

Mr. MILts with Mr. KELLry. 

The following members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. Grimes with Mr. THomas, of Kentucky. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BELDEN. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I nowdemand the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and alsomoved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to demand the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of States and Terri- 
tories for the introduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions. 
EXPENDITURES OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosubmit a privileged report 
from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the pains sum of $5,000, or so much thcreof as may be neces- 


sary, shall be available and payable out of the contingent fund of the House to 
pay pan the e ent ye the Select Committee to Inquire into the Immigration of 


Contract Seca one Ses and Foqpem,te to be upon the order of the chair- 
man and one ‘member of in sums not ex 


one time; and all vouchers for said aie aa shall be 
chairman and by a member of said committee: Provided, That 
—e in the hands of said committee shall be 


Paes committee having considered the foregoing resolution, report it back 
with the recommendation that the word “' five’’ in the first line be ken out 
ee et ee ee instead of “$5,000 ;’ 
and as so amended that it be adopted. 


Mr. SOWDEN. On the adoption of the resolution I demand the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen in support of and fifteen in opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wanted toask the committee, or some member o! 
it, how much money has a up to the present time ? 

Mr. FORD. Five thousand 

Mr. DUNHAM. And you want $5,000 more? 

Mr. FORD. Two thousand. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Five thousand dollars was the amount originally 
appropriated, and this request came to our committee asking five thou- 
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sand more, but the committee reported back recommending two thou- 
‘sand 


Mr. DUNHAM. Is this a sort of “‘junketing”’ affair? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Does the gentleman say that it is? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iam asking for information. I do not pretend to 
say what it is. 

Mr. GUENTHER. On behalf of the committee, permit me to say 
that it is nothing of the kind. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘two.”’ 

The amendment was adopted, there being, on a division—ayes 28, 
noes 2. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is this resolution before the House for discussion ? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment has been omy oer but under the 
rules of the House thirty minutes are allowed for debate after the pre- 
vious question has been ordered. 

Mr. DUNHAM. This committee have expended, or are supposed to 
have expended, up to this time, as I understand it, $5,000. 

Mr. BREWER. About nine thousand. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I am informed that they have expended $9,000. 

Mr. FORD. No; that is incorrect. 

Mr. DUNHAM. You have received already $5,000, and then 
$2,000—— 

“Mer. GUENTHER. No; you are mistaken. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Well, let me be corrected. 

Mt. GUENTHER. Do you want to be corrected? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I want to know the facts. 

Mr. GUENTHER. This $2,000, if now appropriated, will make 
the total amount $7,000. 

Mr. DUNHAM. How many members are there on the committee ? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Five. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That makes a little over $1,000 a head for each 
member. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The members of the committee do not get it. 

Mr.GUENTHER. You have no idea, I presume, that the members 
of the committee divide this money amongst them? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do not understand that the members of the com- 
mittee get it, but I have no idea where $5,000 has been expended in 
this business, and I would like to have some information. 

Now, it seems to me, as I started out to say, that this is a sort of a 
junketing affair. I do not know but that some good and valuable in- 
formation may be obtained as the result of their labors in time. But 
certainly we have no idea of what has been done up to date, excepting 
that they have spent a good deal of money. I have no desire to move 
to lay this on the table without hearing from somebody on the other 
side, to see what reason can be given in ce eh of it. If any gen- 
tleman will furnish satisfactory information, I will yield the floor for 
that purpose, reserving the remainder of my time. Otherwise I pro- 
pose to move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, when this committee was organized it 
was directed by the House to investigate a question upon which there 
was absolutely no literature whatever, and no available facts except 
what might be gleaned from the reports of the Bureau of Statistics in 
regard to the number of immigrants landing on our shores. We were 
directed to investigate the alleged violations of the laws of the United 
States, and I think that no man who is familiar with the labors of that 
committee could accuse it of any laches, or of any extravagant ex- 
penditures. We were in constant session about eight weeks. We con- 
ducted an investigation by means of the special agents of the Treasury 
Department after the adjournment of the committee, and we have 
sworn a large number of witnesses who were examined. It was aques- 
tion to investigate which necessitated us to call and examine many un- 

witnesses; and I think when the testimony is submitted—a 
large part of it is now in the hands of the Government Printer—and 
when it is perused by the gentleman he will not accuse the committee 
of having wasted any public money, or of having been otherwise than 
diligent in its labors. 
r. DUNHAM. Will the gentleman answer a question ? 

Mr. FORD. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Will you please state how this money has been 
expended up to this time? 

Mr. FORD. It was expended for witness fees, in the employment 
of detectives, in the expenses of the committee, and in various ways. 
We have determined not to visit the Pacific coast, and it is not the de- 
sire of the committee to squander the moneys appropriated. 
ou! DUNHAM. You would want ten thousand more if you did 

Mr. FORD. I want to remark that we did not deem it necessary, 
in view of the passage of the Chinese exclusion act, to investigate that 
subject; but what we do desire within the next few weeks is to com- 
= our investigation, make a report after the recess, and prepare a 

l upon what seems to meto be one of the most important subjects 
that has ever been investigated or looked into by any Congress. 

Mr. GUENTHER. If my friend from Illinois thinks that this is a 
ju committee, and has any desire to become a member, I will 
say that I shall gladly resign in his favor and give him all the chance 


good thing. 





of junketing that there is in it. So far as I have seen there has been only 
labor, a great deal of labor, and nothing of what he is pleased to call 
**junketing.’’ 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
[Mr. Kerr]. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is any use to prosecute 
the investigations by this committee any further. We have reccived 
some light as to what they have done by reports in the papers; and it 
seems to me that any further investigation by this House is, therefore, 
unnecessary. 

This committee does not trust. the United States, or the officers of 
the Government who are intrusted with the enforcement of the United 
States laws, to enforce the laws that are now and have been on the 
statute-book for the last four years, to prohibit the importation of con- 
tract labor into this country. I think if we wait a couple of months, 
by that time we will have an administration in harmony with the laws 
on the statute-book—— . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, and others. Oh! Oh! 

Mr. KERR. And if any immigrants are brought in in violation of 
that law, the officers then appointed will see that the law is enforced. 
It would not be necessary to have the investigations carried on by Con- 
gress in order to direct them in the methods of the enforcement of the 
law. I think that any further expenditure of money to investigate 
subjects upon which the country is already informed is a waste of 
money. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. COX. I hope the House will give this committee what they ask 
for to complete their investigation, which is, perhaps, the most im- 
portant connected with our investigations of this Congress. There are 
matters of importance connected with that investigation that the com- 
mittee have as yet to close up, and, as a consummation of their work, 
to report a bill of some kind, so that we may effectuate more stringently 
a laws now on our statute-book, or right them where they are de- 

cient. 

I notice in the journals that the committee are now making an inquiry 
which I think is far beyond what the House ever intended in regard to 
contract labor. I believe in the present law; and the very purpose in 
originating that committee was to carry out that law in relation tocon- 
tract labor that comes in from abroad, with a view to protect the great 
body of our artisans, mechanics, and laborers of this country; but I see 
by the reports in the newspapers that the committee are now about to 
go further, and they are actually proposing to prevent foreign actors— 
the old Thespians—from coming into this country. 

Mr. OATES. That is an open question with the committee. The 
committee have never settled that question. 

Mr. COX. Iam very glad that the committee have not; for I hope 
that our theaters shall not be restricted to the American player, but that 
we may have the privilege of seeing in tragedy, in comedy, in farce, in 
every position in which histrionic powers can be developed, every form 
in which any genius may come to us to give us delectation, in this city 


I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 


or elsewhere. 


Mr. McADOO. Or the ballet. 
Mr. COX. Or the ballet. 


I have noticed under this contract law they actually forbade a min- 


ister of the gospel, who came to one of the New York churches, from 


coming in and taking his pastorate because he had come under some 
contract or other. 


I hope the committee will not carry this thing to excess. It isa very 
It is a very good thing to be a Christian, but it is not, 

therefore, necessary to join the Salvation Army in order to be a Chris- 
tian. I would like the committee, since they have a limited appropria- 
tion, to call a halt on this cry against the introduction of foreign actors, 
and if they can modify the law as to the importation of laborers the 
main object of their labor will have been effected; and therefore, while 
I vote this money to increase the ability of this committee to make a 
report on their proper sphere, I hope they will receive in all good tem- 
per the objection which I make here with respect to foreign actors. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 


of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions un- 
der the rule. 


Mr. McRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 11806) to settle certain aecounts 
between the United States and the State of Arkansas. 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I call for the reading of the biil. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to Rule 
XXI, clause 1, which provides that— 

Every bill and joint resolution shall receive three readings before its passage, 
which shall be as follows: The first and second readings by title on introduc- 
tion for refeyence, or, being original bills, on report from committees for com- 
mitment, except when the second reading in full shall be demanded by a member: 

, That original bills on being reported by unanimous consent for pres- 
ent consideration shall be read the first time in full; the second and third time 
by title, unless the third reading in full shall be demanded by a member. 


















































































































































2G4 CONGRESSIONAL 


{t seems to me that the portion of the rule which authorizes or re- 
quires the second reading of a bill in full on the demand of a member 
applies to original bills, or to reports from committees for commitment. 





It frequently happens that a subject is referred to a committee to be 
reported upon by bill or otherwise. Then, again, it sometimes hap- 
pens that several bills on the same subject are referred to a committee, 
and the committee report a substitute for the original bills, which sub- 
stitute is itselfa new bill which has never theretofore been before the 
House. Now, having reached that stage, one member may call for the 
reading of the bill, and that is the meaning of the rule; but it can 


hardly be held that any member has a right to call for the reading of 
a bill when it is merely introduced for reference to a committee. If 
that were so, then, by the action of any one member, the power of the 
Hense te procure legislation might be entirely destroyed. Under this 
order of business he could prevent the consideration of any business or 
the introduction of any bills, other than his own. A member, when 
his State was called, might introduce a bill, or a number of bills in suc- 
cession, and, by demanding their’ reading, prevent any one else from 
introducing a bill, and that might be kept up all through the session, 
and the House would be powerless to do business. Itseems to me that 
our rules should receive a reasonable construction, and that that con- 
struction should be in the interest of the transaction of business and 
not such as to make them an impediment to the transaction of business. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, lam somewhat surprised at the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], although 
he did not say that he rose to a point of order, but simply called the 
attention of the Chair to the provisionsof Rule XXI, which provides: 

1, Every bill and joint resolution shall receive three readings before its pas- 
eage, which shall be as follows: The first and second readings by title on intro- 
duction for reference, or, being original bills, on report from committees for 
commitment, except when the second reading in full shall be demanded by a 
member: Provided, That original bills on being reported by unanimousconsent 
for present consideration shall be read the first time in full; the second and 
Geet Gane by title, unless the third reading in full shall be demanded by a 
mmem ber. 

The Speaker will observe that it is provided by the rule that origi- 
nal_bills, on being reported by unanimous consent for consideration, 
shall be read the firsttime in full. The proviso to therule seems tocover 
the action of the Chair on this point of order, and to imperatively re- 
quire the reading of a bill on the demand of a member. A proviso is 
in the nature of an exception to a general rule. Had there been no 
proviso, still it might very well have been said that the rule itse.f 
should require that a bill should be read, because the rule provides 
that every bill and joint resolution shall receive three readings before 
its passage, ‘‘ which shall be as follows,’’ and then it prescribes the 
order in which they shall come. Then comes this proviso: 

Provided, That original billa, on being reported by unanimous consent for 
present consideration, shall be read the first time in full; the second and third 
time by title, unless the third reading in ful! shall be demanded by a mensber. 

Now, this bill is introduced for consideration, and it is the right of 
the House to be instructed as to the character of the proposed legisla- 
tion, and any member has a right to require the reading of the bill in 
order that the House, as well as the member who calls for the reading, 
may be informed in advance of the character of the legislation that is 
proposed; for it may he, Mr. Speaker, thata member of the Housemay 
desire to combat a bill in the committee to which it is referred; itmay 
be that a member does not desirea favorable report upon a bill; it may 
be that he desires to appear before the committee for the pu of 
urging either that there shall be an unfavorable pee or that bill 
shall be reported with certain amendments which he may suggest. 

In addition to that, it is sometimes difficult for the House and difii- 
cult for the Speaker himself to determine the question of reference, and 
if a question should arise as to the committee towhich a bill should be 
referred and the Speaker was doubtful about it and referred it to the 
House, no member would be prepared to vote Se or to say to 
what committee the bill should be referred unless, by the reading of 
it, he had obtained knowledge of its subject-matter and of the legisla- 
tion which it proposed, whether original or amendatory of existing law. 
This rule requires that every bill and joint resolution shall receive three 
readings. Whatdoes that mean? It means thaton the first introduc- 
tion of a bill any member shall have the right to have it read in order 
that he may become possessed and the House may become possessed 
ef its character and of the legislation init. And, sir, the rule 
is a very salutary one, for the reason that much of the hasty legislation 
which passes Congress gets through here in consequence of the fact that 
bills are introduced and referred to committees and gravely considered 
by those committees and by their subcommittees and brought back to 
the House before most of the members of the House have learned any- 
thing about their character or provisions. 

Generally speaking, the House has, and justly has, very great regard 
for the reports of its committees, because it presumes that every com- 
mittee to whom a measure is intrusted will properly investigate the 
subject and will report the bill either favorably or unfavorably, as ought 
to be done by a committee looking to the legislative interests of the whole 
country. Therefore it is that occasionally unwise will creep 
through the two Houses of Congress on account of the favordble 
of committees, or good legislation, in regard te the merits of which the 
House is profoundly ignorant, will fail by reason of the unfavorableac- 
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tion of committees; and this ignorance of the House in regard to meas- 
ures which are to come before it for consideration may be facilitated if 
the ruling insisted upon by the gentleman from Dlinois besustained and 
the Chair should decide that a bill when introduced for the first time 
for reference can beread only by its title. In addition to thatit might 
be possible that in particular cases the House, if informed in regard to 
the character of a measure, might desire to adopt the most prompt and 
effective parliamentary methods in order to insure its defeat; we might 
vote to reject a bill upon its first reading, thus waiving the necessity 
of reference to a committee and investigation by such committee. We 
might desire to consider and dispose ofa bill at once by striking out the 
enacting clause or by any other prompt and decisive method by which 
bills may be summarily disposed of. Hence I insist that this bill and 
all others, when primarily introduced, should be read for the informa- 
tion of the House in order that we may understand the character of 
the legislation which any Representative or Delegate is insisting upon. 
. We are now just beginning the callof States for the introduction of 
bills and resolutions. A Representative from the State of Arkansas in- 
troduces a bill. Ido not know from the title its purport orobject. It 
may be possible that, with a proper understanding of its provisions, I 
might desire to have them extended to the State of Mississippi, and 
might wish to go before the committee for the purpose of asking an 
amendment of that character. Other members might desire to advo- 
cate similar amendments before the committee. ‘Therefore we have a 
right to ask that bills when first introduced be read for the general 
information of the House and the Speaker, so that it may be ascer- 
tained where the bill should be referred, so that we may know the 
subject-matter of the bill, that the attention of members may be 
drawn to the class of legislation contemplated. 

‘There is too much reliance upon committees in to the’ 
investigation of matters of this sort. While I have no doubt that our 
committees perform their duties to the extent of their ability and in- 
form themselves thoroughly in regard to the measures referred to them, 
yet it may be that in some cases no one outside of the committee has 
such information. A bill remains in the keeping of a committee until 
they choose to make a report on the subject. Now, it may be I might 
desire to insist that the committee to which a particular billis reterred 
should make report upon it; and the information pane me to take 
this course might be optained from the full reading of the bill at the 
time of its introduction. I submit, therefore, there are many reasons 
why a bill when originally introduced should be read for the informa- 
tion of the House and in order to enlighten the mind of the Speaker 
as to the proper reference. 

The SPEAKER. When this question was first presented the Chair 
was inclined to take the view urged by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]; but upon a more i the rule theChair 
is satisfied that the exception at the end of the applies to both 
classes of billspreviously mentioned; in other words, that the true con- 
struction is that bills shall be read a first and second time by their 
titles, whether introdueed by a member for reference or reported as orig- 
inal bills from committees, t when the readingin full is demanded 

a member of the House. en this demand is made, the Chair 
thinks the bill must be read in full, because the House may be called 
upon to vote on the question of the proper reference. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill (H. R. 11806), intreduced by Mr. McRaB, to settle certain 
aomate between the United States and the State of Arkansas was read 
in 

The bill having been read a first and second time was referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. BARNES. I introduce the bill which I send tothe desk and 
ask to have it read. 

The bill was read by its title, as follows: 

A bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through the United States. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I object to the ing of this bill, which, I un- 
derstand, is a bill already pending in the House, having been referred 


to one of i 
Mr. BARNES. This isa bill which was originally introduced in the 
Forty-ninth Congress; and I do not understand that it is pending in 
Mr. of New York. LI.rise to a question of information. 


How can we know that this bill is pending in the House unless it be 
read? It must be read in order to ascertain whether itis identical with 
any other bill now pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCrEARY). The bill sent up by 
the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr, sinemeninngeess tebe a, Ul. waich 
was introduced in the Forty-ninth Congress. present occupant of 
the chair has no information whether any similar bill has been intro- 
duced in the present Congress, or what action may have been taken 
upon it, ; 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I know-of no such bill introduced in 
ea 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the gen- 
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tleman from Georgia has the right to introduce this bill and to have it 


read. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Inasmuch as under the ruling of the Chair, which 
requires, upon the demand of any member, the reading of all these bills, 
it will be absolutely impossible for any other business to be done to- 
day unless some arrangement be made, I ask unanimous consent that 
the rule providing that this shall be a day for suspension of the rales 
be suspended, so that the House may go on with its regular business, 
the same as on any other day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I donot think the House should cease to do busi- 
ness because one member chooses to take up the time to have read a 
bill which has been offered, not for the purpose of consideration, but 
merely to consume the time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ishall insist onthe regularorder. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Georgia whether he understands as matters stand we can 
net do any business in the House to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. DUNHAM. If this is suspended we can go on with the busi- 
ness as on any other day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think I can answer the gentleman. The gen- 
tleman from ia intends to consume the time of the House to-day 
in order to prevent the members getting to the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iam not doing anything of that sort. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; not thegentleman from Illinois, but the gen- 
tleman from Georgia who asks for the reading of this billis. He is 

ing to filibuster away the time of the House to prevent the 
Oklahoma bill being taken up for consideration and action. 

Mr. KILGORE. I rise for the purpose of making a privileged mo- 

tion. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 66. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will now proceed to read the 


The Clerk with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WARNEK (interrupting). I wish, for the purpose of expediting 
legislation, to make this statement—-— 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam unable to hear what the gentleman from Mis- 
souri says. 

Mr. WARNER. The will in a moment. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well, then. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, the eyparent if not the evident pur- 
pose of members in demanding the icading of these bills—to deter- 
mine, as stated by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HookEr], to 
what committee they may be referred, and in order that the minds of 
members may be informed as to the character of the legislation pro- 

— is to defeat the consideration of the Oklahoma bill. For ene, sir, 
believe that there is no more important piece of legislation before 
this House than the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER protempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Mississippi rise? 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. The from Missouri has no right to inter- 
rupt the ere of the bill, which has been decided to be in order. 

wa R pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
object 

Mr. WARNER. I have a proposition to make, and wish merely to 
preface it with a few remarks. 

Mr. HOOKER. [ rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. I want but a moment. 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman is allowed to proceed, then I wish 
to have an opportunity to reply to him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi has 
= that he rese to make a point of order. He will state his point ot 
order. 

Mr. HOOKER. My point of order is, Mr. Speaker, that the gentle- 
man from Missouri is interrupting the call of States for the purpose ot 
making a speech in favor of a bill pending before the House; and with 
all respect to the gentleman I insist that he is out of order. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to reply to the point of order of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. I en my remarks might be as 
entertaining and as instructive would take no more time than 
rr ore hehe naps. oe ee the time 
1s purpose gentleman. ought perhaps point of order 
would not be raised. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say that 
I ask by unanimous rather than stand in the way of the legis- 


lation of the House, and I ask as one of the friends of that measure, 
the Oklahoma bill, that it be temporarily laid aside in order that we 
may proceed with the other business of the House, not to lose its place 
on the Calendar. 





Mr. HOOKER. Should it not be laid aside indefinitely? 

Mr. WARNER. I have no doubt the gentleman from Mississippi 
would like to see that done. I have no doubt, too, many of the per- 
sons interested in the cattle syndicates would also like to see that done. 

Mr. HOOKER. Could notthe gentleman say something now in favor 
of the homeless and the landless? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let me inquire of the gentleman from 
Missouri whether he makes this request for unanimous consent with a 
purpose later in the day to call up the Oklahoma bill? 

Mr. WARNER. No, it is not my purpose later in the day, I will 
say to my learned friend from New York, to call up the Oklahoma bill 
today. I know gentlemen desire to offer other bills, and I do not de- 
sire to deceive gentlemen in their innocence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man from Georgia demanded, as he had a right to demand, the reading 
of the bill, and until that demand is withdrawn only the reading of 
the bill is in order. 

Mr. WARNER. But I hope the gentleman from Georgia will accept 
the suggestion I have made. 

Mr. BARNES. With the understanding—— 

Mr. BLAND. We had better have the regular order. * 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not in- 
sist upon that'demand. It means that we will do nothing to-day. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, we will strike something else further along, 
and I think we had just as well get on with what we are doing now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, I think weecan arrange this. 

Mr. BARNES. With the understanding that the Oklahoma bill will 
not be taken up to-day, I am willing to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will give my assurance as far as. I can, and the 
assurance of the gentleman from Missouri as faras hecan, that the Okla- 
homa bill will not be taken up to-day. 

Mr. WARNER. I will certainly give mine. 

Mr. BARNES. If it is understood, with the unanimous consent of 
the House, that the Oklahoma bill will not be taken up to-day, I will 
withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House can. 

Mr. WARNER. I will say to the gentleman that I have the sub- 
stitute bill in my possession, and that it will not be offered to-day. 

Mr. BARNES. How about the other bill? 

Mr. WARNER. No other bill on the subject of Oklahoma will be 
offered for consideration to-day. 

Mr. BARNES. Then I withdraw tbe bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is withdrawn. 


REPORT OF THE HEALTH OFFICER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 241) author- 
izing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report. of the health 
officer of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO RULE XXI. 

Mr. SPRINGER also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That clause 1 of Rule XXI be amended by adding thereto the follow- 
ing proviso: 

* Provided, That this order of business shall not extend beyond one hour on 
each Monday, except by unanimous consent.”’ 

MORANT CAY ISLANDS, 

Mr.SPRINGER also introduced the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, requested to furnish, 
for the information of this Heuse, a copy of all declarations, memorials, letters, 
papers, and other documents on file in his Department in relation to the islands 
known as the Morant Cays, in the Caribbean Sea, panes to the United 
States, and especially all such declarations, memorials, letters, papers, and as- 
signuments as may have been filed in the Department of State by James W. 
Jewett, Prudencio de Murziundo, and Ward H. Lamon since January, i866, 
and including a copy of any diplomatic correspondence in caletamtpentibusls 
between the Government of the United States and that of Her Britannic a 


esty which, in the judgment of the Secretary of State, may be made public 
without detriment to the public service. 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr, LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 11807) granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors and widows of soldiers and sailors over fifty years 
of age; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iintroduced asimilar bill to this one week ago, but 
the demand has been so general to change from sixty years to fifty years 
that I have thought it better to introduce a new bill on that subject 
fixing those years. 


The Chair is unable to give unanimous 


GRAND JURIES, ALASKA. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 11808) to provide for grand 
juries in the United States district court in and for the district of 
Alaska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ARKANSAS CITY, KANS. 
Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 11809) to construct a public 





296 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





DECEMBER 17, 





building at Arkansas City, Kans., and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time. referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


_ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The State of Kansas was called. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a state- 
ment, with the consent of the House. I have consulted with the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, having in charge the 
Pacific funding bill, and had an understanding from him that he would 
not to-day call up for suspension of the rules that bill; and I wish now 
to have the understanding of the House, he not being in his seat, the 
only reason for this being—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What is the statement of the gentleman ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I did not observe that the chairman 
of the committee was in the Hall. I desire to have an understanding 
that the Pacific funding bill will not be called up to-day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, That is what I agreed, that I would not call 
up the funding bill to-day; but, the gentleman will remember, I stated 
at the same time that I intended at all times to use all the exertions 
in my power to have a day fixed for its consideration. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But the understanding was that there 
would be no motion to suspend the rules to-day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Not, as I have said, to suspend the rules and 

ss the bill; but as to fixing the time for the considerativn of the bill, 

do not yield that privilege to anybody. 
of the committee to make every effort to have it considered by the 
House, and I do not intend to be precluded from that privilege at any 
and all times. I have agreed with the gentleman simply that I will 
not endeavor to take up the bill to-day and pass it under a suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. With that understanding I will not 
introduce the bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore called the State of Kentucky. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. One word, Mr. Speaker. I perhaps 
did not hear what the gentleman from Ohio said, it has been suggested 
tome. Do I understand him to say that he would offer to-day a reso- 
lution te suspend the rules and fix a day? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make no in with you, or any other 
member, as to when I will offer a resolution to fix a day for the con- 
sideration of the bill. But, as I have said, I will not attempt to-day 
to take up the bill and have it passed under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Let him introduce his bill if he wants 
to. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. I now introduce the bill—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The point of order I make 
is, that the State of Kansas has been called and passed, and the State 
of Kentucky called; therefore the bill can only be introduced by unan- 
imous consent after the call of the States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Kentucky had sent his bill 
up to the Clerk. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The bill had not been sent up. 

Mr. SPRINGER, The title of the bill of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] had been read by the Clerk, the State of 
Kansas having been d. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Oh, I understand. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to state to the Chair that I 
waived my right because of misapprehension. I was advised at the 
time by some gentlemen of my misunderstanding of what the gentle- 
man from Ohio had said, and I presume that as a matter of right and 
courtesy the point of order will not be pressed against my right to in- 
troduce the bill under these circumstances. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas addressed 
the Chair, and then turned and addressed the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] and yielded the floor. After that the Chair called for the 
introduction of bills and resolutions from Kansas, and no one responded. 
The Chair then called Kentucky, and the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] sent upabi!l. The gentleman from Kansas had 
yielded the floor, and the Chair having called the State of Kentucky 
can not now go back in the call of States except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I ask unanimous consent to in- 
troduce a bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object. 

ZOOLOGICAL PARK, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title of the 
bill offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11810) for the establishment of a zoological park in the District of 
Columbia. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I ask for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read at length. 


The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed, 





It is my duty as chairman’ 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, also introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 242) for the amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States in regard to polygamy and polygamous association or cohabita- 
tion between the sexes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iask that that be inserted in 
the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the proposed amendment to the Constitution 
be inserted inthe Recorp. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BREWER. Is the gentleman referring to the bill which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ? 
There was a bill of that kind which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. We have a precisely similar bill now before the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the joint resolution in regard to an amend- 
ment of the Constitution be printed in the Recorp, Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Joint resolution for the amendment of the Constitution of the United States in 


regard to polygamy or polygamous association or cohabitation between the 
sexes. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of A 
Congress assembled (two-third: 


mer- 
ica in sof each House conckrring therein), That it is 
deemed necessary by the two Houses of Congress to propose an amendment to 
the Constitution, which shall be valid to all intents and p as part of the 


urposes 
Constitution when ratified, as roposed, by the Legislatures of three- 
fourths of the several States, the amendment hereby proposed to be numbered 
and vo read as follows, to wit: 

“ARTICLE XVI. 


“Secrion 1, The marriage relation, by contract or in fact, between one per- 
- of either — oe a than one — of the other = shall 7 Seen 
ygamy. Neither polygamy nor any polygamous association or co! on 
Snecoen the sexes shall exist or be lawful in any place within the jurisdiction 
of the United States or of any State. 

**Sec. 2. The United States shall not, nor shall any State, make or enforce any 
law which shall allow poly; y or any polygamous association or cohabita- 
tion between the sexes, but the nited States and every State shall prohibit the 
same by law within their respective jurisdictions, 

“Sec. 3. The judicial power of the United States shall extend to the prosecu- 
tion of the crimes of polygamy and of a pol us association or cohabita- 
tion between the sexes under this article; and Congress shall have power to 
declare by law the punishment therefor. 

“Sec. 4, Nothing in the Constitution or in this article shall be construed to 


ing 
deny to any State the exclusive power, subject to the provisions of article, 
and divorce within its juris- 


to make and enforce all laws concerning 
a: et to vest in the United States any power respecting the same within 
any y 


MADAGASCAR. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a resolution requesting the President 
to communicate to the House of Representatives any recent informa- 
tion in the Department of State relating to affairsin Madagascar; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Let that be read. 

The resolution was read. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES OF JAMES K. EDWARDS, ETC. 


Mr. BLANCHARD introduced the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Re tatives be authorized and 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to the widow of James 
K. Edwards, Siconned (late one of the Official rters of the House), the ex- 
penses of his last illness and funeral, not to the sum of $500, and a further 
sum equal to six months of the salary which said Ed 


wards was receiving at the 
time of his death. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDINGS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, introduced the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That January 15, 1889, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
be set apart for the consideration of H. R. 3319, entitled ‘‘A bill to provide for 
post-office buildings.” 

Mr. ANDERSON (for Mr. CATCHINGS) (by request) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 11811) to amend an act to incorporate the Georgetown and Ten- 
nallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia, which was 
received by the President August 10, and became a law without hisa 
proval; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Co: t- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let that be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr.STOCKDALE, I ask to have the bill which I send tothe Clerk’s 
desk recommitted to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order now. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I ask unanimous consent that it be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man on the close of the call of States and Territories. 

SUPREME COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Iask unanimous consent, as the State of Mary- 


land was bere aalguel ” ta thee ehpectien? 
The SPEAKER tempore. there on 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not object. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11812) to invest the supre 
with jurisdiction over real estate of infants and lunatics in said District, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I consented that it should be introduced for 
reference only; not that it should be made an instrument of filibus- 
tering, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Whenever an attempt is made to 
lend $60,000,000 at 3 per cent. to a rich railroad company the gentle- 
man from Kansas will filibuster. ; 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF PAY OF HOUSE MESSENGERS. 

Mr. McKINNEY introduced a resolution providing for the equali- 
zation of the pay of messengers of the House of Representatives; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, demanded the reading of the resolu- 
tion, and it was read at length. 

ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. BUCHANAN offered the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Wednesday, December 19, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, be set apart for the consideration of Senate bill No. 405, an act provid- 
ing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, etc., under the eight-hour law. 


TARIFF. 

Mr. FITCH introduced a bill (H. R. 11813) to modify existing laws 
relating to duties on imports and the collection of revenue; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask that that bill be read. 

The bill was read. 

SECTIONS 5390 AND 5447, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. FARQUHAR introduced a bill (H. R. 11814) to further amend 
sections 5390 and 5447 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, demanded the reading of the bill, and it 
was read in full. 


TARIFF AND INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr, Speaker, I desire to introduce a bill. I intro- 
duce it by request, and do not wish to be regarded as obliged to sup- 
ae a single provision contained in it, but when it comes before us 

I will then give its provisions fair consideration. : 
‘ ee OUTHWAITE. In other words, the gentleman means to fili- 
aster. 
Mr.SPINOLA. Ido not know aboutthat, but I mean that they shall 
not get “p the Nicaragua Canal bill to-day. 

The bill introduced by Mr. SprINoLA was read by title, as follows: 
“‘A bill to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in connection with 
the revenue.”’ 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let that bill be read. 

a Sonia at span 

, . r " esire to know how man es 
there are in that bill. — 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Regular order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House de now adjourn. 

Mr. GROUT. Before that motion is put I wish to make a 
I have here a bill which is nota filibustering bill at all, which I 
like to introduce for reference. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I yield for that purpose, . 

TO MAKE POSTMASTERS ELECTIVE. 

Mr, GROUT. This is a bill which I introduce in good faith and de- 
sire to have referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
in the hope that it may be reported to the House at the present session. 

The bill H. R. 11815, a bill to enable the people to name their post- 
not oe read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce a joint resolution for 
reference to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Pres SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
y : 

Mr. DUNHAM. I withdraw the motion temporarily to allow bills 
to be introduced that really mean business. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I ask for the regular order. 

BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolu- 
tion for reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may send it up and it 
will be read by title, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 


quest. 
ould 





The resolution was read as follows, and was referred to the Commit- 


me court of the District of Columbia | tee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the 16th and 17th days of January, 1889, be set apart for the con- 
sideration of measures reported by the committee from the Judiciary, in sucly 
order as may be presented by said committee; this order, however, not to ine 
terfere with appropriation and revenue bills. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
understood the gentleman from New York [Mr. SprnoA], afew mo- 
ments ago, when his State was called, to send to the Speaker’s desk a 
bill the reading of which has been demanded. That bill is now in the 
hands of the Clerk, and I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana demands 
the regular order; which amounts to an objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 53, noes 42. 

Mr. JACKSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
43, nays 134, not voting 146; as follows: 


YEAS—43, 

Anderson, Ill. Dunham, Lanham, Rowland, 
Anderson, Kans. Ford, Mansur, Snyder, 
Biggs, Gaines, Martin, Stockdale, 
Bland, Gallinger, McKinney, Tillman, 
Boothman, G n, Moore, Turner, Kans, 
Cariton, Grimes, Neal, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hare, Perry Vandever, 
Cheadle Haugen, Phelan, Wade, 
Cox, Howard, Phelps, Walker, 
Culberson, Kilgore, Pidcock, Woodburn, 
Cummings, Landes, Rogers, 

NAYS—134, 
Abbott, Cowles, Hopkins, Il. Richardson, 
Adams, Crouse, Hopkins, Va. Robertson, 
Allen, Mich, Cutcheon, Jackson, Rockwell, 
Arnold, Darlington, Kean, Romeis, 
Atkinson, Davidson, Fla, Kennedy, Rowell, 
Baker, N. Y. Davis, Kerr, Ryan, 
Baker, Il. De Lano, Ketcham, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Laidlaw, Scull, 
Bingham, Dockery, Lodge, Smith 
Blanchard, Dorsey, Lyman, Sowden, 
Blount, Dunn,! ason, Spinola, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, McComas, Spooner, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Enloe McCreary, Springer, 
Brewer, Farquhar, McCullogh, Steele, 
Browne,T.H.B,, Va. Finley, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Browne, Ind, Foran, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, Ohio French, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Buchanan, Funston, McShane, Struble, 
Burrows, Gear, Moffitt, Taylor,E. B., Ohie 
Butler, Gest, Montgomery, Taylor, J. D.,Ohie 
Butterworth, Glass, Morrill, Thomas, II. 
Bynum, Grout, Morrow, Thomas, Wis. 
Saees, F.,N.Y. Hall Nelson, Townshend, 
Candler, Hatch, O’Donnell, ‘ance, 
Cannon, Hayden, O’ Ferrall Weaver, 
Caswell, Hayes, O'Neall, Ind. Weber, 
Catchings, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. Wheeler 
Chipman, Henderson, Ill, 0’ Neill, Mo. White, N. Y. 
Clardy, ermann Outhwaite, Wickham, 
Clark, Hiestand, Peel, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clements, Hires, Penington, Wise 
Cobb, Hitt, Perkins, Yardley. 
Cogswell, Holman, Peters, 
Conger, Holmes, Reed, 

NOT VOTING—I14, 

Allen, Mass, Dargan, Johnston, Ind. Norwood, 
Allen, Miss. Davenport, Johnston, N. C, Nutting, 
Anderson,Iowa Davidson, Ala, Jones, Oates, 
Anderson, Miss. Dingley, Kelley, Osborne, 
Bacon, Dougherty, Laffoon, Owen, 
Barnes, Ermentrout, La Follette, Parker, 
Barry, Felton, Lagan, Patton, 
Bayne, Fisher, Laird, Payson, 
Belden, Fitch, Lane, Plumb, 
Bliss, . Latham, Post, 
Bound Forney, Lawler, ley, 
Boutelle, Fuller, Lee, Randall, 
Bowden, y, Lehlbach, Rayner, 
Bowen, Glover, Lind, Rice, 
Brower, off, Long, Russell, Conn, 
Brown, J. R.,Va. Granger, Lynch, Russell, Mass, 
Brumm, Greenman, acdonald, Rusk, 
Bryce, Grosvenor, Maffett, Sawyer, 
Buckalew, Guenther, Mahoney, t, 
Bunnell, Harmer, Maish, Seney, 
Burnes, eard, Matson, Seymour, 
Burnett, Hemphill, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Campbell, Ohio Henderson, N,OC,. McClammy, Sherman, 
Campbell,T.J.,N. Y. Herbert, McCormick, Shively, 
Cockran, Hogg, McKenna, Simmons, 
Collins, Hooker, Merriman, Stahlnecker, 
Compton, Hopkins, N.Y, Milliken, Stewart, Ga. 
Cooper, Houk, Mills, Stewart, Vt. 
Cothran, Hovey, Morgan, Stone, Mo 
Crain, Hudd, Morse, ymes, 
Crisp, Hunter, Newton, ‘Tarsney, 
Dalzell, Hutton, Nichols, Taulbee, 
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Thomas, Ky. Washington, Whitthorne, Wilson, Minn. 
Thompson, Ohio West, Wilber, Yoder, 
Thompson, Cal. White, Ind. Wilkins, Yost. 

Tracey, Whiting, Mich. Wilkinson, 

Warner, Whiting, Mass. Williams, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. McKINNEY. I move that the reading of the names be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the vote. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the remainder of 
the day: 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BouTELLE. 

Mr. CoTHRAN with Mr. Hovuk. 

Mr, HenpeErRson, of North Carolina, with Mr. Nicmors. 

Mr. WiILkins with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FULLER, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. CoTHRAN, for ten days. 

WITHDRAWAL OF BILL. 


Mr. SPINOLA. The bill which I introduced by request I now de- 
sire to withdraw from further consideration. 


CLERK OF COMMITTEE ON ELEVENTH CENSUS, 


Mr. COX introduced the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Accounts: 





Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be, and they are hereby, in- 
structed to report an amendment to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- | 
aece lation bill previding for the payment of the clerk of the Committce on the 
Sleventh Census from the 4th day of March, 1889, to June 30, 1890, at the rate | 
now provided by existing law. 
REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAX, ETC. 

Mr. COWLES introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

Reaolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be instructed to report at 
an early day a separate bill making provision for the repeal of the tobacco tax, 
the retail license tax on dealers in spirituous liquors, and the other internal- 
revenue provisions of House bill No, 9051, known as “the Mills bill;” so that 
the same may be acted upon asa distinet proposition. 


DISPUTED LAND-PATENTS, ETC., IN OREGON. 


Mr. HERMANN introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested toinform the 
House what action, ifany, has been taken by him in the matter of the cancel- 
lation or annulment of patents and lists of selections of lands heretofore granted 
by Congress and now claimed by The Dalles Military Wagon-Road Gompany in 
the State of Oregon, and whether any portion of said lands have been restored 
to the public domain for settlement. 

SCHOOL LANDS, ETC., IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mi. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 11816) to provide for the 
appropriation and valuation of land required for school and other pur- 
poses in the District of Colambia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on the Districtof Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SQUARE SOUTH OF SQUARE 1092, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. ATKINSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 11817) 
vesting in the vestry of Christ Church, Washingten parish, District 
of Columbia, all of the right, title, and interest of the United Statesof 
America in and to square south of square 1092, in the city of Washing- 
ton, D.C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


SENSOR MEDICAL DIRECTORS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 11818) for 
the relief of senior medical directers on the retired-list of the Navy; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Aflairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYES IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 11819) for the relief of re 
and late employés in the Post-Office Department; which was a 
first and second time, referred to the Committeeon the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS ON PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. LANHAM submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the 1ith and 18th days of January, 1889, after the morning hour. 
be set apart for the consideration of Senate bills on the Private Calendar of 
the liouse, except pension bills, the consideration of which is already provided 
for at the Friday evening sessiczs, 


JUDICIARY COMMITTEE BUSINESS. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the 16th and 17th days of January, 1889, be set a for the 
consideration of measures reported om the Committee on the Judiciary in 
such order a8 may be presented by said committee; this order, however, not 
to interfere with appropriation and revenue bills, 


| 


REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAX, 


Mr. GAINES submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be instructed to report to 
this House oneof the many bills already introduced for the repeal of the tax on 


tobacco. 
LEWIS AND CLARKE EXPLORATIONS, ETC. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, presented the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), ‘That ——copies 
of the message of the President communicating discoveries made in exploring 
the Missouri, Red River,and Washita, by ns Lewis and Clarke, Dr. Sibley, 
and Mr. Dunbar, 1806, be printed for use of Fiftieth Congress, together with 
a map showing the country trave by them as itis now known, upon 
which shall be traced a clear and distinct line showing the route followed by 
the explorers, Lewis and Clarke, ete. 


LINCOLN LAND DISTRICT, NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 11820) to create the Lincoln 
land district in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SIOUX RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 


Mr. PEEL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 11821) to open and 


| divide the great Sioux reservation in Dakotainto smaller reservations, 


and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


UNAVAILABLE AND WORTHLESS ACOOUNTS. 


Mr.WHITE, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 11822) directing 
the Treasurer of the United States to charge off certain unavailable 
and worthless accounts now standing on the books of the United States 
Treasury as cash balances, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ORDER OF AMERICA. 


Mr. WHEELER. I ask, by request, to introduce a bill to 
rate the Military Order of America, and to have printed in the Recorp 
the petition which accompanies the bill. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It is a private bill and will be referred, 
together with the petition, through the box. 


OKLAHOMA BILL. 


Mr. WARNER. I wish, in order that the Journal may be made up 
correctly, to state that in allowing the Oklahoma bill to go over it is 
with the understanding that it shall not lose any of its rights upon the 
Calendar; in other words, that it shall go over without prejudice and 
occupy its proper place upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understands. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL, 


The SPEAKER pro . The call of States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and resolutions is now concluded. The Clerk 
will read the bill coming ever from the last suspension day, the motion 
being to suspend the rales and pass the bill with the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. Itis next 
in order when the consideration of the same class of business has been 
resumed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i * for the of asite for 
Be ee 


Be it enacted, eic., That the amount heretofore fixed as a limit of the cost for 
the purchase of asite fora building fora flice, court-house, and other offices 
by the United States Government in Francisco, Cal., be, and the same is 
hereby, increased to $850,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as a limit of cost for 
the purchase of a site at voluntary sale or by 


on, 

Sxc, 2. That the commissioners and officersof the United States Government 
heaviag Satan oF the purchase of a site are authorized and required to be gov- 
erned by the limitation hereby prescribed. 

Mr. MORROW. I ask that the amendment of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the seventh line strike out “eight” and insert “six;" so it will read 
** $650,000" imstead of “*$850,000.”” 

Mr. MORROW. When this bill was before the House on a previous 
occasion the hour for adjournment.arrived while the question was pend- 
ing on a demand for a second. I now ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules fifteen minutes’ de- 
bate will be allowed on each side. 

Mr. MORROW. I will only say, Mr. , in behalf of the bill 
now before the House, that the purport of it issimply to increase the ap- 
propriation for the post-office at San Francisco by the amount of $300, - 
0ov. Under the act of March 3, 1887, an appropriation was made of 
$350,000, and a commission, a. three persons, was authorized 
to be appointed by the Secretary of Treasury to make a selection 
of a suitable site. 

That commission was duly appointed, and proceeded under the law 
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te perform the duty. They have found several sites that they deem 
of value for the purpose of erecting this post-office upon in San Fran- 
cisco, and have so reported to the Secretary ofthe Treasury. TheSecre- 
tary has made his report to this House, first sending in the report of 
the commission and seeondly the report of the Department concerning 
the necessity for the erection of a post-office there. : . 

The amount of $300,000 additional, proposed to be appropriated, is 
deemed by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to be suf- 
ficient, although not what was recommended by the commission, and 
the Senate bill provided for an increase of the appropriation of $500, - 
000. That bill has been amended in that particular so as to reduce 
the total to $650,000. 

I do not desire to detain the House further, but will reserve the re- 
mainder of my time, and will give way to any gentleman who desires 
te be heard in opposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to ask the gentleman from California 
as te the amount provided for by this bill, and the circumstances under 
which the limit ofthe appropriation heretofore made has been increased. 

Mr. MOKROW. The bill which passed the House in March, 1837, 
had been pending before Congress for about ten years. The original 
amount proposed was $700,000, but General Rosecrans, then the Rep- 
resentative from San Franciseo, deemed it advisable under all the cir- 
cumstances to provide an appropriation of $350,000, and in. the bill 
make provision also for the appointment ef a commission to ascertain 
what a suitable site would cost. That is to say, it was not intended 
or expected that the sum of $350,000 would be suflicient to purchase 
an available site in the city ef San Francisco at the time when that 
bill passed. When I came to Congress, in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
I found that the $350,000 bill had passed the Senate, and had at one 
time been considered by the House, but for some reason—because of 
technical proceedings im the last few days of the session—it did not 
pass. I introduced the bill precisely as | found it, which was passed, 
and the commission has been appointed by the Treasury Department, 
three able gentlemen from California, who have given the subject con- 
sideration, and their report has been transmitted to this body throngh 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. MORROW. It must be remembered that we have no post-oflice 

ildi The post-office is now located in the basement of the cus- 
tom-house. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand this commission was appointed, and 
that they investigated the question of the purchase of a site? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir; and have made their report. 

Mr. KILGORE. This bill is to appropriate a sum to buy a site, 
such as has been recommended by the commission ? 

Mr. MORROW. Not quite. They recommend $500,000, but the 
committee cut down their recommendations to $300,000, making the 
total appropriation $650,000. 

Mr. WISE. I would like te say to the gentleman from Texas that 
Iam familiar with the facts myself, as my friend from California knows, 
and I think this bill onght.to pass. [Criesof ‘Vote! ‘*‘Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless some gentleman desires to be 
heard in opposition to the bill, the Chair will submit the question to 
the House. 

The motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill, with the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, was agreed to, more than two-thirds 
voting in favor thereof. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr, STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have a bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, where it properly belongs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S, 3612) donating condemned cannon and small-arms to Naval Post 400, 
Grand Army ef the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will be discharged from the further consid- 
— of this bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on Naval 

irs. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PEEL (when the Committee on Indian Affairs was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I would ask unanimous consent that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs be over in the call without prejudice. 

Mr. HO . lIask thesame favor in regard tothe Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

There was no objection, and the order in each case was made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that the same order be made with reference 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Reads. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ADMISSION OF CERTAIN TERRITORIES. 

Mr. SPRINGER (when the Committee on the Territories was called). 
By instruction of the Committee on the Territories, I offer the resolu- 
tion I send to the desk, and move to suspend the rules and pass it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be discharged from the further 








consideration of Senate bill numbered 185, being a bill to provide for the ad- 
mission of the State of South Dakota into the Union and for the organization 
of the Territory of North Dakota, and that said bill be made a special order to 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole immediately after 
the reading of the Journal on to-morrow, and from day to day until disposed 
of, with leave to offer as a substitute therefor House bill 8466; and that there- 
after other bills reported!from said committee shall be in order in the House in 
like manner until disposed of, to be considered in the order fixed by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution makes the bill a special order for 
to-morrow after the reading of the Journal, but to be considered from 
day to day until disposed of, so that I do not expect to call it up to- 
morrow. 

Mr. PINGLEY. Is this reported by the Committee on the Territo- 
ries? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. A matter which has been regularly referred to the 
committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the bill that may be offered as a sub- 
stitute? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whatis known asthe ‘‘omnibus bill,’’ embracing 
other Territories, Montana, Washington, and New Mexico. 

I will ask, as soon as that order is made, to print some amendments 
which I prepose to offer to the bill. 

The present proposition is to take up the question of South Dakota, 
with leave to offer the others as a substitute. I have submitted it to 
the Delegate from Dakota and he sees no objection. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I wish to add that so far as Dakota is concerned 
this resolution is proper, and I trust it will pass. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois if, in the 
amendment he proposes, there is not a provision to allow the people of 
the Territory te vete upon the question of division ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. It is a part of the proposition that 
Dakota can be divided if the people so desire. 

Mr.REED. There is a provision that after we get through with that 
the Committee on Territories may go on with all their other bills. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have other bills. If this bill should be voted 
down, there are mere bills making provision for the admission of the 
Territories. 

Mr. REED. Your resolution covers all possible business of the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We desireto have these bills considered, and they 
are all subject to the question of consideration. 

Mr. REED. I simply want to call attention to the fact that this 
thing is loaded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We want to dispose of this business before we 
clese, and therefore we ask that it shall cover all the bills. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, there are gentlemen here who did 
not understand the reading of the resolution, and I ask that it beagain 
read. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. PETERS. I suggest that that be amended so as to say ‘‘ other 
bills in relation to the admission of Territories. ’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. COX. Let the last clause be read as itis proposed to amend it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The last clause will read: ‘‘ That thereafter other bil!s in relation to the admis- 
sion of the Territories reported from the said committee shall be in orderin the 
House in like manner until disposed of, to be considered in the order fixed by 
the committee." 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempere. Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. REED. It is understood that all other legitimate amendments 
may be offered ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. It shall be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole, which will admit any proper amend- 
ment. I desire to say to the gentleman that opportunity will be given 
to test the sense of the House by yea-and-nay votes upon every sub- 
stantial proposition that the minority of the Committee on Territories 
desire to have a vote taken on. 

Mr. REED. Why, then, do youask for special leave to make the 

Shas 


su ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Because it wonld not be in order to make it un- 
less we did so. 

Mr. REED. Why do you not take up Dakota Territory separately 
and let us dispose of it at once? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a bill pending in the Committee on Ter- 
ritories in regard toSouth Dakota. It would not be in order to move 
an amendment to that, except as relating to Dakota, unless this ex- 
press leave shall be granted to embrace other Territories. 

Mr. REED. Why do you not take up South Dakota and pass that, 
and go on to the others? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will be a matter the House can determine, 
ifthe majority is in favor of doing so. 

Mr. REED. You can certainly ask unanimous consent. You want 
to go through the motion of attending to this Territorial business, and 
yet not attending to it at all, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I can not hear what the gentleman says. 

Mr. REED. I think you have got myidea. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not catch it unless I hear, and frequently I 
can not catch it after I hear. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that a second be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there is such 
confusion that I do not understand the whole terms of the resolu- 
tion. I therefore ask that it be reported again. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman who offered the resolution whether under that rule it will be 
in order for any other amendment concerning any other Territories than 
those contained in the House bill which was named? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iso understand—that the bill will be open for 
any proper amendments. It is with a view to having the subject so 
enlarged that amendments can come in regarding the other Territories, 
so that the House can have a yea-and-nay vote to settle every one of 
these propositions. I will ask when the bill is up for such a fair con- 
sideration of it and such votes upon it as will test and bring out an ex- 
pression of opinion in relation to every possible question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There was a doubt in my 
mind-—I do not profess to be a parliamentarian—whether under the 
terms of that resolution the offering of a substitute such as that House 
bill finally complied with its terms and excluded and exhausted all 
the terms of the order. If the constraction put upon it by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois be a true one, then I have no objection. 

Mr. COX. I would ask of the gentleman from Illinois this ques- 
tion—-— 

Mr. REED. Of course everybody knows what this is, It is an 
effort to appear to desire to admit the Territory, but to complicate it 
with other matters. It will be made to appear when it is before the 
House. 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman from Maine will be wrong in his 
conclusions as to that. I think it will be a patriotic matter with both 
parties, and that such amendments can be made that we can get the 
judgment of the best men of both sides of the House. 

Mr. REED. If it was in the hands of the gentleman from New York 
I beliove we could reach it fairly. 

Mr. COX. I thank the gentleman for his compliment; but I think 
it is in safe hands now. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from I)linois that the second shall be considered as ordered? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the second is ordered. 

The resolution was then agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent to have printed in bill 
form some amendments which I shall offer to this bill at the proper 
time. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COX. I suggest that there be included in that unanimous con- 
sent for the reprinting of the majority and minority reports on this 
subject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report onthe ‘‘omnibus bill’’ includes them 
all. It is House Report 1025. 


There was no objection to the request of Mr. Cox, and it was so 
ordered. 


no money hereby appropriated shall be expended for the uisition of the said 
ee, of = part thereof, until a valid title to the same s vested in 
ni es. 


Mr. BREWER. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds where this square is situated. 

Mr. DIBBLE. It is a square immediately west of and across the 
street from Judiciary Square. It embraces 75,000 square feet. It is 
bounded by Fifth and Sixth and Dand E streets. It wasagreed upon 
by a majority of the committee, after discussing all the sites suggested; 
and it is decidedly the cheapest suitable site for the purpose. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam not op to this bill, but in order to obtain 
an explanation of it I demand asecond. I do not, however, object to 
having a second considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
a second be considered as ordered ? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I believe there is about a million dol- 
lars involved in this bill, is there not? 

Mr. DIBBLE. The bill appropriates $430,000, if so much be neces- 
sary, for the purchase of this site. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. I shall have to object.. I think we have done 
enough to-day towards appropriating money. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The Chair will ap- 
point to act as tellers the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] and 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrBBLE]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that we shall waste the 
rest of the day upon this motion, and therefore I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The tellers took their places; and pending the count, 

Mr. SPRINGER withdrew the motion to adjourn. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 2. 

The SPEAKER protempore. On this motion the ayes are 80 and the 
noes are 2. The ayes have it—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the Chair that the rule ex- 
pressly provides that less than a quorum can not order a second. Ido 
not mean by this su ion to antagonize the motion of the gentleman 
from South Carolina | Mr. DrsBLE]; I simply desire that we shall ad- 
here to what I think has hitherto been the uniform ruling of the Speaker 
on this point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is made that no quorum hag 
voted, and the tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I make the pointof order that that motion is not in 
order when the House is dividing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that as the 
tellers had already reported before the motion to adjourn was made, the 
motion is in order. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and there were— 
ayes 70, noes 76. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Pending the question on ordering the yeas and nays, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the renort of the committee of conference on the disa- 

ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
th bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians, in the State of Minnesota. 


SITE FOR CITY POST-OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLouNT] demands the yeas and nays upon the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
57, nays 127, not voting 139; as follows: 


SITE FOR CITY POST-OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which 
I have sent to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 10406) for the purchase of square 489, in the city of Washington, 
as the site for the post-office, and other Government uses. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill for the purchase of square 489, in the city of Washington, as the site for 
the post-office, and other Government uses. 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ishereby, au- FEAS—0i. 
thorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condesn n, or nerwies pro- | Abbott, Crisp, Kilgore, Spinola, 
vide, square 489, in the city of Washington, in the District of Col as | Anderson, Il. Culberson, Landes, 
site for a city post-office, and for other Government uses. The said s' Kans. Dockery, Lane, Tex, 
not exceed in cost the sum of $430,000, and for the acquisition thereof the said | Atkinson, Dunn, Mansur, a 
sum of $430,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is by appropriated, | Bland, Enloe, Martin, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise Blount, Gest, McMillin, Stone, Ky, 

Sxc. 2. t in case the ny Se Treasury be unalte te guages Breckinridge, Ky. Gibson, Montgomery, Tillman, 
the whole of the said square he enter into a contract or of pur- | Bynum, Glass, Moore, Turner, Ga. 
chase with so many of the owners of parcels of the said square as are willing to ‘ Granger, Penington, Walker, 
dispose of the same, at such price or prices as he deoms reasonable, and as will | Carlton, Grimes, Phelan. Weaver, 
leave remaining an ample sum to meet the of acquiring the neta Hall Richardson, Whiting, Mich. 

reels by condemnation, within the limit of cost herein provided; and | Caswell, Hatch, Rogers, Wilson, Minn. 
mn each and every such contract of purchase there shall be inserted a proviso | Clements, Hayes, Rowland, 
that the same shall not be binding upon the United States unless a good and . Heard, Ryan, 
valid title to the whole of the real estate embraced in the said square shall be | Cowles, Holman, Sayers, 
eagsieed 7 the United States at a cost not exceeding the said sum of $430,000; 7 
he shall proceed to acquire the remaining by condemnation, in the NAYS—1 

supreme court of the D of Columbia, in the mode prescribed by an act of Baker, N. Y. Brown, 0. 
Congress entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the construction of a bu for the ac- | Allen, Mich. Baker, Brewer, Bro -B, Va 
co smodation of the Congressional Library.” approved April 15 and full | Anderson, ; »Va. 
jurisdiction in the premises is hereby vested in said court: Prov ed, That old, Ringham, Browne, Ind. 
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Butler, McAdoo, Smith, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Goff, McComas, Snyder, 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y.Grout. McCreary, ’ 
Cheadie, Guenther, McKenna, > 
Chipman, Ha ‘ McKinney, 
Cogswell, Hay: McRae, Ste 
Conger, Henderson,Iowa McShane, Struble, 
Crouse. Henderson, Ill. M : ae, 
Cummings, Herbert, Moff ulbee, 
tcheon, Hermann, M Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Dalzell, ires, Morrow, Thomas, Il 
Darlington, Hitt, Neal, Thomas, W: 
Davenport, olmes, Nelson, Tracey, 
Davidson, Fla. Hopkins, Il, Townshend, 
Davis, oO) Va. O'Donnell, ‘Turner, Kans. 
De Lano, Hopkins, N. Y. O’Ferrall, ade, 
Dibble, . O'Neill, Pa. Warner, 
Dingley, Johnston, Ind. O'Neill, Mo, Washin: ‘ 
Dorsey, Johnston, N.C. Osborne, Weber, 
Elliott, Kean, Outhwaite, Wheeler. 
Farquhar, Kennedy, Peel, White, N. Y, 
Felton, Kerr, Perkins, Wickham, 
Finley, Ke Pugsley, i 
Foran, Laidlaw, Reed, Wilson, W, Va. 
French, Lawler, Robertson, Wise, 
Funston, Lehl 1» Rome Yardley, 
ines, Lodge, Rowell, Yoder. 
Gallinger, Lyman, Sawyer, 
NOT VOTING—139, 
Allen, Mass. Crain, Lanham, Randal), 
Allen, Miss. pene Latham, Rayner, 
Anderson, Iowa Davidson, Ala, Lee, Rice, 
Bacon, 4 Lind, Rockwell, 
Bankhead, Long, Russell, Conn, 
Barnes, Ermentrout, Lynch, Russell, Mass, 
Barry, Fisher, Macdo Rusk, 
Belden, Fitch. Maffett, Scott, 
‘ Flood, Mahoney, Scull, 
Bianchard, Ford, Maish, Seney, 
Bliss, Forney, Mason, Seymour, 
Bound Fuller, Matson, Shaw, 
Boutelie, Gay, McClammy, Sherman, 
Bowden, Glover, MeCorm: Shively, 
wen, Greenman, McCull Simmons, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grosvenor, McKinley, StahInecker, 
wer, Hare, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 
aon Hemphill Mors: aan 
ryce em: . organ, ey. 
Buchanan, Hendeense, 3. ©. Morse, Taylor, B. B., Ohio 
Buckalew, Hiestand, Newton, Thomas, Ky. 
Burnes, Hogg, Nichols, Thompson, Ohio 
Burnett, Hooker, Norwood, Thompson, Cal. 
Butterworth, Ho Nutting, ance, 
Campbell, Ohio Hovey, O'Neal Vandever, 
Cannon, Ho Owen, West, 
Catchings, Hudd, Parker, White, Ind. 
Clardy, Hunter, Patton, Whiting, Mass. 
Clark, Hutton, Payson, Whitthorne, 
Jones, Perry, Wilber, 
Collins, Kelley, Peters, Wilkins, 
Compton, Laffoon, Phel Wilkinson, 
. La Follette, Pi . Woodburn, 
: . Plumb, Yost. 
Cox, . Post, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. SOWDEN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be with. 

Mr. SPRINGER objected, but subsequently withdrew his objection. 
: The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 

ay: 

Mr. LANHAM with Mr. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. Crary with Mr. Ezga B. Tay Lor. 

Mr. Tompson, of California, with Mr. PAyson. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). The tellers will re- 


sume their places. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that the vote must now 
be taken over from the business having intervened between 
the former announcement and the present proceedin 


g. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that will be 
the order. 


Mr. SOWDEN and Mr. DIBBLE objected. 
Mr. KILGORE. But I have made the point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 


well taken. Those vo in the affirmative will in between 
the tellers and be See oe 


Mr. DIBBLE. Does the Chair mean that the vote now be taken de 


novo? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

The question was again taken on seconding the motion to suspend 
the rules; and the tellers reported—ayes 92, noes nane. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do notlike to make the point of order, because 
I voted to adjourn; but under the rules another motion to adjourn is 
not now in order. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I make the point that under the rules no further dil- 
atory motion is in order. 


























Mr, SPRINGER. I would be glad myself to have the House ad- 
journ, but I have made the point because I am not willing to see the 
motion entertained contrary to the rules. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think the decision of the Chair was that the former 
motion to adjourn was not made in the regular order, and this motion 
to adjourn is now in order. 

Mr. DIBBLE, I call the attention of the Chair to the eighth clause 
of Rule XVI. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr.SPRINGER. This point of order is the regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that when no quorum has voted the 
only motion in order is to adjourn or for a call of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the eighth clause 
of Rule XVI. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Pending a motion to suspend the rules the Speaker may entertain one motion 


that the House adjourn; but after the result thereon is announced he shall not 
entertain any other dilatory motion till the vote is taken on suspension. 


Mr. BLAND. The vote has been taken, and the House found itself 
without a quorum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule on the point 
of order. A quorum having failed to vote on the question of ordering 
a second, the Chair is of opinion that nothing is now in order except a 
motion to adjourn or for a call of the House. In the judgmentof the 
Chair, the motion to adjourn is in order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I respectfully ask the Chair to reconsider that ruling. 
The case of a motion to suspend the rulesis an exception from the gen- 
eral rule in regard toa motion to adjourn. If the Chair will notice the 
language of the clause just read, he will find that after one motion to 
adjourn has been put no other can be entertained until the vote is 
taken on suspension. The vote just taken was on seconding the mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pending a motiou to suspend the rules the Speaker may entertain one motion 
that the House do adjourn; but after the result thereon is announced he shall 
not entertain any other dilatory mo, on till the vote is taken on suspension. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair is 
not able to decide that is a dilatory motion. He thinks, therefore, the 
motion to adjourn is in order, and feels compelled to put the motion to 
the House. 

Mr. OATES. It seems to me perfectly plain that although but one 
motion to adjourn is in order pending a motion to suspend the rules, 
yet the fact that no quorum is developed—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hasso ruled, and the ques- 
tion now is on the motion to adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 23. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
now has the call for the suspension of the rules. The next time this 
business comes up, I ask, as a parliamentary inquiry, whether that 
committee will not have the floor? 

Mr. WEAVER. I would not like that understood as against some 
other committees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair will 
state that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] has a proposi- 
tion which was passed over temporarily. 

Mr. DIBBLE. But subsequent to that does not the call of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds come next afterward ? 

Mr. ENLOE, The decision of the present Speaker would be noth- 
ing more than presumptive evidence. 

So the motion to adjourn was to; and accordingly (at 40’clock 
and 13 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


The language of the rule will be read. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ROWELL: A bill (H. R. 11823) to amend the charter of the 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: A bill (H. R. 11824) granting a pension to 
David A. Lippy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11825) granting a pension to John Herron—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

*By Mr. BROWER: A bill (H. R. 11826) for the payment to the widow 
of Thomas Settle, late district judge for the northern district of Florida, 
the balance of a year’s salary—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 11827) granting a pension to Mrs. 
L. A. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 11828) for the relief of Mary A. 
Burton—to the Committee on War Claims. 








302 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 17, 





















Aliso, a bill (H. R. 11829) granting a pension to Mary A. Bailey—to 
the Committee on Pensicns. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11830) to clear the military record of George 8, 
Coyle—tothe Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11831) granting a pension to A. H. Letourney— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

iby Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H, R. 11832) to appropriate the aggregate 
sum of money estimated by the Chief of Engineers to be necessary for 
the completion of the harbor improvements at Aransas Pass and Gal- 
veston, Tex.—to the Committeeon Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H. R. 11833) for the relief of Nimrod D. 
Kiueaster—te the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 11834) to authorize 
the appointment of Asst. Surg. William Martin, United States Navy, 
not in the line of promotion, to the position of surgeon, United States 
Navy, not in the line of promotion, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (Ff. R. 19835) granting a pension to James 
G. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (1H. R. 11836) granting an increase of pension to Shuhael 
P. Edwards— te- the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By. Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (MH. R. 11837) authorizing the President of 
the United States to appoint Henry Brown, master of the United States 
steamer Wistaria, to be a lieutenant in the United States Navy, not in 
the line of promotion—to the Committee on Naval Affuirs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 11838) for the relief of Randolph 
Wesson--to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: A bill (H. R. 11839) toremove the charge of deser- 
tien from the record of William A. Luckevy—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Afnirs. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bili (HL. R. 11840) to increase the pension of Fa- 
bien Begdolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 11841) grantinga pension te Angeline 
J. Corliss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11842) granting a pension to Mary 

; O’ Donnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (#1. R. 11843) granting a pension to William 
U. Mallorie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Py Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (M1. R. 11844) to amend the 
charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 11845) granting a pension to Selar 
B. Deeker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11846) granting a pension to Milton Hazzard—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 11847) for the relief of Samuel 
Masters—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 11848) for the relief of Joseph 
Price—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 11849) for the. relief of Franklin B. 
Stewart, late postmaster of Altoona, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLESSTEWART: A bill (H. R. 112850) for the relief of 
Edward P. Alsbury, sole surviving heir of Harriette P. Alsbury, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER (by request): A bill (H. R. 11851) to ineorpo- 
rate the Military Order of America—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


Brooklyn, N. Y., to be placed on the retired-list of the Navy—to the 
Committee en Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 11124, for the 
relief of Barbara Voght; House bill No. 11123, for the relief of Frances 
A. Boyd; House bill No. 10690, fer the relief of Joseph F. Hawley, 
and House bill No, 10270, for the relief of Patrick Henry Sohan—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8035, to pension Isaac F. Jones, 
and House bill No. 11125, to pension Patrick Cody—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition in favor of granting increase of pen- 
sion to Harriet Clifford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition and statement of Henry Brown, master 
of United States steamer Wistaria, to be appointed lieutenant United 
States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Proof in the ease of Rudolph Wesson—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr, FARQUHAR: Petition of the Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange 
for a special apprepriation to extend the breakwater at Buffalo Har- 
bor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GAINES: Papers in the claim of Joseph M. Fowlkes, ad- 
ministrator of Thomas A. Fowlkes, of Amelia County, Virginia—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of the National Grange in relation to 
pure food and lard—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, statementof Dr. 8. L. Wiswell, of Cabot, concerning the claim 
of Angeline J. Corlis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolutions of the National Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, in regard te pure lard—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the Waco County (Oregon) Busi- 
ness Council, Patrons of Husbandry, for the forfeiture of the land grant 
to the Dallas Military Wagon-Kead Company of Oregon—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of the widow of General Lovell H. 
Rousseau, for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the New England Historic Genealogical 
Society, relative to the names of new States—toe the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Resojutions of the National Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, in favor of bill for pure food and lard—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition ofheirs of Jamesand Rosanna Cotton, 
deceased, of Point Coupe Parish, Louisiana, for reference of their claim 
to the Courtof Claims; and of W. W. Douglass, administrator of Rebecca 
V. Parke, deceased, of East Feliciana Parish, Louisiana, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of Maritime Association of the 
Port of New York, for appropriations for the issuance of pilot charts, 
etc.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, rel- 
ative to food and pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCULL: Petition of Franklin B. Stewart, late postmaster at 
Altoona, Pa., praying for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of H. S. Setters and others, 
for an appropriation for the education and care of orphans—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr, VOORHEES: Memorial of the Columbia Water Way Associ- 
ation, for appropriations for the improvement of the Columbia River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Resolutions of the National Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, in favor of House bills Nos, 11027 and 11266, for pure 
lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in favor of national bureau of health—to the Committee 
on Education. 

Also, resolution of the same in favor of the cental or decimal system 
of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Petition of Samuel C. Watters, of San Joaquin, 
Cal., in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BLISS: Resolutions of the Maritime Association of New 
York, for appropriations for the support of the branch hydrographic 
offices at the principal seaports of the country—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. ® 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of C. L. Taylor, of Clinton County, 
Michigan, in favor of pare food and pure lard—to the Committee on 
Agrienlture. 

Ry Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of Dr. L. E. Waring and of E. 
M. Ware, of Essex County, Virginia, in favor of pure food and lard— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of William B, Browne, of 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of printers and others of New York and 
Breoklyn. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Of J. A. Padon and others, of 
Texas. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Of printers and others of New York 
and Brooklyn. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Of 8. E. Swain, of J. O. and H. E. Henderson, 

By Mr. CRAIN: Of Victor M. Rose, of Columbia, Tex. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of W. Huse & Son, of Nebraska. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Of printers and others of New York and 
Brooklyn. 

By Mr. FULLER: Of T. J. Wilcox, of Northwood; of W. R. Mead, 
of Cresco, and of Col. Charles H. Talmadge, of West Union, Iowa. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of C. G. of Berlin, Wis. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Of G. A. Olson, of Burnett County, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Of C. K. Kennedy, of Sillisca, Iowa, 

By Mr. SPINOLA: Of printers and others, of New York and Brook- 
lyn. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 18, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


COLUMBIA RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resoiu- 
tien of December 10, 1888, a report from the Chief of Engineers as to 
the action taken by the Board of Engineers appointed under the pro- 
visions of the river and harbor act of August 11, 1888, to examine the 
obstructions te navigation in the Columbia River at The Dalles and 
Celilo Falls and at Three and Ten Mile Rapids; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DAWES.. I present the petition of Harriet H. Robinson, or 
Malden, Mass., praying the Congress of the United States to remove 
her disabilities. The petition is ied by a bill for that pur- 
pose. I ask that the petition and bill may be referred to the Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage, and that both petition and bill be 

i . The petition is very short, and it represents the views of a 

number of our fellow-citizens. I think it proper that it should 
be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the peti- 
tion will be referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, and 
ordered to be printed. The bill will lie on the table until that order 
is reached 


is x 

Mr. CAMERON presented aresolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring the establishment and maintenance of a 
national bureau of health; which was referred to the Committee on 
Epidemic Diseases. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., favoring the adoption of the decimal system as applied to 
weights and measures; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

MESSAGE FROM THD HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1931) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the purchase of a site for a building for a 
post-office, court-heuse, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal., with 
an amendment; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3728) authorizing the Midland 
Railroad Company to build a bridge over White River at Aberdeen, 
Ark.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3729) for the establishment of 
a pure-food division in the De of Agriculture, te provide for 
the inspection of live-stock about to be slaughtered at slanghter-houses, 
canning, salting, packing, and rendering establishments, the carcasses 
or products of which are intended for human consumption in any State 
or Territory other than where slaughtered, or for exportation to foreign 
countries, to prohibit the introduction of adulterated or misbranded food 
or drugs into any State or Territory or the District of Columbia from 
any other State er Territory or foreign country, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3730) to relieve John Fried- 
lin from the charge of desertion; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (8. 3731) to provide for a special sani- 
tary inspector in the Marine-Hospital Service; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3732) granting the right of way to the 
Pensacola and Memphis Railroad Company over and through the pub- 
lic lands of the United States in the States of Florida, Alabama, Mis- 
sissippi, and Tennessee, and granting the right of way to said railroad 
company over and through the United States naval and military reser- 
vation near Pensacola, in the State of Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval A fiairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3733) to abolish cir- 
cuit-court powers of certain district courts of the United States, and to 
provide for writs of error in capital cases, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


di . 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3734) to authorize the eonstruc- 
tion of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, 
Wis. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
en Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3735) to relieve the political dis- 
abilities of Harriet H. Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and, 











with the accompanying paper, referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE CUSTOMS SERVICE. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to report to the Sen- 
ate the names of all persons (other than laborers) promoted or appointed with- 
out competitive examination, since the Ist of March last, to positions in the cus- 
toms service at customs districts, ‘‘ where the whole number of clerks and per- 
sons employed shall be altogether as many as fifty,” under the authority, or 
otherwise, of the fifth subdivision of the second customs rule approved by the 
President February 2, 1888, or any subsequent modification or change thereof, 


stating in the case of each appointment or promotion the modification or changs 
in the customs rules, if any. 


EVENING SESSIONS—HOUR OF MEETING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no otherresolutions, con- 
current or other, the order of morning business is closed and the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of the resolution which 
I introduced yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
tq proceed to the consideration of the resolution submitted by him; 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutien submitted by Mr. Morntii De- 
cember 17, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That hereafter the Senate will hold evening sessions, and for that 
purpose will take a recess from 5.30 o’elock p. m. to 8 o'cleck p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate 

eed to the consideration of the resolution? 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to offer an amendment to the resolution. 
I move to strike out all after the word ‘“‘reselved’’ and insert what I 
send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
‘resolved ’’? and insert: 

That, until otherwise ordered, the daily hour of meeting of the Senate shali 
be 11 o'clock in the forenoon, and that at 5.30 o’clock in the afternoon a recess 
shall be taken until 8 o’cloek p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRREz1 }. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I fully appreciate the present condition 
of affairs considered from a political standpoint in regard to the pend- 
ing tariff measure, and in what I shall say I speak entirely for myself 
and in regard to my own personal situation. 

It is very well known that prior to our adjournment just before the 
election it was in the nature of things simply impossible for these of us 
upon this side of the Chamber who were not members of the Finance 
Committee to scrutinize the items of the different schedules in the 
tariff bill. 

It is also very well known that those of us who did not represent 
manufaeturing States could not be and were not familiar with the ex- 
pert business of a tariff bill. Whilst we were as competent then as we 
are to-day to discuss the general principles of tariff legislation, as to the 
minutie and details ef such a measure, in the very nature of things, it 
was simply out of the question that we should have been as familiar 
with those details as Senators representing States whose constituents 
were directly and peculiarly interested in tariff legislation. 

It goes without saying also that those of us who are not members of 
the Finance Committee could not have been as familiar with the de- 
tails as the ecmmittee itself, which for more than two months was 
engaged in preparing the schedules and classifications. 

Speaking for myself, however, I left the Senate a week before the 
adjournment, or eight days before, to be accurate, and I went into tke 
canvass and spoke every day except Sundays from that time until the 
election. I had nv time to examine the schedules, It was simply 
out of the question that I should have done so. 

On aceount of the sickness of the senior Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
Breck] work has been devolved upon some of us on this side of the 
Chamber which has been most irksome, but it had to be performed; 
and now for this Senate te change its rule, meet at 11 o’cleck, then again 
at 8, and expect us to do justice to this question, to the details of the 
bill, is simply cruel and outrageous, and I use the terms with their 
full significance. For my part, I can not do it, and I will not do it. 

I have stated to the chairman of the committee and I say it here 
honestly (and I believe my personal character will induce every Sena- 
tor on the other side to believe it), we have no disposition to make fac- 
tious opposition to the bill. I believe I represent this side of the 
Chamber and can do it that far without speaking in any authoritative or 
official way, but as a Senator, when I say thatall we want is fair, legiti- 
mate investigatien and discussion. We do not propose that the bill 
shall go through here as a matter of course. Wedo not propose on the 
other hand to use any unfair or unparliamentary means to delay it for 
a minute; but if Senators with their majority want now to force us to 
sit here day and night, I tell them they can not do it. 

I want the matter to be disposed of in that spirit of fairness and 
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friendship which should characterize the discussion of so great and im- 


portant a subject. But this proposition is beyond all reason. It is 
simply impossible, so far as I am concerned, for me to go through this 
work, and I do not intend to do it in this kind of a fashion. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the only purpose of this resolution 
is to enable the Senate to do the business of the session in an intelli- 
gent and proper manner. 

So far as the Senate tariff bill is concerned, I do not believe that 
there was ever any tariff bill presented before in the Senate that had 
received such special and elaborate attention as that bill has received. 
I suppose that the Senator from Missouri, and other Senators, have 
given in detail on the hustings the difference between the Democratic 
party and the Republican party in relation to the tariff, and also as to 
the details of what is called the Mills bill and what was proposed by 
the Senate committee. 

I do not, therefore, think that we ever have had a bill where Senators 
had such an opportunity and have so embraced that opportunity to con- 
sider in detail every item that is under discussion as they have in the 
present bill. 

We all know that this is a short session, and that the regular appro- 
priation bills require much of our time. It is therefore indi ble 
that the tariff bill should be gotten out of the way in order to consider 
the meet. legitimate business of the session in relation to appropria- 
tion bills. 

I do not think the Senator from Missouri quite estimates with his 
usual fairness the position that we occupy on this subject. There is 
no disposition on the part of this side of the Chamber to take any ad- 
vantage, but to give all opportunity that is needed and necessary for 
the discussion and consideration of the present bill. Sessions at 11 
o’clock and evening sessions heretofore have been very common. I do 
not think it is unusual to ask it. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say a single word, and then I am done with 
this matter. 

It is hardly necessary for me to say to the Senator from Vermont that I 
have the greatest respect for him personally, and the kindest feeling possi- 
ble; but he was never more mistaken in his life than in hisstatement as to 
the opportunity to examine the details of the bill. When the measure 
was reported prior to the recess I was myself so much at a loss to know 
the changes that had been made that I was dependent entirely upon the 
reports of experts of the Treasury Department and the reports of the 
committees. Those reports came to our hands—came to my hands, at 
any rate, the last of them, two days before I left the city of Washington 
to go into the canvass, and until I returned here I knew nothing really 
in regard to all the changes mady in tariff legislation by the pending 
substitute. 

The Senator is utterly mistaken when he says time was given us to 
examine the details. I was unable in my canvass and in discussions 
upon the hustings to point out the changes that had been made. I 
knew from reports of experts what was the aggregate change or increase 
of duty upon the cotton and woolen schedules, but as to any such in- 
formation as the Senator from Vermont alludes to, I did not have it, 
and could not have it, and I doubt whether any Senator on this side of 
the Chamber had it. 

Mr. President, it is an open secret that the Republican majority in 
the Senate have determined upon taking no Christmas holiday recess. 
ee first movement here is to have night sessions, commencing to- 
night. 

Mr. MORRILL. Commencing to-morrow. 

Mr. VEST. Commencing to-morrow; I stand corrected. The next 
movement is to take no Christmas holiday recess, The next is to meet 
at 11 o’clock in the morning. We are to be put through this bill 
under whip and spur in a par entary way, and it is unfair and un- 
just; and I tell Senators now it can not be done. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I desire to say that the history of the 
substitute bill shows that it was over two months in preparation by 
the subcommittee of the Senate, composed entirely of the friends of 
the bill. I do not mean that the subcommittee was composed entirel 
of the friends of the bill, but that portion of the subcommittee wh 
framed the bill. No member of the opposition was consulted. 
were over two months in the preparation of the bill, and it has been 
boasted of here again and again as to the care and the pains which were 
taken in the preparation of the bill. The Senator from Vermont says 
that probably a tariff bill never was framed with more preparation than 
this measure has had. 

If that preparation refers to the caring for the interests of the 
ticular class affected by the bill, the Senator from Vermont wal of 
others who have boasted of the preparation of the bill are correct. They 
had before them almost every manufacturer, or a representative of 
every manufacturing interest in the United States, who, of un- 
derstood their own business. They heard them, and the bill has been 
prepared in obedience to their suggestions and at their request. They 
stood around that committee-room door, and thronged the table of the 
subcommittee as hungry dogs stand around a kitchen door waiting for 
oa ae to shake the table-cloth; and the bill has been formed in thei 

rests. 


The interests of the consumers were not consulted. No consumer 


simply was there or invited there that I know anything of. The in- 
terests of the Government of the country whose taxing power they are 
abusing were not consulted. Out of the three hundred and fifty wit- 
nesses whose testimony has been published, who told the same story 
with damnable iteration about their inability to endure competition 
and who desired the duty to be fixed at a certain point, there was not 
one whose business simply was to pay the taxes which were imposed, 
and there is not a reference to the revenues of the Government except 
incidentally as a matter of smaller concern. 

Nobody on this side had an opportunity to examine the details of the 
bill which they took more than two months to prepare. It is full of 
adroit contrivances to raise the duties so as to deceive the people. In 
the very matter which the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
asked yesterday to have left , about fencing-wire, under the pres- 
ent law the number of wire which usually is employed for building the 
farmers’ fences throughout the country came in under the head of ‘‘ iron 
manufactures not otherwise provided for’’ at 40 per cent. Instead of 
openly placing that article upon the dutiable-list and increasing the 
duty upon it, instead of the present law on wire not smaller than No. 
5 wire gauge, they now say ‘‘all wire not smaller than No. 6 wire 
gauge,”’ the effect of which is to take it out of the 45 per cent. clause 
and put it up from 40 to 47 per cent. 

How is the great majority of Senators on this side to ascertain those 
things? We have not the manufacturers to consult with. We 
have not had the importers to consult with. 

A very few days after the bill was brought into the Senate Congress 
adjourned; its members all dispersed to take in the Presidential 
canvass; and the moment they are reassembled, instead of proceeding 
orderly in the regular business hours of the Senate and giving Senators 
who are disposed to acquire the information necessary the opportunity 
to study of evenings at home and to acquire what information they’ 
can, it is now proposed to begin at 11 o’clock in the morning and con- 
tinue, after a recess, until an indefinite hour in the night. 

They have p themselves; they and their friends, the manu- 
facturers, have got their lesson, and we are to be forced in this way, 
without an opportunity even at night to acquire the information that is 
necessary for us to dispose of the bill properly, without even a Christmas 
holiday. Everything is to be done to force the tariff bill through, so 
as to preclude the possibility of one which can be made in the interests 
of the people. 

I for one will do the best I can to expose its iniquities, but if I am 
allowed neither day nor night to study the bill and to acquire the in- 
formation, and if I am to sit at my desk and watch the o: tions of 
the wicked, I do not know what good I can do, but I will dothe best I 
can. However, I gay that it is not fair; it is not proper, it is not just 
or right, viewed in any light, to hurry the bill through in this way by 
caucus action. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the question of the revision of the 
tariff and the reduction of the revenue is not a new question to either 
sideof thisChamber. The Presidentof the United States, one yearago, 
made it the only and sole topic of his message. The House of Repres 
sentatives took up the question, I agree, with great leisure, and sent us 
a bill which we received on the 25th day of July. We received it for- 
mally on the 2ist, I believe, but it was not printed for our examination 
until the 25th. It was referred to a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Finance consisting of Senators representing both sides of this Cham- 
ber. 

The Senator from Missouri and the Senator from North Carolina state 
that the minority had no opportunity of examining the bill until nearly 
the time of adjournment last fall. In a sense thatistrue. I need not 
go into details, but will simply say that substantially the bill was _ 
pared by the Republican members of the Committee on Finance on that 
subcommittee. In its preparation, however, the committee called to 
its aid experts for the purpose of interpreting existing law as to ad va- 
lorems, and also the Mills bill, and so far as core to interpret the 
substitute which was proposed by the Republicans of the majority. 

The bill substantially as it is now was reported to the commit- 
tee on the 25th day of oe and from that time until this mo- 
ment the Democratic mem of the Finance Committee have had fall 
access to every detail the bill, as they had full access during 
all the prior period to all the testimony taken by the subcommittee. 
There never was a moment in the preparation of the bill when any mem- 
ber of the minority of the Finance Committee could not have been 

ee ee eee of the ma- 
Kority, as a matter of fact a large amount of the testimony was in 
the hands of the minority. 

The bill was reported to the full committee on the 25th day of 
tember. On that day it was made public, that is to say, not only 
Finance Committee but every Senator was in ofa 
of the bill, and the public press was in ion of copies of it. 
Immediately the experts of the House of tatives who had 

Is bill were put in possession ofa copy of the Senate 
reasonable haste and some degree of accuracy that bill was 
criticised by the of the House of Representatives in t and _ 
in detail. All its and imperfections were held up to = 
gaze in print and in newspapers and on the rostrum and in this > 
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ber, and the Senator from North Carolina was not slow to come forward 
in this illumination, not only in his own State but elsewhere. . 
That dissection (if I may be permitted to use that term) of the bill 
was placed in the hands of every Democratic Senator in this Chamber, 
referring in detail to the changes proposed in the bill by paragraphs 
_ and by sections, and its enormities were held up. 


Not only that, but the Treasury ent itself was invoked with 
all its eae , With all its knowledge as respects the details 
of the bill, and as my venerable friend [Mr. DAWES] suggests, with all 


its zeal. In other words, all the machinery of every name and nature, 

litical and expert, was put in motion from the 25th day of Septem- 
, and now we have upon our tables a detailed dissection of the bill 
by the Seeoear Department and also by the experts of the House 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

‘Now, with all the advantage of this knowledge which is in the hands 
of Senators, I can but repeat what was so well said by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MorRILu}, that there never has been @ time when a bill 
was so thoroughly understood on both sides of the Chamber and by 
every member on both sides of the Chamber as this bill—— 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa state when the evidence 
taken by his committee was printed for the use of the Senate? 

Mr. IN. The evidence? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly I will stateit. The evidence was printed 
_ slips as we went along, as rapidly as it could be printed, and there- 

‘ore—— 

“Mr. VEST. Was that for distribution? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill answer the Senator. And therefore it was 
accessible to those who were examining and preparing to examine this 
bill. Of course these slips were not assembled until after the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and I believe the testimony was not reported 
— the Senate until a few days before the final adjournment in Octo- 


Mr. ALDRICH. It was ready, on the third day after the bill was 
reported, for distribution to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had forgotten that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was not distributed at all then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was ready on that day and distributed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri who now sits in front 
of me received a copy on that day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not at all. 

vo Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to make a state- 
men 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to say that I did not receive a copy of the tes- 
timony so far as it had been printed, for it is not all printed yet, I 
understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. The subcommittee is still in operation. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is. 

Mr. VANCE. And I did not receive that until the Tuesday after 
the Monday on which we assembled at this session. I did not receive 
the statistical analysis of the Senate bill from the Treasury Depart- 
ment until the Wednesday following. I did not receive the analysis 
made by the expert of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
until yesterday one week ago; and if the Senator thinks that within 
that time I could have taken in all the information by intuition, he 
does me honor overmuch. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, of course no member of the Finance 
Committee went around as a sort of colporteur distributing these re- 
ports or distributing the bill and the testimony. Especially was that 
not true of the members of the Committee on Finance when our com- 
mittee-room was lumbered up with these documents. It was so full 
sometimes that it was with difficulty we could get around the tables 
and chairs. Everybody had access to them who wanted those papers. 
Of course the Senator from North Carolina did not do it if his oceupa- 
tions were such that he did not have time to en in this investiga- 
tion. I can readily see that he might require a little more time, but 
I submit to him that there never has been such preparation for the 
convenience of Senators as is disclosed in these tables and documents; 
and I think the skillful way in which the Senator from North Carolina 
thus far has handled the various questions involved discloses that he 
has not kept his eyes shut during the last ten days. He has had some 
opportunity either late in the morning or early in the evening to in- 
vestigate these tables and know what he is doing, and I repeat that 
this investigation was continued in such a way as to give the fullest 
information respecting the subject. 

One word further. The House of Representatives have sent to us a 
resolution for a recess from the 2ist day of this month until the 7thof 
January. There will then remain less than two months of this session 
of Congress. It is perfectly manifest to me, and it seems to me it must 
be to every Senator on this floor, that if our revenue bill is to goto the 
House of Representatives and to be considered by it, it must go over 
early in the month of January; and if there is any possibility of reach- 
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ing a conclusion as tothe differences that we know exist between these 
two Houses, it is necessary that the measure, so far as the Senate is 
concerned, shall reach the House of Representatives by the middle of 
January. If we do not go on and consider the bill as rapidly as we can 
now, discussing itas Senators feel inclined to discuss it, it is manifest 
that sooner or later, certainly by the middle of January or the Ist of 
February, this bill must be laid aside and the necessary appropriation 
bills must. be considered in this body. 

I know perfectly well that with theSenate Chamber evenly balanced 
as itis between the two political parties, having but one or two ma- 
jority on this side of the Chamber, if the Senutor from Missouri fairly 
represents the other side in the threat which he makes this morning, 
if we undertake to proceed orderly and regularly with diligence with 
this bill, I have no doubt that threat thus early made can be success- 
fully used to defeat the bill, I know perfectly well that we can not 
go on and consider this bill unless we have the practical co-operation 
and, I may say, the cordial co-operation of that side of the Chamber as 
respects the consideration of it. They can throw impediments in its 
pathway that will prevent its consideration by this Chamber. They 
can make us sit here from the 1st or the 7th day of January with- 
out progressing beyond a single paragraph of the bill. We spent yes- 
terday, the entire day until 5 o’clock, practically upon a single para- 
graph of this bill. 

With a bill having six or seven hundred paragraphs everybody knows 
if these impediments are to be put in the way we can not go on with the 
bill, but if that is understood it must be demonstrated on this floor, it 
seems tome. I know the Senator from Missouri yesterday said to me 
that there was no object on that side of the Chamber to secure delay in 
this matter; that all they desired was reasonable debate and discussion. 
I am bound to take, as I do, that statement as meaning exactly what it 
implies, but yet when we undertake to make progress with this bill, when 
we propose that during its consideration we shall practically give up the 
time of the Senate to it in order that it may be sent to the House of 
Representatives for itsexamination and consideration, weare confronted 
with the statement that if we are diligent we shall meet with the ob- 
structions here which we know can be put in its pathway. 

So far as I am concerned—and I believe that is the understanding on 
this side of the Chamber—the purpose is that this order shall be exe- 
cuted fairly, and only fairly; that we shall go on from day to day with 
as much diligence as possible, Certainly we can begin work at 11 
o’clock each day; we can go on until half past 5, and we can work two 
or three hours in the evening on this bill and get it out of the way, 
and then the other necessary business of this session can be considered. 
That is what I understand to be the object of this resolution this morn- 
ing. 

Mr. HARRIS obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to say 
one word in answer to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, I will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In response to -vhat the Senator from North Caro- 
lina said in regard to his ignorance of the provisions of this bill, I beg 
to say that as early as the4th of October last a report was submitted to 
the Senate to which the name of the Senator from North Carolina was 
appended, criticising in detail this bill; and if it was only a week ago 
that he learned of its provisions, it is singular that he allowed his name 
to be used in connection with the minority report. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Rhode Island very well knows the 
circumstances under which that report was made. He knows that 
that report was made in two days after the bill had been placed in our 
hands and that the minority of the Finance Committee begged for more 
time but could not get it. They made their report upon the best in- 
formation that was obtainable; and it seems that even in that they had 
to depend upon the statements of the majority report, that they were 
mistaken in some very important items, showing the necessity of giving 
them more time; and the necessity for more time now is quite apparent. 

The task on this side of the Chamber is a very different one from the 
task on that side. There they have nothing to do but record the will 
of the manufacturers that has been expressed to them. They are sat- 
isfied with this bill. It is their bill. But we represent the consumers. 
We to some extent represent also the Treasury of the United States and 
the Government of the country, and we must inquire what sixty mill- 
ion of consumers want, and therefore the task is more difficult upon 
our side, and justice requires that we should have more time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Just one word on another question of fact. The 
Senator from North Carolina said the minority only had two days. 
The bill was submitted to the full committee on the 25th of Septem- 
ber, and every member of the minority was furnished with a copy of 
the bill. The report was not made until the 4th of October, nine days 
after, instead of two. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, there is certainly no disposition on 
this side of the Chamber to unnecessarily delay the consideration of 
this bill. Upon the contrary, so far as I am able to understand the 
disposition of this side of the Chamber, it is to proceed with it just as 
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rapidly as we canarrive at satisfactory conclusions as to the effect of its 
provisions. But exactly why this new-born and unprecedented zealin 
the effort to railroad this bill through without time for full discussion and 
proper consideration, is what I do not quite comprehend, and that it 
is absolutely unfair and unjust to this side of the Chamber is a matter 
about which there can be no doubt. 

Now, as a matter of fact, known to the Senator from Iowa andevery 
other Senator of the majority of the Committee on Finance, there was 
not a member of even the subcommittee belonging to this side of the 
Chamber who knew a word or a line that this substitute contained 
until it was reported to the full committeeon the 25th day of Septem- 
ber. It being stated in the committee when the bill was reported to 
the full committee that the substitute then reported was agreed upon 
by the majority of the committee, the coramittee decided not to dis- 
cuss it item by item, but simply to read it and report it to the Senate. 
It was reported to the full committee on the 25th of September and to 
the Senate on the 3d of October. The majority of the subcommittee 
having spent weeks and weeks in the preparation of this substitute and 
their argumentative report in favor of thesubstitute, when the bill was 
reported to the full committee the minority being urged day by day and 
hour by hour to put in their views, had, as the Senator from North 
Carolina has stated, but a couple of days. Perhaps, however, theSen- 
ator from Rhode Island may be correct, and a larger number of days 
after we first saw the substitute as reported may have been allowed. 

When the bill was reported to the Senate a general debate was com: 
menced upon it. We were in the midst of a Presidential contest, and I 
suppose the great majority of Senators on both sides of this Chamber 
were very much interested in the issues of that contest. The long and 
carefully-stadied preparation of the substitute by the Republican mem- 
bers of the committee had thoroughly familiarized them with every 
phase and every feature and every detail of the bill, but those phases 
and features and details were as new to the Democratic mem of 
that committee as they were to every other Senator, and there has been 
no time for the members of the committee on this side of the Chamber 
to familiarize themselves with the various details and the effects of the 
various changes made by this substitute, not only changes as to the 
amount of taxation, but changes in classification and changes from ad 
valorems to specifics, and sometimes attaching both duties, specific 
and ad valorem, 

The Senator says we have had experts to analyze it. That is true, 
but the reports of the experts did not come tomy hands until the meet- 
ing of this session, when they came to the hands of other Senators on 
this and I suppose on the other side of the Chamber. It requirestime 
for those of us who have not had months and monthsof study and prepa- 
ration to thoroughly comprehend the effect of the various provisions 
that this substitute contains. 

As a matter of fact, the Senator from Lowa very well remembers, or 
if he will look te the Record and refresh his memory he will find that 
when the tariff revision of 1883 was under consideration in this body 
the bill was not reported from the Finance Committee to the Senate 
until about or after the middle of January, but this bill has been under 
consideration from the beginning of this session, having been debated 
for a week or two before the adjournment of the last session. We are 
confronted this morning with a proposition that we shall meet at 11 
o’ clock every morning; proceed with the consideration section by sec- 
tion and paragraph by paragraph until half past 5 o’clock in the after- 
noon, and then, after a session of six hours.and a half, take a recess until 
8 o’clock and return to the Chamber and again proceed with the con- 
sideration and discussion of the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. I always allow the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Itseems to me that the Senator has entirely mistaken 
the purpese of this resolution. It is not to railroad the bill through; 
it is to give more time for its consideration; isso that the Senators may 
have more time to consider it in detail and in all its bearings. It is 

railroading the bill through; it is to insure con- 


But you will not facilitate the consideration, you will not facilitate the 
passage of the bill by this effort to have a meeting at 11 o’clock in 
the morning and then to hold night sessions each night after a session 
of six hours and a half in the day. Every Senator on that side of the 
Chamber as well as on this side who has had an experience of two years 
upon this floor knows it as well as he knows that he is living to-day. 
The thing savors very much to my mind of the elements of a false 
pretense, and I am opposed to it and will endeavor to defeat it by any 
method in my power. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I think when my honorable friends 
on the other side of the Chamber read what they have said this morn- 
ing, after a little reflection they will regret that they have made their 
statements quite so positively. Senators have said they would resist 
the passage of this bill and the consideration of it in the way proposed. 
They have alleged that it is unfair, unreasonable, and without prece- 
dent. How can that be so when the President.of the United States, in 
December last, said that we were in the face of a condition and nota 
theory; that the absolute wants of the Government demanded imme- 
diate consideration of the question of the reduction of the revenues? 
The House of Representatives at once proceeded to consider that ques- 
tion; and it took them seven months to incubate a measure before they 
could send it to us. It came to us near the end of last July, and the 
Senate, with unprecedented celerity (for it is not arapid body, although 
avery conservative one), proceeded to investigate and examine and pre- 
pare and frame a bill, which has been submitted here as a counter-prop- 
osition. Both propositions were brought before us and considered here 
for a month or more. Then we adjourned over the Presidential elec- 
tion. And now, because the majority on this side of the Chamber, 
charged with the responsibilities of the duties of the Senate, propose 
in the ordinary way to expedite the consideration of this measure by 
the adoption of the very course that has been adopted for the consid- P 
eration of any important measure in the last forty years at least, our 
proposition isdenounced asrevolutionary, extraordinary, without prece- 
dent, and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. President, can not gentlemen remember six years ago, when on 
that side of the Chamber, by one of your most distinguished members, 
the very same proposition now made was made in order to expedite 
then pending business, among it the tariff act of 1883? The precise 
condition of things then existing has repeated itself. In December, 
1882—the REcoRD is before me—the House of Representatives sent us 
a proposition for an adjournment over the holidays. The Senate was 
then very much crowded with important business, among the rest the 
civil-service bill, the tariff bill then ing in the Committee on Fi- 
nance, and the report of the Tariff Commission—very much the con- 
dition of affairs we have now. Thereupon Mr. Garland, rising in his 
place, proposed this amendment to the resolution of the House: 

Mr. GARLAND. I move to strike out all after the words “the Senate concur- 
ring” and to insert: 

That when the House of Representatives adjourns on Friday, the 22d in- 
stant, it stand adjourned until Tuesday, January 2, 1883, at 12m. 

That was, in other words, that theSenate proposed that the House of 
Representatives should, in accordance with its wish, adjourn at itsown 
pleasure, but that the Senate would continue in session under the con- 
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ness, that it should devote the time necessary immediately without re- 
spect to the holidays; and that proposition, although it failed, yet de- 
feated the resolution for an adjournment over the holidays, and in fact 
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satisfactory that is 
given upon this floor, and the time ean be much more profitably em- 
ployed there than here. But need 1 remind the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, or any other Senator on that side of the Chamber whv has: 
had even twe years’ experience on this floor, that a night session would 
prove an utter failure and an utter waste of time? Do you suppose 
you would have a quorum here at any one moment of the time during 
your night sessions, by the vote of which you could decide anything? 

Mr. DAWES. It seems to me a night session would be an exceed- 
ingly good time for the study of the bill. It might not be agood time 
te vote, but to study the provisions ef the bill, and understand their 
bearing—a capital time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, these utterances and the provisions of 
this resolution may read well in the Recorp. An argument may be 
predicated upon them tending to show that that side of the Chamber 
is eagerly anxious to do something upon the revenue question, whicl 
they have not exhibited a desire to do for many a long year heretofore. 
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is it unreasonable for us to propese to meet here at 11 o’clock instead 
of 12 o'clock, an order that is always made towards the conclusion of 
a session, and at the long session probably sixty days before it termi- 
nates? Is it unreasonable to place itin the power of a majority to have 
a recess and a night session? Asa matter of course a motion to ad- 
journ can be made at any time, and when a majority votes for it that 
adjourns the Senate without respect to this order, because that isa 
motion which is always in order. 

Now, I will state te Senators in all candor that this is an effort on 
the part of the Republicans of the Senate, if please, to expedite not 
only this business of the tariff, but the other business of the country, se 



















ae 





1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








307 





that we may dispose of as many as possible of the questions in contro- 
versy, finish legislation partly formed, now imperfect, and not with a 
view of taking any advantage. We know that in the Senate of the 
United States it is absolutely impossible for either party to take ad- 
vantage of the other. We are here like equal athletes, each able to 
stand and maintain his rights. We can do nothing without the prac- 
tical consent of the Democrats. My friend from Iowa says we must act 
together, co-operate together, or neither can doanything in the present 
condition of the Senate. We can not expect to make much progress, 
and we can not expect to pass the tariff bill without yourconsent. We 
know it; we acknowledge it; but we ask you to remember what was 
said to you by the President of the United States as to the condition of 
our revenue; to read again his messages and his invocations and the ap- 
peals made in the House of Representatives. Weask you not to delay 
action upon this bill. Although we may not agree with you as to the 
particular form of relief, yet we are willing to present a measure, and 
this measure of ours can only be considered; it can not be acted on 
finally, because the House of Representatives, where you have a ma- 
jority, must still pass upon the subject-matter, and without the consent 
of a large portion of the House of Representatives and a majority of the 
House this bill in either form, the House bill or the Senate bill, can 
not become a law of the land. 

We propose to abandon our holidays and devote the time that has 
usually been granted by common usage to social festivities to impor- 
tant business of legislation. We say we will surrender those and come 
here with you at 11 o’clock every day and work such reasonable hours 
as a majority of the Senate may think proper to work, not only in the 
consideration of this bill, but in the consideration of other bills that 
are pressing and lying on.our table. You say that is unreasonabie, 
revolutionary, unconstitutional. I deny it. The majority in 1882-'83 
did precisely the same thing. The Senate continued in session and 
worked during the holidays, adjourning only over Christmas and New 
Year’s days, meeting again on the 2d of January, and proceeded rapidly 
to dispose of the public business. The result was that when the tariff 
bill of that session was reported within a week or two afterwards the 
deeks were clear, the tariff bill was taken up, debated here, not upon 
the full information that we have now, but upon the report of the 
Tariff Commission and the testimony furnished by it, not near so volu- 
minous or so important as the examinations made in the House and in 
the Senate during the present Congress. There never was in all my 
experience a bill that has been so carefully considered as the one now 
pending, including the Mills bill. The Mills bill was debated, consid- 
ered for a long period of time elsewhere, and the Senate bill is but a 
proposition to amend it. 

I say now in all frankness and in aJl earnestness if you Senators on 
the other side think there is any desire by this measure to take any ad- 
vantage, to prevent you from a full consideration of this bill in all its 
parts, you are greatly mistaken. It is simply a proposition, caused, as 
[ think, by a sense of public duty, that this question shall be presented 
as rapidly as possible, with no expectation or intention to take advan- 
tage of the absence of any one, to insist upon any unreasonable haste, 
but to proceed in an orderly way to dispose of the business of the 
Senate and get through with it as rapidly as we can. 

In my judgment, after all the information we have had upon this 
subject, one or two weeks’ debate upon the details of the tariff bill 
upon such amendments as Senators may desire to present would enable 
us to dispose of it and get it out of the way and send it back to the other 
House, where it will be in the hands of your friends, and as a matter 
of course no harm can be done except by the consent of the Democratic 
party. Then we shall go on and transact the other business of the ses- 
sion. But otherwise this tariff bill will ‘‘drag itsslow length along”’ 
for daysand weeks and months, because everybody admits the supreme 
importance of the measure. Thus the time will beconsumed and other 
important interests of the people will be neglected. For one, without 
being excited about it, I wash my garments from all responsibility for 
any fault of that kind. While I expect to remain in the city at any 
rate during the holidays, and will not, therefore, make so many sacri- 
fices as some Senators who desire to retarn to their homes, yet I say 
that we can afford during this short session to spend the holiday week 
in work, when we shall be probably less disturbed than at any other 
time, when, if you choose, the House of Representatives can go and 
take their holiday among their friends, no pending or striking measure 
being now before them. We can not do better service than to spend 
this short time in a frank, square, honorable consideration of the de- 
tails of this bill, and present it to the House of Representatives for ac- 
tion after their meeting in January next. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. Presiflent, there isa classic saying that you should 
fear the Greeks when they bring gifts. I think the experience of the 
country fully justifies all wise men in ing a Republican and a 
protectionist who is in a hurry to reduce the revenue. That is what 
seems to be the matter on the other side just now. They want to re- 
duce the revenue. They wanted to reduce it in 1883, if you will re- 
member, Mr, President, and they railroaded that tariff bill through in 
1883 in the way in which they propose todo this one, and they announced 

with a flourish of trumpets at the beginning of the discussion and all 
through its continuance that it would reduce duties at least 20 per cent., 


but when the bill went into effect and we began to collect customs 
under it, it was found that they had reduced it from 42 up to 47 per 
eent.! That is the situation now precisely. 

The President of the United States was in a hurry, Iam told. He 
did issue his message telling us that a condition and not a theory con- 
fronted us. Hedid tell us that the Treasury was overflowing, and that 
there was danger of a financial crisis being produced by the abstraction 
of so much money from the circulation of thecountry. But he told us 
at the same time that the people were suffering from unjustand undue 
taxation, and the whole statement was received with jeers on that side 
of the House. Now they have been converted toit. The President of 
the United States is net in any hurry now to increase those things which 
threaten the calamity that he deplored; he is not in a hurry for an in- 
crease of taxation upon the people; and although the bill of the Sena- 
tors on that side would give some slight relief to the surplus that is in 
the Treasury, it would increase the amount of taxation which comes 
down upon the people on the necessaries of life, aud that is one reason 
why we oppose this bill. 

If it was a fair and equitable reduction of the duties and the taxa- 
tion imposed upon the country, with anything like the equality or the 
justice which is displayed in the bill that came to us from the other 
House, so far as I am concerned you would find no opposition from me. 
But we do not want to increase the taxation which is complained of, 
and this bill notoriously and scandalously heaps the burden of taxa- 
tion upon the commonest necessaries of lifeused by the humble. There- 
fore, while we do not desire, so far as I am concerned at least, for 1 am 
authorized to speak for no one else, to offer any kind of factious opposi- 
tion to this bill, we want to examine it carefully and we want to have 
time to prepare and read the debates, so that if it contains the iniqui- 
ties and inequalities that we think it does we may show them to the 
country, and thatis all. We want it to go to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, if we can send it to the House, stripped of any of its inequal- 
ities or exposed in any of its unfairness. We desire that it shall go to 
the House of Representatives so that something may be done towards 
not only relieving the Treasury but towards relieving the people. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, in response to the suggestions 
made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], I desire tosay a few 
words. . 

There is not the slightest disposition—I know on my own part and 
I am sure on the part of any Senator on this side—to unwarrantably 
interfere with the due process and progress of legislation on this or 
any other subject. There is no thought of that kind. However dis- 
tasteful the provisions of this bill may be, it is entitled to its day in 
court and to its fair consideration, and shall have it so far as I am con- 
cerned. I respond to what the Senator from Ohio said in a spirit of 
amity and by a friendly desire to go forward with the work now in 
hand, but surely he will not pretend that the instances cited by him 
of former occasions are at all parallel with this. 

Let us recall the circumstances by which this measure is surrounded. 
There came to this body from the House of Representatives an im- 
portant and elaborate measure on the subject of Government revenue 
on the 24th of July last. 

Mr. HARRIS. The 2ist. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The 2ist, a little earlier than I had supposed. 

That measure was referred to the Committee on Finance, of which 
Iamamember. It was taken charge of by the Republican members 
of thatcommittee. Ido not complain of that. I think it wasaneces- 
sity growing out of party responsibility and the responsibility of ma- 
joritiesin legislative bodies. But, nevertheless, the factisso. It went 
into their hands, and from that time until the 4th of October, or within 
a very few days thereof, I could no more find out what that majority 
were doing or what they intended to do, nor could any Senator on this 
side, than we could find what an ambushed enemy was doing who was 
waylaying the road. I was appealed to a hundred times, or perhaps a 
thousand times, by newspaper people to ascertain for them and let them 
know what the possibility of the action of the finance Committee would 
be on this subject. There was not a page on this floor more ignorant 
or to whom it was more impossible to be intelligent on that subject 
than it was to me. 

There for nine weeks the subject was closeted with you. I speak of 
‘the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN ], and the other honorable gentlemen who compose the ma- 
jority of thiscommittee. Thesubject was closeted with them thoroughly 
and absolutely, the door locked on itso far as we were concerned, time 
running on to an exciting and I may say a turbulent state of the pub- 
lic mind on the subject of the Presidential election. You had nine 
weeks on that side of the Chamber, in which we had not a day or au 
hour or a minute, for the consideration of this question. I repeat, you 
had nine weeks of thissubject all to yourselves. I repeatit over again, 
to show you that there is no equality between us whatever, no jus- 
tice in your demand that we shall goas fastas you do. You had nine 
weeks alone with this subject, while we had not an intimation, not a 
gleam of intelligence from your closeted room as to what you were do- 
ing or as to what you desired todo. It is well remembered that for 
weeks of that time it was not certain that you would do anything, that 
you would come to any agreement, that you would report any bill. I 
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have heard the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] quoted a hundred 
times as saying that he did not know himself while they were in con- 
sultation on this great question. 

Then, sir, the report was made on the 4th day of October. Ah! The 
Senator from Rhode Island thought he was felicitous in taking the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina to task as to how his name came to be on the 
minority report on that day, if he did not understand the bill. I will 
tell that Senator how my name comes to be on that minority report. 
I had not read one word of the bill; I had had no opportunity to do 
so. I was to leave the city on the 6th day of October, to return no 
more during that session; and with that confidence which has never 
been abused or impaired, which I entertain for the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Harris], I told him to sign my name to whatever his 
judgment approved, which he did. It was the only opportunity that 
I had to manifest my views, in that second-hand manner, if I may so 
express myself. 

The Senator from Rhode Island says that on the 25th day of Sep- 
tember each member of the committee was furnished with a copy of 
this bill. Iam not here to dispute his word. I only say that I never 
fiw a copy of the bill until I with great zeal and diligence on the very 
jast day that I was here, on the 6th of October, hurried up or ran down 
two — to send to a leading newspaper of the Mississippi Valley 
which had telegraphed to me for them. That was my first knowledge 
of the bill. Then for the next thirty days we were plunged intoa dis- 
cussion before the people. Thirty days after that was the Presidential 
election, and I say to the Senator—and I expect I am as well equipped 
as many or as a majority of the other Senators—that until the last ten 
days it has been impossible for me to read the bill or considerit. I 
have given it some consideration since then. 

The evidence that has been taken here has beenalludedto. I hazard 
nothing in saying that there are not twelve Senators on this floor who 
have read that testimony. I never sawit, for my part. There are not 
twelve Senators who could answer, upon an examination under oath, 
that they hadever read ten pagesof it. And further than that, I doubt 
if there are twenty Senators who have read the bill; how many on this 
side or on the other side it is not worth while to inquire. 

But I know this, and the country will know it, that a party, a com- 
mittee having in charge this measure nine weeks to themselves have had 
an advantage over those who on this side could not have had thirty days 
before the Presidential election, and only have in fact had since this 
session of Congress convened. That is all the consideration that was 
possible to be given to it by us. 

Ah, the Senator from Ohio asks us tenderly to remember the touch- 
ing appeal of the President of the United States for a reduction of the 
surplus revenue. What memories some of us have! How brief the 
span! I remember the scoffing sneer of the Senator from Ohio at the 
President’s able message wherein he depicted the evils of a surplus in 
the Treasury and of excessive taxation. Then there was no harm to flow 
from it at all, according to the Senator. Whenever the Senator goes 
and expurges that speech from the RecorD he may with propriety ap- 
peal to us. We have heeded the warnings of the Executive, we have 
done our duty, and we propose to continue to do our duty to the best of 
our ability. 

I therefore, Mr. President, in behalf of fair play, not of delay, but for 
the purpose of having one-fourth as much opportunity to consider this 
bill as you have had on the other side, shal! join in all that has been 
said or intended by the Senator from Tennessee. It is not because of 
the work, it is not because of the additional labor of meeting at 11 
o'clock, or staying here at night or over the holidays, for I return to my 
duties here in good health and with as much vigor for hard work as any 
other member of this body; but if the Senators on that side suppose 
that they can, without any regard for fair play and equal rights on this 
bill, passit, let them try. I think they will find that the old-fashioned 
way of doing by others as you desire to be done by will pay better. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think it would be well for some 
of our friends on the other side to recall certain facts in history before 
they indulge in the language they have used here to-day. 

We are met by two charges. Oneof them is that we have been guilty 
of great delay in this matter, and the other is that we are in too much 
ofa hurry now. I recall to them the fact that next March fourteen 
years will have elapsed during twelve of which the Democracy has had 
we of the House of Representatives, and yet on the 2ist of July 

ast they presented to us their first attempt to revise the tariff. Dur- 
ing all these fourteen years the existing tariff has been an object of un- 
ceasing denunciation as an unequal, unjust, and oppressive form of 
taxation; and yet there never was sufficient ability, or harmony, or 
knowledge, whatever you may call it, there never was sufficient of 
power and unity in that body to even present us a bill. 

This Administration came into power, and the Democracy found 
itself with a good working majority in one House and in possession of 
the Executive Departments. ‘These old denunciations of the tariff were 
still in fashion. They were accentuated by the President’s first mes- 
sage and by his message one year ago; and yet three years four months 
and eighteen days of that Administration passed away before they sent 
usa bill, Mark it! Three years four months and eighteen days of 


the existing national Administration passed away before the party was 
able to present to the Senate a bill, everybody being aware that the 
Senate can not originate a tariff bill. Since that bill came to the Sen- 
ate—— 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to make 
one observation in connection with what he is saying? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. I came into public life in Washington in 1869, twenty 
years ago next March. In every Congress ever since I have been in 
public life, when the Republicans have had control of the House of 
Representatives, there has been a revision of the tariff and a large re- 
duction of public burdens. The first Congress of which I was a mem- 
ber so reduced the burdens that I made calculations that they had re- 
pealed internal-revenue taxes on the district which I represented alone 
amounting to $3,000,000 annually. 

Mr.HAWLEY. The bill sent here by the House of Representatives 
was presented to the Senate and referred on the 2ist of July. Octo- 
ber 3, two months and thirteen days afterwards, the Finance Conmit- 
tee of the Senate reported it to the Senate—certainly a reasonable time. 
But the subcommittee of that Finance Committee, as is well known to 
the whole Senate, had been for months before preparing its revision. 
In two months and thirteen days the committee reported the bill. 
The printed testimony and the Senate revision of the tariff have been 


before us. Two months and sixteen days have clapsed since the bill 


was reported to the Senate—certainly time to “have read the bill, cer- 
tainly time to have looked at the schedules prepared by the Treasury 
Department comparing this with the existing tariff and the Mills bill. 

Now there remain out of the twelve years during which the Democ- 
racy has had the power of originating a tariff bill two months and 
sixteen days~two months and sixteen days of the closing session of a 
Congress, with fourteen important appropriation bills to consider, and 
Senators on the other side grumble Goeleso we want to begin our ses- 
sions at 11 o’clock in the morning! 

I submit these facts to the country as well as to the Democratic side 
of the Chamber. Remember also the figures I have here, that the so- 
called Mills bill was pending nobody knows how long, but certainly 
pending seven months and eighteen days, or about that, in the House 
of Representatives before it came here. And gentlemen talk about the 
closed sessions of the Finance Committee, about the bill having been 
considered insecrecy. It is not so,sir. ‘The Senate committee, to my 
knowledge, was open all the while; the evidence was printed as rapidly 
as it could be in successive sections, and I got my scraps of it from 
time to time and got my bound volumes ofitearly. As I said,we have 
just two months and sixteen days remaining to pass fourteen appropri- 
ation bills and consider a tariff measure. 

I call the attention of Senators to another consideration. We never 
shall have much more time in a Congress than this. Even when we 
had a Republican Congress in both Houses, which has happened but 
once in fourteen House in which our friends were preparing 
the bill—it did not get to us here and our own committee was not able 
to report it and bring it before the Senate prior to the middle of Janu- 
ary. Those who object to the Senate being in a hurry to discuss a tariff 
bill in a short session are practically objecting to any consideration of 
a tariff bill under any party whatever. You must always do it in this 
manner if you do it at all. 


We are met on the one hand by charges of delay. The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] the other day said we were desirous of keep- 
ing this question open for two to come, and now we are charged 


with oppression in hurrying consideration of this bill. Senators 
greatly mistake the Republican party and greatly mistake the manu- 
facturing States when they think we desire to keep this an open ques- 
tion. To nobody is it more important that it should not be an open 
question than it is to us. There have been various enterprises for 
months, and I may say for in my own State awaiting some sort 
of conclusion, some probability of prophecy with regard to the tariff 
question, and I am happy to > f that reserved funds have been let 
loose in many cases since the election of Mr. Harrison—let loose not 
only for our blessing but for the blessing of large sections of the South, 
as Southern Senators well know. 
then, ‘waits delay? Whodesires to keep open these questions 

of doubt ari vexation to our e? Not our capitalists, whose 
money is itle, who are unable to e any prophecies or calculations; 
not our woiking people—none of them. We are, and our action 
the record . «« shown it, in favor of _— and decisive action. e 
have been .-v time since the war in favor of the reduction of duties 
and an adé."''5» © the free-list, and there have been no reductions of 
duties xaade siace the war except those made by the Republican party. 
Every time it has touched the tariff it has largely increased the free- 
list and ey ae the th agate And yet we are the 
people charged ing to keep the question open, a sore, agitat- 
Le cucttidl uh tan ea hem and on the other hand we are charged 
with undue haste; but, as I say, it is impossible to act otherwise. 

I call attention to the fact right here—not because do not know 
it already, for it is in the report of the Finance Committee, but because 
it is neglected universally in the debate by the Democracy of the coun- 
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try—that there have been three important revisions of the tariff since 
1870, all made by Republicans—the acts of July 14, 1870; of June 6, 
1872, and of March 3, 1883. 

By the provisions of the act of July 14, 1870, one hundred and sev- 
enty-eight dutiable articles were placed on the free-list. These in- 
cluded many crude materials in use by our manufacturers imported 
from foreign countries, and not likely to be produced or manufactured 
here. The rates of duty were reduced upon fifty articles. — 

By the act of June 6, 1872, two hundred and thirteen items were 
added to the free-list, and duties were specifically reduced on forty-nine 
articles, in addition to a large number which had a 10 per cent. hori- 
zontal reduction. 

Then we come to the act of March 3, 1883. I want to emphasize the 
fact, honorable to our party, that it was the only opportunity we have 
had in fourteen years to touch the tariff, and we had it, as I may say 
in common phrase, by the very skin of our teeth, having a majority in 
the two Houses to do it with, and yet wedidit. Wediligently worked 
at it, and when we were done, being driven as we are driven now by 
short time and by close majority, we went into national convention the 
next year and resolved that the work was not perfected, and called for 
a still further revision of the tariff. 

Now again, for the first time when we have not been in power in the 
other House, our first chance under a Democratic House to revise it, 
we have revised it with all possible rapidity, and having only two 
months and sixteen days with a great mass of exceedingly important 
business, we are now making a sensible proposition to sit more hours 
a day, just as we did six years ago when we were in the same corner. 
I leave it to any fair jury which party has shown a zeal and desire to 
reduce the tariff , to reduce duties and to add to the free-list and to act 
promptly on a question of overwhelming importance. 

By the act of March 3, 1883, of which I am proud, seventy-two ad- 
ditional articles were placed on the free-list while the rates were re- 
duced on four hundred and twenty-seven paragraphs, embracing almost 
every schedule and almost every article on the dutiable-list. 

Now, sir, by the command of the Democratic party, by the standard 
set up by Democratic orators, the Republican party has proved itself 
to deserve the confidence of the country in this matter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to say but a word, Mr. President. I 
do not intend during the pendency of this resolution to undertake a 
discussion of the Senate substitute for the tariff bill, nor is it my pur- 
pose to follow the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] through 
the tariff oe that have been adopted, as he says, under Repub- 
lican auspices since 1870. 

We all have a very vivid recollection of the tariff revision made by 
his party in 1883, when both Houses were Republican, with a Repub- 
lican Executive to approve their conclusions, and the country has a very 
distinct recollection in the shape of a conviction that no relief ever 
came t0 any tax-payer upon the necessaries of life from that measure. 

The Senator from Connecticut might have contented himself and cer- 
tainly would have employed himself better in informing this Cham- 
ber and the country, if he had pointed out the relief that the pending 
tariff measure before this body is to bring to the tax-payers of this 
country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is exactly what I desire to find out by a care- 
fal and deliberate and detailed discussion beginning at 11 0’clock in 
the morning. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, Mr. President, and that brings me to the 
only practical suggestion I want to make to this Chamber, and that is, 
addressing the sense of fairness on the other side, to ask them if they 
believe we stand on even terms in the discussion of this bill. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said here the other day 
that he did not understand this bill and that it was not necessary that 
he should, because he relied with implicit faith upon the Republican 
membership of the Committee on Finance and accepted their conclu- 
sions, and it is given out, and it is believed by the country, and it is 
believed by this side of the Chamber, and I believe it, that the Repub- 
lican majority in the Senate has already agreed in caucus to accept the 
formulated conclusions of its Finance Committee members and sup- 
port this bill as a party. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look and see the disadvantage that puts 
usat. I take it that there is nota Republican member on the opposite 
side of the Chamber who is any better posted or advised about the de- 
tails of this bill than the average Democrat who sits over here, if he is 
not a member of the Finance Committee. Its members, of course, are 
posted; they are advised; they are better informed, for they made the 
measure. But the minority members of that Finance Committee are 
no better advised than we are, for, as the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES] has stated, and it has passed without contradiction, for 
nine weeks whilst the process of incubation was going on no Demo- 
cratic Senator, even if he were a member of the Committee on Finance, 
had any better opportunity to advise himself than I or some one who 
did not belong to it. 

Now, it is believed—and I have not yet heard it denied—that the 
resolution which is pending looking to a continuance of the session dur- 





ing the Christmas holidays is another product of the majority caucus, 
and that it is to be supported here to-day or whenever a vote shall be 
reache@ upon it by that side of the Chamber without a break in its 
vote—the result of caucus action. I beg those Senators to stop and 
answer to themselves and say whether this is fair treatment towards 
the minority of the Senate. 

The Democratic members of the Finance Committee have already 
declared here upon this floor that they for lack of opportunity are not 
on even terms with the majority membership of that committee. They 
have no advantage and stand on no better ground in this fight than do 
the other Senators who do not belong to the committee at all. Weare 
left, as every Senutor here knows, without the aid of one of the most 
efficient, one of the best equipped of al! the members on this Chamber 
floor on eitherside upon every question of tariff and taxation. My col- 
league [Mr. Beck], who stands at the head of the minority of that 
committee by service, is not hereandcannotbe. Thatis an additional 
disadvantage in which we find ourselves. 

I do not believe that our Republican friends were warranted in reach- 
ing any conclusion in caucus or elsewhere that we or anybody over 
here intended factious opposition to this bill, or to make dilatory mo- 
tions, or employ unusual methods in order to protract its discussion 
and secure delay. I challenge the production of the record of this 
Chamber to show a single amendment that has been offered which does 
not upon its face carry proof conclusive that it was offered in good 
faith and debated in good faith and not for dilatory purposes. 

There is no way for the minority of the Senate to prevent the passage 
of this resolution, for its passage has ‘been determined upon by a caucus 
of the majority party—there is no way except it be by the employment 
of methods that I am glad to know are of unusual occurrence or ap-° 
pearance in this Chamber. But I do not wish to uttera warning. I 
simply desire to enter a protest against forcing upon the minority an 
issue fraught with as much importance and consequence to the whole 
American people as this, without the opportunities for consideration and 
debate being made equal and fair. That does not appear to have been 
done, and if it should come that any unusual method should be re- 
sorted to, of which I have no information and no right to speak, the 
majority side of this Chamber will have itself to blame for forcing and 
precipitating such an issue without having afforded ample opportunity 
and fair chance to the minority, who are otherwise powerless. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I might well have added to the re- 
ductions, of which I gave some statistics, this: 


That if the rates of duty imposed by our tariff laws peer tothe act of July 14, 
1870, had been applied to the importations in 1887, the amount of duties col- 
lected in the latter year would have been $359,629,117.15, or an excess of $139,- 
596,693.25 above the amount which was actually collected under the provisions 
of existing law. 


One thing more. I omitted from that statement, which refers solely 
to customs duties, the internal taxes: 


Of internal taxes the following have been the reduction made by the party 
now in the minority since the conclusion of the war: 





By the acts of July 13, 1866, and March: 2, 1867........0.ccccowersrcsesserseceeeee $108, 381, 199 
By the acts of March 31, 1868, and February 3, 1868...............-:s0sssceeseere 54, 802, 578 
By Cw Reb OF DULY 14, 1870... .ccccccesscccccesecccsccsescocvccesccoscccsosescecscesccsoscccese 55, 315, 221 
By Ge OOS OE DOSRIINOE BE, TOT occcccsvccncscccccccccscsseccecdsscecosocccsvscescescesce 14, 436, 862 
Ba CR NEE G0 IE IEEE access ocesccdtvadevccassscseeornnsesnts teccetnccceseedsosaecete 15, 807, 618 
Be eB A IEE Ba ED ei ceccnnacentesuscescoscnguaccrocpoeetisiecrrequniasuapesiioanys 40, 677, 682 

UE i iiecnentmsagebetionss coin Aiieataihaiiauiatinniiaenthinspshatminaiinciaiedl 284, 421, 260 


An apparent reduction on the face of the bills by these acts touch- 
ing internal taxes of $284,421,260. I say all the reductions have been, 
made by the Republican party since the war in spite of the opposition 
of the Democracy. 

A single statement more—— 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will yield to me right there I should 
like to ask a question, unless it is an interruption. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly I will yield. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
whether the reductions to which he refers were not largely or alto- 
gether—perhaps he has stated and I did not hear him—reductions in 
the internal-revenue system of taxation of the country ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. This last list I added for the reason that they‘were 
such reductions. I had previously stated the reductions in customs. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator further whether it is 
not a fact that during the large expenditure of the war period of the 
country, when internal-revenue taxes were laid upon every conceivable 
subject of consumption, there was not a corresponding increase of the 
tariff duties in order to compensate those who were engaged in do- 
mestic production; and also whether when these internal taxes were 
removed there was any corresponding removal of those increased duties 
which were laid on specifically for the purpose of meeting the increase 
of internal taxes? 

Mr. HAWLEY. In some cases there were such reductions, Theo- 
retically we always attempted to doit. But that is not the question 
under consideration now. The question is, who is anxious for prompt 
and thorough consideration and who has made reductions, whether 
wise ornot? Thatis the question to which I am calling attention, and 
whether we are wise in asking to sit some extra hours in a day and 
meet a little earlier and omit some of our holidays in order to consider 
this important question. These are the points before us at this mo- 





i 
3| 
{ 
; 
a 

f 
3 
i 
‘s 
' 
8 


po 


Cit tle 


carat saben a i i AR A A RS as i a 


= em ey 


a ee 






ee ete 


an PRS 





= 


ment, not whether a proper balance between internal taxes and cus- 
toms dnties has been maintained in the reductions. 

I call attention, if I may do so here—I think it is not a trespass on 
the etiquette prevailing between the two Houses—to the fact that in 


the consideration of what is known as the Mills bill the ruling major- 
ity in the other Hous se did require that House, though it was ‘the long 
session, to meet at 11, adjourn at 5, and sit also many evenings be- 
sides. when the: y had the whole summer before them; and now we have 
but two months and sixteen days leit out of twelve years, before the 
adjournment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the allusions of Senaters on the 


other side to the action of the Senate on the tariff act of 1883 are pe- 


culiarly unfortunate in view of the attitude which they now occupy. 


The tariff bill of 1883 was reported from the Finance Committee on 
It provided, as does this bill, for a 


the 4th day of January, 1883. 
general and thorongh revision of the tariff and of all its schedules. 


We were then, as we are now, in the midst of a short session which 
was to close on the 4th day of March. ‘Then, as now, this body was 


almost equally divided politically. 


I say the report was made.on the 4th day of January. On the 10th 
day of January that bill was taken up for discussion by the Senate and 
discussion was proceeded with by meeting at 11 o'clock and by night 
‘The Senate was given 


sessions until the bill finally passed the Senate. 
six days en both sides for an examination of the bill prier te the com- 


mencement of its discussion and consideratien. Now seventy-eight, 
days have elapsed since this bill was reported to the Senate for exam- | 


ination and consideration by the Senators upon both sides.of the Cham- 
ber. If six days were sufficient in 1683, under exactly the same cir- 
cumstances, how can you say that after seventy-eight days have 

there is any evidence of unfaimess on this side ef the Chamber if we 
ask you to proceed with diligence to the consideration and discussion 
of this bill? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to correct the Senator. It was not six 
days. That bill of 1883 was made in six hours, made in a conference 
committee and by adopting provisions which had been voted down by 
a large majority in both Houses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is entirely begging the question, with all re- 
spect to the Senator frem Missouri. The bill was considered item by 
item for weeks and for months in this body, and it was considered by 
the Senate meeting at 11 o’dleck and holding night sessions, its con- 
sideration commencing six days after the report of the committee. 

1 do not care at this time te go into a discussion of what was done 


by that centerence committee farther than to say that there were fewer | 


charges made by that conferenée committee than im any other tariff 
bill that ever passed Congress, and fewer changes than are made im any 
appropriation bill that has passed Congress for the last ten years. 

Mr. VEST. 1 donot care about going into that matter, but I refer 
to the public discussion of it hetween the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHrRMAN] and the Senatorfrom Verment [Mr. MorritL]. If neces- 
sary I can bring that here and read it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I will say to the Senator that I have denied 
the truth of the statements which were made by the Senator fram 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck], and when he 
very soon, | propose to substantiate that denial from the record. 

Mr. VEST. I know nothing about the statements of the Senator 
from Kentucky. I know the statements made by the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from Vermont, which were published and which 
T can produce here. 


Mr. ALDRICH. ‘That isentirely aside from the question now under | 


consideration. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] says that 
he did not receive a copy of this bill.on the 25th of September, at the 
time I said it was distributed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I did not make that statement, not impugning 
the Senator’s remark at all, but I may say it is a fact nevertheless. It 
may have been my fault; I do not say it was the fanlt of the Finance 
Committee or the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say thatcopies were delivered to every Demo- 
cratic member of the committee who was then in the city on the 25th 
day of September. 

Now let us see what there is about these cireumstances which would 
indicate undue haste on our part,,as alleged by the Senators on the 
other side. They say that we had sixty days to consider the bill, when 
they had no opportunity for its consideration or for the consideration 
of this question. The Demoeratic members of the subcommittee had 
every opportunity which the Republican members had. There was 
not one hearing in the whole sixty days that was not open to every mem- 
ber, to each one of the minority members of that subcommittee. Noth- 
ing was concealed from any member of the committee. Our 
and discussions were always open, not only open to members of the 
subcommittee but to members of the full committee. Of course the 
draught of the bill was made by the Republican members. It conld not 
have been made otherwise. And if because they had sixty days, you 
say, in advance of the time that you had, and fer that reason you can 


net consider the bill now »when will you ever he able to consider at, if 
that is a reason ? 
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I submit to gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber that every 
single amendment which has been offered to this bill so far has been 
in identical terms with provisions of the House bill. That bill was re- 
ported to the House of Representatives last April, months ago, and it 
is {air to assume that the Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
were familiar with its provisions. They were familiar with the rea- 
sons which led the Committee on Ways and Means of the House to 
adopt those provisions. ‘They were familiar with the discussion in the 
House of Representatives on the various items; and they are familiar 
with the reasons which led to their adoption. If they propose to con- 
tinue as they have in the past, simply to offersuch amendments as have 
been indicated by the action of the House of Representatives, what 
further preparation is needed? That bill.and the Senate bill, I vent- 
ure to say, were discnssed upon the hustings by every Senator on that 
side of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Manperson in the chair). The 
Senator from Rhode Island will suspend his remarks. ‘The hour of 2 
o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce tax- 
ation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the consideration of the resolution will go 
on until the vote is reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business having been 
Jaid before the Senate—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that it be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
aside for the consideration of the pending resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to proceed to the consideration of this 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam sure there will be no objection to the Senator 
from Rhode Island finishing his remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not object to the Senator continuing his re- 
marks. ‘The unfinished business may be laid aside for that purpose. 
I of course do not wish to cut the Senator off from completing his re- 
marks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island is 
recognized by the Chair to complete his remarks at this time, no objec- 
tion being made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwas on the point of saying that the provisions of 
the House bill as well as the provisions of the Senate bill and the gen- 
eral question at issue between the two parties were diseussed by every 
Democratic Senator, I venture to say, upon the stump during the last 
campaign. Did any one of those Senators undertake to say to his con- 
stituency that he did net ee ree ee 
had no opportunity for learning what provisions use 
were after it had been by the St. Louis convention and made 
the issue ian thecampaign? Did any of them make the eonfessien then 
which is now made, that they did not understand the question, that 
they did not know what the Mills bill contained, and did not know 
what the Senate bill contained? No, sir. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] charged the majority of the 
Committee on Finance with undue before the election. ‘They 
were anxious then for some action upon tariff question. The reve- 
wrmeg we sap ne enon renthnae ages gil It was the one 
living issue before American people. What happened since 
that this great change should take place in the views of the gentlemen 
upon the other side of this Chamber? ee 
and say they do not know anything question and ask us to 
delay indefinitely action upon it? Fasanlee suffering from a 
tariff which is unjust, why not try to enact one which will work 

justice? 
’ Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Senator from Rhode Island mean to 
say that we are asking him to delay indefinitely the consideration of 
this bill? That was his 

Mr. ALDRICH. Practically. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Sis Bn uphsdkc deg adh Wing end the Senator 
certainly knows it. Weask no indefinite delay. It has been repeated 
over and over again in eee hearing that all we ask is the 
usual and egislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In terms the the Senators upon that side do not ask 
for indefinite delay, but when in the consideration of this bill, with a 
limited number of days remaining for its ition, but one single 
Foes fin ates dad chen Seer wate tor oltetiiaaed 

to Monday every week and for the earliest adjournment 

dor ooh Ghen they refuse to consider a proposition to meet at 

"in the morning and have night sessions, a precedent which 

been followed in every Congress where important legislation of this 

been pending, their actsspeak louder than any words of theirs 
is Chamber. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to proceed to the consideration of the res- 


olution. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the resolution in re- 
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gard to the sessions of the Senate, the unfinished business being tem- 
porarily laid aside for that purpose. 

The mation was agreed to. ~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will ask that the resolution be read, as I desire 
to offer an amendment to it. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As proposed to be modified ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; the substitute that has been offered modi- 
fying the resolution. : ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as proposed to be modi- 
fied will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Vv, r 19,and until otherwise or- 

Pen ye 


noon, and that at 5.30 o’clock in the afternoon a recess shall be taken until 8 
o’clock p. m. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out all that part after the words 
**11 o’clock in the forenoon.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 
The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so as to 
read: 

That on and after Wednesday, December 19, until otherwise ordered, the hour 
of meeting of the Senate shall be 11 o’cloek in the forenoon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the words proposed to be stricken out. 
TheCuier CLERK. Striking out the words: 


And that at 5.30 o'clock in the afternoon a recess shall be taken until8 o’elock 
Pp. m. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam very much astonished at the language of 
some of our friends on the opposite side of the Chamber in regard to 
reasonable and proper requests upon this side. TheSenator from Ohio 
said that we had denounced this resolution as unconstitutional and 
revolutionary. Iam sure that the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
did not want to make upon the floor of the Senate false and unfounded 
and groundless statements, and yet I challenge him to show what Sen- 
ator upon this side has denounced this resolution as unconstitutional. 

The Senator from Rhode Island charges that we are attempting to 
defeat any action upon the tariff bill. Mr. President, I say that charge 
is unqualifiedly untrue, and all insinuations to that effect are without 
any foundation in fact. Let us look at this matter just asitis. It has 
been charged that the House of Representatives had the House bill under 
consideration for over seven months, and that that bill was passed on 
the 2ist of July last and that the Senate committee reported it on the 
3d of October. What are the facts? The House passed the bill onthe 
2ist of July; on the 21st of July it was received in the Senate. The 
Senate Finance Committee reported it back to the Senate on the 3d of 
October. How long was that? That was seventy-four days. 

But let us go back to the record of the Senate Finance Committee and 
see what they have been doing. I am not sure as to the date—it has 
been stated, but I have not been able to lay my hands upon it—but in 
May some time (perhaps the Senator from Tennessee can tell me) the 
Senate Finance Committee appointed a subcommittee to consider the 
tariff mn. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was some time in May, but I do not remember 
the particular day in May. I have not looked at the record recently. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I say in May last—I have not the precise date 
although I have had it—the Senate Finance Committee appointed a 
subcommittee to consider the tariff question. 

Mr. ALLISON. The 25th of May. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the 25th of May, then, the Senator from Iowa 
informs me, that subcommittee was a . On the 26th day of 
May, 1888, that subcommittee met. ‘‘Present, Messrs. ALLISON, 
chairman, Jones, Hiscock, VooRHEES, Beck, and Harris.” pP- 
pose they with the Senator from Rhode Island-[Mr. ALDRICH] consti- 
tute the members of the subcommittee. The name of the Senator 


“ALLISON, ALDRICH, JonEs, Hiscock, V Beck, and Har- 
RIS’’ constitute subcommittee that commenced the i tion 
of the tariff question 


The bill was then pending im the other House, and was being dis- 
cussed, and those Senators knew just as lt eoline- Bae antes 
they intended to report. a substitute for that bill if it ever passed the 
other House. They were preparing the substitute; they were taking 
testimony, and they had the Senate substitute under consideration, 

from the 25th day of May to the 3d day of October, one hun- 
dred and thirty days. For four and athird months the Senate Finance 
Committee devoted themselves to the preparation of this substitute. 
They took testimony, which was printed in leaflet for the use and ben- 
efit of the committee, and was not furnished to Senators, at least not 
to Senators on this side of the Chamber. It is not usual, I believe, in 
such cases that the testimony should be furnished to all Senators. I 
am not complaining of that, but I am only stating the fact in the case. 

They re their bill to the full committee on the 25th day of Sep- 
tember. uch stress has been placed upon that, but I desire to say 
that my information is that when the bill was reported to the full com- 
mittee of the Senate on the 25th day of September last there was an 





absolute injunction upon the members of that committee that they 
should not give out the bill to anybody else but to the members. [ 
understand the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who is now 
absent, desired a copy of the bill, and the Senate Finance Committee 
requested, or required, that that copy of the bill should be sent to him 
by aspecial messenger. The minority, members of the Finance Com- 
mittee were not considered free to show the bill to their brother Dem- 
ocratic Senators until the final action of the committee upon if. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? ~ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. What the Senator says is substantially true, that 
when the bill was reported to the full committee, by the unanimous 
consent or agreement of that committee, and especially the Democratic 
members, it was deemed wise not to make the bill public until the 
reports could accompany the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And I may add, Mr. President, if my friend will 
allow me, that I in my innocence having applied to the committee 
having charge of the bill for a copy of it did not get it, just like the 
Democratic gentlemen. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iremembervery well that the Senator from Vermont 
wanted to look at it, but was not at liberty under the unanimous-con- 
sent rule to procure a copy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was the request of the Democratic members. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was the request of the members on the Demo- 
cratic side that the bill should not be made public until the reports 
accompanied it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam only statinga fact. I am not a member of 
the committee, and, as a matter of course, do not know at whose in- 
stance it was done, but I thought it remarkably strange that so much 
secrecy should be observed in sending a copy of the bill to the senior 
Senator from Kentucky that it could not be intrusted to the mail and 
had to be sent by a special messenger. I thought it very strange at 
the time and commented upon it. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator goes into detail respecting that which 
was the wish of the minority of the committee, that at theearliest pos- 
sible moment the Senator from Kentucky, who was at Fortress Mon- 
roe, should have a copy of the bill, and it was deemed important by us 
all that that copy should be sent by a special messenger rather than to 
trust it to the slow processes of the mails. We did not know when it 
would reach him if it passed through the mails. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The bill was reported to the Senate on the 3d 
day of October last. There was not a quorum of the Senate present at 
that time. There was not a quorum of the Senate present at any time 
from that date to the day of adjournment. There was some hurried 
discussion upon the bill. There were efforts made to prepare tables 
showing exactly the effect of the proposed changes in the substitute, 
and to institute a fair and just comparison between the House bill and 
the Senate bill; but those tables were not prepared before the Senate 
adjourned. The tables prepared by the Senate Finance Committee 
were furnished to us before Congress adjourned, but the tables which 
were prepared in the Treasury Department and the tables which were 
prepared by the House committee were not received prior to the ad- 
journment. 4 

I have tried to ascertain when the testimony was printed. I have 
telephoned to the Public Printer to ascertain the day when he sent up 
the second and third volumes of the testimony before the Finance Com- 
mittee. Isent to the Senate document-room to ascertain the dates when 
they were received there, and our superintendent replies as follows: 

We keep no record of the time documents are received from the Printer. If 
my memory serves me correctly, the testimony of the Finance Committee was 


ved four or five days before the adjournment. 
ly, yours, 





AMZI SMITH. 

I do not think my memory fails me when I say that I never saw 
more than one volume of that testimony before Congress adjourned in 
October last. I obtained one velume of the testimony, I can not say 
exactly how many days, but only a few days, probably two or three 
days, before we adjourned. I do not remember the exact date, but it 
was only a short time before the final adjournment. I know it did not 
give me timeeven toopen it or attempt to read it. The second volume 
I never saw until my return here after the election. 

Now the proposition is to meet at 11 o’elock and remain in session 
until half after 5, six and a half hours, and then meet at 8 and sit in- 
definitely. I have no objection in the world to meeting at 11 o’clock, 
and no objection has been made upon this side of the Chamber to meet- 
ing at 11 o’elock. But I do not think it is right, Ido not think it is 
fair just now, that we shall commence night sessions. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatorfrom Missouri yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. . 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not think there is much necessity for further 
argument on the part of the Senator from Missouri if he is willing to 
meet at 11 o’clock, because when it comes to 5.30 o’clock if a motion 
is made to adjourn and a majority of the Senate want to adjourn, we 
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shall adjourn. The Senator knows how easy itis to obtain a majority 
for adjournment at that hour on any day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all very true, but the Senator from Ver- 
mont will bear me out in saying that when we have passed a rule of 
the Senate Senators obey it and do not undertake to take advantage of 


it. If we were to pass this rule we should not feel at liberty totrample 
it under our feet and disregard it. 

Let us meet at 11 o’clock and go on for a few days and see what 
progress we make. We can then determine in a few days as to the 


length of recess we shall take, whether it will be one, two, or three 
days, or whatever may be the time. We shall then know exactly the 
time that is before us, and if night sessions become necessary within a 
reasonable time there will be no factious opposition offered to them 
from this side of the Chamber. We never have offered any facticus 
opposition to the consideration of just and fair measures in a just, fair, 
and proper manner ; but I for one do not propese to submit to having 
the Senator from Ohio denounce the action of the Democratic mem- 
bers of the Senate and say that they have stated (I repeat it now be- 
cause he is present) that this resolution was revolutionary and uncon- 
stitutional. I say that Democratic Senators have never asserted any 
such proposition. 
Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


I do not think I ever asserted it. 
The Senator used that exact language. 
I think the Senator will see that I did not. I 


shall not look over the Reporter’s notes of my remarks, but I think the, 


Senator will find himself mistaken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator used the language, for I took note 
of it at the time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I never in that connection denounced the opposi- 
tion of the Democratic party as unconstitutional or revolutionary. I 
think the Senator will find my language recorded differently. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know positively that the Senator said it. He 
may not have intended to use the language, but I thought it very 
strange, speaking as guardedly as he generally does, that he should 
use both those words. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonotthink Idid. I certainly never intended 
to denounce the action of the Democrats in that particular as revolu- 
tionary or unconstitutional, because it is neither. I think it is very 
unreasonable. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, the Senator does not catch the point. He 
did not denounce our course as unconstitutional and revolutionary, 
but he stated that we had said that the resolution proposing to meet 
at 11 o’clock and take a recess at half after 5 and meet at 8 was rev- 
olutionary and unconstitutional. I say no Democratic Senator ever 
made any such statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the declaration made by the Senator’s 
colleague was very nearly that; but if I am mistaken about it, I wish 
to be corrected. 

Mr. VEST. I never said any such thing. The notes of the Re- 
porter will show that I did not use such language. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The idea of a Democratic Senator stating that a 
resolution about adjournment was unconstitutional! It was farcical, 
and I was astonished to hear the Senator making such a statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Instead of that I will simply say that the resolu- 
tion is, I think, in almost the same words and very much in the same 
form as the resolution under which the original bill was acted upon 
and passed in the House of Representatives. The Mills bill was con- 
sidered under a resolution almost in terms like the one pending; that 
is, that the House would meet at 11 o’clock and take a recess at a cer- 
tain hour. Under such a resolution the Mills bill was considered, and 
I never denounced that course as revolutionary or unconstitutional, for 
I do not think itisso. I think it is the perfect right of a minority at 
any time to resort to any reasonable degree of delay and tactics for de- 
lay. That is perfectly constitutional, and it is not revolutionary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say I was very much astonished to find that 
the Senator would state that we had made such a charge as that, and 
iam certain he made it because my attention was specially attracted 
to it at the time. 

Now, let us meet at 11 o’clock. There will be no opposition to that. 
We have made no opposition to the length of the daily sessions. Only 
once did we ask for an adjournment before the Senator from lowa was 
ready toadjourn. We did not ask to adjourn then, but we asked to 
have an executive session when there was important executive busi- 
ness to be transacted. The Senator objected to it then, and at 5 o’clock 
we went into executive session. He knows perfectly well that we have 
conferred with him ever since that time in regard to having an execu- 
tive session or an adjournment, as we did yesterday evening. 

Let us go on until 5 o’clock. Nobody objects to sitting until that 
hour; but I do not think the time has come when we ought to be asked 
to come back here at a night session. I believe it may be avoided en- 
tirely until towards the close of the session. Senators know perfectly 
well that night sessions are not prolific of expediting business. They 
are not the best sessions that the Senate holds for the transaction of 
business: they are not the most pleasant sessions; and I believe we can 
get along with the bill and pass it without any night sessions. If a 
night session becomes necessary in order to get a fair and full discussion 


of the bill and a fair disposition of it, I shall not oppose a night ses- 
sion. I have never opposed night sessions when I thought they would 
accomplish any good. 

I say to Senators upon the opposite side that a night session now will 
do them no good; it will be a to them; it will impede rather than 
facilitate or hasten the disposition of the bill. I trust, therefore, that 
my amendment will prevail. I do not propose to go into the discus- 
sion of the merits of this controversy or to meet the remarks of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who stated what the Re- 
publican party had done in the way of reducing the tariff. 

Mr. President, the record speaks for itself. The Republican party 
have made reductions of taxes, but they have been reductions of the in- 
ternal revenue; they have not been reductions of the tariff taxes. The 
internal-revenue receipts in 1866 were $309,000,000, and they have re- 
duced them to $124,000,000 in 1888. 

Mr. VEST. If my colleague will permit me, the Reporter has fur- 
nished me with whatI didsay. I ask the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio to it. Here is what I said: 


On account of the sickness of the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] 
work has been devolved upon some of us on this side of the Chamber which 
has been most irksome, but it had to be performed; and now for this Senate to 
change its rule, meet at 11 o'clock, then again at 8, and expect us todo justice to 
this question, to the details of the bill, is simply cruel and outrageous, and I 
use the terms with their full significance. 


I never used the words ‘‘ revolutionary ’’ or ‘‘ unconstitutional.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. The tariff taxes in 1866 amounted to $179,000,- 
000. In 1888 they amounted to $219,000,000. There is the record; it 
speaks for itself. The internal-revenue taxes were increased at various 
times, and with every increase of the internal-revenue taxes there came 
an increase of the tariff taxes. There was an express promise made that 
when the internal-revenue taxes were reduced the tariff taxes should 
be reduced in proportion, and that promise has never been fulfilled to 
this day. The internal-revenue taxes have been reduced, and the tariff 
taxes that were imposed for the simple reason only of the imposition of 
the internal-revenue taxes never have been repealed, they never have 
been reduced, they never have been modified. 

Mr. President, I could cite here testimony from the Senator from 
Vermont who sits farthest from me [Mr. Sateen and from the Sen- 
ator from Iowa who sits nearest me [Mr. ALLISON] and others, from 
the debates, showing that when the internal-revenue taxes were in- 
posed and the tariff taxes were increased in consequence of them there 
was a distinct understanding that when the internal-revenue taxes were 
taken off the tariff tax which had been imposed because of the imposi- 
tion of the internal-revenue taxes should also be reduced. I say that 

romise has never been redeemed. That promise has never been kept. 

he Republican party have reduced taxation. They have removed 
the internal-revenue taxes from apothecaries and from auctioneers, 
from banks and from bankers, from billiard-rooms and from bowling- 
alleys, from pawn-brokers and from produce-brokers and stock-brokers, 
from circuses, claim ts, express carriers, and insurance agents. 
Even jugglers and lottery-ticket dealers have been relieved of the in- 
ternal-revenue taxes imposed upon them. In addition thereto, all the 
manufacturers, patent-right dealers, peddlers, and theaters have had 
internal-revenue taxes removed. But there has been no removal of 
the tariff taxes to correspond with this reduction of the internal-reve- 
nue taxes. 

I only desired to say this much in regard to the matter, and I ho 
the amendment which I have offered, which will simply leave the 
Senate to meet at 11 o’clock, will be adopted. : 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, before the resolution passes by I wish 
to make a single remark. 

The Senator from Ohio stated, quoting the Senator from Iowa, that 
that side of the Chamber fully recognizes the fact that neither this bill 
nor any other legislation of the kind can pass without the assistance 
or the consent of the Democratic portion of the Chamber. If that be 
so, it seems to me that common fairness, not to say courtesy, ought to 
have suggested that this side of the Chamber should have been con- 
sulted in regard to the matter before this resolution was attempted to 
be hurried through here in the manner that has been attempted. 

I say now, for myself, for I am not authorized to speak for 
any one else, if that statement of the Senator from Ohio be met in its 
full and complete sense, then this side of the Chamber (speaking for 
myself, of course) is perfectly ready to meet the majority and adjust 
this matter to the satisfaction of both parties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr, CocKRELL] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the reading of the amendment and the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment and the amend- 
ment proposed to the amendment will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. The amendment of Mr. MoRRILL is to strike 
out all after the word “‘ resolved’’ and insert: 


That on and after Wednesday, December 19, and until otherwise ordered, the 
daily hour of meeting of the shall be 11 o’clock in the forenoon, and 
that at 5,30 o’clock in the afternoon a recess shall be taken until 8 o'clock p.m 
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The amendment of Mr. CocKRELL to the amendment is to strike 
out the words— 

And that at 5.30 o’clock in the afternoon a recess shall be taken until 8 o’clock 
p. m.— 

So as to read: 

That on and after Wednesday, December 19, and until otherwise ordered, the 
daily hour of meeting of the Senate shall be 11 o’clock in the forenoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGce]. Is this considered a 

y question? Ido not see the Senator’s colleague present, and I 
will withhold my vote. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [ Mr. oltee but I have transferred my pair to 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr Hampton], and I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. CAMERON’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], who is absent from the city. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired by general 
arrangement with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], and as 
the question seems to take the shape of party division I must with- 


hold my vote. 
Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
I am paired with the Sen- 


the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. If he were here, I should vote 
“* nay. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumMB]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. SARIN] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was paired, as I supposed, with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsoN], but I understand that the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is paired with him. Sol shall vote, I 
vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Bate, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie. 
re Daniel, Pasco, Tuas 
Bleage Gime Pon Wileon or’ Ma 

n, , . 
Cock rell, > Reagan, = 
ray, ’ 

Coke, Harris, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, — 
Chace, Farwell, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chandler, e, Morrill, Stewart 
Cullom, Hawiey, Paddock, Stockbridge. 
Davis, Hiscock, Palmer, Wilson of lowa, 
Dawes, Hoar, Platt, 

ABSENT — 24. 

Beck Evarts, Jones of Nevad Sabin, 
Blair, Faulkner, Kenna, ” Spooner, 
Bowen, b McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Hale, Morgan, Teller, 
Butler, Hampton, Plumb, Vest, 
Cameron, Hearst, Quay, Walthall 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me, I 
desire to say that I understand that there is a fair expectation that 
we can come to a mutual agreement on both sides of the Chamber in 
half an hour—— 

Mr. GRAY. Before the Senator from Vermont proceeds—I have 
not heard what his request of me was—I desire to offer a substitute 
for the resolution, upon which the remarks of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, I su ve would be in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator did not apprehend—— 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator from Vermont will excuse me, for 
Iam very sure he will find that his remarks will be more pertinent 
after I get through than they are now. 

It has been repeatedly declared by Senators on this side of the 
Chamber, who, while disclaiming any authority to speak for their fel- 
lows, yet are as much authorized to speak for them as any Senator 
here, that there is no desire or wish or purpose entertained by Sen- 
ators on this side to obstruct the passage of the Senate substitute for 
the House bill. On the‘contrary, I think there is a general consensus 
on this side that it would be well for the action, whatever it is to be 


on the part of the Senate, to be taken at as early a day as is consistent 
with the rights of individual members to scrutinize the provisions of 
the bill and to suggest what may appear to them to be proper amend- 
ments thereto. 

On my own part I entirely sympathize with the feeling which I have 
just stated as to the belief entertained on thisside, and I hope that there 
will be no unnecessary delay in coming to final action upon the substi- 
tute proposed by the Finance Committee to the House bill. As that 
feeling and that purpose we thought had been made manifest on this 
side, it was with some surprise and something of a feeling of grievance 
that the resolution providing for the meeting of the Senate at 11 o’clock 
and for night sessions, and with the declared purpose that there should 
not be the usual Christmas vacation, was heard by Senators on this side 
of the Chamber. 

The tariff measure now before the Senate is one of transcendent im- 
portance to the people of thiscountry. Differing views are entertained 
by the two sides of this Chamber upon its policy, upon its general 
scheme, and upon the details of the measure. With entire respect for 
the opinions of those who differ with me, I think Iam voicing the 
general sentiment of this side when I say that we only desire to make 
expression of our points of difference in an intelligible manner and in 
such a way that we shall not unnecessarily consume the time of the 
Senate in beating the air in a discussion which shall be founded upon 
insufficient consideration and insufficient preparation. 

The plan proposed by the resolution offered by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, as was said by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
awhile ago, puts us at a very great disadvantage in performing merely 
our duty in regard to the bill. We are differently situated from Sen- 
ators on the other side in that respect. They have determined, and 
may well determine, to follow the lead of the very able members of 
the Finance Committee who represent them in that committee. They 
have proposed a bill which, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] 
said some days ago, though he did not understand it in all its details, 
yet Senators on that side had determined to follow the lead of the very 
able gentlemen who had prepared the bill, because they believed in its 
general scheme and its general purposes. 

On this side we are very differently situated. We do not believe in 
the general scheme or the general purposes of that bill, and we are not 
prepared to follow the lead of the Senators who have given their nights 
and days for long months to the preparation of the scheme. In order 
to express the points of difference we need time on this side that is not 
needed on the other; but it is only a fair time, it is only a reasonable 
opportunity that we ask. 

Therefore, with a view of testing the sense of fairness of Senators on 
the other side, in order that we may reasonably co-operate in expedit- 
ing the public business, I offer as a substitute for the resolution what 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be 
read. 

The CureF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
‘*resolved’’ and insert: 

That until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting of the Senate during 
this week shall be 11 o’clock in the forenoon, and that at 5.30 o’clock in the 
afternoon a recess shall be taken until 8 o’clock p. m., witha view of utilizing 
the time of the Senate so as not to interfere with the usual holiday vacation as 
proposed by the joint House resolution. 

Mr. MORF-“.L. With a view of coming to a compromise with the 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber, as I understand there is 
a fair prospect of such a compromise being made, I ask for the post- 
ponement of the resolution until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the further consideration of the resolution and 
the amendments be postponed until to-morrow. Is there objection? 


Mr. GRAY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Delaware objects. 

Mr. VEST and others (to Mr. Gray). Let it goover until to-mor- 
row. 


r. GRAY. In deference to the wishes of Senators around me, I 
withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution and the amendments is postponed 
until to-morrow. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance to re- 
port back with an amendment the concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives in relation to the adjournment of the two Houses 
for the holidays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion reported by the Committee on Finance will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of panetiocs (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, 1888, they stand adjourned until 


Monday, January 7, 1889. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance will be read. 

The Cu1EF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the concurrent resolu- 


tion by striking out, in lines 2 and 3, the words ‘“‘ two Houses adjourn’”’ 
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and inserting the words ‘‘ House of Representatives adjourns;’’ and in 
line 4, by striking out the word ‘‘ they ’’ and inserting the word ‘‘it;”’ 
so as to read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
House of Representatives adjourns on Friday, December 21, 1888, it stand ad- 
journed until Monday, January 7, 1889. 

Mr. MORRELL. I ask that this resolution also go over until to- 


inorrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The consideration of the report, if 
there be no objection, will be pestponed until te-morrow. The Chair 
hears none, and it is so erdered. 

RED RIVER BRIDGES. 

Mr. VEST. 
Commerce. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is thereobjection? TheChair hears 
none. : 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3666) to amend an act entitled “‘An act grant- 
ing to the city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges 
across the Red River,’’ approved May 21, 1888, to report it with an 
amendment. Atthe request of theSenator from Minnesota[Mr. Davis] 
1 ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. Itsimply amendsan 
act already passed by Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill just reported from the Committee on 
Commerce may be now considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall feel constrained to object if it takes any 
time. ‘ 

Mr. VEST. It will take no time that I know of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
proposes to amend section 3 of the act approved May 21, 1888, by in- 
serting, after the words ‘‘ under this act,’’ in line 1, the words “ below 
the mouth of the Red Lake River;’’ and further, after the words ‘‘said 
bridge,’ in line 11, by inserting ‘‘and any bridge built under this 
act, above the mouth of the Red Lake River, shall be built with one 
draw-spen of not less than 87 feet in the clear, measured at low water, 
and this draw-span shall be over the main channel at the most acces- 
sible and best navigable point, and the other span may be less than 80 
feet and be kept clear of trestle-work;’’ also by inserting, in line 13, 
after ‘parallel to,’ the words ‘‘and except above the mouth of the 
Red Lake River; and also by inserting, in line 15, after the word 
‘‘stream,’’ as follows: “‘ and above the mouth of the Red Lake River 
the bridge may be placed at an angle of 83° with the direction of the 
current of the stream.”’ 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was, in 
line 16, after the word ‘‘ work,’’ to insert: 

And the plan shall not be of less elevation than 3 feet above extreme high- 
water mark as shown at the point of location, measured to the lowest part of 
the superstructure of said bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

YOUNG’S BAY BRIDGE. 

Mr. VEST. I amalsoinstructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3645) granting to the Astoria and South 
Coast Railway Company the right to constructa bridge across Young’s 
Bay, a navigable stream in the county of Clatsop and State of Oregon, 
to report it without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I sbould like to ask the Senator from Missouri if 
there is any objection to the present consideration of the bill? Dpes 
the Senator from Missouri desire the bill to go upon the Calendar? 

Mr. VEST. Net at all. 

Mr. DOLPE. Is there any objection, if the Senate indulges me, to 
have it considered now ? 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection. I did not see the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLpu]j in his seat. 

Mr. DOLPH. There is a pressing necessity for the bill, and I ask 
that it be considered now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLAIMS OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
submitted a report to accompany the advezse report made yesterday on 
the resolution in relation to amounts due postmasters for services ren- 
dered the United States between July 1, 1864, and July 1, 1874; which 
was ordered to be printed. 


I ask leave to report two bills from the Committee on 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3736) to increase the pension of 
Julia A. Ross; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (S. 3737) for the relief 
of Sterling H. Tucker and others; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims.: 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3738) for the reorganization 
and increased efficiency of the personnel of the Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S, 3739) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Fanny A. Boyd, widow of O. B. Boyd; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


SUNDAY-REST BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask an order of the Senate to reprint the bill (S. 2983) 
to secure to the people the enjoyment of the first day of the week, com- 
monly known as the Lord’s day, as a day of rest, and to mote its 
observance asa day of religious worship. Thecopies re printed 
have been exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to redace taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the amendment of 
the Committee on Finance will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

150. Wire rods.—Rivet, screw, nail, fence, and other iron or steel wire rods, 
whether round, oval, flat, or square, in coils or loops, or in any other shape, 
not smaller than No.6 wire gauge, valued at 3 cents or less per pound, —_ 
tenths of 1 cent per pound; and iron or steel flat, with longitud ribs for the 
manufacture of fencing, valued at 3 cents or less pound. six-tenths of | cent 
per pound: Provided, That all iron or steel 8, whether rolled or drawn, 
smaller than No. 6 wire gauge, shall be classed and dutiable as wire. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was underthe impression that the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] asked that that paragraph be 
passed over before leaving the Senate yesterday. Iam not sure, how- 
ever, about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is nothing to indicate such 
action on the files. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I presume I was mistaken. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from New Jersey simply de- 
sired to havethe opportunity of moving an amendment at a later stage, 
and the Chair in response said that the paragraph would be open to 
him for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that by un- 
derstanding and agreement of the Senate any pa h in the bill can 
be reverted to for the purpose of amendment after the reading of the 
bill has been concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether it would be 
in order to move to amend 150. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, An amendment to the paragraph 
would be in order. 

Mr. TURPIE. Then inline 568 Imove to strike out the words ‘‘six- 
tenths of one cent,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘six mills;”’ 
and in line 570, to strike out the words “‘ six-tenths of one cent,”’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “six mills;’’ so as to read: 

150. Wire rods.—Rivet, screw, nail, fenee,and other iron or steel wire rods, 

square, 


whether round, oval, flat or in coils or loops or in any other , not 
smaller than 6 wire gauge, valued at 3 cents or less pound, six mills per 


und; and iron or steel flat, with dinal ribs for manufacture of fenc- 
ng, valued at 3. cents or lees per pound, six mills per pound: Provided, That all 
iron or steel rods, whether rolled or drawn, smaller than No. 6 wire gauge, shall 
be classed and dutiable as wire. 

The. PRESIDENT aa. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr.VANCE. Iwishtomakeaninguiryofthe Chair. I ask whether 
this paragraph by unanimous consent was not left open for the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]? 

The PRESID protempore. All the paragraphs, the Chair will 
state, are left open. 

Mr. VANCE. Th graph was specially left open, I thought, for 
the Senator from New Jersey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the Recorp 
examined and ascertain as to that. There is nothing to indicate such 
action on the files. The question is on ing to the amendment 

by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. ). 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, if I understand the p 
made in the tariff debate, 150 isa of what is called an 
amendment to the original bill. It is the amendment offered 
as a substitute for the original bill; of the original bill itself there 
5 ee ee except the enacting clause 

title. 

The title is a very significant one: ‘‘ To reduce taxation and simplify 
the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue.’’ There are two 


we have 
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purposes expressed in this title. Certain Senators are of opinion that 
the first purpose as expressed has been very much impaired by the 
action of the committee and the subcommittee. I am of the opinion 
that the second purpose expressed has beén lost sight of altogether by 
the majority who reported the substitute. It certainly was accounted 
as of equal importance with the first. 

The language of the substitute is that of illusion and deception, not 
by design, but from the utter want of any careorattentiontoit. Take 
the expression ‘‘six-tenths of one cent ’’ occurring twice in the pending 

ph, and in paragraph 144 the expressions are ‘‘ one and one-tenth 
cents,’’ ‘one and two-tenths cents,’’ ‘‘ one and four-tenths cents,’’ ‘‘one 
and five-tenths cents’? successively. ‘The whole substitute is full of 
terms and phraseology of that character. 

What is the meaning of six-tenthsof acent? A tenth of a cent means 
a mill, and a mill may be defined as the tenth of a cent or the thou- 
sandth part of adollar. I do not know that it adds anything to the 
perspicuity of a statute to put in the definition of a word instead of 
the word itseif. When ‘‘six-tenths of a cent,” which constitutes the 
definition of six mills, is meant in a bill, why is it not preferable to say 
six mills? In the instance we had under consideration the other day, 
with res to structural iron, there was this very awkward phrase- 
ology: ‘‘One cent and one-tenth of a cent,” “‘one cent and one-six- 
teenth of a cent,’’? with various others. 

I might ask the learned and honorable chairman of the subcom- 
mittee whether he has made.a complete study of the subject of lingual 
concealment or verbal ambush? I presume he has not, and that there 
has been nostudy on the subject atall. Else why was a pound selected 
as a unit for taxation instead ofan ounce? For if the paragraph had 
provided one-sixteenth of a cent and one-tenth of one-sixteenth of a 
cent per ounce, the meaning would have been the same and the mystery 
would have been much greater. 

Of course it may be asked, who would want to use one ounce of struct- 
uraliron? Iask, who would want to use ene pound of structural iron ? 
And it may be asked again, why is not the ton in the caseof structural 
iron made the unit of assessment with respect to the tariff? It is $20 
aton. Everybody understands that, and the most ordinary beam and 
girder does not consist of a less weight. 

Why is it not based upon the ton asa unit? Is there any desire to 
hide the amount of the exaction? Notatall, sir; itissimply the want 
of carefulness and the inattention to what we may consider the plain- 
est terms of English or the vernacular of the United States. 

What is the use of all this dismal array of decimals and fractions? 
The amendment ought to be made in every section and paragraph of 
the substitute precisely as it is offered here. The most casual reader 
would then come to the correct conclusion as to the amount of tax as- 
sessed by the bill. 

I speak of these words as things because in this connection they are 
things, and they have the appearance of belonging to the ‘‘hidden 
things of dishonesty.’’ They are very far removed from that sim- 
plicity which according to the title of the bill onght to characterize its 
text. 

It is sometimes almost as curious to note the wilderness of unmean- 
ing phraseology in a measure as some of the reasons assigned for its 
passage. I understood the Senator from Nevada farthest from the 
Chair [Mr. Srewanrt] and the Senator from Massachusetts nearest me 
{Mr. Dawes] both to have taken the position here that taxes as- 
sessed by our tariff legislation were paid by foreigners, and it was 
stated by them with great complacency that they were perfectly will- 
ing that foreigners should pay our tariff taxes, and it was stated with 
— coo that no man anywhere should object to such pay- 
men ers. 

The bill is entitled ‘‘A bill toreducetaxation,’’ and I thought the phrase 
“‘to reduce taxation”’ alluded to the taxes of our own people. If it 
alludes to tariff taxes paid by foreigners, asis here claimed, it furnishes 
me only an additional reason for being opposed to the substitute. I am 
not myself in favor of reducing the taxes of foreigners or the amount of 
taxes paid by foreigners. I would rather increase the amount, ifany 
such are to be so paid. 

It seems, from the remarks of these Senators, that the prohibitory 
tariff trust is about inaugurating aperiod of commercial millennium; 
that the divine apostolic injunction, ‘‘ Bear ye one another’s burdens,”’ 
is to become not only a rule of private conduct but a maxim of inter- 
national law and usage. 

_ The only possible defect in such a policy would be that while some- 
times a balance of trade is in our favor, as the foreigners pay 
the taxes under our tariff legislation, we must then pay the taxes on 
exports under theirs; and we would then necessarily pay a larger share 
of the tariff taxes of foreigners than the foreigners pay of ours. 

What a very strange sort of fiscal reciprocity, what a very strange 
view of international economics, this presents! I think those Senators 
upon thisside as well asa majority of sane people, healthful and whole- 
some-mi people on the subject of Federal taxation, still retain the 
notion that taxes imposed by an act of Congress of the United States 
are paid by the inhabitants of the United States, and that they are as 
local to the people of this country as taxes for sewerage or gas imposed 





a municipal authorities of New York on the inhabitants of that 
city. 


The honorable Senator from Iowa opened this debate with a protesta- 
tion of very unusual vehemence in relation to the good faith with which 
this measure was proposed, stating that it was ot a partisan measure 
nor offered with a view to benefit any party, and that the subcommit- 
tee and the committee had no other motives in it than those of subserv- 
ing the best interests of the Republic. The same disclaimer wasaided 
by a similar declaration of the very able and accomplished Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], the principal coadjutor of the chairman 
of the subeommittee in this relentless raid of monopolies against the 
people. 

Upon this side we are disposed to give full credence to those dis- 
claimers, and to give as full credence without the disclaimer as with it. 
What was the reason of this earnest and gratuitous protestation in ad- 
vance by the committee in relation to their purposes and objects in the 
introduction of this substitute? Had they conceived that there would 
be anything of reproof from this side of the Chamber for the policy 
contained in the bill? 

The committee and the subcommittee may be deserving of much re- 
proof, but they are also deserving yet more of sympathy. The major- 
ity of the committee and subcommitteeand their coadjutor have yielded 
to an irresistible and uncontrollable influence, the influence of a su- 
perstition—a superstition springing from the creed taught now for so 
many years in that school ef political economy so richly endowed by 
the incorporatersof the prohibitory-tariff trust, instructed in the maxim 
that all mankind, all the labor, and all the capital in the country must 
be taxed for the benefit of a few non-laboring and non-producing classes. 

I suppose this superstition, like others of the same character, must 
haveits course. [suppose it will have its day, like the South Sea craze 
in England, the tulip mania in Holland, or the Darien speculation of 
John Law in France. It will have its day, and it will bring disaster 
even to those interests which it pretends to foster. 

Again it is said—and I have heard that also with extreme surprise— 
that no amendment should be offered from this side of the Chamber; 
that every such amendment was a request for a special privilege; that 
whether the amendment provided that hoop-iron for the hay-maker 
and the cotton-raiser should be put upon the free-list or the enormous 
tax imposed by this measure simply reduced, in either event the ex- 
emption or the diminution proposed was a special privilege that was 
asked for, and that no one should be exempted from the rate of taxation 
as fixed in this substitute. 

It seems to me that this is a complete reversal of the act and effect 
and the whole theory of the proposed legislation. Everything that 
has been said in this Chamber in behalf of the substitute or amendment 
has been a special plea. The substitute itself is a gross mass of special 
privileges of the most offensive kind. 

It now appears that the President last December was perfectly right 
in informing the country that there was asurplus in the Treasury and 
in asking also that taxation should be reduced. The point miscon- 
ceived was as to where the relief should come, he being of the opinion 
that relief should come to the tax-paying many, the multitude of the 
people; whereas it seems that, after all, the relief should come to the 
maimed, crippled, wounded, moribund corporations engaged in the 
manufacture of the protected articles, doomed to decay and destruction 
unless they be perpetually pensioned for total disability by the provisions 
of this bill. 

Instead of any amendment being a special privilege, the bill itselfis 
a vast conservatory of choice plants of monopoly to be fed and forced 
by the sweat of the laboring masses and by every kind of unjust, op- 
pressive, and unnecessary exaction. This measure itself is a paradise, 
the very garden of the gods of unjust monopolies, a paradise situate 
hard by the country of corruption and decay, and situate also very near 
the Jevel of that Dead Sea which conceals alike the ashes and the iniqui- 
ties of Sodom. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurP1£], which will be 
again stated. 

The Cuter CierK. In line 568 it is proposed to strike out the words 
“‘six-tenths of 1 cent’’ and insert ‘‘six mills,’’ and in lines 570 and 
571 to strike out “six-tenths of 1 cent’’ and insert the words “‘six 
mills.’ 

Mr. VANCE. I ask forthe yeasand nayson agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. YoorHxEEs]. I should vote “‘nay”’ if he 
were present. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GrorGr’s name was called). My 
coll [Mr. GEoRGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire Emr. BLAIR]. 


Iam paired with 
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ERE vem ee 


Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), Iam paired with the Sem 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I am not sure 
whether I am paired or not; I have been sodifferently paired. I shall 
vote ‘‘nay’’ if I am not paired, unless some Senator on the other side 
will say that I should not. Ihave been paired, I believe, with three or 
four Senators at different times. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia de- 
sire to have his vote recorded ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I vote in the negative. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHerson]}. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the junior 
Seneie from Kansas [Mr. PLums]. I should vote “ yea”’ if he were 

ere 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabania [Mr. 
MoRGAN], and therefere withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 24, as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Payne, Vance, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Pugh, Walthall, 
Call, Gibson, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Gray, Reagan, 

NAYS—2, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, Morrill, Sherman, 
Chace, Hawley, Paddock, Spooner, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Palmer, Ste 
Cullom, Hoar, Platt, Stock 5 
Davis, Ingalls, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—29, 

Beck, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blair, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Bowen, Frye, McPherson, Teller, 
Brown, George, Mitchell, Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees. 
Cameron, Hale, Pasco, 
Dawes, Hampton, Plumb, 
Evarts, Hearst, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. In paragraph 150, line 567, before the words ‘‘ wire 
gauge,’’ I move to strike out ‘‘6’’ and insert ‘'5;’’ so as to read: 

Not smaller than No. 5 wire gauge. 

I will state the reason why I move the amendment. The present 
law reads: 

Iron or steel rivet, screw, nail, and fence wire rods, round, in coilsand loops, 
not lighter than No.5 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents or less per pound, six-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound. 

The wire ordinarily used for fencing by the farmers is less than No. 
6, and therefore comes in under the clause— 

Manufactures of iron and other metals not otherwise provided for shall pay 
a duty of 40 per cent. 

Instead of designating this as fencing-wire and increasing the duty 
on it from 40 to 47 per cent. openly, by simply changing the gauge of 
the wire one number and inserting No. 6, it is placed under a duty of 
six-tenths of a cent per pound, which is, I suppose, done in deference 
to the great service rendered the protectionists in the late election by 
the agricultural classes, especially of New York, who, we were told the 
other day, overcame by their rural virtues and enlightenment the vice 
and iniquity of the great cities of New York and Brooklyn. This is 
the way, I suppose, you undertake to pay them for their kindness, by 
swelling up by the change of a word, in a manner that would not 
strike anybody perhaps until the damage was done, the duty upon 
them from 40 to 47 per cent., as is displayed by the schedule. 

I miove, as I have said, to strike out the word ‘‘six’’ and insert 
**five,’’ so that it will be not less than No. 5 wire gauge, and remit the 
fencing-wire used by the farmers of the country to the 40 per cent. 
schedule, where the present law places it. I desire to call the attention 
ef the farmers of the country to this method which “‘ the friends of 
American industry ’’ are taking to encourage their industry, to wit, by 
increasing the duties on the implements of their business. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have had a fine illustration just now of the 
fact that the Senator from North Carolina has not studied this bill. 
The particularitem that he has discussed in no sense affects the farmer 
or fence-wire. As a matter of fact, in the Senate bill (and I cali his 
attention to that now because it doubtlessescaped him), the next para- 

graph is the one where fence-wire is considered, and there we have re- 
duced the duty below the Mills bill, while every amendment thus far 
moved by him and his associates has been the rate fixed in the Mills 


bill. The next paragraph relates to wire rods from which fence-wire 
is made. This relates to all wire rods. Of course fence-wire is made 


from this as well as other wire. 
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reduced the value from 3} to 3 cents a pound; that is to say, fence-wire 
valued at less than 3 cents a pound shall come in at sucharate. Asa 
matter of fact, if the Senator will turn to the table which he has be- 
fore him prepared by the experts, he will observe that all these wire 
rods come in at a less valuation than 1} cents. 

Another change is that we have introduced into this paragraph No. 
6 wire rod instead of No. 5. In the tariff act of 1883 rods of No. 5 
and above were classified as wire rods; thinner than No. 5, or smaller 
than No. 5, were classified as wire. That was the intention of the clas- 
sification, but under a ruling of the Treasury Department wire rods 
were rolled less than No. 5, to wit, down to No. 6, and they came in 
at 45 per cent, ad valorem. 

The Senator will sce if he will examine these tables (I think it is 
perfectly clear from the tables themselves), that there have been under- 
valuations. All this paragraph proposes is to provide that wire rods 
down to No. 6 and all thinner or smaller than No. 6 shall be regarded 
as wire under this provision. 

It was supposed when the tariff law of 1883 was passed that this was 
the point of difference between a wire rod and wire, but as a matter of 
fact wire rods have been rolled as thin as No. 6, and the fencing-wire 
which is drawn from those rods and other wire is a wire thatis drawn, 
whilst this is a rod that is rolled. 

I agree that the general effect of this phraseology will be to slightly 
increase the average ad valorem on importations of wire rods, but if I 
can gather the illustration of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPrIE] 
who elucidated this question so a few moments ago, it not add the 
one-thousandth part of a cent to the cost of wire rods, and it will have 
no effect whatever upon the question of wire. 

I call the attention of my friend again to the fact that we have re- 
duced the Guty on wire as compared with the Mills bill. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know that I am authorized to accept point 
blank the authority of the Senator from Iowa on the matter of wires 
and chains, since he was unable the other day to distinguish between 
the chain which confined a lap-dog and the chain with which a mule 
pulls a plow. But, taking it for granted that this is the rod from 
which the wire is made, I certainly can not accept his conclusion that 
the increasing of the cost of the materials from which the wire is made 
will not increase the cost of the wire itself, unless, indeed, we take it in 
the usual protective sense, that the higher the tax the cheaper the 
article, which is the way in which everything is argued here. 

The Senator admits that by the change of classification, by the change 
of this word which I offer to strike out, the duty isincreased. Hesa_ 
it is increased very slightly. According to the estimates of the Treas- 
ury Department, which I eve before me, it is increased from 40 to 47 
per cent., which is about 15 per cent. on the article itself, and why that 
should be done is the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I will state that the 
wire rods between No. 5 and No. 6, which he is discussing now, come 
in at 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. At 40 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. At 45 per cent., I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. VANCE. I have the law before me. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will look at it carefully, he will see 
that I am right about it. It is 45 per cent. ad valorem, so that on the 
statement now made by the Senator there is only an increase of 2 per 
cent. 

Mr. VANCE. It is only an increase of how much? 

Mr. ALLISON, It is only an ad valorem increase of 2 per cent. 
All these now come in under a 45 per cent. ad valorem duty, and the 
Senator says that the average statement, as shown by Treasury experts, 
is 47 per cent. The result undoubtedly will be that a great many of 
these rods will come in cheaper than they do under existing law, and 
some of them higher. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator doubtless has the same statement before 
him which I have, the estimates of the Treasury Department, and he 
will gge that they make the duty under the present law upon these rods 
40.66 cent., and the estimate for the duty under the te amend- 
ment is 47.55 per cent. 

Mr, ALLISON. The Senator misunderstands me; I did not make 
myself understood. In the existing law there are two classes of wire 
rods, one of them wire rods down to No. 5 wire gauge. Now they roll. 
rods down to No. 6 wire gauge. All rods coming in down to No. 5 wire 
gauge come in at six-tenths of a cent a pound, and all wire rods thin- 
ner than No. 5, to wit, No. 6, come in at 45 per cent. ad valorem, - So 
this clause now under consideration only affects one gauge of wire rods, 
namely, No. 6, and No. 6 under existing law, as by the table 
right before me, comes in at 45 per cent. ad valorem. Therefore the 
only change in this schedule is a change excluding one gauge of wire 
rods. ' 

Mr. VANCE. Now, while the Senator is up and before he takes 
his seat, will he tell us why there was a necessity for including that 
other number that the manufacturers have to rolling, which comes 
in under the 45 per cent. law, and the rate on it? What 
was the object of that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will tell the Senator very readily. I undertook 
to give the reason a moment ago. 
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When we passed the tariff act of 1883, No. 5 wire gauge was the 
smallest wire rod provided for and the smallest that was rolled at that 
time. That came in at six-tenths of a cent a pound. In order to 
evade that duty of six-tenths of a cent a pound they began to roll in 
Belgium and Germany wire rods of No. 6 wire gauge, just to bring 
them within the 45 per cent. ad valorem duty. What was the object 
of that? The first object was to escape the specific duty; the second 
object was to enable them to undervalue these rods; anditis a singular 
fact, taking these tables as an illustration, that No. 5 wire rods are in- 
voiced as costing more than No. 6, as shown by these tables, when a 
No. 6 is finer and must go through the rolls once more. It does not 
require a man to be very much of an expert to know that the thinner 
you make these rods or the smaller you make them the more expensive 
they are to make. Of course one single gauge would probably make 
very little difference. It was to correct this incongruity in the exist- 
ing law that we put the No. 6instead of No. 5, and then we have added 
as a proviso that all smaller than No. 6 shall be regarded as wire and 
pay duty accordingly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Ishould like to ask the Senator a question 
right there. I understood him to state just now that wire which had 
more work on it sold cheaper than the wire with less work on account 
of the lighter tariff. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I did not say it was sold cheaper; not by any 
means. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Icertainly did not make a blunder of thatkind. I 
say that they are invoiced cheaper and undervalued in order to escape 
the specific duty of the tariff. That is what I said. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understood the Senater to use the word 
** cost’’—that they cost less. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; they cost more, but they are invoiced at a less 


price for the aoe of escaping the specific duty of the existing law. 
The PRESID tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from 


oe orth Carolina [Mr. VANCE], which will be again 
stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 150, line 567, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘ six ’’ and insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to read: 


150. Wire rods.—Rivet, screw, nail, fence, and other iron or steel wire rods, 
whether round, oval, flat, or square, in coils or loops or inany other shape, not 


smaller than No. 5 wire gauge, etc. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
[Putting the question. ] 


Mr. VANCE. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was absent from the Chamber during 
the debate on public business, but I have the statement of an expert 
in regard to this provision in the bill that struck me with some sur- 
= I have not been able to go through it and analyze it completely, 

ut the statement is this: 


Wire rods for fence wire, ngils, etc., not smaller than No. 5 wire gauge, now 
pay six-tenths of 1 cent per 


und, 
he Senate substitute Seelodes rods not smaller than No. 6 at this rate,which 


The question is on the amendment. 
By the sound the noes have it. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 


now enter at 45 pon cent. and of which 247,730,164 pounds were imported in 1887, 
atanav value of eleven one-hundredths cent per pound, and on which the 
rate at du named of six-tenths cent per pound would be increased from 
==. 54.54 per cent., an increase of duties on this item of $290,712.08, while all 
ro rods 


w No, 6 are classed as drawn wire, at 1} cents per pound, an in- 
crease impossible to estimate, but clearly out of all proportion. 

That is an enormous increase to put upon this item. Asa matter 
of course it is out of all proportions to other items in this schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the vote is taken I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from North Carolina to the fact that his amendment, 
as now proposed, would increase the duty on No. 6 wire rod from six- 
tenths of a cent to 1} cents a pound. 

Mr. VANCE. Then it will make it cheaper for the farmer, and the 
farmer will risk it. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired for the af- | 
ternoon with the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs]. I 
should vote ‘‘nay’’ but for that. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. Otherwise I should vote 


‘ 
‘na _? 


Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name wasealled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 
**yea. 

Mr. STANFORD (when his name was called). 
colleague [Mr. HEARST], who is absent. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHerson }. 

Mr. VEST (when his name wascalled). 1 am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLums]. 

The ro}i-call was concluded, 





I am paired with | 


Tam paired with my 
I am paired with the 





Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH], whom I do not see in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold 
my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Bate, Cockrell, Gray, Reagan, 
Berry, Coke, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Vance, 
Call, Eustis, Ransom, Walthall. 

NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Morrill, Spooner, 
Allison, Hawley, Paddock, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Hiscock, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Hoar, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Manderson, Sherman, 
ABSENT—338. 

Beck, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Farwell, Kenna, Sabin, 
Bowen, Faulkner, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Frye, Mitchell, Teller, 
Butler, George, Morgan, Turpie, 
Cameron, Gibson, Pasco, Vest, 
Daniel, Gorman, Payne, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hale, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Dawes, Hampton, Pugh, 
Edmunds, Hearst, Quay, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum not being present, as dis- 
closed by the vote, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. VANCE. Can the call be dispensed with? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 1t can be dispensed with by unani- 
mous consent, and the Chair can ascertain, if there be no objection, by 
count whether a quorum be present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We should be then just where we were before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roil-call will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, ' Hoar, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Bate, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Berry, Dolph, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Morrill, Stewart, 
Blair, Eustis, Palmer, Teller, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Pasco, Turpie, 
Call, Faulkner, Payne, Vance, 
Chace, Frye, Platt, Vest, 
Chandler, Gray, Plumb, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Hawley, Reagan, 

Colquitt, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Fifty Senators have answered to 
their names. If there be no objection, further proceedings under the 
call will be dispensed with. 

Mr. VANCE. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
withdraws the call for the yeas and nays on hisamendment. If there 


be no objection, the Chair will again put the question on the amend- 
ment by the sound. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Before that paragraph is passed by I want to put on 
record a communication from the New Haven Wire Company. I will 
ask the Secretary to read it, and I will not make any remarks. That 
company, as I said yesterday, ask for protection against the American 
wire-rod manufacturers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read, as follows: 


ARGUMENT OF THE NEW HAVEN WIRE COMPANY, OF NEW HAVEN, CONN., IN BE- 
HALF OF A DUTY OF FOUR-TENTHS CENT PER POUND ON WIRE RODS, 


The paper will be read, if there be 


New HAveEn, Cony., August 6, 1888. 
To the Committee on Finance, United States Senate: 


On behalf of the New Haven Wire Company, which is compelled to buy its 


| raw material in the shape of wire rods either of American or foreign mills, and 
| of about twenty other wire mills similarly situated, I respectfully ask that the 


duty on fence and rivet wire rods of either iron or steel, when valued atl} cents 
| per pound or less, be fixed at four-tenthscent perpound. The larger wire mills 

roll their own rods, but prefer to sell the product of their rod trains in the shape 
rather of finished wire than of rods; so that those wire mills which have norod 
| trains are forced to pay high prices for their American rods or use the foreign. 
| In either case the price is determined by the cost of the foreign rods here, so 
| that a reduction in duty would inure to the benefit of all these wire mills, 
| whether they use foreign or domestic material. These mills employ more la- 
bor than all the rod trains in the country, and have a capacity to produce more 
than half of the wire which the country consumes. Under the tariff of 1883 
their business has continually suffered at the hands of the mills rolling their 
own rods, and they now need protection not against foreign competition, but 
against the high charges of the Ameriean rod mills, 

By the act of 1883 the duty on steel rods was fixed at six-tenths cent per 
pound on No. 5 and larger sizes, Although there had been some rods smaller 
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than No, 5 imported, yet the bulk of the rods were No. 5 and larger, and mo spe- 
cifie provision was made for any smaller size. Such sizes, therefore, came in 
under the ‘ omnibus clause’’ as “ manufactures of steel not otherwise provided 
for” at 45 per cent. ad valorem. ; 

Prior to the act of 1883 a]! steel rods had come in under the omnibus clause at 
80 per cent. The specific duty of six-tenths cent per pound was fixed by Con- 
gress after a careful hearing of all the parties in interest and was then the equiy- 
alent of 35 per cent. Seon after the passage of the act, however, the foreign 
values of Bessemer material fell so that the ad valorem equivalent of six-tenths 









has ne'er been less than 45 per cent., but has at times equaled 60 per cent., and 
is now about 55 per cent. Coincident with this fall in values came an improve- 
ment in the proeesses of rolling rods abroad by which a No. 6 rod could fur- 
nished at about the same cost as a No. 5, and the bulk of the importations for 
the past four years has been of No.6. These have, as stated above, come in 
at 4) per cent., which is at the present time about one-half eent per pound. 


The request of Mr. George T. Oliver, of ae on behalf of his 
company and other Americun rod-makers, that the duty on all sizes of rods 
should be fixed atsix-tenths of a cent per pound is therefore in substance a re- 
quest that the present rate of duty should be advaneed on the bulk of the im- 
portations from 45 per cent.to 55 per cent., an increase of about nearly 25 per 
cent. 

The consumers of wire rods, on the other hand, maintain that not only is there 
no propriety of making any such advance, or, i d, any advance, but that 
the present rate of duty might be reduced without in any way crippling the 
American rod mills, The present cost of American billets in Pittsburgh is $28 
to $28.50 per ton; of wire rods, $41 to $41.50. Itis not disputed that a modern 
Garrett train employing twenty-five orthirty men, hasturned out75 tons of rods 
in eleven hours, and at a cost, making all proper allowances, of not exceeding 
$8 per ton. 

Assuming that its annual production was only half that (or 75 tons daily when 
running double time), the margin of profit would exceed $100,000 per annum ; so 
thatthe train would nearly pay foritself during the first year. Thisclearmargin 
of % per ton is due to the present tariff; for while the American mills nowsell 
the greater part of the rods used in the country, they hold the price just below 
the cost of foreign rods with duty and inland freight added, and the cost to the 
consumer is thus dependent closely on the duty. As the labor-cost of each ton 
of rods thus rolled is less than $3, the need of any increase of the duty in order 
to protect the laborer is not clearly seen. 

It is not neeessary, however, to base any argument on estimates of the cost 
of rolling rods in this country. While all such estimates may be disputed, it 
can not be denied that the great increase in the number and eapacity of rod 
mills in this country sinee the enactment of the tariff of 18838 would not have 
taken place if there was not a handsome margin im the business, and a margin 
furthermore that was large enough to stand seme reduction in the tariff rate. 
In 1883 steel rods were rolled at not more than five or six mills, and the total 
capacity did not greatly exceed 50.000 tons annually. There are now nine rod 
milis in operation, and another building, with an aggregate capacity of about 
250,900 tons per annum. 

The proportion of their product to the imports has steadily increased. so that 
it to-day is more than half of the entire consumption of the country. (The im- 
portations of wire rods during first six months of 1887 were 69,432 tons; of 1888, 
38,916 tons.) Surely an industry that has made such rapid strides under the 
present tariff does not need any further legislative help, nor is it in a position 
where reasonable reduction of the duty will inflict irre le disaster on it. 

If the present duty on wire rods were halved, while the duty on billets is un- 
changed, the Pittsburgh rod millscould stiil sell their reds at a profit and keep 
foreign rods out of that market; while at the same time, the seaboard wire 
mills, which are prevented by inlaud freights from using American rods and are 
compelled to pay the present duty om their foreign rods, would have some ho) 
of life. It dees not seem unreasonable, therefore, to ask that a beginning in the 
reduction of duty should be made, and four-tenths cent per pound is certainly 
apn ample protection for the American rod mill. 

The fluctuations in the price of rods have resulted in such variations of the 
ad valorem rate of any specific duty that such a method of fixing the tarift 
should not be longer followed. No ene will pretend to say that Congress, when 
it fixed the duty in 1883 at the ific equivalent of 35 per cent., contem plated 
that within four years that specific duty weuld by the mere fall in prices rise to 
60 per cent. The market values of these rods are well known both abroad and 
here. There is no chance for any evasion of the tariff, as the records of the 
custom-houses show; and it is submitted, therefore, that the will of Congress 
will be better observed throughout all future fluctuations by making the duty 
ad valorem than by adhering to a specificduty. If the latter method is, how- 
ever, preferred, it is suggesied that ample protection to the Ameriean rod mills 
and some share of the necessary reduction demanded by the condition of the 
American wire milis will be secured by making the duty four-tenths cent per 
pound on all sizes of wire rods, 

This is a higher rate ad valorem than was eontemplated by in fixing 
the act of 1883, and leaves the American rod mills with about one-half of their 
present margin of profit. 

All of which is respectfally submitted. 

Tae New Haven Wiee Company, 
By SAMUEL A. GALPIN, Receiver. 


Mr. VEST. Before we leave that I move, in lines 568 and 


576, to strike out “‘ six-tenths’’ and insert ‘‘four-tenths’’ in each of 


those lines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 
from the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 568, after the word ‘‘ pound,”’ it is pro- 

sed to strike out “‘six-tenths” and insert “ four-tenths;” and in 

ine 570, after the word ‘‘pound,’’ to strike out “‘six-tenths’’ and in- 
sent ‘‘four-teaths;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 

150. Wire rods.—Rivet, screw, nail, fence, and other iron or steel wire rods, 
whether round, oval, fat, or square, in coils or loops or in any other shape, not 
smatlier than No. 6 wire gauge, valued at 3 cents or less per pound, four-tenths 
oS saan ; and iron or steel flat, with longitudinal ribs for the manu- 

fencing, valued so Cenate ee ee gerne: Sa aeons 
pound: Provided, That all iron or steel rods, w rolled or drawn, r 
than No, 6 wire gauge, shall be classed and dutiable as wire. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We could very easily place upon the record the 
refutation of many of the statements made in the communication just 
read if it was proper to take up the time of the Senate in that way. 

Mr. VEST. I have nothing to do with that. These gentlemen are 
manufaeturers, and, as far as I know, reputable persons. They are 
certainly not Democratic politicians, and for that reason their state- 
ments ought to be entitled to some credit on this question; I mean so 
far as the other side of the Senate is concerned. I said yesterday that 
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nothing any Democrat could say upon this question would receive any 
sort of respectful attention, and when I state that these are not Demo- 
cratic politicians, and therefore their statements ought to be received 
with some credit, as a matter of course, I mean from the other side of 
the Chamber, who are defending 
ticularly. They ought to receive these statements with respectful con- 
sideration. 


the interests of the manufacturer par- 


There are two statements, however, in that communication which 


attracted my attention, especially coming from that quarter, and one 
of them is that the manufacturers of wire rods in this country keep 


their prices just below the foreign cost with the tariff added, thereby 
making the sales to the consumers upon that basis; and the second is 
that they demand or ask from Congress protection, not against the 
foreign importer, but against the American manufacturers of wire rods. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Tanel 

Mr. ALLISON. I think this is an important question, and perhaps 
I ought to say a word upon it. 

I understand the amendment of the Senator from Missouri proposes 
to reduce the rate of duty two-tenthsof acenta pound. The difficulty 
about making that adjustment is that wire rods are made from steel 
billets, the steel billets in turn being made from pig-iron. The exist- 
ing duty upon pig-iron is three-tenths of a cent a pound, or $6.72 a ton. 
The present duty upon steel billets is practically 45 per cent. ad valorem. 
Now, the Senator proposes.on the wire rod, which is a product first of the 
pig-iron and next of the steel billet, a less rate of duty than is imposed 
upon the raw material of which these wire rodsare made. Manifestly, 
if we provide four-tenths of a cent a pound on wire rods, we should 
have three-tenths upon billets of steel and a smaller sum for pig-iron, 
and that is all there is in this question. 

Prior to 1883 there were no wire rods rolled in this country practically. 
The rod mills have been built since that time, and, I think, the produc- 
tion of wire rods now in this country reaches nearly 300,000 tons. The 
mills are located in every part of our country. One was opened last 
August at Joliet, Ill., and another has just now been completed in Chi- 
cago. These rod mills are being built all over the country, and the 
competition will undoubtedly keep the price down to the cost of the 
production and a very small profit added. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to the Senator from Missouri that, 
notwithstanding the fact which he alleges, that the American pro- 
ducers put the price at the foreign price with the duty added, there 
were imported in 1887 334,000,000 pounds, or about 150,000 tons. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless the Senator from Missouri 
desires their separation, the two amendments will be treated as one 
question. Is the Senate ready for the question on the amendments? 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
eall the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his namo was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puc], who does not appear to be in the 
Chamber. I therefore withhold my vote. ~ 

Mr. EVARTS (when bis name was called). I am paired with the 
Senaterfrom Alabama [ Mr. MorGAn], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from P: lvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Tilinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Proms]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 

[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] 
is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. ae I 
am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson]. If he 
were present, I should vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAmERoN] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BurLEer]. 

Mr. DAWES. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr, 
VoorHEEs |. 


The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS--18. 
Bate, Coke, Payne, Vance, 
Berry, Colquitt, Ransom, Walthall, 
Blodgett, Eustis, ee, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Gray, Sau ° 
Cockrell, Harris, Turpie, 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye Morrill. r, 
Chace, Hawile : Paddock, 
Cullom, Hoar, Piatt, Wilson of lowa, 
Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer, 








ABSENT—35. 

Beek, Edmunds, Hearst, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Ev: Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 
Blair, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Kenna, Sabin, 
Brown, George, McPherson, Stanford, 
Butler, Gibson, Manderson, Teller, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morgan, Vest, 
Daniel, Hale, Paseo, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Ham Plumb, 

So the amendments were rejected. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 


The Chief Clerk read: paragraph 151, as follows: 


151. Wire.—Wire made of fron or steel not smaller than No. 10 wire gauge, 1} 
cents per pound; smaller than No. 10 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge, 
1} cents per pound; smailer than No. lé6and not smaller than No. 26 wire gauge, 
2} eents per pound; smaller than No. 26 wire 


nme Beentonw. pound: Provided, 
That iron or steel wire covered with cotton, silk, or other material, and wire 


commonly known as crinoline, corset, and hat wire,shall pay4 cents per pound 
in addition to the foregoing rates: And provided further, That no article made 
from iron or steel wire, or of which iron or steel wire is a component part of 
chief value, shall pay a less rate of duty than the iron or steel wire from which 
it is made either wholly or in part: And ided further, Thatiron or steel wire 
cloths, and iron or wire neitings made in meshes of any form, shall pay a 
d equal in amount to that imposed on iron or steel wire of the same gauge, 
and 2 cents per pound in addition thereto. There shall be paid on galvanized 
iron or steel wire (except fence-wire) one-half of 1 cent per pound in addition to 
the rate imposed on the wire of w itis made; on iron-wire rope and wire 
strand, | cent per pound in addition to the rate imposed on the wire of which 
it is made; on wire rope and wire strand, 2 cents per pound in addition to 
the rates imposed on the wire of which it is made: ided further, That all iron 
or steel wire valued at more than 10 cents per pound shall pay a duty of not less 
than 45 per cent. ad va!orem. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. In this paragraph I see there is an exemption 
of fence-wire from the additional duty of one-half of 1 cent per pound 
when it is galvanized. I remember in 1883 when that subject came 
up we had quite a debate upon it, and an amendment was offered ex- 
empting fence-wire from the duty of one-half of 1 cent a pound when 
it was galvanized. 

T see in ph 150 the bill recognizes not only wire as fence ma- 
terial, but also ‘‘iron or steel flat, with longitudinal ribs for the manu- 
facture of fencing.” If that latter class has not the benefit of exemp- 
tion when galvanized that is provided in paragraph 151, I want to offer 
an amendment to come in at the end of the word “‘ wire,’’ in line 591, 
so as to give the manufacturers of the flat when galvanized the ex- 
emption also from the additional duty imposed upon galvanized mate- 
rial. I send the amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word ‘‘ wire’’does notoceur in 
line 591. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should have said in line 594, in the exception. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In line 594, after the words “except fence- 
wire,” inclosed in parenthesis, it is proposed to insert: 

And iron and steel flat, with lengitudinal ribs for the manufacture of fencing, 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Thatis to put that within the exception, so that 
the manufacturer of fencing-wire and fencing-flat, as it is called, shall 
be exempt from the additional duty of one-half of 1 cent a pound be- 
cause of its being galvanized. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be repeated again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again stated. 

The CHEF CLERK. In line 504, after the words“ (except fence- 
wixe) ’’ it isproposed to insert “‘and iron and steel flat, with longitu- 
dinal ribs, for the manufacture of fencing.’’ 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I have used the very language there which is | 


used in paragraph 150. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Delaware that this 
paragraph does not apply to steel flats with longitudinal ribs. This 
only applies to fence-wire. I think it he wants to exempt these flats 
from the provision it ought to be inserted in some other paragraph. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not see any other place for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the relating to galvanized sheet-iron 
or some one of those paragraphs. Ithink the Senator is right about it. 
I think that class of ing material should also be exempt. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have not seen.any exemption anywhere, but 


it occurs to me as obviously just as well as beneficial to the persons | 
who are calied upon touseit. There is a very great amount of this flat | 


material used for fencing, su very largely the wire fencing in 
many sections of the country. 
The PRESIDENT pro Does the Senator from Delaware de- 


Sn ae eaengs ies tealnind in the paren- 
esis 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Yes, I want this included im the 
part of the exemption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
om ALLISON. In line 602, I move to strike out “‘45”’ and insert 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The-amendment will be stated. 
The Carer CierK. Im line 602, before the words ‘per centum,”’ 


parenthesis as 
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it is proposed to strike out ‘‘45’’ and insert ‘'35;’’ so as to make the 
last proviso of the paragraph read: 

Provided further, That all iron or steel wire, valued at more than 10 cents per 
pound, shall pay a duty of not less than 35 per centum ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. In line 583, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ I move to strike 
out ‘4’ and insert ‘‘3.’’ That refers to ‘‘iron or steel’ wire covered 
with cotton, silk, or other material.’’ It seems to be an increase, ac- 
cording to the estimate of the Treasury people, from an ad valorem of 
10.97 per cent. to 45 per cent., a difference of about 450 per cent., which 
I think is aright smart increase in a bill that proposes to reduce revenue, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Cuter CLerk. In line 583, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ itis pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘4’’ and insert ‘‘3;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That iron or steel wire covered with cotton, silk, or other material, 
and wire commonly known as crinoline, corset, and hat wire, shall pay 3 cents 
per pound in addition to the foregoing rates. 

Mr. ALLISON. Four cents a pound is the rate in the existinglaw, 
and the ad valorem is very light. It works very weil, and I see no 
reason why it should be changed. 

Mr. VANCE. Itisstated in the analysis of the Treasury Depart- 
ment that in the existing law the rate is 3 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam sorry to find an error in the Treasury Depart- 
ment’s statement, because I supposed that was really rather an ac- 
curate statement. Therate is 4 centsa pound, I will have the law 
in a moment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where do you find it in your statement at 4 
cents a pound ? 

Mr. VANCE. Four centsa pound! Then I ask leave to make my 
amendment ‘4 cents;’’ which is what I designed it to be instead of 
‘*3,’’ and make it the same as the present law instead of 45 per cent., 
which increases the rate to 400 per cent., as I said. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the pre- 
cise amendment he desires to submit to the Senate? 

Mr. VANCE. It isin line 583, to strike out the word “‘four.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In line 583 it is: proposed to strike out the 
word ‘*four;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That iron or steel wire covered with cotton, silk, or other material, 
and wire commonly known as crinoline, corset, and hat wire, shall pay — cents 
per pound in addition to the foregoing rates. 

I withdraw the 
amendment. I find that the Treasury statement and the bill do not 
correspond, and I was led into an error. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The 
reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and continued the reading, as follows: 


152. Files, file blanks, rasps, and floats, of all cuts and kinds: Four inches in 
length and under, 35 cents per dozen ; over 4inches in length and under 9 inclies, 
7S}eents per dozen; 9 inches in length and under 14 inches, $1.30 per dozen ; 14 
inches in length and over, $2 per dozen. 

153. Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs, by whatever process made; 
die blocks or blanks; billets and bars and tapered or beveled bars; steamer, 
erank,and other shafts; shafting; wrist or crank pins; connecting rods and 
piston rods; pressed, sheared, or stamped shapes; saw plates, wholly or par- 
tially manufactured; hammer molds or swaged steel; gun-barrel molds not 
in bars; alloys used as substitutes for steel tools; all descriptions and shapes 
of dry sand, loam, oriron-molded steel castings; sheetsand plates not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act; steel in all forms and shapes not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act; all of the above valued at 1 cent 
per pound or less, five-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 1 cent and not 
above 1.4 cents per pound, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 1.4 
cents and not above 18 cents per pound, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound; 
valued above 1.8 cents and not above 2.2 cents per pound, nine-tentas of 1 cent 
per pound; valued above 2.2 cents and not above 3 cents per pound, 1.2 cents 
per pound; valued above3 cents and not above 4 cents per pound, 1.6 cents per 
pound; valued above 4 cents and not above7 cents per pound, 2cents per pound; 
valued above7 cents and not above 10 cents per pound, 2.8 cents per pound; 
valued: above 10 cents and not above 13 cents per pound, 3} cents per pound; 
valued above 13 cents per pound, 45 = cent. ad valorem. 

14. Plates.—Steel plates engraved, stereotype plates, electrotype plates, and 
plates of other materials, engraved or Diearanheh for printing, 25 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

155. Saws,—Cross-cut saws, 6 cents per linear foot; mill, pit, and drag saws, 
not over 9 inches wide, 8 cents per linear foot; over 9 inches wide, 13 cents per 

linear foot; circular saws, 30 per cent. ad valorem; hand, back, and all other 
saws, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 


Mr. VEST. I move tostrike out “‘forty,’’ before the words “‘ per 
| cent.,” in the last item, ‘‘hand, back, and all other saws not specially 
| enumerated or provided for in this act,’’ and insert “thirty,’’ which 
| ig the amount named in the House bill. 

Mr: President, there is no small item—and this is not a very small 
item either—in this bill that illustrates this matter of tariff taxation 
more fully and completely than this duty upon saws. 

I do not want, as a matter of course, to thrash over old straw, and 
I shall not take up any time unnecessarily, but the substratum of this 
| whole protective system is, as [ understand it, that it protects the 
_ infant industries of the United States so that theycan become seif-sus- 
| taining and furnish cheap goods to the domestic market. Either that 
is the correct basis of the system, or else it is the worst system ever in- 
| vented by mortal man for the consumers. 
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The reports of imports and exports show that in 1887 we exported 
$1,305,706 worth of saws; in 1888 we increased that export $354,021 
and exported $1,659,727 worth. We produced in 1880 $3,944,105 
worth of product, on which the labor cost was $1,226,370. 

I assert here to-day that the saw manufacturers of the United States, 
with this 40 per cent. protective duty, export to Canada each yeara large 
amount of their manufactured articles, pay 30 per cent. to get into the 
Canadian market, undersell the British manufacturers there, and make 
a profit of 15 per cent., and that is protection! They charge the 
ple of the United States this 40 per cent., or the largest portion of it, 
under this protective system, and then go right across the line, pay 30 
per cemt, gate-money to get into Canada, meet the English manufact- 
urer face to face, undersell him, and make 15 per cent. profit after 
paying 30 per cent. duty to get in. 

On page 127 of the testimony taken before the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House there is a very interesting statement made 
by Mr. J. E. Emerson, of Beaver Falls, Pa., who lives near my dis- 
tinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], who was the chair- 
man of the national committee of the Republican party in the last 
canvass. 

This gentleman proclaims himself—I will not read his whole state- 
ment unless some Senator on the other side wants it, and it is mighty 
good reading all of it—proclaims himself a protectionist of the simon- 
pure stripe, says he believes it is necessary for the welfare of this coun- 
try, says he is a saw manufacturer and has been all his life. I want 
to call attention to this statement: 


I spoke awhile ago of the competition which American manufacturers are 
sometimes compelled to undergo in the case of forced sales or undersales, 
Take Canada, for instance. In Canada I think that all the plate-steel used for 
making saws is admitted duty free from England. You all know that Canada 
is a large lumber country, and there are a great many saw-mills there. I have 
always sustained a trade in Canada, and I confess that I have oftentimes sold 
my saws there at less profit than I have sold them in America. And why? 
Because I had a surplus, an overflow on hand, and I wanted to get rid of it, just 
as the manufacturers of Europe send their surplus to this country and sell it at 
lower prices than the cost of production sometimes. 

In Canada the price of labor averages about 33 per cent. leas than the price of 


_ labor in the United States. They have large saw-works there where they man- 


ufacture saws, and they can import the steel plate from England free of duty 

into Canada—the same plates on which we pay a duty of 3 cents a pound and 

10 per cent. ad valorem. Canada did have a duty, which they charged us, of 

15 per cent. on steel plates, but the manufacturers thought that did not protect 

the Canadian manufacturers, and the duty was raised to 30 per cent. And what 

has been the result? We are selling plates to Canada to-day. And why? 
Now mark the reason: 

Because the protection which we have has resulted in the encouragement of 
manufactures of all kinds, so that we are not only competing with fore pro- 
ducers, but we are excelling them in the superiority of our saws. y are 
made of American manufactured steel. And how came we to have American 
manufactured steel? use we encouraged American competition and Amer- 
ican skill, and we are eg Sane plates to-day in Pittsburgh than they are 
making in England or than they can make in England. 

Now, it is asked that the duties on steel plates be reduced, and why? Who 
asks it? Not the user of steel. I never made a pound of steel, but I use steel, 
and it is for Py interest to buy steel as cheaply asI can. But = interests go a 
little beyond the present, and I believe that - interests are advanced by en- 
couraging American manufacturers. I am paying from $80 to $150a ton for steel 
plates less than I was paying some years ago for the same quality of steel plates, 
and the steel plates that I buy are of American manufacture. 

Now— 

Said Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas— 
you say that you se)l your saws successfully in Canada? 


oe MERSON, Yes; not in large quantities. We pay 30 per cent. duty on 
em. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And you sell them there at a profit? 
Mr. Emerson, Yes, sir; we have a profit on them or we would not sell them, 

Mr. ALLISON. Who pays that 30 per cent. duty? 

Mr. VEST. That depends. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely want to understand the subject. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] under- 
took to prove to us yesterday that the consumer did not pay it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to know from the Senator who pays it. 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably Mr. Emerson paid it to get into the 
Canadian market. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Then he sells at a profit and makes 15 per cent, 

Mr. ALLISON. He does not say that. 

Mr. VEST. He does not say that? He says he pays 30 p»r cent. 
duty on them. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And you sell them there at a profit? 
Mr. Emerson. Yes, sir; we have a profit on them or we would not sell them, 

Now, does the Senator from Iowa want any man who is not fit to be 
sent to a lunatic asylum under a writ of de lunatico inquirendo to be- 
lieve that this man would pay 30 per cent. and ignore it in his calcu- 
lations and will say he made a profit ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think that settles the question. He says 
he sold the saws at a profit. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. But he does not say what the price paid for them 
was, nor does he say whether the consumer or the producer paid it; and 
I want the Senator to say whether this manufacturer paid that duty or 
not, in his opinion. I do not express an opinion; I want the Senator 


from Missouri to say who he thinks paid that duty, whether the manu- 
facturer or the consumer. 
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Mr. VEST. Thereis one thing beyond any sort of question, and that 
is the point I am making, that this gentleman paid 30 per cent. to get 
ae = Canadian market and then did not lose money, but made a 
pro 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not the point. 

Mr. VEST. That is the point. Now they ask for more protection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want the Senator to answer me whether, in his 
judgment, he believes that the 30 per cent. came out of the profits of 
the manufacturer in this country or was paid by the consumer of that 
saw in Canada. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest doubt that the thing o tes 
the same everywhere. The manufacturer paid it and coll it out 
of the man in Canada, just exactly as is done with every case of goods 
that comes into this country. I do not mean to say that there are no 
instances like that mentioned by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWEs] the other day, where bankrupt goods are brought here and 
put on the market and sold for less than the cost. But is that the regu- 
lar, average, ordinary transaction? On thecontrary, the man who pays 
his money to enter the market collects it from the man to whom he sells, 

Suppose there was a wall around the city of Washington to-day, and 
a man comes with his produce and can not get through this wall but 
by one gate, and this municipality here puts a tax upon his goods of 
10 per cent. for gate-money. He can sell for so much outside, but he 
pays 10 per cent. to get inside, and does anybody believe that he 
throws that away? He would bea lunatic to doit. He puts it upon 
the cost of the article to him as much as if it was the product of his 
muscle and brain and nerve. That is‘all of it, and that is the point in 
this whole discussion. 

If the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] is correct, and now 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], as a matter of course, if the tar- 
iff is a blessing, it should be put up a thousand per cent. and for- 
eigners made to pay the whole expenses of our Government, while we 
sit here and suck our thumbs and do nothing. If the other side won 
the election on that sort of moonshine, it will not last long. The 
American people may be humbugged once in awhile, but the real good 
sense of the people of the country will come back to them. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. Does not this gentleman state that this is surplus? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. I beg , he does not. 

Mr. DAWES. And that he, even like the English producer, sells 
below cost? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; notin to this transaction. 

Mr. DAWES. He says in that way it is a gain to him. 

Mr. VEST. He says that he has done what the Senator says, but 
that this is his ordinary course of business. He says he maintains an 
annual trade with Canada and pays 30 per cent. gate-money or tariff 
tax and makes money. Then he comes to the American market and 
says ‘' Protect me, I am an infant.’’ Now let us read the balance of 
what he says: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE— 


Now I come to the milk in the cocoanut directly— 


Mr. BreckxryeripGs, of Arkansas. At how much less percent. do you sell your 
saws in Canada than you sell the same saws in the United States? 

Now we will find out. 

Mr. Emerson. I can not answer that question directly, but the saws that we 
sell there are of a certain class, large circular saws, on which there are larger 
profits than there are on the a saws. I think that we would discount 
them in Canada 15 per cent. less on average than we would sell them for in 
the United States. 

Fifteen per cent. he makes in the difference between the foreign mar- 
ket and his own countrymen. 

The Canadians have found that we manufacture a better saw than they do, 
and they are willing to pay more for it. The Canadians pay part of this duty, 
not by special arrangement, but in the prices which they pay for our saws. 

There is an answer to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Part of it. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course that is part of the tariff tax which 
comes off the consumer, not like.the Senator from Vermontsaid, that it 
was &@ payment by the importer to keep up our Government. 

Mr. Beeckryripes, of Arkansas. Then you get about 15 per cent. less for your 
saws in Canada than you get for them in the United States? 

Mr. Exerson. Yes. 

Mr. Keviey. You mean on that lar kind of saw? 

Mr. Emerson. Yes, on that w! we have the largest trade in. We do not 
make hand-saws atal!; but hand-sawsare made by Disston & Co., Philadelphia, 
and find a market even in England. 

In connection with that I want to read another—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to in- 
terrupt him there? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is circular saws he is referring to, and they are 
not touched by the clause under consideration. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that, but I read what this gentleman 
said in regard to hand-saws being made in Philadelphia and sent to 
the English market. That is the item I move this reduction upon, 
because on the others the Senate bill and the House bill agree. 








1888. 


Mr. ALDRICH. But the argument the Senator has read applies 
solely to circular saws. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that, but it will do for allof them. It 
is the principle I am strikingat. The gentlemen who want protection, 
staggering, trembling, falling through weakness, go right out of this 
country and sell for less to the foreign consumer than to our own peo- 
ple. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to call the attention of the Senator from Mis- 
souri to a speech of Sir Charles Tupper, made in the Canadian Parlia- 
ment, in which he says that the Mills bill had relieved them of $1,800, - 
000 of duties which they paid into the Treasury of the United States; 
and when somebody asked him whether he meant to say that they paid 
the duty or that it was paid by the consumer, he said “ everybody 
knows that we pay it.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Of course they paid it first. Mr. President, I have no 
objection to quoting Sir Charles Tupper if the Senator will also put in 
General Ben. Butler alongside of him. I read the other day from a 
speech of General Ben. Butler in which he spoke of the duty on the 
coat he had on, which was of cloth made in his factory, and he said, 
** What became of that duty? Did it gotolabor?’’ ‘‘ No,’ said he, 
‘*T put it into my pocket.’’ If the Senator wants to put these dis- 
tinguished witnesses side by side, I have not the slightest objection. 
But here is what I want to call attention to: 

‘* Protest of one hundred and forty employés’’ of the Monhagen Saw 
Works of the Wheeler, Madden and Clemson Manufacturing Company, 
of the city of Middletown, State of New York. They oppose the Mills 
bill because it strikes down American labor, etc.— 

For the reason that it proposes to place lumber on the free-list, thereby en- 
couraging, if not largely transferring, its manufacture to Canada and other 
countries, where American saw manufacturers can not compete. 

And yet Mr. Emerson says he has an annual trade with Canada and 
sells at a profit; but I have no doubt that all these workmen, under 
the impression that the Miils bill would destroy the exportation of 
saws and that we would have no further trade with Canada, went to 
the polls and voted the Republican ticket. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam glad they did. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri, which will be again stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 648, before the words ‘‘ per centum,”’ it 
is proposed to strike out ‘‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read: 

155. Saws.—Cross-cut saws, 6 cents per linear foot; mill, pit, and drag saws, 
not over 9 inches wide, 8 cents per linear foot; over 9 inches wide, 13 cents per 
linear foot; Circular saws, 30 per cent.ad valorem; hand, back, and all other 
= not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad va- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I understand from the discussion 
which has been going on that the taxes imposed on these saws are 
wholly unnecessary for the protection of any interest in this country, 
that our manufacturers are able to manufacture and compete not only 
with the Canadian manufacturers but that hand-saws are manufact- 
— in the city of Philadelphia and are sent to England and sold 

ere. 

We have heard a great deal of talk here about the benefit which pro- 
tection is to labor, but the men who use these saws are as much labor- 
ers as any person who operates in a factory ora mill. The journey- 
man carpenter who uses these saws is compelled to buy his own case 
or chest of tools, and he is the party that you are now to tax for the 
benefit of manufacturers who do not need the protection of the tax, 
according to the statements that have been read here from the evidence 
delivered before the House committee, and yet you propose to make 
every journeyman carpenter, who is compelled to buy his saw before 
he can get a day’s employment, pay a duty of 40 per cent. upon the 
saws which he is compelled to have in order to obtain employment 
from his boss. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like toask my distinguished friend from 
Delaware how the American saw-user is abused by the present law or 
the proposed law? if the American saw now manufactured is sold in 
Great Britain and finds a market there, it must be as cheap as the 
British saw. If, therefore, you put saws entirely on the free-list and 
the American saw-user wishes to get a cheap saw and wishes to buy a 
British one, which is not half as good, he can not buy it as cheap as 
he can now, for the American saw and the British saw in London and 
Liverpool bear the same price. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that I 
have no doubt in the world he would not be compelled to pay any more 
than the Englishman who buys our saws; but you have your protective 
tariff, and the English article can not come here, and the manufacturer 
of these saws raises his price; and in America he has the complete con- 
trol of the market, and when he has a surplus on hand he sends it to 
England and sells at a profit there, 
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The question is on the amendment 
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This is illustrated not only by this thing, but a manufacturer of a 
certain description of cotton goods told me that he was connected with 
five different mills and thatcertain lines of goods could be manufactured 
in this country as cheap as in Manchester, England, and he said, ‘‘I 
have now a contract to deliver 200 bales of white cotton goods in Man- 
chester at Manchester prices,’’ and yet that manufacturer would not 
have sold those goods to an American customer at the price for which 
he sold them in Manchester, for the reason that there is a protection 
given to that class of goods which raises them up and enables him to 
sell to the American customer at prices advanced beyond those for 
which they can be sold in Manchester. That is the way the tariff 
operates. 

I have heard a great deal about protection to labor, but what I have 
heard in debate on this floor and what I have seen of the operations on the 
other side of the Chamber convince me that it is alla delusion. The 
laborer does not get any, or at least but very little, benefit from your 
protective policy. The price of labor in every calling of life is deter- 
mined by the supply and demand of the labor needed. It is so im the 
agricultural community, and it is so in the mechanical industries of 
the country, and it is so in the manufacturing industries of the coun- 
try. It is all a delusion and deception practiced upon the laborers of 
the country to hold out to them the idea that the protective policy is 
for their interest. Ido not believe a word of it, and I do not think 
that any very intelligent operative in any of the mills or factories in 
this country who has examined the question will believe it. Do they 
not know that they are employed in the mills and factories at the very 
lowest rates that the manufacturers can procure their labor for? Do 
they not see it all around them in every calling of life that everybody 
employs labor at the cheapest rate he can ? 

Labor is not too well paid in this country in any calling. I should 
be glad to see the laborer better paid in every calling of life. Youen- 
rich the manufacturer by your protective tariff, and he derives the 
benefit of your protection. It is not the employés in his mill who are 
benefited. 

Sir, the other day, if you were so anxious to protect the laborers of 
this country, why did you not strike off all the burden which you put 
upon the ties of the laboring man who grows the cotton? There are 
only between two and three million laborers in the factories and mills 
of this country; an equal number are engaged in the raising of cotton, 
and yet you will oppress that class of labor under the plea that you 
are going to benefit the men who are operating the mills! 

Why, sir, this idea of protecting labor is all a delusion. 
to protect itself. 





Labor has 


Who would be free, themselves must strike the blow. 


And we have had strikes in this country; we have had resistance by 
the operatives because of the fact that they were not allowed sufficient 
means by their employers to support themselves and support their 
families. Weare not blind. Many of us have traveled somewhat in 
this country, and have seen arourd the manufacturing establishments 
of the country the humble home of the operative. Get on the cars, 
pass around the suburbs of your cities, and what do you see? You see 
the manufactories, you see their long string of houses, built of cheap 
material, built in humble form, with a back yard of about 20 feet in 
the rear of the house in which are located all the modern improvements, 
the children on the door-steps, the wife out on the ash-banks, the 
dumping-ground, colleting the refuse fuel from the ashes, and on the 
same soil is the goat that gives milk to the family. And yet you talk 
about protecting labor! It is not protected. Labor will never have 
protection from the manufacturing interests of the country. It must 
depend upon itself, assert its rights, maintain its own dignity and its 
worth, and then perhaps it will command the wages to which it is en- 
titled. 

It is all a delusion to talk about protecting labor by a tariff. You 
can not protect Jabor in that way. There is no possibie way in which 
you can protect it unless you open the Treasury and give a bounty to 
every man who earns his bread by the sweatof his brow. You can not 
do it by giving him employment, if you constitute the manufacturer 
the trustee to divide the profit of the protection which you afford. He 
will pocket the whole of it himself, and get his employés as cheap as 
he can. 

That is the universal experience, I think, everywhere, and it is not 
worth while to get up in the Senate or anywhere else and attempt to 
delude the people of this country on that subject, because every man 
who has any experience in life knows that labor is an article which 
is employed according to the demand. Sometimes labor will com- 
mand a higher price, because it is needed very much more at one time 
than at another; but you can not regulate, you can not fix it defi- 
nitely—the value of labor—because that depends upon the necessity 
which demands it, not only in manufacturing, but in every other in- 
dustry in the country. 

Here is a proposition to remit the tax upon articles used by laborers 
alone. Every man throughout the country who taxes a saw and goes 
to sawing lumber, that erects the houses, that makes the bridges, 1s a 
laborer, and yet it is proposed under this bill to inflict upon that la- 
borer a tax which, by the testimony of manufacturers themselves, they 
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do not need, because they can make saws at a price which enables them 
to sell them at a profit abroad as well as in this country. 

The PRESLDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If hewere present, I should 
vote “‘ yea,’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (after having voted in the negative). By 
request I will withdraw my vote and have it considered a pair with the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. McPHerson]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired withthe senior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GrorGer}. 

Mr. CULLOM. The senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON | is paired with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BuTLer]}]. The Senator from Pennsylvania would vote ‘‘nay’’ if 
present. 

Mr. CHACE (after having voted in the negative). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CotqurttT]. I did not observe 
that he was not in the Senate when I voted. Itherefore withdraw my 
vote and announce the pair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island with- 
draws his vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 


Bate, Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Turpio, 
Berry, Coke, Pugh, Vance, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Ransom, Walthall, 
Blodgett, Gray, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Call, Harris, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—24. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chandler, Hawley, Morrill, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Paddock, Stewart. 
Davis, Hoar, Palmer, Stock bridge, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of lowa, 

ABSENT—33. 
Beck, Dawes, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Biair, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Bowen, Farwell, Kenna, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, MePherson, Teller, 
Butler, George, Morvan, Vest, 
Cameron, Gibson, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Chace. Gorman, Payne, 
Colquitt, Hale, Plurab, 
Daniel, Hampton, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. VANCE. I ask consent to recur at this time to paragraph 153, 
which has just been passed over. The Chief Clerk read it so rapidly 


that I could not keep up with him, and I omitted to offer an amend- 


ment that I desired to offer. In lines 635 and 636 I move tostrike out 
the words “‘and not above 13 cents,” and after the word “‘and’’ to 
strike out ‘‘one-half’’ and insert ‘‘ one-fourth.’’ 

The bill which we are considering makes a new classification of steel 
ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, slabs, die blocks or blanks, billets, bars, 
ete. The present law terminates at all valued at above 10 cents per 
pound, 2} cents a pound duty. The bill makes another classification: 

Valued above 10 cents and not above 13 cents per pound, 3} cents per pound. 


I move, in lines 635 and 636, to strike out the words ‘‘ and not above 
13 cents,’ and after the word ‘“‘and’’ to strike out ‘‘ one-half’? and 
insert *‘ one-fourth;’’ so as to read: 

Valued above 10 cents per pound, 3} cents per pound. 


Which is the present law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLerK. In line 635 it is proposed to strike out the 
words ‘‘and not above i3 cents,’’ and in line 636 to strike out ‘‘ one- 
haif’’ and insert *‘ one-fourth;’’ so as to read: 

Valued above 10 cents per pound, 3} cents per pound. 


Mr. VANCE. I will simply remark that, according to the estimate 
of the Treasury Department, that additional change of classification in- 
creases the daty, which isnow about 194 percent. , to 45 per cent.—more 
than 100 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. [Putting the question. ] 
By the sound the ‘* noes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr, VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. ; 


aoe and nays were ordered, and the Secretary ,.oceeded to call 
the roll. 


Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GroreE]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GoRMAN]. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] 
is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. oe I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Gipson }. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Bate, Coke, Ransom, Walthall. 
Berry, Gray, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Blackburn, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Pugh, Vance, 
NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Morrill, Spooner, 
Allison, Hawley, Paddock, Ste 
Chace. H Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hoar, P Wilson of lowa. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Davis, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Doiph, Mitchell, Sherman, 
ABSENT—34. 

Beck, Dawes, Hale, Plumb, 
— - — Hampton, Quay, 

odge . ‘va be earst, , 
Bowen, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Stantord, 
Brown, Faulkner, Kenna, Teller, 
Butler, Frye, McPherson, Vest, 
Cameron, George, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Gibson, Pasco, 
Daniel, Gorman, Payne, - 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (at 5 o’clock and 9 minutes p. m.). I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question,and declared that the 
**noes’’ appeared to prevail. 

Mr. COKE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will ask the Senator from Arkansas to withdraw 
that motion in order that I may move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I presume the Senator can make that 
motion after they vote the motion to adjourn down on the other side. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are the yeas and nays desired by 
one-fifth of the Senators present? 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. CAMERON’S name wascalled). The Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurtrT]. 

Mr. DAWES (when his name was called). Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs] or I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 

‘ ea’? 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. PAYNE] on this question of adjournment. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana { Mr. Greson]}. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
18, nays 23; as follows: 


Bate, Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Be Coke, Pugh, Vance, 
Blackburn, pe, Ransom, Walthall. 
— “x a 
NAYS—23. pa 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Mitchell, wyer, 

Morrill . 
— f—< pi ier 
a a ~~, 
Dolph, Manderson, Rhiddicberger, 
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ABSENT—35. 

Beck, Dawes, Hampton, Quay, 
Biair . Hearst, Sa’ ’ 
Bowen, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Brown, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Butler, e, McPherson, Teller, 
Cameron, George, Morgan, Vest, 
—, a — oon a 
Colquitt, rman, s ilson, 
Daniel, Hale, om 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


GENERAL PROVISIONS—MISCELLANEOUS. 


156, No allowance or reduction of duties for partial loss or damage in conse- 
quence of rust or of discoloration shall be made upon any description of iron or 
steel, or upon any partly manufactured article of iron or steel, or upon any man- 


ufacture of iron and steel. 

157. All metal produced from iron or its ores which is cast and malleable, of 
whatever description or form, without regard to the percentage of carbon con- 
tained therein, whether produced by cementation, or converted, cast,or made 
from iron ores the crucible, Bessemer, Clapp-Griffiths, pneumatic, Thomas- 
Gilchrist, basic, Siemens-Martin, or open-hearth a or by the equivalent 
of either, or by a com of two or more of the processes or their equiva- 
lents, or by any fusion or other which produces from iron or its ores a 
metal either granular or fibrous in structure, which is cast and malleable, ex- 
cepting aaa known as malleable-iron castings, shall be classed and denomi- 


nated as 

158. All articles not ly enumerated or provided for in this act, wholly 
or partly manufactured, made fron: sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron or 
steel herein provided for, or of which such sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll 
iron or steel shall be the material of chief value, shall not pay a lower rate of 
duty than that imposed on sheet, plate, hvop, band, or scroll iron or steel 
from which they are made, or which shall be the material of chief value. 

159, On all iron or steel bars, rods, strips, or steel sheets, of whatever shape, 
other than the polished, planished, or glanced sheet-iron or sheet-steel herein- 
before provided for, and on all iron or steel bars of irregular or section, 
which are cold rolled, cold hammered, or polished in any way in addition to the 
ordinary process of hot rolling or hammering, there shall be paid one-fourth of 
i cent per pound in addition tothe rates provided in this act; and on steel cir- 
cular-saw plates there shall be paid 1 cent per pound in addition to the rate 


provided in this act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After the word ‘‘act’’ the words should be in- 
serted ‘‘ for steel saw-plates,’’ at the close of the paragraph, in line 
685, striking out the period. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed to add to paragraph 159, after 
the word ‘‘act,’’ the words ‘* for steel saw-plates.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the clause be read as it is proposed to be 
am 

The Cuter CLerK. So as to read: 


And on steel circular-saw plates there shall be paid 1 cent-per pound in addi- 
tion to the rate provided in this act for steel saw-plates. om 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Is it understood that we may recur to a paragraph 
which has been over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

»ment of the Senate. 

Mr. VANCE. The two paragraphs which have just been read seem 
to me to be very important, but I am not prepared to give any analysis 
¢ them this evening. I should like to have permission to recur to 

em. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, ‘The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That was the understanding and 


MISCELLANEOUS, 


160, Antimony, as regulus or metal, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 
Argentine, aibata, 


: 161. or German silver, unmanufactured, 25 per cent. ad va- 
orem, 


162, Brass, in bars or pigs, old brass, clippings from brass or Dutch-metal, and 
old sheathing, or yellow metal, fit only remanufacture, 1} cents per nd, 


163, Bronze powder, 15 cents per pound; bronze or Dutch-metal, in leaf, 10 
cent.ad valorem. oe : os 


164. Bouillons, or cannetille, metal thread, filé or gespinst,and epaulets, gal- 
loons, laces, knots, stars, tassels, and wings of gold. silver, or other metal, 25 per 
—_. ad valorem. 


mate of iron, or chromic ore, 15 per cent.ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the paragraphs relating to copper, and 


es 171, 172, and 173, respecting cutlery, may be passed over. 
think the committee may have some amendments to offer to all of 


paragraphs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraphs 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 
171, 172, and 173 will be informally passed over and not read, to be 
reverted to hereafter, at the request of the committee. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask the same as to paragraph 163. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from lowa include paragraphs 
173, 174, and 175? 
oe ALLISON. Linclude copper and cutlery, down to paragraph 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Ineluding paragraph 173 ? 
Mr. ALLISON. 


Including that paragraph. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That will do. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be resumed at 
paragraph 174. . Fay 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


174. Gold-leaf, $2 per package of five hundred leaves, 


Mr. VANCE. I ask that that may be reserved. I have something 
to say upon that which I shall not undertake to say this evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 174 will be passed over 
informaily. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Iowa if it will be agreeable to 
him to have a short executive session at this time ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I proposed to move an adjournment at half past 5. 
If the Senator wants an executive session I shall not object. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, December 
19, 1888, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATION. 


Executive nomination received by the Senate the 18th day of December, 1888. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


John E. Hartridge, of Jacksonville, Fla., to be United States district 
judge for the northern district of Florida, vice Thomas Settle, deceased. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuESDAY, December 18, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mripuryn, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CONTINGENT FUND, ETC., STATE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting statements of expenditures from phe contingent 
fund of the State Department, from the contingent fund for foreign in- 
tercourse, and of certain disbursements for the fiscal year 1888; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the State Depart- 
ment. 

PUBLICATION OF CONSULAR REPORT OF J. SCHOENHOF. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting an estimate and recommending an appro- 
priation for the publication of the report of Mr. J. Schoenhof, United 
States consul at Tunstall, England; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fereign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, recommending an appropriation for lega! proceed- 
ings in behalf of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians in North 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRESBYTERIAN BOARD OF HOME MISSIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Interior of an appropriation to pay the Presbyterian Board of Home 
Missions for improvements on the Indian school buildings at Albu- 
querque, N. Mex.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHAPEL AND GYMNASIUM AT INDIAN SCHOOL, LAWRENCE, KANS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Interior for the construction of a chapel and gymnasium at the 
Indian school, Lawrence, Kans.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC WORKS, WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates from the Sec- 
retary of War of appropriations for certain public works and objects 
under the War Department: which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL MILITARY AND NAVAL MUSEUM. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in further response to the House, a supple- 
mentary report of articles suitable for the proposed military and naval 
museum; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYES IN WAR DEPARTMENT. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a list of employ¢s in that Department, and 
stating that they have been usefully employed, and that their services 


can not be dispensed with; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does that refer to the clerical force of the War 
Department? 

The SPEAKER, It does. 

CONTRACTS BY WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a statement of contracts made by the War De- 
partment for the fiscal year 1888; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGES, ETC., SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Smithsonian Institution, submitting a list of expenditures for 
international exchanges for the National Museum and for North Amer- 
ican ethnology for the fiscal year 1888; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

ADDITIONAL BUILDINGS AT FORT LEAVENWORTH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of War for 
additional buildings at Fort Leavenworth, Kans.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, the communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, submitting an estimate for additional buildings 
at Fort Leavenworth, it strikes me should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and not to the Committee on Appropriations, as 
has just been ordered by the Speaker. It is included in the Army ap- 
propriation bill 

The SPEAKER. The appropriations for the construction of build- 
ings have always heretofore gone to the sundry civil bill, the Chair 
thinks. While the Committee on Military Affairs makes appropria- 
tions for the military department of the Government, these appropria- 
tions have always been made through the other bill. 

Mr. RYAN. The Chair is correct in that statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Bat this is a new building. The Committee 
on Appropriations have nothing in the world to do with it. 

The SPEAKER. Such propositions have always been reported here- 
tofore in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is an established post, and it is not for the 
establishment of any new post. 

The SPEAKER. It is for a work already in progress. 

Mr. RANDALL. And belongs to the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. RYAN. This is simply for the enlargement of a post, and the 
reference made by the Chair is undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no particular desire that it shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, although it seems to be a 
subject properly to be submitted to that committee. However, I shall 
make no point upon the question. 

JOHN C. POWERS VS. UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order of 
the court dismissing the case of John C. Powers vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIST OF DISMISSED CASES, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

She SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of cases dismissed by 
the court in accordance with the provisions of the Bowman act; which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAREPTA C, LITTLE AND WILLIAM A. THORNTON. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, reporting the dismissal by the court of 
the cases of Sarepta C. Little vs. The United States, and William A. 
Thornton vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Wavy Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL H, DUNSCOMB. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order of court 
dismissing the case of Samuel H. Dunscomb and others vs. The United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 





ELIAS SNIVELY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the order of court 
in the case of Elias Snively’s administrators vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Srock- 
DALE] requests that the bill (H. R. 11580) for the relief of Julia A. 
Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased, be taken from 


the Private @alendar and recommitted to the Committeeon War Claims. 
If there be no objection, this order will be made. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. WILL- 
IAMS indefinitely, on account of important business. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


The SPEAKER. Mr. JACKSON asks unanimous consent to print re- 
marks as of this day upon the bill making provision for the French 
spoliation claims, being his remarks, revised and extended, made in 
the House August 9 last, and withheld for revision. If there be no 
objection, leave will be granted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. [See Appendix. ] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. 5TEELE. If there be no objection—— 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
demands the regular order, 

Mr.PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I havea privileged report from a committee 
of conference which I desire to present. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask as a favor that the gentleman 
from Arkansas withhold that. 

Mr. PEEL. Very well. It cancome in right immediately after the 
bill the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] desires to call 


up. 

Mt r. SPRINGER. I desire to announce to the House that I will not 
ask consideration of the Territorial bills to-day. To-morrow we will 
have a meeting of the Committee on Territories, and, after that, we 


vill announce when we will take up those bills for consideration. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the regular order. 
Mr. STEELE. The regular order will be found on the Calendar, 


ge 94. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make the motion before we come to 
the Calendar. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent that the special order be 
passed over until this bill shall be disposed of, and that it shall come 
in after the report of the conference committee shall be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The bill the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires 
to reach is the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam aware of that. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana asks that this special 
order may be postponed until after the consideration of the legislative 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. What is his bill? 

The SPEAKER. A bill increasing the pension to Mrs. Elizabeth G. 
Scott, widow of General Scott. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object, in the interest of the river and har- 
bor bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is the regular order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, let the fight come now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not want to antagonize the bill of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. STEELE] now calls the bill up and the question of consid- 
eration is raised against it, and the House determines not to consider 
it at this time, it will not lose its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not desire to antagonize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on taking up the bill of the 
gentleman from Indiana. s 

The question was taken, and the House decided not to take up the 


bill. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move to dispense with the first morning 
hour. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks to dispense 
with the calling of committees for reports. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move to dispense with the next morning 
hour. 

The SPEAKER. That is not n , and can not be done except 
by unanimousconsent; but under the rules of the House, when the first 
morning hour has been dispensed with, it is in order to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and pending that I ask consent that gentlemen 
having reports from committees to make may be allowed to file them 
with the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

REPORTS FILED. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

MRS. HARRIET H. ROBINSON. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Claims, re- 

rted back favorably the bill (S. 416) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet H. 
Robinson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
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GEORGE M’DOUGALL, DECEASED. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL also, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1171) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of George McDougall, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY B. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11751) to remove the political disabilities 
of Henry B. Davidson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

: J. H. ROCHELLE. 

Mr. CULBERSON also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11762) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of J. H. Rochelle; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


POWERS OF DISTRICT COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11793) to abolish circuit-court powers of cer- 
tain district courts of the United States, and to provide for writs of error 
in capital cases, and for other purposes; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICES IN COLORADO. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 3124) creating three additional 
land offices in the State of Colorado; which was committed to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LANDS IN RANDOLPH COUNTY, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably a bill (S. 259) granting the title of the United States to 
certain lands to the county of Randolph and State of Illinois on certain 
conditions; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

LAND IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for allotment of land in sev- 
eralty to United Peorias and Miamies in the Indian Territory; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DONALDSON. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 1155) for the relief of John Donaldson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably House concurrent resolution to print 10,000 copies of the third 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REFUGE STATIONS, ARCTIC OCEAN. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 11852) to establish two refuge 
stations on the coast of the Arctic Ocean; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move to go into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania be adopted, will it be competent for me thereafter to raise the 
question of consideration against the legislative bill in favor of the 
river and harbor bill? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that, under the rules of the 
House, after the hour has been consumed in the call of the committees 
for reports, or after that hour has been dispensed with by a vote of the 
House, it is in order to move to go into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider general appropriation bills or rev- 
enue bills. It would not be in order for the gentleman from Louisiana 
to move to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to consider the river and harbor bill until after the hour for the consid- 
eration of bills has been occupied; so that in the present condition of 
affairs, for the gentleman to get at the river and harbor bill, his plan 


is simply to resist going into Committee of the Whole on the motion of 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. The only way, then, of reaching the river and 
harbor bill to-day is to vote down the motion of the gentleman from 
lvania. Is that the way? 
The SPEAKER. If that motion is rejected then the hour for the 


appropriation bills. 


at the end of that paragraph. 








consideration of bills would follow, and after that the gentleman could 
make his motion. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hope the House will vote down the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the House will not. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idesire to make a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable, and the regular order is de- 
manded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not propose to debate it. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by several gentie- 
men. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Regular order. 

The SPEAKFR. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 


The ‘question was taken, and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 43. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering general 
The Clerk will report the first bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 


A bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 


judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimoas consent that the first reading of 
the bill for information be dispensed with and that the Clerk proceed 
to read it by paragraphs. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk, reading the bill by paragraphs, read as follows: 


Clerks and messengers to committees: For clerk to the Committee on Ways 


and Means, $3,000; assistant clerk, $1,600; messenger, $1,000; clerk to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, $3,000; assistant clerk, $1,600; messenger, $1,000; 


clerk to Committee on Agriculture, clerk to the Committee on Claims, clerk to 


the Committee on Commerce, clerk to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, clerk to the Committee on Elections, clerk to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, clerk to the Committee on Indian Affairs, clerk to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, clerk to the Committee on the Judiciary, clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, clerk to the Committee on Naval Affairs, clerk to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, clerk to the Committee on Riversand Harbors, 
clerk to the Committee on War Claims; clerk to continue Digest of Claims 
under resolution of March 7, 1888; clerk to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and clerk to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, at 
9 each ; for assistant clerk to the Committee on War Claims, $1,200; in all, 
1,400. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to offer an amendment to correct the total 
I move to strike out the words “‘fifty- 
four’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “‘ forty-six.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Doorkeeper: For Doorkeeper, $3,500; and for hire of horses, feed, re- 


pair of wagon and harness, $600, or so much thereof as may be necessary; assist- 
ant doorkeeper, superintendent of document-room, essistant superintendent of 
document-room, and Department messenger, at $2,000 each ; one employé, $1,500; 


document file clerk, $1,400; assistant document file clerk, $1,314; clerk for Door- 
keeper, and janitor, at $1,200 each; nine messengers, including the messenger 
to the Reporters’ Gallery, at $1,200 each; nine messengers, at $1,000 each; six 
laborers, at $720 each; two laborers in the water-closet, at $720 each; three la- 
borers, including two in the cloak-rooms, at $600 each; female attendant in 
ladies’ retiring-room, $600; superintendent of the folding-room, $2,000; three 
clerks in the folding-room, one at $1,800 and two at $1,200 each; one foreman, 
$1,500; one messenger, $1,200; one folder in the sealing-room, $1,200; one page, 
$500 ; one laborer, $400; ten folders, at $900 each; five folders, at $840each ; three 
folders, during the session, at $70 per month each, $1,470; and fifteen folders, at 
$720 each ; one night watchman, $900 ; one driver, $600; fourteen messengers on 
the soldiers’ roll, at $1,200each; two chief pages, at $900 each ; thirty-three pages, 
boys not under twelve years of age,during the session, including two riding 
pages, one telephone page, and one telegraph page, at $2.50 per day each, $17,490; 
two messengers, during the session, at $70 per month each, $980; ten laborers, 
during the session, at $60 per month each, $4,200; six laborers, known as cloak- 
room men, during the session, at $50 per month each, $2,100; in all, $128,014. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an amendment to that paragraph. 
On page 14, line 14, I move to strike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘ three,’’ 
making the number of messengers on that roll three. Also, in line 9, 
page 15, I move tostrike out ‘‘ fourteen ’’ andinsert ‘‘twenty.”” This 
amendment will make the number of messengers on the soldiers’ roll 
twenty. Mr. Chairman, for a number of years I have thought that it 
would be very proper for the House to increase somewhat the number 
of messengers on the soldiers’ roll, and yet it is quite obvious that the 

te number of messengers in the employ of the House ought not 
to be increased. 

The nine messengers provided for in line 14, page 14, are receiving 
$1,200 each, and the messengers on the soldiers’ roll receive the same 
compensation; so that the effect of my proposition is simply to reduce 
by six the number of messengers who are not on the soldiers’ rol], and 
therefore not entitled to the same degree of consideration as the disabled 
soldiers, and to increase the number on the soldiers’ roll to the same 
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extent. I have called this matter to the attention of the Committee on 
Appropriations on different occasions, but up to this time no motion 
has been made in the House upon it of recent years, and I trust there 
wil! not be any objection to the proposition. There are no men who 
are so much entitled to consideration as employés of this House, or ot 
this Government, as the disabled Union soldiers, and I think that to 
increase that rol] to the extent I have proposed is an entirely proper 
thing for this House todo. Those now on the roll are all competent, 
worthy, and efficient, and fill their places well. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I am not authorized by the com- 
mittee to accept this amendment, but itis only fair that I should state 
its effect. It does not increase the number of the officials of this House. 
It simply transfers a certain number of men from what I may term the 
political danger-roll [laughter] to a securer place on the soldiers’ roll, 
where the statute applies which provides that employés on that roll 
shall not be discharged except for cause reported to the House and ap- 
proved by the House. For myself, individually, I have no objection 
to the amendment, but I can not say that the committee favors it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I was sitting back in the Hall when 
my friend from Indiana explained his proposition, and, not being a 
member of the subcommittee who prepared this bill, nor seeing any 
of the members of that committee present, I will ask the gentleman to 
state his amendment again so that the House may clearly understand 
its effect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My proposition is this: In line 14, page 14, the 
number of messengers provided for is nine. I propose to reduce that 
number to three, and then, in line 9, page 15, striking out ‘‘ fourteen’? 
and inserting ‘‘twenty.’’ The effect is to increase the number of mes- 
sengers on the soldiers’ roll by six, at the same time diminishing the 
number on the ordinary messengers’ roll in the same degree. ‘The men 
on both rolls receive the same compensation. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What will be the effect of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOLMAN, The effect will be to increase the number of disa- 
bled soldiers in the employ of the House. It will have no other effect. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Are the othermessengers who are now 
employed, soldiers? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allof the fourteen on the soldiers’ roll are disabled 
soldiers, but the nine are not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
number on the soldiers’ roll? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. One reason why I may be excused in mak- 
ing this motion is that in the year 1867, I think, I had the honor to 
submit a resolution to the House which resulted in the establishment 
of this soldiers’ roll, and I have always thought and suggested that it 
might be very properly increased without doing any possible injustice 
to the gentleman having the responsible duties of Doorkeeper. I trust, 
therefore, that there will be no objection to this proposed increase of 
the soldiers’ roll. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not exactly understand the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I will say to my friend from Illinois that my prop- 
osition is this—— 

Mr. CANNON. Let me say a word. 
crease the soldiers’ roll? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; to increase it by the addition of six. 

Mr. CANNON. I have noticed, if the gentleman will allow me to 
say it, with all due respect to him, that he made a somewhat similar 
proposition in the Forty-seventh . That was a Congress in 
which I had something to do with the making of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. The proposition was not adopted at that time; the 
soldiers’ roll remained then as itis now. We have had now the Forty- 
eighth and the Forty-ninth Congress, and the first session of the Fifti- 
eth Congress, in which the gentleman has assisted me, or rather I have 
assisted him, in making this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Forty-eighth and the Forty-ninth Congresses. 

Mr. CANNON. And now, after those years have passed in which 
the gentleman had charge of this bill as chairman of the committee, 
he waits until the Democratic party has lost the House, and having let 
those splendid opportunities by, he comes in and proposes to in- 
crease this soldiers’ roll, I think we had better let it remain as it is. 
We are taking care of the soldiers’ roll. It is as it has been fixed for 
twelve or fifteen years—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Twenty-one years, I think. 

Mr. CANNON, And I can not assent to my friend’s proposition 
without doing injustice to him, because if he really thought this ought 
to have been done, surely during the four years in which he had almost 
a charge of this bill he would have placed this proposition upon 
the hill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] makes this 
matter very personal, as though there were no merit in it beyond mere 
personality. Let me suggest that when we are dealing with a question 
affecting the Union soldiers we can afford to overlook party considera- 
tions. I mentioned as one reason why I brought forward this propo- 
sition that this »oldiers’ roll, consisting of fourteen, was ori y es- 


Your purpose, then, is to increase the 


This is a proposition to in- 


tablished some twenty-one years ago upon my motion. 
edly since then so 
Illinois may forget the fact that during the Forty-eighth or the Forty- 
ninth Congress—one or the other—I tried to obtain an increase; I do 
not say up to twenty, for I do not remember the number; but I tried 
to obtain an increase of the number on this soldiers’ roll, and have done 
so from time to time. 
should be moderately increased, while reducing the number of officers 
of the same grade receiving the same salary, but who are not disabled, 
thus leaving the public service perfectly efficient and without doing 
any possible injustice to the Doorkeeperof the House. Indeed, I would 










T have repeat- 


ught to increase the number. The gentleman from 


Fora good many years I have felt that this roll 


like to see the number increased beyond what I have mentioned. All 
these fourteen messengers now on the soldiers’ roll are disabled sol- 
diers; the law requires that such men shall be selected for these posi- 
tions. But I submit to my friend that even the fact, if it exists, that 
any member proposes to perform a duty which he ought to have per- 
formed heretofore is no reason why, when it is presented, the duty 
should be postponed. 

I am not proposing to increase or diminish the aggregate number of 
employés at all; my amendment will leave the number exactly as at 
present; its effect is to diminish the number of those who are not dis- 
abled soldiers and increase the number of those who are. In the vicis- 
situdes of politics in this country we can all, of course, anticipate changes 
in this House from time to time, and I would be very glad if my friend 
from Illinois would co-operate with me here to-day in securing this fur- 
ther recognition to a moderate extent of the claims of those men who 
have been permanently disabled in the public service. 

Mr. CANNON. In reply to the gentleman from Indiana, he will al- 
low me to say that this appropriation runs for the first session of the 
Fifty-first Congress. Under the terms of this bill as reported the sol- 
diers’ roll will remain substantially as it has been for twenty years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, and nearly all the members of it are members, 


I believe, of my friend’s party—at least the greater number. I have 
no objection to that. 
Mr, CANNON. Very well. If this bill be passed as reported, this 


roll will remain substantially as it has remained for twenty years, dur- 
ing most of which time my friend’s party has been in power so far as 
this House is concerned. During the last four years—yes, nearly six 
years—the gentleman’s party has been in power, and he has been in 
charge of this bill; yet no action has been had. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mentioned that I had failed to obtain heretofore 
the necessary action. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me repeat to the gentleman that the cause of 
the soldier will be perfectly safe in the hands of the next House of 
Representatives; and I would rather—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not perfectly safe in the hands of this House ? 
Why is it not safe in the hands of this House of Representatives as 
well? 

Mr. REED. I wish the gentleman from Indiana would explain why 
he selected this time to make this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have already explained that this is not the first 
time I have sought the opportunity. 

Mr. REED. When was the first time ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has 
mentioned the Forty-seventh Congress. I think it was also before that 
and after that. 

Mr. REED. That was when we were to have the Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does that make any difference in regard to doing 
justice to the soldiers? 

Mr. REED. But these arethetimes youselect. The twotimes you 
select are when we are to have the Co’ 6 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman, then, does not want to increase the 
number of soldiers on the soldiers’ roll? 

Mr. REED. I want to know why the gentleman has selected these 
two times? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, there is no trouble about this propo- 
sition. The next House will be perfectly competent to choose its em- 
ployés, and in doing so will do full justice to the soldiers of the late 
war. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Maybe you will, and maybe you will not, but you 
have not done it heretoiore. Why raise a petty political question over 
a matter of justice in reference to a small increase of the number of 
permanently disabled soldiers? What matters it what House fixes the 
number to go on this soldiers’ roll? 

Mr. REED. Why did the gentleman from Indiana select the Forty- 
seventh and Fifty-first Congresses for this patriotic effort ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Does that make any difference, if the matter is 
right, what Congress it is proposed to be done in? If the measure is 
right, what difference is when it is done? 

Mr. REED. But why did you select the Forty-seventh and Fifty- 
first Congresses in which to do it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The — is whether the measure is a proper 
one, and whether it is right to do this thing. I think it is. 

Mr. REED. But let us consider the matter in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iagain ask, if the matter is right and proper, what 
matters it whether it isdone at this session of Congress or at another? 
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Mr. REED. But why did you not do it? 

Mr, HOLMAN. You were under as much obligation todo it as I 
was. Why did you not do it? 

Mr. REED. You are not answering my question. Perhaps you 
have overlooked the question. The gentleman from Indiana on ma- 
ture reflection will not further press his amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On mature reflection I hope the House will adopt 
the amendment. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman was so anxious that this should be 
done in the Forty-seventhand in the Fifty-first Congresses, why was he 
not equally anxious in the interval? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have already stated the facts. There need be no 
eqnivocation about it. I do not claim any particular credit; under 
the rules of the House any member had the right to move an increase 
of the soldiers’ roll. I make my motion now atthe propertime. The 
only possible objection there can be made to it is some pretense of 
partisanship. Perhaps the gentleman can overlook that little matter 
of patronage. It is only justice to the disabled Union soldiers that it 
should be done. 

Mr. REED; Does not the gentleman think it was unfortunate to 
select those two periods to make an inerease? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I do not think it is unfortunate. It was 
within the power of the gentleman to make the amendment at any 
other time if he thoughtit was necessary. I have made my motion at 
this time because I thought it was right and proper, and I hope it will 
be agreed to. 5 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let meask the gentleman from In- 
diana a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How many soldiers are there to be 
benefited by this? Are any of these men to be benefited from Indi- 
ana? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, not that Iam aware of. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why, I understand every one of them 
isan Indianian. [Great laughter. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. What does my triend mean? Does he mean that 
all these men. are to be appointed from Indiana? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. So I understand. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ié is proposed to increase the number six at this 
time; that is, my amendment proposes.to increase the number on the 
seidiers’ roll by six, and they.are to come from any State the appoint- 
ing power may determine—they are to be disabled Union soldiers. 
Now, I wish to say there is a gallant. Union soldier, who lost a leg on 
the field of battle, from my district, who is on the soldiers’ roll and 
has been for many years, and Ido not think there is any one here who 
will object to that. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I wish but a minute tospeak on the 
merits of this question. In order that the House may understand it I 
will say that there have been for a great. many years a number of em- 
ployés upon what is called the soldiers’ roll in the House. There are 
now fourteen messengers on.that soldiers’ roll ata salary of $1,200 
each. They hold their positions by virtue of legislative provision— 
legislative designation of fourteen persons. Most of them have been 
here for a.gveat many years, aud most of them no doubt will remain 
on this roll until they die. Now, the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN ] proposes to add to this roll, that is to the number of four- 
teen, six additional, who are to be appointed hereafter, making the 
number twenty. My own impression is that amendment may tend to 
break down the present roll. 
me HOLMAN. Right here just let me say to the gentleman from 

inois—— . 

Mr. CANNON, First hear what I have to say. 

Mr. HoLMAN rose. 

Mr. CANNON. I decline to yield just now. Mr. Chairman, now 
these fourteen men whe are upon the soldiers’ roll, we all know them; 
we see them here, one-armed, one-legged, and I think one of them with 
no arms:at all, old soldiers who have been here in the service of the 
House during all these-years and are to remain here until they die. 
My own impression is that in justice to these fourteen old soldiers now 
upon the soldiers’ roll we had better not by legislative provision in- 
erease that roll beyond the: present number. Leaving this roll as it 
has. been left. under the Democratic House, I do not see why the 

tleman from Indiana can not agree now to leave it to a Republican 

I think we can afford to leave it as he has left it. I think 

we can trust the incoming House of Representatives as to the appoint- 

ments of the officers of the House other than these on the soldiers’ roll 

so.as to comply with the law; and the Republican doctrine that has 

always prevailed in this country is not yet changed, and never will be, 

that, other things being equal, it will always prefer the Union soldier 
who served in the late war for such appointments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish now, Mr. Chairman, to show the gentle- 
man. from Illinois how much more liberal and non-partisan this side of 
the House is in regard to this matter than he is. He has looked at it, 
I fear, from.an entirely partisan standpoint. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And I will show my friend the difference between 





the position he occupies in that regard and my own, by saying to him 
that if he will offer an amendment that this pending amendment of 
mine shall not take effect until after fhe organization of the Fifty-first 
Congress, I will cheerfully accept it. 

Mr. CANNON. Why, this appropriation is made for the Fifty-firat 
Congress, and it can not take effect before. [Laughter. j 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman thinks proper to offer that prop- 
osition, that it shall not take effect until the organization of that Con- 
gress, I shall accept it cheerfully. Let him understand at the same 
time that this amendment, if adopted, makes no change in the appro- 
priation. The same sum is fixed in either event, whether it be adopted 
or not. 

I am very sorry that my friend from Illinois has thought proper to 
give this a political significance. 

Mr. REED. On, youare. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The origin of this roll, the gentleman should bear 
in mind, was in a Republican House on motion of a Demoerat; and 
the present roll, if I understand the matter correctly, has been com- 
posed largely of Republicans. Still my friend from Illinois and my- 
self differed for yearson asingle point. I had sought to make the 
appointments permanent on that roll, but my efforts were unsuccess- 
ful until the lorty-eighth Congress, when the right to remove the 
appointees on this roll was revoked by law except by order of the House 
for cause. My friend from Illinois thought they should remain sub- 
ject to removal like any of the other employés of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Why, the gentleman forgets. I co-operated with 
him in putting it through. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When you had control of the legislative bill in the 
Forty-seventh Congress and I offered an amendment providing that the 
appointees on this soldiers’ roll should not be subject to removal, the 
point of order was made against the amendment; and it was not until 
the Forty-eighth Congress, when I had control of this legislative bill, 
that it was made a permanent provision of law. The gentleman from 
Illinois, therefore, must bearin mind thateven from his partisan stand- 
point he has not displayed as much anxiety or interest in this question 
as has been displayed on this side of the House. 

Mr. REED. Well, if that was the object you had in stating this 
thing, suppose we go on with the bill now. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was a Republican House which prevented the 
placing of that provision on the bill which was afterwards incorporated 
into a law by a Democratic House. That will be conceded; and in 
view of the fact that a majority of them are Republicans, and were at 
the time that I brought forward a provision to make it permanent, it 
will be conceded that there was an entire absence of partisanship dis- 
played by the Democrats of the House in dealing with this subject. 

I go further, Mr. Chairman, and say that if he is afraid his political 
friends will lose a little of the patronage by the adoption of this meas- 
ure, I am willing to accept the amendment which I have suggested, 
that the appointments under this provision shall not take place until 
after the organization of the next Congress, when ke and his political 
friends will have the making of the appointments. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana if it would 
not be wise perhaps to let the Fifty-first Congress take care of its own 
organization, and not undertake to have it organized in advance by 
this House? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We must provide now for the salaries of the offi- 
cials of that Congress. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ofcourse you can provide the pay, but let that Con- 
gress attend to the business of fixing its own appointments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the same provision as to amount is made 
whether this be adopted or not. 

Mr. BAYNE. You just provide the pay, and that Congress will se- 
lect its own officers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend from Dlinois, I repeat, thinks proper 
to amend this in exact harmony with the views he has expressed, to 
make the appointments operative only during the next session of Con- 
gress, when his party will have control of the House, I am perfectly 
willing to acceptit. There is still nochange inthelaw. The amount 
of the appropriation is the same; but the soldiers’ roll is increased to 
the extent I have named. 

I ask a vote upon the question. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a word in reply to what the gentle- 
man has said and the suggestion he has made as to an amendment to 
his motion. The appropriation is made by this bill for the Fitty-first 
Congress and does not “take effect at all until after the Fiftieth Con- 
gress.expires. Therefore the suggestion he makes as to these appoint- 
ments, as he must know, amounts to nothing. The gentleman’s mo- 
tion and the speech which he makes, in the iight of the facts, are so 
exceedingly thin, in my opinion, that they donot deceive anybody either 
in this House or in the country. The gentleman is notdeceiving any- 
body by them but himself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly they do notdeeeive anybody in the House 
or in theeountry. The gentleman is entirely correct. The House sees 
and the country will see exactly how it is. 

Mr. REED. Weil, will not the gentleman from Indiana admit that 
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the gentleman from Illinois has succeeded in throwing a little light 
upon it so as te enable them to see what it is? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is a proposition (o increase the soldiers’ roll 
largely in the interest of Republicans, and is a question so entirely de- 
void of partisanship that it will not escape the notice of the country. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I will remind my friend from Indiana of the 
old saying recorded in the Old Testament, that it is not every one who 
saith Lord, Lord, that shall enter into the kingdom. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Mr. WEAVER, and others. But that is in the 
New Testament. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Perhaps my friend from Illinois meant to 
draw a distinction between the old and new revision. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. I am delighted, Mr. Chairman, to find that there 
are so many of my Democratic friends on the other side who appear to 
have read something of the Scriptures. [Laughter. } 

Mr. BOUTELLE, But they do not seem to feel pretty sure about 
it. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Let that be as it may, the gentleman from Indiana 
has been giving us mere lip service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. LI ask a vote on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 41, noes 
70 





la 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that no quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON]. : 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 53, noes 
66 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the Clerk proceeds to read, I move tostrike 
out the last word. Can I have the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana? I will not oppose an amendment if the gentleman will offer 
it that will add to the number, during the remainder of this Congress, 
of these men on the soldiers’ roll, now when the gentleman’s party is 
in power. If the gentleman desires this and will propose an amend- 
ment of that kind I will not object to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If itis right during the present session of Congress 
it is right for the future, and I propose that his Doorkeeper in the next 
Congress shall havetheseappointmentsifthey are made. It is entirely 
competent with him. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For three commissioners, at $3,500 each ; one chief examiner, $3,000; one sec- 
retary, $2,000; one clerk of class 4, who shall be a stenographer; two clerks of 
class 3; two clerks of class2; one clerk of class1; twoclerks, at $1,000each; two 
clerks, at $900 each; one messenger; and one laborer ; in all, $29,800. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer the following amend- 
ment at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 20, line 16, strike out “ one clerk” and insert “ two clerks; in line 17 
strike out “two” where it first occurs and insert “three;” strike out “two” 
where it last occurs in said line and insert “three.” In line 18 strike out ‘‘ one 
clerk” and insert “two clerks.”’ 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This is for clerks in the Civil Service 
Commission. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order on that amendment 
that it changes existing law. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ido not thinkit issubjectto the point 
of order. We have a right to legislate as to the number of clerks. 
The law does not fix the number of clerks the Civil Service Commis- 
sion shall have. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The last appropriation bill fixed the number that 
shall be employed, and any provision for a larger force will be a change 
of the law, eeets the law does not authorize it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that 
the point of order is well taken on that prdposition. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It will not be insisted by the gentleman from 
Jowa, Mr. Chairman, that under existing law any officer of the Gov- 
ernment can employ an additional clerk there. That will not be in- 
sisted upon seriously. Now, if he seeks to give them employment and 
is to get any authority for the employment he gets it through an ap- 
propriation bill. And inasmuch as they can not be employed now, I 
think the point of order is well taken that any proposition to author- 
ize their ———— will be a change of existing law. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. As I stated before,|there is no law now 
except the last appropriation bill that fixes the number of clerks for 
the Civil Service Commission. The commissigv have strongly urged 
this increase, in order to make their work efficient; and we have a per- 
feet right under this bill to give the clerical force needed in these dif- 
ferent bureaus and Departments where the law does not now specific- 
ally and explicitly fix the numberthat are to be employed. I say that 
that point of order can not properly be made this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend from Iowa examine the bill or- 
ganizing the Civil Service Commission he will find that the law fixes 
not only the number of the commission, but of all theemployés. That 
is the only law there has been upon the subject fixing the number of 
clerks, as well as the number of other employés under the commission— 
so many clerks, messengers, and so on—and fixing their salaries. Since 
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that time, under appropriation bills, I know of no other legislation 
there has been increasing the number; and I submit, Mr. Chairman, 
that the proposition now submitted increases the number over the num- 
ber specified in the law creating the commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold that inasmuch as there is no 
law increasing the number the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the Chair will not rule until an opportunity 
shall be given to call the attention of the Chair to the law, and I will 
do so; and if the Chair did decide it, with all respect for the Chair, the 
Chair decided it without understanding what the law is, and the Chair 
is broad enough, if it is called to his attention, to decide according to 
the law. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLAND). The Chair decided that inasmuch 
as there seemed to be no such law authorizing this increase the point 
of orter would be sustained. d 

Mr. HOLMAN. I stated that law from memory and may have made 
a mistake. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the Chair will allow me a moment. This 
whole matter of increasing or decreasing the clerks in the various De- 
partments and offices of the Government is regulated by the practice of 
the House under the direction of section 167 of the Revised Statutes. 
After creating the Departments, etc., it is as follows: 

The annual salaries of clerks and utente in the Departments, whose com- 
pensation is not otherwise prescribed, I be as follows: 

First. To clerks of the fourth class, $1,800. 

Second. To clerks of the third class, $1,600. 

Third. To clerks of the second class, $1,400. 

Fourth. To clerks of the first class, $1,200. 

Fifth. To the women employed in duties of a clerical character, subordinate 
to those assigned to clerks of the first class, including copyists and counters, 
or temporarily employed to perform the duties of a clerk, ovo. 

Then it provides what the salaries of watchmen, messengers, and as- 
sistant messengers shall be. 

Now, this section of the Revised Statutes does not fix the numberof 
clerks, of messengers, of copyists, or of watchmen; it simply provides 
for the salaries of all the force that may be found necessary, in greater 
or less number, to be employed in the various Departments, bureaus, 
and offices of the women A ae ov of the Hope 
Statutes do create a Secretary Treasury, W salary shall be so 
much, and only one; a Postmaster-General, whose salary shall be so 
much, and only one; andso with a great many of the officers all through 
the various Departments and bureaus, giving them an organization, with 
heads and assistants; for instance, the A’ ~General, with Assistant 
Attorneys-General, and so on, giving a complete roster. But when it 
comes to the mere clerical assistants in the Departments, to the mere 
watchmen, to the mere messengers, to the mere copyists, the number 
required necessarily varies from one year to another as the exigencies of 
the public service may vary. The law fixes the salaries of the clerks of 
the different classes, and the salaries of different classes of the employés, 
but itnowhere fixes the number; and always since the enactment of this 
statute, upon the consideration of appropriation bills, it has been held to be 
in order, according to the exigencies of the public service, in the sound 
discretion of Congress, under the operation of Rule XXI, to increase 
or diminish the number of watchmen, the number of messengers, the 
number of clerks, the number of any of the employés in the various 
Departments and offices of the Government. And, Mr. Chairman, that 
is this motion, to give three additional clerical assistants, namely, one of 
class 3, one of class 2, and one of class 1 in this particular office. There- 
fore I donot think it issubject tothe point of order. A fair construc- 
tion of the section of the statutes to which I have called the attention of 
the Chair, together with the uniform practice under this clause of the 
statute, the Chair can see at once from necessity makes this motion in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this point has been ' 
decided both ways; but in view of the fact that there is no other way 
of providing for the public service except in the manner proposed, the 
Chair will overrule the pointof order. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL, I hope the amendment will not This 
bureau was formed originally with three commissioners and four clerks, 
atan ture of $17,300. They have gradually increased 
the expenditures, and now the commissioners are asking for next fiscal 
year an increase, including an increase of their own salaries, of nearly 
$10,000 over the current year, embracing as well an increase of five in 
the office force. There was an increase of three clerks given last year. 
The principle, and the policy as well, upon which this bill has been 
framed is not to increase salaries, or to increase the force in any case 
unless it is absolutely necessary for the transaction of the public busi- 
ness, and the majority of the committee saw no such necessity in this 
case. I hope, therefore, that the Committee of the Whole sustain 
the Committee on Appropriations and that this amendment will be 
voted down. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In the Book of Estimates, in a note 
on page 16, this statement is made in regard to this desired increase: 

ithout largeme clerks estimated for are absolutely 
reauired ne aeomaer No of the work now imposed on the commis- 
nm. 


So that it is the judgment of the commission, submitted to the House 








1888. 





through the proper channels, that this increase is absolutely necessary 
in order to discharge efficiently the duties imposed upon them by law. 
Now, if it be the intention of Congress to treat this Civil Service Com- 
mission as an instrument for the benefit of the public service, they 
should be given sufficient force to properly discharge their duties. If, 
on the other hand, it be the intention to cripple them, to starve them 
out and destroy their efficiency, then the denial of this necessary force 
is one of the ways of accomplishing thatend. I submit that every one 
who favors a fair trial of the system should give heed to the recommen- 
dations of the commission; and here we have them squarely on the 
record appealing for this increase as absolutely necessary. I want to 
say anata thing in to this subject: My own conviction is that 
the Civil Service Commission has been conducted in a way to, perhaps, 
give some little heed to the letter, but that the spirit of the law has 
been very much lost sight of. 

I am satisfied that the verdict pronounced by the people of this coun- 
try will give us a commission that will pay attention to the spirit as 
well as the letter of the law; and in the face of the political prospect 
now before the country, relying upon its verdict, I think that every 
one should give heed to that verdict and come to the support of this 
proposition which has met with so much favoramong enlightened citi- 
zens. I sincerely hope that the majority of this House will not plant 
themselves nst something that is recommended even by their own 
officers and their own administration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has criticised the Civil Service 
Commission for not di ing its duty, saying that while it may 
have observed the letter it has disregarded the spirit of the law. I 
would like to know wherein the members of that commission have 
failed to discharge their duty. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I stated that as my belief—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will you give us—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And the question of the gentleman 
will not shake that belief. I think it is the belief of the country. I 
think the gentleman believes it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What I desire is to get the evidence on which 
you found your belief. A grave charge like that ought to be backed 
up by something more than merely an opinion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ah, my friend, it does not need any 
‘backing up”’ before the American people; and it does not need any 
backing up toa thoroughbred Democrat like my friend from Tennessee. 
He knows it better than I know it and better than I can show it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What I want is a statement from the gentleman 
of the evidence on which he founds his charge. 

. a HENDERSON, of Iowa. I tell you furthermore that I am satis- 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN obtained the floor and said: Mr. Chairman, I now 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] time enough to 
give us the grounds on which he makes his serious charge against the 
Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I am thoroughly sat- 
isfied, as I believe every member of this House is, that in the selection 
of clerks under the civil-service law politics has absolutely dominated 
that selection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You believe it? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. In the evidence given—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is your evidence? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Wait till I answer your question; 
ou are so anxious to have an answer. In the evidence given by one 
ureau chief he stated, if my memory serves me right, that he had 

seen to it that 97 per cent. of the appointed in his office were 
Democrats; and I am well assured that Republicans who have 

the civil-service examination with a high record—higher than that of 
many Democrats who have been appointed—have utterly failed to ob- 
tain recognition under the administration of the law with the present 
commission. The matter has been so conducted almost from the be- 
one (but the conduct has grown stiffer and stiffer as time has ad- 
vanced) that our Democratic friends who have been examined have 
found favor in some way in the selections made under the operation 
of this commission. : 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Does the gentleman claim that that was done by 
the Civil Service Commission, and that the law has been violated in 
their recommendations ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iam not familiar with the delicate 
machinery by which it is done. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You are getting up here to enlighten the House 
and the country concerning that machinery —— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman’s impetuosity will not 
allow me to answer his polite questions. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I have yielded to the gentleman time for that 
pu 

r. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman knows perfectly well— 
he is well-enough equipped in public affairs to know—that in the consul- 
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tations with bureau chiefs and the heads of the great Departments and 
others who are asking the recommendation of candidates for appoint- 
ment it has happened in some mysterious way—I am not famiiiar with 
the proceeding—in some mysterious way they have always managed to 
pump out Democratic candidates and leave the Republican candidates 
without attention. I believe an investigation of the appointments will 
show that 90 per cent. of the appointments made under the civil-serv- 
ice law have been made from the Democratic ranks, while I can safely 
say that the examinations of Republican applicants for position have 
been at least as creditable as those of Democrats. I will not claim that 
they have been better, but I believe they have been equally good. And 
when we find thata bureau chief, ranking almost next next to a Cabinet 
officer, boasts in a statement under oath that 97 per cent. of the ap- 
pointees under him have been Democrats, we know that some singular 
manipulation is going on in the application of this law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now! willaskthe gentleman from Iowa whether 
it is not the fact that the greatest percentage of partisan appointments 
ever made since the Civil Service Board was organized was in the Pen- 
sion Office under Republican administration? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not believe anything of the kind. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, I give it to you as a fact. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ofIowa. Now youare making a statement; you 
do not even deny mine. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do state to you that your charge is false. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What do you do with Commissioner 
Black’s statement that 97 per cent. of the appointees under his admin- 
istration had been Democrats? 

Mr. McMILLIN. You have stated that the most partisan adminis- 
tration of the law that ever existed was under Democratic administra- 
tion. I say that is not true; and I have instanced the case of the Pen- 
sion Office. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have given you the evidence under 
oath of one of your own bureau chiefs. 

And you know, sir, if you are as familiar as I thought you were with 
administrative affairs, you know the great mass of appointments in the 
Pension Office were filled before the civil-service law went into op- 
eration. It has only had its full, sweeping, complete effect within a 
short time. And General Black has generously told the country that 
he made no bones of filling all the offices entirely from the Democratic 
party. He did not know any civil-service law. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know how he did it. It is a system 
which you say on the other side is to be perpetuated. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You gentlemen on the other side know : 
very well this law is a farce and a shame as it has been administered. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You know that it has been better administered 
under this Administration than under any other. 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, of Iowa, which has been ruled to be in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. In relation to this appropriation, I am not will- 
ing to permit the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] to attribute 
the motive to those who reported this appropriation bill that it is their 
purpose to cripple the Civil Service Commission. If the question of the 
continuance of the Civil Service Commission was involved I might have 
something to say on that subject, because I have hesitated and have 
never fully agreed there should be fastened on the country a class of 
permanent office-holders akin to a civil pension-list. I have never- 
theless faithfully made recommendations by my vote so as to give this 
law all the efficiency necessary for its execution. 

Mr. Chairman, last year this House, controlled as it is now, increased 
the force in that commission by three officials. What is the question 
presented to-day? These gentlemen come in here and ask that their 
own salary shall be increased from $3,500 each to $5,000, and also for 
an additional force over that of last year of five. We takethgposition 
that the increase asked is not needed. I do not myself believe it to 
be necessary. If our friends on the other side of the House are somuch 
enamored of this law they will be soon in control of both branches of 
Congress, as well as of the Executive, and they can if they choose make 
this civil-service law extend all over the country and embrace every 
official. Iam waiting with a good deal of curiosity, as well as in the 
hope of some amusement, to see what their attitude will be in the next 
Congress when they come to show their extreme sincerity in this re- 
spect. (Laughter. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the whole 
section beginning with line 14, on page 20, and ending with line 2, on 
page 21. That is the whole section making an appropriation for the 
Civil Service Commission. I do this because it seems that every bill 
introduced into this Congress for the repeal of the civil-service act has 
been buried in committee. I see no other way to reach this act and to 
cripple the commission than by striking out this whole section. 

I believe this commission to be undemocratic. I believe it favors 
certain voters of this country at the expense of other voters, and I know 
that if the rules of the Civil Service Commission were applied to the 
members of this House not seven-eighths of the members would ever 
reach the floor again. [Laughter.] Now, sir, believing this to be un- 
democratic, and believing that it is in violation of the fundamental 
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principles of the Government, I move to strike out the whole section, 
and hope that it will be agreed to. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I believe the amendment moved by my colleague 
{[Mr. Cummines] is a very healthy one [laughter]; one in which 
seven-eighths of the peopleof the entire Republic sympathize, and one 





The question wastaken; and on a division there were—ayes 27, noes 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York to strike out the para 

































in which three-quarters of the gentlemen on the other side of the House Mr. RANDALL, I ask the gentleman from New York to withdraw 
in their hearts sympathize. [Langhter.] Yes, sir; three-quarters of | the amendment. This bill makes appropriation in pursuance of law 
the gentlemen on the other side of the House are honestly and sincerely, | which can not bechanged in the manner suggested. e bill, as I have 
in my belief, hostile to the civil-service law. On this side, if you could | said, makes appropriations in obedience to law, and we certainly ought 


pol them honestly, they would be unanimously againstit. [Lanughter.] 

Mr. FORAN. That is not so. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, it is so; we would be unanimous, and the 
reason why we would be unanimous is because we should be actingin 
accordance with the feelings and wishes of the majority of the people 
of the country, and that is the reason why we would be unanimous. 

We listen to the calls of the people and we obey them when they are 


to live up to the law as long as it isupon the statute-book. If the gen- 
tleman wants the civil-service law repealed he should bring in a prop- 
osition in proper form. 

While I have been opposed to fastening upon this country a privi- 
leged class of officials, yet this law is now upon the statute-books, and 
I want fairly and fully to execute the Jaw as I find it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would gladly withdraw the amendment if I 


made. And we are going to obey their order made on the 6th of No- | saw any other way of reaching the Civil Service Commission. Bill 
vember last like good Democrats and goed citizens; but we will only | after bill has been introduced into the House with the view of abolish- 
allow your party to remain in control and have custody of affairs until | ing the commission, and these bills have been referred to committees 
1892. [| Laughter, ] 


and there buried. I understand that a similar —- was re- 
fused to the Hayes civil-service commission, and that afterwards the 
commission was wiped out. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman is a little mistaken in that. 
I think it was during General Grant’s term, and that the legislation to 
which he refers was enacted upon the motion of Hon. Benjamin F. 
Butler. 

~ Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, I accept the correction. It was Grant 
then—Grant, who was a little better than Hayes, because Grant was 
President and Hayes never was. [Laughter. ] 

I desive to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I have no 
wish to obstruct the passage of the bill, and if he will agree to take a 
yea-and-nay vote-upon the proposition in open House I will withdraw it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not agree to that, because I have no such 
rena from the committee on thisamendment. [Criesof “ Vote!’’ 
**Vote!”’ 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent for a yea-and-nay vote 
on this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can not give unanimous consent 
for a vote in the House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to call the attention of my friend 
from New York to the fact that if we should fail to make this appro- 
priation it would not kill the Civil Service Commission, but might 
temporarily cripple theirability te discharge the duties involved by law. 
The salaries will goon. This is simply a bill making appropriations. 
They would still have the right te collect their salaries notwithstand- 
ing. Now, I am perfectly willing for one to have a vote in the House 
to determine whether or not the Civil Service Commission shall be 
abolished, and I am willing to stand up against the position taken by 
my honorable friend from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] and give him not 
only inward but outward testimony that I believe the Civil Service 
Comnrission has been fairly administered. ButI am not going to discuss 
that now. I rise simply to call the attention of my honorable friend 
to the fact that it does not accomplish what I understand is his pur- 
pose to accomplish, that is, the wiping out of the Civil Service Com- 
mission. It simply interferes with the way in which they = ee 
their pay; what the gentleman proposes can be brought up in er 


way. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Then it is the difference between killing a man 
and taking his leg off. As hecan not be killed, I am satisfied with the 
1 [ Laughter. 

“Sire. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am not willing by my silence to be 
classed among those who are in favor of a partisan civil service. At 
the last Presidential election there were about 11,000,000 votes cast for 
one candidate and the other. The plurality of the one is pues 100,- 
000, the Democratic candidate having received five and one-half mill- 
ion votes. I do not believe agg gegen | 
the whole Democratic party. They are still citizens of the Uni 
States, pay their taxes, may be called upon to bear arms in or 
the Government, share in its burdens and in its responsi ; and 
I am not one of those, ee ee ee 
proportion of spittoon-cleaners, of floor-wipers, partment messen- 
gers,and Depertuseus clerks, their fair proportion of the machinery by 
which the Government is conducted. 

If the election has established a principle in politics every man who 
is opposed to the execution of that principle in all fairness has been 
ostracized by the vote. He ought not to be permitted to participate 
in the Government—I mean in any official relation to the Govern- 
ment—or take part in shaping the policy of the Government if one 
has been indorsed by the election. That policy ought to be carried 
out as a policy that has been indorsed by majority of the Ameri- 
can people. But the man that writes at the clerk’s desk, the thou- 
sands of women who are employed in the Departments, have no nore 
to do with shaping the we the administration than the boy who 
follows the plow in yonder field, than the man who works about fur- 
naces, in the shops, or the mills. have nothing to do with it; 
and it is untair, it is un-American, it is policy to assume that one- 


Mr. KERR. Let me ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR. Did you not pledge yourselves in your national plat- 
forms in faver of civil service? 

Mr. SPINOLA. We said an honest civil-service law was good. 
[ Laughter. ] 

A MempBer. What is that? 

Mr. SPLINOLA. Well, I will explain to you what an honest civil- 
service law is from a Democratic standpoint. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.}] We learn what it was from the immortal Jefierson. When 
the applicant for office appears, inquiry is made to the effect, ‘‘Is he 
honest, is he capable, is he a friend to the Constitution?’’ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Anda good Democrat. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And that meanshe is a Democrat, of course. [Re- 
newed laughter.] Itis no use toask a man if he isagood Democrat if 
he is in favor ef the Constitution. It follows as a matter of course. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, that.is where the civil-service qualifications of a 
gentleman who comes here and asks for employment should be found 
and determined; and those were the civil-service ideas of the man who 
gave us our name, whocreated us as an organization, and whose princi- 
ples we have songht to follow from that day to this, whose doctrines we 
will never abandon as long as the sun shines or the water flows. [Great 
applause.| That is the civil service that he taught. us, sir—‘‘ Is the 
candidate honest; is hecapable?’’ Those were the only requirements. 
If, then, he is a man who is deserving, his employer should be the sole 
judge of it, When I make application for admission as an employé in 
one of the Departments here, the head-of the Department is the man to 
inquire into my qualifications and honesty. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mostassuredly. I could not refuse anything tomy 
friend from New Jersey. 

Mr. BUGHANAN. I wish to ask my friend from New York whether 
his clarion vorce rang out in behalf of the position and the principles 
he is now enanciating in 1884? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I never in my life have advocated or favored civil 
service. [Laughter.] And what is more, that ancient and powerful 
organization who sent me here as one of their representatives has 
time after time by resolution denounced the law; and so long as that 
position is held by them, I, as an humble member of Tammany Hall, 
shall stand forth always opposed toanything of this sort. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Perhaps the gentleman did not apprehend the 
seope of my inquiry. Let me putit in anotherform. Did he in 1884 
protest against the statements expressed in the letter of one Grover 
Cleveiand to one George William Curtis? 

Mr, SPINOLA. One Grover Cleveland addressed a letter to one 
George William Curtis, and the organization known as Tammany Hall 
passed resolutions against civil service. [Laughter and applause. ] 

That is the answer I make to the gentleman; and let me inquire of 
my friend and of his associates on the other side of the House, how do 
you stand with Senator INGALLS’s idea of civilservice? He says he is 
a very wicked man, a wicked Republican, because he is opposed to 
civil service, and is in favor of wiping it out root and branch, as you 
gentlemen are if you spoke honestly and candidly your pub- 
licly as you do in private conversation. [Renewed laughter. The 
time is coming soon when it will be torn up reot and branch and dis- } 
posed of by the people of this country. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
which has just been stated. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I rise toa questionoforder. Isubmit that 
the first question is on the motion to amend before the motion to strike 
out is submitted. It is proper that we should first perfect the text of 
the section before a motion is permitted to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLanp in the chair), The Chair was just 
about to state that the first question would be on the motion of the 
gentleman from lowa to amend the text and perfect the section. 
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half of the American people, bearing the responsibilities and burdens 
of American citizenship, shall not be permitted to enjoy some of the 
emoluments of the small offices that may be in the gift of the Presi- 
dent or of the party in power. 

Why, sir, if we establish the policy of Tammany Hall what is the 
result? Our elections become a mere scramble for spoils. It is a 
mere question as to who shall hold the offices, who shall be the col- 
lectors, the postmasters, and clerks. American politics degenerates into 
a scramble for spoils; and then, if there be corruption to-day in our 
politics—and I regret to say there is—it is because of this infamous 
greed for the emoluments of office. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to have two minutes more. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Imovethat the gentleman have five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Whatare our politics and what are they 
becoming to be? We have an exhibition of it at every session of our 
American Congress. In the first place we multiply the offices. Why? 
That we may give places to our henchmen and that we may provide 
some easy position for our aunts, our brothers-in-law, or our cousins. 
Having increased the number of offices we soon proceed to increase the 
emoluments of each. There is no public demand for either, and neither 
increases the efficiency of theservice. Offices are created for which there 
is no necessity. 

Why, a number of years ago—I will not say when it was, but it was 
since I have been attempting to represent a constituency upon this 
floor—I saw two doorkeepers keeping a single door, each having a 
string tied to the knob, each sitting on an easy-chair reading a news- 
paper and smoking a cigar. When a Representative approached the 
door there was a pull of the string and he passed through, and then 
there was a relaxation of the elbow and the door was shut again, and 
each of those men was receiving $100 a month. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
everybody here knows we ceuld abolish half the places in connection 
with this House and with the Departments of the Government and 
have a more eflicient public service than we now have. Why is it not 
done? It is because we can not bear to remove our friends from those 
places. We donot dare to do it; we have not the courage to do it. 
[ believe in conducting the Government on business principles. Why 
should we employ more persons tc do a certain service than an indi- 
vidual or a private corporation would employ? Why do we not select 
men because of their efficiency, 2s you would select them in your pri- 
vate interest? Why do we not do it? Can the gentleman answer 
that question? It is because one is business and fhe other is polities. 
That is the reason. I am in favor of civii-service reform, if you 
please to call it by that name. Iam in favor of a non-partisan civil 
service; I am in favor of applying the Jeffersonian test, Is the man 
honest, is he capable? But I would not put the further question as to 
which of the two political ies the man belongs. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. ‘‘Is he forty-five years old ?’’ 
tion they put. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am not defending the civil-service 
machinery. Iam not defending the details of the civil-service rules. 
IT am attempting to get American politics above Tammany politics, 
New York itics, machine politics, partisan politics if you please, 
and to get Government administered on true business principles, 
and I indorse everything that President Cleveland has so well said on 
this subject and condemn everything that he and his party have done 
in assuming to execute the civil-servicelaw. [Laughter and applause 
on the Republican side. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am very glad to hear the distinguished gentle- 
man from Indiana ing the civil-service law and giving assur- 
ance (as he can probably give such assurance better than any other 
gentleman on this floor because of his being personally and geograph- 
ically so near to the President-elect) that during the incoming Admin- 
istration an effort, at least, will be made to observe the principles of 
the civil-service law. We have heard much in the newspapers since 
the election about the ‘‘ cleansweep’”’ that is to take place immediately 
on the inauguration of the incoming President. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Where did you hear it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I read about it in the newspapers and I hear of it 
on every hand. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Did you hear it from Indianapolis? 

__Mr. SPRINGER. And if the incoming Administration does not grat- 
ify the thousands of hungry applicants for office that will be upon it 
after the 4th of March by agen Pape “clean sweep”’ it will certainly 
bring disappointment to those who are now waiting in such anxious 
expectancy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman knows how it is himself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I want to say to gentlemen on the other 
side of the House that during the four years—and it will be only four 
years [laughter and jeers on the Republican side]—I want to say to 
them that if during those four years that they will occupy the officesand 
administer the Government they will administer the civil-service law 
in the same spirit of fairness that this Administration has administered 
it the country will have no reason to complain of them. ([Jeerson the 
Republican side. ] 


That is the ques- 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I can assure the gentleman that it will 
not be administered in the same spirit. 
Mr. SPRINGER. No; I do notsupposeit will. Inever thought it 
would be. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] I want 
to call the attention of gentlemen on the other side to the fact that 
after four years of Democratic administration there are twenty thousand 
persons on the Government pay-rolls to-day in the city of Washington, 
of whom not over two thousand are adherents of the Democratic party. 
[Laughter and cries of ‘‘Oh!’’ ‘‘Oh!”’ on the Republican aah 
A MEMBER. 
crats came in. 
Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; notatall. I dony that, and I appeai to 
the records. If you goto the Departments to-day you will find many 
rooms without a single Democrat; and if you had been in the Depart- 
ments immediately after the late election, you would have seen many 
of the clerks who have been holding office during these four years under 
a Democratic administration, promenading the halls rejoicing over the 
election of a Republican President. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. You will finda good many of them that 
can change as quickly as any administration. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. FARQUHAR. If what the gentleman states is a fact, if that 
was all they could provide for their friends, it is no wonder that the 
Democratic party was turned out of power. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The Democratic party has endeavored to carry 
out the civil-service law in good faith. [Jeers and cries of ‘‘Oh!”’ ‘‘Oh!”’ 
on the Republican side.] And if the gentlemen on the other side will 
do half as well during the four years that they are to administer the 
Government the country will have nothing tocomplainof. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I want to call attention to another fact, and that is that this 
Administration has not been repudiated by the American people. 
[Ironical cries of ‘‘ No!’’ ‘‘No!’’ on the Republican side.] If you look 
at the election returns you will see that Mr. Cleveland received 5,538,- 
000 votes, while Mr. Harrison received 170,000 votes less. In other 
words, there were 170,000 more votes cast by the American people for 
the Democratic candidate than werecast for the Republican candidate, 
and if it were not for the cumbersome and obsolete machinery known 
as the Electoral College, if the American people could have approached 
the ballot-boxes and voted directly for their choice for President, we on 
this side of the House would now be rejeicing over a great Democratic 
victory. [Jeers on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. JACKSON. You mean that you could have reached that result 
by suppressing, in one-third of the country, the vote against you. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I hope my friend will keep quiet. 
Mr. JACKSON. Yes; and on that subject you would like the coun- 
try to keep quiet. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Ishould think the facts would worry the gentle- 
man, and I am not surprised that he moves uneasily while facts of this 
character are brought to the attention of the country; but I hope he 
will endeavor to possess his soul in patienee. I want to caii attention 
further to the fact that upon the principles that were submitted to the 
people in the last election a large majority of the American people de- 
cided in favor of the Democratic party. Of the white voters of the coun- 
try, whoaresupposed to be most informed upon public matters, a majority 
of more than a million have decided in favor of the platform and the 
principles and the candidate of the Democratic party. [Laughter and 
jeers ou the Republican side.] So that the election is not a defeat of 
the Democratic party. It is simply a turning over for a brief period, 
by the machinery of the Electoral College, the administration of the 
Government to the Republican party. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the popular vote received by Mr. Cleveland with the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Sprincer]. When I think of the opportuni- 
ties which his party had for increasing their pluralities in certain of the 
States I should expect them to fee! as Lord Clive felt with regard 
to his Indian administration—‘“‘astounded at their own moderation.”’ 
[Laughter. ] 
Mr.SPRINGER. Wedonot vote them ‘‘in blocks of five,’’ though. 

Mr. LODGE. The point that I desire to say a word upon is the mo- 
tion to strike out the appropriation for the Civil Service Commission. 
If it is desired to destroy that commission, the honest and the manly 
way todo it is to bring ina bill torepealthelaw. If, as the representa- 
tives of Tammany say, every member on that side of the House is 
opposed to the Civil Service Commissien, why do they not bring in a 
bill to repeal the law and take a square yea-and-nay vote upon it in this 
House? I willtellthemwhy. It is beeause they know very well that 
the people of the United States would not approve of any such propo- 
sition. What is called civil-service reform is simply a name for what 
is desired by the people of this country, and that is to take the great 
mass of the routine offices out of politics. Whether you doit by ex- 
aminations, or by drawing lots, or some other mechanical device, is 
wholly unimportant. The thing is to get rid of this miserable spoils 
system in offices which are purely business offices. In that movement 
I firmly believe the great mass of the intelligent people of this country 
heartily concur. 

Moreover, when gentlemen tell us that thisis un-American, when they 
sneer at civil-service reform and say it is humbug and hypocrisy, and 


There was more than that number when the Demo- 
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of the country without regard to party. 


Favoritism is not American; 
open and fair competition is. 
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nature political, should be in the hands of party; I have no sentimental 
; notions on that subject. 


these clerks here in the Departments and in the custom-houses, many 
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business system or an American system to have them chosen by politi- 
cal pressure and personal favoritism, and all the other influences with 
which the country has been familiar. 

How has this system affected you gentlemen during the last four 
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not, every one of us, groaned under the pressure to get offices? We all 


= 


a man or a perty to whom patronage and its administration are not a 
source of weakness at the polls. It neverstrengthenedany man. You 
had all the patronage in the last election; how much did it help you? 
We had all the patronage in the preceding election; how much did it 

; help us? It never helped any man or any party, and the sooner some 
system can be devised—I care not what system it is—that will take 
these offices out of politics, the better for our elections, the better for 
our public men, the better for our politics, the better for good and hon- 
est government. . 
I only wished to say these few words, Mr. Chairman, because, how- 
ever much I personally respect the gentlemen representing Tammany 
Hall who have addressed us, I object strongly to any one yndertaking, 
in referring to this side, to represent my feelings as being other than 
i they are. I am a thorough-going civil-service reformer, because civil- 
* service reform is the name applied to the movement to take the routine 
i offices of the Government out of politics. [Applause.] 
: Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, my position on this question has 
always been understood, I think, by every one who has known me, for 
I have never concealed my views here or elsewhere. I shall vote for 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York, and upon the ground 
on which he puts it, because it is the only way in which I can prac- 
tically carry out my opposition to the further continuance of the so- 
called Civil Service Commission. 
But, Mr. Chairman, my object in rising now is to ask my Republican 
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the civil service by a Democratic administration, whether their memo- 
ries are so short as to have forgotten how that law was administered 
by Republican administrations, and-whether they do not carry their 
minds back to the fact that it was the maladministration of the civil 


about the passage of the civil-service law? Have they forgotten that 
the civil service of this Government had become so d ed that it 
was an actual stench in the nostrils of this country without regard to 

: politics, and that it was this abuse of the civil administration of the 

: Government which induced the Congress of the United States, Demo- 

: crats and Republicans, to pass that law, in obedience to a sentiment 

which had grown to be a demand on the part of the people for a stop- 

i page of the outrageous proceedings connected with the civil adminis- 

i tration of this Government? 

i Have they forgotten that when that law — its effect was actu- 

ally to keep in position those Republicans who had been placed in the 

Departments simply and only because of the partisan service which 

they had rendered? That civil-service law did not begin, as it should 

have done, by a clean sweep or a retention of those only who a 

the civil-service examination; but as I said in a speech which I the 

privilege of making once on this floor, the law, when liberally inter- 
preted, meant simply that with the law and with the administration, 
the Republican party had the law and the offices, and with a Demo- 
cratic administration we bad the law without the offices—the inevita- 
ble result of a law passed as that was. But my friends should remem- 
ber, while they charge this law has been administered by a Democratic 
administration in the interest of Democrats under the Democratic y 
it was most flagrantly administered by a Republican admin in 
favor of the Republican party. I undertake to declare that right here 
on this floor and to appeal to the truth of history of my own State to 
verify it. Under the execution of the civil-service law by the Repub- 
lican administration not one single Democrat received an tment 
in the custom-house or anywhere else within the State o land 

. during the entire a the Republican administration. 

2 Gentlemen should remember, sir, that men are’the same, be they 
; Democrats or be they Republicans, and they will nister this law, 
} or any other law, in the interest of their party. It is human nature. 
t I maintain here now that what the people of this country demand is 
i this, an honest administration of the civil service with no parapherna- 
lia attached to it which shall create in this country, as suggested b 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], a special, fa 

privileged class. I repeat, I will oppose it, and so far as any oppor- 
tunity or means are given to me to express that opposition, and by my 
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all that, I can only say that, to my mind, the un-American system of 
distributing public offices is that which relies on favoritism and nepot- 
ism and political pressure, and which does not honestly seek to devise 
some system which shall give a fair field and no favor to all the citizens 


The offices which pertain to party administration, and are in their 
Butas to the great mass of our public officers— 


of them women—it is the idlest folly in the world to say that it is a 


years; how will it operate with us in the coming four years? Have we 


dislike it; there is not a man on this floor who does not. There is not 


friends on the other side, who sneer so much at the administration of 


service of this Government by Republican administrations which brought 


jority in favor of the 
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vote, to destroy what I believe to be an undemocratic, an unrepub- 


lican, and an unconstitutional institution, I will vote against it here or 
anywhere else. 


Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I merely wish to say that I should like to get a 
vote as soon as — upon any amendment in order to proceed with 
the pending bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, the proposition is tostrike out the 
clause in the pending appropriation bill appropriating about $35,000 
to pay the salaries and expenses of Government officials appointed by 
the present Executive to carry out the civil-service law, which has been 
on the statute-book more than five years. When it passed this House 
Republicans voted for it and Democrats voted for it. It was a spec- 
tacle for gods and men to see the Democrats jumping and tumblin 
over Republicans in their eagerness to vote for this law. Laas 

Now, sir, five years after it was passed what profits it the country 
that members come here and wrangle over the past records of parties 
in respect of this law, to be told that a certain administration has not 
done what it should have done in carrying out the law, or that one 
great party or the other has evaded its duty in executing the law? 

Is it not a fact, Mr. Chairman, that the law which has been criti- 
cised during this debate, the civil-service law, is one which has been 
approved both by the Republican and the Democratic parties in all 
their national platforms from 1876, as well as in their national plat- 
forms on which they fought the latest battle, and did not both parties 
pledge their faith to this law up to the recent election? Is it not true 
that the candidates for President, both on the Democratic and Repub- 
lican sides, pledged themselves to support the civil-service law and this 
commission? Every candidate for Congress who was in a State where 
all the people are in the habit of voting took the earliest opportunity 
to declare himself to be in favor of it, or avoided saying, if he was not, 
that he was opposed to it. 

I believe that law which Mr. Pendleton proposed in the Senate, which 
Garfield and Grant indorsed, which Arthur put into execution, should 
be honestly enforced, and I am in favor of enforcing it by voting the 
money to those who are to carry out its a 

We have seen in earlier days in our history this narrow, cowardly 
plan of nullification; we have seen itattempted, not to repeal a law, but 
to annul it by takingaway the governmental powers necessary to the ex- 
ecution of the law. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
[Mr. RANDALL] at least gains the level of public fairness when he 
says this law is upon the statute-book and the money should be given 
to enforce it as long as it remuins there. 

I believe the Republican party under President Arthur enforced the 
new law fairly and in good faith. We have all been learning some- 
thing by experience in the last four years, If there be any place in 
which the spoils system has been carried out toad which ma. 
wiu the applause of the member from Tammany Hall | Mr. SPINOLA 
it has been in the State of Indiana and in the State of Maryland. 
the last election the State of Indiana voted for Harrison, the Republican 
candidate for the Presidency, who, as all admit, is a brave, true man, 
and who when he comes here will see to it that his promises and pledges 
shall be fully, completely, and bravely carried out; and in the State of 
Maryland, where the spoils system had full sway, there wasa bare ma- 
mocratic candidate for President, while the 
Republican candidate received 4,000 votes more than Cleveland received 
four years before. Without patronage the Republicans gained 15,000 
votes in four vears, and by reason of the spoils the Democrats narrowly 


escaped defeat. 

Mr. Chairman, I prefer to have, instead of the glittering corruption 
which the statesman from Tammany Hall offers us, the honest execu- 
tion of the law which allows the poor and lowly, the humble manand 
the humble woman, to have equal opportunity to compete for clerical 
and other offices of minor importance in the great race for office in this 
country with those who are rich or who happen to be the favorites of 
great chieftains. I prefer a democracy, a government of the people, 
springing from the people, to the aristocracy which is pro by these 
two gentlemen from New York [Mr. ComMMINGs and Mr. SPINOLA] to 
be given to the nation as it is now bestowed upon New York City by 
Tammany Hall, where, out of a million and a half of it de 
upon but two men to say who shall be the mayor and rulers of that 
great city. Sir, when we are confronted with the New York spoils 
method as compared with the civil-service system, and we ask, by the 
test the member from Tammany on this floor borrows from Jefferson, 
‘Ts the man just?’’ they point us to Barnard or Cardoza, and when 
we ask, ‘‘ Is he honest?’’ they point us to William M. Tweed. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, an assault upon the political 
methods in New York City comes with ill grace from a Republican Con- 
gressman from the State of Indiana. The understand the In- 
diana idea of the spirit of civil-service reform. have notforgotten 
that a Republican Vice-President, at a dinner in Delmonico’s, at which 
ee 4 were present, openly boasted of the 
use of * ”? in Indiana. have not forgotten that one of the 


leaders of Republican party to-day is regarded as a fugitive from 


justice in the State of Indiana. 
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Mr. BROWNE, of Iifidiana. Who is it? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. New York political systems have never included 
the ‘‘five-block’’ business. New York political systems are based upon 
the will of the people, and the will of the people alone, and not on 
the use of millions of dollars in State and Presidential elections. [Ap- 


plause. } 

Mr.RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire tosay just here that I want 
to concede the claim of those who have administered the civil-service 
law during the four years past of a disposition to fairly and honestly 
execute it. But gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber must remem- 
ber that the execution of this law has been environed with difficulties 
and disappointments. Such has been the experience of the Democrats 
who have had the task of administering it. Iam in favor of giving 
this appropriation and then permit the incomers to wrestle with the 
difficulties which the Democrats have encountered. They will, I be- 
lieve, find troubles all along the road. 

I think my friend from New York [Mr. SprnoLa] spoke in rather 
enthusiastic terms when he said that this side of the House was against 
executing the law, if I correctly understood his statement. I think 
this side of the House is very nearly unanimous in favor of executing 
the law, however much some may believe that some of its provisions 
and many of the regulations permitted under itshould be modified. 

Iam glad to say that the present Chief Executive has removed from 
the minds of many one of the great obstacles to an approval of the law, 
and that is in regard tothe change permitting persons to be examined 
who are over forty-five years of age. I wish he had gone alittle further 
and permitted all of those who have exhibited capacity, above 66 
average, to have their names reported for appointments, so that the 
choice should be made from the entire body of capables. 

I agree with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] that 
appointments to office are hurtful to those members who have influ- 
ence to secure them. There is hardly a man on this floor, who has 
had to do with political patronage, who has not realized the inconven- 
ience, the ingratitude, and I might add some other equally applicable 
adjectives in that connection, from persons whom they have be- 
friended. I hope my friend from New York will now withdraw the 
amendment, so that the law may be executed. And I ask, if no one 
desires to occupy the floor further, that debate be closed. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the at- 


tention of the committee but a moment. I do not know to what his- 
torical event the gentleman from New York [Mr. CuMMINGs] refers in 
speaking of the Vice-President and ‘‘soap.’? I do suppose, however, 
that I know to whom he alludes when he mentions by a kind of indi- 
rection that some distinguished Republican from Indiana is now a fugi- 
tive from justice. Allow me to say to that gentleman that the fugi- 
tive from justice is a Democratic United States district attorney, who 
having become cognizant of the fact that the evidence did not justify 
an indictment, has in disgust resigned his office. That fugitive from 
justice I give the gentleman bond now—— 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I supposed I would succeed in bringing 
my distinguished friend to his feet. But the gentleman will have his 
own time when he wants to occupy it. 

Mr. BYNUM. I supposed that the gentleman would refuse to yield. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. From the statements embodied in a 
newspaper report I learn that the grand jury of the United States court 
has failed to return any indictments, because of the acknowledged fact, 
admitted by the prosecuting officers and all others engaged in it, that 
the evidence did not justify it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will you explain, then, why the United States 
court allowed the grand jury to disband, and went off to Fort Wayne? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Because there was no evidence of a 
criminal act. I want tosay that no person connected with the election 
in Indiana on the Republican side is afraid to put in his appearance at 
any time, and before any court. 

Gentlemen need not be alarmed about it. I will go on the bond of 
any Nag gi merry that may be indicted; and I say to the gentleman that 
while I do not believe Indiana methods have been altogether right in 
politics, if the Democratic party of Indiana want to open the books 
they shall be opened. We are ready. If they want to know how 
much money was used——— 

a WILSON, of West Virginia. You burned the books, did you 
n 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If they want to know how much was 
used in the city of Indianapolis at the last election to suborn its votes 
and corrupt its politics, we are ready. If they want to know how 
many disreputable men were appointed in violation of the law as dep- 
uty United States marshals to intimidate Republican voters, we are 
ready. In my own town a deputy United States marshal was ap- 
pointed-who is the most notorious saloon-keeper in the place, while 
there were hundreds of reputable Democrats there. If they want to 
open the books, they can do so. If the gentleman from New York 
= the ayine’ the let it be done. 

am not saying that my partyis pure. I am not attempting to de- 
fend it because the other is worse. t am only saying that if they want 
this investigated, in God’s name let it be done, and if a Republican has 
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**Let no guilty man escape.’? 





violated the law let him be punished. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

A Memper. They have the power to investigate if they want to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, I will say for one that Indiana 
politics are just as disreputable in some respects as Tammany and New 
York politics. [Laughter.] I say it regretfully. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You have more soap there than in New York. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. I want to say that in In- 
diana, within the last twelve months, we have sent two distinguished 
Democrats to the penitentiary, where they are now languishing be- 
cause they violated the election laws. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] I have never heard of them doing that in New York. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; we do. A year ago three Republican su- 
pervisors of election were sent to the State prison, and they are there 
now. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to limit debate on this amendment 
to ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsyivania asks that de- 
bate on the pending amendment be limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I move to make it twenty minutes—ten to 
each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to 
limit debate upon the pending amendment to twenty minutes—ten on 
each side. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. BYNUM. I do not rise for the purpose of discussing the ques- 
tion directly before the committee or to declare myself in favor of the 
civil-service law or opposed to it, but simply to answer the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] who has just taken his seat as to the rea- 
sons which caused the district attorney of Indiana, Mr. Sellers, to pre- 
sent his resignation. I desire to propound to the gentleman—— 

Several MEMBERS. Louder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. BYNUM. It seems that myrising to address this House creates 
an uproar. I would like to make one little speech without having the 
rabble turned loose. 

The gentleman from Indiana, my colleague, says that the district at- 
torney resigned for the reason, as stated in the public press, that the evi- 
dence presented to the Federal grand jury was not sufficient to cause the 
indictment of Mr. Dudley. I undertake to say that the district at- 
torney has made no such statement. No such reason is given to the 
public by him or by any one who is near to him. On the contrary, he 
has distinctly said, whenever questioned, that such was not the case. 
While this investigation was under consideration the district judge ad- 
journed the court and discharged the grand jury until the 17th day of 
December, and for that reason probably to-day Mr. Dudley is breath- 
ing the fresh air in New York. He has not been in the State of Indi- 
ana since the letter was written, at least not since a warrant was issued 
for his arrest. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman did not understand me 
to say that the district attorney had given that as his reason for resign- 
ing. 

Mr. BYNUM. I did not say that the gentleman had said so. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I say that the papers contain such state- 
ments. 

Mr BYNUM. The Republican papers have published everything 
that was not true as to Indiana during the last six weeks and nothing 
that wastrue. [Laughter.] The district attorney had given charge of 
this matter to the deputy who has conducted the investigation before 
the jury, and who will continue it if permitted, as he has been nomi- 
nated as successor to Mr. Sellers. I venture, however, to say that the 
Republican Senate will not confirm his nomination that he may pursue 
this investigation, but will reject his name in order to have some other 
man appointed who wants nothing done in the matter. 

Mr. STEELE. Does the gentleman state that Mr. Bailey is either 
honest or capable ? 

Mr. BYNUM. Both. 

Mr. STEELE. When did you arrive at that conclusion ? 

Mr. BYNUM. I have never questioned his honesty or ability. 

Mr. STEELE. You looked upon him as a pretty tough citizen? 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Bailey is a man of honesty and ability. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my colleague speaks of fraudsin Indiana. Why, 
one of the leaders of his own party, at one time a law partner of Presi- 


| dent-elect Harrison (Mr. Fishback), charged publicly and openly that 


in 1880 Mr. Dorsey and Mr. Dudley dispensed in the Denison House 
parlors over $400,000 to corrupt the people of Indiana, and it has not 
been denied by any Republican. 

Mr. DUNHAM. How much did the Democrats put out the same 
year? 

Mr. BYNUM. So far as my personal knowledge goes they never 
put out a dollar—not a dollar. [Derisive laughter on the Republican 
side.] Now I want to say a word further. I am not here to charge 
that Indiana is more corrupt than any other State would be under 
similar circumstances. She has been a close State; she has held the 
balance of power and money has poured in from different sources. No 
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doubt Democratic money has been sent in there, but never has there 
been a corruption of the votes of the State by the Democratic party or by 
funds contributed by that party such as there has been by the Repub- 



















































































lican party. We did not have the money. [Laughter.] More than 
that, I have insisted all along that no good could come from an in- 
vestigation, because I did not think it would reflect any great credit on 
the State or of the managers of either party, but I will say to the gen- 


tleman that if he wants an investigation, so far as I am concerned I 
will cheerfully join him, and when he gets his investigators at work I 
hope they will investigate why it was that a district judge appointed 
seventy and odd United States commissioners the night before election 
who, on the day of election, when men were arrested and taken before 
them, refused to hear the cases of the offenders. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BYNUM. Oh, you will answer. Well, I shall be glad to hear 
the answer. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. It was because the ninth day before 
election you appointed marshals in every county in the State where 
there were Republican precincts, and those commissioners were ap- 
pointed so that accused men might have a ttial in their own counties 
and not be taken away to Indianapolis. That was the reason. 

Mr. BYNUM. Yes; I know that marshals were appointed in con- 
formity with the law, but not one-tenth as many as had been ap- 
pointed under Republican administrations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BYNUM. I would like a minute or twomore. [Cries of “‘ Go 
on!’’] 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
five minutes more, 

Mr. KERR. 1 will yield to the gentleman two minutes of my time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is there any 
way in which these gentlemen can be excused in order that they may 
go to the cloak-room and discuss post-mortem Indiana politics while the 
Congress of the country goes on with the business of the country? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BYNUM, 
tended ? 


The CHAIRMAN. Thedebate has been limited to twenty minutes, 
ten minutes on each side. and the Chair is bound to apportion the time 
with fairness. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR] is recognized. 

Mr. BYNUM. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in 
the REcorD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks permission to 
extend his remarks in the Kgecorp. 

Mr. OWEN. We wouldlike to have them extended on the floor—not 
in the Recorp. 

Mr. BYNUM. DoI understand there is objection to my request? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is. 

Mr. BYNUM. Lunderstand thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. OWEN] 
as objecting. 

Mr. KERR. If I can be recognized, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana a few minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR. I yield to the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. BYNUM. | thank the gentleman from lowa for his courtesy. 
I repeat that the district court on the night before the election ap- 
pointed some seventy-odd commissioners—what for? Does the gentle- 
man soy, in order that parties might, when arrested, be taken before a 
commissioner in the county? I undertake to say that those commis- 
sioners refused to hear the cases, refused to take cognizance of them, 
and the marshals were compelled to discharge the parties without any 
hearing whatever. Parties who had been arrested charged with viola- 
tion of the election laws were thus released. 

Mr. STEELE rose. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have no time to yield further. 

Mr. STEELE. Every man gave his bond for appearance before he 
was discharged. 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman wants to throw open the door, I can 
show him that there was corruption in Indiana; not only that money 
was used there to carry the election, but moreover that public fran- 


I ask that my colleague [Mr. Bynum] be allowed 


Mr. Chairman, do I understand that my time is ex- 


the campaign fund of the Republican party. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in this connection only a 
few words bearing upon the remarks made by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois {Mr Sprincer}. Iwas surprised to hear a manso distinguished 
in this House speak of the Electoral College as an obsolete body. I 
think that if anything could emphasize the importance of this electoral 
system, founded by the fathers as a safeguard of our institutions, it is 
what has been developed in this debate. We are relieved in this par- 
ticular case from the necessity of an in because President 
Harrison has been elected irrespective of the vote of Indiana; so that 
need not distress us. But these statements go to show the importance 
of that time-honored system. The corraption, whatever it may have 
been, affects only the vote of a single State; and I say again, I was sur- 
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chises were sold in order to raise corruption funds to become a part of 
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prised to hear the gentleman from Illinois speals of the electoral system 
as an obsolete system. 


We need not discuss the question whether a large portion of the 


Southern vote was suppressed, as intimated by my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, because under the electoral system by which the executive 
branch of this Government has during our whole history been elected, 
the vote of the Electoral College determines the yuestion, and it is in 
general immaterial whether the full vote, or only a partial vote of the 
State is polled; for, as we all know, only a certain number of electoral 
votes can be cast by the State; and it is immaterial whether all the 
voters go to the polls, or a portion of them remain at home, or whether 
or not a popular majority is cast for the candidates. Iam glad our 
electoral system is maintained; and I do not think there isany danger 
that the American people will very soon consider this an obsolete system. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. SPRINGER. I used the word “‘ obsolete ”’ in speaking of the 


electoral-college system of electing President in the sense that the 
system was no longer administered in the spirit in which it was 
created by our fathers. As created and intended, the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President chosen at Presidential elections were pre- 
sumed to be uncommitted as to their choice. But now, under the 
custom of party nominations, in advance of the election, the people 
vote directly for their choice, while that choice is limited and re- 
strained by the machinery of the Electoral College. We ought to have 
in fact as in theory an election of President by direct vote of the peo- 
ple. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, there has been in this debate a good deal 


of crimination and recrimination in connection with what some gentle- 
man on the other side has called a ‘‘ 
cent election. I do not know that this debate is very pertinent to an 
appropriation for sustaining existing law, which our Committee on Ap- 
propriations is bound to report. But I beg to recall to the attention of 


ortem’’ inquiry into the re- 


the House the fact that up to the present time both parties in the United 
States have favored this system of civil-service reform—the Democratic 
party in its platforms, National and State; the Republican party in its 
platforms, National and State; and the candidates of these leading par- 
ties by their letters of acceptance. And no one, so far as I know, has 


yet proposed to repeal the existing law. 


I am not to this law, for reasons which I once gave in this 
House. But I will recall to the recollection of members the fact that 
when Mr. Pendleton’s bill for the reform of the civil service came 
from the Senate, the House was about taking up some shipping mat- 
ters in which we from New York were Saanenstel and inasmuch as I 
knew that the civil-service law would pass, and that in passing it 
would divide both parties, there being men on both sides opposed to 
it and men on both sides in favor of it, I proposed.(and Mr. Kasson, 
of Iowa, accepted the suggestion) that we vote at once upon the pas- 
sage of that civil-service bill. Soon the tidal wave of an emotion here 
that measure was placed on the statute-book. By that proposition, as 
I said at the time, and as the Recorp shows, I wished to get that 
question out of the way for matters of more importance. But. I have 
always voted for to sustain this law so long as it re- 
mains on our statute-book; and I think it comes almost with ill grace 
from any one just now to propose a repeal of the law, when Repub- 
licans have had the benefit of it and when Democrats have been 
out of office by reason of it; when, as a Republican administration is 
now coming into power, the Republicans who have been appointed 
will have the advantage of the law, while if the law should be re- 
pealed the Democrats will lose the benefit of it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to call the attention of the 2p" 
man to the fact that honesty is the best policy. [Langhter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. COX. In the old Saxon deeds—— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This does not repeal the law—— 

Mr. COX. It killsit. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The House will come to order. 

Mr. COX. I have the floor. My colleague refers to the fact that 
honesty is the best policy. It used to be a badge of fraud for a man 
to write “‘honesty’’ in adeed too large. I do not believe in broadening 
our phylacteries. A great many men who profess to be so entirely 
honest should remember there are some quiet men who also are honest. 

This Administration has not been satisiactory to everybody. Under 
Democratic administration thereare complaints. I should like toshow 
how our Democratic brethren executed it by reading from the state- 
ment made by Mr. Edgerton, the chief of the commission. He there 
shows how that law has been executed; and taking that statement I 
will vote fora repeal or modification of the law, but so long as the 
law remains I will endeavor to stand by the appropriation so the law 
may be carried out. I ask the Clerk to read what Mr. Edgerton says 
on that subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ee ‘December 3, —_ ‘a 
the pleas Piomgy Te not he “ae make Tanck a cles Civil-Serv- 
ice Commission is weaker now than it was two years ago. The pursued 
the commision and its methods inte disrepute, net on ly with the 
—— but oe the genera! public aswell. Wholesale exam when 

the candidates have no chance whatever of securing an appointment do not 
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win friends, Bushels of examination-papers are stowed away in the cemetery. 
That is the name we give the room where the papers of candidates whose names 
have been on the eligible register fora year are placed. No manor woman 
whose papers are in that room has a word of praise for the commission. I be- 
lieve in only as many examinations as are absolutely needed. I would not al- 
low the law to be only a delusion and a snare. I would have it so that those 
examined and passed as eligible would have a reasonable chance for appoint- 
ment. These are things Mr. Harrison will havetolook out for, The civilserv- 
ice needs careful pruning, The present method of executing the law would 
drag down any odienbniatvation.. The only safe way is to get rid of us all and 
start afresh. For my part,I have had no voice in the councils of the commis- 
sion. Lam not responsible for the present condition of affairs. Why, we have 
no money whatever a ioe. The $5,000 allotted us for the year was ex- 
e 


hausted last summer. tting along as best we can, but you can see we 
have to husband our blanks and to refrain from doing anything that will occa- 
sion a printer's bill.” 


During the reading of the foregoing extract Mr. Cox’s time expired. 

Mr. COX. I hope there will be no objection to allowing the reading 
of that statement to be completed. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask by unanimous consent the time of the gen- 
tleman be extended so the reading of that statement may be completed. 

There was no objection, and the reading was then concluded. 

Mr. COX. I will say in conclusion that I hope my colleague [Mr. 
Cummines], who desires to get rid of this civil-service law, will bring 
in a bill and test the sense of the House on that subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me say to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cox] that no expense of printing comes out of this appropriation. That 
comes out of the general fund for the Interior Department. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I should not speak at all on the 
pending question if it were not that a statement has been made which 
will go into the general history of the country charging that Col. W. 
W. Dudley was a fugitive from justice. I deny, Mr. Chairman and 
gentlemen of the committee, that he is or has been a fugitive from jus- 
tice. In reply to the charge made I desire to state that he was for 
three and one-half years Commissioner of Pensions and moved his fam- 
ily to this city. Since his retirement from office he has resided here, 
so that he now is, and for peeks Sa years has been, a resident of the 
District of Columbia, where, if he shall ever be guilty of violating any 
law of the United States, any process of the courts can reach him at 
his home as readily as it wouldi f he was a citizen of Indiana and re- 
sided anywhere in that State. 

So far as the election methods in Indiana ure concerned, I desire to 
state as a native Hoosier and life-time Republican, familiar with the 
election methods of that State, on. behalf of all the Republicans of In- 
diana, and also on behalf of my colleagues upon this floor as well as 
myself, that we court an investigation. We challenge gentlemen of 
the Democratic faith to open the books and institute a full, fair, and 
searching investigation of Indiana political methods. I say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that if such an investigation shall be made it will not only in- 
form the country of the use of money in that State, but the causes will 
be made apparent how and why, when the Republican Congressional 
majority in the State at the November election was nearly 5,000, only 
three Republican Congressmen were elected, while the Democrats, 
5,000 in the minority, were able to return ten members to the Fifty- 
first Congress. For open and notorious violations of our election laws 
two prominent Democratic politicians are now in the State prison. 
Indiana Republicans have no cause to fear a searching investigation of 
election methods in that State. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, so far as the civil-service law is 
to-day a part of the statutes of the United States, the Civil Service 
Commission is a part of this Government. This commission was 
created and this law was passed by the concurrent action of both po- 
litical parties. Both political parties in their platforms stand com- 
mitted to its maintenance. Both political candidates in the Jate elec- 
tion were pledged to its enforcement. The Republican party, as a 
national party, stand pledged in good faith, and I trust they will main- 
tain that good faith. If gentlemen on the other side of the House 
wish to go back on their platform and to repudiate the pledges of their 
candidates at the late election I cordially invite them to do so, but to do 
it in such manner the responsibility of their action can not be evaded. 

Let it be done when there can be a yea-and-nay vote in the House 
and every member can be put upon the record. I do not think, sir, it 
is statesmanship nor that it is even decent politics to attempt to stab 
the civil service system by refusing this appropriation which will cre- 
ate a deficiency and in that manner retard its operations. 

That is about all I desire tosay. I trust that no gentleman on this 
side of the House will commit himself either by direction or indirec- 
tion to the destruction of the usefulness of this commission, and es- 
pecially that he will not do so by indirection. When the time comes 
that the American people desire a repeal of the ‘aw, let us introduce a 
bill for that parpose, and let the proper committee report it, and then 
after fair consideration, let the aciion upon it be recorded bya yea-and- 
nay vote, where each man can take his share of responsibility. 

Here the hammer iell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed for debate has expired. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from New York 
to strike out «he paragraph. 

a question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 14, 
noes . 


eS 





Mr. TAULBEE. Noquorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If there can be an arrangement by which we may 
have a yea-and-nay vote in the House, I will withdraw the demand. 

Mr. RANDALL. The opinion of the House is quite manifest from 
the vote just taken, and I have no authority to make any arrangement 
such as the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We had a yea-and-nay vote at the polls in last 
November, and the people of this country have passed upon the question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes; and we “‘ got left’’ because of this very kind 
of foolishness. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. BUTTERWORTH were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 25, noes 
138. 

So the motion to strike out was rejected. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment be 
reported to the House witkost recommendation. 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no authority to agree to that 


[Cries of 
‘* Regular order !’’} 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to 
appoint and retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United 
States Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers. 

Also, that Mr. BLarr and Mr. BATE had been appointed in place of 
Mr. SABIN and Mr. GEORGE managers at the conference on the part of 
the Senate on the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties 
of the Department of Agriculture, and to create an Executive Depart- 
ment to be known as the Department of Agriculture. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnston. 

And further, that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 3135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Alexander, and agreed to the conference asked thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Sawyer, Mr. DAvis, and Mr. TURPIE£E managers on the 
part of the Senate. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Division of stationery, printing, and blanks: For chief of division, $2,500; 
four clerks of class 4; two clerks of class 3; three clerks of class 2; twoclerks 
of class 1; two clerks, at $900 each; two messengers; two assistant messen- 
gers; one foreman of bindery, at $% per day; four binders, at $4 per day each ; 
and one sewer and folder, at $2.50 per day ; in all, $31,775.75. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend, in the nineteenth line, on page 
27, by striking out the words ‘‘seventy-five’’ where they last oecur 
and inserting ‘‘ fifty.’’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For purchase of horsesand wagons, foroffice and mail service, to be used only 
for official purposes, care and subsistence of horses, including shoeing, and for 
wagons, harness, and repairs of the same, $4,000. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. By instruction of the committee, I offer the 
amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 44, line 19, strike out the words ‘‘and for wagons.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Publication of Records of the Rebellion: Forone agent, $2,000; three 
clerks of class 4, two of whom shall be employed on the general index; three 
clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; three clerks of class 1; three copyists, at 
$900 each; one pressman and compositor, $1,200; one compositor, $1,000; one 


copy-holder, at $900; twoassistant messengers; two watchmen; and one laborer, 
at $600; in all, $26,480, 


Mr. RANDALL. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 70, line 10, strike out the words “one copy-holder, at $900,” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “two copy-holders, at $900 each ;”’ and in line 13, 
strike out the words “ twenty-six thousarfd four hundred and eighty dollars” 
andadd “‘ twenty-seven thousand three hundred and eighty dollars.” 

The amendment was adopted. ; 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee do now rise and re- 
port the bill as amended to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. ‘ 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 


chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
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the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, had directed 
him to report the same favorably to the House with sundry amend- 
ments. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
ments together. 

There being no objection, the amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were considered, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

: Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman will withhold that motion for a 
moment to permit me to present a conference report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


CIVILIZATION OF THE CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


Mr. PEEL. I present a conference report, which I desire to have 
considered at this time. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civili- 
zation of the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their, 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

On page 2 of the amendment, lines 2? and 4, strike out the words “ ratified by 
Congress ’’ and insert in lieu thereof “‘ approved by the President of the United 
Stares.”’ 

On page 2 of the amendment, lines 22, 23, and 24, strike out the words “after 
said agreements of cession shall have been ratified by Congress, and not be- 
fore.”’ 

On page 6 of the amendment, line 4, insert, after “ feet,” the words “‘ board 
measure of the pine timber thereon,”’ 

On page 6 of the amendment, line 15, insert, after “feet,” the words “‘ board 
measure of the pine timber thereon.” 

8S. W. PEEL, 


TH, R. HUDD, 

KNUTE NELSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Statement of the managers on the part of the House of the committee-of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa 
Indians in the State of Minnesota as to the effect of the amendment recom- 
mended for concurrence and adoption. 

The Senate amendment, though in the form of a substitute, is in substance and 
form really the House bill, with merely the following amendments and changes: 

Section 1 of the House bill requires that the agreements for cession and relin- 
quishment shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. By section 1 of 
the substitute, as modified by the agreement of the conferees, such approval is 
~ be given by the President of the United States instead of the Secretary of the 

nterior. 

Section 2 of the substitute only differs from section 2 of the House bill in in- 
creasing the pay of the commissioners to nego e agreements, take the cen- 
sus, and make the allotments provided for in the bill from $5 to $10 per day. 

Section 8 of the substitute and the House bill is the same in both. 

Section 4of the House bill provides for the appointment of three examiners to 
examine, estimate, and appraise the timber lands, while section 4 of the substi- 
tute provides that the examiners shall only examine and estimate, but'the ap- 
praisal shall be made by the Commissioner of the General Land Office under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. Such appraisal, however, shall 
not be at a rate less than $3 per thousand feet board measure. 

Section 5 of the bill and the substitute is the same in both, except that the sub- 
stitute provides for more extensive advertisement of the public sale of the tim- 
ber lands, and also provides for pees entry at not less than the appraised value 
of such pine lands as are not sold at the public sale. 

Section 6 is the same in both the bill and the substitute, except that the sub- 
stitute increases the price of the homestead land from $1 to $1.25 per acre. 

Section 7 is the same in both the bill and substitute, except that the substitute 
increases the interest on the permanent fund from 3 to 5 per cent. per annum, 
conformable to the universal custom with rd to Indian trust funds, 

Section 8, the last in both the bill and substitute, is 7 same in both. 


. PEEL, 
TH. R. HUDD, 
KNUTE NELSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This is a matter of a good deal of importance, and 
it had better go over until to-morrow. I now move the House ad- 
ourn, 

. Mr. PEEL. Iask that the report of the committee of conference 
and the statement of the managers on the part of the House be printed 
in ithe Recorp. ” 

Mr. BLOUNT. 1 do not object to that. 

Mr. PAYSON. And that they shall be accompanied by the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think it is but fair to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. T1LLMAN], who desires to report an appropriation bill, 
that I should withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
the bill, the report of the committee of conference, and the statement 
of the managers on the part of the House be printed in the Rrcorp? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


I ask that the vote be taken on all of the amend- 
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The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.; That the Secretary of the Interior ishereby authorized and 
directed, within sixty days after the ge of this act, to designate and appoint 
three commissioners, one of whom shall be a citizen of Minnesota, whose duty 
it shall be, as soon as practicable after their appointment, to obtain and acquire 
for the United States of America, from all the different bands or tribes of Ohi 
pewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, their complete cession and relinqu 
ment in writing of all their title and interest in and to all the Indian reserva— 
tions in the State of Minnesota, except the White Earth and Red Lake reserva- 
tions, and to all and so much of these two reservations as is not required to make 
and fill the allotments hereinafter specified, for the pauperis and upon the terms 
hereinafter stated; and such cession and relinquishment shall be deemed suffi- 
cient as to each of said several reservations if made and assented to by two-thirds 
of the male adults of the band or tribe of Indians occupying and belonging to 
such reservations; and for the pur of ascertaining whether the proper num- 
ber of Indians yield and give their assent as afo id, and for Or pene of 
making the allotments and payments hereinafter mentioned, the said commis- 
sionersshall, while engaged in securing such cession and relinquishment as afore- 
said, and before completing the same. make an accurate census of each tribe or 
band, classifying them into male and female adults, and male and female 
minors; and the minors into those who are orphans and those who are not or- 
phans, giving the exact numbers of each class, and making such census in du- 
plicate lists, one of which shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the other with the official head of the band or tribe; and the acceptance and ap- 

roval of such cession and relinquishment by the Secretary of the Interior shall 

deemed full and ample proof of the assent of the Indians, and shall operate 
as a complete extinguishment of the Indian title, without any other or further 
- 7 ceremony whatsoever, for the purposesand upon the terms in this act pro- 
vided. 

Sec. 2. That the said commissioners shall, before entering upon the discharge 
of their duties, each give a bond to the United States in the sum of $10,000, with 
sufficient eeremen te Oe approved by the Secretary of the Interior,and condi- 
tioned for the fait ld arge of their duties under this and they shall 
also each take an oath to support the Constitution of the Uni States, and to 
faithfully discharge the duties of their office, which bonds and oaths shall be 
filed with the of the Interior. Said commissioners shall be entitled 
to a compensation of $ per day for each day actually employed in the discharge 
of their duties, and for their actual tra expenses and board, not exceeding 
$3 perday. Said commissioners shall also be authorized to employ a competént 
interpreter while engaged in the performance of their duties, at a compensation 
and allowance to be fixed by them, notin excess of that allowed to of them 
under this act. 

Sec. 3. That as soon as the census has been taken, and the cession and relin- 
quishment has been obtained and approved, as specified in section 1 of this act. 
all of said Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota, except those on the Red 
Lake reservation, shall, under the direction of said commissioners, be remoyed 
to and take up their residence on the White Earth reservation, and thereupon 
there shall, as soon as practicable, under the direction of said commissioners, 
be allotted lands in severalty to the Red Lake Indians on Red Lake reserva- 
tion, and to all the other of said Indians on White Earth reservation, as fol- 
lows, heads of families and adults selecting for themselves, and the commis- 
sioners selecting for all minors: To each h of a family, male adult or orphan 
minor, 160 acres, and to all other gounamn, 80 acres each ; and for the allotments 
so made as herein ded, certificates shall issue to the allottees, which cer- 
tificates shall be of the legal effect, and declare on their face, that the United 
States does and will hold the land thus allotted for the period of fifty years, in 
trust for the sole ase and benefit of the allottee, or his or her heirs, acco: 
to the laws of the State of Minnesota, and that, at the expiration of said period, 
the United States will convey, by patent in fee-simple, to the allottee, or his or 
her heirs as aforesaid, the land so allotted, discharged of said trust and free of 
all liens or incumbrances, a pean shall accordingly issue; and as soon 
as such allotments have been e and certificates issued therefor, the said In- 
dians to whom such allotments have been made shall be deemed to be full citi- 
zens of the United States, and entitled to all the rights' privileges,and immu- 
nities of such citizens, and shall have the benefit of, and be subject to, the laws, 
both civil and criminal, of the State of Minnesota; and all allotments hereto- 
fore made to any of said Indians on White Earth reservation are hereby rati- 
fied and confirmed with the like tenure and condition prescribed for all allot- 
ments under this act: Provided, , That the amount heretofore allotted 
to any Indian on White Earth reservation shall be deducted from the amount 
of allotment to which he or she is entitled under this act: Provided co 
That any of the Indians residing on any of said reservations may, in his discre- 
tion, take his allotment in severalty under this act on the reservation where he 
lives at the time of the removal herein ore foris effected, instead of being 

taking on White Earth reservation: Provided 

ire, That no allotments in severalty shall be made and no sales of the land 

under the provisionsof this act until three-fourths of the male adults of the 

in shall consent thereto, and the Secretary of the Interior 
prescribe rules and regulations by w 

wishes. And if the Indians residing on the White Earth < 

those removed thereto under provisions of this act, shall refuse to take land in 

severalty, then the said removed I shall be settled on said reservation in 

such manner as the Secretary of the Interior shall direct. 
Src, 4. That as soon as the cession and relinquishment of said Indian title has 
of the Interior shall 
y surveyed to be sur- 
such the sur- 


lan 
ous be tess than $3 5 ae prais- 
no even per acre; al 
of said reservations which have hereto- 

ed, and are not allotted to the Indians under this act, 

mof such for the purpose of ascertaining 
40-acre or lesser governmental subdivisions on which there is 
wirg any pine timber, and which tracts are, for the pemmenes 0 
ine lands, and which pine lands shall also be ap by 
t not less than $8 per acre. All other lands on reserva, 
t pine lands as herein defined shall, for the purposes of th: 
termed agricultural lands. The com: ion of said appraisers 
the Secretary of the Interior, but shall in no event exceed in the 
per day for each, incl all expe 
That after the said lands have been surveyed, ascertained, listed, 
and appraised as aforesaid, the Secretary of the Interior shall, after having given 

mon of sale eee > newspaper of general circulation, pub- 
lished at St, Paul, Duluth, and kston, in said State, through the United 
States land officers for the district where the said lands are situated, offer for 
sale and sell the same at public auction, to the highest bidder for cash, in 40- 
acre or lesser subdivisions; but such sale shall not be for a less price than the 
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ap! value, nor shall more than one-tenth of said i lands be disposed 
of in any one year, nor otherwise than in this act provided. : 

Src. 6. That when any ofthe agricultural lands on said reservation not allotted 
under this act have been surveyed, the Secretary of the Interior shall give thirty 
days’ notice thereof, through at least two of the eee papers published in 
the State of Minnesota, and at the expiration Of said thirty days the said agricult- 
ural lands so surveyed shall disposed of by the United States to actual! set- 
tlers only, under the provisions of the homestead laws: Provided, That each 
settler under and in accordance with the provisious of said homestead laws shall 
pay to the United States for the landso taken by him the sum of $1 for each and 
every acre,in four equal annual eee. and shall be entitled to a patent 
therefor only at the expiration of five years from the date of entry, according 
to said homestead laws, and after the full payment of said $1 per acre therefor 
and due Send of occupancy for said period of five years, and any conveyance o 
said lands so taken as a hom , or any contract touching the same, prior to 
the date of final entryshall be nulland void: Provided further, That any person 
who has not heretofore had the benefit of the homestead or pre-emption law, 
and who has failed from any cause to perfect title to a tract of land heretofore 
entered by him under either of said laws, may make a second homestead entry 
under the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 7. That all money accruing from the disposal of said lands in conformity 
with the provisions of this act shall, after deducting all the cupenen of making 
the census, of obtaining the cession and relinquishment, of making the removal 
and allotments, and of completing the surveys and appraisals, in this act pro- 
vided, be placed in the Treas of the United States to the credit of all the 
Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota as a permanent fund, which shall 
draw interest at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum, payable annually, for the 
period of fifty years after the allotments provided for in this act have been 
made, and which interest and permanent fund shall be e nded for the bene- 
fit of said Indiansin the manner following: One-half of said interest shall, “es 
the said period of fifty years, except in the cases hereinafter otherwise provided, 
be annually paidin in equal to the heads of families and guardians of 
orphan minors; and one-fourth of said interest shall, during the same period 
and with the like exception, be annually paid in cash in equal shares to all 
other classes of said Indians; and the remaining one-fourth of said interest 
shall, during the said period of fifty years, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, be devoted exclusively to the establishment and maintenance of a 
system of free schools among said Indians, in their midst and for their benefit; 
and, at the expiration of the said fifty years, the said permanent fund shall be 
divided and = to all of said Chippewa Indians and their issue then living, in 
eash,in equal shares. The United States shall, for the benefit of said Indians, 
advance to them as such interest as aforesaid, the sum of $90,000 annually, count- 
ing from thetime when the removal and allotments provided for in this act shall 
have n made, until such time as said permanent fund, exclusive of the de- 
ductions hereinbefore provided for, shall equal or exceed the sura of $3,000,000, 
less any actual interest that may in the mean time accrue from accumulations 
of said permanent fund; the payments of such interest to be made yearly in ad- 
vance, and, in the discretion of the Secretary of Interior, may, as to three- 
fourths thereof, during the first five years be expended in procuring live-stock, 
teams, farming implements, and seed for such of the Indians to the extent of 
their shares as are fit and desire to engage in farming, but as to the rest, in cash; 
and wheneversaid permanent fund shall exceed the sum of $3,000,000 the United 
States shall be fully reimbursed out of such excess, for all the advances of inter- 
est made asherein contemplated and other expenses hereunder; and as soon 
as the United States have been fully reimbursed for all the advances and ex- 
penses contemplated and incurred under this act, and the said permanent fund 
shal! exceed the sum of $3,000,000, the of the Interior may, in his dis- 
cretion, expend ofsuch excess, not to exceed 10 per cent. thereof annually, for 
the benefit of said Indians, in the same manner and in like proportion as the 
interest of said permanent fund. 

Sec, 8. That the sum of $150,000 is hereby appropriated, or so much thereot 
as may be necessary, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay for procuring the cession and relinquishment, making the cen- 
sus, surveys, appraisals, removals and allotments, and the firstannual ment 
of interest. herein contemplated and provided for, which money shall” be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior; a detailed state- 
ment of which expenses, except the interest aforesaid, shall be reported to Con- 
gress when the expenditures shall be completed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


_Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. 11854) aes for the support of the Mili- 
tary Academy for the year ending June 30, 1890; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I reserve all points of order. 


UNITED STATES PRISON. 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I am requested by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to ask unanimous consent that the 9th day of January be set 
apart for the consideration of a bill, the purpose of which is to estab- 
lish a United States prison; and I hope that the request of the com- 
mittee will be ted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. While I am in favor of that bill, I will object. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 


ICE HARBOR IN QUINCY BAY. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Iask unanimous consent to print a 
small petition in the Recorp. 
™ ee aps ish , Is 9 objection to the request of the 
gentleman from print a tion inthe Recorp? Th i 
hears none, and it is so ordered. ¥ — 
The petition is as follows: 


- uiIncy, Iuu., December 
To the honorable Speaker and Congress of the s er Ey 
ited States of America in Congress assembled : 

GENTLEMEN: The city council of the city of Quincy in session, having in view 
the good of this city and vicinity, and aiso having in view the aoe benefits 
that will accrue to the commerce of the ere River as well as to this city 
by the proper development and improvement of Quincy Bay as an ice harbor, 
do respectfuliy = your honorable body to consider the necessity of an 
appropriation for making of an ice harbor in Quincy Bay, and also for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River from the Des oines Rapids to the 
mouth of the Illinois River, and that your honorable body will at this present 


‘ XX——22 


session appropriate at least $500,000 for those improvements, and that at least 
$100,000 of it be expended in the making of an ice harbor in Quincy Bay. 
Hoping this will meet your hearty approval, 
E. J. THOMPSON, Mayor. JOHN NESSLER, Alderman Third 
J. F. DUANT, Alderman First ward. ward. 
HENRY PRANTE, Fourth ward. 


Cc. A. BABCOCK, Alderman Second 
ward. FRANCIS WM. HECKENKAMP, 

G.H. WALLER, Alderman First ward. Alderman Third ward, 

T. H. SWIMMER, Alderman Second JOHN H. FISCHER, Alderman 


ward, Fourth ward, 
A. C. BICKHAM, Alderman Siath 


T. J. SHEA, Fifth ward. 
J. F. FITZGERALD, Alderman Fifth ward. 
MICHAEL ARNOLD, Sixth ward, 


ward, 
Attest: J. F> WemHorever, City Clerk. 
JACOB ROGERS. 

Mx. BUTLER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. 11624) to increase the pen- 
sion of Jacob Rogers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introiuced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11855) granting a pension 
to Miles McNiff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11856) for the relief of John A. Barton—-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 11857) for the relief 
of Franklin Rives and Wright Rives—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 11858) for the relief of W. H. Huson— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 11859) granting a pension to 
Valentine M. Currin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 11860) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Henne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 11861) to place the name 
of James H. Tolly on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 11862) for the relief of Peter Helf- 
man—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11863) for the relief of 
Isaae Scisco—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: A bill (H. R. 11864) increasing the pension of 
Julia A. Ross—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: A bill (H. R. 11865) granting a pension to 
Maggie A. Auter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of J. 8. Borley and 20 others, and of J. 
J. Newcomer and 20 others, of Woodside, Pa., in favor of pure lard and 
food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Muscatine, Iowa, in relation 
to the duty on tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Siuslaw, Oregon, in favor 
of pure lard—to the Committee on Agricalture. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’ NEILL: Statement of Retired Medical Director 
W. 8. W. Ruschenberger, United States Navy, to accompany House 
bill 11818—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of J. P. Moody and 20 others, and of Ros- 
coe G. Smith and 20 others, citizens of York County, Maine, in favor 
of pure lard and food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SENEY: Resolutions of the National Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, favoring House bills 11027 and 11226—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of John T. Lehmann, of Lauderdale, 
and of Jordan Peacock, of Jackson County, Alabama, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Of printers and others, of New York and 
Brooklyn. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of the Argus-Leader Company, of Sioux Falls, 

k 


By Mr. HAYES: Of citizens of Delmar and of Clinton, Iowa. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Of J. B. Swinburn, of Humboldt, Kans. ; and of 
Hon. J. Fred. Meyers and Charles K. Meyers, of Denison, Iowa. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Of printers, electrotypers, and others, of New 
York and Brooklyn. 

By Mr. RICE: Of Edward C. Gattey, of Pine City, and of 8S. P. and 
J. W. Robie, of Rush City, Minn. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 19, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PACIFIC COAST DEFENSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response toa resolution 
of June 11, 1888, such correspondence as has been found of record from 
April 15, 1861, to August 20, 1866, of the War Department with the 
division commanders of the Pacific and the department commanders 
of the Columbia and California, in relation to the subject of raising and 
organizing volunteer troops for the purpose of guarding the overland 
and inland mail and emigrant routes; which was read. 

Bir. DOLPH. This communication is sent in response to a resolu- 
tien which was introduced by myself. The correspondence is more 
voluminous than was anticipated. I move that the communication, 
with the accompanying papers, lie on the table for the present, to be 
called up at some future time by myself. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of the New Hampshire Baptist 
Convention, praying that commerce be so regulated between the United 
States and Africa as to prevent the exportation of all intoxicating 
liquors to be used among the inhabitants on the west coast of Africa, 
and especially in the Congo Free State. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Ladies’ Art Association of 
New York City, praying for the continuance of the work begun by J. 
Schoénhof, consul at Tunstall, on ‘‘ Technical Education in Europe;’’ 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher, asked 
to be discharged from the further consideratiun of the bill, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He aiso, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pileher, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. k. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Durnell, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford, 
reported it without “mendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3737) for the relief of Sterling H. Tackerand 
others, reported it without amendment, and on his motion it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. 
Clark, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

AMERICAN EISTORICAL ASSOCIATION, 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Library, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the Amer- 
ican Historical Association, to report it with amendments, which are 
rather in reference to the exactitude of expression than otherwise. I 
ask that the bill may be put upon its . The Senate passed a 
bill at the last session equivalent to this, and the House has passed this 
bill. The changes here made, as will appear from the reading of the 
arenes which I send up, are merely as to the exactitude of 
phrases. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New York asks that 
the bill just reported by him may be now considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read at length for information, with the 
amendments reported by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length, with the 
amendments proposed by the committee, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro . Is there objection to the present 
considération of the bill? If there be none, it is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, and, having been read at length, the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee will be stated. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on the Library were, in 
line 9, after the word ‘‘created,’’ to insert ‘‘in the District of Colum- 
bia;’’ in line 15, after the word. “Columbia,” to insert **so far only as 

may be necessary to its lawful ends;’’ in line 17, after the word “‘by- 
laws,”’ to insert ‘‘not inconsistent with law,” and at the end of line 
18, before the word ‘‘hold,” to strike out “shall” and insert “may;”’ 
s0 as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Andrew D. White, of Ithaca, in the State of New York; 
George Bancroft, of W ashington, in the District of Columbia; Justin Winsor, 


of Cambri: 


State of Senha, William F. Poole, of Ch , in 
the State of Illinois; Herbert B. of Baltimore, in the State of ; 
Clarence W. Bowen, of Brooklyn, in State of New York, their associates 
and successors, hereby created District of Columbia a 


to an amount not exceeding 
laws not inconsistent with law. 
Wash the 


at ington, Distriet of bia, and may hold a annual 

in such places as the said rators shall Soham. id association 1 
report annually to tution concerning its 
proceedings the condition of historia! study in A 

shall communicate to the whole of such or such portion 
thereof as he shall see fit. Regents of the Smithsonian Institution are au- 
thorized to permit said 


association to deposit its collections, manuscripts, books, 

lets, and other material for history in the Smithsonian Institution or in 
the National Museum, at their discretion, upon such conditions and under such 
rules as they shall prescribe. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3740) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to purchase a lot in the city of Jacksonville, Fla., for military 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3741) for an armored 
cruiser; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3742) authorizing 
the construction of fortifications for New York, Boston, Charleston, 
8. C., San Francisco, and other ports, and for acquiring the pat- 
ents, machinery, and electrical apparatus by purchase, for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not familiar with the bill, but the person who 
desires to have it introduced wishes it to be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

‘The bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (8. 3743) granting a pension to Mary 
Casack; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3744) granting a pension to 
Andrew J. Hodge; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3745) to grant a land-warrant to 
Mrs. Bridget Jefferson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3746) for the relief 
of Miss Eliza A. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask may 
be read at length and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 122) declaring the sense of Congress in 
respect of the connection of European governments with interoceanic 
canals at the Isthmus of Darien and in Central America was read the 
first time by its title and the second time at length, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, as > estore 
Senate House of Representatives States of America 
in Congress assembled, “That the Government of the ited a States will look with 
oonanant with the canairaeioen pote we oan 
or across Central A: 


of merica, and m 
control as injurious to the ast rights and interests of the nited States and as 
a menace to their welfare. 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate 
this expression of the views of Congress to the governments of the countries of 


CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR OF VESSELS. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate what 
sum oo unexpended of the ee —— by —ae 


ber 7, 1888, fer the repair of vessels 
and = the Bureau of Repair, and whether 
or not that sum is sufficient for of the current fiscal year, 


the remaining service 
and if not, what further appropriation is required, and for the repair of what 
vessels it is needed. 


Also, that said cometary be directed to inform the Senate how much money 


been expended construction of the armored turret-vessel Maine, the 
hull of which has been commenced at the New York navy-yard. 


NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE SITE. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the ~Tyaege which was consid- 
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an deserthed and 


uired in said advertisement is greater or less than that of 
the land now occu purposes. 


by the United f:ates for such 
ANDREW M’DONOUGH. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, Tat the Secretary of War is directed to inform the Senate what is 


the date of enlistment and discharge of Andrew McDonough, late a soldier in a 
New York regiment in the Mexican war. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the consent of the Senate to call up for 
consideration the bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize the Cairo and Ten- 
nessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennes- 
see and Cumberland Rivers. E 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with an amendment in section 4, line 17, after the 
word ‘‘be,’”’ to insert ‘‘commenced or;’’ so as to make thesection read: 

Thatany bridges authorized to be constructed under this act shall be built and 
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of 
said rivers as the Secretary of War shall ; and tosecure that object the 
said company or ee shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his exam- 
ination and approval, a design and drawings of the ,and a map of the 
location, giving. for the of 1) mile above and 1 mile loca- 
tion, the to phy of banks of the rivers, the shore-lines at high and low 
water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the soundings, 
accu the bed of the stream, the location of any other bridge or 
bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be uired for a full 
and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the sai = and loca- 
tion of naeeeneres eupenves Nee Coesincy of War the bridges shall not 
eer aeeetct ae net ek to aera 

e 
proval of the Sossctary of War, adh 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

YOUNG’S BAY BRIDGE. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9051. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLISON. If it will take no time. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to make a motion 
to reconsider a bill which was passed yesterday ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed 
yesterday the bill (S. 3645) granting to the Astoria and South Coast 
Railway Company the right to constract a bridge across Young’s Bay, 
a navigable stream in the county of Clatsop and State of Oregon. If 
the Senator will indulge me in a >rief statement, I will say that I re- 
ported the bill yesterday by inadvertence and under the impression that 
it had been passed upon by the committee, but after it was read at the 
desk I diseovered many imperfections and defects in the bill. I ask 
now that the Senate reconsider its action in order to amend it and pass 
it in the amended form. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator does not wish to have the bill passed 
this morning ? 

Mr. VEST. Ihave zo interest in the matter. The Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] wants to have it passed, and I have no objection 
to its being passed in proper form. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Missouri has the amendments pre- 
pared that he desires to offer ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I have the amendments ready. 

Mr. DOLPH. It will take but a moment to amend the bill. 
bill was read and passed yesterday. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it takes no time I am willing to yield. 

Mr. VEST. It is merely a forma? matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the votes 
by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed will be re- 
considered. The Chair hears no objection, and the bill is before the 
Senate. The Senator from Missouri proposes certain amendments, 
which will be stated in their order. 

The CurerCLerK. In section 1, line 11, after the word ‘‘not,”’ itis 
proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ unduly;”’ in line 13, after the word 

“*be,’’ to insert “‘ according to such plans and of such materials and 
dimensions;’’ in lines 16 and 17, to strike out the words ‘*‘ by permanent 


Does the Senator from Iowa yield 


The 


embankment or otherwise,’’ and insert ‘‘ according tosuch plans and of 


such dimensions and materials and with such embankments and safe- 
guards; ”’ and in line 17, to strike out the word “‘ approve,” and insert 
‘* require; ’’ so as to read: 

That the Astoria and South Coast Railway Company, a corporation organized 
under the law of Oregon, with its principal office at Astoria, in the county of 
Clatsop, in the State of Oregon, is hereby authorized and empowered to con- 
struct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a navigable stream in said county and State, 
at such — as the said company may select, and may be approved by the Sec- 
retary of War, with such channel-spans, draws, safeguards, and auxiliary works 
#8 shall cause the bridge not to obstruct or hinder the navigation of the waters 
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shall be o; 
boats, an 
maintain, at its own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other sig- 
nals on said bridges as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 
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crossed by it; and that said channel-spans and structures shall be according to 
such plans and of such materials and dimensions as the Secretary of War may 
prescribe ; and also to construct, establisti, and maintain a bridge across Skip- 
anon Creek, in the county of Clatsop, in the State of Oregon, accord 
plans and of such dimensions and materials and with such embankments and 
safeguards as the Secretary of War may require. 


ing to such 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 17, to add: 
And the construction of said bridges shall not be commenced until the Secre- 


tary of War approves the plans and dimensions of the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 18, a‘ter the word ‘‘ That,” 


to strike out ‘‘said’’ and insert ‘‘if said bridges shall be constructed 
as draw-bridges, the;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, Thatif said bridges shali be constructed as draw-bridges, the draws 
ned promptly upon reasonable signals for the passage of ships and 
jn no case shall unnecessary delay occur; and said company shall 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Thenextamendment was, insection 2, line 17, before the word ‘‘ map,’’ 


to strike out ‘‘a’’ and insert ‘‘ an accurate;’’ in lines 19 and 20, tostrike 
out the words ‘‘ which map shall be on a scale of at least one to twenty 
thousand;’’ and in line 21, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ to strike out ‘‘ rea- 
sonably’’ and insert ‘‘ accurately;’’ so as to read: 


And to secure that object the said company shall submit to the Secretary of 


War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawing of such bridge 
across Young’s Bay, and an accurate ma 
its nw 
the shores and hydrography shall accurately represent the banks, the bottom, 
and steam-boat channels by contours of 6 feet, and which shall be accompanied 
by other maps, drawn to a scale of l inch to 200 feet, giving, within areas of one- 
fourth of a mile from each draw-span, an accurate representation of the bottorn 
of the bay by contour lines 2 feet apart, determined by accurate soundings, and 
also showing the force and direction of the currents at each 2 feet of tidaistage, 
by triangulated observations on suitable floats. 


of Young’s Bay from the mouths of 
tributaries to the adjacent ship-channel, and whose topography of 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after section 2, to insert a new section, as 


follows: 


Sec.3. That if other railroad corporations shall desire to use the bridges herein 


authorized to be constructed for the passage over the same of their locomotives, 
cars, or trains, they shal! have such privilege upon terms to be agreed upon be- 
tween such corporations and the owners or iessees of such bridges, os 
parties can not 
the Secretary of 


f the 
ree upon such terms then the matter shall be determined by 
ar, whose decision upon the subject shall be final. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to change section 3 to section 4, and to add 


at the end of the bill a new section, as follows: 


Sec. 5. That if the construction of the bridges hereby authorized shall not be 


commenced within two years and finished within four years from the time this 
act takes effect, then all the 
and this act shall be null and void. 


rivileges and powers herein granted shall cease 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


: PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I may have the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa for a moment—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
floor in his own right. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives relative to the public building at San Francisco be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1931) 
to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a site for a building 
for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 5, to 
strike out “‘ $850,000" and insert ‘‘$650,000."’ ; 

Mr. SPOONER. I move ihat the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives and request a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. STANFORD, 
Mr. SPoONER, and Mr. Vest were appointed. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pau- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
17th instant approved and signed the act (S. 3475) granting the use of 
certain lands in Pierce County, Washington Territory, to the city of 
Tacoma for the purposes of a public park. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 18th in- 
stant approved and signed the act (S. 2040) toestablish a land office at 
Folsom, in the Territory of New Mexico. 


The Senator from Wisconsin has the 






















































































































































































3d40 : 








COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Appropriations may have leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pratt in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Iowa asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Appro- 
priations may have leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate. If 
there be no objection, that leave will be considered as granted. 
THE REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue, 7 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

174. Gold-ieaf, $2 per package of five hundred leaves. 

175, Hollow-ware, coated, glazed, or tinned, 2} cents per pound. 

176. Lead.—Lead ore and lead dross, 1} cents per pound: Provided, That lead 
ore containing silver or silver ore containing Yead shall pay a duty of 1} cents 
per pound, 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to ask the attention of the Senator who has 
the bill in charge to the provisions about the importation of lead and 
silver ores. I will state to him that there is a very extensive business 
now in the importation cf ores which contain silver and lead, from 
Mexico to the port of El Paso, and there are two smelting establish- 
ments, which have been erected by enterprising gentlemen of that town, 
costing about $500,000, for the purpose of reducing those ores, They 
are then sent els¢where for separation. The business is a growing and 
important business, and very many are interested in it with their cap- 
ital. 

I should be very glad, if there is no reason to the contrary, that these 
ores might be admitted free of duty. I do not know that there is any 
interest in this country that makes it necessary to exclude them. It 
is a profitable business to a portion of our people, a considerable trade 
is springing up in that direction, and it would be very much enlarged 
if it was relieved from the taxation that is now imposed upon it. I be- 
lieve the committee propose to retain the same rate that has existed 
heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas makesno motion, I believe, 
respecting paragraph 176. I will say to him that the commitee, on an 
examination of this subject, believed that lead ore coming in in connec- 
tion with silver ores ought to pay the duty that other lead ore pays. 
That is all there is in this provision. I do not see why the smelters of 
silver ore should object to paying the duty which everybody else pays 
upon lead ore imported into this country. That is all there is in the 
question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I made no motion, because I felt that it would be 
useless tosubmit a motion unless the proposition met with the approval 
of the committee which have the bill in charge. 

‘Mr. TELLER. This is a matter of particular interest to the North- 
west, where lead is produced. It was reported, and is no doubt true, 
that during the last year about 20,000 tons of lead ore came in from 
Mexico without paying any duty under the claim that it was silver ore. 
I am informed by those who have been to Mexicoand have looked into 
this matter that the importation of lead ore under the claim that it is 
silver ore during the current year will probably be twice if not three 
times that of the former importations. This is a fraud on the revenue 
laws of the country. 

They take pure lead ores that are worth little or comparatively little 
for silver and mix them with high-grade silver ores. They donot mix 
them exactly. They run inacar-load of high-grade silver ore with sev- 
eral car-loads of low-grade silver ore; that is, high-grade lead ore, but 
low insilver. The average ofthe three or four or five car-loads is what 
is taken, and ifit is more valuable for silver than for lead the lead comes 
in free. So practically to-day the lead-miners of Mexico who are work- 
ing the lead-mines of that country are importing their lead ore into this 
country free of duty. : 

The lead-miners of Mexico do not get a third of the wages received 
by the lead-miners of Colorado and Missouri and other sections of the 
Northwest where lead is produced. The great bulk of lead now pro- 
duced is produced in the State of Colorado and the Territory of 
Montana and other Northwestern Territories. It is estimated that 
the silver-miners of Colorado lost last sod not less than $800,000 
by the free importation of lead ore. We have in Colorado a great num- 
ber of silver-mines, so called, that can not be worked if the price of 
lead goes much lower than it is to-day. The lead is largely profit 
in the works, 

The committee have done well, in my judgment, in providing that 
Jead ore which comes in under whatever claim shall payaduty. There 
is no reason, and none can be given, why a cargo of lead ore, because 
it contains more in value of silver than it does of lead, should come in 
free. The silver comes in free, of course; there is no objection tothat; 
bat there is no reason why the lead ore should come in free from Mex- 
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to determine which element it contains is of the greater value. 
importers simply allege that the ore is more valuable in silver, and 
there may be a lump or two of ore taken out of the top of thecar which 
contains more in value of silver, or there may be a car-load of silver 
ore that is used in convoy—that is, a car-load of silver ore that is con- 
veyed in trains of lead ore, and it so happens that the lead ore comes 







some duty on the lead ore, 
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ico any more than it should come in free from Spain or any other coun- 
try. 


‘Mr. REAGAN. ‘The Senator from Colorado will allow me to say 


that lead ore coming in containing silver, or silver ore containing lead, is 


by this clause to pay 1} cents per pound. So silver does not come in 
free under this bill. 


Mr. TELLER. There is nothing charged on silver. Ifa ton of lead 
ore is worth $40 of silver and $10 of lead, the duty is upon. the $10 of 
lead; the silver comes in free. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is not the way I understand it is to operate. 
However, I will not ask to detain the Senate now, but I will ask that 
this clause be passed over until I can prepare a proper amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not necessary to pass itover; the amendment 
can be moved at any time. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the attention of the Senator 
from Texas one moment with regard to this item. This will not be a 
tax upon silver, because the amount of silver in this ore adds very 
little to its weight per pound, and the tax is 1} cents per pound. The 
fact that the ore contains silver will add very little to a pound of lead 
ore. Itis the lead ore that has to pay the duty; the effect of the silver 
is imperceptible. So there is no duty upon silver practically, because 
its weight would be nothing. One cent and a half a pound would be 
a mere trifle on it. 

I wish to say further with regard to this item that the existing law 


has not been executed and can not be executed without considerable 
expense. The Department has ruled, and the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary has sanctioned the ruling, that this importation is considered 
silver ore if it contains in it silver of more value than the lead, and it 
is considered lead ore if it contains more value in lead than in silver. 


This creates the necessity of establishing sampling works at all the 


ss of importation in order to execute the law and so that it may 


of any advantage. 
No such sampling works have been established, and it is left to 


guess. Itis entirely indeterminate. By looking at a cargo of ore you 
can tell nothing about its value. No sampling establishments have 


been erected at the points of importation to sample and assay the ore 
The 


in free. Very little, if any, duty is collected. At first we collected 

but latterly there has been a very large in- 
crease of importations and the article has come in free, as the record 
will show. 

I have not the record at hand, but that is the fact. The increase of 
the importation of lead ore is very great, and it is destructive to silver- 
mining. In all the States and Territories where silver-mining is prose- 
cuted there are mines containing both silver and lead. e cost of 
transportation from these places is very great, and they have no estab- 
lishments there, and can not without great expense obtain them, to 
separate the lead from the silver, and in places where low-priced lead 
will not pay its transportation it is a very great detriment to both sil- 
verand gold mining, because you have a body of lead ore that you can 
not transport. It isso shipped from aud that it destroys or em- 
barrasses both gold and silver mining. In Utah they have a great deal 
of lead ore that contains both silver and gold, but the lead largely pre- 
dominates, and when they smelt it, they have a large bulk of lead. ; If 
lead ore is so reduced in price that it will not bear transportation the 
result is to close down the silver-mines. It has closed down a great 
many silver-mines in — State and it is closing down silver-mines in 
Montana and Idaho Utah, because the lead ore does not pay the 
cost of t tion. The reason is that both from the north and 
south of us lead is shipped in those forms under the head of silver ore 
in large quantities, bringing down the price of lead so low that it isa 
drug in the silver and gold mining regions; and this operates more in- 


juriously than almost anything which you can conceive. 


The mines of gold and silver are prosecuted solong as they pay any- 
thing; a ver eight tage stops the m All the mines w 
be condu wi hope of doing better so long as they pay any- 
thing at all, so long as there is any mining, and even after the margin 
is lost. The low price of lead ore is reducing the margin and embar- 

both goldand silver mining. The importation of tlie lead ore, 
if it not affect the other mining, would not be so injurious. 

Any amendment of the law that involves i tion, that involves 
sam puts the parties to considerable cost. It costs from 75 cents 
to $1.50 a ton to sample it. They have to unload to sample, and that 
may run it up to aton. This would make it very expensive to 
sample. 

In order to execute the present law the ore must be sampled. Sev- 
eral of us havecalled upon the Secretary of the Treasury and suggested 
that this law must be executed, that cost what it might it must beex- 
ecutedand the ore sampled, and he has that matter now under consid- 
eration. It isa question of expense. The weight of the vilver in the 
ore amounts to nothing. 
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The amendment of the law contained in this clause of the bill will 
cure the difficulty. It keepsit where it is now, and it will be enforced, 
and itis very important to the States and Territories that are engaged 
in mining that it should be enforced. Besides, it gives the ore a greater 
value to bear g portion of the transportation and not be a detriment 
and almost a hindrance to mining in the West. 

Upon this question the miners in the West feel niore interest than 
any other, not so much on account of the price of lead ore, buton account 
of the fact that they have the lead ore and can not get rid of it. The 
price is below the point of transportation, and they have to stop gold 
and silver mining to a greatextent. This law can be executed, because 
you can tell at once without any expensive examination whether the 
article is lead ore containing silver, orsilver ore containing lead. That 
can be easily ascertained. 

Itwill save expense. If the present law is executed, as it can be by 
sampling works, the tariff on lead would be much higher than under 
the proposed law, because the importers would have to add the expense 
of sampling. 

So I think the Senator from Texas, if he will consider it and exam- 
ine it, will be willing to allow the provision to stand in the way it was 
at first. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the law as it now stands is that lead 
ore and lead dross shall pay 1} cents per pound. The amendment to 
it now proposed by this bill is: 

Lead ore and lead dross, 1} cents per pound: Provided, That lead ore contain- 
ing silver or silver ore containing lead shall pay a duty of1{ cents per pound. 

In the presentation of this question by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] and by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] it is 
suggested that the duty on silver in this would be unimportant, that 
it is substantially free. If, then, we strike out the proviso and let the 
law stand as it is, we can collect the duty on lead ore and lead dross, 
and leave silver free. I will ask the judgment of the Senate on strik- 
ing out the proviso, 

I mention, however, that as it stands now the ad valorem duty, as 
it appears by the calculation here, under the existing law, on lead ore 
and lead dross is 59.27 per cent.; under the House bill it would be 
29.63; under the Senate bill lead ore and lead dross and Jead ore con- 
taining silver and silver ore containing lead would be 59.27 per cent. 
So it will be seen that the Senate proposition is much more onerous on 
the importation of lead ore containing silver and silver ore containing 
lead than the existing law, and doubly more onerous than under the 
proposition contained in the House bill. 

With a view of getting the sense of the Senate upon that and in order 
that we may not embarrass this industry too far, and as I am informed 
by the Representative from that district there is $500,000 invested in 
smelting establishments at El Paso now—to avoid breaking up that 
industry, because I am advised that the Senate amendment will break 
it up, I will move to strike out the proviso to the Senate amendment 
and ask the judgment of the Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the proviso from 
line 745 to line 747, as follows: 


Provided, That lead ore containing silver or silver ore containing lead shall 
pay a duty of 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. STEWART. I will say in regard to the establishments referred 
to that they have been erected because this law has not been enforced, 
because all the lead ore has come in free, convoyed by silver ore. I 
have called the attention of the Department to it frequently. They 
have established no means to ascertain whether the lead predominates 
in value or not. They have that now finally under consideration. 
Whether they will do anything or not I do not know. It would be 
considerable expense and trouble to execute the law. The non-execu- 
tion of it has caused the erection of these works along the line to work 
lead ore. If the law was executed and each cargo eampled, these es- 
tablishments would never have been putup. They are put up because 
there is no duty on the lead ore, owing to the way the law is executed; 
and this clause does not increase the duty on lead ore at all. It sim- 
ply makes it easy to execute the law. If these works are established 

or smelting lead it leaves them just where they are. The duty on 
lead ore by the Senate bill is precisely the same as it was before—1} 
centsa pound. The old law was not executed; this can be. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will allow me to say that I am not very 
well informed u the subject, but I understand that the chief im- 
portance in this importation is the silver ore that has lead in it. The 
chief importance of the importation is the silver. 

Mr. STEWART. It happens that the lead ore is of chief importance 
to these smelting establishments, and it is brought in for the purpose 
of smelting the lead. The Mexican people understand how to reduce 
silver ore as well as we do. They will reduce it at home; they will 
not bring it here for reduction. It is the lead ore and the silver com- 
bined that are sent here. The lead brought into the smelting works 
of this country is not used for the purpose of working silver ore. The 
Mexicans understand how to work silver ores that can be amalgamated 
as well as we do, and they work them cheaper; but it is the lead ore 


that is brought into this country for the purpose of working up the 
lead ores. 





Mr. REAGAN. Now, if the Senator will pardon me, I can not con- 
ceive, while I do not know the fact, that lead ore and lead dross would 
be made a subject of import by railroad transportation unless there 
was @ very large amount of silver in it. 

Mr.STEWART. The lead ore is valuable, and is brought in here 
and it is worked with cheap labor. It is valuable here for the pur- 
pose of using it in smelting works to work other ores with, but it does 
not add anything. The weight of the silver does not amount to any- 
thing; it isunappreciable. This provision simply enables us to have 
the law executed, which we have not had; but we have had a great 
many mines all over the country closed down for the want of the en- 
forcement of this law. It is too difficult to enforce. Ifthe Senator’s 
amendment prevails, then we shall have the same question, whether 
the ore contains greater value in lead or greater value in silver. It is 
very complicated, and it is very difficult to determine the fact. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to state to the Senator from Texas that of 
the large amount of lead produced in this country 85 per cent. is pro- 
duced in what are called thesilver mines. The reduction in the price 
of lead which has occurred recently is largely the result of this im- 
portation, which has made the lead product a trifle more than the de- 
mand in this country, and only a trifle more, and has reduced the 
price to such an extent that a large number of silver mines are to-day 
practically closed, waiting for an advance in the price of the lead 
product. 

Leadville, that produces at least $8,000,000 or $10,000,000 of silver 
a year, produces also a large amount of lead; and many of the most 
profitable mines have been worked in connection with the lead ore. 
More than one mine is to-day, if not absolutely closed, running on 
short time, waiting for an advance in the price of lead. If this lead- 
ore importation increases next year, as is believed by the people who 
have gone to Mexico and examined the question—and I have conversed 
with some gentlemen who have taken the pains to go from the State of 
Colorado to Mexico to see what the lead product will be—it will be at 
least twice what it was last year, or 40,000 tons. I am told by those 
who ought to know that the amount will be 80,000 tons. That means 
the entire prostration of the lead industry in the United States; it 
means the closing of the silver mines of Montana and the silver mines 
of Colorado and of Utah and of Idaho, and the entire closing of every 
common lead-mine in the United States. 

Everybody who is familiar with this question understands that we 
can not compete with Mexican labor in the productionof lead. Inthe 
mining camps of the United States we pay the largest labor prices in 
the world. A common laborer gets from three to four times as much 
as the same class of labor gets in Mexico, and more than twice as much 
as he gets in any other part of the United States. . 

Some Senator inquires what the laborers getaday. They get from two 
and a half to four dollarsa day. A common miner gets $4 a day who 
works inthemine. Themen who work on top of the mine, at the mouth 
of the pit, and do a great many outside jobs, get from $1.75 to $2.50; but 
the miner who works in the mine, who mines the silver or lead itself, 
gets from $3.50 to$4aday. Wecan notcompete with the cheap labor 
of other countries in mining. 

There has been no complaint of the priceof lead. The consumption 
of lead in this country until recently has just about equaled its pro- 
duction, so that we have had no lead to send abroad, but we have 
bought a little lead all the time from foreign countries. If this is con- 
tinued we shall have a surplus of lead in this country. We can not 
export lead. Everybody knows that we can not come in contact with 
the lead-mines of Germany and their low wages. We can not comein 
contact with the lead-mines of Spain, where they pay but 40 cents a 
day to the laborer, who in Colorado gets $3, $3.50, or $4 a day. 

Everybody understands that this lead can come as ballast from any 
seaport in Spain and be laid down in any of our Atlantic seaports with- 
out asingle cent of charge; and when lead goes down, as it will go 
down under this importation from Mexico, the result is to close the 
silver-mines of the United States, for nearly all the silver in this country 
comes in connection with lead and nearly all the lead comes in con- 
nection with silver, or at least 85 per cent. of the 155,000 tons that we 
mined last year came from silver. That means the closing of the silver- 
mines. It means the reduction of the silver product of this country 
and the gold product, too, because from all the silver-mines more or 
less gold comes out in connection with the silver. These three things 
go together—lead, silver, and gold. Of course some of the mines are 
gold-mines and have no connection with silver, but the gold-mines of 
Nevada in particular are connected svith silver-mines. 

This is a matter of especial interest to the mining regions of this coun- 
try, which are rapidly being developed, and it isa blowatthem. Ido 
not think the Senator from Texas is justified in his position on the 
ground that somebody has built smelting works at El Paso. The own- 
ers of those works can still continue to smelt, and if the foreigners will 
send in the Mexican silver ores that do not contain lead, of which there 
is a great amount in Mexico, they will come in free as they do now. 
There is no duty on the silver ore. If we should import silver ore con- 
taining 32 ounces to the ton, which is good ore, it would have 2 pounds 
only of silver. If it ran to $50 a ton, it would be practically imper- 
ceptible. So when you come to weigh up this ore the silver does not 
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amount to anything; it is imperceptibie in the calculation. There is 
no reason why $25 worth of lead ore should come in free because there 
happens to be $26 worth of silver connected with it. It is an evasion 
of the law, and, in my judgment, it is a misconstruction of the law. 
This ruling was made years ago, when there was no practical question 
presented by it, when the total importation of lead in a year would 


not have amounted, I suppose, to 100 or 500 tons in connection with 


silver ore. Now it has grown up to 20,000 tons. It will be 40,000 
tons this year, and 80,000 next, if not 80,000 this year. Soitis a mat- 
ter of very vital importance to us in the Northwest. 

Mr. REAGAN. I dislike to detain the Senate, but I do desire to 


say a word more. 

I do notsee the danger to the mining interests of the United States 
which seems to occur to the Senator from Colorado and the Senator 
from Nevada. When weconsider the amount of lead which is mined— 
and that is the burden of their argument—the amount which may come 
in through the port of El Paso by railroad transportation is quite un- 
important in reference to the aggregate amount that is mined in the 
United States, and when it is understood that the transportation of 
these ores by railroad, especially if they are not rich in silver, to the 
place of reduction in the territory of the United States is itself a per- 
centage of cost against that description of labor, which would neces- 
sarily exclude it on account of the cheapness of lead unless there is a 
large per cent. of silver in it. So that Ido not think there is any great 
danger t the interests of American miners to permit the law to stand 
as it is, with 14 cents per pound tax upon lead ore and lead dross. That 
is the law at present, and certainly with the price of lead that is a very’ 
high duty. It is set downin this table as an ad valorem duty of 59.21 
per cent. That would be the same under the Senate bill, except that 
it is extended to lead ores which contain silver and to silver ores which 
contain lead. 

It has been one of the arguments in favor of the protective policy 
that when industries have grown up under it we should be careful not 
to destroy them by violent changes. We are advised that this change 
of the law will destroy an established business, for I have informed 
Senators that I learned from the Representative of that district that 
smelting establishments valued at $500,000 have been erected for the 
purpose of reducing these ores. This industry is to be destroyed and 
that capital destroyed if this amendment proposed by the Senate is 
adopted. 

By the reasoning which is employed in vindication of the protective 
policy, we ought not to make so violent a change of the law as to de- 
stroy an industry; and I submit that there can be no danger to the 
interests of American miners and it would be fair and just to those 
who have invested their capital in view of the fact that the ores which 
come in have to meet the expense of transportation from the Mexican 
territory te the territory of the United States. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, to allow the law to remain as it is, as 
it would do if the amendment of my colleague shall prevail, will leave 
this subject—the importation of lead ore und lead dross—in full har- 
mony with the plan and theory of this bill. ‘‘ Lead in pigs or bars”’ 
under theexisting law pays a duty of 2 cents per pound; under theSen- 
ate bill, 2 cents per pound. ‘‘Lead in sheets, pipes, or shot,’’ under 
existing law pays 3 cents per pound, and 2) cents per pound under 
this bill. Now I submit, Mr. President, that 14 cents per pound for 
lead ore and dross is fully as high, is indeed a higher duty 2 and 
3 cents per pound for the refined article, for the reduced article, and I 
submit that it is in harmony with the theory of the Senate that 
the importation of that upon which labor must be expended shall be 
encouraged. When the lead ore and the lead dross is brought into this 
country American labor must take hold of it, must purify it, and make 
it marketable. As my colleague has stated, there is an establishment 
at El Paso erected for the purpose of doing that thing with lead ore 
and lead dross imported from Mexico. Toso legislate as to destroy the 
business of that establishment will be destructive to that extent not 
only of individual interest, but of the theory of the bill, which pro- 
fexses to encourage and protect American labor. It is the labor that 
is expended upon this item of importation after it reaches this country 
which brings it within the protective favor of this bill, and I insist 
that the duty assessed upon it when it comes into this country is a 
greater duty in proportion than that levied upon the reduced or the 
pure article of lead. 

I submit to the gentlemen on the other side that they will do vio- 
lence to the theory of their own bill if they raise the duty upon lead 
dross and lead ore which must be taken hold of by American labor 
when it gets here and leave the duty on the article ready for market as 
it now stands, and I hope that they will be willing to leave the law as 
it now is. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr, President, what we want is a mode of en- 
forcing the duty that is now levied. No duty at all is now collected 
on the lead ore practically. It comes in free as silver ore. Silver ore 
is on the free-list. There is a duty of 1} cents a pound on lead ore. 
The Treasury Department holds that if there is greater value in the 
ore of silver than of lead ore, then it comes in free as silver ore, and in 

the absence of sampling works the importer says what he pleases about 
it, and he brings it all in free practically, That is the practical work- 
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ing of it, and I am familiar with it. I have been working on it fora 
year. 






















the Secretary to, under which he might have imposed a duty. 
the clause in the existing law which says: 


enumerated or provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


that were in combination might come in under this general provision. 
The reply was that it had already been decided that they were specially 
provided for, and consequently the Secretary of the Treasury would 
not impose the duty under that head. Then, I have urged upon him 
that he must ascertain which metal in a given quantity of ore was in 
the greatest value. 
cause an expense of from $1 to $2 a ton to load and unload and sample 
the ore. That would be a considerable tax, so he lets it all in free. 


now does, upon lead ore, and the only addition to it is the weight of 
the silver, which amounts to nothing if it ns to have silver in it. 
Practically, however, it is no change in the 

possible to execute it. 


up with the knowledge that there was a duty of 1} cents a pound on 
lead ore and with the further knowledge that that duty was not col- 
lected. It is not collected now. All we want is to have it collected. 
That industry has sprung up to the destruction of much larger indus- 
tries. The gold and silver mines, take the Eureka for instance, are 
about equal in value in gold and silver, and they contain lead enough 
for smelting purposes. Then the ore has got to be transported at great 
expense. 
roads, and the product hasto be hauled by teams and sometimes packed 
on mules; and if the lead ore is worth nothing it prevents the mining 
of gold and silver to a very alarming extent. 


mines, buat this cheap lead ore that will not pay the cost of transporta- 
tion is the last straw that is breaking the camel’s back. There wasa 
delegation here from Montana a few days ago, who said they would 
have to close down a large number of silver-mines if they could not get 
a different construction of the law. Many of the leading men of Mon- 


and the whole prosperity of that Territory, as far as mining is con- 
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There is another clause in the law which I called the attention of 
It is 


Mineral substances in a erude state and metals unwrought, not specially 


I suggested that lead and silver ores, or lead, gold, and silver ores 


‘That he will probably not do; if he does, it will 
This bill simply imposes a duty of 1} cents a pound, which the law 


w, but it is making it 
As to this new industry that is said to have grown up, it has grown 


Then there are mines in the interior, away from the rail- 


‘The depreciation of silver has closed down a very large number of 


tana were here. There has been a delegation here from Utah. There 
has been a vast amount of money invested in establishments in Utah, 


cerned, depends on working these lead ores. They can not work their 
silver or gold mines without them. 

You are breaking up industries all over the country; you are throw- 
ing twenty men out of employment, yes, fifty or one hundred men out 
of employment, where you will employ one in these reduction works, 
and from all over the country there have been protests and letters and 
discussions over this subject for the last two years, since this large im- 
portation commenced, and it is increasing largely. It is perfectly alarm- 
ing. There will be lead enough produced in this country, so that the 
price will not go up materially, but we want to keep the price up suf- 
ficiently so that the ore will bear transportation. As I have said, the 
present system is perfectly destructive. The rate proposed in the bill . 
is not a perceptible increase of the present duties if they could be col- 
lected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuriEeR]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Brcx]. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when Mr. PLATr’s name was called). My col- 
ma wine ir PLATT] on this question is paired with the Senator from 
Misso Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. i am paired on all questions with the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. SABrN]. 

Mr. FAULKNER. lam paired with the junior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has a quorum voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not yet voted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGu], but with the right in to each of us to vote when it is 
necessary to keep up a quorum of the Senate. I am detained down- 
stairs nearly all the time in the work of a select committee of the two 
Houses concerning the Aqueduct tunnel, but as I understand it is 
D to vote in order to make a quorum, I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when hisname was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Loui [Mr. Eustis]. I do not see him present, and 
therefore I withhold my vote. 
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Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. BowEN] is paired with the Sen- 





ator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. 

Mr.WALTHALL. My colleague [Mr. GrorGE] is paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a pair with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. McPHERson], but having voted, I will transfer that pair, hav- 
ing a to do so, to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RippLE- 
BERGER}. 
vst] PLUMB. I am paired with the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 

EST]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: 












is in favor of this duty to my certain knowledge. 
terest in it. 


Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. BowEn] is paired with the Sen- 


ator from South Carolina [Mr. HaAmpron]. 


Mr. HARRIS Is the senior Senator from California [Mr. Stan- 


FORD] recorded as voting ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is. 
Mr. HARRIS. My impression is that the Senator recorded his vote 


thoughtlessly. I have understood all along that the two Sezators from 
California were paired with each other. 


Mr.STEWART. ‘The junior Senator from California [Mr. Hearst] 


He takes a large in- 






























YEAS—1s. Mr. HARRIS. Then I am not mistaken in the fact that the two 
Bate Cotaquitt. Speeinin Caestenen Senators from California are paired, but the senior Senator from Cali- 
Berry, ‘ Reagan, Walthall, fornia [Mr. SrANForD] is voting on information that he has as to the 

burn, Jones of Arkansas, ey, Wilson of Md. views of his colleague on this question. 
~~ fo Teun. Mr. STEWART. On this question they would both vote alike. 

; NAYS—23. Mr. mo yee Isimply did not know. I thought perhaps the senior 

Senator had forgotten the pair. 
Allison’ aoa Machel es. Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
ae Frye, Morrill, ; JONES] isabsent. I think he isnot paired, and hence I may state that 
Chandler, Hawley, Palmer, Teller, he may be considered as paired with the Senator from California [Mr. 
— = 4 ‘Selon Wilson of Iowa, HEARST] 
’ oar, ner, - 

- ABSENT—35. Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; they agree on this question. 

Bect Davis, Hamot Piatt Mr. CULLOM. I do not mean that they are paired on this, but on 
Blair, Eustis, ; Plumb, other questions where they would vote differently. 
Bowen, Evarts, Hearst, Pugh, The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 21; as follows: 
Brown, Faulkner, I i 
Butler, George, Joneset Nevada, Riddicberger, YEAS—14. 
Call, bson, na, , Bate, Coke, J f Ark , Voorhees,| 

- — naan, Sherman, Berry, Colquit, Ransom, ena: <~ — Gy 

. ’ fe lackb . iel, , 

Caton, Hale Paddock, Bisigee” Bla — 

So the amendment was rejected. NAYS—21. 

Mr. REAGAN. It may be, Mr. President, that the amendment was | Aldrich, Edmunds, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
voted against because of the difficulty of executing a law in the same | Allison, ee on [ies 
terms With the present law upon thissubject. In order to obviate that | javis’ coe eon eerste are a 
difficulty, I will move to amend by proposing the same provision that | Dawes, Hoar, Stanford, 
was adopted by the House committee, a duty of three-fourths of acent | Po!ph, Manderson, Stewart, 

@ pound on importations of this kind. That will still make the law ABSENT, 

ae oe than it is at i. because, as —- say, these Beck, Evarts,, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
ings have been imported substantially without duty, but it will im- | Blair, ‘arwell, enna, Sabin, 

pose a duty of 29.46 per cent. Substantially that would make a duty | Bowe": oon a aan 

of 30 per cent. upon all these ores. When we consider the weight of | Butler, Gibson, Paddock, Spooner, 

these ores, the amount of waste matter that is in them, and the fact Ried ee ee — 

that they have to be transported by railroad a considerable distance to | Gandier, Hall. Platt, Wilson of Md, 

the place of reduction, it will be seen that 30 per cent. is a very high | Cockrell, Hampton, Plumb, 

rateof duty. Imean, considering the great weightof the ores and their a a push, 

small value, and the fact that they have to stand first a tax by railroad | ~ ’ . ’ 

transportation before they reach the United States, this duty is very| The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Secre- 


I should be glad if the Senate would sustain the amendment to place 
this duty at three-fourths of a cent a pound, which is substantially 30 
per cent. ad valorem, instead of 1} cents apound, which is substantially 


tary will call the roll uf the Senate. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Danie), Hoar, Sawyer, 
60 cent. ad valorem. Allison, Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, | 
i te, wes, anderson, Stockbridge, 
a “a PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be Berry, Dolph, , Mi chell, Teller, 
a “ Blackburn, munds orrill, urpie, 
TheSxcretTaky. In 176, line 744, after the word “‘ dross,’’ | Blair, Evarts, Paddock, ance, 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘one and one-half,” and insert “ three- | Blodsett, Farwell, Palmer, Vast, 
fourths of one;’’ so as to read: s i.  — mi ee ee. 
’ . : » rye, ‘ayne, a . 
Lead ore and iead dross three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. Cockrell, Hale, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Een Coke Harris Plumb Wilson of Md 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment. | Colquitt, Hawley, Ransom, 
Mr. REAGAN. I ask fer the yeas and Culiom, Hiscock, Reagan, 


nays. 
en nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
roll, 


aan eae his name ee called). 

vunior Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Tie roll-call was concluded. : 
Mr. CULLOM. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Delaware 


Iam paired with 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators having responded to 
their names, more than a quorum, the Secretary will again call the 
roll upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. As another vote will not change the result, to avoid 


[Mr. Grav]. Ifhe were t, I should vote “nay.” delaying the Senate, I ask leave to withdraw the call for the yeas and 
: . ue ; oom nays. 
core ar - May lask the advice ofthe Chair whethera quorum The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks consent 


— hoe eg OFFICER. It has not. 
r UNDS. Then, recurring to what I stated in regard to m 
pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], I vote ‘‘nay.”’ . 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote “‘nay.’’ 

ae ‘ASCO. Iam paired with theSenator from Illinois [Mr. Far- 
WELL]. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], and withhold my vote on that account. 

Mr. VEST. I havea general pair with the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. Poms]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. COLLOM. The senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
aa 
UTLER }, 








to withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. There being no objection, 
the call is withdrawn, and the amendment is di to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. TI have some remarks to make which I presume 
would be as suitable at this time as any other, and unless it is infring- 
ing upon the parpose of some Senator I will proceed now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no motion before theSenate. 
The Senator from Indiana asks unanimous consent to submit some re- 
marks upon the bill, as the Chair supposes, at this time. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire to make a motion to amend the bill, in para- 
graph 177, line 750, by striking out the word ‘‘two”’ and inserting 
“fone and one-fourth.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Wehave not reached thatpoint. The 
Secretary will proceed with the reading of paragraph 177. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


177. Lead in pigs and bars, glaziers’ lead, lead wire, molten and old refuse lead 
run into blocks and bars, and old scrap-lead fit only to be remanufactured, 2 


cents per pound. 
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Mr. VANCE. In line 750, I move to strike out the word ‘‘two”’ 
and insert ‘‘one and one-fourth,’’ so as to make the rate of duty 1} 
cents per pound. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, the measure under consideration, 
for many reasons, must challenge peculiar attention and close scrutiny. 
The strange manner of its appearance here, its late and halting entrance 
upon the stage of legislative existence, and the palpable réle it was 
designed to play as a factor of public deception at the close of a heated 
political contest, all combine to invest it with much more than an 
ordinary interest. Sir, itis not of natural birth. It was conceived in 
dread and fear of an awakening and inquiring public opinion on the 
subject of unjust, oppressive, and dishonest taxation, and it was born 
amidst plots, plans, and conspiring councils engaged in considering, 
not the general welfare, not the reduction of taxes, the overthrow of 
monopolies, nor the relief of labor, but simply the methods, however 
dark and desperate, of temporary political success. It is the offspring 
of the secret caucus conclave where the rights of the people are so 
often betrayed behind bolts and bars and guarded doors. 

The country will not soon forget the extraordinary features of the 
long session of the Fiftieth Congress. The great issue of tariff reform 
had been announced by the President in the bold, manly accents of 
truth and patriotism, and on the 2ist day of July last the House of 
Representatives, after a discussion which will live in history because 
of its commanding ability and wide research, sent to this body its 
famous bill ‘‘to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue.’’ And then until about the Ist of Octo- 
ber, a period of more than two months, the party in the majority on 
this floor and in committee took exclusive possession of the vast ques- 
tions embraced in the bill which came from the House. 

Days, weeks, and finally months, passed before a Senator on this side 
of the Chamber, whether a member of the Finance Committee or not, 
was allowed to know a single provision of this substitute, so suspi- 
ciously concocted in the dark and now being hurried through the Sen- 
ate asif to avoid exposure. No newspaper had access toa copy of this 
far-reaching measure until within little more than thirty days before the 
election, which was, ostensibly at least, to be controlled by the position 
of parties on the subject of tarifftaxation. The people whose daily toil, 
hard earnings, and personal freedom from the tyranny of avaricious, 
brutal monopolies were all involved in the proposed legislation, had 
neither sufficient time nor even the most meager opportunity to exam- 
ine and to judge for themselves of its merits and of its demerits, 

In the waning moments of the longest session of Congress in Ameri- 
can history, with no quorum in either branch, this Senate substitute 
for the plain and effective House bill at last, on the 4th day of October, 
according to the date of the report of the Finance Committee, wriggled 
its way out of the committee-room and onto this floor. Sir, with what 
swift haste its progenitors then turned their backs on this itol, and 
hurrying in every direction and to distant parts, proclaimed the advent 
of a sort of celestial visitant bearing healing in its wings for all the 
ills, the burdens, and the oppressions which labor and life are heir to. 
With loud and persistent cries they claimed that this measure, so in- 
auspiciously, not to say surreptitiously, brought into existence under 
the evil omen of the Chicago platform, was in fact full of blessings to 
the people; that it was fraught with an immense reduction of taxes, a 
remission of import duties down to the very line of revenue only, and 
a total deliverance of the farmer, the mechanic, the wage-worker from 
the erushing and accursed tribute they now pay on every necessity of 
life. And thus with glittering promises that they would in the fature 
reform the abuses which in the past they had themselves created, the 
leaders of the Republican party, aided by millions of money loose and 
eiloat in corrupt hands amongst floating voters, achieved a temporary 
check, # brief halt, in the mighty cause of labor emancipation. It is 
true the same leaders of the same party made the same promises four 
years ago in their ional platform, but made not even a pretense of 
redeeming their pledge to correct the inequalities and abuses of the 
tariff until they were coerced and, as it were, put under duress to do 
80 by the grand and powerful appeal of the Executive a year ago, and 
by the wise and prompt action of a Democratic House of Representa- 
tives. 

But, sir, can there be any better faith in the present than in past 
promises emanating from the Republican party on the subject of tariff 
reformation? Does the measure now before us look to the liberation 
of the laboring men, women, and children of the United States from 
the bondage of monopoly taxes, or does it still more firmly and securely 
rivet their shackles on their weary limbs? Is this measure an honest 
effort to abolish that species of human serfdom which compels working 
— to pay a double price for the prime and absolute necessities of 
ife in order to protectand enrich those who manufacture and sell them, 
or is it a mere make-shift, a fraudulent pretense, a sham assumed in the 
face of a dire emergency, a tub thrown to a whale in a flurry, a sem- 
dlance of reform to appease a popular demand, not only without the 
shghtest merit, but actually inflicting deeper injuries on labor than 
even now exist? A careful and honest examination of the details of 
the bill must govern the answer to these inquiries, 

All those commodities of commerce and consum by the human 
family which according to the natural laws of trade are most likely 
to seek our shores and the markets of our people from foreign coun- 
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tries have been, for the convenience of legislation, classified and listed 
into separate and designated schedules, and there marked with the 
amount of duty or import tax levied on them by law for the privilege 
of landing and competing here for purchasers. There are fourteen such 
schedules in the bill now before us, and by the tax rates there indi- 
cated on goods, wares, and merchandise for the right to sell in Ameri- 
can markets we cre to ascertain whether this is a real and sincere ef- 
fort to relieve the people or a still further attempt to deceive and 
impose on them for the benefit of the arrogant owners of already ill- 
gotten, dishonest millions. 

An examination of the question can bring a candid: mind to but one 
conclusion, In eleven of the schedules which the bill embraces the 
aggregate amount of the tariff tax isincreased, in two schedules there 
is a slight reduction, and in the one remaining schedule there is a say- 
age sectional assault made on sugar, which is called upon to bear a re- 
duction of duties amounting to over twenty-eight millions, the real 
reason being that it is one of the great agricultural products of the South. 
In order to protect the vast and grasping monopolies of the North from 
the pruning-knife of tariff reform this bill seizes upon sugar and mo- 
lasses, the best revenue-paying articles in the Government, and de- 
mands that 50 per cent. of the duties heretofore imposed on their im- 
portation shall bs swept away. 

It is true that sugar and its kindred product, molasses, are impor- 
tant ingredients of comfort and enjoyment in domestic life and can be 
properly cheapened for the use of the people; but it is not true that 
these two articles should be made the scape-goats of all, and more than 
all, the reduction of revenue pro by the Republican party outside 
of and beyond the relief extended to whisky and tobacco. There are 
other commodities of civilized life whose prices are controlled and 
fixed by tariff Jaws and tariff taxes which are infinitely more vital and 
essential to human happiness, progress, and even to human existence 
itself than the which sweetens coffee and the molasses which 
embellishes cakes for the breakfast-table. 

Salt and sugar are often mentioned together, but the one is the 
greatest curative and preservative nt in the all-wise and omnipo- 
tent economy of the planet we inhabit, while the 1)»: is merely inci- 
dental to the enjoyment rather than necessary to tic existence of man- 
kind. From the first hour in which history gives us a glimpse of our 
most remote progenitors down to this day, salt has stood in the first 
rank of human ties. Its use has for more than four thousand 
years distinguished the civilized man from the savage. It was created 
in the beginning in close alliance with air and water; it requires but 
slight artificial aid in its production, and it should be as free to the 
uses of the world, without tax, levy, let, or hindrance, as any other 
element of nature bestowed by the great Giver of good gifts. 

The salt seas of the globe should be an example and a guide for the 
legislation of governments. By their incessant and sleepless processes 
of evaporation they impregnate the atmosphere with that saving power 
and grace of salt which alone purifies the realm of matter and preserves 
the human family from extinction. In the humbler functions of this 
great natural agent of the existence and the progress of mankind it is 
safe to say that no man, woman, or child eats a single mouthful with- 
out its beneficent presence and aid. The bread and butter, beef-steak, 
mutton-chops, sausages, ham and eggs, roast turkeys, tenderloins, 
venisons, ribs of beef, the young and juicy pig, immortalized by Charles 
Lamb, and the vegetable accompaniments to this whole list, can not 
be brought to the table or received as food in civilized life without the 
immediate presence and contact of salt. 

And yet on this article of supreme and all-pervading necessity a tariff 
tax of 79.68 per cent., nearly $80 of tax on every hundred dollars’ 
worth of salt, is imposed by this bill, not because the Government needs 
the revenue derived from this source, but simply for the protection of 
a few salt-manufacturing millionaires at Syracuse, Saginaw, and Ka- 
nawha in the serene and unmolested enjoyment of their most unright- 
eous monopoly. As if, however, an enormous salt tax was not safficient 
in itself to inspire the American people with a deep disgust and hatred 
for such a policy, a discrimination is made in its ee, which 
would justify the farmers and stock-raisers of the West, and indeed 
throughout the whole country, in hooting and hissing out of public life 
every man who upholds it. 

While the pork and beef producers and packers of Ohio, Indiana, Il- 
linois, Missouri, Iowa, and Kansas pay almost a double price for every 
barrel of salt they use, the fishermen of New England are furnished 
with all the salt they consume in curing fish duty free and untainted 
by taxation. What an outcry of hypocritical horror saluted the Demo- 
cratic proposition in the Mills bill to put salt on the free-list for all, 
and yet how complacently the doctrine of free trade in salt has been 
gulped down when it bestows profits only on a local New England in- 

and on no other section! 

It is true that the of education in political campaigns are 
slow and difficult with almost the entire body of the American people 
to reach and consult, but I commend to them once more the instructive | 
lesson of salt, and shall do so again and again in the future until at last 
it shall be accepted of all that it is naked dishonesty to compel one class 
of citizens to eat taxed salt in order to enrich another and more favored 
class. 

The next schedule I desire to consider in connection with this bil] 
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embraces wool and the manufactured products of wool. The human 
mind is almost baffled and overwhelmed when it attempts to grasp the 
widespread and imperious necessity of woolen goods in all their varie- 
ties to the human family. From the hour in which our first parents 
dressed themselves in the garden of Eden until the present time the 

ple of the whole earth have looked to wool and woolen fabrics as a 
Siete condition of civilized existence. Woolen clothing has 
been the accompaniment of civilization wherever it has penetrated and 
planted its standard of conquest over the forces and the wealth of 
nature. 

The naked or thinly-clad races who dwell under the equator and 
within the tropics and the torrid zones have not been growers or wear- 
ers of wool, nor have they ever belonged to that great procession of 
human p which has illuminated the earth, sea, and sky of 
higher and colder latitudes with the developments of science and the 
gigantic triumphs of labor. Theorigin, too, of man’s dependence on 
wool in his struggle for dominion over the powers of the physical uni- 
verse is very remote, and full of dignity and significance. 

The eldest patriarchs of the human family, so far as history discloses, 
watched their flocks of sheep grazing by day, gathered them into folds 
at night, sheared them at shearing time, and with wheel, spindle, and 
loom prepared the wholesome and becoming raiment of a great and 

werful people. And thousands of years afterwards when a wonder- 
Pat light broke from the midnight sky over the plains of Bethlehem 
announcing the birth of a Prince of the house of David it was first seen 
by the drowsy and chilly shepherds who were watching and protect- 
ing their sheep through the dangers of night and darkness. 

Sir, from the very beginning, andat every step, and throughout all 
the wide regions wherein the strong races of mankind have achieved 
history worthy of being written, the absolute and unquestionable de- 
mand for the universal use of wool has been so commanding and unde- 
niable in general, and so searching and exhaustive in detail, that it 
would seem as if in comparison with this great staple the very atmos- 
phere by which we are enveloped should be taxed a certain per cent. 
on the amount we consume in breathing. 

From the naked, new-born babe swathed in soft flannel on through 
every stage of life woolen clothes attend us on our journey. They 
shelter and protect the persons of young and old, of robust manhood, 
and of delicate maidens and mothers by day, and warm and comfort 
their homes and their beds by night. The fire that blazes on their 
hearthstones is not a greater necessity nor more essential to their com- 
fortable existence, and yet with loud and solemn promises of tariff re- 
vision and tariff reduction in the interest of the people still warm on 
their campaign lips, the leaders of the Republican party are here seek- 
ing, with as little discussion and exposure as possible, to increase the 
duties on wools and woolens to the American people at least $4,000,000 
a year. 

If any one questions this statement, let the schedule in the bill an- 
swer for itself. In its very first line there is an increase from 54.78 to 
60.25 ad valorem, almost 6 per cent. added to existing rates, on that 
class of wool which constitutes practically the entire amount imported 
into thiscountry. Of this class of wool, costing 30 cents per pound and 
less, we imported in 1887, 22,607,856.60 pounds, and only 587,878 pounds 
of all other kinds. Theincrease of revenue growing out of this increase 
of duty, every dollar of which the consumer pays, will amount, accord- 
ing to official estimates, to $239,073.89 a year. 

On combing and scoured wool of the value of 30 cents or less per 

und, and on wool of the value of over 30 cents per pound, embraced 
in class 2 of the schedule, an increase is made in excess of existing rates 
of duty of a little more than 4 per cent. ad valorem, and on carpet wool 
in class 3 the duty is increased about 2 per cent. more than it is now. 

But ing from wool in its unmanufactured to its manufactured 
condition, we find in this bill not only no symptom of reform, but a 
gross exaggeration of all the worst features of our present vicious sys- 
tem of overtaxed, enslaved labor. 

With an overflowing and almost bursting Treasury, surfeited with a 
surplus of millions, and with an outery on all hands for a reduction of 
revenue, it would be intensely gratifying to me to know from the other 
side of the Chamber why on the manufactures of wools and of the 
hair of the alpaca valued at not exceeding 80 cents per pound the tariff 
tax has been raised from 89.84 to 102.66 per cent. ad valorem, an ad- 
dition of nearly 13 per cent. to an already outrageous burden imposed 
on the - for the benefit, growth, and power of monopoly. Also 
I would ask, in view of the condition of our revenues, why the tax duty 
on woolen cloths valued at above 80 cents a pound has been increased 
in this bill from nearly 69 to over 73 per cent. (leaving off fractions for 
convenience), and thereby enhancing the cost of such goods $384,484 
per annum to those who po and use them in this country? 

This bill is a cheat and a fraud in every part and detail of its whole 
framework. Behold that humble, hard-working woman as she hurries 
along the street to her daily task, or on her return home, facing the 
keen wintry wind, and gathering tight about her shivering shoulders 
her plain, thick shawl, her one staunch triend, her vital protector. 
Bir, bearded men, and manly men in the world’s affairs, where they are 
free to follow their own good stand here in this body, coerced 
by the merciless, unsparing rapacity of the monopolists in manafacture 
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and trade, and demand that the price of that shaw] shall be enhanced 
to that poor struggling woman by a tariff tax increased from 89 to 102 
per cent. 

The rate of duty as it now exists compels the women, and those who 
care for them, to pay nearly double the real value of shawls with which 
to wrap their persons, but the Senate bill, the authorized expression 
of the Republican party, compels them to pay 2 per cent. more than 
double. A five-dollar shawl is made to cost more than ten dollars, a 
twenty-dollar shawl is made to cost more than forty, and a fifty-dollar 
shawl morethan ahundred. Those who are willing to appear as the 
open, avowed oppressors of women in the matter of their clothing, and 
take their reward in the hideous embrace of protected avarice, may do 
so; I will not. 

What, however, shall be said as to the article of flannels? Why is 
it, except for the purposes of legislative plunder and legalized robbery, 
that on the cheapest manufactures of this great want of mankind the 
tariff tax in the name of import duty has swollen under the whip of 
monopoly coercion from 67 to 94 per cent. ad valorem? Over $30,000 
a year, in addition to the unjust profits of the existing law, will thus 
inure to the greedy monopolists in the manufacture and sale of flannels. 
An increase of 27 per cent. over the existing rate on this one article of 
universal consumption is something so rank and flagrant in its wrong 
and oppression that it will go far to educate the people as to the true 
intent and meaning of tariff revision by the Republican party. 

A lesson also on the subject of blankets will greatly assist the public 
mind in reaching a correct conclusion in regard to what is going on here. 
On the lower-priced blankets, such as cover the poor man’s bed through 
the long winter nights, valued at between 60 and 80 cents per pound, 
the duty is raised by this bill from 69.36 to 95.22 per cent. in order to 
give the American manufacturer an additional margin of nearly 16 per 
cent. for higher prices, richer profits, and more perfect protection 
against foreign competition. A pair of blankets rightfully worth $3 
are to be put upon the market at $5.85 by protecting the manufact- 
urer from the rivalry of imported blankets to the extent of 95 per 
cent. Ithinkit will be difficult in the long run to convince plain labor- 
ing men and women that this huge tax ought to be allowed to creep 
into their beds with them, and like a hideous and perpetual nightmare 
rob them of their rest, and all for the sake of furnishing soft couches, 
downy pillows, and sumptuous homes to a few protected millionaires. 

The head of the household will also, when free from partisan preju- 
dice, wonder why the authors and supporters of this bill have put an 
additional tax of over 25 per cent. on the common, every-day wool 
hats which he has to buy for himself and his boys, while the tariff tax 
on more expensiveand pretentious hats worn by rich people is increased 
less thani per cent. In fact, the principle pervading this entire bill 
in all its parts, and in every detail, is the heavy increase of duty, and 
consequently of price, on all the cheaper grades of the necessary com-~ 
modities of life. Thus taxation is raised in every direction on the 
wants and the purchases of the poorer classes of the people, while high- 
priced and expensive articles of manufacture consumed by people of 
wealth are touched but lightly by this bill, or not touched at all. 

A glance at ‘‘ knit goods and all goods made on knitting-frames’’ 
in this connection is absolutely startling. It would seem as if the 
tariff could not be considered for any purpose without arousing the 
rapacity and greed of monopoly to still further demands and still 
greater and more vicious activity. On low-priced knit goods, valued 
at not over 30 cents per pound, the present rate of duty under exist- 
ing law is equivalent to 88.33ad valorem. It is now proposed in the 
bill before us to increase that rate to 258.33 per cent., which, I pre- 
sume, is intended to bea total prohibition of imports. On knit goods 
valued at above 30 and not over 40 cents per pound the duty is raised 
from 65.20 to 145.70 per cent.; on those valued at above 40 and not 
exceeding 60 cents per pound itis raised from 69.14 to 120.88; on those 
valued at above 60 and not exceeding 80 cents per pound the increase 
of duty is from 69.62 to 102.70 per cent., and on all such goods valued. 
at above 80 cents per pound the increase here proposed is from 62.58 
to 70.80 per cent., making an average increase of tariff tax of 70 per 
cent, over existing rates on these five different qualities of knit goods, 
and yielding out of the pockets of the people $157,845.92 additional reve- 
nue per annum to the Government, whichisin urgent need of less reve- 
nue instead of more in its Treasury. 

Sir, a close inspection of this partisan measure discloses at every 
step its consistent and coherent character as a brutal fraud upon the 
tax-paying people of the United States, brought forward at the behest 
of insatiate monopolies, dishonest combines, and arrogant and conspir- 
ing trusts. Let us linger a little longer on the wool schedule and point 
out a few more of its iniquities which are no more respectable than a 
formed design to commit both grades of larceny, grand and petit. Will 
some friend of this bill, or substitute, or whatever it may be styled, tell 
me why it is that the price of woolen and worsted yarns is to be enor- 
mously enhanced by an increased rate of tariff tax—on the cheaper 
grades over 29 per cent., and on the more valuable 4 per cent. ? 

The duty on the cheapest grade of balmorals is raised from 67.72 to 
154.05, on the next grade from 65.59 to 112.74, on the next above 
that from 68.15 to 100.25, and on the highest grade from 66.25 to 75.11. 
I assert in the hearing of the Senate and of the country that there 
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is not a single article in this entire schedule on wools and woolens 


which has escaped an increased tariff tax. The avaricious clutch of 
the protected monopolist is made still tighter and broader on every- 
thing composed in whole or in part of wool; on the clothing of women 
and children; on their cloaks, shawls, dolmans, jackets, talmas, ulsters, 
and other garments of similar character; on every description of ready- 
made woolen clothing, and on every other form or fashion of raiment 
containing wool known to the wants and uses of the human family. 
Such a bill is to my mind a bill of abominations. 


It presents the revolting spectacle of an increase of taxation and an 
increase of revenueamountiny,according to careful estimates, to $3,842,- 
681.45 per annum, derived from the highest necessities of human ex- 
istence, and all to be extorted in a measure of legislation which has 
for its avowed object a large reduction of taxes in order to prevent a 
vast surplus from accumulating in the Treasury in the future, as it has 
done in the past and is now doing. 

But before leaving this schedule of wools and woolens I wish to ex- 
pose one more gross fallacy which has been made prominent recently 
in tariff discussions. A great deal of noise and vehement pretension 
has been made in regard to protection to the sheep-growers of the 
United States by import duties laid on the importation of raw wools 
from abroad. 

A moment’s examination will show this proposition to be simply a 
baited hook thrown by skillful monopoly to the farmers of the country. 
Let a few plain facts speak for themselves. Take the case of a farmer 
with fifty head of sheep, which at shearing time yield him 250 pounds 
of wool, The duty proposed by the bill before us on imported wool of 
the same grade is 11 cents per pound. If that wool can be sold for 35 
cents per pound it will bring the farmer $87.50 all told, $27.50 of which 
sum will constitute the protection afforded by the 11 cents per pound 
tariff duty on foreign wool. 

What an enticing appearance the well-concealed but well-barbed 
hook has at this point! But when the farmer in the fall or winter pur- 
chases back $87.50 worth of the wool he sold, and of his neighbor’s 
protected wool, now manufactured into blenkets, flannels, and clothing 
of all kinds, he will find himself not only refunding the $27.50 which 
he swallowed as a most alluring bait, but he will pay in addition all 
the way from 53 to 258 per cent. ad valorem on every article of woolen 
goods he is compelled to have, and this enormous plunder of his hard 
earnings he is coolly informed is for the protection of the manufacturer 
who has worked his 250 pounds of wool into cloth. 

A bill of untaxed goods which he could buy for $87.50, the amount 
received originally for his wool, will be rendered to him over the coun- 
ter where he trades at from $125 to $200, according to the articles he 
calls for. While he is interested and entertained with the compara- 
tively smal) protection which he receives on his wool, he is at the same 
time robbed of five times the amount for the benefit of a far different 
class from himself. While this bill seeks to tickle the farmer’s fancy 
and divert his attention by putting $10 in one of his pockets, the privi- 
leged and adroit monopolist will be taking $50 out of his other pocket. 

I have been told that there is a game of cards from which the player 
against the dealer can by no possibility ever rise a winner, but that 
poor, deluded victim of a bunco-steerer is not more certain to lose or 
more helpless to obtain fair play than is the farmer as he struggles in 
the toils and meshes of Republican tariff legislation. The interests of 
the farmer on the question of free wool and woolen goods wereso clearly, 
simply, and so powerfully stated by the President a year ago that I can 
not refrain from quoting a few of his admirable sentences—sentences 
which will live and be repeated in the halls of legislation and in the 
homes of the people long after we have all passed away. He said: 

The farmer and the agriculturist, who manufacture nothing, but who pay thein- 
creased price which the tariff imposes upon every agricultural implement, upon 
all he wears and upon all he uses and owns, except the increase of say Lae oe | 
and herds and such things as his husbandry produces from the soil, is in 
to aid in maintaining the present situation; and he is told that a high duty on 
imported wool is aoomeer for the benefit of those who have sheep to shear, 
in order that the price of their wool may be increased. They of course are not 
reminded that the farmer who has no sheep is by this means obliged, in his 
purchases of clothing and woolen goods, to pay a tribute to his fellow-farmeras 
well as to the manufacturer and merchant; nor is any mention made of the 
fact that the sheep-owners themselves and their heusselae must wear cloth- 


ing and use other articles manufactured from the wool they sell at tariff prices, 


and thus as consumers must return their share of this increased price to the 
tradesman. 


i think it may be fairly assumed that a large proportion 
by the farmers throughout the country are found in small flocks numbering 


from twenty-five to fifty. uty on 

fi fifty. Thed the grade of imported wool which these 
aheep yield is 10 cents each pound if of the value of 30 cents or pone, ane 12 cents 
if of the value of more than 30 cents. If the liberal estimate of 6 be 
allowed for each fleece, the duty thereon would be 60 or 72 cents, this ne 
be taken as the utmost enhancement of its price to ee of th 
duty. Eighteen dollars would thus represent the increased of the wool 
from twenty-five sheep and $36 that from the wool of fifty sheep; and at present 
values this addition would amount to about one-third of its price. If upon its 
sate the farmer receives this or a less tariff profit, the wool his hands 
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charged with precisely that sum, which in all its changes 
it renches the consumer. 

_ When manufactured into cloth and other goods and material for 
is not only increased to the extent of the farmer's tariff profit, but a 
has been added for the benefitof the manufacturer under the operation 
tariff laws. In the mean time the day arrives when the farmer finds 
sary to purchase woolen goods and material to clothe himself and family 
the winter. When he faces the tradesman for that purpose he diseovers that he 
\e obliged not only to return in the way of increased prices, his tariff profit on 
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the wool he sold, and which then perhap lies before him in manufactured form, 
but that he must add a cons le sum thereto to meet a further increase in 


cost caused by a tariff duty on the man 

But it is constantly urged that wool on the free-list would practi- 
cally destroy the business of American woo!-growing and vastly cripple 
all the woolen manufactories in this country. Let us first reverse the 
question, however, and consider briefly whether a high protective tariff 
on wool has fruitfully multiplied the flocks and herds on whose backs 
it grows. A few cold statistics on this point will very materially aid 
the cause of tariff education in certain quarters. Twenty-one years 
ago the wool-growers and the woolen-manufacturers of the United 
States formed a combination and secured the passage of the act of 1867 
placing a high protective tariff on wool. At the date of the passage 
of this act there were in the States east of the Mississippi and Mis- 
souri Rivers, 37,864,609 head of sheep, and only 1,127,303 in all other 
parts of the United States put together. How stands the record now ? 

In 1867 Pennsylvania had 3,422,002 sheep; she now has 984,981, a 
loss of 2,437,311, or more than two-thirds of the whole number in the 
State twenty-one years ago. 

In 1867 Ohio had 6,730,126 sheep; she now has 4,106,622, a loss of 
2,623,504 in that great State under the influences of high-tariff protec- 
tion. 

In 1867 Illinois had 2,736,431 sheep; she now has 814,177, a loss of 
1,922,254, largely more than one-half the number with which she en- 
tered the high-tariff combination twenty-one years ago. 

In 1867 Michigan had 3,948,191 sheep; she now has 2,113,004, a loss 
of 1,824,987, or nearly one-half her original number. 

The falling off in the sheepfolds of Indiana have been in the same 
peapettion: Wnaiais I have not the exact figures at hand with which 
to deal; but the aggregate loss in the number of sheepin all the States 
east of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers during the last twenty-one 
years amounts to 19,864,609, while the price Of wool itself has fallen 
from 68 cents a pound in 1867 to 34 cents a pound in 1889, being a de- 
struction of one-half the sheep between the Atlantic Ocean and the 
great Father of Waters and of one-half the price of the wool yielded 
by the flocks that remain. 

It seems to me that it would hardly be possible for free woo! or any 
other change in the law except a prohibitory tariff to have a more dis- 
astrous effect on American sheep-raisers and wool-growers than is here 
disclosed by the experiences of the last twenty-one years. But all the 
facts within our reach in regard to manufactured goods from raw ma- 
terial introduced free of duty go to show an increased activity in the 
mannufactories, a stimulated and increased demand, and consequently 
an increased supply, of the raw material, whether it be wool or any 
other article. 

The experience of the leather and boot and shoe industries of the 
country for the last sixteen years fully justifies this statement. In 
1872 by act of Congress imported hides were placed on the free-list, and 
it has proved of great advantage both to the manufacturers and to the 
consumers of boots and shoes and other commodities of leather. I will 
avail myself of a very instructive statement on this point made by a 
leading member of the House during its last session, Mr. SPRINGER, of 
Illinois. He says: 


Statistics, vy. 
uest a table show the vast increase in those industries (see Appendix No. 
. Leall atten nd shoes 


fact 
made at the factories in 1870, namely, 80,627,244, was increased in 1880 to 478,- 
Sil and the number of persons employed in the factories increased 
91,702 in 1870 to 111,052 in 1880, being an increase in ten years of over 55 per cent. 
Se in the number of hands em- 
— much for free hides. 
honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BreckIxripes] in his remarks 
on the 16th day of this month Lmyegi = 2 6942) submitted some very inter- 
esting i obtained from the istics in reference to the growth of 
the leather and boot and shoe industries under the stimulating influence of free 
ing fact that the census of 1870 and 1880 showed 
es in the ten years covered, In 1870 the - 
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shoes (including custom work), and saddlery and harness. He further showed 
that our exports and imports for 1887 of leather and! manufactures thereof 
each otiver, and that our im 
776. In 1872, when hides 
and manufactures thereof 
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Such a ing as this on one of the great branches of commerce, 
manufacture, and consumption will not be lost on those who are 
oe concerned in the solution of a most important economic ques- 
tion. It has long been claimed by some among the best thinkers in 
this country that the importation of raw material for our various manu- 
factories should be made free as far as consistent with a sufficient duty 
for the revenues of the Government. Here, however, I take leave for 
the present of the consideration of wools and woolens, simply remark- 
ing that Schedule K, which treats of that subject in this bill, may be 
properly characterized in the language of John Wesley in describing 
African slavery as the sum of all villainies. 

The schedule on the subject of metals presents the same general feat- 
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their wants, and their necessities by these increased exactions and re- 
morseless demands of monopoly? Mr. Lincoln, in one of his charac- 
teristic letters, once said that this was a worid of compensations, Had 
he lived to behold the tortuous construction and sinister framework of 
this bill he would have regarded it as an exception to the general rule. 
There are neither compensations nor consolations here except what the 
privileged few find in still further oppressing the humble firesides of 
the toiling millions. 

In the report made by the majority of the Committee on Finance in 
presenting this bill to the Senate they say: 

The demand fora careful and thorough revision of our revenue laws is im- 
perative. This revision is necessary— 

First. To reduce the national revenues, which are now excessive. No valid 
reason can be given why we should, under existing circumstances, continue to 
collect annually a sum approximating $60,000,000 in excess of the amount re- 
quired to administer the Government economically and to keep the pledges of 
public faith. i. 

I will not stop to dwell upon the fact, known to all, that this excess- 
ive revenue is of Republican origin; that it has been systematically 
collected for years by Republican administrations, and that the exist- 
ence of any excess at all was then vehemently denied by Republican 
leaders when Mr. Cleveland, a year ago, exposed to the world the con- 
dition of the Treasury and the wrongs inflicted on the tax-payers. This 
open confession, made at last, of a vast surplus in the Treasury, placed 
there by Republican legislation, shows at least one great point gained in 
the last twelve months by fearless discussion anda determined defense of 
the rights of the people. It now stands admitted by the very authors 
of the injustice that the great body of the American people have been 
continuously and persistently overtaxed without any legitimate cause. 

Another reason is also given by the majority of the committee why 
a careful and thorough revision of our revenue laws is now imperative. 
They say in their report that it must be done 

To remedy the defects, anomalies, and incongruities which have been fror~ 
time to time discovered in the tariff schedules or which have been created by 
erroneous decisions of the Treasury Department. 

This plea of confession and of attempted avoidance is almost in the 
very words of the old broken pledge of tariff reform made by the Re- 
publican national convention at Chicago in 1884. It was put in then 
to bridge over a party crisis by making promises to the ear to be broken 
to the hopes of the people, and its purpose was still the same when it was 
put forward again on the 4th of October last herein the Senate. Hypoc- 
risy is said to be the tribute which vice pays to virtue, and these re- 
peated promises of the Republican party, to remedy the defects, anom- 
alies, and incongruities of their own tariff laws, are in like manner the 
tribute they reluctantly pay to the earnest advocates of real and honest 
tariff reform. 

But for all the evils of taxation, $60,000,000 a year in excess of Gov- 
ernment expenses, and as a cure for all the defects admitted to exist in 
our present system of tariff, the main proposition, and next to the re- 
duction on sugar the only one contained in this bill, is to make whisky 
and tobacco very cheap for consumption by the men, women, and chil- 
dren of the United States. The consumers of flannels, knit goods, and 
blankets, taxed a hundred per cent. and more to foster monopolies, 
trusts, and grasping combinations, are to find their principal relief in 
chewing cheap tobacco and in drinking cheap whisky. 

It is claimed by the majority of the committee that only the inter- 
nal-revenue tax on alcohol used in the industrial and chemical arts is 
to be remitted; but it is generally known and was virtually conceded 
on this floor last session by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
that such a remission on alcohol would open so wide the ways to fraud 
in the liquor business that whisky would practically escape all taxa- 
tion and become free. The views of the minority of the committee 
are thus stated on this point in their report: 

The substitute relieves the non-necessary, tobacco in all its forms, except 
cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes, from internal taxation,and gives free alcohol 
tothe arts. Taking the tax off of tobacco will reduce revenue about $24,000,000; 
and it is estimated that the tax taken from alcohol for the arts will make a fur- 
ther reduction of about $7,000,000. Butin view of the impossibility of prevent- 
ing frauds upon the revenue that should be derived from distilled spirits used 
for purposes other than the arts, the loss of revenue may be safely estimated at 
many times $7,000,000. 

Practically, the substitute offers to the people free whisky and free tobacco, 
leaving all the expensive machinery for the collection of the revenue and en- 
forcement of the law in full force, while it increases taxation upon the actual 
and indispensable necessaries of life, and this, too, when there is a large sur- 
plus in the Treasury, and under existing laws that surplus is being increased 
at the rate of over $10,000,000 per month; thus withdrawing and withholding 
from the channels of trade, commerce, and business of the country money abso- 
lutely necessary to their successful operations, 

One merit, however, must be conceded, such as it is, to the Senate 
substitute for the House bill. It is in substantial agreement with the 
last Republican national platform laid down in June at Chicago, and 
while in my judgment that document is one of the worst that ever 
emanated from an intelligent body of men on the subject of govern- 
ment, yet for the ends of speedy justice I am glad to see a square at- 
tempt made to carry out its principles. In that platform it was the 
declared purpose of the Kepublican party, in making a reduction of 
revenue, to repeal the entire system of internal taxation rather than 
surrender any part of their protective system on foreign imports, and 
this bill has started with a long stride in that direction. 

It ostensibly reduces the revenues derived from whisky and tobacco 
































ures of extortion and injustice which pervade the entire measure, with 
here and there especial discriminations against the less favored com- 
munities and classes of the country. The vast burdens already laid 
by the existing law on the farmer in his use of farming implemapts 
and household utensils, and on all others who consume or pay for the 
use of iron, wiil be increased by the proposed Senate substitute for the 
House bill $1,628,086.68, while by the passage of the House bill these 
burdens of taxation would have been reduced $8,532,302.85. Here is 
a difference between the two measures of over ten millions, the Repub- 
lican measure swelling the people’s taxeson iron more thana million and 
a half a year and the Democratic measure proposing a reduction of taxes 
per annum on the same subject of more than eight millions and a half. 

Rates of duty under the law, as it now stands, on all articles manu- 
factured of iron and steel range from 10 to 114 per cent. ad valorem, the 
dutiable-list showing a larger proportion of such articles as are of the 
greatest necessity and in most constant use bearing from 70 to 90 per 
cent. Notonly is no relief suggested for such wrongs against the labor- 
ing masses, but the most glaring evils are increased and intensified. 
For the proposed startling increase of duty on iron hoops for baling cot- 
ton, or cotton-ties, as they are commonly called, there is not even the 
excuse of a desire to protect some manufacturer in getting rich out of 
the daily toil of men and women, white and black, in theSouth. There 
is not a cotton-tie manufactured in the United States, and this tre- 
mendous leap in the tax on that article appearssimply as an unworthy 
piece of sectional malice, aimed at the great and leading industry of a 
people laboring faithfully, bravely, patiently, and loyally, and often 
under the most trying circumstances, to do their whole duty as Ameri- 
can ci 

The Government needs no revenue from that source, and an article 
so closely allied as cotton-ties to one of the foremost agricultural prod- 
ucts of the globe should be made to pay none. A tax on cotton-ties 
is, of course, a tax on the cotton itself, and while it cripples the pro- 
ducer in handling and getting his cotton to market, it also necessarily 
enhances the price of manufactured cotton goods to the consumer who 
at last pays for everything. So, after all, this addition of 73.33 per 
cent, on cotton-ties, increasing the duty from its present rate of 35 to 
108.33, though born of sectional animosity, will be ee as much by 
the wearers of cotton clothing in the North as by the inhabitants of 
the South. Whether the authors of such a provision will not, at no 
distant day, receive the merited condemnation of both sections, and of 
all parts of the country, can not be a matter of serious doubt in thought- 
ful minds. 

But sectional discrimination in levying taxes is no worse, and per- 
haps indeed not so thoroughly bad, as to discriminate against the poor 
as a class by placing the highest taxes on cheap goods, which are alone 
within their reach, and the lowest taxes on the most valuable goods 
which are alone used by the rich. Such a policy calls loudly not only 
for popular indignation, but for that divine malediction which has 
ee the Christian ages on those who grind the faces of 


poor. 

Tn illustration of this point, and as an evidence of the unholy spirit 
running throngh the schedule of metals as well as through every line 
and word of the entire bill, I find some valuable facts and figures in a 
leading New York journal of last week. 


The duty under the present tariff upon pocket cutlery— 
Says this writer— 
is a uniform rate of 50 per cent.ad valorem. A from the liability to under- 
valuation which is not avoided the Senate bill, which also includes an ad va- 
lorem rate, this is at least no er on the consumers of cheap goods than on 
the consumers of moreexpensive goods. Not sothe Senate bill. That proposes 
a duty of 50 cents per dozen blades and 25 per cent. ad valorem. Here are the 
results: On knives of one blade costing from 24 cents to $1 per dozen abroad, 
the duty under the Senate bill ranges from 75 per cent. for the dearest to 233 per 
cent. for the Twobladed knives costing $1.05 per dosen are taxed at 
the rate of 76 per cent.; ifthey cost but $1 per dozen the tax is $1.25; if they cost 
but 37 cents the tax is 294 per cent., or nearly three times the original cust. On 
three-bladed knives a boy dozen the tax is only 50 per cent. ; if they cost 
but 43 cents per dozen the ars cent. Finally, any one who can afford 
to buy a pocket-knife that costs abroad will be taxed only 23 per cent., 
whereas any one who can afford only a knife costing a little over 10 cents in the 
urchaser 


who gets a knife sixty as costly abroad. 

On table cutlery there is the same sort of discrimination against the poor. 
Tho pepulan greta ahewt ently are not in fact imported under the present 
duty of 35 per cent., and could not be even if the duty were but 20 per cent. In 
reality, some of them are now exported. Yet the Senate committee, under 
= nspiration aon es knows, hassubmitted an elaborate scale of mixed 


a from 

lorem in addition. These amount to from 70 per cent. to 110 per cent. for the 
popular es, but only 50 to 60 per cent. an tho-very eitpeesive grades that 
are and simply luxuries. It is the samo with breech-loading guns. 
The fine piece costing Teen. 8 little of $100 abroad (907.35) ia taxed only © per 
vent... the present cn ieles costing $13.30 is taxed 100 per cent.; one 
costing $5.48abroad is eee if it cost only $3.65 abroad the tax 
eee, This is accomp! by the duty of $10pergun and 25 per cent. 
ad rem. Necessarily, on the cheaper guns duty is prohibitory. There 
can not be any excuse for a duty r than the present one, for even that on 
guns most commonly made must be oo , and in this line American 
makers could beatany others in the world with no duty whatever. Why, then, 

this enormous increase, almost tenfold in some cases, desired? It can have 
but one object, and that is to “ protect” not an industry, but a combination, 
an@ to prepare for killing home competition by absolutely killing all other. 


And now, Mr. President, what is offered in return to the laboring 
people and poorer classes for the universal invasion of their homes, 
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about $31,000,000, but in reality many millions more, and it is the be- 
ginning of the end, now near at hand, under Republican supremacy, 
when the entire $120, 000, 000 now annually paid into the Treasury on 
whisky and tobacco will be wiped out. The people are in need of 
cheaper clothing, cheaper blankets, cheaper plows, cheaper mowers and 
reapers, cheaper household goods and kitchen-ware, and cheaper salt. 
Bat on such articles as these not only no abatement is made in this 
bill, but their burdens are largely increased. The fact is that— 

The people are groaning under old, huge, grinding war taxes on every neces- 
sity of their lives; the Treasury of the United States is ranning over and burst- 
ing open with money sorely needed at home in trade and business, and a curse 
full of danger and corruption where it is; the privileged few have amassed 
estates richer than those of the most opulent dukes and earls of Europe, every 
dollar of which represents unjust taxation and the oppression of labor; and 
yet in this Christian land and age men sometimes spoken of as Christian states- 


men have nothing better than free whisky and tobaceo to offer people in re- 
sponse to their cry for relief. 






























form of human servitude ever known in our midst. Their obsequious 
submission to the domination of monopoly has also largely and steadily 
increased during the past few years. 

Only a short time ago the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was in 
favor of a general reduction of duties equal to 20 per cent. on all goods 
of domestic manufacture, and he was sustained in that position by the 
report of a Republican tariff commission and the message of a Repub- 
lican President. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRIL1] repeat- 
edly announced that the high duties laid for war revenues were to be 
but temporary, and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] declared 
with emphasis that the tax on tobacco and spirituous and malt liquors 
should be retained. Now these distinguished Senators have entirely 
reversed their positions. A change has come over the spirit of their 
financial schemes. Protective duties and war taxes are not to be touched 
except to make them higher, and whisky and tobacco, non-essentials of 
life, are to be made free. 

We behold the greatest leaders of a great party, after a vain endeavor 
to resist the power, the exactions, as well as the blandishments of or- 
ganized wealth, now bowing low before monopoly, their patron saint, 
and acknowledging themselves indebted for their political existence 
and success to the mighty millions accumulated from the vassalage of 
labor. And as if to complete this picture of political degradation and 
triumphant monopoly, the names of those who are known to have con- 
tributed most freely of these ill-gotten millions at the late election are 
now heard mentioned on all hands most conspicuously and favorably 
for the highest offices and the proudest honors under the new, incom- 
ing administration. Sir, the ox loweth over his fodder and the ass 
brayeth at his master’s crib. 


MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the action of the House of Representatives 
on Senate bill 1786 be laid before the Senate that I may submit the 
conference re on the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Oregon kindly yield to me 
for a moment to reply to a word or two in the speech of the Senator 
from Indiana? 

Mr. DOLPH. The report will not take any time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is in order. The Chair 
lays before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, Decemder 19, 1888. 
Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
ng votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to 


on the disagreei 
the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of the 
United States. 


Mr. DOLPH. Isubmittheconference report on the part of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States having met, r full and free 


conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its amendment. 


Sir, we have been reminded by Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber that the people rendered a verdict against tariff reform and 
in favor of high-tariff protection in the recent Presidential election. I 
do not admit that Mr. Cleveland’s defeat was due to his position on the 
tariff, nor that a man who is indorsed by a hundred thousand majority 
of the popular vote of the United States is committed to a weak or a 
failing cause. The result in November can easily be traced to other 
inflaences which may hereafter be pointed out and discussed perhaps 
in the criminal courts of the country. But suppose, for the sake of 
theargument, that the cause of equality, justice, and emancipation from 
financial oppression and servitude did suffer defeat at the hands of the 
arrogant associated and protected owners of ill-gotten millions, almost 
beyond the power of figures to estimate, what conclusion is to be drawn 
from that fact? 

Do Senators on the opposite side cherish the delusion that the battle 
is over? What great work of reformation was ever finished by asingle 
triumph or crushed by a single defeat? There were many verdicts 
reudered by the American ple in favor of the existence of slavery 
before they rendered their final verdict for a constitutional amendment 
abolishing it forever. There were statesmen in those days who after 
every election gravely assumed that the slavery question was settled, 
and would never be agitated again. But the issue would not down at 
even their powerful bidding, but continued to rise again and again 
until not a vestige of that awfal source of national contention and 
bloody strife remains beneath the folds of the flag. 

Sir, there was indeed an irrepressible conflict between the North and 
the South on the question of slavery, but there is at this hour another 
conflict equally irrepressible between the working millions on the one 
hand and the protected monopolists on the other, on the question of 
labor’s emancipation from the bondage, the vassalage, the brutal serv- 
itude of unnecessary, and consequently unjust and dishonest taxa- 
tion. Senators may fold their arms in fancied security against the 
farther agitation of the tariff, but their dreams to that effect will be 
rudely dispelled. The contest for such a reformation of tariff taxation 
as will afford relief and justice to the laboring masses has bat just be- 
gun, and it will go on until the colossal powers of the monopolies, 
trusts, and other unlawful combinations, composing the oligarchy of 
wealth in this country, are broken, and their heads brought low. ‘The 
Democratic party desires no better issue than this, and it is ready now 
and for all time to come to enter into political battle for its success. 

For the first time in American history the mask of the manufacturer 
is thrown aside and all disguise abandoned. He has heretofore at least 
pretended that all the protection he needed and asked could be secured 
as an incident to a purely revenue tariff. The greatest minds ever en- 
gaged in the conduct of our public affairs have willingly conceded all 
the incidental protection which wise legislation framed for the purposes 
of revenue could afford to the domestic manufacturer. The protection, 
however, now boldly demanded is the enormous tribute which the con- 
sumer is compelled to pay directly to the monopolist in manufacture 
and in trade, no part of which ever reaches the Treasury of the Govern- 
ment at all. 

This tribute exacted for the sake of protection per se, and with no 
reference to revenue, is the increased price which high rates of duty, 
keeping foreign imports from our shores, enables the man to 
put on his goods without fear of foreign competition. This is thenaked 
and avowed plunder of one class of American citizens for the sole bene- 
fit and enrichment of another, and it will not long be borne. 

The suggestion is sometimes made that the leaders of the Republican 
party, recognizing the glaring iniquities of the present tariff legislation, 
will'themselves correct them. In the nature of things this can not 
happen. The Republican party is a mere instrument in the hands of 
monopoly, and must obey at all times and under all circumstances the 
dictation of its creator, owner, and master. 

In the bitter, sectional times of the past the stinging taunt was often 
flung at the Northern Democracy that they were submissive to the 
South in public affairs, that they were dough-faces on the subject of 
slavery. With infinitely more of truth and justice that taunt can 
now be returned against the leaders of the Republican party in their 
servile obedience to every demand of tariff monopoly and protected 
trusts. They are the dough-faces of a financial slavery as wrong in 
privciple, and often more heartless and cruel in practice, than any other 


J. N. DOLPH, 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 

F. M, COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JAMES PHELAN, 

M. D. LAGAN 

CHARLES O'NEILL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. DOLPH. I believe that no action on the part of the Senate is 


uired. 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House of Representatives hav- 
ing receded, the bill stands passed. The conference report needs no 
action on the par‘. of the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLAnk, its 
Clerk, announced that the House receded from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2579) au i the Presi- 
dent to appoint and retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh 
United States Cavalry and a major-general of volunteers, and agreed 
to the same. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
lation to the collection of the revenue, the pending question being on 
the amendment by Mr. VANCE, in paragraph 177, line 750, 
to strike out “two’’ and insert ‘‘ one and one-fourth ;’’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

177. Lead in pigs and bars, ’ lead, lead wire, molten and old refuse lead 


run into blocks and bars, and old scrap-lead fit only to be remanufactured, 1} 
cents per pound. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have listened with something of 
interest to the of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHExs], 
not that it con anything especially new, but because as an effort 


pore fm Peet ae a of the 
pecnieat United States, sustained by the pathetic tone and the 
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sounding sentences of the Senator from Indiana, it is really a master- 
piece in its way. As a matter of fact I do not know any such people 
and I do not know any such oppressors, but the oration is excellent 
nevertheless. 

It is amazing to reflect that after all the Senator says about the great 
abuses of this terrible law, about this wonderful tariff, the Democracy 
during the last twenty-six years have never a tariff bill through 
Congress, and they never passed one through their own House of Rep- 
resentatives until last July. They have never been able to unite their 
own members in that House upon a tariff bill. They have not united 
them this time, for it is known that a few refused to vote for it at the 
last, and many others wanted to vote against it. That is an amazing 
fact which I should be very glad to have some Democrat explain. 

If this has been, as the Senator says in his florid and exaggerated 

a system of oppression worse than that known anywhere else 
in the world, worse than even the system of African slavery, why is it 
that his party, claiming to be the special champion of the people, have 
never had united cou and sense enough to vote for a tariff bill be- 
fore last July, one of their own device, but devoted themselves entirely 
to attacks upon the Republican doctrine? 

Among the amusing things in the Sevator’s speech were some state- 
ments like this, for example. I understood him to say that a man 
who uses $100 worth of salt pays $80 to the Government. I thought 
I would see how much that man suffered. It becomes a serious ques- 
tion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. No, I did not say that. He pays scarcely any- 
thing to the Government. He pays it to the trusts and combines and 
syndicates of Syracuse, and Saginaw, and Kanawha. The money does 
not get into the ury. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But what is the sum he pays? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Eighty dollars. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If he uses $100 worth of salt and pays $80 and the 
Government gets nothing and some robber gets it all, thie becomes a 
serious question. When we take the poor boy who starts to make a 
living and wants an allowance of salt the problem is serious. So I 
took my pencil and went to work atit. A barrel of salt, excluding 
the barrel, weighs, I understand, 280 pounds, and it costs not to ex- 
ceed 40 cents a barrel. I have just been looking at the testimony ofa 
great dealer, a great authority on that matter. It will cost about 40 
cents. Therefore, $100 will buy 250 barrels, or 70,000 pounds. The 
poor boy can have a pound of salt a day for a little over one hundred 
and ninety-one years; or we will suppose he does not want as much; 
we will suppose that he is content with 20 pounds a year, which would 
be a pretty fair allowance of good salt; the $100 worth will last him 
thirty-five hundred years, or with a family of five it will last seven 
hundred years. 

The most I can make out that is paid by anybody as a duty on salt, 
if the whole of the duty is really paid by the cousumer, is about 3 
cents apiece per annum for the people of the United States. 

The Senator was eloquent upon the sufferings of the people by rea- 
son of the heavy duty on salt, while at the same time he declared that 
the Republicans in endeavoring to reduce the very heavy protective 
duty on sugar were doing it because they were hostile to the South; 
and it would be quite as fair that I should say that in supporting the 
present duty he is favorable to the South. Everybody knows that the 
duty is higher than the Republicans proposed to have it, by reason of 
the reduction in the price of sugar, wherefore the specific duty becomes 
a very much higher ad valorem duty than it was supposed when it was 
fixed that it would be. : 

The consumption of sugar in the United States is, approximately, 
3,000,000,000 pounds a year—say 50 pounds to a person—and the duty 
upon that amounts to about $1 a person, as against the 3 cents for salt, 
or from $5 to $6 for the family. That the Senator desires heartily and 
earnestly, and we propose to take about half of that heavy duty off. 
The duty was 79 or 80 per cent. ad valorem, I think, in the year 1887. 
We were told 40 or 50 per cent, duty was enough, being a little dis- 
couraged about the prospect of raising all the sugar we want in the 
United States. I do not give it up yet, but I look to see it come some 
time or other. However, the duty is larger than the protectionist in- 
tended to have it because of the reduction in the price of sugar. Yet 
the Senator-from Indiana would maintain it. These little trifling er- 
Tors and inconsistencies of his are only equaled by his rhetoric and 
logic throughout the whole of his speech, The same thing might be 
said concerning the consumption of other goods, clothing, and so on. 

Mr. VOO ES. If salt is such a trifling thing and is so utterly 
inex ve, it isa wonder to me why a large portion of the time of 
this body and of the House of Representatives has been consumed for 
Ido not know how many years in getting salt free for the New Eng- 
land fishermen. If it is of no consequence to the pork-packers out 
West, or to the curers of beef, it is wonderful how important it should 
become to another class of people. I should like very much to see the 
skill of the Connecticut Senator displayed on that point. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam to say that somebody was speaking to 
me, and I missed the Senator’s exact question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I asked why free salt for the New England fish- 








ermen is such an important matter if there is nothing in the price of 
salt; why they must have that always in the law? 

Mr. HAWLEY, That is a little trifling bounty thrown in to help 
the fishing interest, to help retain it to our own people. Itamounts to 
a good deal when you come to put up heavy cargoes of fish, of course. 

Mr. VOORHEES. How would it be on heavy cargoes of pork, I 
should like to know. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It amounts to a good deal. It amounts to some- 
thing when you come to use an immense quantity of it. Thatis what 
I said. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is what I thought. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Thatis whatI said. It takes considerable salt to 
supply a family seven hundred years. 

Mr. VANCE. I rise simply to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
another question, if he is not tired answering questions. He made a 
calculation in which he said that the duty on salt was about 3 cents 
apiece for the people of the United States. I believe that is correct, 
is it not? 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is as near as I can make it. 

Mr. VANCE. If those 3 cents are worth stealing on the part of the 
salt manufacturers, why are they not worth saving for the consumer? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is where the Senator goes a little too far 
from the debate. He and his associates charge everybody under the 
sun with stealing, andI did not stop to discuss the extraordinary theory 
of the Senator from Indiana, that the whole of the duty on salt went 
into the hands of the manufacturers of salt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is one other of the many extraordinary state- 
ments which were made by the Senator from Indiana on which I wish 
to detain the Senate fora moment. He states that the farmer who re- 
ceives a certain amount of benefit and advantage from the duty on wool 
is obliged to pay a very much larger sum tothe manufacturer of woolen 
goods, either through the tariff or in some other way, and he states that 
the cost to the farmer of this tariff upon woolen goods is $250. I sup- 
pose he means $250 for his family; I do not suppose he means $250 a 


person. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I suggest in all kindness to the Senator that he 
had better read my statement after it is printed. I did not make any 
such statement as that which he attributes to me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will not the Senator repeat what he said on that 
point? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I can not ascertain exactly the point alluded to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator made the statement all through that 
while the farmer was benefited by the duty on wool, there was, on the 
contrary, a disadvantage resulting to him in the heavy duty on woolen 
goods. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
lars on wool. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the sum fixed by the Senator was $250. 


I did. 
And there was a saving of a certain number of dol- 


And that he lost a certain number on woolen 


Mr. VOORHEES. No. 
Mr. ALDRICH. How much was it? 
Mr. VOORHEES. I did not fix any sum. I spoke, for instance, or 


his getting $87.50 for 250 poundsof wool. The only place where I csed 
the numerals 250 was in regard to the pounds of wool. I said if the 
wool sold for 35 cents a pound he would have $87.50 for the wool, if he 
had 50 head of sheep, and he was protected by 11 cents a pound, which 
would give him $27.50 of protection on his wool, but that when he went 
to buy that wool back in a manufactured shape, for $87.50 worth of it 
he would have to pay, according to the article he called for in its man- 
ufactured form, from $125 to $200. That was the substance of my 
statement. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I misunderstood the Senator. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I knew the Senator did. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly understood him to say that the cost to 


the farmer of the tariff upon woolen goods was $250. 

* Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator will see that I am correct about it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. We can look into the REcoRD to-morrow and see. 
Mr. HAWLEY. By the way, before we depart from this subject, I 

call the Senator’s attention to an interesting inquiry, interesting to 

me, that I made asto the Democratic party. In twenty-six years never 
before until July did it formulate a tariff bill and pass it through the 

House of Representatives. Why did they never unite their forces? 
Mr. VOORHEES. We have never had at the same time all the 

branches of the Government, I believe, since the opening of the war. 

We have never had the President and both branches of Congress at any 

one time. We have never been in a situation to mature and perfect 

legislation and make ourselves responsible for it. We have had a ma- 
jority of the Senate but once in twenty-eight years. We have had the 
other House a number of sessions, but we have never had that har- 
mony between all the branches of the Government which is necessary 
to make a y responsible for its legislation. That harmony the party 
to which the Senator belongs has had and has made itself responsible 
for the laws of the country. 
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As to why the members of the House of Representatives have not 
agreed and harmonized their views, I do not think it avery becoming 
or important or digaified proceeding between Senators to catechise each 
other as to the action of gentlemen in the other branch of Congress. I 
can only answer for myself. I have worked on every tariff bill that 


came here. and I have done the best I could. I have never seen any- 
thing presented by the Republican majority that met my approval. I 
believe that is about all the answer I have to make. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I made no criticism of the individual; I was talk- 
ing in the broadest sense about the action and responsibility of the 


party. I understand the Senator, then, tosay that unless a party con- 
trols both Houses of Congress and the Executive it is not respensible. 
I am sure that the Republican party has not been able to control both 
Houses of Congress and the Executive except for two years out of four- 
teen, and during those two years it did revise the tariff. Iam sure 
that while we have had the Senate the greater part of the time during 
the fourteen years, we have had the other House but those two years, 
during which we did pass a tariff bill, and the Republican party in the 
Senate has been altogether unable to present to Congress a tariff bill 
beeause it could not enact a single line of a bill until something came 
from the other House upon which to found it. By his own argument 
we are absolved during these fourteen years, and certainly we are jus- 
tified in saying that the only body which could have originated a tar- 
if allowed twelve of these fourteen years to pass without formulating 
a bill, and they have done it but once, and did not all agree upon it 
then. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending amendment of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In line 750, it is proposed to strike out “two” 
and insert ‘‘ one and one-fourth.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. I was called out of the Chamber by public business, 
and I do not know what was done as to paragraph 176. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nothing was done with it. 

Mr. VEST. Was that passed over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed were re- 
jected. 

, Mr. VEST. Ishall not interfere with the pending question, but I 
wanted to say something in regard to that paragraph 6f the bill. I 
was unavoidably absent from the Senate on a public matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed on the 
question of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from North 
lina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Gore]; otherwise I should vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GRay’s name was called). The Sen- 
ator from Delaware [ Mr. Gray] is paired generally with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Dlinois [Mr. Fanweiu]. If he were present, I 
should vote “‘yea.’’ 

Mr, TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson]}. If he were present, I should 
vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLump]. If he were present, I should vote 
“*vea,”? 

.The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). Learn 
ing that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ] has not voted 
and as I am paired with him, I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN ]. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Burr]. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorcGan}, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. FRYE. I will change my pair with the Senator from Maryland 

Mr, GORMAN] and transfer it to the Senator from Nebraska ra 
Mr. 


{ANDERSON |, and thus relieve the Senator from Kentucky 
BLACKBURN | and myself. I vote ‘‘nay.’? 


’ 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I vote “‘yea.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—is, 
Bate, Colquitt, Ransom, Voorhees, 
i. el, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Harris, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 
Blodgett, Payne, Turpie, 
Coke, Pugh, Vance, 
NAYS—23. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, Mitehell, Spooner, 
Chace, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hawley, Palmer, Stock bridge, 
Davis, s : Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—%5. 
Reet Eustis, Hampton, Pasco, 
Biair, Evarts, Hearst, Plumb, 
Bowen, Farwell, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay: 
Brown, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Butler, George, Kenna, Sabin, 
Call, Gibson, MePherson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gorman, Manderson, Teller, 
Cockrell, Gray, . est. 
Cullom, Hale, Paddock, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
178. Lead in sheets, pipes, or shot, 2} cents per pound. 
179. Metallic mineral substances in a crude state and metals unwrought, not 
ly enumerated or provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
180. Muskets and spo rifles, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
181, All double-barreled, sporting, breech-loading shotguns, $10 each, and 25 
per cent, ad valorem. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that paragraph 181 my be passed over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph .81 will be informally 
over. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


182. Needles for knitting or sewing machines, and tape-needles and bodkins 
of metal, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. In line 762 I move to strikeout “ thirty-five” and 
insert “‘ twenty;’’ so as to make it read ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Curer CierK. In paragraph 182, line 762, it is proposed to 
strike out “‘ thirty-five’ and insert “‘ twenty;’’ so as to read: 


Needles for knitting or sewing machines,and tape-needles and bodkins of 
metal, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


183. Needles, sewing, darning, knitting, and all others not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out, in lines 764 and 765, the words 
‘* 25 per cent. ad valorem ”’ and insert ‘‘shall beadmitted free of duty.” 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The amendment will be i 

The Carer CLERK. In ih 183, lines 764 and 765, it is pro- 

to strike out the words ‘*25 per cent. ad valorem ’”’ and insert 
‘shall be admitted free of duty; ”’ so as to read: 

Needles, sewing, darning, knitting, and all others not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act, shall be admitted free of duty, 

Mr. VANCE. De minimis non curat lexis not applicable in this case. 
The insignificance of an article when the tax is coming in to the manu- 
facturer is dealt upon very largely. Perhaps those Senators who con- 
tend that a tax ought to be because it is so insignificant in 
value would agree, on the other that the tax might be remitted 
when it is so insignificant to the manufacturer. 

If there is any underpaid, half-fed, and overworked portion of suffer- 
ing humanity in our land it is that class of our unfortunate country- 
women who make their living by sewing, and I see no reason in the 
world, except a cupidity which grasps at everything, for continuing 
this tax upon the knitting-needles and the darning-needles and the sew- 
ing-needles used by our countrywomen, but every reason why we should 
give them this little item free of tax, in accordance with the 
of the bill for which this substitute is an amendment. I 
Senators will concur in this proposition, and upon itI call for the yeas 
and nays. 


gee ae Eh, SE a er weno 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. If permi I should vote 


ray ”? 


Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired, subject 
to the right to vote to the Senate in an i condition, and 
from appearances I think I may be justified in voting ‘‘nay’’ at the 
present time. If there appears to be a sufficient number I shall sub- 
sequently withdraw my vote. At present I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania et) 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was ). lam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evust1s]. 
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Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with theSen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 

yea. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Gipson}. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. Has the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. PLATT. I paired with him early in the afternoon, and there- 
fore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Louisiana 

Mr. Gipson] to the Senator trom Nevada [Mr. Jones], who, I un- 

is not paired, and I will vote. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] 
is paired with the Senator from South ina [Mr. BuTLER}. 

. PADDOCK. By arrangement with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Pasco], who is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Far- 
WELL], pair is transferred to the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. Therefore I vote. 

Mr. PASCO. Under the arrangement announced by the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. PAppock] I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. VEST. I wish to announce my pair with the junior Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLumB]. I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 
My colleague [Mr. CocKRELL]}, who is absent on committee work, is 
paired with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. My 
* colleague would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if present. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to announce my pair with the senior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGr]. If he were present I should vote 

‘ nay.’ 

Mr. KENNA. I have already announced my pair with the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. Sani]. I desire to state now, so as not to be 
obliged to make the announcement on every. roli-call, that the pair is 
indefinite and applies to all votes. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
2 pw ite, es ey 
c ui yne, ‘urpie, 
Mesdhar, Daniel, Pugh, Vance, 
Blodgett, Harris, Ransom, Walthall, 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—21. 
Allison, eoeey. Paddock, Stockbridge 
Chandler, Hiscock, Palmer, Teller, 
Dein yee, Sare Wilson of Iowa. 
a erman 
Edmunds, Mitehett, Spooner, ; 
Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
ABSENT —35. 
Aldrich, Cullom, " Gray, Platt, 
Blair, Kustio” Hampton or — 
ir, nay, 
Bowen, Evarts, Hearst, : Riddleberger, 
Brown, Farwell, Jonesof Nevada, Sabin, 
Butler, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Cameron, George, McPherson, Vest, 
Chace, Gibson, Manderson, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Gorman, Morgan, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows:. 


184. Nickel.—Nickel in ore, 5cents per pound for the nickel contained therein. 


185. Nickel in matte, or other crude form not ready for consumption in the 


arts, 10 cents per pound on the nickel contained therein. 
186. Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is the component 
material of chief value, 15 cents per pound. 


187. Pens, metallic, except pens, 12 cents per gross. 
ant Pen-holder tips, pen-ho! or parts thereof, and gold pens, 30 per cent. 
Vv 
189. Pins, metallic, solid-head or other, including hair-pins, safety-pins, and 
hat, bonnet, shawl, and belt pins, 30 per cent, ad valorem. 26d 
19. Quicksilver, 6 cents per pow 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the duty of 6 cents a pound upon 
quicksilver. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
out the are 

Mr. - I move to strike out “6 cents per pound”’ and insert 
in lieu thereof “10 per cent. ad valorem.’’ That is the existing law. 
The duty is taken off entirely by the House bill. I am perfectly will- 
ing to a cent. ad valorem. 


Does the Senatcr propose to strike 


ecept the law as it stands now, which is 10 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is great fraud under the present law. 
Pi, =. PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will bestated from 

The Cuter Crerk. In paragraph 190, line 781, it is proposed to 
oa. s cents per pound ”’’ and insert ‘‘10 per cent. ad valorem; ”’ 
80 as to read: 


Quicksilver, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. The import price, according to the list of exports and 
imports for 1887, is 41.9 cents per pound, and at 10 percent. ad vaiorem 
under the existing law this made the duty 4.19 cents on the pound. 
Under the Senate bill it is proposed to make this duty 6 cents per pound, 


which is an inerease of 42 per cent. over the present duty. What rea- 
son can be given for an inerease of this sort I am utterly unable to 
understand. Inthe House bill the duty was taken off altogether, and 
I move now to put it back to the existing law, which is 10 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. VEST. T call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to say, ir addition to what I have said, 
that for 1887 the exports of this article were $241,952 in value and for 
1888 they were $531,128, or an increase of $289,176. So it can not be 
said that this is a languishing industry or interest, but on the contrary 
it seems to have taken care of itself so well as to have increased in one 
year in the value of exports $289,176. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGE]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 
ee na 2? 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). My pair with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] having been transferred to the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], I vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumpB]. My colleague [Mr. CocKRELL] 
is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. TheSenator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] is paired 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxrs]. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON | is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 


I am paired with the 


T am paired with the 
If permitted, I should vote 


I am paired with 


I am paired with my 
I do not see him present, and therefore 


Mr. CHACE. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia | Mr. 
CoxiquiTT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—18. 
Bate, Coke, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Rerry, Daniel, Reagan, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Harris, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
Blodgett, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Call, Pasco, yance, 
NAYS—22, 
Aldrich, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, 
Allison, Hawley, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Palmer, Teller, 
Davis, Hoar, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
ABSENT—36. 

Beck, Cullom, Gray, Payne, 
Blair, Dawes, Hale, Plumb, 
Bowen, Eustis, Hampton, Pugh, 
Brown, Evarts, learst, Quay, 
Butler, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Kenna, Sabin, 
Chace, George, McPherson, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Manderson, Stanford, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Morgan, Vest, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


191, Screws, commonly called wood-screws, more than 2 inches in length, 5 
cents per pound; over 1 inch and not more than 2 inches in length, 7 cents per 
pound; overone-half inch and not more than 1 inch in length, 10 cents per pound; 
one-half inch and less in length, 14 cents per pound. 

Mr. VANCE. In line 787, I move tostrike out the word ‘‘fourteen’’ 
and insert the word ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to make the bill conform to the 
existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 787, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ four- 
teen’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to read: 

One-half inch and less in length, 12 cents per pound. 


Mr. VANCE. I should be glad to ask the Senators in charge of the 
bill why the duty on screws of this number alone is raised 2 cents a 
d. 


poun 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is done for the purpose of equalizing the rate 
upon each size of screws. If the Senator will read the whole para- 


The amendment will be reported 


| graph he will find that we have reduced the rate upon two sizes and 


allowed it to remain where it was on one and increased it upon one 
slightly. The ad valorem is only 44.59 per cent. on this size as com- 
pared with 61.17 on the size over 1 inch and not more than 2 inches 
in Jength. 

Mr. VANCE. Why was the duty of 44 per cent. or its equivalent 
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not satisfactory? Why should this description of screws be raised? or of our American industries, there is no department of manufacture 


is it more difficult to make than the others? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Very much moredifficult and very much more ex- 
pensire. 
Mr. VANCE. More labor in it? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Very much more labor. 

Mr. VANCE. Then those 1 inch and less than 2inches long are too 
high, because that size is at 53.52 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have reduced those. 

Mr. VANCE. But you have not reduced them in proportion. If 
you want to do justice, do justice to the consumer as well as to the 
manufacturer. If there is more labor in those less than an inch than 
there is in those an inch and less than 2 inches, of course the one with 
the most labor ought to have most, and the other with the less amount 
of labor, less expensive to make, ought to have the least duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roh. 

Mr, CULLOM (when his name was called). I would vote ‘‘ nay ”’ 
but for the fact that I am paired with the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr, FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] or I should vote “ yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CHACE. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
CoLquitt]. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam _ paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN ], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr.Greson] is paired 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. The Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] is paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 
[Mr. Beck], who is absent on account of sickness, with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is also absent. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLEr]. 

Mr. PLATT. The senior Senator from Missouri [Mr.Cock RELL] be- 


that to-day not only is self-sustaining but pays larger profits or is in a 
more prosperous condition than that of type-founding. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON, About 90 per cent. of this type-metal is lead, and 
a small amount of it—I do not remember exactly—is copper; and very 
little type-metal is imported. Our type manufacturers manufacture 
their own metal. If, however, type-metal-comes in at a lower rate or 
a substantially lower rate than lead, of course type-metal will be im- 
ported as lead, and the copper and antimony or whatever it is will be 
extracted from it. That is all there is in this paragraph. 

Mr. VANCE. Hasthat been thecase? Have there been any frauds 
alleged upon the revenue by the importation of lead in the shape of 
type-metal ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very largely, and, if the Senator will pardon me, 
it is not type-metal at all, but it is lead that has been imported nomi- 
nally when it was really type-metal. 

Mr. VANCE. Is there any report of that from the Treasury Depart- 
ment? lIask for information. Have complaints been made by any- 
body? Have any officials represented thatsuch fraudsare being perpe- 
trated ? 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand it, those in charge of this class of 
examinations have stated substantially what I have said, that under 
this 20 per cent. ad valorem duty type-metal is imported as lead and 
not for the use of type manufacturers. Our type manufacturers make 
their own metal : 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we are proceeding at so rapid a rate that 
I am unable to find my references. I examined into this question, 
however, and I was unable to find any sort of excuse for this increase 
of duty. On the other hand, I undertake to say that there is entire 
satisfaction on the part of the manufacturers of type in the United 
States in regard to the present condition of the business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think they care anything about it, for, as 
I have said, they manufacture their own type-metal. 

Mr. VEST. ‘Then why should we increase the cost of an instru- 
mentality of knowledge? We ought to make it as cheap as possible. 
We do not need the revenue, and I can not conceive of any sort of rea- 
son, except merely the exercise of the power of amendment or change, 
that justifies this legislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that this matter was brought to the at- 
tention of the subcommittee by the experts of the Treasury Depart- 


ing detained from the Senate on business of the Senate, I am paired | ment, who stated to us that frauds of this nature were constantly being 


with him. 
The result was announced— yeas 19, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Coke, Pugh, Vance, 
Berry, Daniel, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, Harris, Reagan, Walthall, 
Blodgett, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 
Call, Pasco, Turpie, 

NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Frye, Morrill Spooner, 
Allison, Hawiey, Paddock, Stewart, 
Davis, Hiscock, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hoar, Payne, Teller, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Sherman, 

ABSEN T—34. 

Beck, Colquitt, Gray, Platt, 
Blair, Culiom, Hale, Plumb, 
Bowen, Eustis, Hampton, Quay, 
Brown, Evarts, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Chace, George, McPherson, Vest. 
Chandler, Gibson, Manderson, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Morgan, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

192. Silver-leaf, 75 cents per kage of five hundred leaves. 

198, Cut tacks, brads, or sprigs, not exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 2} 
cents per thousand; exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand, 2} ceuts per pound. 

14. Type-metal, 1} cents per pound forthe lead contained therein; new types, 
25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out 1} cents per pound,” in line 
794, and insert ‘‘ 15 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Corer CLERK. In paragraph 194, line 794, it is proposed to 
strike out the words ‘‘ 1} cents per pound’’ and insert ‘15 per cent, 
ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 

Type-metal, 15 per cent. ad valorem for the lead contained therein. 

Mr. VEST. Under the existing law the tariff tax or duty is 20 per 
cent. ad valorem. This is an increase to 50 per cent. There is no in- 
terest in the United States which is more absolutely usin every 
regard than that of the manufactareoftype. We have the finest found- 


committed; that metal was imported as type-metal which was simply 
a mixture containing 95 per cent. of lead alloyed with some other metals 
which could: be easily removed. 

I must confess my admiration for the heroic disinterestedness of the 
Senator from Missouri when he, being from one of the largest lead-pro- 
ducing Statesin the Union, proposes, not aduty of 15 percent. on type- 
metal, but a duty of 15 per cent. on the lead contained therein, while 
the duty on lead itself is 50 per cent. advalorem. It would admit lead 
to an unlimited extent under the name of type-metal if it is put at the 
ad valorem of 15 per cent. on the lead contained in the metal. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not think it would do any such thing, and I have 


| been unable to find, outside of the statement of the Senator from 


Rhode Island, any evidence of the fact that these frauds now com- 
plained of have been committed. As a matter of course, if he says 
that experts stated it to his committee, I take no issue on that, for I 
have no knowledge on the subject. 

As to my heroic disinterestedness, I will attend to that. Iwill face 
my constituents on this subject, and will simply say I am asking no 
sort of advantage for the people of Missouri. I want to cut down these 
tariff duties, and if it operates against any interest in my State justly, 
1 am in favor of that legislation, and I will take that responsibility, 
and I would rather leave public life than not be able to do it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Missouri should recollect that 
a few years ago a similar bill made statuary free. It was thought not 
to be wise to levy a tax on art. Thereupon there came within a year 
immense cargoes of leaden statues of Washington, Franklin, and all 
the great men of our country, free of duty, merely to import the lead 
contained in those molds. The same trick has been practiced over 
and over again. Wherever you levy a duty on a raw material you 
have to levy a corresponding duty on every article composed of that 
material, otherwise you could not have the tariff correctly levied. 
That particular case excited the attention of Congress, and it was 
promptly corrected, and I think one of the Senator's predecessors took 
part in correcting the error. 

Mr. VEST.. I can turn in a few moments to a speech made by the 
martyred President, James A. Garfield, which is a complete answer to 
the Senator from Ohio. General Garfield was told in the House of 
Representatives once, when a member of that body, that it would not 
de to touch any item in the tariff because they all stood or fell to- 
gether, and he made an eloquent and convincing reply, saying he, for 
cne, would never consent to that doctrine or act upon it as a public 


ries in the world. Noothercountry can excel thisand noother country | man. Butagain and again we are told here, ‘‘ You must not touch one 
can compete with it. In all the range of our commercial enterprises | hair upon this sacred animal of the high protective tariff; if you de 





range one single schedule, take down the duty upon a single article, 
you destroy the whole system,’’ and my friend from Maine who sits in 
front of me now [Mr. FRYE] would stand here and proclaim that 
“liberty lay bleeding in the streets’’ if we undertook now to pass a 
bill upon our Calendar that admits to American registry a few vessels 
built with American capital abroad and owned by citizens of Phila- 
delphia. Why? Not that he objects to a few vessels, eight or ten ves- 
sels, being put on the registry, but it is the ‘‘principle;’? you must 
not break down a single particle of the protective system. Now, we 
are told by the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from Ohio, 
‘* Here is a duty upon lead, and you must have a corresponding duty 
upon type-metal because 90 per cent. of it is lead,’’ and so throughout 
the whole system, one duty supporting and arguing for another, and 
where are we to commence any reform in this monstrous system of un- 
just taxation, as we proclaim and believe it to be? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to the Senator that he might com- 
mence to reform it by moving to reduce the duty on lead. 

Mr. VEST. Ivoted for it, and I will vote for itagain, and I have the 
largest lead-mine in the State of Missouri or in the world, of a capacity 
producing 3,000 pigs of lead per day, the St. Joseph lead-mine, and, to- 
gether with the Doe Run mine in the same ownership, employing in the 
neighborhood of fifteen hundred men. I wil) go there to-morrow and 
make the same speech I now make in this Senate Chamber. They 
must stand their just reduction with other interests, and if they are 
honest men they will stand it. I am not here to ask for any special 
favors, but I am here to fight all sorts of exclusive privileges that are 
in my opinion unjust and detrimental to the public interests. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTrT]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES]. 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLumMB], or I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PLATT (after having voted in the negative). I voted inadver- 
tently, forgetting for the moment that I was paired with the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL]. So I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. In making my pair with the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VooRHEES] I reserved the right to vote if my vote should be 
necessary to make aquorum. It appears to be necessary, and there- 
fore I will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.** 

Mr. CULLOM. TheSenator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand there is a quorum without my vote. 
Therefore I withdraw it. I also announce that the Senator from Louis- 
iana [Mr. Grsson] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Jonxs]. 
My coll e [Mr. Bowen] is with the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
cement is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIppLE- 
BERGER |. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] is 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 21; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


YEAS—19. 

Bate, Coke, Payne Turpie, 
Berry Daniel, Pugh,’ Vance, 
Reskbera, J f Arkansas, o Wilson of Md 

. ones of Ar ; son 0 3 
Call, Pasco, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—21. 
Aldrich, Frye Morrill, Stewart, 
Allison, Hawley, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Siessak. Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Ingalls. Sherman, 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
ABSENT—36. 
Beck, Cullom, Gray, Platt, 
Biair, Dawes, Hale, Plumb, 
Bowen, Eustis, Hampton, Quay. 
Evarts, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Chace y McPherson, Teller, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Manderson, Vest, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow 


The testion was agreed to. 
XX——23 
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THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

195, Zine or spelter.—Zinc in blocks or pigs, 1} cents per pound. 

196, Zinc in sheets, 2} cents per pound, 

Mr. VANCE. I see that that is an increase on zine in blocks. I 
move to strike out ‘‘ one and three-fourths ’’ and insert ‘‘ one and one- 
half,’’ which is the present law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 798 it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ three- 
fourths’’ and insert ‘‘ one-half;’’ so as to read: 

195. Zine or spelter.—Zinc in blocks or pigs, 1} cents per pound. 


Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island has alluded especially 
to the lead interest, and as I did not happen to be in the Senate when 
the debate came up on that item, though I arrived in time to declare 
my pair, I want to read the testimony taken before the Hotse commit- 
tee on what is known as the Morrison bill by the principal lead-owner 
in the State of Missouri, one of the principal proprietors of the St. Joe 
lead-mine, in Southeast Missouri, the mine to which I referred a few 
moments ago. 

He states that the yield of that mine is between eight and nine 
thousand tons of lead per year, and as zinc and lead are intimately 
connected and come out of the same mines, I want to read his testi- 
mony now to show the operation of this tariff system, this tax upon 
raw material—for it is nothing else—upon lead and zinc under the 
pretense of helping the poor miners who are the objects of such ex- 
treme anxiety on the other side of the Chamber. Now, sir, Mr. Jones— 
and I ask attention to this because it illustrates in the highest degree 
the oppression of this system—was then attacking the Morrison bill. 
He says: 

It puts the miner of this country on a par with the miner of a foreign country. 
But at the same time every tool and implement and every piece of waterial 
with which the miner works he has to pay a duty on. For instance, a miner 
can not work without powder, and the duty on powderis 45per cent. If he does 
not use foreign powder he bas got to pay a duty upon the saltpeterand sulphur 
used in the domestic powder. He hasgot to use English steel drills, which pay 
a duty of 45 per cent. He has get to use wire ropes, which pay a duty of lj to 3 
cents a pound, depending ontheirsize. He has got touse tracks under ground 
and to pay a duty of $18 a ton upon rails. He has got to use iron cars made up 
of plate-iron, and wheels, the duty on the plate-iron being $30 a ton and on the 
wheels 2} centsa pound. He has got to use iron pipe and chains and anvils, 
There is notatool noran implement with which the miner works, nor any mate- 
rial which he uses in mining,that he is not compelled to paya duty on, and there- 
fore he is to that extent working at a disadvantage as against the miners of the 
old country. It seems to me a very gross injustice and a want of equality to- 
wards the laboring man of this country. 

I call attention to that statement by the largest lead-mine owner in 
the State of Missouri for the reason that he knows the practical opera- 
tion of this law, and he answers the theoretical argument made here 
again and again and which confronts us upon every portion of this pro- 
tective system, that this duty does not come off the consumer. He 
says it does come off these miners, that when they pay this tariff duty 
upon the instruments of their labor it comes out of their pockets, and 
he protests against it. That is the operation of the tariff; and when 
we increase the duty upon zinc or upon lead, do we help the miner? 
We help the mine-owner. Enormous profits are made in the produc- 
tion of lead—enormous profits. It is true they have built up towns 
in my State. It is true that to-day they give employment to a large 
number of people; but when we come to the miners, the labor element, 
this gentleman testifies that the burden is still kept upon them, whilst 
the profit goes into the pockets of their employers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by theSenator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE. There is a request on my left that the amendment be 


again read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment wiil be again 
stated. 


The Cuier CLERK. In line 798 it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ one 
and three-fourths ’’ and insert ‘‘ one and one-half; ’’ so as to read: 

Zinc in blocks or pigs, 1} cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the roll-call will proceed on agreeing to the amendment. 

TheSecretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorer]. 

resent. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 
**nay.’”? 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 


Iam paired with the Sen- 
I should vote ‘‘ nay ’’ if he were 


i am paired with the 
If permitted, I should vote 


TI am paired with 
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Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Piums] or I should vote “ yea,”’ 

Tne roll-ceall was concluded. 

Mr. CHACE. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cor- 
QuiTT]. Lf he were present, Ishould vote ‘‘nay.’’ I desire tosay that 
I shali not announce the pair again to-day. I announce it now for the 
day. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (after having voted in the negative). I see 
that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. W1LsSon] is not in the Chamber. 
I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
his vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. TELLER, If it is necessary to make a quorum I shall vote, as 
I reserved that right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
rado will be called. 





The Senator from Iowa withdraws 


The name of the Senator from Colo- 


Mr. TELLER, I vote ** nay.”’ 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 21; as follows: 
YEAS—17, 
Bate, Coke, Payne, Vance, 
Berry, Daniel, Pugh, Walthall. 
Blackburn, Harris, Reagan, 
Blodgett, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Cal), Pasco, Turpie, 
NAYS—21. 

Aldrich, Frye, Morrill, Stewart, ° 
Allison, Hawley, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Palmer, Teller, 

avis, Hear, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Edmunds, Mitehell, Spooner, 

ABSENT—33. 

Beck, Dawes, Hampton, Ransom, 
Biair, » Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Brown, Farwell, Kenna, Stanford, 
Butler, Faulkner, MePherson, Vest, 
Cameron, " Manderson, Vv 
Chace, Gibson, u Wilson of Lowa, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Piatt, Wilsen of Md. 
Colquitt, Gray, Plumb, 
Cullom, Hale, Quay, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote disclosing the absence of a 


quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Dolph, Mitcheil, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, Morrill, Spooner, 
Bate, epee Palmer, Stewart, 
Be : rye, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Biackburn, Payne, Teller, 
Blair, Harris, Platt, Turpie, 
Blodgett, Hawley, Plumb, Vance, 
Call, Hiseock, Pugh, Vest, 
Chandler, Hoar, Reagan, Walthall, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Saulsbury, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 


The PRESIDENT pretempore. Forty-three Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from North Carolina to withdraw 
his call for the yeas and nays, asa majority bas voted ugainst the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VANCE. I withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
witheraws the call for the yeas and nays, and the Chair announces that 
the amendment is rejected. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

197. Zine, old and worn out, fitonly to beremanufactured, 1d cents per pound. 

198. Manufactures, articles, or wares, not jially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, composed wholly or in part tron, steel, lead, copper, nickel, 
pewter. tin, zinc, gold, silver, platinum, orany other metal, and whether partly 
or wholly manufactured, 4 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. HARRIS. I propose to offer an amendment to come in at the 
end of the last line read, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER (Mr. Do.pH in the chair). The amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Curer CLerk. At the end of line 806 it is proposed to add the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That no article mentioned in this schedule shall pay a higher rate 
of duty than 90 per cent.ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the amendment is offered because of 
the fact that the great majority of articles taxed by this schedule have 
specific duties imposed upon them, and as prices fluctuate very often, 
the duty is thrown out of all proportion to the value of the thing upon 
which it is imposed. For that reason I offer the proviso to come in at 
the end of the schedule. 

Mr, ALDRICH. In so far as the amendmentoffered by the Senator 
from Tennessee might lead the country to believe that there were any 
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number of articles in this schedule upon which a duty of 90 per cent. 
ad valorem was levied, I desire to enter a disclaimer. But the effect 
of the amendment now offered by the Senator from Tennessee would be 
to oblige the appraising officers of the customs at every port where any 
article in this schedule was entered to ascertain the value and to ascer- 
tain whether the rate imposed was 90 percent. or not. It would lead 
to inextricable confusion; and not only that, but it would very largely 
increase the expense of collecting customs, especially the expense of 
collecting customs under this schedule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Without any adequate return. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Without any adequate return, and without any 
good to any one so far as Icansee. For instance, take pig-iron, where 
a duty is fixed under this bill and has been fora great many years ata 
specific rate. It would be necessary for the appraising officers at each 
of the ports to ascertain the value and the correctness of the value of 
every ton of pig-iron which would be imported under the bill. It is 
an impracticable amendment, if I may be allowed to say so, with al! 
deference to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘Take the article of cutlery, for instance, that has 
not been disposed of as yet in Committee of the Whole. There is a 
specific duty upon a dozen knives, for example, costing a dollar or less. 
The dozen knives that cost a dollar and the dozen knives that cost 20 
cents pay precisely the same rateof duty. In some instances, perhaps, 
in the schedule the specific duty imposed is lower, and the cheaper 
classes of goods upon which this duty is imposed would amount perhaps 
to 200 or 300 per cent. At all events, it is a very great inequality to 
compel the article worth only 20 cents to pay the same amount of tax 
or duty that the article which is worth a dollar pays. 

In respect to the necessity of finding the value of all the articles in 
this schedule at the custom-house, that certainly can not be necessary 
under the provisions of the amendment as to any but a comparatively 
small class of articles. Where the tax imposed makes it probable that 
the ad valorem equivalent to the specific duty imposed would exceed 
90 per cent., I grant that the value would have to be ascertained in 
order to determiné whether it did or did not exceed that rate; but 
with regard to perhapsseven-tenths or nine-tenths of the articles dealt 
with in this schedule no investigation would be necessary to determine 
the question that the duty did not exceed 90 per cent. 

Certainly there can be no revenue necessity, nor can there be any 
reasonable protective necessity, for requiring any article upon which 
the duties are imposed by this schedule to pay a higher rate of duty 
than 90 cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that we 
defer action upon his amendment until the cutlery provisions which 
the committee will present to the Senate shall have been considered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that course being pursued. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then if the Senator stil] finds it necessary in his 
own mind to have a provision of this kind he can makeit apply simply 
to those paragraphs of the schedule where he wishes to limit the duty. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to allowing the amendment to 
remain unacted upen until all the provisions of the bill have been con- 
sidered and finally acted upon by the Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment wil! be over, and the reading will proceed. 

Mr, ALLISON. I ask the consent of the Senate to pass over in- 
formally Schedule D and Schedule E. The committee perhaps will 
have some amendments to suggest and propose to these two schedules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa to pass over Schedules D and E informally ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa if it is his pur- 
pose to return at this time to these paragraphs of Schedule C that oe 
been informally passed over or to proceed with the other schedules of 
the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. My idea is to proceed with the other schedules in 
the bill and not to return te any of the paragraphs passed over until 
we have finished the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the course suggested by the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. VANCE. I was going to suggest that I should be glad if the 
Senator from Iowa would say definitely on this evening or on any even- 
ing what is to be considered the next day, so that those of us who may 
have occasion to prepare can obtain the information necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That was my object in making the statement to- 
night. The schedules to be considered next will be Schedule F, to- 
bacco, and Schedule G, provisions. We can go cn regularly ‘with the 
schedules to-morrow morning. At the request ef some Senators who 
have other engagements—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask again if there is 
objection to passing over Sehedules D and E? 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, there is no objection. We are willing to com- 
ply with the request of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. At the request of tlie Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EpmunpDs], I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 


1888. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were revpened, and (at 4 o’clock and 47 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, December 20, 
1888, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received by the Senate the 19th day of December, 1888. 


TERRITORIAL CHIEF-JUSTICE. 


Thomas Burke, of Washington Territory, to be chief-justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Washington, vice Charles E. Boyle, 
deceased. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate December 18, 1888. 


POSTMASTER. 


Mrs. Belle P. Chreitzberg, to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the 
eounty of Williamson and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 19, 1888. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MiLpnury, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. | 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MorRiLt, until January 7, 1889. 

To Mr. RowLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. GRANGER, indefinitely. 

To Mr. WasHINGTON, for the balance of this week, on account of 
important business. 


TO MAKE INDIANS CITIZENS, 


Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, introduced (by request) a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 243) to constitute Indians and Indian tribes citi- 
zens of the United States to the extent only that they may sue and be 
sued; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGES, ETC. 


TheSPEAKER. Yesterday morning the Chair laid before the House 
&@ communication from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, 
transmitting an account of expenditures on account of international 
exchanges, etc., which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, but no order was made te print, and, if there be no objection, 
that order will now be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS~—ANDREW J. SMITH. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. GEAR. I rise to present a privileged report from a committee of 
conference. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d eing votes of the two Houses on 
thé amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to 
a intand retire Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of Seventh United States Cav- 

ry and a major-general of volunteers, having met, after fulland free conference 
a to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate ; 


and agree to the same. 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
LEVI MAISH, 
JOHN H. KEAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The managers on the part of the House, under the rule, submitted 
the following accompanying statement: 


Statement of managers on the part of the House to accompany the conference 
report on bill H. R. 2579. 

The managers on the part of the House on the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H,. R, 2579) authorizing the President to appointand retire Andrew J. Smith, 
late colonel of Seventh United States Cavairy and a major-general of volunteers, 
after full conference, have to the amendment of the Senate. The Sen- 
ate amendment strikes out the words * brigadier-general,”’ in the sixth line of 
the bill, and inserts in lieu thereof “ colonel of cavalry.” 

It was thought by the managers on the part of the Senate that the bill as it 
passed the House authorized the President to appoint Andrew J. Smith a brig- 
adier and to retire him with the rank of colonel. The amendment is agreed to, 
to avoid any ible difference of construction by reason ef the phraseology 
of the bill. © amendment does not affeet the bill as it passed the House in 
regard to the rank in which Genoral Smith is to be placed on the retired-list, 

The 
Mr. A 


to 
onan of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of the 
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committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular 
order is the report of the committee of conference which was under 
consideration yesterday afternoon. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 
report, the report and the statement of the House conferees having been 
read yesterday. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask that that be passed over for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MRS. ELIZABETH D. SCOTT. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the special order, the bill to 
increase the pension of Mrs. Scott, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, isit competent to raise the question 
of consideration against that bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 944) increasing the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth D. Scott, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I raise the question of consideration against 
that bill. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
that I do this with a view of calling up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. STEELE. This bill has been going over from time to time, and 
I wish to have it considered now. Under the order there are only fif- 
teen minutes allowed on each side for debate, so that it can not con- 
sume mutch time, and I should think it would really save time to dis- 
pose of the bill now. I have no disposition at all to waste time in 
connection with the bill, but the case is a very meritorious one and 
ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. STEELE. ‘To-morrow the Territorial bill will come up. This 
bill will take but a very short time, and we had better dispose of it 
now. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It will take half an hour. 

Mr. STEELE. Well, if there is no disposition on the part of those 
opposed to the bill to debate it, our side will not consume any more 
time than the few minutes that may be necessary to explain it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. StEEL&] whether this is one of the bills which are 
on a special calendar and which came out of the Committee of the 
Whole with the previous question ordered on them ? 

Mr. STEELE. It is. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think, sir, thatthe House should 
proceed at some early day to consider all the bills that are on that 
special calendar, which have all come over in the same way, with the 
previous question ordered; but if they will not do that now, I hope 
they will take up and pass this bill for the increase of Mrs. Scott's 
pension. 

Mr. STEELE, ‘There is no other bill that I know of in just the 
same condition as this, except one which comes after it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have no desire to antagonize the bill of the 
gentleman from Indiana, but I feel constrained to raise the question of 
consideration against it in favor of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope the House will consider this bill for this poor 
lady. 

A MemBer. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. This question is 
not debatable. The question is, Will the House proceed to the consid- 
eration of this bill? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope the House will proceed to 
consider this bill, as the case is a very meritorious one and ought to be 
promptly and favorably considered. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask for a division. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 19, noes 42. 

Mr. STEELE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE] and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. KILGORE. I riseto a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
whether the consideration of this bill is the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It is the special order. 

Mr. KILGORE. Did not the House yesterday refuse to consider it, 
and did it not by reason of that fact lose its place? 

The SPEAKER. Itdid not. As the Chair stated yesterday morn- 
ing, the bill had been postponed; and when it came up yesterday the 
House refused to proceed with its consideration, but it did not lose its 
place as a special order. 

The House again proceeded to divide. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (during the count by tellers). Mr. Speaker, as 
probably the quickest way toget rid of this bill is to let it go through, 
I withdraw the question of consideration. 
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Mr. McMILLIN. I renew it. We have a dozen such cases. 
is After the tellers had proceeded for some time with the count, 
j Mr. MCMILLIN said: Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point that no 


1é quorum voted. 
1 Mr. BLANCHARD. I am willing that the bill be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], not 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], made the point that 
no quorum voted. 

Mr. STEELE. 
withdrawn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
to be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (to Mr. MCMILLIN). Do you withdraw the ques- 
tion of consideration ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Oh, no. 

The tellers resumed the count; but before the result was an- 
nounced, 

Mr. STEELE said: I ask unanimous consent thata vote be taken on 
this bill on Friday next at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. SPINOLA. LI object. If the gentleman will name 2 o'clock for 
the vote I will not object. 

Mr. MATSON. I object. 

Mr. STEELE. I modify my proposition so as to name 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MATSON. [still object. 

The tellers reported—ayes 56, noes 78. 
; Mr. STEELE. I withdraw the point that no quorum voted. 
; The SPEAKER. On this question the tellers report ayes 56, noes 

78. ‘The House determines not to proceed at this time with the con- 
sideration of the bill. 


I withdraw it, if the question of consideration is 


I do not understand the question of consideration 


oa PS A 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. By an order which the House adopted on Monday 
last, the hills with reference to the admission of Territories were 
made a special order for yesterday, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, and to continue from day to day until disposed of. At ameet- 
ing of the Committee on Territories this morning I was instructed by 
a unanimous vote of that committee to notify the House that the com- 
mittee will ask the House to consider those bills on Tuesday, January 
Se 15; and they will not be called up until that time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Why this sudden cessation of activity? 
: Mr. SPRINGER. This is the unanimous wish of the committee, 
there being no politics in it. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. This is the first move, then, in which there is no 
politics. ; ; 
The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded by the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
} 
| 


7 


wet 


ECT ee oe 


Mr, HAYES. I rise to make a privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 


Mr, HOOKER, Is it understood that any order was taken by the 
House upon the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] in regard to considering the Territorial matters? 

The SPEAKER. 
3} heretofore. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I understood 
that by an order adopted on the day before yesterday the consideration 
of these matters with reference to the admission of the Territories was 
made a special order for yesterday; and yesterday the chairman of the 
committee, as I understood, announced that he would not call the mat- 
ter up untilto-day. I want to know whether it is not within the power 


of the House to take up those measures now, and why it should not be 
done ? 


The SPEAKER. Certainly, any gentleman can call up the matter 
for consideration, and the House will determine whether it will proceed 
to its consideration or not.* At present the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAyYEs] is on the floor to present a privileged report. 


CLERKS TO SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. HAYES, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted a report; 
which was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred House bill No. 8059, hav- 
ing had the same under consideration,approve the purposes of the bill and think 
such relief should be given to Senators and Representatives in Congress; but 
the same purpose has been covered by House bill 609 and with more detail, 
and which seems to be proper, if not ere, to pi tly effectuate its pur- 

»oses; and so we recommend a substitute for House bi aoe, the substitute be- 
- House bill 6095, with slight changes, so as to read as follows, and recommend 
the passage of this substitute : 


“A bill to authorize the appointment and prescribe the compensation of clerks 
to Senators and Representatives who are not chairmen of committees. 


* Re it enacted, ete., That from and after the approval of this act each Senator 
sud Representative and Delegate in who is not the chairman of a 
| eommittee which is allowed a clerk, shall,during the sessions of Congress only, 
ey be entitled to a clerk, to be appointed _ as follows, to wit: Such Senator 
+2 may at any time after the nning of each session, as soon as the committees 
are announced, nominate to the Secre' of the Senate such person as he de- 
‘4 sires to be his.clerk, and thereupon said shall enroll the name of such 
+ nominee in a record-book, to be kept for that , showing the full name 

: of such person and the State or place from w appointed, with the date of 
a the same. Such Representative or Delegate may,, at any time after the begin- 
Ls ning of each session of Congress, nominate to the Clerk of the House of 
nt sentatives such person as he desires to be his clerk, and 
the said House shall enroll the name of such nominee in a recordébook to be 


No order was necessary; an order has been made 


Soa 


Sen eas 


tad oe! 


Ga bape 
annie BG te PICO, I 


5 PLANS SEITE IT He en. mcm 













CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 















kept for that purpose, ghewing the 
from whence appointed, with e of same. 















gressional district throughout the Union who would glad! 
of clerk to his Senator or Representative for $100 per mon 
of Congress, which is the compensati atnent 


the large amount of business which requires of members a dail 
of them, the lar 
which it is the 
and patents to be looked after,whichk, with the answering of the letters received 
by any member of Congress. 

he who does it properly will find all of his time full 
ance. A Senator or Representative who devotes h 
have none to spare for legislation. 
ator or Member must employ a clerk at his own expense, an 
in 


Southern States, are poor men, and can not maintain a family in Washin 
a less salary than that now allowed by law. It is not to the interest ofthe pub- 
lic at large that poor men of a high order of talent should be driven out or kept 
out of Congress through the m 
legislation be entrusted to the millionaires and men of wealth. Sucha 
would be as fallacious covers 

of our Government. The bill underconsideration does not im any sense increase 
the 
the payment of the clerks, nor can the latter receive any pay except for time 
“Sa and service actually rendered. 


Congress would be more 
member himself. Would not the 






the Clerk of 
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fall name of such person and State or place 


“Sec. 2. That the aforesaid clerks shall be paid out of the contingent funds of 


the respective Houses as other employés of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, but only for the time th 


Senator or Representative by w 
the rate of $100 per month; and such clerks shall 
of the Senator or Representative at whose instance the appointment is made.”’ 


are actually present and in the se 


ce of the 
m they are r 


tively nominated, each at 
removable at the pleasure 


As to this substitute the committze adopts the report made to the last Con- 


gress upon a similar bill, being Report 3905, Forty-ninth Congress, second ses- 
sion, as follows: 


‘* [House Report 3905, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.] 
“The Committee on the Revision of the Laws, to whom was referred House 


bill 10078, having had the same under consideration, report the same back to 
the House with a recommendation that it pass, 


“The bill gives a clerk to each Senator and Representative whois not the 


chairman of a committee entitled to aclerk. At the beginning of each Con- 
gress and as soon as the committees are announced, each 

Representative is required to name his clerk. Those named by the Senators 
are to be enrolled by the Secretary of the Senate, and those named by the Re 
resentatives are to be enrolled by the Clerk of the House. The 
as other employés of the two Houses are paid, and at the rate of $100 per month 
during the time they are actually present and serving. 
committee that the passage of the bill is necessary to relieve members of Con- 
gress from a drudgery which prevents them from devoting a good portion of 
their time to the study and preparation of such measures as they have to 
act and vote a How often are members of this House called to vote upon 
the most vitally 

bill or the report of the committee thereon, much less an opportunity to study 
and compare such measure with former } 


Senator and 


are to be pald 
It is believed by your 


important measures without ever having had time to read the 


islation touching the same subject. 
‘One of the reasons which infiuenced the committee was the adoption of a 


resolution by the Senate some years ago allowing each Senator (not chairman 
of acommittee) aclerk. At each session of Congress since then the Senate has 
put an amendment on the legislative, executive, and judicial 


priation bill 


House, a fra resistance, 


eae for paying those clerks, and the 
as each time n forced to assent thereto, Senators’ clerks now receive the 
same 


r diem compensation as clerks to committees. The bill herewith re- 
proposes to establish uniformity and equality as between Senators and 
presentatives as to clerks and their compensation. 

“It is believed that honestand capable young men can be found in every Con- 
accept the position 
during the sessions 
by this bill. 
ng more than a score of bureaus, and 
visit to some 
number of Government publications, the seed of various kinds 
ht of the people to have distributed among them, pensions 


on 
“ With six great Departments, comp: 


will require the whole time of any one man, and 
occupied in its perform- 
time to these duties will 
One of these must be neglected, or the Sen- 
this is a hardship 


from the 
mon 


many cases, 
“*Many of the Representatives and some of the Senators 


ess of the salary,and thus the business of 
course 


high salaries would be inconsistent with the genius 


salaries of members, for under its provisions they have nothing to do with 


our committee are of opinion that the services of a clerk to a member of 
uable to that member’s constituents than to the 

le of any Eo district prefer to 
resent methods that there should be paid out of the United States Treasury 
00 per month while Congress is in session, to some bright, active young man, 


to aid their Representative by giving prompt attention to their business with 
the several Departm 

ing to the member time eno 
matters of legislation before 
necessity for such assistance, but 
business has been very great, and wii 
Government have, not always wisely perhaps, 
Then three thousand bills was a large 


answer their letters, etc., thereby secur- 
and study closely the various important 
D ? Twenty-five years ago there was no 

wth of the country in ——_ and 
it the Departments and eaaeane whey 

correspon: y mult , 
: of the — oor eae 
ing a Congress, while now more than four times that number are prin an 
referred to spprop committees di each Congress. 

“ Under this bill clerks to Senators would receive but $100 per month, whereas 
at present they receive $180, being the same as received by committee clerks, 
a with much less labor to perform. This reduction in the amount paid Sena- 
tors’ clerks would, upon an a = session, reduce the a about 


ents, and es 


$15,000. The expenditure under this bill would amount in the aggregate to 
about $240,000 of two or an average of $120,000 perannum, 
which at the most would not 


the present outlay in that direction more 

that the passage of this bill would 
greatly diminish the competition for chairmanships of committees. A lenge 
number of the standing committees of the House (at least twelve) could well 
dispensed with, and the present necessity for additional committee-rooms in the 
Pere atneeehy at pace “Hie Seca tte nas as a ape 
of oeithe unanimous voice of the committee.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this measure, I presume, is subject 
to a point of order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point that it must be first considered 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The point is well taken; the hill, under the rules, 
must receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. ; : ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. How does this 
matter come before the House? 

The SPEAKER. This bill wasintroduced and referred by the House 
to the Committee on Accounts. It provides for the payment of the 
salaries of the clerks out of the contingent fund of the Housc. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But how does this come before the House? 
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The SPEAKER. The point of order that it must have its first con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union is well taken. 


Mr. HAYES. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 


of the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Is it in order to make a point of order against 


that? 


The SPEAKER. It is not, but the House may refuse to agree to 


the motion. 


Several Mempers. Division. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Asa test vote on this proposition I demand the 
yeas and nays on the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, more than one-fifth voting in favor 


thereof. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
95, nays 108, not voting 120; as follows: 


YEAS—S., 
Adams, Cutcheon, Howard, Plumb, 
Baker, N. Y. Da Hudd, Pugsley, 
Bayne, Davenport, Kean, a 
Bingham, Dorsey, Kelley, Romeis, 
Boothman, Dunham, Kennedy, Rowell, 
Boutelle, Felton, n, Russell, Conn, 
Bowden, Finley, Ibach, Ryan, 
Bowen, Fitch, Lind, ae 
Brower, Foran, ‘ Scull, 
Browne, Ind, . neh, Lyman, Smith, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gaines, ason, Steele, 
Brumm, MeKenna, Struble, 
Bunnell, Grout, McKinley, Symes, 
Butterworth, Harmer, Moffitt, Taulbee, 
Bynam, Hayden, Morrow, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Cannon, yes, Nichols, Thomas, Wis. 
Carlton, Henderson, Il. Oates, Thompson, Ohio 
Cheadle, H O'Neill, Mo. Vandever, 
Clark, Hooker, Outhwaite, Weber, 

. > Hopkins, Ill. Penington, White, N. Y. 
Compton, Hopkins, Va. Perkins, Whiting, Mich, 
Conger, Hopkins, N. Y. Perry, Woodburn, 
Cox, Houk, Peters, Yoder. 

Cvain, Hovey, Pideock, 
NAYS—108, 

Abbott, Clardy, Landes, Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. Cobb, Lane, Russell, Mass, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, . Sayers, 
Anderson,Iowa Culberson, Lee, Seymour, 
Anderson, Miss. Cummings, Macdonald, Shaw, 
Anderson, Ill. Darlington, Martin, Snyder, 
Baker, Ill. Davidson, Fla. Matson, Sowden, 
Bankhead, Davis, MecClammy, Spinola, 
Barnes, Dibble, McCreary Springer, 
Barry, Dockery, MeMillin, Stephenson, 
Biggs, Elliott McRae, Stewart, Tex. 
Blanchard, McShane, Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Montgomery, Stockdale, 
Blount, Glass, oore, Stone, Ky. 
Bound, Hare, eal, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hatch, Nelson, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hemphill, Newton, Townshend, 
Brewer, Henderson, N.C. O'Donnell, Tracey, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Holman, O’ Neall, Ind. Turner, Ga. 
Burnett, Holmes, O'Neill, Pa, Vance, 
Burrows, Hutton, Osborne, Wade, 
Campbell, F., N. ¥. Jackson, Peel, Walker, 
Candier, Johnston, N.C, Phelan, Weaver, 
Caruth, Kerr. Randall, Wheeler, 
Caswell, K Rayner, Wilkins. 
Catchings, Kilgore, Richardson, Wilson, Minn. 
Chipman, Laidlaw, Robertson, Yardley. 

NOT VOTING—12, 

Allen, Mass. Fisher, Laird, ‘ Rock well, 
Anderson, Kans. ood Latham, Rowland, 
Arnold, Ford, Lawler, Rusk, 
Atkinson, Forney, Long, Scott, 

Bacon, Fuller, Lynch, Seney, 
Belden, Funston, Maffett, Sherman, 
Bliss, Gallinger, Mahoney, Shively, 
Brown, Ohio Gay, Maish, Simmons, 
Bryce, Gibson, Mansur, Spooner, 
Buchanan, Glover, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Buckalew, Goff, McCo: Stewart, Vt. 
Burnes, Granger, McCormick, Stone, Mo, 
Butler, . McCullogh, Tarsney, 
Campbell, Ohio Grimes, McKinney, Thomas, Ky. 
Campbell, T.J., N.Y.Grosvenor, {erriman, Thomas, Il 
Clements, uenther, Milliken, Thompson, Cal. 
Cockran, ills, Turner, Kans. 
Collins, Haugen, organ, Warner, 
Cooper, 5 Morrill, Washington, 
Cothran, Henderson,Iowa Morse, West, 

Crisp, —s pocmoed, ae Ind. 
Crouse, utting ting, Mass. 

Dargan, + Hires, O’Ferrail, itthorne, 

Davidson, Ala, Hitt, Owen, Wickham, 

De Lano, Hogg, Parker, Wilber, 

Dingley, Hunter, Patton, Wilkinson, 

Dougherty, Johnston, Ind. Payson, Williams, 

Dunn, Jones, Phelps, Wilson, W. Va. 

<nloe, Laffoon, ‘ost, Wise, 

ltrmentrout, La Follette, Rice, Yost. 
So the House refused to go into Committee of the Whole. 


Daring the roll-call the following pairs were announced: 


Mr, Seney with Mr. Srewart, of Vermont, for ten days from to- 


dy 





Until further notice: 

Mr. ROWLAND with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mt. DINGLEY. 

Mr. BAcoN with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. PaTTon. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. FoRNEY with Mr. FuLLer. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Larmp. 

Mr. LAFFOON with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. Ware, of Indiana. 

Mr. DouGHERTY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. GRosvVENOR. 

Mr. McApboo with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. THomas, of Kentucky. 

Mr. CoTHRAN with Mr. Crouse. 

Mr. Rick with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocK WELL. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. Funston, for one week from December 17. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WILLIAms, for this day. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. THomas, of Illinois, for this day. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. LONG, on this vote. 

Mr. THompson, of California, with Mr. ATKINSON, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HAYES. I ask, by unanimous consent, to withdraw the report 
for the time being. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be recommitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. HAYES. I wish to ask the Chair whether this report will re- 
tain its privileged character and come up hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers not to decide that questign un- 
til it is presented. The Chair will examine it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The bill is in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. RANDALL. Of course, then, the motion to lay upon the table 
is not in order ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour for the call of committees, and ask unanimous consent at the 
same time that members having reports to make may hand them in 
at the desk. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I wish to submit a parliamentary inquiry to the 
Chair in reference to this request before itis granted. ‘The Committee 
on the District of Columbia want to submit a report on a resolution 
looking to an investigation regarding certain purchases of real estate 
in this District, and I would like to know if it can now be considered 
by the House. 

The SPEAKER. It can not except by unanimous consent, and the 
reguiar order has been demanded by several gentlemen. 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Louisiana 
as to the filing of reports? 


There was no objection. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

ABANDONED HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reporied 
back with amendment thie bill (H. R. 11620) to allow persons who have 
abandoned or relinquished their homestead entries to make another 
entry, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


IRON BRIDGE, FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 


Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9067) for the construction of an iron bridge 
from the military reservation at Fortress Monroe to Elizabeth City 
County, Virginia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-SHIP, SANDY HOOK, NEW YORK HARBOR. 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11683) for the establishment of a light-ship 
with a fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the jetnaneeiien report, ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF REAL ESTATE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably a House miscellaneous document in relation 
to the purchase of real estate in the District of Columbia; which was 
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referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 





KELIEF OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported back favorably the bill (8. 1092) for the relief of cer- 
tain property in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, withthe 
accompanying report, « rdered to be printed. ° 


FUGITIVES FROM JUSTICE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back favorably the bill (8. 3136) to amend section 
1014 of the Kevised Statutes of the United States, in relation to fazi- 
tives from justice; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL-DELIVERY STAMPS. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11794) to 
amend the postal laws of the United States in reference to letters bear- 
ing special-delivery stamps; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BOARD OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT, 1887. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
a House resolution to print 5,000 extra copies of the annual report of 
the Board of Visitors for 1887 to the United States Military Academy; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
UNIFORMS OF ARMY OF UNITED STATES, 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reportea 
back favorably a joint resolution (H. Res, 182) to print 3,000 sets of 
plates illustrating the uniform of the Army of the United States from 
the organization of the Government to the present time; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION FRANCHISE. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11866) 
to preserve the purity of the election franchise; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The motion to dispense with the morning hour was then agreed to. 

‘The SPEAKER. The regularorder isthe hour for theconsideration 
of bills, which begins at two minutes before 1 o’clock. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iask unanimous consent thatthe second morn- 
ing hour be dispensed with. 

Mr. SOWDEN., I object. 

Mr. PHELAN. I wish to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has announced that the hour for the 
consideration of bills has begun, but that order will be recalled, and 
the gentleman will submit his report. 

\PPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

Mr. PHELAN submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendments. 

JAMES PHELAN, 

M. D. LAGAN 

CHARLES O'NEILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOSEPH N. DOLPH, 
P, SAWYE 
mn F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. There is no statement accompanying this report 
as required by the rule. 

Mr. PHELAN. I ask unanimous consent to submit a verbal state- 
mont, as this affects only one feature of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will submit a 
verbal statement. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PHELAN. The bill as reported from the committee of the House 
was the same as it came from the Senate, but when it came up for con- 
sideration in the House the following amendment was adopted: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shal! be so construed as to affect the rank 
of promotion of any officer originally appointed before the eg ee of the reg- 
ulations of 1879; and the President is authorized to nominate for confirmation 
the officers in the service on the date of the passage of this act. 

That amendment was added, as I have . in the House. Its op- 
eration would be to except the Supervising 4urgeon-Ceneral from the 
operation of the act, and make him again liable toa new appointment. 

Upon the information received by the conference committee we came 
to the conclusion that it would be unjust and unfair to the officer now 
holding this, position to adopt the amendment. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. And that is eliminated from the report ? 
Mr. PHELAN. Yes, sir. 


The report was adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SOWDEN. I rise to submit a parliamentary inquiry. In case 
I withdraw my objection to the motion of the gentleman from Louis- 
iana, does the call rest with the Committee on the Militia when the 
hour for consideration is next reached ? 

The SPEAKER, It does. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Then I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If I caught 
the statement of the Chair, made in response to the gentleman from 
South Carolina a short time ayo, the Chair stated that the regular order 
had been demanded. I want to know if it isthe regular order to dis- 
pense with the morning hour or to proceed with it? 

The SPEAKER. To proceed with it; but the gentleman from IBi- 
nois has asked unanimous consent to dispense with it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the consideration of bills for 
one hour, the hour beginning at three minutes past 1 o’clock. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to submit a request on behalf of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, the chairman of the Committee on the Militia, 
who is necessarily absent from the city, and who has charge of the bill 
which would come up for consideration in this hour, the bill creating 


& military force for the District of Columbia. He is necessarily de- 


tained from the Capitol, and I ask in his behalf that the call proceed 
with the next committee, reserving the right to his committee to be 
called hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order is insisted upon by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope, in view of the necessary absence of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], who has made this request 
of me, that there will be no objection to permitting his committee to 
be passed over on the call to-day, reserving its hour to be used here- 
after. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I shall not object to that, of course, if it is re- 
quested by the gentleman from New Jersey, provided the regular order 
is proceeded with. 

The SPEAKER. The request does not dispense with the hour, 
which will be oceupied by another committee. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the Committee on 
the Militia will be passed over, retaining its hour. 

The Committee on Patents was called. 

‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions was called. 

Mr. MATSON. I think there is in this hour some unfinished busi- 
ness that would necessarily come up. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman can call up any business unfinished, 
or any new business of a public character that has not been heretofore 


considered. 

Mr. WEAVER. I was temporarily absent from my seat when my 
committee was called, and I ask unanimous consent that it may retain 
its place in the eall. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I shall object to that, unless the same privilege be 
granted to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WEAVER. Thatis right, and I hope that committee will also 

itted to retain its call. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the request that the Commit- 
tee on Patents and i are on Public Buildings and Grounds 
may retain their places in the call, not to lose the time to which they 
are entitled under the rule? - 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. MATSON. It has been agreed in my committee that in this 
hour the bill increasing = for deafness shall be first called, 
and stibsequently a bill p ams persons who have served in the 
Confederate army and afterwards enlisted in the Navy might be put 
upon the same footing as those who enlisted in the Army, which by 
some ——_ was not included when the bill became a law. 

I now up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4953) to amend para- 
graph 3 of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes, and for other pur- 


The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, 

Mr. MATSON. I ask that the bill be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole. . 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know more about the bill before that 
is done. F 

The SPEAKER. The bill can be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. MATSON. That is not the bill I desire to have considered; I 
will find the bill. The bill that I spoke of is not on the Calendar. I 
thought it was reported. 

The SPEAKER. Then it can not be taken up under the rule, ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. 
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Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions be passed over for the present, not to lose its place. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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adjournment of the sitting of Congress to Princeton, N. J. The causes which 
led to this sudden and unexpected adjournment of the Federal Congress from 
its established seat made the subject of a Federal capital a fruitful eource of dis- 
cussion, continuing through the period intervening from 1733 to IT90. On the 
7th of October, 1783, Mr. Gerry, then a member of the House of Representa- 
tives, gave definite shape to the discussion by proposing that the Federal build- 
ings be provided on or near the banks of the Delaware or Potomac River, with 
a vested right in the soil and exclusive jurisdiction for all governmental pur- 


































Mr. LANHAM (when the Committee on Claims was reached). I 
call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 1521) to provide for paying 
certain advances made to the United States by the States of Maryland 
and Virginia, which is now on the Calendar. 

I move the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into’ Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. DockERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is incommittee forthe consideration 
of a bill the title of which has been read. 

The bill was read in full, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they 
are hereby, authorized and directed ‘to settle theaccounts of the State of Mary- 
Jand for advances made to the United States in pursuance of anact of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Maryland ‘passed the 19th of December, 1791, entitled “‘An act 
concerning the Terri ory of'Columbia and the city of Washington,” forthe pur- 

of aiding in erecting public buildings at the permanent seat of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and to allow interest on the amount fornd to be due 
the State from the Ist day of Jat:uary, 1848: Provideil, however, That any sum 
of money due by the State of Maryland to the United States shall be deducted 
trom the amount found due to'the State of Maryland. 

Sec. 2. That the accounting officers of the Treasury ‘be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to settle the aceounts of the State of Virginia for ad- 
vances made to the United States in pursuance of an act of the General Assem- 
bly of Virginia passed the 27th of December, 1790, entitled “An act concerning 
an advance of money to the ment of the United States for public build- 
ings,”’ for the ‘purpose of aiding in erecting public buildings at the permanent 
seat of the Government of the United States, and to allow interest on the amount 
found to'be due 'te the State of Virginia from the Ist day of January, 1850: Pro- 
wided, however, any sum of money due by the State of Virginia to the 
United States shall be deducted from the amount found duc to the State of Vir- 


ginia. 
Sxc. 3. That the Seere of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to pry to ‘the’treasurers of ‘the States of Maryland and Virginia the amounts 


found to be due them, respectively, under the provisions of this act out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise 


+ 
Sec. 4. Thatthis act-shall take effect from the date of its passage. 


Mr. LANHAM. I yield ‘the floor to the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Saw], who reported this bill ‘from the Committee on Claims, and 
who is more familiar with it than I am. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the chairman of the committee [Mr. LAN- 
HAM | before yielding the floor permit a question? Is this the same 
‘bill that was in the Committee on Claims in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
and as to which the views of the minority were presented ? 

Mr. LANHAM. My recollection of the bill is that it was considered 
by that committee in the Forty-ninth Congress. I am not positive 
whether a ‘report was made or not. It is the same bill, Iam informed 
‘by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Saaw]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And that there was great diversity of opinion 
in the committee as to its merits. 

Mr. LANHAM. I the fleor. 

Mr. SHAW. I should like'to have the firstseven pages of the report 
which I send to the-Clerk’s desk read, and if gentlemen will give their 
attention they will see upon what basis this claim rests. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The su ‘of ‘this bill has been befo 
Gun your Seneaee tren theerreverdecl avemmitoenehtantwe Eleaseedh Goan ees 
there appear to have been made the following reports: 

% othe Dent 16, 1850,. Thirty-first Se first session, H. R. Report No. 494, 


4 x. Deals from Committee os 
ay 20, ‘Same session. From the Senate Co: itt 
Claims, by Senator U some NA 


nderwood. 
January 6,1852, Thirty-second first session, Hi. 2. by 
Mr. Rantoul, from Gauniee on —— n, Hi. R. Report No. 2, by 


" a Congress, first session, Senate Report No. 


1853. Thirty-third Congress, Arst session, H. R. Report No. 278, by Mr.Kerr, 


eS Reape omens 
ae Teghene from Committee on the ny nee 


February 18, 1686. inth Co first scssion, H. R. Report No. 51 
a 7, 1887. Forty-ni on Claims. d sessi a : 
; ; n secon on, Senate Report No. 
1787, by Mr. Mi: , from Committee on Public Buildings and a r 
This committee has againexamined the reports, documents,and state papers, 
= = history, and having collated from the private diary 


‘ PF Maclay, a Senator from Pennsylvania in the first Sen- 
ate of the United States Congress, in 1789, 1790, and — ae facts relating to 
ng 0 © reasons which in- 

‘the location of the public buildings on the Potomac entitles the States 

of Virginia and Maryland to the relief provided in the bill. That history is 
briefly but correctly set forth in the report of the House Committee on Claims 
of the a? Congress,which report this committee again submits as em- 
bodying the facts, and arguments which induce it to reeommend 
the passage of the accompanying bill. 


[House Report No. 518, Forty-ninth Congress, first:session. } 
During the Revolution the Congress assembled in places which were rendered 
available by the varying circumstances of the war then being . Phila- 
‘Lancaster, and York, in Pennsylvania; Princeton and Trenton, in 
New Jersey; Annapolis, in Maryland, and New York City were severally hon- 
ored by the meetings of this ae Before the treaty of peace Philade!- 
ia became-and continued the seat of government until June, 1783. The mu- 
y of the Pennsylvania line on aceount of arrearages of pay compelled an 













poses in the Government of the United States. 
received the approval of Congress at that time, but no definite steps were taken 
to further conclude the matter. 
proving the proposition of Mr. Gerry was repealed without the assignment of 
any specia) reasons therefor. 














The proposition of Mr. Gerry 


On April 26, 1784, the action of Congress ap- 


On the 30th of October, !784, three commissioners were appointed by Congress 


to select and lay out a Federal district for the purposes of the Government, near 
the falls and on cither side of the Delaware River. 
authorized and empowered td purchase the land and toerect the necessary pub- 
lic buildings thereon. 
priation, the purpeses contemplated in the act creating the board of commis- 
sioners were not carried into effect. 
made to substitute the Potomacfor the Delaware River asa proposed site, which 
effort finally failed. 


The commissioners were 
On account of the failure of Congress to make an appro- 
PE 


On the 18th of February, 1785, an effort was 


On the 10th day of May, 1787, Mr. Lee, of Virginia. introduced.a resolution pro- 


viding for the erection of public buildings in Georgetown,on the Potomac, 
This resolution, like its predecessors, failed of adoption. 
adopted in 1787, provided for a Federal district not exceeding 10 miles square 
for the permanent seat of government. 
this.provision of the Constitution until the 234 of December, 1788, when Mary- 
land passed an act to cede to the United States a district of 10 miles square, the 
act leaving with Congress to decide where the exact site should be selected. 


The Constitution, 


Action was not taken to give effect to 


On the 8d of December, 1789, the State of Virginia passed an act for the ces- 


sion of a district 10 miles square, and suggesting the selection of a site on the 
Potomac River where “the States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia 
may participate in such location.’’ (Davis's Laws, District of Columbia, page 
60.) 


No action was taken by Congress upon either of these acts until September 


5, 1789, when a resolution passed the House of Representatives establishing the 
seatof government on the Susquehanna River. 
on that resolution the word ‘“‘Susquéhanna’’ was struck out and that of ‘‘ Ger- 


n the debates which ensued 


mantown” inserted. This resolution, which then took theform of a bill, passed 
the House, but failed to pass the Senate. 

On the 3ist of May, 1790, a bill was introduced in the Senate “to determino 
the permanent seat of Congress and the Government of the United States." 
Baltimore, Georgetown, Patapsco, and Havre de Grace were mentioned as de- 
sirable places for the capital of the country. But finally the act estabiishing 
‘“the temporary and permanent seat of government for the United States”’ was 
passed July 16, 1790, fixing the banks of the Potomac Riveras the most desirable 
site. In compliance with this act, President Washington visited Williamsport, 
Washington County, Maryland, but not liking the situation selected the pres- 
ent location, and upon his report the act of March 3, 1791, was passed, amend- 
ing that of July 16, 1790, and authorized the President to include Hunting Creek 
and'the‘town of Alexandria in the Federal district. Thus the present District 
of Columbia was located. 

It.is shown by-an act of the General Assembly of Virginia, passed December 
$, 1789 (13 Henning, page 33), that the establishment of a “situation for the seat 
of the General Government, central and convenientto the citizens of the United 
States at large, having due regard to population, extent of territory, and a free 
navigation to the Atlantic Ocean through the Chesapeake Bay, as wellas ready 
communication with our fellow-citizens on the western frontier,’ engaged the 
attention of the said General Assembly, and on the 10th of December that Gen- 
eral Assembly passed the following: 

“Resolved by the General Assembly of Virginia, That a copy of the foregoing 
act-of the 38rd of December, 1789, be transmitted to the General Assembly of 
Maryland without delay, and that it be proposed to the said Assembly to unite 
with this Legislature inan application to Congress that in case Congress shall 
deem it expedient to establish the permanent seat of government of the United 
States on the banks of the Potomac so as'to include the cession of cither State, 
or a part of the cession of both States, thisAssembly will pass an act for advanc- 
ing asum of money not exceeding $120,000 to the use of the General Govern- 
ment, to be applied in such a manner as Congress shall direct towards erecting 
public buildings, the said Assembly of Maryland on their part advancingasum 
not. less than three-fifths of the surn advanced by this State for the like purposes.” 
(See Journal of the House of Delegates, page 115.) 

The foregoing resolution was prepared and introduced into the General As- 
sembly of Virginia by Hon. John Marshall, then. a member thereof, and after- 
wards Chief-Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

At the November session, 1790, the General Assembly of Maryland passed the 
following resolution: 

** Whereas by aresolution of the General Assembly of Virginia, passed on the 
10th day of Deeember, 1789, it was proposed tothe General Assembly of Mary- 
land that the General Assembly of Virginia will passan act foradvancing a sum 
of money, not less than $120,000, to the use of the General Government, and to 
be applied in such manner as Congress shall direct, toward erecting public 
buildings, the Assembly of Maryland on their partadvancing a sum not less 
than three-fifths of the sum advanced by the said General Assembly of Virginia, 
which resolution came so late to the last General Assembly of Maryland that it 
— not be acted upon, and was, therefore, referred to this present session ; 
an¢ 
‘Whereas this General Assembly doth highly approve of the object of said 
resolution and is desirous of doingeverything required on the part of Maryland 
for carrying the same into effect, on a second reading of said resolution 

** Resolved, That this house doth accede to the proposition contained in said 
resolution of the Assembly of Virginia, and willadvance to the President of the 
United States, for the purposes mentioned in said resolution, the sum of $72,000, 
payable to his order in three equal yearly payments.” 

On the 24th of December, 1790, the General Assembly of Virginia passed the 
following— 


“Act concerning an advanee of-money tothe Government of the United States 
for public buildings. 


‘Whereas the General Assembly of Maryland have acceded to a proposition 
of the General Assembly of this Commonwealth, contained in their resolution 
of the 10th day of December, 1789, concerning an advance of money to the Gen- 
eral Government to be applied towards erecting public buildings at the perma- 
nent seat of the Government of the United States, should the Congress deem it 
expedient to fix it on the bank of the Potomac; and 

** Whereas Congress has passed an act for establishing the said seat of Goy- 
ernment on the Potomac: 

“ Be itenacted by the General Assembly, That $120,000 shall be advanced by this 
Commonwealth to the General Government, payable in three equal yearly pay- 
ments, and to be applied toward erecting public buildings at the permanent seat 
of the Government of the United States on the bank of the Potomac, and the 
auditor of public accounts is hereby directed to issue his warranis on the treas- 
urer to the amount of $120,000, payable, in the manner hereinbefore directed, to 
the order of the President of the United States.’’ (See 13 Henning, page 125.) 

























































































































pl Oe AD 









waar 


Co ee. 


2 Bere 


ee ee 


- + ew erry ho 


oe 


WA Ott AN lb pees meets Sink A ete Oy emo be tc ert 8 


aaNet 


360 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 19, 





The records of the treasury department of Virginia show, by certified out 
that the first payment of this advance to the United States was made April 15 
1791, and the A on January 8, 1795, and making, on the whole, the sum of $120,- 
000, And by the eleventh section of the act of Maryland, passed December 19, 
i791, it was— 

** Resolved, That the treasurer of the Western Shore be empowered and re- 
quired to pay the $72,000 agreed to be advanced to the President by resolution 
of the last session of Assembly, in sums as the same may come to his hands as 
the appointed funds, without waiting for the day appointed for the payment 
thereof.” (See Davis’s Laws District of Columbia, page 70.) 


At the same time, to secure the prompt payment of the sum advanced, the 
treasurer of the Western Shore was authorized to sell the “reserved lands to 
the westward of Fort Cumberland,” and also “the lands lying in Dorchester 
County, and now in the possession of the tribe of Choptank!Ind ; to sell and 


convey the right of this State to 100 acres of land at Fort Frederick, in Wash- 
ington County.”’ (See volume 2, Scharf’s History of Maryland, page 566.) 

In the act of neither State is allusion made to the site of the seat of Govern- 
ment being a necessary condition of the advance of meow. except as may be 
inferred from the use of the words “in case Congress shall deem it expedient 
to establish,” etc., and these would have included and applied to the pro: 
location, which embraced Pennsylvania as well as Maryland and Virginia. 

It isan established fact of history that very deep feeling was engendered in 
the diseussion leading to the location of the seatof Government. The question 
became largely sectional, and at one time threatened to lead to a rupture of the 
Union. To ward off such deplorable consequences a location was sought ata 
point which would be considered central to territory and population, accessible 
to navigation, and convenient to the western frontier. 

No contemporaneous authority has been produced or can be found which in- 
timates that the Congress was influenced by the advances of Virginia and Mary- 
land in locating the permanent seat of Government on the Potomac, nor can 
any line of history be shown that “in the then impoverished condition of the 
country a pecuniary argument of this sort”’ had any “influence on the question 
of lweation”’ of the capital. 

Chief-Justice Marshall, writing the life of General Washington (volume 5, 
chapter 4, page 259), says: 

“At length a compact respecting the temporary and permanent seat of gov- 
ernment was entered into between the friends of Philadelphia and the Poto- 
mac, whereby it was stipulated that Congress should adjourn to and hold their 
session in Philadelphia for ten years, during which time the buildings for the 
accommodation of the Gove.ument should be erected at some place to be 
selected on the Potomac, to which the Government should remove at the ex- 
piration of the term. 

“This compact having united the Representatives of Pennsylvania and Dela- 
ware with the friends of the Potomac in favor of both the temporary and per- 
manent residence which had been on between them, a rity was 
produced in favor of the two situations, and a bill was brought into the Senate 
in conformity with the previous arrangement, and passed both Houses by small 
majorities. This act was immediately followed by an amendment to the bill 
then pending before the Senate for funding the debt of the nation. * * * 
When the question was taken in the House two members representing districts 
on the Potomac, who in all previous stages of the business had vo against 
the assumption, declared themselves in its favor, and thus the majority was 
changed.”’ 

Not one word is said about “a pecuniary argument.” Chief-Justice Marshall's 
authority is selected because of all the public men of the times he best under- 
stood the motives underlying the action of Virginia in the matter of these ad- 
vances. He had been a member of the Virginia house of delegates from 1788 
to 1793, when these advances were proposed. He knew that the title of the act 
making the advance had been amended on final passage by changing the word 
“grant” to “advance,” and his professional eminence at that aoe SF, re- 
cludes the supposition that he would in a public statute use the word “ad- 
vance '' to convey a gift or donation. 

The location of the Federal capital at its present site was the “sugar plum” 
which Mr. Jefferson said was given to the South for their ado nm of the “as- 
sumption Dill,’ which was a “ bitter pill” to those States, and t it was neces- 
sary that some one consistent measure should be adopted to sweeten it a little 
tothem. (Jefferson's Works, volume 4, page 448.) 

The present location of the Federal capital was a compromise settled upon 
higher considerations than would be involved in any advance of money which 
Virginia and Maryland could have offered. 

In the fourth section of the act of July 16, 1790, authority was given to the 
President to accept “ grants of money,” to be used in defraying the expenses o! 
purchasing the site and erecting public buildings thereon. And it iscontended 
that to this acceptance of grants his authority was clearly limited. It is further 
eontended that the authorities of Virginia and land were med to 
know and understand the provisions of thislaw; and it is further insisted 
despite the use of the word “ advance,” the moneys paid over by these States to 
the Government of the United States were paid in consideration of the location 
of the seat of Government at this point, assuming that from the present location 
benetits would accrue to the neighboring States sufficient to constitute a val- 
uable consideration for their “~~. 

As to the first objection, that the President was authorized to accept grants 
of money only, we may appeal with confidence to the words of ent 
Washington in explanation of his understanding of the authority conferred 
upon him and of the action of the States in the premises. Ina letter addressed 
to the Commissioners of the Federal District, written from Philadelphia under 
date of August 29, 1798, President Washington asks: 

‘In what manner would it be proper to state the account with the States of 
Virginia and Maryland, they having advanced money which has not been all 
expended on the objects for which it was a pri ?” (Letter on file in the 
State Department and cited in Report H. t 494, Thirty-first Congress, first ses- 
sion; and in Report 5, Thirty-second Co ‘ session.) 

From this clause there is a clear inference that President Washin re- 

rded this money as an advance, rendering necessary an account of it to be 
opt with those States. 

It will not be seriously contended that the receiver of another’s money will 
be permitted to assume the character of a beneficiary when by the e 
ere which he has been made the receiver a contrary intention is ex- 
pressed. 

While it is contended that it was the duty of the States to know the ey 
conferred upon the President to a only, it may be contended wi 
like force that it was the duty of the Government and its agents to take notice 
of the nature and provisions of the grant as expressed in the public acts of the 
States, and in which they have carefully guarded their rights in the 

_ Again, Congress having failed to carry into effect the prior resolutions, estab- 
lishing the seat of government, solely on account of its poverty and consequent 
inability to make the necessary appropriations therefor, it may be fairl. 
on behalf of the claimants that the money advanced to the use of the Govern- 
ment was intended to avoid a repetition of previous failures. In confirmation 
of this intention to advance or lend, and not to grant their moneys, the 


ical fact is urged on behalf of the State of Virginia that an offer was made by 
the General Assembly of Virginia on the 


words; of May, 1783, in the following 


That if the honorable Congress should esteem the city of Williamsburgha fit 


place for their session, the Assembly will present them, on their removal thereto, 





and during their continuance therein, with the palace, the capitol, and all pub- 
lic buildings, and 300 acres of land adjoining the said city, together with a sum 
of money not exceeding 100,000 of this State’s currency.” 

To this resolution is attached the following proviso: 

** Provided, always, That should Con Eicomes remove from the city of 
Williamsburgh, or from the land mentioned, thatin such case the land so ceded, 
with the buildings, shall revert to the Commonwealth.” 

It seems that this clearly demonstrates that when Virginia intended a pres- 
ent, she so expressed herself, and that when her intention was only to advance 
money to the use of the Government, she was equally guarded and explicit in 
her language. The journals of the house of delegates clearly show that the 
use of the word “advance’’ was with peculiar deliberation, for one of the last 
acts in the final adoption of the act was to amend the title by substituting the 
word “advance” for the word “ grant,”’ thereby causing an ment between 
the title and the body of the act. The actof the State of land follows 
strictly that of Virgin 

It is unnecessary to enlarge upon the use of the word “advance” as contained 
in these several acts and resolutions; it has but one interpretation, which is 
that of a right of reimbursement. To interpret this word as used in the reso- 
lutions of Maryland and Virginia as originating a is forced and extraordi- 
nary. It is clearly used as implying and antici ng an accounting between 
the parties, and familiar instances of its use in this relation in commercial trans- 
actions will readily occur to the mind. It may tend to throw light upon the in- 
tention of the States in the premises to refer to the system of raising revenue 
prior to the adoption of the Constitution, which was by requisition upon the 
several States; and, although that system had been superseded by the mode 
now in use, yet it was ata _—— so very recent after the adoption of the pres- 
ent mode that habits and ideas growing out of the former system would still 
have their force and effect. How natural was it, then, that in making a loan to 
the General Government the States of Virginia and Maryland should make use 
of terms to which they had become familiar under the Government which had 
been so recently changed. 

The advance cf $192,000 by Virginia and Maryland enabled President Wash- 
ington to begin the actual construction of the — buildings, which gave a 
value to lands theretofore valueless. The building of the Capito] converted a 
wilderness into city lots, the proceeds of the su’ uent sales of which enabled 
the commissioners to continue the work on the public buildings until 1798, when 
the first appropriation from the Federal Treasury was available. 

In a letter to Thomas Jefferson, Secretary of State, dated March 31, 1791, Gen- 
eral Washington says: 

“The terms entered into by me on the part of the United States with the land- 
holders of Georgetown and Carrollsburg are that all the land from Rock Creek 
as the river to the Eastern Branch, and so upwards to or above the ferry, in- 
cluding a breadth of about 1) miles, the whole containing from 3,000 to 5,000 
acres, is ceded to the publicon condition that when the whole shall be surveyed 
and laid off as a city (which Major L’ Enfant is now directed to do) the present 
as shall retain every other lot; and for such part of the land as may 

taken for public use for squares, walks, etc., they shall be allowed at the rate 
of £25 ($66.67) per acre, the public having the right to reserve such parts of the 
wood on the land as may be thought to be preserved for ornament; 
the land-holders to have the use and its of all the und until the city is 
laid off into lots and sale is made of these lots, which by this ent be- 
come public rty. Nothing is allowed for the ground whi is occupied 
as streets an ” (See Sparks, volume 10, page 147.) 

Mr. Jefferson, replying under date of April 10, says: 

“The acquisition of ground is really noble, considering that only £25 an acre 
is to be paid for any ground taken for the public, and the streets not to be con- 
sidered, which will in fact reduce it to about £19per acre.”” (Varnum, page 27.) 

In the report of Thomas Mu superintendent of public buildings, dated 
Fe 27, 1816, and embracing the receipts and expenditures in relation to 
the public buildings from 1791 to 1816, the moneys advanced by Virginia and 
Maryland are carried into the eral accounts of receipt, with appropriations 
from the ral Treasury and with the proceeds of the sales of and other 

roperty. In the report of the Committee on Public Buildings, made to the 
Rote of Representatives on February 16, 1820, the following —- is used : 

" Before closing their report the committee think it proper to observe that i 
so far as the public buildings have advanced, the unex expenses of their 
repairs, since their on, inclusive, the appro ns heretofore made 
and to be made, until they are completed, can y be considered for the most 

rt as advances made at the Federal Treasury, which will be reimbursed by 
the sale of the public property in the city of n, which has cost the 
Government but little. At the time ofthe cession of this property as the seatof 
Government, it, the property, was considered as a source of revenue which 
would be amply sufficient for the erection of the public buildings, and if the 
document herewith presented, marked D, is not unreasonable, it will yet be suf- 
ficient to such as are undertaken. But for their destruction there is 
no doubt of correctness of the calculation made many years since of the 
sufficiency of the fands for its object.” 

Document D, referred to, concludes that— 

“If this expectation shouid be realized it will appear that the public build- 
ings nave been erected from the proceeds of property created by locating the 
seat of Government in this place, and that a fund will remain for further im- 

rovements. 
* Mr. Meigs, in a report from the Committee on the Expenditures upon the 
—= ic Buildings, made to the House of Kepresentatives March 21, 1820, remarks 
~ 

“It appears that the valuation of the public lots and actual amount of sales, 
added to the donations from the States «f Virginia and Maryland, exceed the 
national expenditure = lic buildings by nearly $400,000." (See 
State Papers, volume 11, iseliencoen. 

Thus it appears from reports of commissioners and committees that the Gov- 
ernment has realized more from the sales of lots than it paid from the 


’ 
as wellasa sum in excess of the amount advan to its use by the States 
of Virginia land, 

The land obtained by President W: nm would have remained of little 
value but for the action of Virginia and land advan 92,000, which 


ve a fixity and ence, by actual construction of the public buildings, to 
the national ca a to the wilderness the quality of city lots. 
This $192,000 not only the public buildings, but it a ted the 
value of the public yeopest obtained from the jand:-holders by making the con- 
struction of the public buildings certain, which, without that action these 
States, could not have been begun, as had not appropriated any 
money for the public buildings. In this double t, first, of enabling the com- 
missioners to go on with the public buildings, and, secondly, of the valae im+ 
rted tothe city lots, must the action of these States be reviewed. So far 

bei a@ mere selfish act to secure the benefits of adjacency to the Federal 
tal, this advance by these States was the means of making valuable the whole 
property acquired by President W: for the Government. The site of 
the on the Delaware had been ee Oe eee Ee Seenee So cae, 
mence the public buildings. A like fate overhung that on the Potomac, an 
would probably have tee it had aes Ve and Maryland furnished 
the mo that gave us and ng capital. 

Itis inconeelvable Shat two States of the Tnion would, for nearly fift 
years, by joint resolutions of their General Assemblies, unanimously sdegted, 
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persistently instruct their Senators and request their Representatives to urge 
n the Co the payment of an improper claim. 
he General Assembly of Maryland, by joint resolution in 1842, and by the 
testimonials of her agents in and by joint resolutions of February 20, 1878, 
and again by joint resolutions of 1882, and the State of Virginia 7 joint reso- 
lutions - 1850 and subsequently, have urged upon the Congress the payment 
of these advances. 

It is not = that Legislature after Legislature in tavo States from 1847 to 
1884 could have been so constituted as not to have contained a single member 
in either house who would not have a and denied the right of the 
States to a return of this money if the law and the facts of history had not, in 
the opinion of the Legislatures of these States, fully established these transac- 
tions to have been advances, and not grants, ,or donations. It is con- 
tended that these States have slept upon their rights in the matter of their 
claims; but it must be remembered that the Government has not always been 
in a condition to mect these demands, not being out of debt until 1837, and it 
ean be justly urged that the Government, being the recipient of the favor, 
ve made the first movement towards its repayment. 

The long delay, the very “staleness of this claim,” is consonant with the 
very spirit of th essence of an advance. These 
States designed that the infant Government of the United States, then without 
money or credit, should  <? the use of their money so long as the United 
States was burdened with debt and unable to repay without embarrassment. 
In that spirit no demand for repayment was made while the Revolutionary 
debt and debt of the war of 1812-15 were unpaid. The first surplus of any 
amount in the United States Treasury was sees in 1836, and was distributed 
that winter; the panic of 1837 so prostrated all kinds of business that only three- 
fourths of the surplus was distributed ; the remaining fourth never was distrib- 
uted. There was no surplus again reported until 1841, and Maryland made her 
demand in 1842 and Virginia in 1850. Thus early these States instituted ste 
for the collection of these advances; their applications have been favorably 
nate, and upon two occasions 


considered by committees of the House and 
bills for their relief have the Senate, but failed to be reached in the 
House. 


The Government has neglected its duty in this regard, and the States, after a 
lapse of nearly half a century, and embarrassed in their own financial affairs, 
and when in the mean time the Government had become pr rousand wealthy, 
sought and have been constantly seeking to reclaim these advances. In a trans- 


action marked with such otic devotion, it was not unbecoming in the States 
to wait long and ntly in expectation that the money advanced would be 
tendered without ent of a demand. 


eem 
The States of Maryland and Virginia now, through their respective Legis- 
latures, request the repayment of their advances, and by such request have 
placed a construction upon the acts of their States which it would be unjust and 
ungrateful for the Government as a beneficiary to reject or deny. 


ie reading, 
Mr. SHAW. I ask that the further reading of the report be dis- 
pensed with, and if no gentleman desires to be heard I will now ask 
that the committee report the bill back to the House favorably. 

Mr. KERR. I do desire to discuss the pending proposition and to 
offer some amendments. 

Mr. SHAW. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. KERR. I will take the floor when you get through. I wish to 


say—— 

Mr. SHAW. I will yield to the gentleman such reasonable time as 
he may desire if he will state what time he wants. 

Mr. KERR. There are a number of gentlemen on this side of the 
House who desire to be heard in opposition to this bill. As faras Iam 

nally concerned I would not want over ten minutes, but I know 
oa or four gentlemen who desire to be heard in opposition to the 
ill. 

Mr. SHAW. I have no intention or desire to repress discussion on 
this bill. I only wish to retain the floor. I will yield ten minutes if 
you desire it. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to make a few remarks in opposition to certain 
features of this bill, and then there are other gentlemen who desire to 


heard. 
‘ The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland yield the 
oor? 

Mr. SHAW. I yield the gentleman ten minutes. 

Mr. KERR. I would like the entire time allowed under the rule, 
because I wish to occupy ten or fifteen minutes myself, and other gen- 
tlemen desire to speak on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be entitled to the floor if 
the gentleman from Maryland yields the floor. 

Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman from Maryland desires to retain 
the floor, but is perfectly willing to yield any reasonable time for the 
discussion of the measure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would suggest that if the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. SHAw] is prepared to proceed, that he proceed, or that 
he yield the floor. 

Mr. SHAW. I am perfectly willing to yield such time as gentle- 
men may want for the discussion of this measure; but I desire to re- 
tain the floor. 

Mr. KERR. We would need the entire hour. I willsay that there 
are other gentlemen on this side desiring to be heard on the bill. 

Mr. SHAW. I can not yield all the time I have. 

Mr. KERR. You can discuss it till you get through. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman trom Maryland yield to me for 
a suggestion? There are many gentlemen on this side of the floor that 
are not, soma positively opposed to this bill, but who oppose it 
when an important bill relating to an ancient claim against the Gov- 
ernment is brought in here, and the gentleman in charge of it, instead 
of presenting reasons why the House should adopt it, proposes hastily 
to move the previous question. I will suggest to the gentleman, for 
ie part, that I will, probably, be far more willing to support this 
bill if it were discussed. We have heard the report, and learn that 


there is a radical difference of opinion in regard to the merits of this 
bill. . Whatever there is in that, there can be no doubt as to the point 
that it is an ancient claim. 

It may be a just claim as well as an ancient one, but in such a case ag 
that the gentleman who advocates the bill should take the burden of 
proof and consume at least a part of his time in endeavoring to persuade 
the House to vote for the bill, and I am sure that the opposition to it 
is only increased by his declination to argue in favor of it himself. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I will say in reply to the gentleman 
from Dlinois [Mr. ADAMS] that the portion of the report which was 
read by the Clerk so succinctly sets forth all the facts in connection 
with this claim that I thought it would be satisfactory to every gentle- 
man who heard it. This claim is for money advanced by the States of 
Maryland and Virginia for the erection of public buildings here in 
Washington. It isan historica] fact, which I presume no gentleman 
will attempt to gainsay, that the State of Maryland advanced $72,000 
and the State of Virginia $120,000 to the National Government for that 
purpose, and that neither of those States has ever been reimbursed for 
those advances. They come here now, it is true, after the lapse of many 
years, asking the National Government to reimburse them for the ad» 
vances thus made, and it seems to me, sir, that it is aclaim based upon 
every principle of fairness, of justice, and of equity. The question may 
arise, and doubtless does arise in the mindsof many gentlemen, ‘*‘ Why 
was not this demand made before?’’ It has been made before. 

The first Congressional report upon this claim of which I have any 
knowledge was away back in 1850, when it was reported favorably to 
the first session of the Thirty-first Congress. It was again reported on 
May 29 of the same year by the Senate Committee on Claims. Janu- 
ary 6, 1852, it was again reported favorably in the House. That was 
in the Thirty-second Congress. On the 30th of January, 1852, it was 
reported to the first session of the Senate in thesame Congress. In 1853 
it was reported to the first session of the Thirty-third Congress; in 1884 
it was reported to the Forty-eighth Congress, in 1886 to the Forty- 
ninth, and in 1887 it was reported in the Senate during the second ses- 
sion of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

The claim also passed the Senate in the Forty-third Congress. In 
that body it had the support of such distinguished gentlemen as Sena- 
tors Seward and Fish of New York, and Senator Wade of Ohio, and 
in the discussion of the bill Mr. Seward used this language: 

Mr. a the State of Virginia, beyond all doubt, contributed to the 
erection of this Capitol and of those public edifices which we now use for the 
Government of the United States the sum here specified. She either advanced 
that money asa loan to be repaid at some future time, or she gave it to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. If this money was advanced asa loan, the ad- 
vance created a debt which it is now the duty of the Government to discharge. 
If, however, the money was contributed by way of gift or donation to the Gov- 
ernment of the Uni States I do not see that it materially alters the case. In 
the one case there would be an obligation already existing, a debt already to 
be paid for money which has been borrowed. In the other case there is an ad- 
vance which is the basis of a moral obligation which the Government may at 
any time recognize and assume, and that creates the debt. * * * This moral 
obligation strikes me as peculiarly appealing to the sense of honor of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. We are here occupying an edifice which was in 
part built for us by the State of Virginia; she is comparativel or; we are 
only toorich. I think it does not comport with the pride and inatiy of the 
United States that Congress and the Executive Departments should occupy 
halls for which they are indebted in whole or in part to the generosity of ro 
States. * * * Iam for discharging this obligation and securing to ourselves 
pa right to feel that this Government owes nothing but gratitude to these 
states, 


s 


Mr. Fish, of New York, said: 


Mr. President, I shall vote for the appropriation of this money with great 
pleasure. I do not care to consider the question whether this money was orig- 
inally loaned or granted. It is enough for me that the States now claim it as a 
loan, and I am willing to vote to pay them. * * * I vote for this bill on the 
pure merits of the claim. 


Mr. Wade, of Ohio, said: 


The language connected with the original grant, it being sometimes called a 
gift, sometimes a donation, sometimes an advance, sometimes one thing and 
sometimes another, would seem to imply that perhaps it was not then expected 
the money would be repaid. All these considerations, however, did not satisfy 
me that we ought not to repay the money. I care but little what the expecta- 
tion was at that time. If these States, actuated by magnanimity, and for the 
purpose of advancing the public good, gave us the money to erect the public 
buildings at that day, when our Treasury was comparatively empty, and when 
it was really an object to have such a donation, would repay them. * * * 
The greatstubborn fact still stands out that while the nation was poor we availed 
ourselves of the generosity of those States and took the money which they of- 
fered. Whether by way of giftor loan I care not. Atall events, those who had 
the right to say on what conditions they granted the money, now say it was by 
way of advancement to be repaid at some convenient time in the future. 

On this question I will not stand here to contend with a sovereign State, 
When she has made an advancement or loan, or even a donation, if you please 
to call it so, and we have availed ourselves of its benefits, I will not, when she 
asks to be repaid, and we have an overflowing Treasury, stand here to say that 
the money was a gift,and therefore ought not to be repaid. * * * Idonot 
wish to have this Government indebted to any State in this Union or to any- 
body. I shall feel that it is under an obligation to the States of Maryland and 
Virginia until this money shall have been paid. 


Mr. FITCH. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SHAW. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. FITCH. May I ask why it is that interest is proposed to be al- 
lowed to the State of Maryland from 1843 and to Virginia from 1850? 

Mr. SHAW. Interest is asked upon these advances only from the 
times when those States respectively first demanded repayment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Does the gentleman from Maryland say, then, 
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that it was not until 1843 that repayment was first demanded by Mary- 
land ? 

Mr. SHAW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In other words, the matter had slept for almost 
half a centary. 

Mr, SHAW. In 1843 the Legislature of Maryland passed a resolu- 
tion instructing her representatives in Congress to make a demand for 
her reimbursement 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The money having been advanced when? 

Mr. SHAW. iIn1790. In answer to the gentleman’s remark about 
the Jong delay in demanding repayment, I will say that that delay was 
in accord with the spirit in which the advance was originally made, 
because for a long series of years in our early history the General Gov- 
ernment was not in a condition to reimburse these States, probably not 
until 1512, and then the country became involved in war which resulted 
in the contraction of a debt, and while that debt existed and the na- 
tional Treasury was comparatively empty, it would not have accorded 
with the spirit in which this money was originally advanced for these 
States to have demanded repayment. 

And so it went along until 1836, when it may have been that the 
Government was in a condition to make repayment; but then came 
the panic of 1837, from which the country did not recover for six or 
seven years, and just at the expiration of that period, in 1842, Mary- 
land came forward and made demand upon the Federal Government 
for repayment of the advance in question. I say, therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this long delay was in accord with the spirit which prompted 
these States to do this generous act toward the Government of the 
United States. 

Now, as to the intention of these respective States to make demand 
“or repayment of this money, I will here remark that when the first 
resolution was pending before the ature of Virginia John Mar- 
shall, afterward Chief-Justice of the United States, was a member of 
that body—— 

Mr. KERR. I will ask the gentleman whether Virginia’s interest 
in this measure has not been assigned already to a corporation which 
proposes to build a railroad from this city te Mount Vernon ? 

Mr. SHAW. In reply to the gentleman I will state that the pro- 
visions of this bill estop Virginia from making any assignment of her 
claim in this behalf. She is to be paid only whatever may be due her 
on the adjustment of accounts between the Government of the United 
States aud the State; and as the State owes the Government more 
than the amount mentioned in this bill there will be nothing to assign. 

Mr. KERR. But has not the assignment been already made? 

Mr. SHAW. Not to my knowledge; at any rate it can not bind the 
United States. 

Mr. WISE. If Virginia is entitled to this amount, has she not a 
right to make any assignment of it she may please? 

Mr. KERR. But she has not a right to make an assignment and 
then ask the Government to pay the amount to her. 

Mr. WISE. What has any assignment by Virginia to do with the 
uestion of the settlement of this account between that State and the 
TInited States? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But waiving that, has not Virginia in fact made 

such an assignment? 

Mr. WISE. I do not know whether she has or not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Wasit not publicly stated in the Washington 
press a year or two ago that this had been done? 

Mr. WISE. I do not know, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, It was so stated repeatedly. 

Mr. SHAW. I willask the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bucu- 
ANAN], even if Virginia had made such an assignment, would that bind 
the Government of the United States? 

Mr, BUCHANAN. I think not, in view of the fact that the Gov- 





ernment is to-day the owner of a very quantity of bonds of the 
~— ef Virginia on which no interest has paid for years. 
r. SHA 


And this bill provides for an adjastment of accounts 
between the Government and the States, for a set-off. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I think the gentleman will find that in another 
bil) of this series. 


Mr. WISE. No, sir; it is in this bill. 

Mr. SHAW. It is in this bill; and I will further state that the bill 
upon which the gentleman from New Jersey signed a minority report 
was not the bill reported favorably to this House. In the bill to which 
the gentieman’s report referred, there was no ion for an adjust- 
ment. of accounts between the States and the ment. The gen- 
tieman, unfortunately, got hold of the wrong bill; and whilst I indorse 
the views of the minority so far as they apply to that feature of the 
bill upen which the minority report was made, I am glad to inform 
= gentleman that they do not apply tothe bill now enter considera- 

LO. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This bill, then, differs from the other in this re- 
spect only, that it provides for an adjustment of all accounts? 

Mr. SHAW. For an adgjustment of accounts between the States and 
the Government. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does it differ in any other respect? 

Mr. SHAW. Not so far as I know. vr 


Mr. FITCH. Has it not been the rule that the Government pays 
interest on advances only in cases where the individuals or co: 
edvancing the money have themselves paid interest or lost the inter- 
est ? 

Mr. SHAW. That, I believe, is the rule laid down by Attorney- 
General Wirt; but in ‘this connection I will state there has never been 
a time, I believe, from the day that Virginia made this advance down 
to the present moment that she has not been in debt and paying in- 
terest. I am sure this has been the case with regard to Maryland. As 
the report recites, Maryland sold valuable lands in the vicinity of Cam- 
berland which contained vast mineral wealth. She took that money 
and advanced it to the Government of the United States when she her- 
self was in debt and paying interest; and she has been in debt from 
that time to the present moment. 

Mr, ‘WISE. ‘The gentleman will allow me to state that the same 
thing i2 true in regard to Virginia. 

Mr. SHAW... So that these circumstances, then, would bring this 
case within the decision of the Attorney-General. Here are two States 
that have paid interest and have lost interest from the time these ad- 
vances were made, but in their generosity they demand interest upon 
their respective claims only from the time that they first demanded 
payment at the hands of the Federal Government. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether 
the number of the bill under consideration is not House bill 1521. 

Mr. SHAW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, that bill is identical in terms with the bill 
of the Forty-ninth Congress upon which my report was founded. 

Mr.SHAW. No; I beg the gentieman’s pardon. 

= BUCHANAN. But I have the two bills here, and have com- 


Mr. WISE. Willthe gentleman from New Jersey allow me to call his 
attention to a provision to be found at the foot of page 2? 

Provided ,however, That any sum of money due by the State of Virginia to the 
_—— States shall be deducted from the amount found due to the State of Vir- 
ginia 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Precisely; I understand that, and that provision 
is found in House bill No. 1065 3 ofthe Forty-niath Congress, and upon 
which I made my report. 

Mr. WISE. But it covers your objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But I understood there was something else in 
the present bill different from that bill. 

Mr. SHAW. Ifthe gentleman will refer to the views ofthe minor- 
ity on this question in the Forty-ninth Congress he will find that they 
were based upon House bill No. 2504, and will also find that the 
favorable report was on House bill No. 1065. I hold that report in my 
hand and will show it to the gentleman if he desires to see it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will state to the gentleman that a number of 
these bills were introduced by several different members, all of them 
being identical in terms, and I suppose the di in numbers 
arose simply from the fact that one member got hold of one bill, and 
another a similar bill but of a different number. 

Mr. SHAW. I again beg the gentleman’s pardon; that was not the 
case. It is true that several bills were introduced. One was intro- 
duced by a gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Cabell), and another by 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Compron]. ‘The bill favorably 
reported to the House was the bill introduced by Mr. Compton, and 
the gentleman who made the minority report got hold of the wrong 
bill, for the report shows that one of the objections urged aguinst the 
bill was that it did not provide for an adjustment of accounts between 
the United States and theseStates. Therefore I am sure that the gen- 
tleman would not have urged this objection against a bill that contained 
that provision. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Upon that special point. 
an ADAMS. Will the gentleman from Maryland allow me a ques- 

? 

Mr. SHAW. With 

Mr. ADAMS. This money waspaid in 1790and 1791. It must have 
been paid to some official of the woe States. onal ee 
edgment or receipt, by resolution of Congress or by any officer 
Government teed to receive money, which tends to show thatit 
was considered by the United States to be an advance of money on the 
part of these States, to be repaid by the General Government? 

I will say to the gentleman that I am aware of that part of the re- 
mayo which refers to an extract from a letter of President Washington; 

with the exception of that letter from President Washington to the 
commissioners is there any official evidence or any official information 
that the Congress of the United States regarded this as a loan of money 
to be refunded, rather than as a donation of money from the States? 

Mr. SHAW. I was going to state when interrupted that John 
Marshall, afterwards Chief-Justice of the Courtof the United 


Supreme 
States, at that time a member of the Legislature of the State of Vir- 
Caer wm at the time that the resolution proposing the advance 


Mr. ADAMS. eae Se snapanen Sogeeean Sane 
to make; but I will call his attention to the fact that he represented 
the State which was advancing the money or donating it. Now I ask 
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for the testimony of some one representing the other party, the United 
Sta 


tes. 

Mr. SHAW. But the gentleman asked the question as to whether 
there was any record evidence of this money having been paid to the 
United States. : 

Mr. ADAMS. No, not exactly that; but whether that record evi- 

which I suppose existed, does show whether the United States 
ed it as a loan to be repaid, or as a donation. : 
itr. SHAW. In the first place, I do not know whether it would be 
within the power of a recipient of a loan to decide as to the terms upon 
which he received it. 

Mr. ADAMS. No. 

Mr. SHAW. It seems to me that the party making the loan would 
also have something to say in regard to the conditions upon which it 


‘was made. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is true, but not in this case. This has been 
held to be a grant. Now you say it is nota grant, but an advance, and 
I ask you to prove that. I ask for any admission or any testimony on 
the part of the recipient, that is, either the Congress of the United 
States or of any custodian or officer of the United States who had 
charge of the tund, which would tend to show, asa part of the res gesix, 
to show that it was understood to be a loan and nota grant within the 
understanding that existed on the part of the recipient as well on the 
part of the donor. 

Mr.SHAW. The word ‘‘grant’’ was used in the original resolution; 
but in the Legislature of the State of Virginia, Judge Marshall, on his 
motion, had the word ‘‘grant’’ stricken out and the word ‘‘ advance’ 
inserted. It is to be presumed, of course, that Judge Marshall knew 
the meaning of the terms that he used. 

Mr. ADAMS. Undoubtedly. But that is an act on the part of the 
person who advances the money. 

Mr. WISE. Let mesuggest to the gentleman from Illinois that this 
is not on a par with a person loaning money. It was an act on the part 
of the State. 

Mr. ADAMS. Exactly, but the State was the party. 

Mr. WISE. It was a public act, not a private one. 

Mr. ADAMS. I am aware of that; but my question was whether 
it was understood on the part of the recipient to be a loan to be re- 
turned, or whether it was understood to be a donation. 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me tosug- 

t an answer ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. I want information upon the subject. 

Mr. RAYNER. Suppose I say that I will loan you $10,000, and you, 
without saying a word, take it; is that a loan or a gift? 

Mr. ADAMS. Ah, bat that is not the case here. I have already 
said I will accept a grant, but not a loan. 

Mr. RAYNE Suppose there is nothing said. Suppose the States 
of Maryland and Virginia, both of them, say, ‘‘ We will loan or advance 
to the United States this money,’’ and the Government takes it under 
the conditions prescribed by the act authorizing the transfer of the 
money from the State treasury to the United States Treasury, asin this 
case; is that a loan or a gift? 

Mr. ADAMS. Without any other condition? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. But that is not the case here, for there was a state. 
ment on the aa of the United States that it would accept a grant- 
That being case, there isa presumption that nothing else was under- 
stood, and that the United States accepted this money as a grant. 
Now, I would admitthat you might overcome that presumption; and 

I only ask you whether there is official evidence to overcome it. 

Mr. RAYNER. The evidence that surrounds the advancement of 
the money, the acts of the Assembly of Maryland and of Virginia, 
and another act that was adopted by Virginia by which the capital 
was to be located at Williamsburgh, or making provision for the fee 
tion of the capital, and the repeal of that act and the enactment of this 
new act, all go to show conclusively that this was an advancement of 
money and not a donation, 

Mr. ADAMS. Not conclusively. 

Mr. RAYNER. I say that I agree to the proposition that if this was 
a donation by Maryland and by Virginia they have not got the right to 


recover. 

Mr. ADAMS. They have the right to ask for it. 

Mr. RAYNER. They have the right toask for it, but they have no 
right to collect or claim it. men a acts of the Assembly, and 
looking at the circumstances surrounding the passing of these acts and 
at the fact that the title of the act was changed from the words “ Vir- 
ginia should present” to the words “ Virginia should advance,”’ or from 
the word ‘‘grant”’ to “‘advance,” and remembering that the most 
eminent lawyer that we have ever had in this country prepared that 
act and changed the title of the act from making a donation to making 
an advancement, I say it is clear that it was not a gift. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour hasexpired. The gentleman has five 
minutes of his time remaining. 

The committeeaccordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Dockery that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
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1521) to provide for paying certain advances made to the United States 
by the States of Maryland and Virginia, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was re- 


ceived by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that 
the President had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 


An act (H. R. 11139) to authorize the building of a bridge or bridges 


across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; 


An act (H. R. 11262) to authorize the construction of bridges across 


the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Richmond, Nicholas- 
ville, Irvine and Beattyville Railroad; 


An act (H. R. 11764) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency 


in the appropriation for the contingent expenses of the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and 


An act (H. R, 1152) for the relief of the legal representatives of Eliza 


M, Ferris. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the House now resolve itself into 


Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering the river and harbor bill. 


The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 


seemed to have it. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 69, noes 13. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 


from Indiana [Mr. CHBADLE] and thegentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
BLANCHARD]. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 152, noes 11. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11765) making appropriation 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill for information be dispensed with. 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made, and the Clerk will read the 
bill. 

The Clerk proceded to read the bill. 

Mr. DUNHAM (interrupting the reading of the bill). Mr. Chair- 
man, I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors whether he intends to make a statement in regard to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD] asked unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill for 
information should be dispensed with, but objection was made by the 
gentleman from lowa [Mr. Kerr]. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I unferstand that; but what I want to get at 
is —— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman can not interrupt the reading of 
the bill unless the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr] withdraws his 
demand for the reading. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No; but my understanding is that if the chair- 
man of the committee intends to make a statement with regard to the 
provisions of this bill, the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Kerr] will prob- 
ably not insist upon its being read in full at this time. Therefore I 
would ask the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to 
state what are his intentions in regard to that matter. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Regular order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the further reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. SOWDEN and Mr. HIESTAND. I object. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, there is no disposition on the 
part of the committee to consume time in the general discussion of this 
bill, and unless some gentleman desires to speak upon the bill gener- 
ally, I will now ask unanimous consent that it be read by paragraphs 
for amendments. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I have a substitute which I propose to 
offer for the entire bill, and which I desire to discuss in connection with 
the bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. CRAIN. An hour, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. KERR. I rise for the purpose of answering the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. The gentleman says 
that there is no disposition to discuss this bill unless some information 
about itis required by members. [I find that the report of the com- 
mittee contains very little information in regard to the matters con- 
tained in the bill, and I would like to hear from the chairman of the 
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committee, if he knows, the reasons for appropriating the various items 
proposed to be appropriated in this bill. There are several hundred 
items provided for in the bill, appropriations for a large number of 
creeks and rivers the very names of which I have never heard before, 
and I would like to know from the chairman of the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors what particular reasons there are appealing to the 
judgment of this House why these appropriations should be made, and 
unless he can give us that information we shall be voting in the dark. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘The chairman of the committee was unfortu- 
nate enough not to hear distinctly the remarks of the gentleman from 
Iowa. 

Mr. KERR. I say that this bill contains several hundred items pro- 
posing appropriations for a large number of creeks, rivers, and harbors, 
the names of which I have never heard before. 

Mr. SPINOLA. You could not pass the civil-service examination, 
then, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KERK. Perhaps not, but I would like to know what special 
reasons exist for making these appropriations, and I think that infor- 
mation ought to be found in the report of the committee. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. In reply to the gentleman from Iowa, 1 would 
state that it is perhaps unfortunate for the committee, as well as for 
the gentleman himself, that he does not happen to know even by name 
all of the rivers in the various States of the Union. There are per- 
haps one hundred and fifty items of appropriation in this bill, every 
one of which was in the bill of last session which this House 
by more than a two-thirds vote, and passed the Senate by a two-thirds 
vote. This bill appropriates in round numbers $11,900,000 in the ag- 
gregate. It is based upon the Engineer’s reports, which are now be- 
fore me and which are accessible to the gentleman from Iowa and to 
every other gentleman upon this floor. The appropriations in the bill 
are predicated upon the estimates of the Chief of Engineers, which 
aggregate $36,000,000 for the fiscal year 1890. This bill, therefore, ap- 
propriates a little less than 33} per cent. of the amount which the 
Chief of Engineers says can be profitably expended during that fiscal 
year upon works of this character, and is but little more than one-half 
as large as the river and harbor bill passed at the last session of this 
Congress. 

As for the reasons for inserting the particular items which go to make 
up the bill, I refer the gentleman to the Engineer’s reports, which are 
contained in four volumes and are to be had in the document-room of 
the House. 

I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], 
who desires to address the committee. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the committee has gen- 
erously yielded me thirty minutes, with the understanding that he will 
give me more time if I require it. 

The objection I have to this bill is thatit does not appropriate enough 
money to carry on the various works of internal improvement now pro- 
gressing under the conduct and management of the Engineer Corps of 
the Army. I would be pleased to have the chairman of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors tell us why it is that this session of Congress is to 
be asked to vote for an aggregate appropriation of a little more than 
$11,000,000, when the last session of this Congress, by a two-thirds 
vote of the House of Represéntatives and by a very large majority in 
the Senate, appropriated nearly $23,000,000? Is there anything in the 
present local condition of the various works of internal improvement 
throughout the country which demands this reduction ? 

Is there anything in the condition of the fands in the Treasury of 
the United States which requires a more economical or an inadequate 
appropriation from thisCongress? We are told by the Democrats, and 
the statement is acquiesced in partially by the Republicans, that there 
isa large surplus inthe Treasury. ‘The Democratic party in this House 
wrestled for seven long months with the problem, ‘‘ How shall we re- 
duce taxation in order to prevent a surplus accumulation in the Treas- 





-ury of the United States? ’’ and to-day the Kepublican majority in the 


United States.Senate refuses to concur in our resolution to take a holi- 
day recess because it is so anxious to pass a tariff-reform bill for the 
purpose of reducing revenue and thereby preventing the accumulation 
ofasurplus. Certainly, then, the committee can not justify itself in 
bringing in a bill of this character upon the hypothesis that there is not 
sufiicient money in the Treasury to-day or that there is not likely to be 
when the appropriation becomes available to meet appropriations ade- 
quate for the judicious continuance of the works already projected. 

Is there anything, I ask the committee, in the local condition ofthe 
various works of public improvement which justifies this reduction of 
50 per cent.? If there be nothing, then this committee stands without 
any basis to rest upon, unless it be of a quasi-political character or un- 
less it be upon the apprehension that the Executive may veto a larger 
appropriation. And in this connection I call the attention of the House 
to this fact, that in making these appropriations the question should 
not be in the mind of any Representative whether the President will 
exercise his veto power or not. The question is not whether this is a 
short session and there may therefore be danger of not passing any bill; 
but the question is, are these improvements necessary on account of 
their national character and on account of their commercial importance? 

J applied to the Chief of Engineers to ascertain whether there was 
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anything in the local condition of these works which would justify the 
expenditure of a less sum than that which was appropriated in the first 


session of this Congress. I wrote him two letters, which I will read; 
and then I will read his replies: 


HovusE oF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., December 13, 1888. 
Dear Sir: Will you kindly inform me whether there is anything in the status 
of the operations being conducted under your general direction for the improve- 
ment of the rivers and harborsof the country which would demand the expendi- 
ture of a less sum of money during the next fiscal year than the amount which 
has been available during the present fiscal r? Has not the 


yea priation 
for the present fiscal year been expended as rapidly as local condi ons would 
authorize? 


Your obedient servant, 


W. H. CRAIN, 


Member of Congress, Texas. 
General Casry 


Chiey of Engineers, United States Army. 


Wasurnertor, D. C., December 13, 1888, 


DEAR Str: Will you kindly furnish me answers to the following questionsat 
your earliest convenience? 


1. What is the estimated amount of money under the present scheme which 


it is contemplated will furnish 20 or 25 feet of water on veston Bar; and what 
amount is estimated for 30 feet? 


2. What is the estimated amount for the carrying out of the scheme for the 
improvement of Aransas Pass, Texas? ; 
I will state that both these points are in my district. 
3. How much of the last appropriation for Galveston will be available on the 
Ist day of June, 18897 


4. What amount will be available on the Ist day of June, 1889, of the last ap- 
propriation for Aransas Pass? 


5. What amount do you say can be profitably expended at Galveston during 


the next fiscal year? 


6. What amount do you say can be profitably expended at Aransas Pass dur- 
ing the next fiscal year? 

. Is it not disadvantageous to river and harbor improvements to make lim- 
ited appropriations instead of appropriations in accordance with your official 
estimates and recommendations? And if s0, why? 

8. Would there not in reality be a saving to the Governmentif annual appro- 
priations for river and harbor improvements were made sufficiently large to 
enable the engineers in charge of the work to continue their operations without 
cessation? And is nota large amount of money annually wasted in repairing 
damages done during the interval between the auto of the cessation of work oc- 
casioned by the exhaustion of one appropriation and the time when another 
becomes available? And does not the occasional failuré of Congress to pass a 
river and harbor bill occasion the use of a large portion of the next appropria- 
tion in repairing works and the plant used in carrying them on? 

9. Is not the failure of the Army engineers to accomplish contemplated im- 
provement within a Cg time very y attributable to the ref or failure 
of Congress to furn them with sufficient funds annually to carry on their 
work er. 

10. Would not the improvement of our national harbors and rivers be very 
much facilitated and be made less expensive if Congress were to make an an- 
nua! appropriation to be expended upon such ar ge pm under the diree- 
tion of the Secretary of War. and if the present driblet system of river and har- 
bor appropriations were abandoned ? 

As I desire to use your replies within the next few days, I will be greatly 
obliged if you will furnish them at the earliest ‘ible moment. 

I have the honor to be, general, your ient —— 


Generali Casry, 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 
I will now read the replies which I received from the Chief of En- 
gineers to these pertinent questions: 
Wasnincron, D. C., December 17, 1888. 


Srr: I beg leave to state, in reply to your letter of the 13th instant, received 
on the 15th, that in forming the estimates for the present fiscal year ending June 
omical istration of the works was, as far as ble, 


econ ae 
taken into consideration, as well as the ave’ grants for each work during 


the past few years; but the ons in the last river and harbor act for 
the year were very below these estimates. 
The estimates submitted to the nt session of Con for the vear end- 


ing June 30, 1890, were formed wi 
known to demand their reduction. 

The lateness at which the appro tions for the year ending June 30, 1889. 
were made prevented any expenditure in the early of the present fiscal 
year, but the appropriations are now being expended as rapidly as the season 
will admit consistent with the proper conductof the works. Itis probable that, 


with the tion of a few works, the greater part of the approp: ns will be 
expended within a year. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servan 


the same end in view, and thereis no reason 


t. 

THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Chief of 

Hon, W. H. Crary, 

United States House of Representatives. 

When I asked a member of the River and Harbor Committee why it 
was that the committee had appropriated in this bill only 50 per cent. 
of the appropriations of last year, I was met by thestatement thata large 
amount of money was still in the hands of engineers. rtainly that 
is the fact; but those engineers have made contracts, and the appro- 
priations are subject to those contracts; seven months remain for the 
expenditure of the balances still in the Treasury subject to the drafts 
of the = in oes respective works of improvement; and 
the Chief of Engineers h says that thereis nothing in the status of 
these works which would j a reduction below the estimates which 
he has made, and which, to the statement of the chairman of 
the committee, have been reduced to about 334 per cent. 

In reply to the other letter the Chief of Engineers says: 

Wasuineton, D. C., December 17, 1888. 
Sin: I beg leave to make the following replies to the interrogatories in your 
letter of the 13th t: 


To question 1. The Board of Engineers to which the subject of the improve: 
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ment of the entrance to Galveston Harbor was refe in a report dated Jan- 

uary 21,1886 (Annual Report Chief of Engineers for 1 t 2, page 0 

ry ty of — — A = — depth of water outside at 
\, T aggregate lengt D f eet. 

The estimated cost of jetties out to the crest of the bar, $3,000,000, and that this 

amount would — give two-thirds of the depths that jetties carried out to 

— 30-foot curves woul give. These estimates suppose that the money would 


su as fast as 

But, in the opinion ofthe board, the depths which jetties will maintain can not 

be stated with precision. The case differs widely from that of the South Pass of 
the Mississippi, where the scouring current results from the outflow of a large 
-river. At Galvan, ‘ore the watercan flow out (to produce scour), the tidal 
basin must b> filled from the seaand the area of the inflow is materially affected 
by the contraction caused by the construction of the jetties. For this 
reason the em is somewhat indeterminate, and it is impossible to foretell 
with exactness the depth which can be obtained with the works that are pro- 


To question 2, The original cstimate of the cost of the work at Aransas Pass 
is $2,052,543. The amount poe for completion (in addition to the appropri- 
ation of August 11, 1888) is $1,471,000. 

To question 3. The last soereumntion (of August 11, 1888) for Galveston en- 


















































for the money expended. A generation will have been born and gone to its 
grave between the beginning and the ending of an enierprise which a healthy 
syndicate would have prosecuted to completion within six years at furthest 
after commencement and been in the enjoyment the balance of the time ofa 
liberalincome from the money invested, 

So it is with the two ports I represent and which are appropriated 
for in this bill, one in the sum of $300,000 and the other in the sum 
of $65,000. It is estimated by the engineers that it will take $6,200, - 
000 to complete the work at Galveston Harbor, and about $1,400,000 
at Aransas Pass. Giving $300,000 a year for the port of Galveston 
how long will it take to complete the work if it be conceded that every 
session of Congress will witness the passage of a river and harbor bill 
making an equal appropriation, and that the President’s veto will never 
be interposed? Mr. Chairman, it will take thirty years at least to 
complete the work contemplated, because of the fact that a large 
amount annually, as I have already stated, and as has been stated and 


explained by the Chief of Engineers in his letter, will necessarily have 
“Te ccassien 0 Hie peckable cumuent ties will be available July 1. 1889, for | to be expended in repairing damage done by the elements, by marine 
Aransas Pass is $30,000. 


insects, and to the plant used in carrying on the work. 

How long with the same conditions existing will it require to com- 
plete the work at Aransas Pass? Twenty years at least. And shall 
the twenty States and Territories west of the Mississippi, covering 
more than two-thirds of the territorial area of the country, exclud- 
ing Alaska from the computation, having one-fourth of the population 
of the country, furnishing more than 75 per cent. of the grain and beef 
exported to European markets—shall all that territorial area, with its 
millions of people—and remember that four Territories out of this area 
will be admitted as States if the action of the Democratic caucus is to 
be taken as an indication of the action of the House and the Senate— 
be compelled to wait? 

Must that territory and those people wait from twenty to forty years 
before they will have an opportunity to ship their surplus products to 
Europe from a port on the coast of Texas? San Francisco is very 
nearly 1,000 miles nearer to the Texas coast than it is te New York. 
Denver is 730 miles nearer to the ‘coast of Texas than it is to New 
York; and when we take into consideration that everything that is 
shipped from Denver, for instance, or points similarly situated, has to 
pass through St. Louis, which is about equidistant from Galveston and 
Denver, and that there is an additional cost of transportation from St. 
Louis to New York, while at the same time the transportation across 
the ocean from Galveston or Aransas Pass to Liverpool will be but a 
fraction more than frém New York to Liverpool, it is easily seen how 
much benefit will be conferred upon the people in the vast area west of 
the Mississippi, as well as upon the people of the entire country, by 
these improvements. 

But, Mr. Chairman, will these improvements or either of them be 
obtained by these driblet appropriations? I complained somewhat at 
the last river and harbor bill because it did not give to Aransas Pass 
or Galveston the amount that I thought they should receive even in an 
annual bill; but at the same time I told my people, in written com- 
munications upon this subject, that when it became evident to the 
Congress of the United States that the work being carried on by the 
engineers would be successful, and that the tentative efforts of the local 
engineers in charge would demonstrate the feasibility of the schemes, I 
had no doubt Congress would recognize the national importance of the 
work and increase the annual appropriations. 

But what do I find? When I read the bill, which evidently, with all 
due t to the committee, was not studied, because it was impossi- 
ble in the very nature of things after this House had organized on the 
3d of December, for that committee to bring ina bill on the 12th of De- 
cember to which they had given their best efforts—it must be conceded 
that they took the bill of last year and scaled it down 50 per cent. asa 
rule, with certain exceptions. They gave to Galveston $50,000 more 
than the one-half to which it would have been entitled on that basis, 
and to Aransas Pass a sum $15,000 more than the $59,000 to which it 
would have been entitled under that proportion. But what do these 
sums amount to, practically considered? What are $65,000 to complete 
a scheme requiringa million and a half dollars? What are $300,000 
when contrasted with the great amount required for Galveston? They 
are mere drops in the bucket. It is absolutely money wasted to make 
these driblet appropriations. 

I believe that the proper system for making such internal improve- 
ments would be to have a board of engineers to determine upon certain 
places upon which all the money appropriated shall be expended until 
the work had been accomplished, and then take up new points. 

But this system has been entered upon by this Government as a part 
of its policy, and as this system will never go down until it is buried 
beneath the eternal covering of public izdignation, I, representing 
these two ports, accept the situation; but I ask at the hands of this 
committee and at the hands of this House an appropriation consistent 
with the national importance of these respective works, and consistent, 
in part at least, with the recommendation of the Chief Engineer. The 
Chief Engineer in his letter tome says that $200,000 is the least amount 
that can be profitably expended at Aransas Pass, and that $500,000 
should be expended, and he recommends an appropriation of $1,000,- 
000 for Galveston. 


And in considering this question, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I call 


To question 5. The amount that can be profitably expended at Galveston dur- 


ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, as stated in annual report of 1888, page 
178, is $1,000,000. . 


To —— 6. The least amount that can De remaaity c ded at Aransas 
Pass during the same period is $200,000 (ann report of 1888, page 176), but it 
would be far more beneficial to the work, both as the ultimate cost and 
early completion, if this amount was increased to 000. 


That is the t trouble, Mr. Chairman, with all these river and 
harbor bills. anges make their estimates upon the supposition 
that Congress will make appropriations as rapidly as they become neces- 
sary. But what is the fact? Congress appropriates only from one- 
third to one-half of the amounts estimated by the Chief of Engineers. 
A large portion of that money is wasted in repairing damages to the 
works resulting from a failure of the appropriations necessary to enable 
the engineers in chargo to carry them on to completion, and in repair- 
ing damages to plant, attributable to the same causes. 

We have often heard it said that this Government should be admin- 
istered upon business | as yim I ask any gentleman on the floor this 
question: If he intended to make an improvement of any character, 
whether it was the construction of a fence or the erection of a building, 
would he begin in the latter case, for ee, by digging the founda- 
tions, then letting the work lie for six or twelve or eighteen months, and 
at the end of that time use what means he might have accumulated in 
repairing the damage which had been done by this neglect? Would 
he then build one story, and let that story remain for six or twelve 
months or two years, until he had accumulated money to build a sec- 
ond story, a portion of which money would have to be expended in re- 
pairing the damage done to the work by the elements or other causes? 

otat all. He would begin with the foundation and continue with- 
out cessation until the work was completed. 

But the Government of the United States, inthese river and harbor 
improvements, acts very differently. The order forthe survey is made 
to determine whether the contemplated improvement is feasible or 
not, or whether the commercial importance of the locality tributary to 
the projected improvements justifies the expenditure of the public 
money. Then the House of Representatives formulates a bill in which 
$10,000, $15,000, or $20,000 are appropriated to carry on the work; 
and when the committee formulating the bill is called upon to give a 
reason why the entire amount recommended is not appropriated sub- 
ject to local conditions, the answer is, ‘‘ You can not pass such a bill 


through the House,’’ or ‘Put it on in the Senate,”’ or ‘ The President 
will veto the bill.’’ 


To question 7 and the remaining questions. The effect in general of supply- 
ing insufficient amounts at —— periods for river and harbor improve- 


ments is paeeeere increase their cost, the amount of increase depending 
upon the nature of work and the object to be obtained. These remarks are 
wot cmap ion to te + Sey - areas oe eee 
sandy coasts, w are always of conside: ie magnitude, 
cause of character of the work to be done and the natural deterioration con- 
sequent upon delay, together with the movement of the sands, which tend to 
neutralize partially constructed; works or largely increase their cost of com- 
pletion, this class of work, more than any other, requires to be prosecuted vig- 
orously as well as continuously. 


In this connection I inclose an extract from the last annual report of Maj. 
Thomas H. Handbury, Corps of Engi 


on the of the construction 
of the canal at the Cascades of the Columbia River, Geeaen, which will illus- 
trate the subject under consideration. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. W. Hi. 


Crary, M. C., 
United States House of Representatives. 

The Chief of Engineers kindly sent me this report of Major Hand- 
bury, from which I will read the following extract. The engineer whom 
I am quoting is speaking with reference to the improvement of the Cas- 
cades of the Columbia River, Oregon, as suggested in the letter of the 
Chief of Engineers to which I have just referred, and he says: 


From the general outline given of the condition of the work, it will be seen 
that a little more than one-third of the excavation required to complete the 
canal has been accomplished, It is doubtful if so large a proportion of the 

* other necessary work is finished. 

To bring the canal to its present state with the small appropriations that have 
from time to time fallen to its lot, it has taken a period of twelve years. At this 
rate it will require per twenty-four years more before any benefit to com- 
merce will result from this work or the country receive the least remuneration 
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your attention to a remark made by the Father of the House in 1884, 
when the Eads bill was before this House for consideration. He said: 
I am in favor of appropriating for Galveston not because it belongs to the 
State of Texas, for it does not; but because it belongs to the entire country. 
Major Handbury continues: 
From 1876, the date of the first appropriation for this work, up to the present 
time but $1,142,500 have been made available for its prosecution, which is an 
average of about $95,000 per year. Various appropriations have been made dur- 








































ing this time, the tota! of which, as given above, if invested by an enterprisin 
company at4 per cent., the yearly interest on the investmentand the sum woul 
amount to $1,490,000, an excess over the amount appropriated of nearly $348,000, 
for which there is nothing to show, because the yearly interest, $79,600, is almost 
as much as the usual yearly appropriation made, 

To illustrate simply the effect which the policy of small appropriations for 


the work thus made wil] have upon its ultimate cost to the people, let us sup- 
pose that the work is estimated to cost $3,000,000, and that an annual appropria- 
tion of $100,000 is made for carrying it out, the time to be consumed in carrying 
out the project will be thirty years. The yearly appropriations, with their ac- 
camulated interest at 4 per cent., will, added, amount to $5,832,800, nearly twice 
as much as the estimated cost of the work. 

This demonstrates most clearly that the driblet system of appropri- 
ations, if carried on, will make every work of great magnitude cost 
nearly twice as much as the original estimates of the engineers having 
the matter in charge. 

Continuing, he says: 

If, instead of this, suppose that the annual appropriations had been made in 
ainounts as large as could be prudentially expended—say $500,000; under this 
mode the cost would be $3,449,000, a saving of $2,343,800, the work will be com- 


= in six years instead of thirty, and the people at once begin to reap the 
nefit of the money of the Government. 

That does not inciude the amount resulting from the destruetion and the re- 
newal of plant and appliances and other costs that must necessarily pertain to 
along term of years and small appropriations. Nor does it include the large 
amounts that result from the difference in freight rates on the commerce that 
would take this new route were the improvements finished, but which now 
goes by some other to market. If all works of this character were made before 
any advantage can accrue to commerce, it does seem that the policy of small 
appropriations running through a long term of years increases enormously 
their ultimate cost. 

Acting upon this idea, I propose, Mr, Chairman, to offer at the proper 
time for the consideration of this committee a substitute which is in 
effect and substance the act passed at the last session of this Congress 
with such alterations and modifications as the changed conditions make 
necessary, striking out all propositions for surveys. The amount of 
this bill would be a million or thereabout less than the amount of the 
appropriation at the last session. 

Now, I repeat my question to the chairman of the Committee on 
Riversand Harbors. What is the reason that your committee appro- 
priates only one-half of what it appropriated last year? What reasons 
are there for eliminating $11,000,000 from this appropriation for the 
continuation of these works, if they areto be completed? I understand 
there are no reasons given. The Chief of Engineers says there is no 
reason. Can it be because the river and harbor bill is unpopular? 

In answer to that I will read from the report of the chairman of the 
committee made during the last session. Here is his language: 

The largest river and harbor bill : yates to this one was that of 1882, which 
carried an appropriation of $18,738,875, upon estimates by the Chief ofEngineers 
that $23,224,300 could be protitably expended in the fiseal year. That bill ap- 


propriated 56) per cent. of the estimates. The President, exercising his consti- 
a joaveantive. returned the bill of 1882to the House without his approval, 
and the 


ongress, exercising its constitutional right, by a two-thirds majorit 
in each House, passed the bill, the executive veto to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing, and it became a law. 

‘Thereupon many of the newspapers at the great railroad centers raised a hue 
and cry against the act and inst those by whose votes it had been passed, 
making use in the attack of grossest misrepresen and personal abuse 
in the endeavor to blind the people to theirown intere-ts. But the greatmasses 
of the peopie in ail sections sustained the act, and the popularity ofthe river and 
harbor bill has grown apace. 


As it has grown apace the appropfiations suggested by the committee 
have decreased apace. ‘4 
Tt has come te be seen that it is of prime importanee for the protection of the 
ublie from the undue exactions of railroad eompanies that the great natural 
ighwuys of commerce, the water ways of the country, should be pinced in the 
best condition to compete with them, 
Aud how did you and your committee come to the conclusion to re- 
@uee it to 50 per cent. of what it was last year? 
Yon say: 
Your committee believe that at no time in the history of our Government have 


the people, with as great unanimity as now, demanded of Congress liberal appro- 
priations for rivers and harbors. 


That is what the gertieman said twelve months ago; and what does 


he say now? Of course when I am speaking of him I am speaking of 


him in his capacity as chairman of the committee. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Will my colleague permit me toask him 
& question ? 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART, ef Texas. I ask ifin your proposed substitute you 
seck to appropriate the amount recommended by the of War? 

Mr. CRAIN. No, sir. I propose as a substitute to introduce the 
bill which was passed by the last session of Congress, and which is in 
aceordance with the recommendation of your commi with such 
amendments as the Senate chose to put upon it. If I my way, I 


would propose a bill earrying the exact estimates in every instance of 


the Chie? of Engineers. 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Why do you notin your substitute pro- 
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have appropriated millions for their improvement where we appropria! 


bered that our commercial and 
then; the volume of our commerce has largely augmented. 


has it changed 
angmented then, it has still more largeiy augmented since then. 
our trade had improved then, it has still more largely improved now. 
If $22,000,000 were necessary 

this report, why is it that only $11,000,000 are necessary to-day after 
we have grown in population, increased 

commerce during the past year? 


appropriations, 
than in the bill of 1882. More rivers and more harbors are ap 
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pose to appropriate the amount recommended by the Secretary of War, 
and thereby follow your argument to its legitimate conclusion ? 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has ex- 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Iextend half an hourof my time to the gentle- 


pired. 


man from Texas [Mr. Cratn], The other half of my time I propose 
to reserve. I trust the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Texas 
in his own right. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas will proceed. 
Mr. CRAIN. I will answer my colleague by stating that I fear very 


much that, under the infiluenceof the Rivers and Harbors Committee, 
which is potential in this House, as we all know, even this substitute 
will not pass, although it is really the act of the committee at the last 
session, with such amendments as were put in by the Senate. Why, 
then, should . suggest another substitute which would be twice as 
lat ge tthe aggrégate amount appropriated in this bill? That is the 
answer to the g¢ntleman’s question. 
last year’s bill say: 


The committee in their report on 


Your committee believe that at no time in the history of our Government have 


the people, with as great unanimity as now, demanded of Congress liberal ap- 
propriations for rivers and harbors. 


If the people demanded these liberal appropriations with such una- 


nimity twelve months ago, is there any information in possession of 
this committee which they are able to give to the House that will show 
that the same unanimity does not now exist? 


Again, the chairman of the committee says very eloquently: 
No country on the giobe has been biessed equal to ours with water ways, and 


if we fail adequately to improve them we will be neglecting the opportunities 
afforded us by a bountiful Providence. 


What change has come over the spirit of the dreams of the committee 


that, after giving their sanction tosuch eloquent language twelve months 
ago, they should come in here to-day with a bill proposing to appro- 
priate only one-half as much, in the same country with the same water 
ways and blessed by the same all-bountiful Providence ? 


Again: 
Other nationalities, with rivers and harbors in no wise comparable & —. 
ou- 


I use this argument in support of my substitute, because it is much 


more strongly put than I can present it. The language is better than 
lean employ. It conveys my ideas accurately, and itis fortified by the 
wisdom of the fifteen gentlemen composing the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee in this House. 


Again the chairman says: 
While the present bill is a little larger than that of 1882, it must be remem- 
navigable interests have greatly increased since 


If that was the condition of this country twelve months ago, wherein 
since then? If the volume of our commerce had largely 
If 


then because of the reasons assigned in 


in trade, and augmented in 


The report says: 

The number of items,or separate in this bill ie nae eae 
The same thing can be said of the bill before the House to-day. In 
fact, there is less in this bill than there was in the act of last session, 
because there is no proposition for surveys, or for new improvements, 


but the appropriations are for ‘‘ con improvements,’’ for the con: 


The bill deals liberally with such works as will largely and generally facilitate 
the commerce of the country by opening up Oe ean Water ways to free and 
easy navigation. While pursuing this ; iey as to the water 
ways, the have not the smaller —< t is confi- 
dently asserted that no single appropriation is embodied in bill which isnot 
defensible by the reports and by the amount and value of commerce 

assert as their t, 
formed matters, that the aggregate of efit 
effected by the smaller appropriations is, in proportion tothe money e 
fully as great, if not greater, than that resulting from the larger 
Oftentimes a river, from tes oe age Eager” 4 n of country 
where there are no railroads, and where their r way affords to the people 
of such section the on!y means of access to and from the markets of the country 
save the ordinary country 


Upon this point I have nothing to say. I have no fault to find with 
the committee for selecting any place throughout the country which, 
in its eee ws ee ee a etemanenn 
an appropriation for provement. It as Z 
that every little rill, every little rivulet, which courses through any 
portion of the country lends its aid to swell the volume of the streams 
that bear their waters to the rivers and thence to the oceans upon 
whose bosom floats the commerce of the world; and consequently I | 
have no criticism to make of the committee in this respect; but I do 
complain that in making their appropriations they make them so small 
in certain cases that they are actually valueless or approximately value- 
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less; for, to my knowledge, the engineers in some instances retain the 
appropriation and refuse to expend it simply because it is too small to 
be a any advantage. In other cases the man who has had the contract 
one year monopoiizes it for the next year simply for the reason that the 
new appropriation is not large enough to enable any person to compete 
with the contractor who is already furnished with the plant necessary 
to earry on the work. 
Again say the committee: 
Your committee assert as ate deliberate sotamens, formed after a thorough 
that the aggregate of 


study of these benefit or by the smaller 
appropriations is, in proportion to the money expen: fully as great, if not 
greater, resulting from the larger appropriat 


What do the committee say upon the bill now before the House? 


The pu for which appropriations of this character are made is an entirely 
proper and legitimate one, and considering the number and extent of our water 
ways and the enormous value of the commerce by and dependent upon 
them, an annual allotment of even twenty millions a year would be a Timitless 
tively moderate sum for a country of the continental dimensions and lim 
resources of the United States to expend upon their improvement and main- 
tenance. 


Here isa confession of judgment on the part of the committee. They 
say that they propose to expend only $22,000,000 in round figures, yet 
in the report recommending this expenditure to the House they assert 
that an expenditure of $20,000,000 would be proper to be madein a coun- 
try of so large resources as the United States. Why, then, gentlemen 
of the committee, did you not recommend suchanexpenditure? Give 
this House some valid reason—some sound, substantial, intelligent rea- 
son—why you should not do what you say in your report ought to be 
done. 


As I have already said—and I can not repeat it too often—the Chief 
of Engineers says there is nothing in the status of these works that 
justifies the reduced expenditure. He says that it wi!l cost twice as 
much to carry them on to completion under the resent system as if 
the were judicionsly made; that, if the engineers were 
given enough money to carry on these works, they could accomplish 
them, but by the = of appropriations adopted there is a large 
waste of the annual appropriation for river and harbor improvements. 

But the committee go on to say: 

The objection to river and harbor bills urged by a portion of the public press 


of the country your cemmittee conceive to be ly upon editorial 
provincialism—that is, carelessness and want of knowledge of the needs and 
conditions of other localities thantheir own, So far as the people themselves 
are concerned, your committee is that there is no bill before Congress 


that eu:bodies more ular interest. and urgency and gives more general sat- 
isfaction than the bill for the care and improvement of our harbors and water 
ways. 


If this is se, gentlemen of the committee, why do you not respond to 
the public demand? Admitting your statement to be true—and I be- 
lieve it. to be true—why is it that when popular clamor asks for im- 

nts all over this country you do not respond to that clamor? 

f, as you say, there is no bill before this Congress which is so popular, 

which is so much liked by the people, which isso valued by all sections 

of the country, why is it that you do not conform your action te this 
suggestion and make your bill what it was last year? 

The committee continue: 

The able and experienced ns who at present fills the position of Chief 
ss Engineers has stated that after a most thorough and painstaking study and 


ion of the river and harbor bill of the late session of Congress—a bill 


which carried over $22,000,000—his conelusion was that not more than one-fifth 


L cent. of the same could ly be under th 6 - 
Sivteome’ which should Sonbeie antned bene the bill. ee 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the House to this sug- 
tion. Here is the River and Harbor Committee supporting its bill 

a suggestion that in the last. act not more than one-fifth of 1 per 
eent. of the items appropriated for might be classed as objectionable 
items. If that is so, why not put them in this bill? If they were not 
objectionable in the act of the last session, why are they objectionable 
in the present bill? 
Your committee make bold to say that no better showing, if as good, can be 
for any one of the appropriation bills passed this orformer 

Asa matter of fact the value of — improvement has no direct relation 
to its magnitude or cost. Theo ofaeom vely small stream or chan- 


nel entrance may be of as great Teneo tothe community interested in and 
to be affected by it as a vastly greater one to some other. 


With ing of 
om the —— ng of water tag ge ave reduced and the railroads 
wae do you not, ion appropriate money to open water navigation ? 
the canals freeze up I am told the railroads in the North and 
Yast raise their freight charges; and when spring comes, when the ice 
thaws and the canals can be used, then freights come down. You rec- 
ize this principle; you appeal ‘to this House to pass this bill because 
the assertion of this principle. Why do you not carry it ont by 
suatiieds the necessary appropriations so that the people of the United 
States can within a reasonable time enjoy the benefits that are to flow 


from competition against the railroads affected by water ways? But 


0 © pinch, you squeeze, you cut down, you pare, you economize 
your appro ions amount toa mere waste, except in certain 
are ons in the new bill are made about the same as 


bill. The committee goes on to say: 


Cae TRE SE Water nartaptine Slaps soe rethec’ ond the vallionds 
are forced to be reasonable in their charges; trade improves, production in- 














creases, and the community thrives—all because a few thousand dollars were 
expended in dredging away the bar at the mouth of the stream or removing 
the obstructions which rendered its navigation dangerous or costly. 

It may be urged that I object to this bill because the ports in my 
district have not been adequately provided for. I might refer to other 
places in the country which are in the same condition. I might call 
attention, for instance, to the improvement near Atgusta, in Georgia. 
I might allude to the fact that the small amount of money appropri- 
ated there for the improvement of the river is grossly inadequate; that 
$100,000 expended there would enabie Augusta to have the same com- 
merce which it had before the channel of the river had filled up by the 
sediment carried down by the spring floods. There are other cases of 


a similar character, but I will not detain this committee by referring 
to them in detail. 


The committee continues: 


The people of such neighborhood can never be convineed that the money was 
unwisely or unrighteously appropriated, nor wil) they object to similar expendi- 
tureselsewhere. « 

Why do you notappropriate it, then, if they can not be convineed that 
the money was unwisely or unrighteously appropriated? If that be 
the case, why do you not appropriate asuflicient sam in each case? You 
give a good reason for doing that which you do not do. 

The committee further says: 

So also of the cases where the stream furnishes the sole means of transporta- 
tion to a region otherwise inaccessible. 


Right here I may say, parenthetically, that the producers and con- 


sumers of the country would be more largely benefited by a judicious 


and liberal expenditure of the money for the improvement of the water 

ways in order that they might compete with the railroads than by the 

passage of interstate-commerce acts or by any other similar legislation. 
But the committee further says: 


It is not contended that these small appropriations should be unduly multi- 


plied, but it is insisted that they are legitimate when the facts are such as to 
warrant them. 


The United States Supreme Court has passed upon this question and estab- 
lisaed the legal limitation upon the improvement of navigation at the cost of the 
Federal Treasury, namely: Thatif the water way be one that forms or may form 
part of a commercial highway, either interstate or foreign, it may be appropri- 
ated for by Congress asa national highway. Nor is it needful that in « given 
ease the commerce to be benefited should be actually existent. It su‘ices that 
it should be clearly potential ; in other words, that its development can be rea- 
sonably anticipatedfrom the known and recorded facts. Otherwise some of the 
mest valuable water ways would wait development forever. Glasgow would 
be a fishing village still, had not the Clyde been dredged 

People who are children to-day in Galveston and Aransas Pass will 
reach men’s estate before the schemes contemplated by the Engineer 
department for the improvement of those ports will be completed 
under such a system as this, particularly when we take into consider- 
ation the fact that Congress may fail to pass a river and harbor bill or 
that the Presidential veto may be interposed. 

The committee says: 

The foreign ecommerce of the Mississippi Valley depends upon opening tho 
mouth of the river and keepingit open. Nor does the custem-house rating es- 
tablish the character of an improvement. Domestic commerce outweighs many 
times the foreign trade and does not need to pay custems duesto prove its value 


or national character. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have already stated, this substitute is in 
substanee the act passed at the last session of Congress with sach 
changes as I have been able to make from the hasty review to which I 
have been forced because of the unexpected report of the committee of 
the bill now under consideration. I had no idea, knowing the person- 
nel of that committee, the painc and laber they have bestowed on the 
improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country, that within nine 
days after the opening of Congress they would have been able to pre- 
cipitate wpon this House a measure carrying about eleven or twelve 
millions of dollars. Changes have been made in my substitute, which 
carries twenty or twenty-one millions of dollars, and I say in its sup- 
port if it were right to passit at the lastsession it is right to pass itnow. 

I defy any gentleman of the committee to point out any Jogical rea- 
son why the Congress of the United States should not pass a bill at this 
session similar te the one passed at the last session. No different con- 
ditions exist, except in isolated cases, and the appropriations are to be 
expended after the 30th of June next. As there is plenty of money in 
the Treasury, with no present expectation of the passage of a tariff bill, 
the Senate having shown that it will not support the Mills bill, passed 
by a Democratic House, and having every reason to believe the majority 
of the House will repudiate the Senate substitute—with a plethoric 
Treasury, with the people anxious to pass such a bill, as stated in the 
report of the committee from which I have just read, I ask, what good 
reason can begiven why itshould net pass? I appeal to the committee to 
giveany reason why my substitute ora kindred measure should not pass. 

I ask the committee, or any member of it, to give any reason why, 
if it was proper to appropriate $22,000,000 at the last session, it is not 
equally proper te appropriate enough money to enable the engineers 
of the Army to do enough work next year to justify the expectations of 
the people in the completion of these needed works of improvement. 
If we hold the engineers responsible, let us give them enough money to 
carry out their plans. 

How much time have [I remaining? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty minutes of his time 
remaining, 
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Mr. CRAIN. I will reserve that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors whether the general debate 
is to go on the rest of the afternoon, or whether we are to go into the 
bill for the purpose of amendment ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will say to thegentleman I am apprised that 
several gentlemen desire to speak, and I take it that the remainder of 
the afternoon will be expended in general debate upon the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas occupies an unique posi- 
tion with regard to this bill—the position of being the only member of 


Congress, certainly within the time that I have had the honor ofa seat | 


upon this floor, who ever opposed a river and harbor bill on the ground 
that the aggregate amount appropriated is not large enough. Hereto- 
fore every gentleman who has had occasion to oppose river and harbor 
bills has done so because in his judgment the amount appropriated had 
been too large. I sympathize with the position of the gentleman from 
Texas, for I myself would like to see a larger amount appropriated 
each year for river and harbor improvement than we have found prac- 
ticabie in the past to appropriate. 

The theory advanced by the gentleman from Texas is beautiful; but, 
Mr. Chairman, it is not practical. There is nothing in the world so 
practical as legislation and the methods of legislation, and by methods 
I mean the mode of procuring the passage of bills through a legislative 
body. It will be borne in mind by the Committee of the Whole that 
the largest river and harbor hill ever passed by the House was the one 
passed at the first session of this Congress, carrying in the aggregate 
something over $22,000,000, and we were enabled to pass a bill of that 
magnitude because of the fact that there had been no appropriation at 
all the preceding year, namely, at the second session of the Forty-ninth 
Congress. The large bill of last session was justified by the friends and 
tolerated by the enemies of river and harbor improvement in this House 
upon the ground of the failure of the appropriation for the preceding 
year. 

It will be remembered, Mr. Chairman, by those gentlemen in this 
House who have served here since the Forty-seventh Congress that 
there has been a failure of a river and harbor bill at the second session 
of every Congress from and inclusive of the Forty-seventh Co 
down to this time. The gentleman from Texas, too, well knows that 
at the short session of past Congresses we have been unable to pass 
even a small river and harbor bill; and yet he presumes to lecture the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, because, forsooth, learning a lesson 
from the experience of the past, we have not brought in a bill of $22,- 
009,000 or $23,000,000 and asked its passage at the hands of this Con- 
gress at its second session. The committee have not broughtin a larger 
bill for the good reason that it is not considered possible to enact into 
law a larger bill than the one we have presented. 

We have brought in a bill which we thought could pass. We have 
sought the practical road to legislation. We have indulged in no theo- 
ries and no speculations. Along with reflections on what ought to be 
done, we have carefully considered what could be done. Our bill is 
based on both, and where the two have conflicted we have yielded to 
the practical. 

Had we brought in a bill of $22,000,000, succeeding the large bill of 
the last session, there are not five men on this floor, I am satisfied, 
who will agree with the gentleman from Texas that it would bea 
practical measure in the sense that it ought to be enacted into a law. 
This, I take it, is a complete answer to the theoretical argument ad- 
vanced by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr, CRAIN. Willthe gentleman permitan interruption? I would 
like to ask what the committee were guided by, the importance of the 
work and the necessity of completing it, or the amount of the annual 
appropriation that you can probably get through Congress? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. We were guided in the formation of the bill 
by the recommendations of the engineers and by the necessities of each 
project of improvement, but we were also practical enough to take into 
consideration the size of the bill as affecting favorably or unfavorably 
its passage through the two Houses. 

Mr. CRAIN. Then you size up the bill by the probability of its 

ssage ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me 
further. I did not interrupt him. 

Mr. CRAIN. Pardon me. I will yield to the gentleman five min- 
utes of my time if he will answer me. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No further answer is called for than the one 
already piven. If the gentleman from Texas had his way he would 
bring in a bill of $25,000,000, and the result would be that Congress 
would not pass it, and Aransas Pass and Galveston, in which he is so 
much interested, would not receive one dollar for improvement. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, unable to give improvements 
of that character all that gentlemen who are interested in them may 
desire, have always endeavored to give such sums commensurate with 
the importance of the work as we think can be passed through both 
Houses of Congress and receive the Executive approval. 

Mr. Chairman, it is within the time since the gentleman from Texas 
first became a member of Congress that a proposition was brought here 


from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors appropriating in a lump 
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some six or seven millions of dollars to give to the harbor of Galveston 
30 feet depth of water. The gentleman from Texas well knows thatit was 
found utterly impossible to pass such a proposition through the then 
Congress and it had to be abandoned. And yet in the face of that ex- 
perience in a recent Congress, the gentleman from Texas has criticised 
the committee in a manner somewhat harsh because we have not 
brought in at this time, at the short session of this Congress, a bill of 
$25,000,000, which would give Galveston the $1,000,000 ‘which the 
Chief of Engineers says can be profitably expended there the coming 
fiscal year. Had we adopted the recommendations of the Chief of En- 
cineers altogether, we would have brought in a bill aggregating $36,- 


| 000,000; and will any gentleman tell me here, looking at the matter 


from a practical standpoint, that we could pass any such bill through 
the House? ‘There is not a man on the floor other than the gentleman 
from Texas who believes that any such thing can be done. We have 
sought to appropriate in the bill now under discussion an amount that 
would enable the work already in progress upon many projects of 
river and harbor improvements throughout the United States to be 
continued throughout the fiscal year 1890; not all that was needed, 
perhaps, but enough to continue the work. 

It is a fact that of the $22,000,000 appropriated by the bill of last 
session by far the greater part of it is stillon hand. It will be ex- 
pended by the end of the present fiscal year, which will be the 30th 
of June of the coming year. With what the present bill carries there 
need be no cessation of work the coming fiscal year upon projects of 


-river and harbor improvement already begun. 


With these remarks I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
be ized in his own time, reserving the remainder of my time. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt but thatthis House 
has been more than surprised at what has occurred thisafternoon. In 
the first place, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors present a bill ap- 
propriating $11,906,850 for the improvement of the rivers and harbors 
of the country. In the second place, we have the s e presented 
to us by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], who complains and 
opposes the bill on the ground that the amount it appropriates is not 
highenougb. He would have it increased to some twenty-odd mill- 
ion dollars. If he had his own way he would increase it to $36,012,- 
250, the entire amount of the estimates submitted to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors by the engineers in charge of these improvements. 
His position is inconsistent and entirely irreconcilable. If he were 
consistent and logical he would advocate the adoption of a bill covering 
and appropriating the whole amount of the estimates submitted by the 
engineers, as already stated, rather than his substitute, which is a re- 
script of the bill passed at the first session of this Congress. 

It is to be regretted that the proposition for these large expenditures 
of the public moneys should emanate from this side of the House when 
it stands pledged to the most economic management of our govern- 
mental affairs. If this bill should pass it would be the largest appro- 
priation ever made for the improvement of rivers and harbors in any 
single Congress; that is, taking into consideration the amount already 
appropriated last session. In the language of the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], we appropriated more in the bill passed 
last session than was ever appropriated for a similar purpose by any 
one given Congress. We eos nearly $23,000,000, and the 
reason given by the committee in justification of that extraordinary 
measure is found in the report accompanying the presentation of their 
bill to the House, from which I will cite the following extract: 

The failure to secure this or any amount for such purpose excited great com- 
plaint, and when this committee commenced their work at the ning ofthe 
t session were confronted with numerous demands for immediate 
appropriations. © committee did not think it proper to yield to these de- 
mands, but they embrace in the present bill the total amount to be expended 
for the next fiscal year. The failure of the last House to make any appropri- 
ation has thrown on your committee the duty of combining two river and har- 
bor bills in one. 

Two river and harbor billsin one! 

The bill passed and went to the President on the 31st of last July; 
became a law without his approval, it not having been returned by 
him to the House of Congress in which it originated within the time 
prescribed by the Constitution. 

By this act, therefore, there was appropriated and in the hands of 
the of War $23,000,000 for the purpose of these improve- 
ments—or $23,000,000. How much of this vast sum of money 
has been to date? Is it likely, or can it be possible, that 
this sum can be prudently expended upon these contemplated improve- 
ments within the next twelve months? 

Mr, CRAIN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me to 
ask him a question ? . : 

Mr. SOWDEN. I regret that I must decline to be interrupted. I 
repeat, can it be possible that this large sum of money can be econom- 
ically and advantageously ed upon these improvements ae 
the coming year? We have thesame items of appropriations in the 
now before this committee that are con in the bill that became a 
law less than five months ago. In the bill now under consideration is 
contained an i of $20,000 for the improvement of the har- 
ter of Reient, , while in the bill which became a law in August 
last was contained an appropriation of $30,000 for the improvement of 
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the same harbor. How much of this $30,000 remains unexpended? 
Why appropriate the additional sum of $20,000 before exhausting the 
$30,000 heretofore appropriated? So we might analyze every item con- 
tained in this bill, and by comparison show that there is no necessity 
for the passage of this legislation. I will refer to but one more item 
on this subject. On page 7 of the present bill I find the following: 
harbo : Smith’s Island and 
Wepre Tlland, tn the Stateet Peanaytvania, and Petty’ Island, in the State 
of New Jersey, or such of them and the shoals adjacent thereto as ma; 
be required, and for the improvement of the harbor between the cities of Phil- 
SE ee catan, Lius be tie lands forming oald islands shall be ao 
e 
aadlandenaiel in the United States without charge to the latter. 

In the bill which passed the first session of this Congress was con- 
tained a similar provision appropriating $500,000 for this purpose upon 
condition that no part of said money should be expended until the 
title to the lands forming said islands should be acquired and vested 
in the United States as therein provided. 

Has this property become vested in the United States in accordance 
with these provisions so that the Government may proceed to make 
these improvements? Why appropriate $200,000 in addition to the 
$500,000 already appropriated for these improvements before the Gov- 
ernment has acquired the title to the islands in question ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. That was notto be done until the Government was 
given title. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Why make any further appropriation for this pur- 
pose until the Government has acquired title and possession of these 
islands? Why not first obtain the title to them and expend the $500,- 
000 already appropriated for their removal before asking this additional 
appropriation of $200,000 ? Is this wise, is this prudent legislation? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Will my colleague permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Because the chairman of the com- 
mittee did not explain this I will explain it more satisfactorily. 

Does my colleague understand that the appropriations in this bill do 
not take effect until after the 30th of June next, that they are the ap- 
propriations that are to continue from the 30th of June, 1889, until 
the 30th of June, 1890, and that there is not a dollar of this money 
that can be expended until the title is acquired by the United States? 
None of the money can be expended until that is done, but it is very 
likely that this title will be acquired within the next three or four 
months, and will be in the United States, because proceedings to that 
end are now going on. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I understand this, but I did not yield to give my 
colleague an opportunity to make a speech, but only for a question. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ido not want to make a speech, 
but only to set the gentleman right as to what this bill means. 

Mr. SOWDEN. ‘The gentleman has stated, in the form of an inquiry 
addressed to me, that it will likely require some four months before the 
Government can acquire title to these islands. If it is a mere supposi- 
tion that the Government may acquire title to these islands in four 
months, then there would be ,000 in the hands of the Secretary 
of War, after the acquisition of title, to be applied towards their re- 
moval. I take it for granted, therefore, that it will be very doubtful 
whether the Government will obtain title to these islands before the 
meeting of the next Congress, and if it should, there will be $500,000 
on hand, in charge of the Secretary of War unexpended, ready to be 
used in the removal of these obstructions, which could scarcely be ex- 
pended in this direction before the next Congress would pass a similar 
act. Why not, then, allow our friends on the other side to assume con- 
trol of these matters and cast upon them the responsibility of making 
the necessary appropriations to complete the removal of these islands? 

I am opposed to the appropriation of $11,906,850 at this time for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors, when there is on hand nearly $23,- 
000,000 for this purpose still unexpended. I think the time for mak- 
ing the appropriations is when the needs of these improvements de- 
mand them; and as long as the amount of money I have stated is on 
hand unexpended, why ask for an additional appropriation of nearly 
$12,000,000? Twelve millions of dollars plus twenty-three millions 
makes $35,000,000. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Twenty-two millions, not twenty-three. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Itis nearer twenty-three millions than twenty-two 
millions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No; you are mistaken. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Well, twenty-two millions plus $11,906,850 is 
nearly, if not quite, $34,000,000—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Thirty-three millions. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I am satisfied that it is almost thirty-five millions. 
{Laughter.] I know the last bill carried nearly $23,000,000. ‘Thirty- 
five millions to be appropriated for this purpose by a Congress that 
came into power upon the distinct pledge that it favored a business-like 
management of governmental affairs upon the most economical basis! 

We appropriated nearly $23,000,000 only five months ago, the largest 
amount ever provided by any Congress for the improvement of the riv- 
ers and harbors of the country; yet it would seem that the committee 
having this bill in charge is still unsatisfied, and we are now asked for 
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nearly twelve millions more! Why should this Democratic House ap- 
propriate the enormously large sum of nearly $35,000,000 for the im- 
provement of the rivers and harbors ofthe country? These appropria- 
tions are unprecedented. 

No single Congress ever appropriated so large a sam for this purpose 
as proposed by this Congress. Nor should we pass the bill now before 
the committee, particularly since we have just been informed by the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], who has this bill in 
charge, that no former Congress ever passed a bill of this character at 
its second session. Why disregard this precedent and make this new 
departure? Why this unduehaste? Why this unnecessary appropria- 
tion of the public moneys when the needs of these proposed improve- 
ments do not imperatively demand it, and especially when admittedly 
there remains an unexpended balance of nearly $23,000,000 in the hands 
of the Secretary of War appropriated for these purposes by the present 
Congress less than six months ago? I should be pleased to hear from 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] on this subject. 

Mr. WEBER. Does the gentleman ascribe the defeat of the Demo- 
cratic party to the last river and harbor bill or to other causes ? 

Mr. SOWDEN. There were several causes. That was one of them. 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

A MemBer. The Allentown public building bill was another. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. ADAMS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have said to some gentlemen here that at 
about a quarter to 5 o’clock I would move that the committee rise. I 
will ask the gentler 1 from Illinois whether he expects to speak be- 
yond that time. 

Mr. ADAMS. Idonot. Mr. Chairman, one feature of this debate 
is remarkable, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] has 
said. The chairman of the Committee on Riversand Harbors has risen 
here and advocated this bill on the ground of the small amount appro- 
priated by it. Then the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], also an 
intelligent and able member of this House, has risen and complained 
of the bill for the very reason that the amount appropriated is so small. 
I believe that both of these gentlemen are right, and that the difference 
between them is due to the difference in the points of view from which 
they severally regard the question. 

The gentleman from Texas says it is absurd that the people of the 
United States should not have the benefit of a larger appropriation than 
$11,000,000 for the improvement during the next fiscal year of the rivers 
and harbors of the United States; and he is right. The gentleman 
from Louisiana says that, as a matter of practical politics, if this bill 
were enlarged from $11,000,000 to $22,000,000 it would not pass the 
House or would be vetoed by the President; and he is probably right. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ‘“‘ Practical legislation’’ was my language. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘Practical legislation’’—exactly. The inference I 
draw is that the mistake which the gentleman from Texas and the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana make is, that they do not regard this question 
from the right point of view. The gentleman from Texas, as I have be- 
fore remarked, is right when he says that the people of this country 
would be glad to have appropriated a larger amount than $11,000,000; 
but he is wrong—if he will allow me to say so, he is ‘* barking up the 
wrong tree ’’—when he satisfies himself with impeaching the judgment 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. He ought to have impeached 
the entire system under which these river and harbor bills are re- 
ported year after year. If it bea fact, and I think there is no question 
about it, that the people of this country would gladly see appropriated 
a far larger amount than $11,000,000 or $12,000,000 or $15,000,000, 
why is it true that, as the gentleman from Louisiana says, as a ques- 
tion of practical politics, the committee do not dare to appropriate more 
than $11,000,000? 

Mr. CRAIN. I said that I was opposed to the system; that I thought 
it wrong; but that it had become fixed in the policy of this Government 
and could only be corrected by public opinion asserting itself in op- 
position. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAmMs] 
still speaks of me as having referred to “‘ practical politics.’’ I said 
‘* practical legislation.’’ 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, ‘‘ practical legislation.’”? I agree with the gen- 
tleman entirely that if I were a member of the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee, I should feel that if I recommended an appropriation of that 
sum of money which I believed the people of this country desire to be 
expended, there would be great danger that the bill would fail here or 
in another part of the Capitol, or else would fail at the Executive Man- 
sion. I agree with the gentleman entirely on that point. But wnat 
is the inference I draw from that circumstance? If it is true that the 
people of this country ought to have a larger amount of money appro- 
priated than is appropriated by this bill, and if it is true that this 
committee under the present system can not as a matter of ‘‘ practical 
legislation ’’ appropriate a larger amount of money, what is the infer- 
ence? The inference is that the system is wrong, and that we ought 
to haveanew one. The error in the existing system results from this, 
that a river and harbor bill such as we try to pass every year contains 
not only a certain total sum of appropriations, but also provides spe- 
cifically just how much money shall be spent during the fiscal year on 
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every river and harbor, great or small, throughout the length and 
breadth of the United States. ‘. 
Buch a bill is very easily criticised by every first-class, second-class, 


third-class, and fourth-class newspaper from one end of the country to 
the other. Therefore it is that Congressmen hesitate to vote for the 
bill and the President hesitates to allow it to becomea law unless the 
sum total carried by the bill is conspicuously small. How is it that 


the newspapers assail the bill? Here is a bill covering a vast extent 
of territory—covering a vast number of rivers and harbors in regard 
to the character of which not 10 per cent., not 1 per cent., of the peo- 
ple of this country have any practical information whatever. There- 
fore, when the bill passes carrying a large total, every little newspaper 
in the country can criticise its local Congressman for having voted for 
the bill, simply because it contains items for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors which in the section of the country from which that Con- 
gressman comes are utterly unknown—are not known even to beon the 
map, as my friend from Kansas su 

Therefore my inference is that we shall never get rid of the disad- 
vantage of this system until we resort to another system, and we can 
never resort to another system until we cease te attempt the impossible 
task of having a committee of the House of Representatives act as a 
board of public works. That is exactly the function which the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, ever since I have been in Congress—in 
fact, ever since the river and harbor bill has been known in Congress— 
have tried to fill. Itis impossible that they should fill it. What we 
ought to do is to provide for a board of public works, subject to the 
criticisms of this body, and let Congress, the source of appropriations, 
provide a gross sum to be apportioned by that board of publie works 
according to their judgment for the next fiscal year to those rivers and 
those harbors which Congress has decided to be worthy of improvement. 
From year to year the action of that board could be subject to the 
minute and constant criticism of this House. We could apply every 
check, every safeguard, every restraint that would be necessary. Until 
we do adopt such a system the complaint of the gentleman from Texas 
will 2lways be applicable to every river and harbor bill that can be re- 
ported to this House; in other words, the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, anxious to pass its bill, will continue to take the estimates of 
the Engineer of the United States, and adept a certain percentage of 
those estimates in order to get the total of the pill within the sam which 
they think Congressmen generally will be willing to vote for, and which 
they think the President will be willing to sign or allow to become a 
law without his signature. Until we adopt that plan nothing satis- 
factory can be accomplished. 

Mr. WISE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. WISE. How would you geta board of public, works that would 
represent the interests of the various sections of the country as well as 
the Congress of the United States? 

Mr. ADAMS. The reason why the Congress of the United Statescan 
not represent the interests of the various sections appears from the criti- 
cism of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], as well as from the re- 
marks made by the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Here is the fact: It is admitted that fifteen or twenty millions of del- 
lars should be appropriated every year to carry out improvements al- 
realy begun. ‘That is a fact which the gentleman from Virginia can 
not deny or Pate, The gentleman from Louisiana[Mr. BLANCHARD], 
chairman of thc Committee on Rivers and Harbors, wisely, I think, 
from his point of view—— 

Mr. WISE. How would you have your board of works appointed ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, you havea Mississippi River Commission, for 
instance. You might have acommission or a board of public works 
for the whole country, or you might have a board for each section of 
the country. You might have one for all Atlantic and Gulf harbors, 
and another for the Pacific coast, and a third for all the harbors of the 
Northwestern lakes. The Secretary of War and his assistants might 
be the board for the whole country. 

Mr. WISE. By whom appointed? 

Mr. ADAMS. Appointed by Congress if you choose, or appointed 
by the President, as the Secretary of War is now. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Does the gentleman from Illinois say that he 
would have a commission for every improvement throughout the 
United States? 

Mr. ADAMS. No, not for every harbor thronghout the couniry, 
bat a board for each distinctive section of the country, or I would have 
eo oe works for the whole country. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I understood the gentleman to say he would 
have a board of works for every particular improvement for every 
river or harbor. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is not whatI meant tosay. What I wish to 


say is this: Congress is able to say for what rivers and what harbors 


appropriations shall be made, but it is for one of these boards to say 
when and how the money shall be distributed and expended. 

For example, if Congress has decided that a certain river or harbor 
improvement estimated to cost $1,000,000 is a work of a national char- 
acter and ought to be undertaken, it is unnecessary and absurd, in my 


tary, announcing the 
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judgment, for Congress to undertake the additional task of saying just — 
how much of the money shall be expended on that particular improve- 
ment this year and how much the next year. That is en ane 
tion of engineering. If Congressdecides that we can afford set te 
total of $20,000,000 during the next fiscal year on all the river and 
improvements of the United States it is a question of administration; 
it is a question for the board of publie works or the Secretary of War 
to determine whether Harbor A or Harbor B should be pushed to com- 
pletion during this year or should wait till next year. 

By following the plan I suggest I am sure that we can complete the 
entire river and harbor system of the United States much sooner and 
much more economically than under the present system —if we can call 
it a system at all. My idea is simply this: The question how much 
money the people of the United States can afford to spend on river and 
harbor improvements during the next fiscal year is a question of legis- 
lation; it is a question for this House to settle. But the question 
how the money can be most economically and advantageously dis- 
tributed during the next fiscal year among the various rivers and har- 
bors of the country is a question of administration. It is a question 
for the board of public works or the Secretary of War. It is because 
Congress assumes to exercise the functions of a board of public works 
that we make so little progress in im the rivers and harbors of 
the United States. I do not care to detain the committee further. 

Mr. BLANCHARD moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, and the committee accordingly rose; and 
Mr. RoGers having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMIL- 
LIN reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union had according to order had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 11765) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 


pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and beshans Se for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, and had come tono 
resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE ¥YROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secre- 
with amendments, in which concurrence 


A bill (H. R. 10023) te authorize the Cairo and Tennessee Railroad 


Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumberland 


Rivers; and 
A bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the American Historical Associa- 


tion. 


It also announced the passage of a bill (S. 3666) to amend an acten- 
titled ‘‘An act granting to the city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to 
build two free bridges across the Red River,’’ approved May 21, 1888, 
in which concurrence was requested. 

It farther announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 1931) to increase thea for 
the purchase of a site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and 
other offices at San Francisco, Cal., asked for a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as mana- 
gers of such conference on its part Mr. SranrorD, Mr. SpoonrEr, and 
Mr. Vest. 

Mr. KILGORE moved that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced that the ayes had it. 

Several members demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 27. 

Tellers were called for but not ordered. 

Sothe motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 48 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 11868) pois See 
Mitts, widow of James H. Mitts, deceased—to the Committee on In- 
vali Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11869) toauthorize thecon- 
struction of a bridge by the Falls Chureh and Potomac River Railroad 
Company over the Potomac River—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 11870) te authorize the Falls Church 
and Potomac Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad 
over the Government lands in the State of Virginia and county of Alex- 
andria—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 11871) for the relief of Har- 
din County, Kentucky—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: A bill (H. K. 11872) for the relief of Thomas D. 
Meares, administrator of Armand D. Young, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 11873) for the relief of Nelson 
Green—to the Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: A bill (H. R. 11874) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet A. Burkett—to the Committee on Invalid Peasions. 

By Mr. RYAN: —s R. 11875) to increase the pension of Ed- 
ward W. Stephenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 11876) granting a pension to George Wolf—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAYERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 11877) granting a pen- 
sion to James D. Silman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Pe ition of the city council of Quincy, 
Il; for an appropriation to improve the harbor at that place—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 

for an appropriation for the support of the branch hydro- 
graphic offices at the principal seaports—to the Committee on Appro- 
riations. 
. By Mr. BLISS: Resolutions of the Maritime Association of New 
York, for an appropriation to support the branch hydrographic offices 
at the principal seaports of the country—to the Committee on Appro- 
ions. 


priat 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of citizens of Lubec, Me., for draw- 
back upon tin-plates—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of Andrew Jackson and others, 
for increase of pay of crew_on light-ship No. 45—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of Kate B. Warren, widow of Charles 
E. Warren, late surgeon Ninéty-seventh Regiment United States Col- 
ored Infantry, for a pension—to the Committce on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of lowa, for modification of the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of San Miguel County, New 
Mexico, for the establishment of the Las Vegas land district in the 
Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of John T. Polk and 40 others, citizens 
of Greenwood, Ind., for drawback on tin-plate—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Papers in the claim of Allen Russell, of Albert 
Freeman and James M. Henderson, and of Andrew Flatley, of Chat- 
ham County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, favoring Senate bill to incorporate the Nicaragua 
Canal Company—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the National Grange, Patronsof Husbandry, urg- 
ing the passage of House bills 11027 and 11266, relating to pure lard 
and food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Rebecca Allen, widow of John E. Allen, 
of United States ship Atlanta, for relief—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: Petition of J. N. ‘Thomas, relating to the tariff—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
a bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 

tents: 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Of printers and others, of New York and 


Brooklyn. 
By Mr. HATCH: Of8. P. Doran, of Wyaconda, Mo. 
By Mr. SHIVELY: Of J. W. Siders, of Plymouth, Ind. 
By Mr. SPINOLA: Of printers and others, of New York and Brook- 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 20, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burien, D. D, 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I notice that the Secretary, in reading the Journal, 
read the title of the bill reported by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Evarts] as a bill to et the American Historical Society. I 
wish the Secretary would be kind enough to see whether the bill is so 
a shia is the oo Historical Association. 

RES pro tempore. entry will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. Evarts, from the Committee on the Library, , 

Ulli (id, 10828) 10 incorporate the American Historical Society, repented iewith 
amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill is to incorporate the American Historical As- 
sociation. The proper correction should be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be ascer- 
tained and the Journal entry made to correspond therewith. If there 
be no further motion to correct or amend the Journal, it will stand ap- 
proved as read. 
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CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate communications 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in pursuance of the provis- 
ions of the act of Congress approved February 3, 1887, certified copies 
of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent of the United States appointed in the States of Connecticat, Ken- 
tucky, Oregon, Vermont, New Hampshire, and Delaware at the elec- 
tion held therein on the 6th day of November, 1888; which were or- 
dered to be printed, and, with the accompanying certificates, to lie on 
the table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution adopted by the 
Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United States, praying that 
increased appropriations be made for the preparation and publication 
of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 3,228 citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying for the submission to the several States of a constitutional 
amendment which will prohibit the interference of any religious sect 
with the system of common public schools; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3747) for the relief of certain 
officers of the volunteer army, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S, 3748) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Gottlieb Spitzer; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3749) granting a pension to Orrin 
F. Waller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3750) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Bowen; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

STATE OF THE SUFFRAGE, 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer a resolution, to lie on the table for the pres- 
ent. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of thirteen Senators shall be appointed by 
the Presiding Officer of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to inquire into the 
state of the suffrage throughout the United States; and especially to investigate 
the elections for State ouicers at the State elections held in the month of April 
last in the States of Chode Island and Louisiana, and the election for Presi- 
dential electors held in the month of November last in the States of New York 
and Indiana, and to report any and all facts showing whether or not any im- 
proper, undue, and unlawful influences and practices were exercised and em- 
ployed through coalitions, conspiracies, trades, combinations, coercion, intimi- 
dation, corrupt use of money, purchase of votes or voters, false counting, false 
voting, stuffing ballot-boxes, bribery, or fraud, or in any manner whatever, or 
to whatextent, together with such recommendations as they may deem expedi- 
ent or necessary. 


RETURN OF DIRECT TAX, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business ? 
If there be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Ruie 
VIII is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I ask that the action of the House of Represent- 
atives in regard to the direct-tax bill may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 139) to credit 
and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Co- 
lumbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of 
Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itishardly worth while to read the amendments, 
as they are in print. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SHeRMAN, Mr. 
MOoRRILL, and Mr. VANCE were appointed. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the first 
bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII by title. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed to the consideration of House bili 
9051. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that the pending tariff 
hill and all amendments shall be finally disposed of upon the 21st day 
of January, 1889, and voting shall begin at 1 o’clock p. m., after 
which there shall be no further debate without unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that upon the 2ist day of January proximo, at 1 
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o'clock in the afternoon, voting upon the pending bill and amend- 
ments shall commence, and that thereafter there shall be no debate ex- 
cept by unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. VANCE. ‘The Senate is sovery thin that I suggest the request 
be postponed until the body is fuller. I do not think there are over 
eight or ten Senators in the Chamber. 

Mr. MORRILL. I supposed that snch action had been taken that 
the proposition would secure unanimous consent whether the Senate 
was full ornot. However, I have no objection if the Senator insists 
upon delay. 

Mr. VANCE. I make no objection myself. I merely made the 
suggestion with reference to the situation of the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand that a majority of each side of the 
Chamber will agree to the proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. There can be no objection to delaying action until 
the Senate is fuller, but I am quite satisfied there will be no objection 
upon this side of the Chamber to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to have this matter acted upon in order 
to call up the House resolution in relation to adjournment for the holi- 
days. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection —— 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object, but I think it ought to be also un- 
derstood that at the session of the 2ist of January we shall have a 
final vote upon the bill before adjournment that day. I think that is 
important. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is according to the proposition, 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose that is the understanding. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is in the proposition. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, that is in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it understood that the proposition shall compre- 
hend the final vote upon the bill before adjournment on the 21st of 
January ? 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN, After the hour of 1 on that day there is to be no 
further debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the pending bill, House bill 9051, and all 
amendments thereto, shall be finally disposed of on the 2ist day of 
January proximo, that voting shall in atl o’clock post meridiem, 
after which there shall be no further debate without unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection to this proposition ? 

Mr, VANCE. MayI ask one question, sir? Does that preclude the 
offering of amendments without debate after that hour? 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not. The order proposed is 
made if there be no objection. The Chair hears no objection. It isso 
ordered. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 
Mr. MORRILL. I now call up the House concurrent resolution in 


relation to adjournment for the holidays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the concurrent resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE Hovsr Or REPRESENTATIVES, December 17, 1888. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, 1888, they stand adjourned until 
Monday, January 7, 1889, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the resolution by making it read 
that the two Houses shall take a recess from December 22 to Jan 2. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Vermont that the first 
part of the amendment he suggests is quite unnecessary. The resolu- 
tion provides that the two Houses shall adjourn on the 21st, on Friday, 
so that a session on Friday will be held under the resolution as it stands. 

Mr. SHERMAN, But we wish a session on Saturday. 


Mr. MORRILL. We want to include Saturday. 

Mr. HAKRIS. Do you want a session on Saturday? 
Mr. MORRILL. Yes. 

Mr, HARRIS. 


Then an amendment will be necessary to accomplish 
that object, if that be the object; but I had supposed that the adjourn- 
ment would take place on Friday evening. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is immaterial, if the Senator prefers that, 

Mr. HARRIS. It is nota matter of any consequence, but I do not 
think I would amend the House resolution in that respect. 

Mr. TELLER and others (to Mr. MoRRILL). Let it go. 

Mr. MORRILL, Very well. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to suggest to the Senator 
from Vermont that if we reassemble on the 2d day of January those 
members of Congress who go to any considerable distance from this city 
can bot possibly get back by that time if they remain at home until 
the Ist of January; and the general desire would be to spend the Ist day 
of January at home, I should think, It seems to me the 3d or 4th 
would be a better day. I simply make the suggestion; I do not propose 
to offer any objection. 


Mr, MORRILL. I think we had better allow the reassembling to 
be on the 2d of January. 
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The PRESIDENT pro t Will the Senator from Vermont in- 
dicate the amendment he desires to have submitted to the Senate? 

Mr. MORRILL. I propose that we adjourn from the 2ist of Decem- 
ber to Jan 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Vermont will be stated. 

ae CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out ‘‘ Monday, January 

’ and insert ‘‘ Wednesday, January 2;’’ so as to make the resolution 

Sake 


Resolved by the House of ‘ives (the Senate concurring ng), 
two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, 1888, they stan 
Wednesday, January 2, 1889. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorriLy]? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was concurred in. 

PAY OF EMPLOYES. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the revenue bill may 
be laid aside a moment that I may report from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations the joint resolution (H. Res. 236) to pay the officers, 
clerks, and employés of Congress their salary for December on Decem- 
ber 20, 1888. I ask for the present consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

. By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE BETWEEN IOWA AND NEBRASKA. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the courtesy of the Senator from Iowa 
{Mr. ALLIson] who has charge of the tariff bill, and the unanimous 
consent of the Senate, to pass a b bill, a House bill. It is im- 
portant that it should pass before the liday recess, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the bill 
by its Calendar number? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Order of Business 1650. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator from Nebraska if his bill is 


likely to take any time? 
There will be no objection to it. A similar 


t when ‘the 
as until 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
bill has been agreed upon by the Senate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7776) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River in the county of Monona, in 
the State of Iowa, and in the county of Burt, State of Nebraska, and to 
make the same a post-route. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Inline 3 of section 8a verbal correc- 
tion will be made to change the word ‘‘ year”’ to ‘‘ years.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Are there committee amendments ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. There are none. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Iowa will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 8 so as to make it 
read as follows: 

This act shall be null and void if the construction of the bridge herein au- 
thorized be not commenced within two years, completed within three years, 
and connected with completed railway lines for general on within 
the said period of three years from the date of the approval of this act. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I presume there is no objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, Vest, Mr. 

ILSON of Iowa, and Mr. DoLPH were appointed. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
lation to the collection of the revenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will be 
resumed at Schedule F. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

SCHEDULE F.—TOBACCO, CIGARS, ETC. 


cigarettes, and cheroots of all kinds, $3.80 per pound ; but paper 


226. Cigars, 
cigars and cigarettes, includ ing wrappers, shall 
If not stemmed, Weene ees peund; 


are herein im u gape. 
227. Eoncedee suitable for Provided” Thatif Waar ammien aa i 


if stemmed, $1 per pound: 





1888. 


in any package or in bulk shall be suitable for wrappers, the entire quantity of 
tobacco contained in such importation shall be dutiable; if not stemmed, at 75 
cents per pound; if stemmed, at $1 per pound. 

228. All other tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 20 cents per 
pound; if stemmed, 25 cents per pound. 

Mr. PASCO. Inline 916, paragraph 228, after the word ‘‘stemmed,’’ 
where it occurs the second time, I move to strike out ‘‘twenty-five”’ 
and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to read: 

All other tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 20 cents per 
pound; if stemmed, 40 cents per pound. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, during the summer I presented a num- 
ber of petitions from Key West, ed by many hundreds of her citi- 
zens, including a large number of industrious workingmen and labor- 

people there, asking that a larger difference be made between the 
duty on stemmed and unstemmed tobacco. I will read the heading of 
one of those petitions: 
Key West, FuA., February 27, 1888. 
To the members of Oongress of the United States of America : 
We, the undersigned, citizens of Key wee would respectfully petition the 


honorable Congress of the United States increase the duty on ere to- 
bacco or tobacco-leaf without stems to 75 cents is be- 


d. We ask 
cause oe manufacturers are importing stripped tobacco into the United 
States, y turning thousands of persons out of employment, as American 
labor can not compete with the pauper labor of Cuba; and for this we will ever 


pray the honorable members of Congress to take a proper action. 


The proposed addition to that tax was based upon the former rate, 
which was 35 cents when not stemmed and 40 cents when stemmed. 
In order to carry out the purpose desired by these petitioners I have 
submitted the amendment so as to make the rate in the Senate substi- 
tute 40 cents a — which rate is the same as the existing law. 

This matter not received the consideration which I think it is 
worthy of at the hands of the committee who a the Senate bill. 
These petitions were referred to that committee and appear to have 
slumbered in the committee-room for months without receiving any at- 
tention whatever. When I inquired of the members of the subcom- 
mittee recently as to their action upon these petitions they had forgot- 
ten that they had ever been introduced and seemed unaware of their 
existence. 

Nevertheless, this matter is an important one. The small difference 
between the duties upon the stemmed and unstemmed tobacco deprives 
many worthy and industrious people in Key West and other points in 
Florida and of the United States where this work has been done of this 
means of making a livelihood. The difference between stemmed and 
unstemmed tobacco being only 5 cents per pound, it pays as a matter of 
business to have it eneees in Caba and sent in that condition to this 
country, and these people who have been making their living out of this 
employment are being deprived of their means of support. 

I have recently seen in the newspapers that the attention of the 
tobacconists of New England has been called to this matter at their re- 
cent meeting held at Hartford, Conn., on the 15th of December, and 
they adopted a resolution tending in this same direction. The news- 
paper slip which gives an account of their action begins as follows: 


NEW ENGLAND TOBACCONISTS—A SERIES OF RESOLUTIONS ON THE INTERNAL- 
REVENUE SYSTEM, 


Harrrorp, Conn., December 15, 

The annual meeting of the New England Tobacco Growers’ Association was 

heldin Unity Hall ay witha attendance. President Hubbard called the 

ng to order, and introduced Alexander McDonald, of Lynchburgh, Va., the 

commissioner cepeent by the Government on the tobacco exhibit of the Paris 

exhibition of 1889, who st the character of the proposed exhibit, and urged 

some action on the part of the association. The following preamble and reso- 
lutions were ously adopted. 

The resolution relating to this matter is in the following words: 


Resolved, That in article 228, Schedule A, of the Senate revision of the House 
tariff bill, relating to *‘ tobacco etc.,"” stemmed tobacco be raised to 30 { 


of 25 cents as therein at present stated, the reasons for | 


cents pound, 
said change that in stemming tobacco.the proportionate loss in weight is 
fully one-third, and that if the unstemmed leaf is taxed 20 cents, in equity the 


stemmed leaf should be taxed 30 cents per pound. 


The amendment I offer puts the rate of duty at 40 cents per pound 
instead of 30, as proposed in this resolution, but this rate of 40 cents , 
is more nearly in harmony with the petitions sent to me, and from what 
some of the petitioners have written to me, I believe it to be more 
nearly in correspondence with the just proportion which should exist 
between these two classes of tobacco. 

Mr. President, I hope that this amendment will be adopted. It re- 
tains the rate of duty now existing and which the House bill has left 
unchanged, and will give relief to a large number of working people 
by giving them employment. The result will be to cause the contin- 
uance of this industry in this country by these people who have been 
making a living out of it, without any serious loss to the revenues of 
the og 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment oes by the Senator from Florida, [Putting the ques- 
tion.] By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. PASCO. 

The 

Mr. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 
eas end nays were ordered. 
cOCKRELT, Let the amendment be again stated. 
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The SEcRETARY. In line 916, after the word ‘‘stemmed,’’ where 
it occurs the second time, it is pro to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’’ 
and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


228. All other tobacco in leaf, unmanufactured and not stemmed, 20 cents per 
pound; if stemmed, 40 cents per pound. 


Mr. PASCO. As the Senate is thin at the present time and there 
may not be a voting quorum present, I shall not ask that the yeas and 
nays be called now, but when the bill comes into the Senate I shall 
renew the amendment and call for the yeas and nays upon agreeing 
to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the yeas and nays the 
Chair understands is withdrawn, and the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Has the paragraph of the bill in regard to cigars, ciga- 
rettes, and cheroots been disposed of? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading has proceeded as far as 
line 918, paragraph 229. 

Mr. VEST. I wanted to call the attention of the committee to what 
I think is an inconsistency in the provision with regard to cigars and 
cheroots. I was otherwise engaged and not in the Senate when the 
paragraph was disposed of. 

Under that provision the rate is changed from two dollars and a half 
a pound and 25 per cent. to three dollars and a half a pound, and that 
is a reduction of $273,097 on the importations of 1887. 

By this change cigars that are worth $10 a thousand pay now a duty 
under the existing law of $2.50 a pound, or 25 per cent.; up to $40 
they pay $3.50 a pound under this Senate bill, or an average of $52.50 
a thousand. That is an increase of $12.50 a thousand. Now, whilst 
this is so, cigars costiffg $250 a thousand, which is the most expensive 
of the Havana importation, and which now pay $100 duty by the thou- 
sand, would pay $52.50 under the Senate bill, the same as the cheap 
cigar. That is a reduction of $47.50 a thousand. I hardly think the 
committee meant that. Of course all these cigars and cigarettes are 
luxuries; but even in fixing the duty upon luxuries we ought not to 
discriminate in favor of the higher-priced cigars, in favor of the wealthy 
and luxurious. Where one of these Havana cigars costing $250 a 
thousand and which now pay $100 duty is used there are millions of 
others used by the ordinary and common smokers of the country. I 
speak without any personal experience, for I do not use tobacco atall, 
I am very glad to say; but I think this is wrong. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Missouri is wrong in 
stating that this will reduce the duties. According to the Treasury 
Department’s statement which he is looking at, it will increase the du- 
ties somewhat. The committee made a very careful examination of 
this provision upon the average of cigars imported, and they are satisfied 
that upon that average the rate is substantially the same as the existing 
rate. 

Mr. VEST. If Iam mistaken, I wanttobecorrected. What would 
be the duty under the substitute on these higher-priced cigars? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are very few cigars imported or made at that 







































































ce. 

Mr. VEST. There are such cigars. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There may be some such in this country at that 
price, but not any Havana cigars in Havana at $250 a thousand, and I 
think the Senator will find himself mistaken if he has that idea. 

Mr. VEST. I speak of the import price, that is, the valuation put 
upon them, and it is a notorious fact, whilst I have no individual 
knowledge on the subject, that there are cigars retailed at 50 cents, 75 
cents, and even a dollar apiece. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Those cigars are very rare in any country or any 
place. 

Mr. VEST. In the city of New York, at Delmonico’s, it is not at 
all extraordinary, but rather the usual thing, for New York gentlemen 
in moderate circumstances, and not at all considered as extravagantly 
wealthy, to purchase and use these cigars, and it is rather an evidence 
of an inferior social position for a man to pay 15 or 25 cents only fora 
cigar. Ican not see from anything the Senator says that thesame duty 
is not put upon these extravagantly high-priced cigars as upon the very 
cheapest that come in. 

Mr. ALDKICH. The committee would have no objection to an 
amendment by the Senator to add 25 per cent. on all cigars valued at 
over $100 a thousand. 

Mr. VEST. That would help the matter as a matter of course. 
the committee will make that change it will be some satisfaction. 

Mr. VANCE. It seems to me that the more serious objection to that 
paragraph is the enormous increase of duty. Under the first item, 
cigars and cheroots, the duty will be increased, according to the estimate 
of the Treasury Department, more than $270,000. 

Mr. VEST. Two bundred and seventy-three thousand dollars. 

Mr. VANCE. There is no call for additional protection in this case, 
and it is an article which does not appeal to popular sympathy in any 
way. It is not an article of necessity; and if we are going to reduce 
revenue at all, why slap on $273,000 right here in a case where it is 
not demanded by any public consideration whatever? If the paragraph 


has not so far passed by as not to permit of an amendment, I will offer 
an amendment now. ; 


If 
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Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator need not have the slightest trouble in 
the world about its increasing the revenue. Weassure him it will not. 


Mr. VANCE. I only know by the estimates of the Treasury De- 
partment. , 3 
Mr. HISCOCK. The result will be that the cigars will be all made 


here, and our people will have the advantage of the manufacture here. 
Mr. VANCE. I donot know but that I quite as much Object to 
that, if the Senator supposes that it will decrease the importations and 
therefore decrease the revenue, because then the duty will be prohib- 
itory. 
Mir. HISCOCK. Itis prohibitory in this respect, that our people 
with this discrimination in their favor can manufacture the cigars here. 
Mr. VANCE. But that brings up the old question, how are we to 
support the Government if we place our duties so as to prohibit the 
coming of anything here to sell? Iam as much to the one 
extrenre as the other, in fact a little more, I would rather err in the 
excess of importations than in the decrease of importations. 


I will move to amend, if I may be permitted to doso, by striking out 


‘*$3.50 per pound,’’ in lines 904 and 905, and inserting the provisions 
of the present law, ‘‘$2.50 a pound and 25 per cent. aie 
a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will bestated from 

e desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 226, lines 904 and 905, it is 
posed to strike out the words ‘‘$3.50 per pound” and insert in fiou 
thereof ‘'$2.50 per pound and 25 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 

Cigars, cigarettes, andcheroots of all kinds, $2.50 per pound and 25 per cent, 
ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Seton proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGr] or I should vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SaBrn’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. ee is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA ]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I paired with 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voorners}. I do not see him here, 
and I shall not vote unless my vote becomes necessary to make a 

uorum 
Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). 
ator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 
«e yea. 7 

The roli-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. [havea pair generally with the junior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLatT], and therefore I will vote. I vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. BLackpurn]. I should vote ‘‘nay”’ if he were here. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am paired with the junior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I am paired with the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Wiison]. 


Mr, BLAIR. Linquireif the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. rs He is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY 
Mr. BLAIR. I had to transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Sonnectient [Mr. PLat?T} unless he has made a different arrangement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I inquire whether a quorum has voted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. A quorum is not yet recorded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ts am authorized by my pair with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] in that case to vote. I vote “nay.” 
5 Mr. TELLER. For the purpose of making a quorum I will vote 
‘nay.’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was compelled to be absent from the Senate 
Chamber yesterday on committee work, and was paired with the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatT], not now in his seat. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He hasarranged another pair, which has just been 
announced. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He has arranged another pair for to-day? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. “ONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrTcHEL], who is de- 
tained from the Senate Chamber, and I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas with- 


draws his vote. 
I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the Sen- 
If he were present, I should vote 


Mr. MANDERSON. 
(Mr. BuTLER] that we can transfer pairs so that we may both vote, 




















The PRESIDENT pre ‘The Chair calls the attention of the 
Seuates Soar Gent Seana to Ge augyeten et he Seer Gam 
e 


Mr. MANDERSON. I therefore announce a pair between the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLackBURN], and I will vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I vote ‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. My colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] has not voted. Does 
any one know whether he is paired? I have heard no pairannounced. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I transfer the pair with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [ Mr. QUAY] to the junior Senator from Virginia[Mr. DanteL], 
and vote on this question. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I can not learn from any one on either side of the 
Chamber that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is paired, and as he has 
not voted, by the consent of the of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi I will transfer my pair with the Senator from [ Mr. 
GrorcE] to my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER], and will vote. I vote 


Mr, HALE, T am paired with the Senator from [Mr. 
pon) aaah pele ep been tramsferred to the Senator from 
, who is absent, which will enable the Senator from 
Antanas [ (Mr. ons] and myset! to vote. I vote “‘nay.”” 
r. JONES, kansas. Under arrangement of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Haxx], I vote ‘‘yea.’’ ae 


Mr. CULLOM. I announce the of my (Mr. Far- 
WELL] with the Senator from {Mr. Evsris 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 25; as 
YEAS—17. ' 
Bate, b Vi 
Berry, al —. Walthall, 
fe Gibson, Reagan, 
: ; Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, r 
NAYS—B. 
ldrich, . Ingalls, Spooner, 
Allison, Edmunds, Manderson, 
aa Ee Baie, al 
Cullom Hawley, Plumb, 
Davis. Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Hoar, Sherman, 
ABSENT—3. 
Beck, Eustis, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
~ Evarts, McPherson, Sabin, 
Bowen, Farwell, Stanford, 
Brown, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Call, Gorman, Palmer, Vv 
Gray, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler Hampton, Piatt, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Hearst, Pugh, 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
So the amendment was 


rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire to call the attention of the Senators who have 
the bill in charge to the provisions of 227, in relation to leaf- 
tobacco. It isa matter in which neither I nor my constituents have 
any particular interest; but if we are intending to reduce the revenue 
of duty to a there is Sa “ ee manmee 
of duty tobacco used for wrappers. er the present law 

daep pb ein genynh anes ated teat that eighty-five out 
oF te atl bnoeaoad haan tn’ aes shall be fit for wrappers. 
Under the provisions of this bill a leaf in the bundle would con- 
demn it all to the duty of 75 cents, as there is by estimation of the 
experts more than half or over eight millions of the entire fifteen mill- 
ions of the imports of Sumatra leaf which is used for It 
would therefore occasion an increase of duty in the bulk of all 
the im from 35 to 75 cents per pound, and Pore 
estimated by the experts of the Treasury Department, yet a 
samen, & fad, ciated %o sur byr-angests ant Sp tenperea of Oe 
of tobacco, that it would increase the revenue from this one article over 
—— Baan ash meme: Be eee ‘bebe, Wal ae ave fone 

cigarettes, a matter appeals 

kts aobindigt ‘bitin smniahien am preers4 4 > gems 
offer no amendment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly it isthe intention of the present law 
that all wrappers should pay 75 cents per pound. The intention of this 
provision is to make that certain, to prevent frauds and evasions. 

Mr. VANCE. I would ask the Senator if he is not satisfied that it 
would work a very large increase of revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam satisfied that the statement of the experts, 
so called, of the House of Representatives is very wide of the mark— 
not any way near the truth. 

Mr. VANCE. I offer no amendment, but I call attention to the 
fact. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be resumed at 
229 


Tie Chief Clerk read as follows: 
oa Tobacco stems, 2S conte gap pane. 


Tobacco, manufactured, of all descriptions, not specially enumerated or 
provided for in this act, 49 cepts per pound. 





231. Snuff and snuff flour, manufact 


234. Hogs, 50 cents per hea 


Mr. VANCE. I move, in paragraph 232, to amend by striking out 
the words “‘ $20 per head ’’ and inserting ‘*20 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 


the desk. 


The Cater CLERK. In lines 926 and 927 it is proposed to strike 
out “$20 per head ’’ and insert ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to 
read: 


232. Animals, live: Horses and mules, 20per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. That duty, like all specific. duties, works an extreme 
hardship en the importer in that it taxes the worthless 

may not exceed $20 in value as muchas the finest auimal that is worth 
$40,000, In addition toe that, the increase in this item and in the item 


the revenue, tor no that I can see, te subserve the interest of | the border from Mexico and from Canada for the ordinary purposes of 
nobody, and te ineumber the Treasury still further by a bill | the farmand for draught purposesif they are horses; and yet if the party 
by the provisions of which we are proposing to reduce the revenue. 


Mr. REAGAN. In addition to what the Senator from North Caro- 
ical bearing in this proposed change of the law 
which should be considered. A good many mules, jacks, jennets, and 
horses ee a They are brought 
in at a very cheap rate, some of them in for five, ten, and fifteen 
dollars a head, They are usefulin the agricultural and planting parts 
of this country. A tax of $20 a head would entirely exclude from this 
country and take away from the various planting and other interests 
that resource for obtaining animals for the purpose of carrying on their 
business. I trust the Senator in charge of the bill will consent to the 
amendmeut proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. It is not 
only increasing the revenue, but it absolutely prohibits the introduc- 
tion into this country of the sort of animals I have mentioned, hundreds 
and thousands of which come into the United States annually. 
sesides, as suggested by the Senator from North Carolina, an animal 
worth $5 would be taxed $20 as well as one worth a thousand or five 
thousand dollars. So there is a want of justice and a want of equity 
im the provision as well as being oppesed to a sound and proper policy 


lina says, there is a 


and to the best interests of this 


Mr. ALDRICH. The rate fixed in this item is the average rate upon 
the importations of horses and mules for the past two or three years, 
and will not substantially vary from the rate assessed or the revenue 
collected. Of course the increase of revenue to which the Senator from 
North Carolina alludes comes from the fact that we make animals im- 

for breeding purposes dutiable. The reason the committee 
ve suggested that is that great frauds and evasions of the law have 
taken place, as nearly all animals are now imported ‘‘ for breeding pur- 


»ses.”’ 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the total increase on live-stock, in- 

ing horses, cattle, sheep, hogs, ete., is, as I have stated, $829,092, 

and an on the two items ofhorses alone for breeding and for other 

purposes is about $240,000, as near as I can come at it without mak- 

inga calculation. It is not due alone to the changing of duties on an- 
imals used for breeding purposes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The statement that an increase of revenue will fol- 
low this provision is based on pure imagination. Now, we have a pro- 
vision in the law which provides that animals may be imported for breed- 
ing purposes free of duty, and in the administration of that law there 
has always been great difficulty and great trouble. Thus large num- 
bers of horses come in free which should not. Those who import such 
animals are entirely willing to have a specific duty of $20 a head. 
They are willing to have that the law rather than take the chances of 
administration under the present law. 

Mr. HARRIS. It seems to me the vice of this provision of the bill 
is in the fact that there is a vast difference between the value of ani- 
mals that are imported. I take it for granted that on the Canada line 
as well as on the line of Mexico there are mere or less importations of 
animals, horses and mules, that are of very small value, while there 


are imported thoroughbreds of very great value. I have known of im- | resentatives in Congress are to devote their time in devising means for 
uae from Mexico of horses and mules the actual cost of which | getting out this trespassing cow from Canada. 
id not exceed ten or twelve dollars a head. I suppose there are im- It is an injustice and an outrage to increase the duty on this item 


portations to a limited extent from Canada of animals that are very 


a There is one single man in my own State who every year or 
two imports one or more animals from England for which he pays from 
thousand dollars. 


seven to ten 


Mr. ALDRICH. Those animals come in free now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under existing law they do, but under the provis- 
ions of this bill they will pay $20 per head, just as the animal that 
costs $10 will pay $20 per head. Hence I think that the provision 
ought to be an ad valerem duty, so that the animal that is worth $10,- 
000 will pay in proportion to value, as well as the animal that is worth 
$10 will pay in proportion to value. 

Mr. ALDRIC Looking at it purely for the development of the 
agricultural resources of this country, the agricultural interests of this 


ured of tobacco, ground dry, or damp, and 

pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, 50 cents per pound. 
SCHEDULE G.—PROVISIONS, ETC. 

232. Animals, live: Horses and mules, $20 per head. 

233. Cattle, more than rae goat old, $5 per head. 
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country, I think the class of animals to which the Senator from Tennes- 
see alluded last, the high-priced anima!s, ought to be brought here at a 
very nominal duty, if not free, while I am sure no interests will suffer 
by.the exclusion from the country of the cheap, spavined animals which 
could be imported at a price of five or ten dollars apiece. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I would prefer to let the law stand as it is 
with regard to animals for breeding purposes; let them come in free; 
but if they are to be taxed at all, it seems to me the rule ought to be 
according to value rather than an arbitrary fixed rate of $20 a head. 
There is no justice in taxing theanimal that is worth $10,000 the same 
amount that you tax the animal that is worth ten or fifteen dollars. 

Mr. TELLER. The high-priced animals of which the Senator from 
Tennessee speaks have heretofore come into this country free of duty, 
and I have no doubteverybody will agree that that wasa proper poliey, 
because we want the high-priced, good-grade stock brought into tiis 
eountry for breeding purposes. Now, the Department, I understand, 
has found this difficulty, that all female horses and female cattle of all 
kinds that come into this eounntry come in ostensibly for breeding pur- 
poses. We know very well that that is not true. They come across 





















animal which 












adds $839,000 to 


will make an affidavit that they come in for breeding purposes, they 
come in free. 

In order te meet that and prevent fraud the committee seem to have 
concluded that every animal coming in should pay aduty. While it 
may bear hard upon the importer of inferior horses that the Senator 
says come from Mexico, it is not unfair to the man who brings in breed- 
ing animals, because the man who brings in high-priced, seven or 
eight or ten thousand dollar horses does a service to the country, and 
the man who brings in the inferior scrub stock from Mexico or else- 
where does an injury to the agricultural interests of this country. If 
this will exclede that class of horses and cattle from the United States 
it will be a great advantage to the stock-raising interests of this coun- 
try. 

Mr. VANCE. I can not see the force of the objection of the Senator 
from Colorado. Suppose female stock for breeding purposes may be 
brought in free, and that under that clause a number of cows, mares, 
etc., are brought in for ordinary uses of the people, for draught purposes 
and for the dairy, and so on, what harm does itdo? Who has com- 
plained of it? Has there been any representation made by the farmers 
of this country that they do not want foreign eattle brought in? Does 
it do any damage to anybody but the industry of cattle-raising ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator wants an auswer I will give him one 
now. 

Mr. VANCE. I should be glad to get any information that the Sena- 
tor can spare. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There have been a great many representations 
made by farmers and others in favor of the provision which we have 
put in this bill. 

Mr. VANCE. Whom do they represent? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is purely in behalf of the agricultural interest 
of the country that this suggestion is made. 

Mr. VANCE. In what part of the country do they live? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think they live in North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam very sure they do not. The farmers of North 
Carolina have more sense than that. I suppose they live right along 
the Canadian border, somewhere near where these representations come 
from. ‘The great agricultural portions of this country that produce our 
stock, the plains of the West and Southwest, have made no complaint so 
far as I have heard. On the contrary, they are anxious to have any 
breeds of cattle that may improve their stock come inte the country. 
There is no portion of the world that produces cattle cheaper than our 
eountry can. I should suppose, if I knew exactly where these com- 
plainants are located, that it would serve as an illustration of the gen- 
eral scheme of our legislation to which our statesmanship is directed 
of taxing the great mass of the people for the benefit of a tiew. A half- 
dozen men perhaps along the border of Canada, or somewhere there, 
have been interfered with in a cow trade by some Canadian cow that 
trespassed across the line, and it calls for exemplary action upon the 
part of the Congress of the United States, and grave Senators and Rep- 













































to the extent of over $800,000 when the Treasury is overflowing and 
when there is no complaint, for I assure the Senator that should all 
the cattle in the world be permitted to come in free, the cow industry 
will not die. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina that if he will inquire he will find this complaint on 3,600 miles 
of the northern boundary of this country, and he will find the com- 
plaint on every mile of the boundary between the United States and 
Mexico. Every cattle-man in the country knows there has beer a fraud 
upon the Government and an injury to the cattle-raising interest of 
this country by the old system. 

Mr. VANCE. That is just where I supposed it was. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
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of the Senator from North Carolina. [Patting the question.] The 


noes appear to have it. 
Mr. VANCE. We will have the yeas and nays on that, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
genicr Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Gzorer]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. With the consent of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jongs], I have transferred the pair to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHELL], and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Patwer}. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I understand that the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Do.pit] is absent without a pair, and I therefore transfer to him 
my general pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], 
an‘ vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will transfer my pair with the senior Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. GronGr] to theSenator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr], 
and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PALMER. My colleague [Mr. Stocksrince}], I think, an- 
nounced my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance]. 
If he desires to go on record on this question, he is at liberty now to 
vote. I shall vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. Then I vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Rate, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, Daniel, Pasco, ance, 
Biodgett, Gibson, Payne, Vest 
Butler, Gorman, Ransom, Walthall 
Cockrell, Gray, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Harris, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—25. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Manderson, Spooner, 
Allison, Frye, Morrill. S:ewart 
Blair, Hale. Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chace. Hawley, Palmer, Teller, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, 
Cullom, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Davis, Ingalls, Sherman, 

ABSENT—28. 

Beck, Edmiunds, Hearst, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Quay. 
Bowen, Eustis, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Farwell, McPherson, Sabin, 
Call, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Cameron, George, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Hampton, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
235. Sheep, 50 cents per head. 


236, All other live animals, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
aci, 20 per cent, ad valorem, 


Mr. VEST. I did not hear the Secretary read paragraph 234. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That was read, The Senator can 
revert to it if he desires. 

Mr. VEST. I can not resist the temptation to call attention to the 
inevease of duty upon hogs, increased by the Senate bill from 20 per 
cent. to 21.10 per cent. ad valorem. ‘The tables of exports and im- 
ports show that we imported in 1887 1,634 hogs, valued at $3,871.25, 
and the exports of hog products from the United States for the same 
time in 1837 were 364,417,744 pounds, valued at $27,383,943, and for 
1888, 331,306,703 pounds, valued at $27,187,175. The committee have 
increased the duty 1.10 per cent. ad valorem. 

As a matter of course, this was not done to keep out hogs, for there 
ave practically none coming in. The duty is now absolutely prohibi- 
tory in effect, the prohibition coming not so much from the duty as 
from the nature of the product, but this was put in for the purpose of 
pleasing the agricultural interest and the hog-raisers of the country, 
and under the pretense of protecting the farmer in order to justify an 
increase upon manufactured goods. It has no sort of effect beyond 
that. 

The valne of the hogs imported into the United States in 1887 was 
$3,871.25 and we exported in the same year $27,383,943 worth of hog 
products; but there is an increase of this duty and it can only be for 
the purpose I have named. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

‘the Chief Clerk read as follows: 

237. Bacon 

238. wnt oer yang hee = | Caan 

239. Barley-malt, per bushel of 34 pounds, 20 cents. 


240, Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 
24!. Beans, per bushel of 60 pounds, 25 cents. 


242. Beans, pease, and mushrooms, pared or preserved, in tins, jars, bot- 
tles, or otherwise, 25 cents per gallon, . 7 


The reading will proceed. 
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243. Beef, mutton, and pork, 1 cent per pound. 

244. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 4 cents per pound. 

245. , L cent each. 

246. Cheese, 4 cents per pound 

247. Chicory root.— t or roasted, 1 cent per pound; ground or granulated, 
or in rolls, or otherwise prepared, and not specially enumerated or provided for 
in this act, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the committee the 
purpose of this paragraph. If it is the intention to build up the in- 
dustry of the manufacture of ground chicory root, it seems to me 
scarcely of a character to warrant any care on the part of 
the Government. I believe the article is used for nothing except to 
adulterate coffee, and the adulteration of food products of this kind is 
not an industry which it seems to me ought to require the active, vig- 
ilant attention of Congress to build it up. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator propose? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkeasas. As far as I am concerned, I would be 
willing to have the importation of it absolutely prohibited. I would 
like to know, however, the purpose of the committee in putting the 

ragraph in the bill. I am not responsible for the report of the tariff 
bill, and of course do not understand the purpose of the commitics in 
framing the bill. I suppose the committee had a reason for put’ ing in 
this clause. 

Mr. ALLISON. Chicory is now on the dutiable-list. It is used for 
the adulteration of coffee, and a great many people like it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not an adulterant. 

.Mr. ALLISON. It is not an adulterant, but an addition to coffee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is considered injurious to life, I be- 
lieve. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 
State of California. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A very large amount isinvested in its manufacture 
there. There may not be in Arkansas, but there is in other States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Again, it is an agricultural interest and industry, 
and the agriculturists of California wish this duty. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator says the ground chicory 
root is a product of California. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as the ground is concerned, I will supple- 
ment that by saying that there is this feature in the bill, of putting a 
higher specific rate or a higher ad valorem rate, as the case Serkan 
upon the prepared article than there is upon the raw product which 
may be imported here, with a view of protecting those who are en 
in the manufacture of it, in the aialtnn of it here. The same 
occurs with rice, the same thing occurs with tobacco. The Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco] a little while ago made a speech in favor of 
just that thing. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If I remember correctly, raw, unground 
chicory root is at present admitted under the free-list, but the Senator 
from Rhode Island stated a while ago that because it is grown in Cal- 
ifornia there should be a tax of 2 cents a pound put upon ground chic- 
ory root. The question I asked was what was the purpose of the com- 
mittee in putting a tax upon this article? Do you propose that that 
which comes in competition with the farmers of California shall come 
in free, but when it has gone through some sort of manufacturing 
process you propose to tax that 2 cents a pound for the purpose, I sup- 
pose, of building up this laudable industry of committing a fraud upon 
the people who consume coffee, of adulterating coffee with a delete- 
rious article, with an article that is harmful to health and can not do 
anybody any good? 

Mr. CHACE. I should like to ask the Senator what authority he 
has for the statement that chicory is more deleterious than coffee. 
My understanding is that of the two coffee is much the more deleterious 
substance to the human system. I would like to know his authority 
for stating that this is an injurious adulteration of coffee. I do notso 
understand it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am in favor of allowing people to se- 
lect their deleterious drags if they propose to drink what is harmfal, 
but I should like them to know what they drink. I understand that 
in many European countries where this article is used the laws require 
that every of coffee mixed with chicory root shall be labeled 
‘*chicory and coffee’? or ‘‘ coffee and chicory.’’ In this country I pre- 
sume the consumers of coffee will be allowed to drink whatever they 
can drink, and whether it is coffee or chicory root makes no difference 
so far as the law is concerned. 

Now, I have not the highest respect in the world for any effort to 
build up an industry that is intended in its very foundation and in all 
its ramifications to carry out or perpetrate a fraud on the consumers 
of coffee. I believe that if they are admitted here people ought to be 
allowed to select their own noxious drinks; and if coffee does greater 
harm than chicory root, and the people choose to drink it and know 
what they are drinking, that is their own affair and I am not responsi- 


It is a very thriving and profitable industry in the 


ble for it. 
My impression is that the use of chicory root is harmful. I may be 
wrong about that. But whether it is harmful or not, I do not ve 


ple ought to be compelled to drink it by a fraud, and I do not be- 
ieve the of the United States ought to lend itself to building 


up this great industry of manufacturing an adulteration of food prod- 
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ucts. You are wonderfully careful to protect people against mixtures 
of butter, and it seems to me you ought as to protect them against 
mixtures of coffee; and you certainly ought not to lend yourselves to 
the promotion of this kind of adulteration when you are exercising the 
power of Congress to prevent the adulteration of butter. Congress 
ought not to treat differently these various articles of food and drink. 

simply rose to ask the question for information, what was the pur- 
pose of the committee in putting this item in the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that 
the Democratic platform puts it on the free-list. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Puts what on the free-list? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ground chicory. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Is that in the platform? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, in the St. Louis platform. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. TheSenator is remarkably well posted if 
he can find that in the platform. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The platform indorsed the Mills bill, and the Mills 
bill puts it on the free-list. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That a resolution was adopted by the St. 
Louis convention approving the Mills bill I believe is true, but I do 
not think the Senator will be able to find out the article of chicory in 
the Democratic platform. But if it was put in the platform, that does 
not get away from the fact. What 1am for is what the inten- 
tion of the-committee was in providing for this article in this way. 
One of the members of the subcommittee tells me that it is to pro- 
tect the farmers, and another comes in and says that such is not the 
case, but at the same time they know that the raw chicory root, which 
would have to be taxed to protect the farmers at all, is not taxed, but 
comes in free. You only propose to tax it.after it has been subjected 
to some sort of manufacture, after it has been prepared as a fraud, after 
it has been put in such shape that it can be sold as coffee when it is 
not coffee and is worth very much less. If the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. CHAcr}) is right in supposing that it is not harmful in its 
nature, it certainly is worthless in its character practically, and people 
ought to be allowed to buy what they choose to drink. 

i PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
248. Chocolate, other than chocolate confectionery, 2 cents per pound. 
. Cocoa, prepared or man ,.not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, 2 cents per pound, 
Cocoa-butter or cocoa-butterine, 3} cents per pound. 
. Comfits, sweetmeats, or fruits preserved in sugar, sirup, molasses, or 
irits, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, and jellies of all 
binds, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


252. Corn-meal, per bushel of 48 pounds, 10 cents. 
258. Dandelion root and acorns, prepared, and other articles used as coffee, 
w Ley cen — coffee, not apoulally enumerated or provided for in this act, 
254. Extract of meat, all not specially provided for in this act, 35 cents per 
und; fluid extract of meat, 15 cents per pound; but the dutiable weight shali 
foabede the extract and the sans Soa, bettion or other articles containing the 
same, and no separate or additional duty shall be collected on such coverings 
unless as such they are suitable and apparently designed for use other than in 
the importation of meat extracts. 

Mr. VANCE. I want to make a remark about paragraph 254. In 
the first place, the change of rate from 24 per cent. ad valorem, which 
is the present law, to 35 cents a pound is a very large increase. I could 
stand that; but I think when it comes to taxing the tin cans or the glass 
jars in which the extract comes 15 cents a pound it becomes rather in- 
tolerable. The committee very generously agree to let the importer 
off with only 15 cents a pound on the can, provided he can make sat- 
isfactory proof that he is not going to put anything else in the can or 
use it for any other p when he has exhausted the extract of meat 
init. I can not see the slightest necessity for any such increase, and 
I move to amend by restoring the present law. In fact, one of the 
objections I have to this bill is that these provisions are so odious that 
it absolutely made the present law respectable and in some degree 
tolerable and fair, and thatisso inthis place. I am begging now for the 
old law. I move to strike out ‘35 cents per pound’’ and insert ‘‘20 
per cent. ad valorem,’’ and strike out all the remainder of the para- 


38-5 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. In paragraph 254, line 970, it is proposed to strike 
out “35 cents per pound ’’ and insert ‘‘20 per cent. ad valorem;”’ 
and to strike out all after the word ‘‘ pound,’’ in line 971, as follows: 


But the dutiable weight shall include the extract and the tins, , bottles, or 
other articles containing the same, and no separate or additi duty shall be 
collected on such co unless as such they are suitable and apparently de- 
signed for use other than in the importation of meat extracts. 


So as to make the clause read: 
wi of meat, all not specially provided for in this act, 20 per cent. ad 
Mr. ALDRICH. The present duty upon all extracts of meat, asstated 
the Senator from North Carolina, is 20 percent. ad valorem. It was 

the purpose of the committee in submitting this paragraph to substi- 
tute a specific duty which should be simply equivalent to 20 per cent. 
ad valorem. The rates here fixed are based upon information received 
through the Treasury De ent from the custom-house in New York, 
which are based upon importations for six months, and the rate fixed 
is the exact equivalent in a specific rate of 20 per cent. ad valorem, as 
shown by the returns of the Democratic custom-house officers in the 
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city of New York, received by the committee through a Democratic 
Secretary of the Treasury; and the information is on file in the com- 
mittee-room, and the Senator from North Carolina can examine it, if he 
chooses, at any time. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Rhode Island of course has not es- 
caped observing the fact that in the analysis sent us by the Treasury 
Department, which he says furnishes the information, there is a note 
attached connected by an asterisk, which note says there are no data 
upon which to base a computation. The rates of the present law are 
given in order to fill up the column of figures. There is undoubtedly 
a large increase in this article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will look at item 254 upon the state- 
ment to which he is referring, he will find that the ad valorem equiv- 
alent to the rate in the Senate bill is 20 per cent., as stated by the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. VANCE. That is explained, I think, if the Senator will ob- 
serve the note. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The words ‘‘no data” apply only to ‘‘ fluid ex- 
tracts of meat.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. The amount of duties collected under the present law 
is inserted. Then what says the note? That there are no classifica- 
tions given in the importations from which the specific duties of the 
Senate substitute can be computed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know from what the Senator is reading. 

Mr. VANCE. The statistical abstract of the Treasury Department 
which is before us. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no such note upon the copy which I have. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator will observe that there is an asterisk at- 
tached to the computation under the Senate bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no asterisk on the copy which I have be- 
fore me. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will turn to the close of the schedule, 
on the third page following, he will find the note which I have read, 
and which I assure him I have not manufactured from my own head 
and i ination. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The copy which I have before me, ‘‘ paragraph 254, 
extracts of meat,’’ the extension is all along, and in the very last item, 
in the column the ‘‘ad valorem equivalent’’ of the Senate bill is put 
at 20 percent. ad valorem. Under the head of ‘‘ Fluid extract of meat”’ 
there is a simple statement as to importations, ‘‘ No data,’’ and noth- 


ing else. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator do me the favor to turn over two 
leaves, to the close of Schedule G, and there he will find the asterisk 
which connects it with the statement I have made on the first page of 
Schedule G? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatrefers to items which are starred in the sched- 
ule. 

Mr. VANCE. And this item is starred in this schedule which I have 
before me. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Under the column of ‘‘Senate bill’’ the 
Senator from Rhode Island will find it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As to fluid extracts, that is true. 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; as toextractsof meat, Importations $208,549 
in value, but no quantity given. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Itisin the column headed ‘‘Senate bill.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. ‘‘Collected in 1887, $41,709.80.’’ : 

Mr. ALDRICH, There may not have been any data in the posses- 
sion of the gentlemen who prepared this statement, but there are data 
in possession of the Committee on Finance, and they are open to the 
inspection of the Senator from Arkansas or the Senator from North Caro- 
lina. Those data disclose the fact that the rate which we have here 
fixed is simply equivalent to 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Whatever amount of secret information may be found 
in the archives of the subcommittee of the Committee on Finance of 
the Senate of the United States of the Fiftieth Congress, Ido not know; 
but I do know that the explanations given by the experts of the Treas- 
ury Department are as I have stated, accompanied by a note that be- 
cause the quantities given of importations under this item were not 
stated anywhere they had no means of estimating the unit of value, 
and therefore they give the ad valorem equivalent of the present pro- 
posed specific duty according to the present law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thatisvery easily explained. This table probably 
eame from the Bureau of Statistics. That was the information on 
which it was based. The information received by the committee came 
through the customs division of the Treasury from the New York 
custom-house, and I have no doubt the data were not at that time avail- 
able to the Bureau of Statistics in the preparation of its statement. 

Mr. VANCE. What does the Senator from Rhode Island say to 15 
cents a pound for a tin can? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the only way in which the duty can be col- 
lected. The officers can not take the goods out of the cans for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining what proportion of the weight is in tin and what 
proportion is meat itself. 

Mr. VANCE. What particular industry in the United States is pro- 
tected or encouraged by this tax of 15 cents a pound onatincan? This 
is a most unreasonable feature of the bill, as it seems to me. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless their separation isdemanded, 
the two amendments proposed by the Sevator from North Carolina will 
be treated as a single question. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

















in which I am particularly interested in this Will so far as an increase 
of duty is concerned. By the present law oranges in packages of a 
capacity notexceeding 2) cubic feet pay 25 cents perbox. The Senate 
bill has reduced the rate to 20 cents in place of 25 cents. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call Mr. HISCOCK. Is the Senator from Floridagquite sure that the bill 
the roll. reduces the duty ? 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with Mr. CALL. I think so, if the text of the law indicates what it 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. means. 

The roll-call was concluded. Oranges, in boxes of capacity not excceding 2} cubic feet, 25 cents per box. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dotpu] is tempora- eng” : : . 

rily paired with the Senator from Maryland te Wuson}. That is a difference of 5 cents to the box between the existing law 


and the pending measure. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has the Senator had his attention directed to that 
feature of the bill which abolishes damage allowances on packages and 
things of that kind, and has he calculated the effect that would have 


Mr. VEST. I announce my pair with the junior Senater from Kan- 
sas {Mr. PtumpB]. I should vote “‘ yea” if he were present, 
The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—20, in increasing the duty? 
ae ns —.. one, Pugh, es. sale. prone Senator aoe to the allowance for damages ? 
. ‘ Jolqt » by nsom, r TSCOCK. es, a } 

Oath, ” Gibess, ——ae “Vance, Mr. CALL. The allowance for damaged frait ? 

Cockrell, Gorman, Payne, Walthall. Mr. HISOOCK. For all imported goods and merchandise. 
NAYS—22. Mr. CALL. See eae 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Ingalls, —... tion. Whether a man shall pay for damaged goods or one thing, 

Altison, Prye, Morrilt, and stands its own merits altogether. 

— — ; = an Tae tiene. Mr. I do not desire to have the Senator’s constituents 

Oultom, Hiscock, b in Florida understand that we have reduced the duty on be- 

Dewes, Hoar, Spooner, cause we have not done so. The practical effect of the bill will be to 

ABSENT—34 increase the duty. 

Beck, Eustis, McPherson, Sabin, Mr.CALL. Thatis a very singular remark of the Senater from New 

ey i rh a Suamen” York. An allowance for damages of withdrawal or contin- 

Blair, Faullcner, Morgan. Tarpie, uance of duty because or amen > the damage is one thing and 

Brown, Hampton, Platt, Voorhees. should not pay duty for that which is of no value, and that he should 

Cameron, —, i. en of O58. pay a duty upon the actual value. Whether a person shall be required 

Delph, Kenna, Riddlebe to pay duty for goods that have been lest in transit er so damaged as 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 
proceed, 

The Secretary read as follows: 


255. Fruits.—Dates, grapes, plums, and prunes, 1 cent per pound. 

256. Figs, 2 cents per pound. 

257. Oranges, lemons, or limes, in packages ofeapacity of 1} cubie feet or less, 10 
contsper package; in packages of capacity exceeding 1} cubic feet and not ex- 
ceeding 2} cubic feet, 20 cents per package; in peetnasect nvesty nee 
cubic feetand not exceeding 5 cubie feet, 40 cents pe 


capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for a ke sas Shoraedaeniaes ae 
one 


thereof, 8 cents; in bulk, $1.50 per 

Mr. CALL. I move to amend paragraph 257 by striking out, i in line 
981, before “‘ cents,’’ the werd ‘‘ten”’ and inserting ‘ ‘ twenty ; ;”’ in line 
984, by striking out ‘‘twenty’’ and inserting ‘‘ forty,’’ and in line 986, 
by etriking out “forty” and inserting “‘ fifty;”? soas to make the clause 
read: 


Oranges, lemens, or limes, in packages of ca) of 13 cubic feet or less, 20 
cents per package; in packages of capacity exceed U cubic city aan meee not ~ 
ceeding 2} cubic feet, 40 cents a of capacit; 


package ; in packages 
2} cubic feet and not exceedi cubic feet, 50 cents per 
of capacity exceeding ioe auto fawk for an ae facknae: in packs 
part thereof, 8 cents; in bulk, $1.50 per one thousand, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the three 
amendments will be treated as onequestion. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senaterfrom F lorida[ Mr. Ca. ]. 

Mr, CALL. Mr. President, this amendment proposes an increase 
ever the existing law, but inasmuch as oe green. She, Saree ss 
Florida, whom I ope eee seers epee taxation 
upon all the necessaries of life, and this is one of the chief articles of 
a large portion of that State for revenue and income, I think the duty 
should be increased. I therefore move the amendment in their in- 
terest. If the system of a high rate." duties upon the necessaries of 
life is to be continued we should increase the amount of duty upon 
oranges. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not understand what the Senater from Florida 
stated. Did he say that oranges are necessaries of life? 

Mr. CALL. I said that they are not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not necessaries of life? 

Mr. CALL. They are not. They are not necessary for existence. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The Senator is entirely mistaken. With the down- 
trodden and oppressed workingmen of the North they are necessaries of 
life, and are so treated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the amendment now offered by the 
— tor from Florida is te double the duty upon these necessaries of 

ife 

Mr. CALL. Yes; the duty under the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He proposes to double the duty fixed in this para- 


in the regular course of trade. They are two distinct 
You can not tell what is going to be the effect upon a cargo of fruit 


and there may be fifty out of a hundred damaged, or there 
may be more, and in each case the duty would be different. It de- 
pends upon the distance and the season altogether. No man in the 
world, neither the Senator from New York nor anybody else, can in- 
form me by an approximate opinion as to the effect of the rebate orre- 
fusal ofallowance for damaged geods upon a single cargo, or upon any 
number of cargoes, upon the rate of duty on the sound article. 

I base my amendment upon the proposition that articles of luxury 
which are not necessary for the subsistence ef human life areeminently 
the proper subjects of taxation, and when a section of the country is 

largely in producing that kind of a product, and it is an in- 


cargoes of 
nean or from portions of Central America is one thing. The West In- 
dies, Hayti, Jamaica, Cuba, portions of the British West Indies or Brit- 
ish Central America and Hondaras are capable of supplying oranges 
and fruits which are almost wild, which grow without any care, with- 
out any cost, and require only the gathering of the fruit. They are 


Mr. CALL. Yes; I propose to increase the duty on oranges. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there any other article in the bill that the Sen- 
ator thinks ought to be increased ? 

Mr.CALL. Yes; the duty on bananasand cocoanuts ought to be in- 
creased, that is, they should not been the free-list, andaduty ought to be 
imposed on sponges, which are on the free-list. Those are the subjects 
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a high rate of duty for the iron utensils that they use, for every article 
of remitted to theconj the Senator from Rhode 
Island or the Senator from New York as to the effect of withdrawing 
the allowance made for damaged fruit which affects the general im- 
portation of oranges from the Mediterrauean and everywhere else. — 

It is a discrimination in favor of the oranges in Cuba, in Jamaica, 
and in the islands of the West Indies, which are near to the coast of 
Florida, and that is the effect of it upon the people of Florida. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam rather in sympathy with the Senator from 
Florida upon the question of oranges, lemons, and limes, but I submit 


The Senator from Florida insists upon a very large increase over the 

law. oS ee ee ee the bill, as the 

tor from Rhode has stated, to keep the rate about what it is 

now, and there is no doubt of the fact that the remaining provisions in 
the bill will retain substantially the present rate of duty. 

For myself I should be w to make a small increase of duty on 

if the Senator from insists upon it, but I submit to him 


tection, even. The proposition of the Senator is practically to double 
the duty. I do not think we ought to do that upon an article of such 
universal consumption as oranges and lemons. 
Mr. CALL. I am perfectly willing toreducetheamount. I moved 
amendment in of the request of a number of citizens of 
Northern and Northwestern States interested in Florida fruit-growing, 
who are very firm believers in the policy of increasing the duty upon 
everyth Tam content to have it placed where the existing law fixes 
it if nothing better can be done. 

I insist, however, thatas long as the collection of duties shall prevail, 
and be so laid as to increase the cost of living to the people of Florida, 
I shail insist on their right to have the value of their farm and garden 
and fruit products increased in value by the same means, and with 
much greater justice, and by a much wiser public policy, because they, 
as luxuries, are properly the subject of a high rate of taxation. 

I do not desire to make this duty an oppressiveone to the consumers 
of foreign fruit, but I will say that the effect of the withdrawal of the 
damage allowance is simply a discriminating duty in favor of the West 
India orange and the orange of Central America, as it depends upon the 
preg of damage sustained in the shipmentof oranges of different lo- 

ities. 

For instance, as to the Mediterranean orange making long voyages, 
there will, at some seasons of the year, be a great loss, and from those 
regious of country where but littlecare is bestowed in the preparation 
and shipment of the oranges, there will be greater loss and damage and 
the price of the importations will depend the amount of duty that 
shall be imposed, with the loss or added. If there is no aver- 
age damage, if a vessel coming here in thirty-six or furty hours from 
any of the West India Isiands will sustain no damage in her cargo of 
fruit, manifestly the allowance will have no effect upon the trade from 
that locality. : 

That is a very clear proposition. Upon the Mediterranean fruit and 
that from coantries where there are long voyages the average damage 
may affect the rate of duty seriously, and where the trade is regular 
and controlled by the same persons they will make an average of their 
loss and obtain repayment by an increased price put upon the sound 


I think as a matter of justice that there onght always to be allowed 
something for frait or anything else that is lost or damaged in transit. 
There is nothing that can justify the imposition of a duty upon that 
which is of no value, or the imposition of a duty upon a greater value 
than the thing possesses. 

There can be no propriety in a duty of that character. Damaged 
fruit when brought here of course is worth littleor nothing. It is sold 
immediately at the place where it is landed, and that is the end of it; 
it perishes im a day, and to require a tax to be paid on it is a discour- 
agement of commerce almost equal to a prohibition. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Lam entirely opposed to the maintenance of the 
present law as to the duty on oranges, and for the reason that I am 
somewhat selfish in respect to it. Certainly the orange industry in 
Piorida is very largely a Northern industry, and I for one have a sym- 
pathy with it, I am frank to admit. I know that large orange groves 
are now operated there by people from my own locality. Iam opposed 
to the present law because I know that it is not as good for the orange- 
growers as the provision which we propose in this bill. A careful in- 
vestigation as tothe amount of damage allowances that are made in 
our Northern ports has demonstrated that this provision is far better for 
the than the present law. 

Therefore I am opposed to the change of the Senate substitute as re- 
ported to the present law. I am in favor of the provision as found in 
the bill, because it is more protective and more certain in its results. 

Mr. CALL. I should be very giad if the Senator from New York 
will inform me what is the average on oranges, especially from 
Jamaica or Cuba to thecity of New York or the cities of Boston, Bal- 
timore, or Philadelphia. 


F 


Mr. HISCOCK. From 15 to 20 per cent. 

Mr. CALL. Even if that were so, if we should protect the Florida 
fruit by requiring damaged fruits te pay full duty, that is a new the- 
ory of protection. It is not to be done with justice and fairness by 
imposing taxes or duties on damaged fruit, but so far as Florida and 
that section of the country are concerned, the principle which you pro- 
pose to apply is that you are going to make a man pay for the fruit 
that is damaged or worthless, and thus increase the cost of the sound 
fruit unless he throws it overboard and abandons it. How are you go- 
ing to charge him? Upon hisinvoicecargo from the place of shipment, 
and not upon his invoiceas entered at the place where it is delivered ? 
This would be a varying and uncertain quantity and would give no 
steady or reliable rate of duty. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This isa specific duty fixed upon the boxes which 
are shipped here, and if rendered at all it is assessed upon the bexes. 

Mr. CALL. It is on the invoice. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is assessed upon the box and not upon the in- 
voice value at all. 

Mr. CALL. Of course it is assessed upon the boxes, and whether 
they contain anything or not they must pay duty. Whether they are 
full of decayed fruit or full of sound fruit, it is the same thing; so that 
if the boxes are all unsound, still the rate of duty must be paid. 

Let us suppose that the owner of one of the little fishing vessels of 
the West Indies or Central America, making a fishing venture to the 
coast of Florida, loads his vessel in buik with oranges and delivers them 
at Tampa Bay, or Cedar Keys, or Charlotte Harbor, or Jacksonville, 
or Pensacola, and they are sound. He has to sell them; they are per- 
ishable and he can not wait. Under this Senate bill he pays 5 cents 
less duty than under the present law, and there is no increase on the 
sound fruit becauseof hispaying duty on damaged fruit. This islargely 
the course of trade. The importer from the Mediterranean in large 
quantities may impose an additional price on sound fruit, but in noother 
case will the law have any effect. 

Mr. HISCOCK. They can be abandoned. 

Mr. CALL. Oh, of couse. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As the Senator pursues the investigation he will 
come to the conclusion that he is attacking that great industry of his 
State by proposing to substitute the present law for the provision here. 

Mr. CALL. It seems to me the Senator ought not to make a prop- 
osition of that kind, that I am attacking an industry. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is not anv doubt about it. If the Senator 
from Florida will take time to investigate this question he will ascer- 
tain that when he proposes to substitute the present law in place of this 
provision, he is striking at the protection of the orange-growers of his 
State. 

Mr. CALL. The instance I havestated, which is the usual course of 
trade, proves that the Senator from New York is in error in this opinion. 
The large importer who is constantly in the business can charge his 
damages paid in duties on unsound fruit on the sound fruit, but the 
small trader who makes a single voyage and has no damaged fruit can 
not do so. 

I did not propose to introduce the existing law as an amendment ai 
present. I submitted an amendment to increase the rate imposed by 
the present law, to protect the market on the coast of Florida where 
fruit should be landed which might be salable. That is one damage to 
the frnit-growers, that they ship a species of fruit in bulk which costs 
very little and may be sold at very small prices, and there will be a 
discrimination in favor of the foreign countries which are so near the 
coast of Florida that fruit may be brought there not damaged and in 
salable condition and sold with a profit at almost nominal prices as 
compared with the cost of the Florida fruit. 

But as to the provision that you shall discourage commerce whether 
it is oranges or anything else, by providing that a person shall pay the 
same duty for damaged fruit that he pays for fruit that is of full value 
and perfectly sound, I should not support a proposition of that kind in 
reference to anything, because of its manifest unreasonableness and in- 
justice. However, in reference to the protection of the fruit-grower, 
that is a very different thing altogether from the question of protecting 
the revenue laws against fraudulent practices. 

The principle that should control in imposing duties or taxes is to 
impose the duty most heavily on luxuries, and, as I said before, it ap- 
plies to oranges and every other luxury; and I insist that everything is 
a luxury thatis not in some degree necessary for the support of human 
life. But I do not care to discuss that proposition. 

The Senator from Rhode Island says he can not see the difference be- 
tween an orange and a steel beam in respect to the one being a neces- 
sity and theother not. I think there are a good many people who can 
see the difference, and can also see the difference in the philosophy of 
the two ideas. Bethatas it may. Evenif it isa theory peculiar to 
myself, Iam very willing toavow my opinion that those people who are 
able to consume and use articles not necessary for the subsistence of 
human life, not essential to its comfort, ought to pay the highest rate 
of taxation, because they have the greater means with which to do it. 

The importation of fruit in this country from different parts of the 
world is made frequently at almost a nominal cost. The orange from 
the West Indies growsalmost ina state of nature without the aid of man. 
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The orange in the State of Morida that is used in commerce is produced 
at @ considerable expense. That is the difference. The West India- 
man, a short distance from the coast of the United States, within from 
forty-eight to fifty hours of all the great cities upon the coast, imports 
an orange that has cost him nothing, except the cost of gathering, with 
a very small amount paid for the labor of gathering. ‘The transporta- 
tion is by sea. The orange is brought largely in bulk, and it is sold 
and can be sold here for a much less price than the Florida orange. 

Itis very true that the fruit grown in Florida is farsuperior, and in that 
respect it has an advantage; but the people of that State, both North- 
ern and Southern (for while we have, as the Senator from New York 
says, quite a large number of Northern persons there who are spendin 
their money and their time in making that country their residence ~ 
engaged in fruit-growing, we have also people from every State in the 
United States, largely Southern, largely from the Northwest), are im- 
pressed with the idea that the orange, the lemon, the pine-apple, the 
banana, and the cocoanut are proper subjects for a high rate of duty. 
I agree with them, and if you are going to continue this system and 
make them pay a high rate of duty for everything that they consume, 
it is only fair you should accord to them the same benefit as to the fruit 
products which they grow. 

Mr, ALDRICH. lam very greatly surprised at the silence of the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] upon this proposition to 
double the duties uponarticles in universal use. Iam id that that 
Senator is neglecting the interests of the people whom he represents. 

Mr. DAWES. The oppressed people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The oppressed people whom he represents. 

Mr. VANCE. Did the Senator from Rhode Island address his re- 
mark tome? I did not hear him. Will he be kind enough to repeat 
his remark, for if it was good it can not be said too often? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I expressed my surprise that the Senator was deaf 
when a proposition of this kind was pending to double the duties upon 
an article in universal use. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator’s surprise would have been a surprise if 
there had been anything to be surprised at. I was not deaf. I was 
hearing all that was said, and the vote has not been taken yet. SolI 
do not see the force of the Senator’s remark. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from North Carolina up to this time 
has not contented himself with merely voting. His clarion voice has 
been heard in behalf of the people usually. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, but I have left the discussion of questions about 
which Senators were peculiarly informed in theirown localities to them- 
selves, and I have not seen proper to say a word on thisoccasion. I 
will say something very soon, if the Senator is hungry for any more of 
my remarks. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. CALL. At the suggestion of the Senator from IowaI will move 
to insert the provisions of the existing law in place of this ph, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Florida withdraw the amendment now pending? 

Mr.CALL. I withdraw it at the suggestion of the Senator from 
Iowa. As I said, I offered the amendment at the suggestion of a num- 
ber of orange-growers, but it is evidently impossible to obtain any in- 
crease above the existing law. 

I am content to leave this argument where it is, and the Senator 
from Rhode Island, whose opinions will control this matter, thinks it 
is a position which will be approved by reasonable men that oranges 
are an article of necessity, that the consumption of fruits is of universal 
use, that every man in this country not only consumes this fruit—I 
wish they did—but that it is as necessary as a coat, as a woolen gar- 
meni, as necessary as salt; that human life and comfort can not be 
preserved without it; and that it had better be made free or allowed to 
come in at a low rate of duty. I am very glad to hear that he is 
willing to put something at a lower rate of taxation upon the ground 
that he regards it, however erroneously, to be an article of necessity; but 
I insist that oranges and fruits of all kinds are essentially a luxury, 
and that the use of fruits of every kind is confined totherich. Of the 
sixty-five million people of the United States, two-thirds of them do 
not consume any of these fruits. The use of them is confined alto- 
gether to people who are well todo. Therefore I will move my amend- 
ment in that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator send the modifica- 
tion which he proposes to the desk? 

Mr. CALL. I will say that the proposed change does not affect the 
provision in regard to the allowance of damages which the Senator from 
New York imagines has such a wonderful effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to move to 
strike out the paragraph under consideration and insert that which he 
has sent to the desk? 

Mr. CALL. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Florida, as modified, will be read. © 

_ The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 257 and 
insert: 


Orenans, in boxes of capacity not caoveding mg foot, 25 cents per box; i. 
one- »xes, Capacity not exceed uu half ; 
bulk, $1.60 per thousand; in barre ye sedbinn oe . 


pound flour barrel, 55 cents per barrel, 
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Lemons, in boxes of capacity not Seeger bY cubic feet, 30 cents per box; in 


one-half boxes, capacity not exceeding 1} cubic feet, 16 cents per half box; in 
bulk, $2 per thousand. 


Lemons and oranges, in packages, not specially enumerated or provided for 


in this act, 20 per cent. ad v: ’ 


Limes and grapes, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLL]. 


Mr. GRAY. I rose to ask the Senator from Florida whether the 


substitute which he moves changes the old law above its present rate. 


Mr. CALL. In reply to the Senator from Delaware, I will say that 


the substitute I have moved is the language of the existing law. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Florida intend to follow 


that up by restoring the existing law in regard to damage allowances? 


Mr. CALL. No, I donot. I have not examined that provision. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The abolition of damage allowances increases the 


rate of duty upon these articles at least 25 per cent. 


Mr. GRAY. If that be so, it seems to me it ought to be opposed by 


those whoare in favor of direct methods of legislation. It would be 
pretty hard, I suppose, 
one, or any bill which undertakes to grant favors to a portion of the 
citizens of this country engaged in particular 

corporating in such a scheme some ve iniquitous features. 


to frame a bill according to the scheme of this 
industries without in- 
When you attempt an artificial 


of the business of a t 
people who are competent to manage their own business for themelves; 
when you delegate to three hundred or four hundred average 
and Representatives in Congress the right to interfere with the normal 
course of business of sixty or seventy million 
vast continent, then, of course, you are bo 
scheme and in such an attempt inequalities and discriminations, and 
the mass of the people are bound to suffer. 


Senators 


e stretching over a 
to encounter in such a 


But when we are di the details of this scheme item by item 


and paragraph by paragraph, even those who are opposed to the gen- 
eral policy involved may be allowed to call attention to certain glaring 
inequalities and attempt to improve what they can not altogether re- 
form. It would seem to me See confession that those who are 
in favor of protecting an industry must do so by 

so-called damage clause give to an ager A @ protection which is un- 
certain, varying, at times exorbitant, while 

on a plane that is quite within the reach of reason from the protection 
standpoint. 


indirection, and by this 
at other times it may be 
Mr, ALLISON. May I call the attention of the Senator for just a 


allowances is 
ent, and is a pro- 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, it isin the Mills bill. 
Mr. ALLISON. Itisin the House bill asit came to us. It isa 


question relating to the protection of the revenue and not a question 
of by indirection attempting todo what we donotdodirectly. I think 
the Senator is under a misapprehension in respect to it. 


Mr. GRAY. Ido not profess to be at all familiar with what are 


called, I believe, the administrative features of this or any other tariff 
bill, but I do know that there are a great many necessities devolved 
upon the Government which are injurious in their operation, from the 
— that we have embarked upon a scheme that is unnatural, artificial, 
and abnormal. 


Whether there be an administrative necessity or not I shall make my 


comment upon this feature of the bill. It serves to give character to 
such schemes that here is an attempt to carry out a protective policy, 
and yet by what they say is a necessity of 

be compelled to pay a tariff tax on a cargo 75 
damaged and only 25 per cent. is available to him for the purposes of 
his business, or he must abandon the whole. Is that a necessity which 
may arise under this bill? 


tion 2 man may 
cent. of which is 


Mr. ALLISON. No, that would not arise at all. If the damage 


exceeds 10 per cent. the importer can abandon the damaged goods. 
The 


Mr. GRAY. part? 

Mr. ALLISON. The damaged part only. That is the provision. 

Mr. GRAY. The contingency which I have suggested can not arise? 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I would much rather, it seems to me, see a cer- 
tain stable and fixed rate of protection (if protection is to be given to 
any industry) that is not contingent upon the vicissitudes of a voyage 
or upon the condition of the article when it arrives, so that we may 
know just what the tax is, that the importer may make his calcula- 
tions and the consumer may know precisely what he has to pay. 

Mr. President, one word more in regard to a criticism that was made 


humorous way as to the a silence of the Senator from North 
Carolina when this part of bill 
bill is one conceived in selfishness and in avarice, meant to protect the 
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The agriculturists of this country as a class are out of the reach of 
any protective tariffs that this bill or any other may propose. They 
can not be benefited by it. Although there are provisions in it which 
impose a tax upon agricultural products, upon grain and other products 
of the soil, yet as a matter of fact the great staple agricultural prod- 
ucts of this country have to be sold in a free and open market, and 
their price is established under the competitive conditions of absolute 
free trade, whilst those who raise them must buy all that they are ena- 
bled to buy with the price so obtained in a highly protected market. 
That is true. 

There may be some who have been deceived by the mere presence of 
the so-called protective provisions in this measure for agricultural prod- 
ucts, but the one that we are considering now does have a practical 
effect upon the agriculturist. WhileI would not seek to impose a tax 
upon the mass of the community in favor of the agriculturist, yet in 
considering a bill of this kind I can not but observe that there is an at- 
tempt to discriminate a)l through against one class in favor of another, 
and the class discriminated against is the agricultural. 

When we come to consider the tax upon fruit, every bushel or pound 
or of fruit that comes into this country comes in as a substi- 
tute for home-grown fruit of whatever kind. As long as this is said 
to be a protective measure, one intended to go all around, as a Senator 
on the other side said the other day—I think the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAwLEY ]—then we may as well consider that the grower 
of oranges in Florida, the grower of fruit in Delaware, and Maryland, 
and New Jersey is entitled to the same protection that the favored 
manufacturers of the East and North receive from this bill; and that 
the fruits which come from the West Indies and the Mediterranean in 
substitution for the fruits grown on the fruit-growing soil of this coun- 
try do come into competition with them, and a tax upon them is meas- 
urably a protection in the sense that other taxes laid on a foreign article 
are a protection to the industry engaged in producing it here. 

Therefore, as long as the other provisions of the bill are kept as they 
are I shall vote to keep the tax where it is upon oranges and the other 
fruits that are attempted to be dealt with in the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Delaware says that the fruit- 
growers of Delaware, New Jersey, and Florida are entitled to protection. 

Mr. GRAY. They are entitled to protection ifi—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are as much entitled to protection as the 
manufacturing industries of other States. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Is not the reverse of that proposition true? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; of course the reverse is true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are entitled to no more and no less? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not ask, as representing an agricultural commu- 
nity, any protection on their behalf if they shall be treated fairly in 
regard to taxes imposed upon them in favor of the manufacturing in- 
dustries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to make one other suggestion. 

The Senator from Delaware criticises the provisions of the measure, 
not only the Senate bill, but, as has already been stated, the House 
bill and the recommendations of the Treasury Department as to the 
abolition of damage allowances. A bill to abolish damage allowances 
passed the Senate at the last session by his vote after discussion here, 
and that matter is entirely disconnected from the pending question as 
a general proposition. 

Mr, GRAY. When I rose, I think I with becoming modesty con- 
fessed my ignorance of what are called the administrative features of 
the bill, but eyen I may be allowed sometimes to rise upon this floor 
and speak in a general way about the effect of a tariff bill. I asked 
for information in the case that I supposed, and the information was 
given me as to the effect of this bill by the Senator from Iowa, if a man 
imported a cargo of oranges, 75 per cent. of which should turn out to 
be damaged, whether in that case he was put to his election to aban- 
don the whole cargo or pay duty on the 75 per cent. He tells me, 
which I did not know before, that the bill is limited to a damage of 10 
per cent, 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis, if the damage exceeds 10 per cent. the cargo 
to that extent may be abandoned. 

Mr. GRAY. That is, the damaged part of it? 

Mr. ALLISON. The —_ Di of it. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatis, Ish ink, a very proper and necessary re- 
striction of the power given to a collector to collect duty on damaged 
fruit. But my criticism was not as to the necessity under this or a 
similar measure of administrative features of that kind, but I merely 
pointed out these inequalities, and how monstrous it was to collect duty 
on worthless articles, and that that was one of the necessities that grow 
up when once you adopt an artificial system like this of regulating the 
business of a great people which had better be left to its natural con- 
dition of freedom. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Delaware to im- 
pute to this side of the Chamber, or to the committee, the motive of 
trying to do by indirection in this bill what they did not dare to do 
directly, and to intimate that this item is only one of a great many 


where, in various devious ways, we had increased the duty without 


appearing to do so upon the face of the bill. 






















Mr. GRAY. I am not in the habit of imputing motives to indi- 


viduals, Of course, if the Senator understood anything of that kind, 
I disclaim it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Not individually; not personally. 
Mr. GRAY. But I did impute to all measures of this kind and I 


did make the criticism that when once you embark upon legislation 
that protects a few at the expense of the many you are under the 
necessity of incorporating inequalities and indirections just such as 
these. 


I thought that these were proper subjects of criticism; and I say 


now that it seems to me still monstrous, notwithstanding the explana- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa, that a man should be compelled to pay 
a tax upon an article that is imported which turns out to be absolutely 
valueless, that has perished during the voyage before it has entered 
the port of delivery. 
that I do not know personally, but I accept the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa and the Senator from Rhode Island that there is some 
such necessity under the existing law. 


Whether there is an administrative necessity for 


Mr. STEWART. I prefer the classification of the Senate bill to the 


existing law, and I shall vote against the amendment of the Senator 
from Florida for that reason. 
shall make some modification, when the bill comes into the Senate or 
at the proper time I shall offer an amendment to this paragraph. 


But further on, unless the committee 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, if I understood the argument of the 


junior Senator from New York [ Mr. Hiscock ] it was that the bill under 
discussion really gave the orange-growers in this country an additional 
protection over that in the existing law indirectly by virtue of the 
damage clause. 


Mr. HISCOCK. It does not do it indirectly; it does it directly. 


There is no indirection about it. 


Mr. PASCO. The statement is that it increases the duty, and it is 


of no importance whether it is done directly or indirectly. 


Mr. HISCOCK. 


It does it absolutely directly. 
Mr. PASCO. 


I wish to call the attention of the Senator from New 


York to the fact that the damage clause in the House bill is the same 
as that in the Senate bill—substantially at all events, and I think, pre- 
cisely. 
this industry thesame protection that it has under the House bill, and 
his argument falls to the ground. 


Consequently, the provision in the Senate bill does not give to 


It seems to me there is no reason why this proposed reduction 


should be made in regard to oranges. The Senator from New York 
claims to be a special friend of this industry. 
that it was to some extent a New York industry. 
American industry. As the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] has 
suggested, a measure affecting foreign fruits affects the fruit-growers 
all over the United States. 


He claimed, I believe, 
But, sir, it is an 


I can see no good reason why this reduction should be made, and 
hope that the proposition to leave the duty where the House bili 
leaves it will prevail. The damage clause being the same as in the 
House bill does not increase the protection, and if there is to be no in- 


crease inthe duties upon oranges, lemons, and the other fruits, cer- 


tainly the committee should be content with the existing law. 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not care to detain the Senate any 
further in the consideration of this subject beyond making one obser- 


vation. 


Section 33, which, as I understand, is placed in this bill in accord- 
ance with the general statute passed at the last session to protect the 
revenue against fraud, provides that if the cargo or the package is 
damaged to an extent less than 10 per cent., the owner must pay the 
duty upon the package, upon the whole ten-tenths. If to a greater 
extent than one-tenth, he may abandon that particular package and 
pay no duty. 

The theory of the Senator from New York, upon which he insists, is 
that the provision now incorporated into this bill and a part of the gen- 
eral law is an addition to the charge against the foreign orange, and in 
favor of the domestic orange. That is upon the idea that a general 
average of 10 per cent. or 15 per cent. is made by the importer for loss, 
and that that amount is imposed upon the sound oranges sold in this 
country, and therefore that it is a duty of 15 per cent. in favor of the 
domestic grower. 

The error of that ideain its application to this product of Florida will 
be readily seen if we come to analyzeit. A cargo of oranges is brought 
from Cuba or Jamaica in bulk. It arrives upon the coast of Florida. 
Whether in packages or in bulk when it arrives there it must be sold. 
If it be a sound cargo, it will perish within a short period of time; it 
can not be kept and it must be put upon the market and sold. That 
cargo will be the whole ten-tenths for sale, and the price may be di- 
minished to whatever will pay the transportation and some profit. The 
fruit market of the home grower at that time, by that importation and 
that sale, is reduced below « compensating profit, for he can not pro- 
duce and sell his oranges in competition with those of the fertile lands 
of the West Indies, where the orange grows as the product of nature, 
without the aid of man or of labor. 

So there is a constant fluctuation of necessity. The fact of its being 
a perishable commodity and an immediate sale necessary, is an essen- 
tial feature that fixes the price at the lowest rate that will bring a 
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pratt. It must be put upon the market and shipped all over the 
United States in a short period and sold to the wealthy people who use 
and consume this fruit. There is no time for delay, and the venture 
is a profitable one provided the loss from damaged fruit is mot great. 
That is the reason why this is, I think, a very mistaken provision 
and a very unjast one in regard to all impertations, imposing a loss of 


preservation, not specially enumerated or provided forin this act, one-half of 1 
cent : pound. 


268. Fish preserved in oil, except anchovies and sardines, 30 per cent. ad va- 
orenu. 


269. Salmon and all other fish, prepared prepared meats of 
mn not specially enumerated or Eater proviled tar sae act, 25 per cent. ad 
valorem, 

270, Cans or packages made of tin or otber material containing fish of any kind 


10 per cx a or some amount less than 10 per cent. upon the importer admitted aa oe duty under any existing law or treaty, not exceeding 1 quart in 
aa im arbitrary loss simply for the parpose of protecting the revenue, | °omtcnts, shall besublest ton duty on ach canor packge of ftconte and when: 
which can be easily guarded without it, while it gives no certain OF Pe- | quart or fract part thereof, of 14 cents. ; 

liable increase of price to the producer of the domestic fruit. 271. Hay, $2 per ton. 


272. Honey, 20 cents per gallon. 

273. He . io cents per 7 

274. Indian corn or ma: 10 cents per bushel. 
275. Lard, 2 cents per poun 


nd. 

276. Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparations, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out of the bill paragraph 276. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

ane Cuier CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 276, as 
follows: 

276. Macaroni, vermicelli, and all similar preparationa, 2 cents per pound. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, in my perambuletions around this 
Capitol some time last summer, I dropped accidentally into the room of 
the Committee on Finance, and the subcommittee were having a hear- 
ing when I peeped in, and a chipper old Dutchman was giving testi- 
mony as to the importance of placing macaroni-upon the dutiable-list. 
J have procured a copy of his testimony, and I propose to read some- 
what from it and to comment upon it. 

Macaroni was put upon the free-list in 1883, and soon after it was 
put upon the free-list the establishment ‘o which this witness belonged 
went into ion for the manufacture of it. He says he had noidea 
in the world when he went into the business that macaroni was on the 
free-list, and he worked on very well and his ions went forward 
very successfully and he never once thought of dying and 
a great American industry and flooding this country with the products 
ef the labor of cheap Italian lazzaroni in the form of macaroni, vermi- 
celli, and soon, until a contract was advertised for supplying the Dayton 
Seldiers’ Eome with macaroni for the year, and he putin a bid for 8 
cents a pound, and to his astonishment the contract was awarded to 
some importersin New York at 6}.cents, whereupon he wrote to his Rep- 
resentative, Mr. BUTTERWORTH, to know what was the matter, and he 
said he never was so astonished im his life as when he received Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH’s reply stating that there was mo duty upon macaroni. 
He said his firm had not been making much money for some time past, 
and he did not know what was the matter until he found that mac- 
aroni was on the free-list, and it was protection that he wanted against 
foreign pauper labor; so he came up, and happening, and as I said, 
casually to have strayed into the committee-room, I asked him a few 
questions. Iread from his testimony: 

I had only been in this business three months when I learned, to my great as- 
tonishment, that the Mills bil) had fixed mo duty whatever upon macaroni. I 
could scarcely trust my eyes when I saw that statement. I had written to Mr. 
BuTTERWorTH, our Congressman, to know what the duty was in the Mills bill, 
and then I Jearned to my astonishment that there was, no duty whatever. From 
what I have already stated you will see that about ene-fourth of our product is 
what we pay for wages. Of course, when they pay on 6 to 10 cents a day 
for wages in , and we pay our men and worsen | ve times that much, we 
can not very wel compete with the 

Senator Vancn. Can notour men, with the advantage of the better machinery 


that we have in this country, make more than the Italians can? 
Mr. Borcxe. That is true; we have got as fine machinery in this country as 


ator VANCE. And fiour is cheaper in this country than it is in Italy? 
Mr. Borcke. Yes; that is true. 
Senator Vance. And sugar is cheaper also, is it not? 
Mr. Borcke. Yes. 
Senator Vance. Your hands work more and your machinery is better. Does 
not that pretty nearly equalize the conditions? 
Mr. Boncxe. It appears that it does not. 


Upon that ground I voted against the law in the last session, and I 
shall oppose it here and everywhere upon the theory that the duty 
shonié be levied upon the actual value, and if a specific duty be im- 
posed for the purpose of preventing a fraudulent ad valorem being put 
upen the article, it should be used for no other purpose than that. 
Therefore I am opposed to that provision. 

] only desired to show to the Senate that the provision of the thirty- 
third section imposing a perpetual less to the importer upon the fruit 
to the extent of 10 per cent. by his being required to pay the duty for 
the damage, will be no adequate protection to the fruit-growers in the 
State of Florida against cargoes of oranges shipped in bulk, many of 
which come without injury. The sound cargoes arriving destroy the 
market for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida ride (Mr. 
CaALy]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

258. Raisins, 2 cents per pound. 

25! . Fruits preserved in their own juices, 20 per cent. ad valorem, 

260. Ginger or ginger-root, preserved in sugar or otherwise, and citron pre- 
Ber rved or candied, 4 cents per pound. 

261, Orange-peel and lemon-pee!. preserved or candied, 2 cents per pound. 

262. Fish.—-Mackerel, pickled or salted, 1 cent per pound. 

263. Herrings, pickled or salted, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

2f4. Salmen, pickled, 1 cent per nd. 

26, Other fish, pickled, im barrels, 1 ceut per pound. 

266. Anchovies and sardines, packed in oil or otherwise, in tin boxes measur- 
ing not more than 5 inches long, 4 inches wide, and 3} inches deep, 10 cents 
whole box; in half-boxes, measuring not more than 5 inches long, 4 inches 
wide, and 1} inches deep, 5 cents each; in quarter-boxes, measuring not mere 
than 4] inches long, 3} inches wide, and 1) inches deep, 2} cents each; when 
imporied in any other form, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CALL. Thereis anotheramendment which I desire to propose. 
I move, after line 989, paragraph 257, to add the following: 

Bananas, pine-apples, and cocoanuts, 10 per cent. ad valorom. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. I have nothing further to say upon the subject than 
what I have already said in regard to oranges, and that is that under 
this bill we areoppressively taxed upon everything that we use, every 
article of necessity, every article ef consumption, and the only products 
we have im a large portion of the State of Florida, the fruit-growing 
products, are without protection, or any adequate protection, from our 
neighbors in the West Indies and Central America. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida? 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. Iwill nowecall for the yeas and says upon these amend- 
ments, but I desire to give notice that I will reserve them, and when 
the bill comes into the Senate will then askfor the yeas and nays upon 
them. 

RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. VANCE. The Chair appointed me this morning a member of 


. Senator Vance. Are not your factories pretty well 
the committee of conference on the direct-tax bill, Senate bil] 139. 1] Mr. Boxcxe. are striving to, but on are not doing * well, 
ask permission to be excused from service upon that committee. Senator VANCE. percentage do you suppose they clear on their capital 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. ‘The Chair appoints in place of the Senator from North 
Carolina the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to reconsider the action of the Senate this 
morning in non-concurring in the amendmentsof the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the direct-tax bill and requesting a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses, and I also move that a message be 
sent to the House of Representatives asking for the return of the bill 
with the amendments. I do this at the request of the Senator from 


? 
Mr. Boecke. They are not dearing very much. I have only been in part- 
nership about three months, and Iam sorry to say that since I have entered 
into Sern pertner has told me that before that time they lost money; 


Senator Vance. What kind of people omenie eee er 
Mr. BORokE. We empley girls shibe aad ane Bach factory has about two men, 
my — ead man, and one factory has two men besides my partner, 
ome oy ys an & 
ANCE. Are they natives or foreigners, those whom you employ? 
Bs Borcky. Just as we get them; they are all born here, all bera in Cincin- 


Sexth Carolina [Mr. Bor.xr], who has just returned, and itis right | Senator Vance. Whatdo you pay your boys cad girl while in Italy a 
and proper for him to have an opportunity to examine it. from 6 to 19 cents a day, women and children beth That is too much 


The motion was agreed to. 


THER REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (MH. R. 9051) te reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The read- 
ing will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


267. Foreign-caught fish (im otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels) 
smoked, dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in ice, or 


ence. Bean a inet caemath often tar te Boldiore’ Himes, tat ofill we aid oot 

the contract. It was given out to foreigners at 6} cents, and they are offer- 
{ng macaroni wo-duy in New York City at Tcomts 

Vance. If we were to put 3 cents a pound duty on the macaroni 

WEA PURSES SRR Se Es WHR See See eR 
it our pock 
Mr Roaoan. Of course we could afford to pay higher wages to the girls and 
“Senator Vance. Bat we 

M een Of — 

aocler VaNcE. ‘docs not always follow, of course. 


Mr. Boxrcxnz. Yes, 
Senator VANCE. amon, $f we wore to give you ee ee 3 centsa pound 
would you not still hire as cheap as you could get in the market? 


otherwise prepared for 
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Mr. Borcxe. That is a reasonable thing; but I say while we pay low wages 
now we would gladly pay more. 


Vance. All the increased profit arising from the tariff duty; would 
you pay that to your workmen? 

Mr. Borcxs. As near as we bly could, yes. 

Senator Vance. Why should you not do it altogether? 

Mr. Borckxe. As I told you a while ae told me that the last year 
he lost money. In order to make it here at all, to get along, we would have to 
have a little of that. 

Senator Vance. How long have you been at work in this business? 

Mr. Borcre. I have only been at it about three months. 

Senator Vance. But 1 mean your factory, this factory you have been con- 
nected with; how long has it been going? 

Mr. Boecks. Three or four years altogether. We have had a pretty hard 
time, Senator. 

Senator Vance. Do you not su that the people who eat macaroni, some 
of them, have had a pretty hard time too? 

Mr. Bomwcxe. We have not made much money; if we had it would bea differ- 
ent thing. 

Senator Vance. Do you not think that, if you have not been making any 
money in a certain business for four or five years, you ought to stop that busi- 
ness and go to something else? 

Mr. Borecks, We expect each year to do better than the year before. But so 
far as I am concerned as an individual I was not in it unti] about three months 


ago,and the gentomesn who have been in it, it appears, neglected altogether 
this thing of tariff. 


uae Vance. They established thatfactory, though, after the duty had been 
en off? 

Mr, Borecxe, No, they never established it; they justgot into it the same as I 
did. I went into it expecting to make money, of course, but I found that my 

rtner had been losing money last year,and we have been crippling along do- 
ng work not to amount to anything. 

Senator Vance. But the factory was established or the business was founded 
while there was no duty, after the act of 18837 

Mr. Borcks. That is true; but still we have been going along and not mak- 
ing anything. We are struggling for existence, thatis about the way of it; that 
is actually the way of it. The business is a struggle for existence. 

Senator Vance, Doyounot think thatif any onegoesintoa business and ascer- 
tains that he can not make money it is his duty as a sensible man, as soon as 
he ascertains that, to go to work at something else? 

Mr. Borcks. We did lose money, and this is the time we are making up for 
winter use. 

Senator VANCE. Do you think the Government is bound to act the part of an 
insurer and make good all losses to a man in his business? 

Mr. Borckxr. Ne; but I think it would be just to us protection. Iwas 
in the malting business for twenty-two or twenty-three years, but since they 


have got to using corn meal, rice, and glucose in the place of malt that business 
has run down. 


Senator Vance. Then you got out of that business? 

Mr. Borcke, Yes, sir; and went into this. 

Senator Vance. Then, if you can not make any money in this business, do 
you not think you bad better quit? ; 

Mr. Borcxe. But I have my money in it, 

Senator Vance. Sell out. 


Mr. Borcxer. Oh, yes; it is easy to say sell out, but whois going to buy a busi- 

ness that is net prospering? We have gota 20-cent duty on malt, and I wish 

the Government would be kind enough to protect this industry teo, I have 

shown you here in this paper that one-fourth of our product is the wages we 

pay. I must say that I was very much astonished heen Mr. BurrerwoRTH 

= me acuny of the Mills bill and I then discovered that there was no import 
uty on 


goods. 

Senator Vance. You did not know what was the matter until you found out 
that there was no duty on fi goods? 

Mr. Boncxe. No, sir. Now, when they sell their imported goods to the Day- 
ton Soldiers’ Home at 6} cents a pound, our factories can not compete with that 
price at all, although they are so near to the place, and have the best flour and , : : , . , 
the best machinery in the world. Still,if we competed with such prices as that | gaments in favor of a protective tariff. Although his establishment 
re could aot make anything atall, because of the large amount that is paid for | had been going ever since 18830n free trade and withoutany protection, 


Senator Vance. According to your showing here you pay about 50 cents a day because, as the Senator from New York suggested, this was the greatest 
to your labor ; that is not a very large amount to pay for labor? 























Mr. Borckr. No; notas an individual. This is a struggling industry, as I 


ave said, Those le who eat macaroni can very well afford to pay this lit- 
tle tariff that we oc: amounts to hardly anything. 


Which piece of political philosophy I commend to the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]. 


It is not like imposing a big rate of duty upon an article of necessity. Ithink 
you ought to try to persuade your committee to put a duty of at least 3 cents, or 
2 cents on this kind of goods. I do not think that is asking too much, 

Senator Vance, There is a man down in my country who is driving a pair of 
mules; his industry is also struggling, and. he gets 75 cents a day and boards 
himself. Whatare we todo for him? He makes nothing to sell that could be 
benefited by any tariff. 


Mr. Borcxe. In the first place, he has no one to dofor but himself; he has no 
industry. 

Senator Vance. You have no one to do for but yourself and your family, who 
are dependent upon you, just as that man’s family are dependent upon him. If 
we impose a tax in favor of people to support and help along every man whois 
making something that comes in competition with foreign products, what aro 
a - do for this poor man in my country, and who can not be reached by any 

ariff? 


Mr. Borcxe. That is very truc, Mr. Senator; but in our industry our firm hes 
been barely able to get along. 


Senator Vance, This poor fellow does not get along; there is no place for him 
to go, though he is bound to live. 

Mr. Borcke. ft is but very little that anybody will haveto payin consequence 
of this tariff; it is so small that it does not amount to anything, you might say. 


Senator Vance. Then, if it is so little, it does not matter to you whether we 
put it on or not? 


Mr. Borcke. But it is a big thing to us. 

Senator Vawen. It might be a big thing to this poor man I speak of to add 
that much to the price of his dinner. 

Mr. Borcke. If you add 2 er 3 cents to the price of macaroni, that doesn't 
amount to anything scarcely for him, but it amounts to a great deal for me and 
for my family. It is a big thing for those who are engaged in its manufacture. 

Senator Hiscock. Do you want more than 2 cents a pound? 

Mr. Borcxr. We would like to have 3 cents a pound on 1l-pound packages. 

Senator Hiscock. Could you not get along right straight through with 2 cents 
& pound? 

Now, that’s a good fellow ! 

Mr. Borckxe. Yes, I could. 

Senator Hiscock, That would be doing a good deal better than you are now? 
Mr. Borcxs. Yes. Iam only one in the trade. 

Senator Hiscock. Whatdoes the Millis bill do for you? 

Mr. Boncxs. It does net do.anything. To my astonishment, when I wrote to 


Mr. Burrerworta to send me a copy of the Milis bill, I found that there was 
no import duty on macaroni. 


Senator Hiscock. It is on the free-list, is it not? 

Mr. Borcke. Yes. Then I wrote to Senator Smzrman, and he wrote me a 
letter, saying—— 

Senator Hiscock. Do you want it on the free-ist? 

Mr. Borcke, No, sir; without protection we all know that everything would 
not go along as smoothly as it does now. I donot understand why it was put 
on the free-list in 1883. 

Senator Hiscock. I do not know, unless it was upon the theory that at that 
time we were the great flour-producing country of the earth, and that with our 
pes and facilities we could produee macaroni as cheaply here as ary- 
where else. 

Mr. Bowcxe. In Cincinnati I think they must be sleepy-heads and not watch 
out for their own interests in the business,and probably it wasdone on account 
of carelessness andinattention. But when we pay outone-fourth of our product 
in wages we think we are entitled to protection. 


That is the history of the whole concern. He epitomizes all the ar- 


— aye pe pee ae at oee flour-producing country on the earth, and, as the witness said, they had 
nian, pip ts pc wane ips esti oy the best machinery and the cheapest sugar in the world and all the 
Senator V Y id th rage 50? oY ones ; : . : ; 
Mr eee , * ee — ——— facilities for making it, yet never until the cry of protection was dinned 
Seneher | Vance. That is a little over 50 cents a day. into his ears did he find out that he was not making as much money 

ey eee SOR. he ought. He thinks 2 cents a pound, as he says, would be a good 

Senator Vance. While in Italy they pay from 6 te 10 cents a day? ng est ; ; ’ 
Mr. Bomcam, The wages ls a big. clement, Senator. . thing for him. I think it would, too. em 
Senator Vance. I know it is a big element, of course. I move to strike out the paragraph and remit this article tothe free- 
Mr. ‘We would like to have3 centsa on 1-pound packages, and | jist, where it belongs 

2 cents a pound where it is loose or im bul. would be a big thing for us. . - 


< The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
That is just what the committee have given him. proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. [Putting the question. ] 
Co Senator Vance. Three cents a pound would be nearly 50 per cent. duty ad | ‘The noes appear to have it. 
oO . 


~~ Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 
pom ee hy an Fes mg foros rae eeetn SS. a| . The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


Beacam, Souse . the roll. 
ont made better cesiiiemanene athastion — a nt ape goods, even if Mr. EVARTS (when bisname was called). lam paired with the Sen- 
are aah ahh to tell the real difference between the two, eed, that iative ——e ator from pm [Mr. Morcan], and therefore withhold my vote. 
One in Cincinnati told me that the wanted the imported 5 Mr. FAULKNER (when hi lied). I ired with 
ep ieee whabtaay deseee nal’ tant Gabo any thas wits an the . cs pene eee iv ) om puree ws 


t ; eon thet a ; the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
here inch better tana they ean be Tanda Ghere, and still postion wil ann et The roll-call was concluded. 


imported goods. As I said, if it was the case of Havana Mr. COKE. I was requested by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
olive 
Sal ane somethmng that we could not make here, then I 


nr ; VEstT] to state that he is absent from the Senate Chamber at work on 

as well in this country as Gey can | made ‘seen. I think _ io ‘a | 2 conference committee, and is paired with the junior Senstor from 

pound would not amount to much, andI think you ought to allow that, because, | Kansas [Mr. Ptump]. If the Senator from Missouri were here, he 

as I say, we are struggling, actually struggling for existence. And so far as would vote “ vea.”’ 

making money is concerned, I have only been in business three months myself 7 y : i i 5 

and yet I have been informed by my partnerthat last year he lost money. They Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce my pair with the Senator 

cout ine bees noone § cnthanias man = the scoemnvend Lennee to Senator | from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], and the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
an id me to come here. ‘i'wo or 3 cents a i rtainty : 3 2 ; 

not asking too much, You can not doany better than that.’ They caleGurenene Gzonex} with the Senator from oe Haspebene {Mr. BLAIR}. 

than that ja this petition that I have presented, as you will see. The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: 


Senator Vance. What shall we do with the money when it comes into the 


Treasury? We have morc there now than is needed. Do you think that we YEAS—19. 

ought to impose a tax for your especial benefit? Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Mr. Borcke, You gentlemen will take care of that. The taking off of the | Berry, Colquitt, Pasco, Turpie, 

duty in 1883 must have been an oversight; at any rate it was an indiscretion | Blodgett, Daniel, Pugh, Vance, 

and foolishness. : Butler, Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Senator Vance. You were not in this business at that time? Call, Harris, Reagan, 
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NAYS—22. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Stewart, 
Allison, Edmunds, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Chace. Frye, Paddock, Teller, 
Chandler, Hale, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Davis, Hiscock, Sherman, 

ABSENT—35. 
Beck, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, guar 
Blackburn, Farwell, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Faulkner, Manderson, Sabin, 
Bowen, George, McPherson, Spooner, 
Brown, Gibson, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gorman, Morgan, est, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Hearst, Platt, Walthall. 
Eustis, Ingalls, Plumb, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


=. Sh, preserved or condensed, including weight of packages, 3 cents per 
pound, 

278. Mustard, ground or preserved, in bottles or otherwise, 10 cents eee paund. 

279. Spices, ground or powdered, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, 4 cents per pound. 

280. Nuts.—Almonds, not shelled, 5 cents per pound; clear almonds, shelled, 
74 cents per pound, 

28). Filberts and walnuts of all kinds, 2 cents per pound. 

282. rages or ground-beans, unshelled, 1 cent per pound; shelled, 1} cents 
per pound, 

283. Nuts of all kinds, shelled or unshelled, not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, 14 cents per pound. 

284. Oats, 10 cents per bushel. 

285. Oatmeal, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

286, Pease, green or dried, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages, 
per bushel of 60 pounds, 10 cents; split pease, per bushel of 60 pounds, 20 cents ; 
pease in cartons, papers, or other small packages, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

287. Rice.—Cleaned, 1 cent perpound; uncleaned riceand rice flour and meal, 
one-half of 1 cent a pound; rice, broken, which will pass h a sieve 
oe commercially as No, 12 wire sieve, and paddy, one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound. 


Mr. BUTLER. If it is entirely agreeable to the Senator from Iowa 
and the committee, I should be very much obliged if they would allow 
paragraph 287 to be passed over informally for the present. 

Mr, ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that amendments can be 
offered at any time to any paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no amendment ready now, but I think I 
shall have some to offer to this item. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

28a. Rye-flour, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. VANCE. The next paragraph refers to salt. I have some re- 
marks to offer on salt which I do not feel able to do this evening. I 
ask that that paragraph may go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can be taken up at any time. 

Mr. VANCE. If I may be permitted to recur to it, very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina ask that the paragraph be passed over? 

Mr. VANCE. Let it be read, with permission to recur to it here- 
after. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


289. Salt.—Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other , 12 cents per 100 
pounds; in bulk,8 cents per 100 mds: Provided, That tee meats, 
whether packed or smoked, which have been cured in the United States with 
imported salt, shall, upon satisfactory proof, under such regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall prescribe, that such meats have been cured with 
imported salt, have refunded to them from the Treasury the duties paid on the 
salt so used in curing such exported meats, in amounts not less than $100: And 
provided further, That imported salt in bond may be used in curing fish taken 
by vessels licensed to en in the fisheries, and in curing fish on the shores of 
the navigable waters of the United States, under such regulations as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe; and upon proof that the salt bas been used 
for oer of the purposes stated in this proviso the duties on the same shall be 
remitted, 

290, Seeds.—Castor beans or seeds, 25 cents per bushel of 50 pounds. 

291. Garden-seeds, agricultural seeds, and other seeds, not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act, 20 percent. ad valorem. 

292, Flaxseed or linseed, and other oil seeds, not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, 20 cents per bushel of 56 pounds; but no drawback 
be allowed on cil-cake made from imported seed. 

293. Starch, including all preparations, from whatever substance produced, fit 
for use as starch, 2 cents per pound, 

2%. Tallow, 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. VANCE, In paragraph 293, line 1096, I move to strike out 
‘*2 cents’? and insert ‘‘1 cent’’ per pound as the duty on starch. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In h 293, line 1096, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘2cents’’ and insert ‘‘1 cent;’’ so as to read: 

293, Starch, including all preparations, from whatever substance produced, 
fit for use as starch, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. VANCE. That is an article of universal consumption, an abso- 
lute necessity. It is made very cheaply; and with the means of mak- 
ing it as cheaply in this country as anywhere in the world, I think the 
duty ought to be reduced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 
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Mr. VANCE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
a and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

the roll. 

Mr. GRAY (when hisname wascalled). I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB], or I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Gipson]. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.”’ 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr, 
MorGAN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to inquire if a quorum is present and voting, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not yet voted, 

Mr. PUGH. Then I vote “‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Bate, Call, Harris, Turpie, 
Berry Coke, Pasco, Vance, 
Blackburn, Colquitt, Pugh, Walthall, 
Blodgett, Faulknor, Ransom, 
Butler, Gorman, Reagan, 

NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, e, Morrill Spooner, 
Allison, e Paddock, Stewart, 
Chace, Hawie > Palmer, Stock bri > 
Chandler, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Manderson, Sherman, 

ABSENT—36. 

Beck, Edmunds, Ingalls, Plumb 
Blair, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, uate, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 

’ F arw 1, Kenna, ulsbury > 
Cameron, George, McPherson, Stanford, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Mitchell, Teller, 
Cullom, Gray, Morgan, Vest, 
Daniel, Hampton, . Payne, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Hearst, Platt, Wilson of Md. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


295. Vegetables of all kinds, prepared or preserved, includ pickles and 
Te kinds, not specially’ cummannned or provided for in this act, 35 per 
cent. orem. 


Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out paragraph 294, so as to place 
tallow upon the free-list. 

This is the greatest tallow-producing country in the world, and tal- 
low ought to be on the free-list. It can not be said that we are not 
able to compete with the tallow of other countries, and free tallow 
would be of very great use to that large portion of the country which 
is engaged in soap-making, and enable the price of soap to be reduced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina, which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 294, as 
follows: 


294. Tallow, 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], or I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I observe that 
the senior Senator from Tilinois [Mr. CuLLom] is not in his seat, and 
I therefore withdraw my vote. I have a general pair with him. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Gisson]. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER. I transferred my pair with the Senator from Penn- 

lvania [Mr. CAMERON] this morning to the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLACKBURN] and voted. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN- 
DERSON } being in his seat and the Senator from Kentucky having re- 
turned, I announce my pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CAMERON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan. 
oony, uitt, Pasco, Turpie, 
burn, Faulkner, Payne, Vance, 
Blodgett, Harris, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—19. 
ri Dolph, Hoar Sherman 
~ ph Manderson, Stewart. : 


lison, = 
cet, Hawley, Palmer, Wilson of iowa. 


ABSENT—4I, 
Beek, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blair, Eustis, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Evarts, McPherson, Spooner, 
Brown, Farwell, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Butler, George, See, Teller, 
Call, Gibson, Paddock, Vest, 
Cameron, Gorman, Platt, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gray, Plumb, Walthall. 
Cullom, Hampton, Pugh, 
Daniel, H : Quay. 
Dawes, Ingalls, ddleberger, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote having disclosed that there 
is not a quorum present, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: ° 
Aldri: Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
— Eva Manderson, Stanford, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Berry, e, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Paddock, Teller, 

lodgett, Gray, Palmer, Turpie, 

ll, e, a Vance, 
Chace, i Payne, Vest, 
Chandler, eeem Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke, . e Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-fourSenators having answered 
to their names, the presence of a quorum is disclosed. The Secretary 
will again call the roll on the question of agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from North Carolina having tested the 
sense of the Senate on this importan question of tallow, I ask him to 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VANCE. Oh, yes; I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the call for 
the yeas and oy is withdrawn, and the amendment is not agreed to. 
The reading proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

296. V in t 8 umerated or provided 
for in tain not to per Deon ai eo nee Serene = 
Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out that entire paragraph. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
‘ ca Curer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 296, as 
follows: 

296. V es in their natural 5 ly en rated or vided 
for in nine io per cent. = ee . ae 

Mr. VANCE. The bill which came to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives put those perishable vegetables that hardly admit of impor- 
tation, except for short distances across the line from Canada, on the 
free-list. I think there is where they ought to be, and therefore I move 
to strike out the ph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Theyeas andnays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call | 


the roll. 
Mr, BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
tenior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEoRGE]; otherwise I should vote 


” 


Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was’ called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

The roll-call was conclu 


I am paired with 


Iam paired with 


Mr. HALE (after having voted in the negative). I am paired with | Cvllom, 


the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], and withdraw my vote. 
eee pro tempore. The Senator from Maine withdraws | 
vo | 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Coke, Payne, Turpie, 
Colquitt, . Vamos, 
~ x es of Arkansas, Reagan, Wilsd f Md, 
on 0 , 
Cockrell, Pasco, Saulsbury, i 
NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Frye Mitchell Sher: . 
Allison, \~ Hawley, Morrill,’ Stewart, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Paddock, Stockbrid 
Davis, Hoar, Imer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Dolph, Manderson, 
Beek, Brown, Daniel, 
Blair, Butler, Edmunds, 
Bowen, Cal, Eustis, 


xXx X—25 
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EVarts, Gray, McPherson, Spooner, 
Farwell, Hale, Morgan, Stanford, 
Faulkner, Hampton, Platt, Teller, 

rge, Hearst, Quay, Voorhees, 
Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, Walthall. 
Gorman, Kenna, Sabin, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANCE. In the preceding paragraph, which was read without 
my observing it, I ask leave to offer an amendment in line 1100, strik- 
ing out “‘five’’ after ‘‘thirty,’’ so as to make the rate 30 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. In paragraph 295, line 1100, after the word ‘‘act,’’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘thirty-five’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to 
read: 


295. Vegetables of all kinds, prepared or preserved, including pickles and 
sauces of all kinds, not specially cummed ox provided for in this act, 30 per 
cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to state before the vote is taken, for the ben- 
efit of those who may not have observed it, that this is an increase of 
the present duty of 5 per cent. My motion is to restore the present 
law. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from Hlinois [Mr. CuLtom]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was calied). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grason ]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPoonrr]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). Is the name of 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with him, and withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it is not too late I might transfer my pair with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEoRGE] to the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLatr]. That I ought to have done before, but by mistake 
I failed to do it; and if permitted I will do so now and vote. 


Iam paired with the 


Iam paired with 


Tam paired with the 


T am paired with 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire will be called. 
Mr. BLAIR. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—16, 
Bate, Colquitt, Pugh, Turpie, 
Berry, Harris, Ransom, Vance, 
Blackburn, Pasco, Reagan, Walthall, 
Coke, Payne, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blair, Frye, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Chace, Hawley, Morrill, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Davis, Hoar, Palmer, Wilson of lowa, 
ABSEN’!'—35. 
Beck, Daniel, Ciray, Platt, 
Blodgett, Dawes, tlale, Plumb, 
Bowen, Eustis, Hampton, Quay, 
Brown, Evarts, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, 
Call, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Cameron, rge, Kenna, Teller, 
| Cockrell, Gibson, McPherson, Vest, 
Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendment 
to the bill (S. 1931) to increase appropriation for the purchase of a site 
for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in San 
Francisco, Cal., agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
DrsBBLE, Mr. NEwTon, and Mr. Post managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also returned to the Senate in compliance with its re- 
quest the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Ter- 
ritories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the di- 
rect tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendmeits of the Senate to the resolution of the House fixing the 
date for the adjournment of Con 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bills: 
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\ bill (H. R. 16023) to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Raif- 
road Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee River; and 

A bill (HL R. 10° to incorporate the American Historical Asso- 
ciation, 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 11878) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for public printing and binding for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence 


the Senate 


~)>e 
40) 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


rhe message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolied bill and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

\ bill (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States Cavalry and 
a major-general of volunteers; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 236) to pay the officers, clerks, and employés 
of Congress their salary for December on December 20, 1888. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3751) for the relief of certain set- 
tlers in Hettinger County, Dakota; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3752) to incorporate the Home- 
stead Savings Bank of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3753) for the relief of Franklin 
Rives and Wright Rives; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. H¥SCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3754) to construct a road from 
the village of Plattsburgh, N. Y., through and along the Government 
military reservation in said village; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 123) tendering tho 
thanks of Congress to certain physicians for services rendered in the 
treatment of the recent yellow-fever epidemic; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Epidemic Diseases. 


GEORGE F. ROBERTS. 
Mr. TURPIE submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested to 
estimate the amount required to pay Geo F. Roberts, administrator, ete., 
Silas Q. Howe, and Henry W. Smith, the alleged excess money erroneously 
collected as set forth in Senate bill No, 2001, first session Fiftieth Congress, 
and report the amount for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move to amend the resolution by strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘ requested ’’ and inserting ‘‘directed,’’ as that is the 
usual form. 

Mr. TURPIE. I accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


Mr. HALE. Iask that the House bill making appropriations to 
meet certain deficiencies may be taken up and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 11878) making appropriations to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for public printing and binding for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


OFFICE OF SUPERVISING 
Mr. TELLER. 


consideration: 


Whereas there have recently appeared in the press of the country certain 
charges of irregularities and violations of law in the conduct of the office of 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury as to the selection of sites for public 
buildings, the letting of contracts for the erection thereof,the methods in which 
plans and specifications and centracts have been prepared drawn, and 
otherwise: Now. therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized and instructed to make, either by the committee or 
a subcommittee thereof, an investigation into the conduct of the office of the Sa- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury De ment during the administration of 
the present Supervising Architect, and for that purpose the committee, or said 
subcommittee, if appointed, isauthorized and empowered to send for persons 
and papers and to administer oaths; said committee to report by bill or other- 
Wise, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. VEST. Let it go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the rules. 


Mr. VEST. The resolution goes over, and it will be priited under 


the rules, I suppose. 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed. 


ARCHITECT, 
I ask leave to offer a resolution, and ask its present 


The resolution will lie over under 


TREASURY BOND PURCHASES. 


Mr. PLUMB. I submit a resolution, and ask for its present consid- 


eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, directed to re- 
port to the Senate, at the earliest possible moment, a full statement of all pur- 
chases of bonds made by the Treasury Department, during the period io 
March 4, 1885, to date, specifying in detail the classes of bonds, amount and date 
of purchase, the party from whom purchased, the price paid, the market quota- 
tions in New York at the date of respective as. and in addition thereto 
a statement of bids rejected, showing date of bid, premium asked, and market 
quotations; also showing the available surplus in the Treasury on the Ist of 
each month during the period above named. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection to the general scope of the in- 
quiry, but I suggest to the Senator who offers the resolution whether 
he thinks it proper in that connection to have a report as to the names 
of the persons from whom the bonds were purchased. Does the Sen- 
ator desire to be informed from whom they were purchased? ‘The re- 
mainder of the resolution I have no objection to. 

Mr. PLUMB. We have already had a partial statement of that 
kind which, I think, has done no harm, and I do not see, as this is no 
larger or wider in scope than the resolution formerly adopted, thatany 
harm is to come to the public service from the adoption of this. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I object to the present consideration of the 
resolution. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over under the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
lie over. 


The resolution will be read. 


RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives in regard to the direct-tax bill be laid before the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In THE HovusE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 20, 1888. 
Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States an r- 
ritories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I formerly moved the reconsideration of the vote 
by which a committee of conference was ordered. I now move that 
the bill with the amendments of the House of Representatives be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


297. Potatoes, per bushel of 60 pounds, 15 cents. 

298. Vinegar, 7} cents per gallon. The standard for vinegar shall be taken to 
be that strength which requires 35 grains of bicarbonate of potash to neutralize 
l ounce Troy of vinegar. 

299. Wheat, 20 cents per bushel. 

300. Wheat-flour, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

SCHEDULE H.—WINES, LIQUORS, ETC. 

301. Champagne and all other ling wines, in bottles containing each not 
more than 1 quart and not more it, $7 dozen; containing not more 
than 1 pint each and more than one- t, per dozen; containing one- 
half pint each or less, $1.75 per dozen; in bottles or other vessels containing 
more than | quart each, in addition to $7 per dozen bottles on the quantity in 
excess of 1 quart, at the rate of $2.25 ~ gallon. 

302. Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in casks, 
60 cents per gallon; in bottles or jugs, case of 1 dozen bottles or jugs, con- 
taining each not more than | quart and more than | pint, or 24 bottles or jugs 
containing each not more than 1 pint, $1.60 per case; and any excess beyond 
these quantities found in such or jugsshal) be subject toa duty of 5 cents 
per pint or fract part thereof: Pr That any wines, gi or 
vermuth imported containing more than cent. of shall be 
feited to the United States: And provided , That there shall be no con- 
structive or other allowance for breakage, leakage, or damage on wines, liqu 


cordials, or distilled Wines, cordials, y, and other pionawe tie 
uors eo in or jugs shall be packed in packages containing not less 
than 1 n bottles or j in each package; and al! such bottles or jugs shall 


pay an additional duty of 3 cents for each ie or jug. 


Mr. VANCE. I desire to ask the Senators having this bill in charge 
why it is necessary to increase the duty on still wive in casks from 50 
cents a gallon to 60 cents a gallon, an increase of 20 per cent., and in- 
creasing the revenues about $340,000. That seems to be the effect of 
the addition of 10 cents per gallon. Iask forinformation. If there is 
any necessity for it, I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of the committee was to aid our Cali- 
fornia friends in making pure wine. 

Mr. VANCE. Well, that is an answer, most undoubtedly, but how 
the addition of 10 cents per gallon will enable them to make their 
wines pure I can not see. All they have to do to make wine pure, I 


suppose, is to observe the proper processes and use the proper materials, 
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There is an increase of $340,000 in the revenue. I suppose that is for 
the benefit of the wine-growers. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that in addition to that 
it will enable us to take off some taxes which are now imposed in other 
directions. 

Mr. VANCE, That is a good reason, but unfortunately I see no evi- 
dence of that reason being carried out yet. ‘The duty, as you will ob- 
serve, on wine in quart bottles is 29 per cent., whereas it is 85 per cent. 
on still wine in casks. ‘The general rule of commerce, I believe, is to 
make a discount where an article is taken by the wholesale, but here 
the discount is taken on the retail. ‘The lessa man buys the cheaper 
he gets it. Twenty-nine per cent. on a bottie containing not more 
than a quart, and 37 per cent. per dozen on bottles containing a pint 
or less. There seems to be an incongruity, an inconsistency in the 
whole schedule of the duties upon wines, and I rose to ask for the reason 
of it. 

I move to strike out, in line 1124, the word “sixty’’ and insert 
** fifty; ”? so as to read: 

Fifty cents per gallon, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTagy. In 302, line 1124, before the word 
** cents,”’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘sixty’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so 
as to read: 


302. Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in casks, 
50 cents per gallon, 


The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


308. Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
saqtoriaia, and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, $2 per proof 
on, 
0. Each and every gauge or wine gallon of measurement shall be counted 
as at least 1 proof galion; and the standard for determining the proof of brandy 
and other spirits or liquors of any kind imported shall the same as that 
which is ned in the — — to come ol revenue ; — Sheets = 
spirituous liquors, import n casks capacity n lons or in 
bottles of less capacity than one quart, shall be ferfeited to the United States: 
Provided, That it shail be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discre- 
tion, to authorize the ascertainment of the of wines, cordials, or other 
liquors by distillation or otherwise in case where it is impracticable to ascer- 
tain such proof by the means prescribed by existing law or regulations. 

305, On all compounds or preparations of which distilled — are & compo- 
nent part of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
there shall be levieda duty not less that imposed upon distilled spirits. 

306. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirchwasser, ratafia, and other similar 
spirituous beverages or bitiers containing spirits, and not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act, $2 — gallon. 

. No lower rate or amount of duty shali be levied, collected, and paid on 
brandy, spirits, and other spirituous beverages than that fixed by law for the 
description of first proof; but it suall be increased in proportion for any greater 
strength than the strength of first proof, and all imitations of brandy or spirits 
or wines imported by any names whatever shal! be subject to the highest rate 
of duty for the genuine articles respectively intended to be represented, 
and in no case less than $1 per gallon. 

308. Bay-rum or bay-water, whether distilled or compounded, of first proof, 
and in proportion for any greater strength than first proof, $1 per gallon. 

309. porter, beer, in bottles or jugs, 35 cents per gallon; otherwise 
than in bottles or jugs, 20 cents per gallon. 

810. Malt extract.—Fluid, in casks, 20 cents per gallon; in bottles or jugs, 40 
cents per gallon; solid or condensed, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

811. Cherry juice and prune juice, or prune wine, and other fruit juice, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, containing not more than 24 
per cent. of alcohol, 60 cents per gailon; if containing more than 24 per cent. of 
alcohol, $2 per gallon. 

312. Ginger-ale, ginger-beer, lemonade, soda-water, and other aerated waters 
in plain green or colored molded or bottles, containing each not 
more than three-fourths of a pint, 25 cents per dozen; containing more than 
three-fourths ofa pint each and not more than 1} pints, 50 cents per dozen; but 


no separate or additional duty shall be on the bottles; if imported 
otherwise than in plain green or colored molded or pressed glass bottles, or in 
bottles containing more than |j pints each, 50 cents per galion; and in ad- 


dition thereto, duty shall be collected on the bottles, or other coverings, at the 
rates which would be chargeable thereon if imported empty. 


SCHEDULE I,—COTTON MANUFACTURES. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri will pardon me a mo- 
ment. In paragraph 302, line 1128, I move to strike out “sixty” and 
insert ‘‘eighty.’’ I will say to Senators that that is to make the duty 
Aone in bottles in exact proportion to that on still wine in 
casks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Srecrerary. In paragraph 302, line 1128, before the word 
hm Ae ag proposed to strike out “‘sixty’’ and insert “eighty;’’ 
80 as : 


302. Still wines, includi nger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in 
casks, 60 cents per citens te Gellewes jugs, per case of one dozen bottles or 


jugs, containing each not more than one quart and more than i 
twenty-four bottles or jugs containing cach not more than one pint, a0 ‘per 


Mr. VANCE. I have never found any difficulty in obtaining the 
consent of the Senators on that side to the leveling-up process. They 
are perfectly willing to the equalization of duties if that equalization 
goes heavenwards, but when it comes to leveling down they are gen- 
erally not found willing to do it. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The question is on the amendment 
ofthe Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISon]. 

The amendment was agreed to, 















Mr. ALLISON. I desire to level up also in line 1130 of the samp 


paragraph, by striking ont ‘‘ five ’’ and inserting ‘‘seven and a half." 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. In paragraph 302, line 1130, before the word 
“ cents,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ five ’’ and insert ‘‘seven and one- 


half;’’ so as to read: 


And any excess beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs shall 


be subject toa duty of7} cents per pint or fractional part thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VEST. I understood yesterday that the schedule on cotton and 
the manufactures of cotton would not be taken up to-day. I under- 


stood the Senator from Iowa to state that after we had finished the two 


last schedules, which we have done, then we should stop on this bill 
for to-day. I will say that I propose to make a motion in regard to 
the first item in the cotton schedule, but not expecting that it would 
be taken up to-day I leit the statement at my residence. I am not 
prepared to-day to go on with the bill. I have been misled entirely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not mean to say yesterday that we shouid 
stop at any particular point in the bill to-day. I only meant to say 
that we should pass over the sugar and wood schedules, but I have no 
objection, if the Senator prefers, to pass over for the time being the 
cotton schedule, if it be understood that we can go back to that to- 
morrow morning. Iam willing to go on, with the consent of the Sen- 
ate, leaving all these textile schedules for the time being and go over 
to ‘‘Schedule M, books, papers, ete.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What number? 

Mr. ALLISON. Page 152, Schedule M. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that will not be done. I am not*prepared, for 
myself, to go on with the matter. I was called out to-day on a confer- 
ence committee, and have been unable to be in the Senate during all 
the time the bill has been under consideration, but I thought honestly, 
as I stated, that after finishing the last two schedules we would stop 
work upon the bill for to-day. I am not ready to go on now. 

Mr. VANCE. On yesterday evening before the adjournment I ap- 
pealed to the Senator from Iowa, in consideration of the situation on 
this side of the Chamber in relation to these schedules, to designate be- 
fore adjournment each day what would be considered the next day, if 
he could, in order that we might be prepared for the particular things 


to be considered. Here is what occurred: 


Mr. Vance, I was going to suggest that I should be glad if the Senator from 


Iowa would say definitely on this evening or on any evening what is to be con- 
sidered the next day, so that those of us who may have occasion to prepare can 
obtain the information necessary. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. VANCE. Page 371. 

Mr. Atuison. That was my object in making the statement to-night. The 
schedules to be considered next will be Schedule F, tobacco, and Schedule G, 
provisions. Wecan go on regularly with the schedules to-morrow morning. 

I understood that to mean that weshould not be asked to go on with 
any of these schedules, except the two we have considered to-day. I 
admit that the language of the Senator from Iowa, as it appears in the 
RECORD, does not positively imply that, but that was my understand- 
ing. Iam in the position of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 
I am not prepared to do justice to these schedules this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, I suggest that we go on with 
the free-list, and it might be well to consider that now if Senators are 
not ready to proceed with the other schedules. 

Mr. VEST. We might as well go on with one schedule as another 
if we are to go on without preparation. I have not any choice if we 
are to be forced into it. We have agreed upon the day on which the 
vote is to be taken, and it is a matter of the personal convenience of 
Senators as to how weshall proceed. Nobody can get any advantage. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that 
the method of proceeding on the part of the subcommittee is not fair 
in another respect. Whenever a schedule is reached on which the 
committee are not prepared to take action, they propose to have it go 
over until the rest of the bill is disposed of, and then they propose to 
take that up. In a number of instances where that has been the case, 
members of the Senate who expected to go on regularly have been pre- 
pared and ready to proceed with the schedule, but when reached it 
has been passed over at the request of the committee. 

Now, when the committee have had charge of the matter for months, 
when they have known it would be under consideration before the 
House bill came up, and when they have had the House bill in their 
hands for a long while, it seems to me to be reasonable that some sort 
ot consideration ought to be had for the wishes of Senators on this side, 
who would like to know at least a few hours beforehand what is going 
to be considered by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to be unfair, and this is the first in- 
timation we have had that the committee has been unfair in any mat- 
ter connected with the consideration of this bill. I do notsee why we 
can not go on with the free-list. I think the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. VANCE] at least must be prepared for that. We could see 
whether or not there are things in this free-list which should be struck 
from it and put on the dutiable-list, or it may be that the Senator from 
North Carolina would be giad to add something to the free-list that is 
not there now, and that would make progress. Of course the only ob- 
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ject I have is to go on with this bill, so that during the last two or 
three days or week of the session we shall not be pressed into the con- 
sideration of the items of this bill unduly. Of course I desire to ac- 
commodate the convenience of Senators as much as possible, 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator will perhaps remember that we agreed 
this morning upon a definite time to determine the consideration of 
this bill, so that I do not see anything to be gained now by applying 
whip and spur when we are not due until a certain time at a certain 

point, 

: Mr. ALLISON. Then, Mr. President, as I understood the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. DAvts] to say that he desired at some time this 
afternoon to consider pension bills, I am willing to give way to accom- 
modate Senators. 

Now, I give notice that to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to consider 
the cotton schedule, the flax, hemp, and jute schedule, the wool and 
woolen schedule, and the silk schedule. If we get-through with those 
to-morrow I shall be glad. " 

Mr. VANCE. I should think so. [Laughter.] If we get through 
with those to-morrow we shall do a tolerably fair day’s work, I think. 
[Laughter.] That is a very definite and very generous response to the 
request made on thisside that the work should be designated on the even- 
ing before that was expected to be done the next day. Weare alsoin- 
debted to the courtesy of the Senator from Iowa for passing over sched- 
ules at our request this evening, inasmuch as a Senator on his side de- 
sires to do something else. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message, from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
11795) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7935) for 
the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians in the State of 
Minnesota. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (3. 3155) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J, Alexander, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr, Butss, Mr. BuTLER, and Mr. De LANO managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIS.- I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of private pension bills on the Calendar which are not objected to. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator to give way for one moment and 
let me call up Senate bill 3677 to open abandoned military reservations 
in the State of Nevada to homestead entry. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will it lead to discussion ? 

Mr. STEWART. There will be no discussion. If there is, I wiil 
give way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield the fleor? 

Mr. DAVIS. For that purpose alone, if I can retain my rights. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we are to go on with the pension cases, let us 
go on with them. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 appeal to the Senator from Vermont to let the 
title of the bill be read, and then, I think, he will let it go through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLI- 
SON ] yielded to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the reguiar order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
{ Mr. Davis] yield to the Senator from Nevada [Mr, Stew ART] ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I insist on my motion to take up pension cases, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the first 
private pension bill on the Calendar. 
> MRS. R. 8S. HORTON. 

The Cuter CLERK. Order of Business 2312, a bill (H. R. 8) to re- 
store Mrs. R. 8. Horton upon the pension-roll. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A question was raised by me on that bill before, 
and I have a copy somewhere marked with an amendment that I in- 
tended to offer. It is a question as to whether th... bill will carry ar- 
. rears of pension. I believe it has not been the habitof the committee 
» a to allow arrears. I suggest that the words be added ‘‘and pay her a 
pension from the date of the passage of this act.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. Let the bill go over. Is was reported by the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. Itis a bill for the restoration 
of the pensioner, and I should prefer that it go over and not be acted 
























sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Jesse Spencer, late a private of Company M, 
Second Regiment of Pennsylvania Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FREDERICKA LIESEGANG. 

The bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension-roll the name of Fredericka Liesegang, widow of Er- 
nest Christian Liesegang, late of Company H, Seventy-eighth Regiment 
New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

LEAMAN L. BOWERS. 

The bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Leaman L. Bowers, late second sergeant of Company H, of the Tenth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Reserves, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. RODGERS. 

The bill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the rate 
| of pension now allowed to William R. Rodgers, late a private of Com- 

pany F, of the Twenty-seventh Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infuntry, 
war of 1861, from $8 per month to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AARON RB. GILKISON. 

The bill (H. R. 7305) granting Fase egy to Aaron R. Gilkison was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of Aaron K. Gilkison, late of Company H, Fif- 
teenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN W. WARNER. 

The bill (S. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported the bill with an amendment, 
in line 7, after the word ‘“‘Infantry,’’ to insert “‘and to pay him at the 
rate of $30 per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin W. Warner, late of Com- 
pany A, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him at 
the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read th 
third time, and passed. - 


NANCY E. SAWYER, 

The bill (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer was consid- 
ered as in-Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the } e2- 
sion-roll the name of Nancy E. Sawyer, widow of the late James F. 
Sawyer, late of Company K, Twenty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 


teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. STARR. 

The bill (H. R. 206) granting a ion to William H. Starr way 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of William H. Starr, late a private in Company D, Eighth Illi- 
nois Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS DE FREITAS. 

The bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 
Freitas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on tlie pension-roll the name of Francis De Freitas, who was 9 
eo in Company G, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment Illinois 

olunteer Infantry, at the rate of $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN BRYAN. 
The bill (H. R. 8613) eat a pension to Ann Bryan was con- 


onnow. sidered as in Committee of the It Pao place on the pen- 
om PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without | sion-roll the name of Ann Bryan, widow of William Bryan, late of the 
prejudice. 


Forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JESSE SPENCER. 
The bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer was con- 
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MRS. ALMIRA J. TOWNER. 


The bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. Towner 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Almira J. Towner, dependent mother of 
Seth S. Towner, late a private in Company A, Second Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. WILLIAM J. DULEY. 

The bill (H. R. 9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the nameof William J. Duley, chief of scouts, with the 
rank of captain, in the Army of the Northwest, Maj. Gen. John Pope 
commanding. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTIAN KUNZE. 

The bill (H. R. 9385) for the relief of Christian Kimzie was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word “‘ Christian,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Kim- 
zie’’ and insert ‘‘ Kunze;’’ and in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Henry,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘Kimzie’’ and insert ‘‘ Kunze;’’ so as to make the bill 
read: 





JOHN SWEENEY. 


The (bill H. R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of John 
Sweeney, late a seaman in the United States Navy, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICAH FRENCH. 


The bill (H. R. 4737) granting a pension to Micah French was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, at the rate of $30 a month, the name of Micah French, for- 
merly a private in Capt. S. Clark’s company, New York Militia, of the 
war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. ELLIS. 


The bill (H. R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John W. Ellis, of Sierra County, New Mexico, 
late an Indian scout, in the service of the United States Government in 
the Territory of New Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY SAEGER. 

The bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to Mary Saeger was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 5, after the words “‘ sum of,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five”’ 
and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,'‘and is hereby, author- 


ized to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Saeger, a nurse in the United 
States Army, forthe sum of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
Pp. F. JONTE. third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 10073) granting a pension to P. F. Jonte was con- MOS. PEULAEA TZ. CARPENTER. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place onthe | ‘The bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter 
ion-roll the name of P. F. Jonte, late a member of Company A, | Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
tieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, of Knoxville, Iowa. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | ment, in line 8, after the words ‘‘ rateof,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five”’ 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. and insert ‘‘ twelve; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 
; Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
LOUISA M’LAIN. Restees ant Groned fe piace on the pencion-cell, sabiee, tothe poovisiess and 
The bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain was considered | eee eee ee eee ee ene Or no thie want th, a 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- akan. ‘at the Sinaia ee ee 
roll the name of Louisa McLain, dependent mother of John S. McLain. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
ill 8 
a third ling. i the third time, and . The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
HENRY SOMMERS. 


was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

The bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension to Henry Sommers was con- third time, and passed. . 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase to $30 per ‘ . ss on as 
month the pension of Henry Sommers, late of Company H, Fifth Regi- | The bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly was 
ment United States Artillery, for loss of left arm incurred while an | Considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
employé of the Quartermaster’s Department, under Col. A. J. Don- | peusion-roll the name of Mary Jane Jelly, widow of Frank Trask, late 
aldson, United States Army. a private in Company F, Eighth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. 

Thé bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMELIA MUMM. 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 10494) gran a pension to Emelia Mumm was con- 


ANNA BOPPELL. 

: ae bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell was con- 
sidered as in Committesof the Whole. It pro to place én th _ | Sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
sion-roll the name of Emelia Mumm, wiiee of Nichalas een, Nate pension-roll the name of Anna Boppell, widow of Martin Boppell, late 
a private in Company G, Fifteenth New York Heavy Artillery. of Company E, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment New York State 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to Veluntoem, st the rate of $12 per month. 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN WALLACE. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 9759) granti ion to John Wallace cen 

© . Granting & pension oan wa was con- | The bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, for- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | merly Martha Priest, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pension-roll the name of John Wallace, father of Robert Wallace, de- 
ceased, late of Company C, Ninety-third Regiment of New York In- 
fantry Volunteers. 


proposes to place upon the pension-roll the name of Martha Giddings, 
formerly Martha Priest, widow of Nathaniel Priest, of Company H, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Fourteenth Vermont Volunteers. 
ANTHONY SUAFER. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH HOLMES. 

The bill (H. R. 3512) granting a pension to Anthony Shafer was| The bill (H. R. 9388) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
ew the name of Anthony Shafer, of Liberty, Adams County, | the pension-roll the name of Joseph Holmes, of Company E, Third 

inois, late private of Company D, One hundred and first Regiment | Regiment Vermont Volunteers, at the rate of $45 per month, in lieu 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. , of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


the Se The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
























Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is directed to place on the 
pension-roll, subject to the eaneeens and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Christian Kunze, dependent father of Henry Kunze, of Company G, 
First Regiment Michigan Sharpshooters, killed in battle. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Chris- 
tian Kunze.”’ 
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JAMES MONOHAN. 

The bill (H. R. 5919) restoring to the pension-roll the nameof James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased, —- 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to pension- 
roll the name of James Menoban, minor child of Richard Monohan, 
deceased, late a pr ivate in Company A, One hundred and eighty-sixth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 


LAURA L. WALLER. 

The bill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 
Wallen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to 
increase the pension to Laura L. Wallen, widow of Henry D. Wallen, 
late colonel of the Second Infantry, United States Army, to $50 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IRA E. BALDWIN, 

The bill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Ira E. Baldwin, of Ada, Kans., dependent 
father of Alphonso Baldwin, late of Company I, Eighth Vermont In- 
fantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MYRA SINCLAIR. 

The bill (H. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Myra Sinclair, a volunteer nurse in the late 
war, at $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MES. MARY ANN CROSS AND OTHERS. 


The bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann 
Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardener, and Mrs. Lilla May Pavy to $30 per 
month was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in lines 5, 6, 7, and 11, to strike out the name ‘‘Gardener’’ and 
— ‘*Gardiner;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

# enacted,ctc., That the Secretary of Gp Sake Sa ek & hereby, au- 
thorised and directed to piace the names of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, widow of 
Sergt. William H. Cross, Minnie L. Gardiner, widow of Sergt. Hampton 8. 



























pension-roll the name of William H. Mays, late of Company CO, Fourth 
Kentucky Volunteer 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
J. W. PORTER. 

The bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J. W. Perter was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask that the bill be passed over informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The bill will be passed over inform- 
ally, retaining its place on Calendar. 

ELIZABETH C. COLE. 

The bill (H. R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It ees pay to Eliza- 
beth C. Cole, dependent mother of William D. Cole, late a aoe Pe 
Company I, Ninth Regiment of Minnesota Volunteer Infantry. 
now deceased, $72, the amount of pension which had accrued wa 
iam D. Cole, deceased, at the time of his death. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. CATHERINE BARBERICK. 

The bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barber- 
ick, of Watertown, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Catherine Bar- 
berick, of Watertown, Minn., mother of Killian Barberick, late of Com- 
pany E, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA F. READ. 

The bill (H. R. 5408) grantinga pension to Emma F. Read was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposes to place the name 
of Emma F. Read, the blind daughter of Capt. John Read, of the Falls 
Church, Va., Home Guards, upon the pension-roll, at the rate of $18 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL TANNER. 

The bill (H. R. 4649) granting a to Daniel Tanner was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Daniel Tanner, father of Russell J. Tanner, de- 
ceased, late of Company C, One hundred and third Illinois Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


Gardi ; d Lilla May Pavy, widow of Dr. Octave Pavy, on the pension- ird reading, read third and 

roll at the rate of $30.0 month each, in of that of $12 and $17 « month now a third & the time, and passed. 
allowed, the said William H. Cross, 8. Gardiner, and Octave Pavy MES. ANNA LEACH. 
having served in the late Arctic expedition under Greely and lost their lives in 


The bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach was 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Anna Leach, dependent mother of Benja- 
min F. Leach, late of Company I, First Regiment lowa Cavalry Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL M. BEESE. 

The bill (H. R.'7928) granting a to Samuel M. Reese was 
considered as in Committee of the It proposes to place the 
name of Samuel M. Reese, late private Company B, One hundred and 
fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. KRUNK. 

The bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension to John M. Krank was 

considereg as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
the name of John M. Krunk, late a private of C, 
i Kentucky Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Seuate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. M’COOL. 


consequence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
athird time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to increase the ions 
of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardiner, and Mrs. May 


MES. LOUISE M. HUMPHREY. 

The bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension te Mrs. Louise M. Hum- 
= was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to 
= 6 the name of Mrs. Louise M. Humphrey on the pension-roll of the 

nited States, she being the widow of the late Col. George Humphrey, 
of the Fighty-eighth Indiana Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
s third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL J. WRIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 10647) granting a to Samuel J. Wright was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-ro]] the name of Samuel J. Wright, father of Darwin Wright, 


eceased, late of Co A, Second Regimen valry The bill (H. R. 8735) granting a ee 5 Soeneee 
Shee . or ree sidered as in Committee of the gw meyht place on the 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to the name of A. McCool, of John Stanton, 


senha. read the third time, and passed. 
NEWTON J. SHRAKE. 

The bill (8.3374) granting an increase of to Newton J. 
Shrake was considered as in Committee of the It proposes to 
place on the pension-rol] the name of Newton J. Shrake, late of Com- 
pany E, Seventh Regiment Missouri Cavalry, at $18 month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. MAYS. 

The bill (S. 3556) granting a pensien te William H. Mays was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place en the 


a private in Company I, o of the Twenty-fifth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers. 
SERED Sees Hanes te Se Seat ae seen, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISS ELIZABETH A. TUTTLE. 


nee bill tes et ate g a pension to Miss Elizabeth E. Tuttle 
Berner Hed of the Whole. 
v eihchall eeamseenataencheeinaneseeReninnettondeisl- 
ment, in line 6, after the word “Elizabeth,” to strike out the letter 
“®,”’ and insert ‘‘A.;”’ so as to make the bill read: 
Bett , That the of the Interior be, ae 
ee Ris Gas carte paonetlaeaes an peealiionea 
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limitations of the laws, the name of Miss Elizabeth A. Tuitle, an Army 
Sees eng ee war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
mon 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill gran a pension to 
Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle.’’ — 


ISAAC ROSHON. 

The bill (H. R. 6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of 
Isaac Roshon, now onthe pension-roll at the rate of $13 per month, to 
such amount as he may be entitled by reason of a gunshot wound to 
the left knee, received by him while a member of Company F, Thir- 
teenth Regiment Ohio Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. DRAKE. 

The bill (H. R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drake was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Mary J. Drake, widow of Newton E. Drake, 

a private in Company E, Fifty-second Regiment of Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HUGH BRADY. 

The bill (H. R. 7683) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Brady 
was announced as the next bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam advised that since that bill was reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Pensions the Pension Bureau has recon- 
sidered its action and allowed the claimanta pension. I therefore move 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to, 


JANE JACKSON, 


The bill (H.R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson was con- 
sidered as in Cgmmittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jane Jackson, widow of Nathan Jackson, late a 
private of Company B, Fifth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN LYNN. 

The bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Lynn, late of Company A, Forty-eighth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

THOMAS B. WALSH. 


The a R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Thomas B. Walsh, late of Company D, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry, upon 
the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EPHRAIM NYE. 

The bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
-roll the name of Nye, late a pee eae A. 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH ROSIER. 


The bill (H. R. 9668) gran came te Joseph Rosier was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place the name 
of Joseph Rosier, a private in Captain Tripp’s company, Colonel Bris- 
ban’s regiment, South Carolina Volunteers, in the Florida and Semi- 
nole war of 1836, on the pension-roll at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISS SARAH MARY CARROLL. 
The bill (H. R. 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Car- 
roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 


crease the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Carroll, late an Army nurse, from 
$12.50 to $25 a month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
HENRIETTA WALDRON. 


The bill (H. R. 7344) oe — to Henrietta Waldron was 
considered as in It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Henrietta Waldron, of Wakeman, 
County, Ohio, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE WALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension to George Wallen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on tho 
pension-roll the name of George Wallen, late a private in Company C, 
First Regiment of Kentucky Infantry 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGET CARROLL. 


The bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Bridget Carroll, mother of Patrick Carroll, 
late a sergeant of Company H, Fourth Regiment United States Ar- 
tillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY KARSTETTER. 

The bill (H. R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mary Karstetter, widow of Jacob Karstet- 
ter, late a private of Company C, Eighty-seventh Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. GEDDES. 

The bill (H. R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes was von- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to include the name 
of Charles W. Geddes, late assistant engineer, United State Navy, among 
those who served inthe Mexican war, and to issue to hima land-warrant 
for his servicesas assistant engineer on the United States steamer General 
Taylor during that war. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILTON WALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 10032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Milton Wallen, ot Clinton County, Kentucky, 
who was a member of Captain Brooks’s company of Kentucky State 
troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMANUEL P. STEED. 

The bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to Emmanuel P. Steed 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore 
to the pension-roll the name of Emmanuel P. Steed, late of Company 
F of the First Regiment of West Virginia Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CARTER W. TILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 3681) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Carter W. Tiller, dependent father of G. W. Tiller, late a private in 
Company A, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, on the pen- 
sion-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLOTTE TAYLOR. 

The bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charlotte Taylor, widow of Thomas P. Tay- 
lor, late a private of Company C, Twelfth Regiment of Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ANN SHOOK. 

The bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pension to Mary Aun Shook was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place onthe 
pension-roll the name of Mary Ann Shook, widow of Joseph G. W. 
Shook, late a private in the company of Daniel Hoke in the war of 
1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM GALLAGHER. 

The bill (H. R. 10515) to increase the pension of William Gallagher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of William Gallagher, late a private in Company D, Twenty- 
eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, to $18 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET M. HATCH. 

The bill (H. R. 5751) for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Margaret M. Hatch, mother of William E. 

latch, deceased, formerly of Company B, Seventh New York Heavy 
Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JONATHAN C. HARRISON. 

The bill (H. R. 7887) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 
Harrison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $36 per month, the name of 
Jonathan C. Harrison, late a private in Company B, Fifty-second Ohio 
Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL J. MURPHY. 

The bill (S. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. Mur- 
hy, of Marengo, Iowa, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
t proposes to pay to Samuel J. Murphy, latea private in Company D, 

Thirty-seventh Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, a pension at the 
rate of $16 per month, in lieu of that which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BAKER SAINE. 

The bill (H. R. 2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pensiou-ro]l the name of Baker Saine, of Fort Seneca, Seneca County, 
Ohio, late a private in Company K, Forty-ninth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISA ROGERS. 

The bill (H. R. 8549) granting a pension to Louisa Rogers was an- 
nounced as the next pension bill in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let that bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

WILLIAM A. MATHES. 

The bill (H. R. 8521) for the relief of William A. Mathes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It ae to increase the 
pension of William A, Mathes, late of Company B, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteers, to $45 per month. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the bill provide when the reallowance shall 
begin ? 

Mr, COCKRELL. It begins from the date of the passage of the act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Tere is no doubt about that? 

Mr. DAVIS. There is no question about it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM IE. SPRINGSTEIN. 


The bill (H. R. 10199) for the rehef of William E. Springstein was 
considered as in Nommittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the ame of William E. Springstein, of Company G, Four- 
teenth Regiment of Michigan Volunteers, at the rate of $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. PRINCE. 

The bill (H. R. 3608) to grant an increase of pension to William E. 
Prince was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of William E. Prince, latea — 
of Company I, Twenty-third Regiment of Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 
at the rate of $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E. SCoTT. 

The bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Charles E. Scott was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charles E. Scott, late a private in Company 
G, Twenty-third Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
® third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JEMIMA STERLING. 

The bill (H. R. 4648) granting a pension to Jemima Sterling was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jemima Sterling, mother of James Goldsmith, 


leceased, late of Company I, One hundred and third Illinois Volun- 
teers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARK TOMLINSON. 


Mr. DAVIS. I should like to go back to Order of Business 2465, 
the bill (8. 1455) for the relief of Mark Tomlinson, reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It is a pension bill really, although 
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What bill is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It appears by the Calendar to be a 
bill reported by Mr. WALTHALL, for Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, with an amendment. That can not be included 
under the order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Can it not be included by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It can. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The object of the bill is that the beneficiary may 
geta pension. It is to correct an error—that is to say, an injustice, as 
we thought—in the record of his service. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of this man on the pension-roll notwithstanding the sentence 
of a court-martial. It is nothing but a pension bill, and it ought to be 
considered now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to grant a pension, in accordance with the general pension laws, to Mark 
Tomlinson, late lieutenant and acting adjutant of the Tenth Connecticut Vol- 
unteers, notwithstanding the sentence of s court-martial, as shown by General 
Orders, No. 78, series of 1863, Department of the South, dated September 18, if 
said Tomlinson shall appear to be otherwise entitled to said pension. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ELI J. YAMGHEIN. 


The bill (H. R. 2236) granting a pension to Eli J. Yamghein was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Eli J. Yamghein, late of Company A, Sixth 
Regiment of Kansas Cavalry. ; 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA BIDDLE. 

The bill (S. 3628) granting an increase of pension to Emma Biddle 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out “‘filty”’ 
and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the pension of Emma Biddle, widow of Charles J. Bid- 
die, late captain of United Infantry, transferred to a captaincy in the 
United States Regiment of Voltigeurs, Mexican war, and colonel of First Rifles 
(Bucktails) of I lvania in rebellion, and acting brigadier-general, be, 
and the same is hereby, increased from $20 to $45 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

IDA ‘M. HOWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 2667) for the relief of Ida M. Howell was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Ida M. Howell, the dependent sister of the late Lieut. 
Col. Judd M. Mott, Sixteenth Michigan ent, Company I. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the report in that case. 

Mr, TURPIE, aos S avey Ope bill, The deceased officer 
had no father, mother, or chil nor any relative who ever drew a 
pension or applied for a pension. His sister is put in the place. The 
sister was ent wn him. 

Mr. ED t is satisiactory to me. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH NEW. 

The bill (S. 3694) granting a ion to Elizabeth New was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth New, widow of Jethro New, late captain 
of Company D, Twenty-ninth Indiana. 

The bill was reported to the Senate oe amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN J. GORHAM. 


The bill (S. 3072) granting a to John J. Gorham was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the It proposes to place on the 
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-roll the name of John J. Gorham, father of George T. Gor- 
, who served in Company B of the Twenty-ninth Regiment of 
Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROBERT KELLY. 

The bill (S. 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelly was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pegsior~ 
roll the name of Robert Kelly, late a private in Company B, Third 
Regiment Maryland Volunteers. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANK D, WORCESTER. 

The bill (S. 3451) granting a pension to Frank D, Worcester was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Frank D. Worcester, late a member of Company 
B, First Maine Battery of Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE J. CLARK. 

The bill (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. 

Clark was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace the name of Jesse J. Clark, late a private of Company I, Thirty- 
Bret Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll at the 
rate of per montb. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3677) to open abandoned military reservations 
in the State of Nevada te homestead entry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is quite an important measure. It 
ought to wait until morning. Iam sure my friend from Nevada will 
not misunderstand me. I shall not object to-morrow morning. 

Mr. TELLER. He will not get a chance to call it up to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, hewill. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator from Vermont yield to me that 
I may make a report from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Ex of the Senate? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 


WORK OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS, 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] relating 
to the work of the Committee on the Census, to report it with anamend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Census, in conducting its investigations, 
is hereby authorized to employ a stenographer, and shall have power to exam- 
ine experts, send for rs, and to have reports of hearings and 


persons pape 
pers printed for the use of the committee, the expenses of the same to be paid 
rom the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word ‘‘same’’ it is proposed to insert 
the words ‘‘ except the expenses of printing;’’ so as to read: 


The expenses of the same, except the expenses of printing, to be paid fro 
the contingent fund of the a - ” — . o 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business, After twelve minutes spent in exécutive 
session the doors were reopened. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 

ae That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 11 


ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 
Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of the bill (S. 3677) to open abandoned military reservations in the 
State of Nevada to homestead entry. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us pass two or three little bills, and then we 
can adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to interfere with the wishes of Senators, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill moved by the Senator from 
Nevada will be stated by title. 

The CureF CLERK. A bill (S. 3677) to open abandoned military 
reservations in the State of Nevada to homestead entry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Nevada moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word “‘all,’’ to insert the words “‘ the 
agricultural lands embraced within the,’’ and in line 4, after the word 
‘*which,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘are useless for military purposes 
and;’’ so as to make the bill read: - 

That all the agricultural lands embraced within the military reservations in 
the State of Nevada which have been placed under the control of the Secretary 
of the Interior for disposition be disposed of under the homestead laws, and not 
otherwise. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MOTIER HOWE. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11042) for the relief of Motier Howe. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to grant, relinquish, 
and confirm to Motier Howe, of Oregon, his heirs and assigns, the in- 
terest of the United States in and to the west half of the northwest 
quarter and northeast quarter of the northwest quarter, and northwest 
quarter of the northeast quarter of section 22, in township 12 south, of 
range 23 east, of Willamette meridian, in the State of Oregon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


A. P. SWINEFORD. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That isa bill regularly reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. There are a large number of bills of the same kind 
reported before it, which are upon theCalendar. I do not see why we 
should not go to the Calendar and dispose of those cases. Itis not a 
very pleasant job for Senators to be objecting, and yet unless each Sen- 
ator makes a contest to get the floor and to be recognized the bills he 
has reported will be ignored. 

I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that we take up the bills on 
the Calendar regularly. We have not time to do it to-night, but let us 
take some time and go through the Calendar regularly, and give every 
one a chance. 

Mr. SAWYER. [I shall not press it if the Senator objects. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is the last case on the Calendar. 

Mr. SAWYER. I know. It was reported by the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Wriison]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was reported on the 19th of the present month. 

‘ Mr. SAWYER. However, it was some time in the other House. 
It is a House bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it isin so much better condition than Sen- 
ate bills that have to go to the other House. Therefore there is no 
danger in delay. I think we had better adjourn for this evening. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to have the bill passed. Still, if the 
Senator thinks differently, I will let it go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the character of the bill ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis to pay Mr. Swineford about $600 for money 
he has advanced. He is the present governor of Alaska, and isin need 
of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He will not be governor long. 

Mr. SAWYER. No; but I think we ought to pay what is due him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let him have it, then. 

Mr. SAWYER. That is what I thought. He used to live in the 
tewn I did. He was always a stanch Democrat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6012) fot 
the relief of A. P. Swineford. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, I: proposes to pay to A. P, 
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Swineford, governor of Alaska, $611.38, amount of salary from July 1 
to Septembe r 13, 1885. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
@ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM R. WHEATON AND CHARLES H. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. At the request of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. STANFORD] I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 





tion of the bill (S. 3646) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and 
Charles H. Chamberlain, of California. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that, I move that the Senate adjourn. 


We have passed three bills now coming from the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope the Senator will withdraw the mo- 
tion to adjourn for a moment. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Missouri will recognize the fact 
that this is a bill which failed for want of the President’s signature, 
after having been reported from the Committee on Public Lands and 
passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It passed both Houses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I had forgotten the bill. I now remember all 
about it. I enter a motion to adjourn as soon as this bill is passed. 
{ Langhter. ] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3646) for the re- 
Mef of William R. Wheaton and Charlies H. Chamberlain, of California. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to William 
R. Wheaton, ex-register, and to Charles H. Chamberlain, ex-receiver 
of the land office at San Francisco, Cal., jointly, $3,800, being a portion 
of ibe amount deposited in the Treasury of the United States by them as 
foes for testimony which was taken by clerks whose compensation was 
paid from the private funds of the ex-register and the ex-receiver. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, December 21, 1888, at. 
11 o’clock a, m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 19, 1888. 
APPOINTMENT IN REVENUE SERVICE. 
Capt. Joseph W. Congdon, of Rhode Island, to be a captain in the 
revenue service of the United States. 
POSTMASTER. 


Augusta B. Berard, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 20, 1888. 
TERRITORIAL CHIEF-JUSTICE. 
Thomas Burke, of Washington Territory, to be chief-justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Washington. 
DEPUTY FIRST AUDITOR. 
Orrin B, Hallam, of Kentucky, to be Deputy First Auditor of the 
Treasury. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 
Patrick H. Bryant and Luther L. Von Wedekind, to be assistant sur- 
geons in the Navy. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Naval Cadet George F. Hawk and Naval Cadet Edward T. Wither- 
spoon, to be ensigns in the Navy. 
—" Commander Charles H. Rockwell, to be a commander in the 
avy 
Lieut, William I. Moore, to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy. 


= Lieut. (junior grade) Nathaniel R. Usher, to be a lieutenant in the 
avy 


Ensign Nicholas J. L. T. Halpine, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Second Lieut. John P. Ryan, of the Fourth Cavalry, to be second 
lieutenant Third Cavairy. 
Medical Department. 
James D. Glennan, of the District of Columbia, to be assistant sur- 
geon with the rank of first lieutenant. 
Alfred E. Bradley, of New York, to be assistant surgeon with the 
rank of first lieutenant. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Additional Second Lieut. John P. Ryan, of the Third Cavalry, to 
be second lievtenant. 
Ninth Regiment of Iafantry. 


Additional Second Lieut. Matthew C, Butler, jr., of the Fourteenth 
Infantry, to be second lieutenant. 
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Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Additional Second Lieut. D. Vance, of the Twenty-first In- 
fantry, to be second lieutenat. 


First Regiment of Artillery. . 
First Lieut. Allyn Capron, to be captain. 
Second Lieut, Millard F. Harmon, to be first lieutenant. 


Second Regiment of Artillery. 
Lieut. Col. John Mendenhall, of the Fourth Artillery, to be colonel, 


Fourth Regiment of Artillery. 
Maj. Richard H. Jackson, of the Fifth Artillery, to be lieutenant 


colonel. 
Fifth Regiment of Artillery. 
Capt. Tully McCrea, of the First Artillery, to be major. 
Quartermaster’s Department. 
Lieut. Col. Henry C. Hodges, deputy quartermaster-general, to beas- 
sistant quartermaster-general, with the a of colonel. 
Maj. Seva H. Weeks, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermasier- 
general, with the rank of heutenant-colonel. 
Capt. Lewis C. Forsyth, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermaster, 
with the rank of major, October 19, 1888. 


Medical Department. 
.Capt. Leonard Y. Loring, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, with the 


rank of major. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavairy. 
Second Lieut. Charles P. Elliott, to be first lieutenant. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Albert 8. McNutt, to be first lieutenant. 
Sixteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Second Lieut. Walter K. Wright, to be first lieutenant. 
Medical Department. 
iim Col. Basil Norris, surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank of 
colone 
Maj. Charles H. Alden, surgeon, to be surgeon with the rank of 
lieutenant-colonel. 
Capt. Joseph K. Corson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 20, 1888. 


The House was called to order at 12 o’clock m. by Mr. Crisp, who 
directed the reading of the following eee 


SPEAKER's Roo OF REPRESENT. 

Ra warty C., December 20, 1888, 
Sir: t hente titbiaiite ts Cuartzs F. Crisp to preside temporarily as 
Speaker pro tempore at at the opening of the seasion of the House P 


to-day. 
men xB JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Clerk House of Representatives. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrisury, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
VETO MESSAGE—C. B. WILSON. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the ing mes- 
ange deme thy Gastlient the United States; which was read, 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives : 

tee without approval House bill No. 5080, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
This bill directs the oo ena pee Riana eee 
of $225 for post-oflice funds Tands forwarded by him tothe deposit office Seana 


Wile ens eee 
on the 9th Se 1888, authorizing the 


A general law 
euvlerdinetaehes oa e allowances and credits to postmasters in saenisdty seek such 
law, the credit 


sanction of that 
w+ mayan that the bill herewith re- 
is proposed to duplicate the credit 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


On the Sth day of September, 1888, under the 
directed by this bill was made. It is 
turned ought not to become a law 
therein mentioned, 


Exkrcurive MAwnston, December 19, 1838. 
AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the Ameri- 
can Historical Association. 

Mr. PHELAN, Iask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 
amendments to the bill. They are eo 

The SPEAKER pet The amendments will be read, after 
which objection will be ed for. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Toes no objection, the amendments were considered and con- 
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BRIDGES ACROSS THE TENNESSEE AND CUMBERLAND RIVERS. 


The SPEAKER pro ney also laid before the House the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize the Cairoand 
‘Tennessee Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee 
and Cumberland Rivers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the amend- 
ment to this bill is purely formal, inserting the words ‘‘ commencing 
or’’ before the word ‘* building,” in the twenty-second line. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 


amendment. 

There was no objection. 

ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (5S. 
$135) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. Alexander, with House 
amendment disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. HUTTON. Iask unanimousconsent that the House insist upon 
sens, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate on this 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the amendment read. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 42, strike out “59” and insert ‘ 40.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest that this bill lie on the table for 
the present, to be called up hereafter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There being a disagreement between 
the two Houses on an amendment to the bill, it has now reached that 
Stage where it is privileged and in order to move to agree to the con- 
ference asked. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam awareof that, but I only wanted to suggest 
that as I remember when this bill passed the Honse its passage was re- 
sisted, and stress was laid upon the fact that the pension was only in- 
creased some five or ten dollars, $5 I believe, and thereupon it was per- 
mitted to go through without a quorum. Now, if it is to go through 
as originally submitted to the House merely by the form of a confer- 

: it : 


ence committee, it certainly would not be in accordance with the inten- 
tion of the House when it was permitted to pass without a quorum. 
Mr. DOCKERY. But I understand that the pending motion is in 
i ey ion of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee. 
r. 


, The motion is that the House further insist upon 
its amendment disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that, but I wanted to make this 
statement in advance of the appointment of a conference committee, so 


There being no objection, the motion of Mr.Hurron was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
1931) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a site for a build- 
ing for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal., 
with House amendment disagreed to by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in exactly the same con- 
dition as the preceding one. The Senate requests a conference on the 
disagreeing votes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move that the House further insist upon its amend- 
ment to the bill, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE RED RIVER. 
tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
= amend an act entitled “An act granting to the city of Grand 
orks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across the Red River,”’ 
aoe 1888; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
= ne eee eens an Olam: 
NGLEY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
KELL&Y, uatil 8, 1889, on account of important 


ILKINSON, for five days, on account of important business. 
ROUT, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

, for ten days from Friday next. 
een, until the 16th of January, 1889, on account of im- 
‘ nea, af entte Constinn, for two days, on account of 
Ci.ARK, for two weeks, on account of important business. 
. TagsneY, until Jannary 7, 1889, on account of important 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. DavENPorrT to with- 
w from the files of the House of the Forty-ninth Congress, without 
eaving copies, papers in the case of DeWitt C. Amey. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as conferees on 
‘the part of the House on the bill (S. 1931) to increase the appropria- 
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tion for the purpose of a site fora building for a post-office, court-house, 

and other offices in San Francisco, Cal., the gentleman from South Caro- 

lina, Mr. Dresie, the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. Nrwron, and 

the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Post. . 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Regular order. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I presenta privileged report from 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask consideration of the report of the committee of 
conference I submitted the other day, but will not demand the previ- 
ous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. O’DONNELL] to present a privileged report. 


BRANCH FOLDING-BOOM. 


Mr. O'DONNELL. I ask consideration of the report which I send 


to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to continue the lease of the house No. 225 Pennsylvania avenue, 
north west, for a branch of the f room for one year from January 1, 1889, 
the expense of the same tobe paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 


The report (by Mr. O’DONNELL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr. 
Ricwarpsow (Miscellaneous Document No. 29) authorizing the Doorkeeper of 
the House “to continue the lease of the premises No. 225 Pennsylvania avenue 
for a branch of the folding-room for one year from January 1, 1889, the expense 
of the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House,” have had the 
same under consideration. 

Your committee find that the house, 225 Pennsylvania avenue (known as the 
old Adams Express building), is now oceupied as a branch folding-room, and 
the lease of the same expires r 31,1888. We find it necessary to lease 
this or some other room for another year. There are now stored in this build- 
ing 206,000 books and 100,000 envelopes; there are 60,000 agricultural reports fer 
1887 yet to be delivered, which it is proposed shall be stored in the leased prem- 
ises, ConeressronaL Recorps and other valuable publications which 
will from time to time be received from the Public Printer. There is no other 
reom suitable for the storage and safe-keeping of documents. We find there is 
no room in the Government buildings available for such purposes. The build- 
ing on reservation and also all the storage rooms in the vaults of 
the Capitol which are dry enough for the purpose are now filled with public 
documents. 

In order to provide a suitable place for the storage of the great number of 
volumes of public documents it is necessary to continue this lease, as the build- 
ing is well suited for the purpose. 

The i ropose that the resolution be amended by striking out the 
words “the of the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House” and inserting “ the rental of the said premises for two months, amount- 
ing to $200,to March 1, 1889, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives, and that the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to 
make provision for the payment of the remaining ten months of said lease, 

to $1,000, in the general deficiency bill.” 

Your committee recommend the adoption of the resolution as amended, 


Mr. O'DONNELL. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to know whether this is a provision 
for the use of that building till the 4th of March only? 

Mr. O'DONNELL. It provides for the payment ont of the contin- 
gent fund until the Ist of March, and instructs the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to provide for the remainder of the year. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 


adopted. 

Mr. O'DONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I havea privileged report to present. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Isubmit a privileged report from the Committee 
on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpENn], who submits a privileged re- 
port. 

DIGEST OF CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be ed and bound for the use of the House the usual 

of contested-election cases of the Forty-eighth, 

Forty-niath, and Fiftieth Congresses, together with an index of the same, to be 

prepared by the clerk to the Committee on Elections, for which, and for the 

and superintendence connected therewith, there shall 

be clerk by the Clerk of the House from the contingent fund the sum 

of —— dollars; not more than $500 of which amount shall be paid before aaid 

work is completed, but the entire sum when the manuscript or copy for said 
work has been delivered to the Public Printer. 


The report (by Mr. SowpEn) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the foregoing resolution, 
in relation to preparing and printing a digest of the election cases of the Forty- 
eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fift Congresses, have considered the same, and re- 
port it back with the following amendment: 

In line 7, immediately before “dollars,” insert “fifteen hundred; " so as to 
make it read: “ There shall be paid said clerk by the Clerk of the House from 
the contingent fund the sum of $1,500;"’ and as so amended your committee 
recommend that the resolution do pass. 


Mr. SOWDEN, I ask that the amendment be agreed to. 
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The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was| Mr. PEEL. I will yield the gentleman five minutes, and that is all 


adopted. 

Mr. SOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was hdopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of joint resolution (H. Res. 236) to pay the officers, clerks, 
and employés of Congress their salaries for December on December 20. 

It also announced that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under 
the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, 
and asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. MORRILL, and Mr. 
VANCE as conferees on its part. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 
3645) granting to the Astoria and South Coast Railway Company the 
right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a navigable stream in 
the county of Clatsop and State of Oregon, in which concurrence was 
requested. 

‘The message further announced that the Senate had passed the con- 
current resolution providing for an adjournment of the two Houses 
from Friday, December 21, to January 7, with an amendment in which 
concurrence was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bilis, re 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution and 
bill of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 236) to pay to the officers, clerks, and em- 
ployés of Congress their salary for December, 1888. 

A bill CH. R, 2579) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States Cavalry 
and a major-general of volunteers. 


ELIZA J. ALEXANDER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
Biss, Mr. BuTLER, and Mr. De LANo as conferees on the part of the 
House upon the bill (S. 3135) to increase the pension of Eliza J. Alex- 
ander. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the conference re 
on the bill H. R. 7935, which has heretofore been read and printed in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Conference report on House bill 7935, a bill for the relief and civilization of 
the Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. PEEL. I move the adoption of the report; but before I call the 
previous question I desire to yield some time to the gentleman from 
Iilinois [Mr. Payson], who wishes to make some remarks upon this 
subject. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, I ought to be grateful for 
five minutes’ recognition upon a bill involving $15,000,000 worth of prop- 
erty. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to inquire whether, if the House shall re- 
fuse to adopt the report of the committee of conference, any further 
result will be brought about than simply to send the bill to another 
conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A new conference would then be or- 
dered by the House. 

Mr. PEEL, I did not hear the gentleman distinctly. Do I under- 
stand him to move for another conference? 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, I think that is what it will come to. 

Mr. PEEL. That is not in order. 

Mr. PAYSON... I am not making that motion now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON] merely made a parliamentary ey of the Chair. gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. PEE] is entitled to the floor, and the Chair 
understands that he yields five minutes to the gentlemen from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I donotcare for five minutes. I would 
like to be heard with reference to the merits of this bill; but I would 
rather be recognized in my own right. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of very great importance to 
have this bill disposed of, and I do not think the gentleman ought to 
ask more than five minutes. The only question before the House is 
whether it will adopt the report of the committee of conference or re- 
ject it. How much time does the gentleman from Illinois desire? 


Mr. PAYSON. Probably fifteen minutes; perhaps not more than 
ten, : 


I can yield. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not care to take that, Mr. Speaker. I d 
to say, however, that this is one of the most important bills that ha 
been presented for consideration since the last half of the last session, 
It involves millions of acres of land and millions of dollars in money, 
and it seems to me that the gentleman from Arkansas ought not to ats 
tempt to insist that it shall bedisposed of in five minutes. I have som 
observations to make with reference to this bill which I think will be o 
interest. The gentleman from Arkansas knows as well as anybody e 
that I never ask for recognition simply for the purpose of talking. If 
he insists upon the demand for the previous question I hope that mo- 
tion will be voted down, but I will not attempt to debate a proposi- 
tion so important as this is in five minutes’ time, and I submit to the 
gentleman that he ought not to iusist upon my attempting to do so. 

Mr. NELSON. I trust that, for the sake of harmony, the gentleman 
from Arkansas will yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Illinos. 

Mr. PEEL. I do not see any necessity for that. The gentleman 
from Illinois, as I understood on yesterday, objected only to the mode 
provided in the bill for disposing of the pine lands, and I should think 
he could state his objections to that in five minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman from Arkansas insist that the 
provisions of this bill are understood by the committee itself, much less 
by the House? 

Mr. PEEL. It has been printed in the Recorp for several days in 
order that it might be understood by everybody. 

Mr. HOLMAN. J suggest to my friend from Arkansas that he had 
better yield my friend from Illinois the time he desires, fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PEEL (to Mr. Payson). Will ten minutes do? 

Mr. PAYSON. No. 

Mr. PEEL. Goahead, then. I yield the gentleman fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, if I may have the attention of the 
House with reference to this bill, it proposes to dispose of 4,731,000 acres 
of land in Minnesota. The billas t passed the House provided that the 
Indians, seven tribes, aggregating some seven thousand souls, should be 
located upon a tract of land in Minnesota containing thirty-six townships 
of what is conceded to be excellent agricultural land; that the balance of 
this body of land (which aggregates, as I have said, 4,700,000 acres) 
should be classified into two classes, agricultural and pine lands. Any 
land upon which any pine is no matter to how great or how 
small an extent, was to be d as pine land, and the House bill 
provided that the timber upon itshould beappraised. It also provided 
that the agricultural lands should be taken only under the provisions 
of the homestead law, with this addition, that $1.25 per acre should be 
paid by those who took possession of them in that way. 

The pine land, it was provided, should be sold, and sold at public 
auction. The House bill provided that not more than one-tenth of the 
pine lands should be disposed of in any one year. The bill went to 
the Senate and was there amended, and features of the House bill 
which I think commendable have been stricken out, while new and 
I think unusual and se ones have been inserted. For instance, 
the provision in the House restricting the disposition of these pine 
lands to one-tenth of the area each year has been entirely stricken out. 
Again, the House bill contained a provision for the negotiation of agree- 
ments with the Indians as to the amount which the Government should 
pay or procure to be paid for the cession of this land, and it was pro- 
vided that those agreements should be by Congress. 

Mr. NELSON. That isa mistake. I do not wish to interrupt the 
gentleman, but that was not in the House bill as 

Mr. PAYSON. I will read the provision of the House bill. 

Mr. NELSON. A provision that the agreements should be ratified 
by Congress ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. The language is: 

Provided, That all agreements therefor shall be ratified by Congress. 

This provision was in the bill when it went to conference, and at all 
events is now stricken out by the report of the committee of conference. 
There was a provision in the bill that the agreements of cession and 
relinquishment which may be made by the commissioners and re- 
ported to the Secretary of the Interior shall be ratified by Congress. 
This provision for the ratification by Congress is stricken out, leaving 
the matter solely to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

On that point, Mr. Speaker, let me say that 3,200,000 acres of this 
land is land the title to which is in the Government of the United 
States to-day. The Indian right to it is the bare right of ordinary 
occupancy. It stands upon the records as unceded Indian land. The 
only right that the have upon this land is the t to hunt 
and fish upon it. Of course the buffalo and other game have disap- 
peared; there is now no game there. But the provision for the ap- 
proval by Congress of the agreement which may be made between these 
commissioners and the Indians for this vast area of land has been stricken 
out by the conference committee. It seems to me it ought to be re- 
tained. Congress should approve or reject the commission’s action. 

Then, there is another provision that all the pine lands shall be ap- 
praised and sold at public sale, with this further provision inserted by 
the Senate: 

The residue of said lands remaining unsold after such public offering shall 
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hereafter be subject to private sale for cash at the appraised value of the same, 
upon application at the local land office. 
ae amendment, Mr. Speaker, introduces into this bill the old pro- 
on as to offered public lands, out of which so much scandal has 
arisen in the disposition of the public !ands of this country, and partic- 
ularly the timbered land in the Northwest. Everybody who has ever 
paid any attention to these matters knows that wherever great bodies 
of these lands are thus offered at public sale at a fixed minimum price 
not one acre in a thousand is ever sold at public sale if thereafter the 
lands are to be subject to private entry. 

Now, this bill as it comes to us from the Senate with this provision 
will, if the conference report be adopted, put it in the power of any 
combination of capitalists who may desire to acquire all this timber 
land in the Northwest to simply refrain from bidding at the public 

and thereupon the becomes offered public land, subject 
to private entry, in unlimited quantities, atthe minimum price. Gen- 
tlemen living in public-land States know what this means. I submit, 
Mr. Speaker, that this provision in the bill will not commend itself to 
the judgment of a single Representative living in a public-land State, 
or of any one who has ever seen the effect of permitting provisions of 
the publicand laws allowing private entry to operate in this way. 


This feature of the bill, incorporated by the Senate, ought not to be 


agreed to. The provisions in the House bill are preferable. 
Recurring to the point from which I was diverted a moment ago, I 


submit, Mr. Speaker, that the action of any commissioners upon asub- 
ject involving so great an acreage of land as this, and where the rights 
of the Indians are so shadowy and slight, ought not to be permitted to 
become final without the approval of Congress. We ought to retainin 
our hands the power either to approve or to reject the action of these 
commissioners when the subject-matter of their agreement amounts, 
as I have been shown by the figures, to 7,000,000 acres of public land, 
and may amount to ten, fifteen, or twenty million dollars of the public 
money. If I have made myself understood, this is all I care to say. 

Mr. REED. What are the commissioners to agree to? 

Mr. PAYSON. To all the terms of cession of the Indians’ rights in 
this land. The bill provides— 

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed, within 
sixty days after the of this act, to designate and appoint three commis- 

ers, one of whom be a citizen of Minnesota, whose duty it shall be, as 

soon as practicable after their appointment, to n and acquire for the Uni- 
ted States of paee fe al) different bands or tribes of Chippewa In- 
dians in the State of Minnesota, their complete cession and relinquishment in 
writing of all their title and interest in to all the Indian reservations in the 
State of Minnesota, except the White Earth and Red Lake reservations, etc. 

Now, on the map of these reservations which I hold in my hand, the 

rtions colored in pink are the reservations affected by this bill. This 
fillustra '] is the Great Red Lake reservation, covering something 
= ek oe This Compe is the White Earth reserva- 

on, ownships square, upon which it is proposed to settle the In- 
dians when we hall secure these titles. act wnalinad about the 
State and as far over as the shores of Lake Superior, hundreds of miles 
away, are still other reservations. The entire acreage of land which is 
shaded in pink on this map is land over which these commissioners 
are given jurisdiction and as to which they are to negotiate with the 
Indians; and whatever agreement they may conclude, if approved sim- 
ply by the Secretary of the Interior, is, under the provisions of the bill 
as on in conference, to be a finality. 

t right and that control ought to be reserved in Congress beyond 
all question. ‘That, it seems to me, is too plain a proposition and too 
clear to need any discussion; and those provisions of the bill which 
provide, as I have shown, for the practice of all the evils that grew out 
of the right of private entry upon timber lands, pine lands in the 
Northwest, at the minimum rate and in unlimited quantities, ought to 
be voted down. No harm can result from a failure to adopt this re- 
port. It simply sends the bill to another conference committee to make 
another report after considering all these details. 

‘I reserve the remainder of my time if I shall not have exhausted the 
whole of it, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. NELSON rose. 

Mr. PEEL. I will ask the gentleman from Minnesota, my colleague 
on the committee, to state how much time he desires. 

Mr. NELSON. I would like to have sufficient time to explain this 
re twenty or thirty minutes. 

r. P I will yield to my coll 
a is = aoer oe will yield further time. 

r. . r. , these propositions of the tleman 
from Illinois that he has been advancing here by way of objection to 
the bill, superficially and on their face seem tobe well founded; but if 
Ican have the opportunity and the attention of the House for a few 
moments, I shall endeavor to show that there is really no foundation 
for the objections he — I shal! show that as a matter of fact, based 
upon the provisions of the bill itself; and shall also show that the House 
has treated this question in the same way in other cases. 

I want to premise what I have to say by the statement that the whole 
question involved in this bill relates to these Indian reservations in 
Northern Minnesota [pointing to a map of Minnesota], in the Fifth 


e ten minutes now, and if 


























to do. 
beginning to end. The nature and manner in which the Indians are 
to be dealt with, the price to be paid to them for their lands, the man- 
ner in which the lands are to be sold and conveyed, the whole is clearly 
defined in the bill, and these commissioners are simply the instru- 
ments to carry out the legislative intent. 
bill—and we have said so by our action—is just and proper, the three 
commissioners who are to negotiate have nothing to do but to carry 
out the provisions of the law in that regard. What further action, if 
we have given them proper power at the outset—as we say we have— 
is necessary om the part of Congress to ratify the action of the commis- 
sion after they shall have performed their duty? 


Congressional district, which I have the honor to represent upon this 
floor, including over thirty counties, representing over 60,000 voters, 
who have sent me here, and among other things desire me to secure 
the opening of these reservations in a proper and legitimate manner, 
and the colonization of the Indians upon a reservation where they can 
become good and useful citizens. 


Now, in the first place, the gentleman from Illinois says that this 


bill when it went into conference contained the provision to which he 
has referred, requiring its ratification by Congress, and the striking 
out of which, as he alleges, took all the life out of the bill. 
he is mistaken, as I shall endeavor to show. 


In that 


Mr. PAYSON. Well, the Senate bill contained that provision, and 


it has been stricken out by the conference. 


Mr. NELSON. Yes, but it was not in the House bill at all. 
Mr. PAYSON. No; but it was stricken out of the Senate bill in 


that conference. 


Mr. NELSON. So the gentleman concedes that it was not in the 


House bill after all. 


Now, there is nothing discretionary in the bill for the commissioners 
All the provisions of the agreement are fixed by the bill from 


If the plan proposed in this 


Mr. ADAMS. Does this bill fix the price of the lands? 
Mr. NELSON. The bill defines how the lands are to be disposed of. 
Mr. PAYSON. From the Indians to the Government ? 
Mr. NELSON. The Indians are to get the proceeds of the land, and 


the bill prescribes how these proceeds are to be obtained. 


Mr. ADAMS. Does the bill fix the price of the lands? 
Mr. NELSON. Iam coming to thatina moment. It involves the 


question of the manner of disposing of the lands. 


If the gentleman will bear with me perhaps I can answer the question 


better by a brief recapitulation of the provisions of the bill, and the an- 
swer will appear asI proceed. The three commissioners to be appointed 


by the President of the United States—one of whom shall be a citizen 
of Minnesota—are clothed with certain powers. They are to obtain the 
cession and relinquishment of the Indians, from the Indians themselves, 
of their title to these reservations—all or so much of the title as is not 
required for the allot ment of Yands in severalty to the Indians accord- 
ing to the general allotment bill—and while that is being done they 
are to take a census of the tribe, because in order to get the proper 
consent of the Indians it requires the assent of two-thirds of the male 
population, and a censusis necessary to ascertain this fact. Then after 
the Indians agree to the cession and relinquishment, the commissioners 
are to see that the Indians are removed to the White Earth reservation, 
all except the Red Lake Indians, and after that lands are to be allotted 
to the Indians according to the general allotment law, known as the 
Dawes bill. 

The gentleman from Illinois, unintentionally no doubt, misstated 
the quantity of land, and seemed to lay stress upon it by making the 
quantity of land enormously great. 

Mr. PAYSON. I read from the report of the gentleman himself, 
which was furnished to me on yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. NELSON. I will explain what the gentleman failed to explain. 
He apparently stated the truth—— 

Mr. PAYSON. I stated the facts asthey appear on the face of the 
bill and from the report. 

Mr. NELSON. Of course I do not mean that the gentleman would 
state intentionally what was not the truth, but I want to say that he 
overstated the quantity of land, the total acreage, as I will show. 
The total amount is 4,731,000 acres. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is what I said. 

Mr. NELSON. And there are seventy-five hundred Indians. 

Mr. PAYSON. Seven thousand four hundred and ninety-six, I said. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; seventy-five hundred in round numbers, and 
they are to have their allotments out of the land, and after that there 
will not be 4,000,000 acres left, and that fact the gentleman failed to 
allow credit for in his statement, which is the error of which I com- 
plain. 

Instead of having 4,700,000 acres to dispose of, there will be less than 
4,000,000—not much more than 3,500,000 acres. 

Now, coming to the disposal of the public lands, I will show to this 
House how foolish is the suggestion that frauds can be perpetrated 
under this Jaw as under laws of the past, and comparing it with the 
frauds of the past. This bill classifies the land into two great classes. 
First, all the lands on which there is any pine timber are called pins 
lands, and all other lands are called agricultural lands. The agricult- 
ural Jand can only be taken under the homestead law, as it passed 
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the House, at a dollar per acre, but the Senate amendment increased it 
to $1.25 per acre. This price is to be paid in five annual installments, 
and at all events before final entry. 

You all know what the bomestead law is, But under this bill there 
is no commutation allowed. The settler must live five years before 
final entry. What does the bill provide for the pine lands? And first 


I will tel] you where the frauds are committed in pine lands. Cash Mr. NELSON. If I had my own way sbaninledt weuhe puaitesthakuaity 
entries have for years been interdicted, and the lumbermen have under- | one-tenth of these ands should be sold each year, for the reason that it 
taken to get these pine lands under our pre-emption and homestead | is better to have this pine string along through a number of years for 
laws; and to do so they have sent their mill-hands and choppers to go | the good of the settlers in that country. 
and settle on them, some for a week, some for a month, and then to go But the objection made by the Senators—and gentlemen can see the 
to the local land office and prove up or commute, as the case may be, | force of it—is that fires are continually breaking out and destroying the 
and then get a transfer of the title. That is the way in which frauds | pine from year to year, and that if you do not sell it now in a legal and 
have been committed under existing laws, but that can not be done | proper manner, before you get around to it in the other way fires will 
under this law. ‘These frauds that have transpired in ee in the | havedestroyed it, so that the Government and Indians will get nothing 
lumber regions in Minnesota under the homestead laws pre-emp- | atall. And asa matterof fact from year to year the lumbermen have, 
tion laws I am as much opposed to as the gentleman from Illinois; but | by crooked ways, been getting this pine. 
these frauds can not be perpetrated here, because no pine lands can be I will tell you how they doit. ‘They get the Indians to set fires and 
taken under the homestead law or pre-emption law under this ill. barn portions of the pineries, and then they induce them to make ap- 
Now, how are these pine lands to be sold? ~Weprovided in the House | plication to the t here for leave to sell ‘‘ dead and fallen tim- 
bill that there should be: three appraisers appointed te pass upon the | ber,’’ and in that way the lumbermen get it for a mere trifle, just about 
value of these lands, and the limitation upon their power was that they | what it costs the Indians to cut and bank it. That has been going on 
were not to appraise any of it at less than $3 per acre, and then after | for years, and the only opposition to this bill that comes from Minne- 
the land was appraised only one-tenth was to be sold at public sale in | sota is from certain lumbermen who have a monopoly of getting this 
any year. The Senate modified these provisions, and improved them | pine under the guiseof ‘‘dead and fallen’ timber. Now, I have given 
in my judgment. The Senate amendment provides that Secretary | you the reasons why it was thought desirable to sell it at once instead 
of the Interior shall appointappraisers—withoutlimiting the number—| of stringing it out over aseriesof years. ‘The House will see that there 
who are to go and examine the Jands and ascertain the amount of pine | is force in both these views. If the pine could be preserved intact with- 
upon the lands upon the plan which is established by lumbermen— | out destruction, I should greatly prefer to have it sold only one-tenth 
that of estimating the stumpage. Now, it is provided in the Senate | each year; but if it is continued to be destroyed as it has been in years 
amendment that after the éxaminers have examined the lands and es- | past, then the House will see that as a matter of business and as a mat- 


timated the amount of pine they must make their report of it to the | ter of justice, it is much better to dispose of it at once. 
Interior Department, and then the Commissioner of the General Land The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
Office, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, is to make | pired. 


the final appraisal and fix the price of the land, but such appraisal can Mr. NELSON. I would like to have two or three minutes more. 
not be less than $3 per thousand feet, board measure. Just think of| Mr. PEEL. I yield the gentleman three minutes more. 

that. Have you ever heard of pine land anywhere sold on a fairer} Mr. NELSON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] makes 
basis than this? You gentlemen representing the pine regions in Michi- | a question, and I see its force, as to the provision allowing the private 


an and you gentlemen who represent the lumber districts of other | entry of what remains of this land after the public sale, and h 
tes, have you ever heard of a bill as fair as that? 


















Mr. NELSON. Certainly he can. ‘ 
Mr. REED. What does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Netr- 
SON] say as to the change from one-tenth to the whole? 


Mr. NELSON. Now, I will be as honest with this House as though 
*I was in a Methodist prayer-meeting. { Laughter. ] 
Mr. BLAND. That is not a great 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota has expired. 


Mr. PAYSON. 


yield his colleague sufficient time to answer the inquiry I made. at public sale we all know by experience that private entries will string 
Mr. PEEL. I will yield the gentleman five minutes more. along from year to year for a number of years, thus giving an oppor- 
Mr. NELSON. Now, the House bill, as I have stated, limited the | tunity to the people of small capital in the surrounding country to get 

amount of the minimum put upon such pine land at $3 peracre. The | small portions of these lands, whereas if you force all the lands to be 

Senate makes the minimum $3 per thousand feet, board measure; and | sold at public auction you - the matter entirely in the hands of the 

you can all see that in that respect the Senate bill is a superior bill. | large capitalists, who will bid for them en masse. 

For instance, if an acre of land will cut 10,000 feet of lumber, then it | Mr. Speaker, I am sorry I have taken so much time. I would like 

can not be sold for less than $30 per acre. to have had an opportunity to explain this bill more in detail, and now 
After the pine lands have been estimated and appraised as stated, | if any gentleman desires to ask a question for information I shall be 

they are to be sold at public sale, after due notice, to the highest bid- | glad to answer it if in my power to do so. 

der, but not for less than the appraised value. Mr.SPRINGER. Did the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The pine lands or the pine timber? | say that the opposition to this bill in its present shape comes from the 
Mr. NELSON. The pine lands. After they have been offered at | lumber merchants? 

public sale what remains can be taken at private entry, but not at less| Mr. NELSON. I said in Minnesota; not anywhere else. I said the 

than the appraised value, and always bear in mind that that can not | opposition in Minnesota comes from the heavy lumbermen who con- 

be less than $3 per thousand feet. trol the pine lands of the surrounding country. They are opposed to 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Does the Senate amendment provide for these | this bill because under it they can not get these lands, as they have 

estimators giving any bond or security for the faithful performance of | been in the habit of getting land, for $1.25 an acre. 


their work? Mr. SPRINGER. This bill allows the settlers to go on the lands 
Mr. NELSON. No, it does not. and the Indians to get the ? 


proceeds 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Then there is nothing to prevent their making a| Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir; all the proceeds of these lands to go to the 
faise return and no punishment if they do. Indians. 

Mr. NELSON. But there is authority in the Commissioner or Sec-| Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. , I ask the attention of my friend from 
retary of the Interior to revise and change the estimate or appraisal if | Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] of the House for a moment to a fact in re- 
he thinks it is incorrect. gard to this measure which ought to control eur action for the present. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He can revise the appraisal, but can he change | On the day before yesterday, the 18th of the present month, my friend 
the estimate ? from Arkansas made this report from the conference committee of the 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, I think so. I do not think it would make | two Houses. Upon an ebjection made by the gentleman from Georgia 
mnch difference whether we put these officers under bond and oath or | [Mr. BLounT] the matter then wentover. By requestof the gentleman 
net. It remains, after all, a question of the selection of honest agents | from Arkansas the report of the conferees, with the bill, was ordered 
te do the work, and we on this side of the Chamber at least ought to | to be printed. It was taken for granted, I think, by all gentlemen 
have confidence enough in the next Administration to suppose that it | desirous, like myself, to examine the question that the bill to be printeé 
will select proper anc competent men. was the bill agreed upon by the conferees. 

Mr. PERKINS. Not only that, but the Commissioner can send But it turns out that the bill as printed in the Recorp is the House 
them out a second tame if he is not satisfied with the result of the esti- | bill, and the featares to which objections are now urged do not appear 


mate, in the House bill, except as to whether the President of the United 
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States, the Secretary of the Interior, or Congress should ratify the agree- 
ment of cession which may be made by these Indians. The provision 
@bjected to in this regard was in the House bill; the other provisions 
Objected to are in the Senate amendments, and do not appear in the 
bill as printed. For instance, here is one of the provisions of the House 
bill as printed: 


Seco. 5. That after the said ya lands have been surveyed, ascertained, listed, 
and appraised as aforesaid, the of the Interior shall, after having given 
two months’ notice of sale through a ne r of general b 


eirculation, pub- 
at St. Paul, Dulath, and Crookston in said State, through the United 
States land officers for the district where the said lands are situated, offer for 
sale and sell the same at public auction, to the highest bidder for cash, in 40- 
acre or lesser subdivisions; but such sale shall not be for a less price than the 
raised value, nor shall more than one-tenth of said pine lands be disposed 

of in any one year, nor otherwise than in this act prov 

This is a provision of the House bill, and from reading the Recorp 
of yesterday morning it would naturally be taken for granted that this 
was included in the measure agreed upon by the conferees of the two 
Houses. But such is notthe fact. The truth isthat the bill as agreed 
upon by the conferees provides that the remaining lands nots’ ‘d at 
public sale shall thereafter be subject to be entered at private sule at 
the appraised price. The objection to this provision has been pointed 
out by my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. It will enable com- 
binations to be formed by which there will be no competition at the 
public sale, and no Jands sold, and immediately afterward these lands 
will be subject to private entry at the appraised value. 

Mr. PAYSON. In unlimited quantities. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; in unlimited quantities. 

I wish to call the attention of my friend from Arkansas to another 
fact. In the general land bill, which was during the last session fully 
considered ae passed by the House and is now pending in the Senate, 
it was provided that there should be a severe limitation imposed upon 
the purchase of timber lands to be sold; that they should not be sold 
in such a manner as to enable a single combination to purchase vast 
bodies of land; that as far as practicable or possible a monopoly of these 
timber lands, and, indeed, of all other lands, should be prevented. 

Mr. REED. ‘Those were lands to be sold at a definite price, were 
they not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under this bill? 

Mr. REED. Under the bill you are talking about. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, under an appraisement. 

Mr. REED. But these lands are to be sold under an appraisal as to 
their contents, so to speak. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was provided in the general bill. 

Mr. REED. But that case is very different from this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That bill provided-—— 

Mr. REED. Whatanswer does the gentleman make to the statement 
of the gentieman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] that these pine lands 
are to be appraised and are not to be sold for anything less than the 
appraisal of their contents in pine lumber? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The same provision is in the general bill. For the 
purpose of preventing railroad and other corporations from being engaged 
at the same time in business as carriers and also as owners of large 
bodies of land, there is a provision in the general bill directed to that 
end; there is a special effort made in the general bill to prevent the pos- 
sibility of a monopoly of these timber lands. But that is not guarded 
against at all in this bill as now reported from the conferees, 

Mr. NELSON. Your bill, however, contains no provision for esti- 
mating the value of the land by the thousand feet of lumber. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; bat it provides for an appraisement, 
though the details are somewhat modified. 


Mr. NELSON, We propose to get an exact estimate of the number 
of feet of lumber. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yet the general bill provides for the appraisement 
of the timber on the land. a 

But the fact I wish specially to call my friend’s attention to, as well 
— of the House, is that the gentlemen who examined the subject 

ve been acting under the belief the bill here printed was the bill 
NS ee the two Houses, when in fact, by in- 

vertence in printing, it is the bill of the House and not the bill 
which was finally agreed upon. 

I suggest, therefore, that inasmuch as this mistake has been made, 
and the House has been misinformed as to the real condition of the 
matter, and as there is certainly great force in the objection made by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], I suggest, Mr. Speaker, 
that the House donot agree to the conference report, and that the sub- 
ject be recommitted to the same conferees and let them further con- 
sider the several objections which have been pointed out. For, air, 
this measure, which involves the remaining portion of the lands belong- 
ing to this tribe of Indians in Minnesota, over 4,000,000 acres, a very 
—— portion of which consists of very valuable timber land, ought 
to be carefully considered before it is acted upon. These lands ought 
not to be left open to monopoly. 

The SPEAKER ” oe The gentieman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let me ask the gentleman from Arkansas a 


"Sir. PEEL. Certainly. 













































Mr. CUTCHEON. Is there any limitation of the amount of land 
any single individual or corporation may enter under the provisions of 
this bill? 

Mr. PEEL. Pine land? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, pineland. For, if there is no limitation of 
the amount which any one can enter, then any individual or corpora- 
tion could enter the whole land. 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, if they give the appraised value for it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. One other question. Is there any saving clause 
in reference to time in favor of the Union soldier? 

Mr. PEEL. There is none. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the gentleman te say there is no 
saving clause as to time of settlement on the part of Union soldiers 
such as is contained in other measures of a similar character? 

Mr. PEEL. None that I am aware of. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I understood the House bill and the substitute 
were to be printed. I certainly, for one, have no disposition to mislead 
anybody, and I do not think I have done so in any respect whatever. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But my friend from Arkansas does not meet the 
objection which I have stated. 


Several MEMBERS. Withdraw your bill. 

Mr. PEEL. If I can have the attention of the House for a few mo- 
ments I can show clearly from what has been said by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson] and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON], as well as by my distinguished friend from Indiana tar, 
HoLMAN |, this matter can be as well disposed of now as at any other 
time. So far as reprinting the bill is concerned, I certainly have no 
objection, but the only questions in dispute here are few and so plain 
I do not see any good reason why weshould recommit the report of the 
committee of conference. 

The main objection made to the bill by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson], as I understand him, is that under the provisions of the 
bill great capitalists throughout the country would have the opportu- 
nity to obtain large quantities of these valuable lands. Gentlemen 
should not forget the fact, which I understand to be true that for years 
past lumbermen have lived off these lands and speculated upon them, 
paying little or absolutely nothing to these Indians. These Indians 
have the right to use or dispose of the dead and down timber on these 
lands. Iam informed as a fact that they set fire to the standing tim- 
ber and thus burn through the pine forests, which furnishes a pretext to 
them to cut down vast tracts which they dispose of to the lumbermen, 
merely getting suflicient money to pay them for cutting and hauling. 
These Indians offer these lumbermen who live off these lands and spec- 
ulate upon them merely the price of their work in cutting and hauling, 
a in no respect any price compared with the value of this pine tim- 

2. 

Now is it not better, rather than let these lumbermen whe live off 
these lands and speculate upon them and get this timber for a mere 
nominal price, is it not better, I ask, to let this land be appraised by 
men capable of inspecting it? According to the provisions of the bill 
the Secretary must appoint capable and competent men to go upon the 
land and report the character and value of the timber upon each 40- 
acre tract; that is, the value of the timber according to the lumber- 
man’s rule of value by board measure; but in no case are they to ap- 
praise any land upon which any timber is growing amounting to 1,000 
feet at less than $3 an acre. The Secretary is also required to adver- 
tise for two months in the paper of largest circulation. They are to be 
disposed of at public sale to the highest bidder, but in no case at a 
less price than their appraised value. 

Mr. SYMES. You said $3 an acre; you meant $3 a thousand feet, 
for an ordinary acre of pine land may bring $1,000. 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, it might run up to $500. I meant to say that in 
no case is the land to be sold for less than the appraised value, and in 
no case, it is provided, shall they appraise any land upon which any tim- 
ber is growing amounting to a thousand feet at less than $3 aa acre. 

But it is objected to this bill that there may be combinations made 
in case of a public sale of these lands. Can not they do it at a public 
sale as well as at a private sale? They can combine so as to prevent 
any sale atall, Butif these lands are not disposed of these lumber- 
men will, in the future as in the past, live off of and speculate upon the 
timber upon these lands without paying an adequate price forit. Why 
should we permit them to steal it either from the Government or from 
these Indians as they have done? I do not use the word “‘steal’’ ina 
technical legal sense, but, as I have already stated, they take these lands 
from the Indians, pay them merely the price of their labor in cutting 
and hauling, and no more. There cam be no question in my mind if 
we dispose of these lands at their full appraised value for the timber 
which is upon them and put the proceeds into the Treasury there will 
be some chance for these Indians getting the money fairly divided 
among them for these lands which belong to them. 

But if it continues to stand as it is now, and these complaints from 
these Indian reservations all over the country where there is timber, 
these daily complaints of white people stealing timber aud destroying 
it day by day, are to continue, why, then, of course, this report will be 
rejected. Now, if this state of facts does exist, as we believe there is 
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no question that it does exist under this bill, the Indians can not be 
hurt, because the lands must be fairly appraised and exposed to public 
auction in 40-acre tracts and sold to the highest bidder, and combina- 
tions would be hard to make under those “conditions. Besides that, 
there is the other saving clause with regard to lands that are not sold 
to the highest bidder. 

I think the House understands the condition now of the question, 
and I see no reason why we should not take a vote at once, because the 
report can not be recommitted to the committee. There is but one 
course for the House to take as a parliamentary proceeding, and that 
is either to adopt the report or reject it in its entirety. There is no 
such thing as recommitting a conference report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, if my friend pleases, if this is not concurred 
in-——~ 

Mr, PEEL. Oh, of course, if this report is not concurred in the 
House can order a new confe rence, but it must either acceptor reject 
the report as itis. It can not be recommitted. 

I ask the previous question upon the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the re- 
port of the conference committee. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 72, noes 
16. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe no quorum has voted upon this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. PEEL were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and thetellers reported—ayes131, noes 33. 

So the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference re- 
port was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion’ was agreed to. 


Z 
“LANDS FOR WATER RESERVATION. 


Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 426) granting to the city of Colorado Springs, in the 
State of Colorado, certain lands therein described for water reservation; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, oréered to be printed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
a bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it be necessary, I reserve all points of order upon 
the bill. 


DEFICIENCY FOR PUBLIC PRINTING, ETC. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a moment, 
to submita bill from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to ask unanimous consent to consider the bill which I now introduce 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The title of the bill will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11878) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in the 
priations for the public printing and binding for the fiscal year ending 
30, 1889, and for other purposes, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to considering this 
hill in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums, or so much thereofas may be neces- 
sary, be, and the same are hereby approp riated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for ‘ollowing objects, namely : 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 
To supply a deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 7, in the 
riation for the public printing, for the sz bin nding, and = ae nab and 
ie printing, including the cost of print 
press in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, an — iitheseaph om ng, and en- 
ving for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court hited States, 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claiean, the Linney 
of Congress, the executive offices, and the Departments, including the salaries 
= compensation of all necessary clerks and employés, ae — (oy the needed 
jece, or contract), and for all the necessary m materiale wh a 
ae rosecution of the work, $63,000; to be expended for the shsaaae ee 
ly and in the proportion rovided in the act 


act making ons ary the 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the current year. 
NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT. 
For expenses of observing the total eclipse of the sun which will occur on 


the Ist day of January, 1889, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Navy, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

or. HOLMAN. What is the aggregate amount covered by the bill? 
SAYERS. Sixty-eight thousand dollars. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Imovetoconcurin the Senate amendment to the 
concurrent resolution fixing the date of adjournment and the convening 
of Congress after the holidays. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. TheClerk will report the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, December 20, 1888. 

Butet. eae the foregoing concurrent resolution pass with the following 
amenamen 


In line 5 strike out * ees and insert “ Wednesday,” and in line 6 strike 
out “7” and insert “ 


The resolution as saa is as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Friday, December 21, 1888, they stand adjourned until 
Wednesday, January 2, 1889. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move the previous question on concurrence in 
the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question on concur- 
ring in the amendments; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. Division. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 14, 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question then recurred on concurrence in the Senate amendments 
to the resolution, when the Speaker pro tempore announced that the yeas 
seemed to have it. 

A division was called for. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 24. 

So the amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secre-, 
tary, requesting the House of Representatives to return to the Senate’ 
the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories 
and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

The message also an t the Senate had passed the bill (H. 
R. 7776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River in the ae of Monona, in the State of Iowa, and in the —- i 
of Burt, State of Nebraska, and to make the same a post-route, wi 
an amendment in which concurrence was requested. 

RETURN OF BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the request 
of the Senate to return the bill 8. 139 will be concurred in. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I ask unanimous consent to introduce the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk for present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fast Fosse, Oe ee a of Seseey, SE oe 1889, or the Sean renee 


oy Deven 

ae Sfining, and in such order as may be peor 

mittee but not to interfere With appropeiaile appropristion ot revenue yt & any 
ver said day or — be used, this ntin 

from day to day until a day 


Mr. WEAVER. Tene 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Then I ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on 

There was no objection; and it was so referred. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask that the morning hour for submitting re- 
ports from committees be with, and ing that I ask that 
gentlemen having reports to make be all to file them with the 
Clerk. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I —- 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move to dispense with the first morn- 
ing hour. 

The question was pat, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 4. 
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Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I withdraw it in order to save time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 
PARIS EXHIBITION. 


Mr. MORROW, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (S. R. 115) authorizing the Govern- 
ment to use articles in their possession for exhibition at the Paris ex- 
position in 1889; which was referred to the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CATALENA LYMAN. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2626) granting a pension to Catalena Lyman; 
which was referred to the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (8. 779) for the relief of the New York, Lake Erie and West- 
ern Railroad Company; which was referred to the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered te be printed. 

TEMPORARY OCCUPATION OF STREETS IN WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. COMPTON, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11785) to authorize the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to permit the temporary occu- 

tion of the crossings of certain streets in the city of Washington and 
Distri ct of Columbia by the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company to admit of the increased travel incident to the inaugural 
ceremonies on the 4th of March, 1889; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CENTENNIAL OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Rules, reported back the 
joint resolution (S. R. 19) relating to the celebration of the centen- 
nial of the inauguration of the Constitution of the United States for 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

: wae ee protempore. If there is no objection, that order will 
made. 
There was none, and it was so ordered. 


INVESTIGATION OF CHARGES AGAINST A MEMBER. 


Mr. RICE (when the special committee on the investigation of charges 
against a member was called). I move that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of that matter, having already 
reported upon it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheChair understands they made their 
report last summer and the matter is disposed of. 


FRANK BACKOF., 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7326) for the relief of Frank Backof; which 
was referred to the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. This completes the call of the commit- 
tees for reports. The regular order is the call of committees for the 
consideration of bills, and the call rests with the Committee on Claims, 
which has a bill pending before the House. 


REPAYMENT OF ADVANCES TO MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 


Mr. SHAW. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill H. R. 1521, and pending that I move that all general debate 
be limited to forty minutes. I would suggest to the opponents of the 
measure that I have no desire to limit debate upon this bill except for 
the purpose of reaching a vote, and I am perfectly willing, if an agree- 
ment shall be reached, that the whole forty minutes shall be taken by 
the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve a point of order on that, Mr. Speaker. 
I think the motion would scarcely be in order until the bill has been 
read for amendment by sections. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This motion is simply to limit general debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I concede that is right. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The bill has not yet been considered by para- 
graphs at all, and-—— 

Mr. SHAW. We only propose to limit general debate. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to say that I hope the gentleman from 
Maryland will not insist upon that motion. I will say for myself to 
the friends of this bill that I have no desire to be factious in my op- 
position. I know that there are other gentlemen who desire to speak 
against this bill. 

Mr. SHAW. I have no desire to limit debate upon this bill except 
for the purpose of reaching a vote. I yielded half of my time to the 
opponents of the measure yesterday and submitted to interruptions from 
every source, and endeavored to meet fairly all questions that were 
presented to me. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. I repeat that it is not my purpose to make any 
factious opposition to this bill. 

Mr. SHAW. Will the gentleman agree that the debate shall cease 
in forty minutes, the opponents of the bill consuming the whole time? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, have no right to make any such agreement. 
I am not a member of the committee. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understand that my colleague’s proposition is to 
give the opponents of this bill the whole of the forty minutes. 

Mr. SHAW. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is very fair, and I appeal to my friend from 
New Jersey to consent to that arrangement. I understand the prop- 
osition is that, out of the whole hour, forty minutes shall be occupied 
in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Exactly; when fifty-five minutes have been al- 
ready occupied in its favor. 

Mr. SHAW. No; I think the record will show that the opponents 
of the bill consumed as much of my hour yesterday as I did myself. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And you propose to give them all the remaining 
time up to the time of taking the vote? 

Mr. SHAW. Yes. All I desire is that there shall be time enough 
left to have a vote. 

Several Mempers. That is fair. 

Mr. WEAVER. What is meant by the proposition that there shall 
be a vote? 

Mr. SHAW. That at the end of forty minutes a vote shall be had 
on the bill. 

Mr. KERR. 
five minutes. 


Mr. McCOMAS (to Mr. SHAW). Say forty-five, then. 

Mr. KERR. I had already yielded thirty minutes of my time, and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] wants five minutes. 

Mr. SHAW. I will agree to forty-five minutes, with the understand- 
ing that at the end of that time a vote shall be taken. 

Mr. BURROWS. No. That is to be the end of the general debate, 
but there will be the five-minute debate after that. 

Mr. SHAW. There will be only fifteen minutes of the hour left, 
and when the hour expires every gentleman knows that will be the 
end of the bill for this session of Congress. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important matter, in- 
volving about $500,000. The principal and the interest sought to be 
recovered aggregate about that sum, and I submit that forty minutes’ 
debate upon a matter of this importance is not sufficient. This isa 
matter of very grave concern. It not only involves the States of Vir- 
ginia and Maryland, but if this bill shall pass, upon its heels will 
come claims from Pennsylvania and New York resting upon the same 
basis in justice and equityasthis. I have no objection, personally, to 
the general debate being limited to forty minutes. 

Mr. SHAW. I should be pertectly satisfied that three or four hours © 
should be consumed in the discussion of this bill. It is not my fault 
that the time is so limited. It is the fault of the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Maryland that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole, and that all debate upon this bill be limited to forty min- 
utes. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I, for one, am not willing to consent 
that a vote shall be taken upon this bill at the end of forty minutes | 
of general debate. 

Mr. KERR. Iam willing to consent that the general debate shall 
be limited to fifty minutes. 

Mr. SHAW. If itcan be agreed upon that a vote shall be then taken 
Iam perfectly satisfied with that. All I want is a vote, and it seems to 
me that the most earnest opponent of this measure must admit that it 
has sufficient merit to entitle it to be submitted to a vote of this House. 

Mr. KERR. It may have merit, but it has not merit enough to en- 
title it to be put through in this hurried way. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to my colleague that he ask 
consent that at the end of an hour’s debate to-day, some evening ses- 
— or some other time, be fixed to conclude the consideration of this 

i 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I shall object to that unless it is coupled with 
consent for a consideration of the eight-hour bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr.SHaw]. 

Mr. SHAW. Then, Mr. Speaker, I must insist on my motion that 
debate be limited to forty minutes; and upon that I call the previous 
question. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I had the floor when the House adjourned 
on this bill, and under the circumstances the gentleman has no right to 
move the previous question. 

Mr. SHAW. I have five minutes of my hour remaining. 

Mr. KERR. As I understand, the gentleman can only occupy the 
floor by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Of course the presiding officer of the * 
House can not know what took place in Committee of the Whole. It 





I could not consent to limit the time to less than forty- 
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is in the power of the House, on motion, to limit debate in the com- 


mittee. 
Mr. KERR. 
make the time fifty minutes. 
Several MemBrenrs. Regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


not be in order. 


again resolves itself into Committee of the Whole on House bill No. 
1521 all general debate thereon be limited to forty minutes, 


The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 


were-——ayes 48, noes 28. 
Mr. KERR, 


will not insist on this point. 

Mr. SHAW. 
agree to fifty minutes. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Tellers were ordered: and Mr. SHaw and Mr. KERR were appointed. 

Mr. KERR (before the count by tellers was concluded). As a ma- 
jority of a quorum has voted in the affirmative, I will withdraw the 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, renewed the point, but subsequently 
withdrew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum being with- 
drawn, the ayes have it, and the previous question is ordered. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the motion of Mr. SHaw 
that when the House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of House bill No. 
1521 all general debate be limited to forty minutes, the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. When does the hour begin? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The hour began at five minutes before 
2 o'clock; twenty minutes of the hour have expired. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Saaw that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Dockery in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 
1521) to provide for paying certain advances made to the United States 
by the States of Maryland and Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House general debate has been 
limited to forty minutes. ‘The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Maryland to have yielded the entire time for general debate to the op- 
ponents of the bill. 

Mr. SHAW. No, sir; that was the proposition I made as a com- 
promise, and it was not accepted. 

Mr. KERR. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understood that some arrangement had 
been made in regard to a division of time. 

Mr. KERR. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not yet recognized any one for de- 
bate. 


Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have five minutes of my 
hour yet remaining. 
The CHAIKMAN. ‘The gentleman from Maryland had five minutes 


at the conclusion of the debate on yesterday. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But, Mr. Chairman, the statement was made 
distinctly that the forty minutes would be given to the opponents of 
the biil; and it was upon that understanding that | I urged members to 
withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. KERR. It was on that understanding I Atnarew the point. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If that understanding is repudiated, I wish to 
know it, and to know it at once. 

Mr. SHAW. I made that proposition in the nature of a compro- 
mise; I made it in connection with the proposition to compromise upon 
the time. I defy the gentleman todeny it. Whatever his understand- 
ing may have been, that is what I said and what I meant. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Was not your original proposition (which was 
no compromise, but an independent proposition) to the effect that de- 
hate be limited to forty minutes, that time to be given to members in 
opposition of the bill ? 

Mr. SHAW. Upon the condition that a vote should then be taken 
upon the measure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That was the propositionin connection with the 
ogention of fifty minutes. I call for the reading of the Reporter’s 


mer. SHAW. [I offered to agree to forty minutes on the condition I 
have stated; and upon the suggestion of the gentlemen from Iowa I 


re willing to accept forty-five minutes; but my proposition was re- 
ee 


Mr, BUCHANAN. 


I simply want to know how we are dealing in 
thin matter. 
















I move to amend the motion to limit debate so as to 


The gentleman from Maryland de- 
mands the previous question on the motion to limit debate. If that 
demand be voted down, the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. Kerr] will be in order; but if the demand be sustained, it will 
The motion of the gentleman from Maryland, on 
which the previous question is demanded, is that when the House 


I make the point that no quorum has voted; but I will 
say ~« the gentleman that if the time be extended to fifty minutes I 


If consent be given that the vote be then taken, I will 






Mr. ROWELL. I would like to ask whether the gentleman from 
Iowa was not entitled to the floor by recognition yesterday; and having 
the floor, is he not entitled to occupy the whole hour, except so much 
as has been occupied by this vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not yet recognized the gentleman 
from Iowa. The Chair announced on yesterday that- when the gentle- 
man from Maryland had occupied his time he would recognize the gen- 
tleman from lowa. The gentleman from Maryland has five minutes of 
his time remaining. The House, however, has limited general debate 
to forty minutes; and in the absence of an agreement the gentleman 
from Maryland would have the right to control the time. 

Mr. SHAW. I will say to the gentleman from New Jersey that if 
his understanding of the matter was that the forty minutes were to be 
controlled entirely by the opponents of the measure, I am perfectly 
willing to yield the time to them, although I did not say so, and did 
not mean it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman having stated that he did not 
say so, I repeat that such was my distinct understanding. But I do 
not ask him to yield the time; he may take it ifhe wishes; and of course 

we shall be governed by the circumstances. 

Mr. SHAW. Iam perfectly willing to divide the time equally be- 
tween the friends and opponents of the measure. 

Mr. KERR. I think the gentleman’s proposition is the most unfair 
I have ever heard made in this House. He occupied fitty-five minutes 
yesterday of the time allotted to him under the rule, and this morn- 
ing he came before the House and said that if we would consent to a 
limitation of debate to forty minutes we could have the entire time, 
On that statement numbers of men on this side passed through the tell- 
ers in favorof closing debate. After making that proposition he comes 
here now and asks us on a bill involving half a million dollars to be 

content with twenty minutes when it was agreed we should have forty 
minutes fordebate. It beats anything I ever heard before in this House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Except the bill itself. 

Mr. SHAW. I ask whether the proposition to give the entire forty 
minutesjto the opponents of the bill was not coupled with the proposi- 
tion that then the voteshould be taken? Was not that the proposition, 
and was not that proposition rejected each time it was made ? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Let the Reporter’s notes be read and let 
the matter be settled in that way. 

Mr. SHAW. Certainly, let the Reporter’s notes be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is indulging this colloquy in the hope 
that some agreement may be reached so as to make a satisfactory and 
equitable division of the time allotted for general debate. 

Mr. BAYNE. Does this discussion come out of the forty minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. BAYNE. And outof the morning hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well, then. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Let the Reporter’s notes be read. 

Mr. SHAW. I ask for the reading of the Reporter’s notes, in vindi- 
cation of what I said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Reporter’s notes have been sent for and will 
be read as soon as received. 

Mr. KERR. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that this time is taken 
out of the five minutes of the gentleman from Maryland, who has the 
floor, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is taken outofthehour. TheChair has been 
indulging gentlemen in the hope that some satisfactory conclusion 
would be reached. The Reporter’s notes will be read in order to deter- 
mine what the agreement was, it having been made in the House. 
The Chair understands that to be the request of the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr. SHAW. It is. 

Mr. KERR. As the gentleman asks the Reporter’s notes to be read, 
of course it will be taken out of the time of the gentleman himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. It comes out of the forty minutes. 

Mr. SHAW. Does the delay occasioned in getting the Reporter’s 
notes paar h out of the hour ? 

"an It is at the request of the gentleman 


are ima. (angie) Yiu out of the present difficulty I desire to 
submit a request for unanimous consent. I do not know whether it 
can be entertained in the Committee of the Whole or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. It is this, that the first day after the holiday recess 
shall ho ont opart the dies elbeanonagunn as 

The CHAIRMAN. That request can not be entertained in com- 
mittee. 
ne If agreed to here it would be confirmed in the 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not object if a day can also be set apart for 
ee ee ee 
Mr. ROWELL. ‘That can not be agreed to in any event, 

Mr. SHAW. How much of the hour still remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five minutes. 
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Mr. SHAW I will yield fifteen minutes of that time to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr], if he desires it. 

Mr. KERR. The agreement was that there should be forty minutes 
for debate. Then the gentleman proposed to give us half of that forty 
minutes, although there was an agreement we should have the whole 
forty minutes. Now he proposes to give us only fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SHAW. There are only twenty-five minutes left, and I propose 
to give you fifteen minutes of that time, which is more than one-half. 

Mr. KERR. Under the agreement we were to have forty minutes 
for debate. 

Mr. SHAW. Does the gentleman accept of my offer to give him fif- 
teen minutes? 

Mr. KERR. I accept your first proposition. 

Mr. SHAW. Then I yield ten minutes to my colleague [Mr. McCo- 



























Mr. BUCHANAN. A single word only, and that of a very kindly 
nature. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention ef the gentle- 
man to the fact that the regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. SHAW. [hope the gentleman from Illinois will not insist upon 
the demand. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. _I withdraw it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I simply wanted to say that the House will see 
from what has been read how very readily the gentleman from Mary- 
land could have honestly entertained his understanding, and how read- 
ily I could also have my understanding about the matter under discus- 
sion. I did not charge him with anything, nor have I intended to 
make any insinuation as to his good faith in the matter, but simply 
desired to maintain what I consider to be the true state of things and 
what was my anderstanding, and the understanding upon which I 
acted when I asked the gentleman to withdraw the point of no quo- 
rum. I acquit him of any improper motive and ask that none be im- 
puted to me. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I assure the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey as he arose without a friend he takes his seat without an enemy. 
{Laughter.] I now move that the committee rise, 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp havingresumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DockERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 1521) to provide for paying certain ad- 
vances made to the United States by the States of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the remainder of 
the hour be considered as having expired. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of the river and harbor bill, and pending that I move that gen- 
eral debate be limited to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I hope that that proposition will not be supported 
by the House. It seems to me that the time is entirely too limited. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I object to that. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I will move that it be two hours. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana de- 
mands the previous question on his motion. If that be voted down, 
then the question will recur on the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The question was put;¢and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. SOWDEN and others. Division. 

The House divided. 

During the count, 

Mr. KERR said: I would like to know if it is not a violation of the 
rules to insist upon closing debate after hearing only one side—after 
two hours have been spent by the friends of the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will bea matter in the discretion 
of gentlemen voting, but there is nothing in the rules bearing on the 
subject. 

The count was completed; and there were—ayes 68, noes 12. 

Mr. SOWDEN and others. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEN] and the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Sow- 
DEN ] and myself haveagreed on forty-five minutes, he to control thirty 
minutes and I fifteen. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I renew the point ofno quorum. There 
are several of us who have something to say about this beside those 
who have already spoken, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvanian, I would like to make a sugges- 
tion to the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I withdraw the point of no quorum, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I raise the point of no quorum,if it has been 
waived. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I would like to make a compro- 
mise if [can make one. I offet as a compromise that we go on with 
the general debate on the bill this afternoon and do not go into the bill 
for amendments; that we close general debate this afternoon, and after 
the recess that we go on with the bill by sections. 

Mr. SPINOLA. [I would propose to make this a special erder and 
take it up to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I do not want the Nicaragua bill 
crowded out. We want to get to the private bills. 

After some time spent in counting, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentlemen who are opposing the limitation 
of the time consent with myself to an hourand a half for debate, those 
who are opposed to the bill controlling one hour and those who are in 
ea half an hour, those in favor of the bill taking their half 

ur last. 


mas]. 
at McCOMAS. I do not desire to occupy the floor at present. 
Mr. KERR. The gentleman has only—— 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Iowa 
ice ? 


Mr. KERR. I rise to answer the suggestion of the gentleman from 
and 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland has yielded ten 
minutes to his coll hs 

Mr. McCOMAS. I do not wish to take any of the time. 

Mr. SHAW. Then I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN]. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I say to the gentleman from Maryland, as my 
ee that he has no time to yield, and I decline to accept 
his offer. 

Mr. SHAW. I will say to the gentleman from New Jersey that his 
insinuation is unworthy of him and undeserved by me, and that the 
Reporter’s notes sustain me in the position I have taken. 

tr. KERR. They do not. 

Mr. SHAW. The Reporter’s notes bear me ont. 

Mr. KERR. I ask to have them read. 

Mr. DAVIS. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DAVIS. The gentleman from Maryland is only entitled to an 
hour's time, and that he has occupied within five minutes. He isnow 
assuming to control some twenty-five minutes more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Clause 3, Rute XIV The member reporting tho measure under consideration 
from a committee muy opeti and close where general debate has been had there- 
on; and if it shall extend beyond one day he shall be entitled to one hour to 
close notwithstanding that he may have used an hour in opening. 

Mr. DAVIS. - There has been no general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, There was general debate on yesterday. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland hasthe floor, butif 
there be no objection the gentleman will state his parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

Mr. PAYSON. I would ask simply whether the rule which has just 
been read applies to any other condition than under the general rule of 
the House? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is not quite clear that the rule which 
has been read is applicable to the present situation. 

Mr. SHAW. In order to vindicate myself in the position that I 
have taken in this matter, I ask that the Reporter’s notes bearing upon 
the question be read from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. KERR. That is what I have been asking. 

The CHAIRMAN, That will bedone. They will be read in the 
time of the —- from Maryland, and if there be no objection the 
— read the notes himself, as they have not yet been tran- 
seri 


The Reporter read as follows: 
at SHaw. Will the gentleman agrce that the debate shall cease in forty min- 


oa BUCHANAN. Will the Reporter go back to the original mo- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Reporter will read that portion of the de- 
bate which is now before him, and if that is not satisfactory the Chair 
will cause the entire debate to be reported by the Clerk. 

The ete read from his notes the portion of the preceding debate 


Mr. SHAW. I think that is all that is to be read. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for the reading of the v minutes at the time 
~ oe =o was made in the House. 

Tr. AW. r, Chairman, it is apparent from the spirit mani- 
fested by the opponents of this measare that no progress can be made 
in the time remaining at my disposal, and I move that the committee 
now rise, deeming it unjust to other business to longer detain the 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Iclaimtheprivilege of saying asingle word after 
3 Pp eg ying & & 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have the regular order. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum is withdrawn; 
the demand for the previous question is withdrawn; the gentleman from 
Touisiana withdraws his motion, and asks unanimous consent that 
when the House resolvesitself into Committee of the Whole on the river 
and harbor bill an hour and a half be allowed for general debate, one 
hour to the opponents of the bill and half an hour to the friends of the 
bill. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. The question now recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
fan from Louisiana, that the House resolve itself into Committee ot 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before that question is put I ask unanimous con- 
sent that House bill No. 8466, *‘to enable the people of Dakota, Mon- 
tana, Washington, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State 
governments, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States,’’ be reprinted, together with proposed amend- 
ments thereto, and also proposed amendments to Senate bill No. 185, 
to provide for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union 
and for the organization of the Territory of North Dakota. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of unfinished business, 
which is the bill (H. R. 11765) making appropriation for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors forthe fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, 
and all general debate is limited by the House to one hour and a half. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will ask the Chair who is to be recognized 
by the Chair as controlling the time in opposition to this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sow- 
DEN] is entitled to the remaining portion of his own time, and the 
Chair will recognize other gentlemen for the remainder of the time. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I understood, Mr. Chairman, that I was to be rec- 
ognized to control the whole of the time in opposition to the bill. 
‘That was the understanding. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, in the few moments that I shalloc- 
cupy in the farther discussion of the measure now before the commit- 
tee, I desire to call attention to an extraordinary provision contained 
in iton page 38. It creates a committee to be composed of six members- 
elect of the House of Representatives of the Fifty-first Congress, to be 
appointed by the Speaker of this House, and who shall 


Prior to the first Monday of December next, inquire into and investigate the ex- 
penditure of appropriations for river and harbor improvements, and the condi- 


guaranty have we that this committee contemplated by this bill will 
not expend many thousand dollars of the public moneys in their pleas- 
ant jaunt through the country in Government conveyances in 

of the very information which the Secretary of War is bound to furnish 
Congress from time to time as required by law ? 

I call the attention of this House and of the country to this extraor- 
dinary proposition which is presented to this body by the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. Who ever heard of a proposition like it ema- 
nating from any committee of this House? 

Again, section 5 of this bill appropriates $75,000 for contingencies 
which the committee, with all its wisdom and foresight, have not yet 
been able to discover. Is it prudent to provide for these. unforeseen 
emergencies? Why, I ask again, these extravagant appropriations of 
the people’s money ? 

Do they propose to drain the public Treasury of its surplus, so as to 

prevent any possibility of a uction of taxation? I am surprised 
that the gentlemen on this side of the House who have been talking so 
loudly and so eloquently in favor of tax reduction and the reduction 
of the surplus should now advocate a measure that ultimately must 
result in emptying the Treasury and leaving it without any surplus at 
all. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the committee having this 
measure in charge have entirely overlooked the kindly admonition 
given to this House recently by the President of the United States. 
page 3, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, of date December 4, 1888, I find this 
passage, which I read from the President’s message: 
' Appropriation bills for the support of the Government are defaced by items 
and provisions to meet private ends, and it is freely asserted by responsible and 
experienced ies a bill appropriating money for publicinternal improve- 
ment would fail to meet with favor unless it contained items more for local and 
private advantage than for public benefit. 

The chairman of this committee told us only yesterday that this bill, 
carrying appropriations amounting in the aggregate to nearly $12,000,- 
000, contains an appropriation for each and every item that was _— 
vided for in the river and harbor bill which became a law less 
five months ago without the signature of the President. When the 
present bill was prepared it must have been known to the committee 
having the matter in charge that the President withheld his 
from the last bill because it contained some provisions of an objection- 
able nature. It contained many of a national character that were wise 
and in the interest of the public good. This is what saved it from the 
Presidential veto. 

I think the President made a mistake in not vetoing it. It is to be 
regretted that he did not exhibit his usual courage in this particular. 
Had he returned the measure unapproved and in his veto message to 
Congress pointed out itsobjectionable features, another bill meeting his 
objections might have been passed, clean of all appropriations of a local 
and private nature and not calculated to benefit the commerce of the 
country or promote the public good. This is the only way in which 
we can hope to secure judicious legislation on this important subject. 
No patriotic citizen will oppose any reasonable appropriations for the 
improvement of the great rivers and harbors of the country, but the 
wasteful appropriation of the public moneys for the improvement of 
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mentioned in this act are expended, and in doing so they are authorized to use Why were these objectionable features not omitted in the present 
Government conveyances and means oftransportation. A sum sufficient topay | measure? The committee have entirely overlooked this matter in the 


expenses of said committeeand of its clerk is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, which shall be immediately 
available and payable on the draft of the chairman of said committee. As soon 
as said investigation shall have been completed said committee shall make re- 
port to Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the purpose of this extraordinary com- 
mittee which this bill proposes to create? Are we to have acommittee 
who are to go off on a pleasure jaunt during the long interval between 
the adjournment of the present and the convening of the Fifty-first 
Congress? Are they to travel at the expense of the public and to be 
conveyed and transported in Government conveyances from one point 
of the country to another to inspect every improvement for which ap- 
propriations have been made under the river and harbor bills? What 
amount of money is it going to cost the tax-payers of the country for 
this committee to make the junketing trip contemplated in the provis- 
ion cited? What is the object of it? 

These improvements are in charge of the Secretary of War, who fur- 
nishes Congress from time to time with the necessary information, 
showing exactly the nature and character of these improvements, to- 
gether with estimates of their probable cost. Whence the necessity, 
therefore, for the creation of this extraordinary committee to be com- 
posed of six distinguished members-elect to the Fifty-first Congress, 
and who are to make a needless and costly pleasure trip over this 
country at the public expense? Is this proper legislation? Is it wise 
economy toexpend the public moneysfor sucha purpose? What benefit 
would the people derive from such a trip? Where are the precedents 
for such legislation ? 

There is but one instance of this character that I can presently recall. 
I refer to the committee appointed to visit the several Indian reserva- 
tions of this country and examine into their mode of living, etc., which 

was headed by the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Ho- 
MAN], than whom there is no more honest, cautious, and watchful 
member on this floor. Who is to head this proposed committee? What 


preparation of the bill now under consideration, and have presented 
nothing more than a copy of the old bill, the only difference being that 
the sums appropriated for the improvements named are less than in the 
last 


measure—— 

A MremBer. This is ‘only a little one.’’ 

Mr. SOWDEN. Yes; this is only alittle one. We heard that yes- 
terday. The last measure contained ‘‘ two bills in one.’’ This, then, 
is the third bill of its kind for this Congress. Its redeeming feature 
seems to be that it only appropriates one-half of the amount of the other 
bills. What asad commentary for this side of the House! 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the residue of my time and yield ten or fif- 
teen minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. CumminGs]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, in the light of river and har- 
bor legislation thoughtful statesmen ought to travel slow. It is only 
a little over six years since President Arthur vetoed a river and harbor 
bill carrying over $19,000,000. It was a year’s iy apm The 
country stood aghast at the immense sum. The House the 
measure over the President’s veto. Mark what followed. The de- 
stroying angel came. He struck down the first-born of the river and 
harbor statesmen throughout the country. There was weeping and 
wailing in both political parties. The lordly ex-Secretary of the Navy 
was stretched at the side of-that blunt statesman from Cheesequakes 


The good and faithful servants were returned. I see many of their 
faces here to-day. They beam in the delegations from Georgia and 
from Maine. A namesake of my erous friend from New Jersey 
was among them. I see some of in the Illinois and some in the 
Indiana delegations. They smile in the Pennsylvania and New York 


contingents. 

The river and harbor bill was in the August preceding the 
Congressional election of 1882. Within three months the people swept 
its warmest supporters into political oblivion. This bill comes up two 
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years before a Congressional election, but let its supporters not hug the 
delusion that their action will be forgotten. 

The people have long memories, That bill appropriated $19,000,000 
in one year. Pass this bill and the Fiftieth Congress will have appro- 
=— $34,000,000 for rivers and harbors in five months and fifteen 

ys. 

= I take my stand on the veto message of President Arthur. He 
said: 


My principal objection to the bill is that it contains appropriations for pur- 
poses not for the common defense or general welfare, and which do not pro- 


mote commerce among the States. These provisions, on the con are en- 
tively for the benefit of the particular localities in which it is pro to make 
the improvements. I such appropriation of the public money as beyond 


the powers given by the Constitution to Congress and the President. 
I feel the more bound to withhold ee from the bill because of the 
evils which manifestly result from this infraction of the Constitution. 
Appropriations of this nature, to be devoted purely to local objects, tend to an 
increase in numberandinamount. As the citizens of one State find that meney, 
to raise which they in common with the whole country are taxed, is to be ex- 
ded for local improvements in another State, they demand similar benefits 
themselves, and it is not unnatural that they should seek to indemnify them- 
selves for such use of the public ay securing appropriations for similar 
improvements in their own neighborh . Thusas bill becomes more ob- 
ionable it secures more support. This result is invariable and necessarily 
‘cllows a neglect to observe constitutional limitations imposed upon the 

law- ig power. 

Now, sir, I am willing to vote for the fullest appropriations for the 
benefit of our genuine arteries of commerce. I would gladly vote 
$1,500,000 for the harbor of Galveston if needed, but to secure this ap- 
SS T am not willing to vote thousands for the improvement of 

owow River and Mingo Creek. [Laughter.] 

I am willing to vote ample sums for work in the harbors of Mobile 
and Savannah, but to secure them Iam unwilling to vote thousands 
for Duck Creek and the Wappoo Cut. [Laughter. 

I feel that it would be my duty to vote full appropriations for the 
harbors of Beaufort and Charleston, but when they carry with them 
appropriations for Nomini and Contentnia Creeks and for the Lumber 
River I am compelled to decline. I would give ample sums for the 
benefit of the ports of Norfolk, Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, 
Boston, and Portland, but not when loaded with money for the im- 

vement of the Narraguagus, the Waccamaw, and the Salkehatchie 
ivers. [Laughter.] ~~ 

I would proudly vote liberal sums for San Francisco and San Diego, 
but not with a Forked Deer and a Cowlitz accompaniment. I would 
even go my length on the Big Sunflower, but I kick when you hitch 
to it the Rouge and the Feather Rivers. Such appropriations do not 
make the people “‘ feel as happy as a big sunflower.” [Laughter. ] 

And even in the appropriations for these classical streams it seems 
to me that the committee has made an invidious distinction. 

I find ample funds for the beautiful waters of the Steilaquamish, but 
not a cent for the purling Sagadahoc. I find thousands for the sweetly- 
singing Nootsack, but not a nickel for the immortal Kiskiminetas. 
[Laughter.} Even chaste Okeechobee and wondrous Tohopikalaga are 
left out. The Skagit, the Snohomish, and the Snoqualmie take the 

that ought to have gone to the lovely Allokehatchie, the yel- 

ow Yalabusha, and the glorious Passamaquoddy. What’s the mat- 

ter with the whispering Withlacoochee? Where in thunder is the 

appropriation for Devil’s Lake, Skunk’s Harbor, and Stinking Water 

River? [Laughter.] The committee has not begun to do its duty by 

these ificent ponds and creeks. It will not do to slight them in 
favor of Jeky!l Creek, the Chehalis, and Caney Fork River. 

No, sir. Put the money where it belongs. Give Galveston her 
million. Raise the appropriation for New York Harbor from $100,000 
to $3,000,000, and you 
near 5» fem and United States men-of-war fastened in the mud 
at the Wallabout when they ought to be thundering at the water gates 
of Port au Prince and making music at the Samoan Islands. 

Wipe out this log-rolling scheme and use the money in an honest 
way for the honest improvement of honest harbors, and I am with you 


heart and soul. Proportion the work according to the magnitude of 
As it is, 


its importance to the people and I will cheerfully vote for it. 
the measure can not secure my support. 
Mr.SOWDEN. Inow yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. Kerr]. 
Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors made some remarks yesterday in favor of this bill 
as it is; and he was followed by a gentleman who opposed the measure 
because it is not half large 4 concur, however, in some of 
the remarks made by the gentleman who followed the chairman of the 
committee. I believs it is proper to make appropriations for rivers and 
harbors, but they should be for rivers and harbors of national impor- 
tance—rivers and harbors in which it may be said the people in gen- 
The os pl ir 8 d of th 
people of my State, an ie Western States generally, have 
been for years anxious that some legislation of importance should be 
undertaken for the creation of a water way between Lake Michigan and 
the Mississippi River in order that there may be some competition by 
water t against the railroads of the United States; and if the vast 
sums of money which we appropriate or are asked to appropriate were 
to be expended forafew measures of national importance such as I have 


not have steam-ships aground every week. 


indicated, we would have substantial water competition with the trans- 
portation routes created by our railroads. But we have no such appro- 
priations in this bill, or at least a very small amount is apportioned for 
that purpose. Not one in ten of the items of this bill is for a measure of 
national importance. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Crarn] stated as a reason why a 
larger appropriation should pass that there is plenty of money in the 
national Treasury. I do not agree with that remark. Within two 
years, or a little longer, over $100,000,000 will have to be raised in ex- 
cess of the amount now in the Treasury to pay a portion of the national 
debt which will then have matured. That money will be needed in 
about two years. The gentleman said that the Senate would not pass 
the House tariff bill. But the Senate will pass the Senate substitute, 
reducing the revenues to the limits of the present needs of the Gov- 
ernment, and if the House will act wisely and approve that measure 
when it is returned from the Senate we shall have such a reduction of 
the national revenues as will make it necessary for the Government of 
the United States to economize the national resources in order to meet 
the obligations which will mature in the fall of 1891. There is no 
reason why money should be taken out of the national Treasury hur- 
riedly in order to reduce the surplus. It will be reduced soon enough 
if the Senate substitute shall pass, as it ought to pass. 

This is the largest appropriation by twelve to fifteen million dollars 
that has ever been appropriated by any Congress of the United States 
during a single term, I mean the amount of this bill with what was 
appropriated at the last session. As the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. CumMINGs] said, many well-known public men were defeated a 
few years ago because they voted for an appropriation of $19,000,000 
in one term; and this ee ee to appropriate $34,000,000 of 
the public money, more than half the entire expenditure of the Na- 
tional Government in 1860, and nearly one-half of the amount which 
would be needed for everything except extraordinary expenses of our 
Government for a year if a large portion of the machinery for collect- 
ing the revenues were dispensed with, as it should be. 

There are in this bill three hundred and sixty-one items, but not 
one-tenth of these can any man claim to be measures of any national 
importance. While I do not believe that objections based upon consti- 
tutional grounds have much weight where members are anxious to 
vote ee Ithink they ought to be considered. There is no 
power in the Constitution to appropriate the public money for the im- 
provement of creeks or harbors of no national importance; and if this 
course is persisted in there will be before long a very strong protest 
from the American people that will be heeded. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will take the floor and yield ten minutes of 
my time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, whenever a river and 
harbor bill comes into this House for consideration it is always enter- 
tained by such speeches as we have just heard from the gentleman from 
New York. He comes from that portion of the country which may be 
regarded as almost finished. Now, it is perhaps true that larger appro- 
priations have been made in the past for the harbor of New York, the 
Hudson River, and for other places in the State of New York, than 
have been made for other portions of the country. Of this I do not 
complain, but ask that the same liberality be extended to other sections. 

It is a sufficient answer to the objections made by the gentleman from 
New York to the appropriations made for what he terms ‘‘ purling 
brooks,’’ that there is no river provided for in this bill which does not 
come within the description of an interstate stream as defined by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. The appropriations, Mr. Chair- 
man, contained in the last river and harbor bill were submitted to the 
Secretary of War, and he was requested to designate such appropria- 
tions as he thought ought not to have been made, and the amount so des- 
ignated by him does not exceed 1 per cent. of the amount appropriated 
by the bill. 

Yesterday the pending bill was subjected to three criticisms—first, 
by my colleague [Mr. Cran], that it does not give enough; second, 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpDEN], that it gave too 
much; and thirdly, by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Apams], that 
the whole system of appropriations for rivers and harbors was wrong 
and a perfect failure. 

Certainly these objections go to the root of the whole matter, and I 
propose briefly to allude to them in their order. I sympathized with 
my colleague [Mr. CRAIN] when he complained that the bill was too 
small, I listened to his argument with great pleasure. His objection 
to the bill was characterized by the chairman of the committee as being 
unique. 

Tt is usual for members to offer amendments for the purpose of increas- 
ing appropriations for improvements in which they have a special inter- 
est, but my colleague, with his characteristic unselfishness and patriot- 
ism, has offered a substitute for the pending bill which embraces the 
entire country. He criticised the action of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and charged that in the preparation of this bill they had acted 
with too much haste. Let me say to him in reply that this is the second 
and the short session of the Fiftieth Congress, and the formaticn of this 
appropriation bill is easier and can be done with more rapidity at this 
session because of the knowledge obtained by the committee in their 
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investigations of the subject-matter during the first or long session of 
this Congress. 

There existed no good reason why the committee should not have re- 
ported this bill as soon as it was practicable for them to do so, and in 
my judgment there is no just cause of complaint against the committee 
for their prompt action. In the argument made by my colleague I un- 
derstood him to say that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors should 
have been governed by the estimates furnished by the engineers having 
the different improvements in charge, and to fortify this portion of his 
argument he read a letter from the Chief of Engineers, which in sub- 
stavce stated that the amounts asked to be appropriated were actually 
necessary and could be properly expended during the next fiscal year. 
I thought the logic of his argument was this: that we should comply 
with the estimates made by the engineers. 

Mr. CRAIN, I think so yet. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Then you failed to abide by the logic of 
your own argument. You failed to make your substitute correspond 
with your argument. On yesterday, when I asked why you did not, 
you responded, I know in sincerity and not irony, that it was because 
you were airaid of the influence of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors with this House, I tender my colleague the thanks of the com- 
mittee for the compliment paid to it, but I wish to say further, on the 
part of the committee, that it does not arrogate to itself the power of 
controlling this House in regard to this measure, and that it has a whole- 
some fear of the House that is not without its influence in the 
ration of a bill for its consideration and action. . What did he offer? 

The old bill of last year, which gave about 50 per cent. of the esti- 
mates, and this bill gives about 33% per cent. of the nt estimates; 
and he denominates this as a ‘‘driblet system.”’ e stated, if I re- 
member correctly, that under the “‘driblet system,’’ as he was pleased 
to term it, it would take forty years for Galveston to have her harbor 
improvement completed. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permif me to interrupt him? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAIN. Yoa said-— 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I have but little time—only ten min- 
utes—and I hope my colleague will not take up too much of it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I will try to get the floor and yield my time to my 
colleague. You say my substitute simply increases the appropriations 
of your bill 16 per cent. 

Mr. STEWAKT, of Texas. About60 percent. You intended tomake 
this bili in amount equal to that of the last session, as I understand it. 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, in my substitute I increased it 100 per cent., and 
not 16, 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. We have given in this bill about one- 
third of the estimates as a rule—not an inflexible rule, it is truae—and 
in the last bill we gave something like 47 per cent. of the estimates. 

Mr. CRAIN. Last year you appropriated some $22,000,000, and this 
year you appropriate only $12,000,000. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. No matter what the increase is, you 
desire that we should make the same appropriations in this bill that 
we did in the last, and if we did so, according to your argument, it 
would take ferty years to complete the improvements at Galveston 
and Aransas Pass. The point I am endeavoring to make is that your 
action is inconsistent with the theories you have advanced. Why de- 
lay the people of Western Texas in obtaining an outlet to the sea at 
Avansas Pass? Why delay the intelligent and en’ ing people of 
Galveston in obtaining deep water for forty years? hy do you not 
follow the conclusions of your argument by bringing in a substitute 
for the pending bill which complies with suggestions of the engi- 
neers made in their reports? 

On yesterday my ame said that he was opposed to the system; 
that he thought it wrong, but that it had become the fixed of 
the Government and could only be corrected by public opinion assert- 
ing itself in opposition. 

Mr. CRAIN. Thatis not whatI said. I said if I had my way it 
would be different. I said that this policy had been so long pursued 
by the Government that it would be futile now to attempt to change it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Lunderstand the position my colleague 
occupies. 

Mr, CRAIN. But I do not want te be put in a false position. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Nor do I a to put you in a false 
position. 1 only wanted to show what you would do. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ah! I would have to adopt the policy because, as I 
have said, it was fastened upon the Government. 

Mr, STEWART, of Texas. Why not act in accordance with your 
theories? You confess that you can not, that the House will not pass 
@ bill giving the entire estimates of the engineers, nor dol believe that 
a bill containing as large appropriations as are provided for in your 

substitute can pass this House. 

I confess I would like to see a large river and harbor bill brought in 
if there was any probability of its passage. I believe there is no ap- 
propriation made that does so much for the people as the river and 
harbor bill, and I further believe, while I would say nothing deprecia- 
tory of the large harbors of the country and the appropriations for 































them, that the greatest benefit which accrues to the people of thig 
country is in the improvement and development of the smaller streama, 
I believe they increase commerce more, and put more money in the 
pockets of the producers by what they save in the cost of transporta- 
tion than do any other appropriations made by Congress. But not be- 
ing able to obtain such a bill as I would like to have, Iam not 

to incur the risk of losing all by endeavoring to obtain more than 
know will be given. 

The objection made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sow- 
DEN | is that the bill gives too much, and he says no appropriations 
should now be-made because there are funds in the bands of 
unexpended. I am not particularly well posted in regard to Philadel- 
phia, but I do know that with few exceptions all the money ropri- 
ated in the last river and harbor bill is under contract, and will not 
be on hand during the next fiscal year, and that the appropriations 
made in the pending bill are for the year ending July 1, 1890. The 
proposition made by my friend from Pennsylvania if accepted and car- 
ried out, will delay river and harbor improvement for two years, and 
in that time the works will greatly deteriorate and much loss will re- 
sult to the Government. 

But my friend from Illinois says the whole system is wrong in that 
Congress constitutes itself a board of improvement, whereas he would 
have one general board of improvement or a board of improvement for 
the different sections of the Union. In the limited time allowed me 
I can not at length go into all my objections to aes eee but 
I -will only now say that it would result in providing for larger 
ports, and leave much of the country unprovided for, and because of 
this injustice I shall be op to the proposed plan. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

‘ Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I should like to have a few minutes 
onger. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Texas be permitted to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time for debate has been limited by order 
of the House. . 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Then if Ican not get an extension of the 
time, I ask consent to extend my remarks in the REecorp. 

Mr. COX. I ask the same privilege before beginning the two min- 
utes yielded to me. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Texas, as I understood 
him, stated that New York has received more by way of public im- 
provements from the _— Treasury than any other locality. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. In this bill. 

Mr. COX. Two remarks which have fallen from my honorable friend 
from Texas deserve reply. 

The first was, if I understood him, that New York did not require 
so large an appropriation for her commerce in respect to her rivers and 
harbors as formerly, and, secondly, that she was finished. 

New York finished? She is neither finished as to the increase of her 
population nor her importance as acommercial metropolis. She is the 
great center of life and industry of this country. I need not go back 
further than 1840 to make the comparison and to refute the remark of 
the gentleman. 

Her increase from 1840 to 1850 was 88 per cent.; from 1850 to 1860, 
68 per cent.; from 1860 to 1870, 29 per cent.; from 1570 to 1880, 34 

cent. Each decadenumbers herincrement by the hundred thousand. 
(ies Reaseans Beets 1840 to 1850 was 317,000, and in her last decade— 
from 1870 to 1880—583,000. 

New York finished? Why, sir, if you consider New York and the 
suburbs in her immediate vicinity, I have the statement of an engineer 
on whom een he ee 
in an area not less than 300 square miles, her nm will probably 
be 8,000,000, and every available foot of waterfront within 10 or 15 miles 
of — limits will be taken up by wharves and teem with steam- 
ers ips. | 
New York finished? Why, sir, the energy and enterprise, which are 
every day expanding, have already outgrown the limits of her city by 
more than half a million since I en within her gates—a quarter 
of a century ago. 

Considering theadjacent cities of Brooklyn, Jersey City, and Williams- 
burgh, which are but branches of the parent trunk, she has a popula- 
tion now greater than that of any of the States in the Union excepting 
four. 


Three millions of inhabitants within these precincts, progressive and 
active, do not indicate that New York is finished. 3 

Why, sir, this magnificent port, with its entrances on East River into 
Long Island Sound and thus to the sea, and h New York Har- 
bor, via Sandy Hook, to the ocean, imports two-thirds of the merchan- 
dise of our country, receives two-thirds of the import duties for our 
Government, sends out one-half of the domestic products of our land, 
and gives hospitality to one-half of the foreign tonnage trade with the 
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United States. Three-fourths of the passengers who come from and 
go to foreign countries, including three-fifths of all our immigrants, 
find their grand depot at New York Harbor. 

Notwithstanding the discouragements to her shipping and her com- 
merce by reason of obstructive laws, it is not yet entirely easy to effect 
an entrance to her port by the larger steamers, and, certainly, in many 
of hes channels this difficulty is altogether obstructive. 

If her channels were properly improved by deepening according to 
the plan of the engineers commended by my friend from Texas, there 
would be increased facilities for commerce by rendering the wharves 
in certain localities more accessible to vessels. 

Why, sir, vessels are now obliged to pay a high bonus—seventy-five 
to one hundred doilars a day—for using other wharves, and these other 
wharves, in consequence of the great d, are in constant occupa- 
tion. 


I am not now criticising harshly the bill presented by the honorable 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] from his committee. He 
has made a careful study of his subject from his own standpoint, 

I have in the past criticised bills somewhat in the vein of my col- 
league from New York [Mr. CummiInGs], and perhaps this kind of 
criticism has made our committees more cautious, and beeause of this 
caution the censorship of the American press and people has grown to 
be more lenient toward this class of legislation. 

The bill reported to-day is not obnoxious to the objection which has 
been urged—that it follows another bill of nearly double the amount 
at the last Congress, for we well know that that bill comprehended two 


years. 

The present bill appropriates $11,906,850, or, in round numbers, 
$12,000,000. One-third of this is for harbors and the rest for rivers. 

We are informed, too, that the present bill provides for no new proj- 
ects. I welcome this as in the line of reform, for certainly at this 
stage of our country we ought to know which of our water ways should 
be the object of Federal care and Federal money. 

‘Editorial provincialism’’ falls short of its mark when it would 
criticise this bill under the light of other bills in our past legislation. 

. sir, one thing strikes me, and with emphasis, in connection with 
all former bills as they affect New York Harbor and its adja- 

t channels, and that is this: that while it is admitted that New 
York has so large a preponderance of our commeree, with its exports 
‘and imports, the appropriation for the care of its harbor, which is 
based upon foreign and interstate commerce, is grotesquely inadequate. 

If two-thirds of the imports and one-half of the exports pertain to 
New York Harbor, and inasmuch as the committee have taken the Su- 
preme Court decision as the criterion for their action for the improve- 
ment of navigation from the Federal Treasury, why should not New 
York City have an amount commensurate with the admitted magni- 
tude of her commerce? 

Twelve millions in this bill! If you would test New York’s quota 
by her share of the commerce of our country, she would be entitled to 
two-thirds, or at least one-half, of these riations. And certainly 
it would be startling to gentlemen to know that New York should re- 
ceive six millions a year for her harbor. 


No one would insist on it. I do not insist on it, for it is true that 


should be continuing in order ultimately to answer the purpose for 
which they were originally intended. 

This bill gives her $100,000 fer New York Harbor, $20,000 for Gow- 
anus Bay, $150,000 for the Harlem improvement, and $175,000 for the 
East River and Hell Gate. Hardly half a million. 

But 1 am not here, as I said, te criticise harshly this measure, but 
to accept it in view of what has been done in the past for New York, 
and with the hope of so amending it as to make it better for New York 
Harbor. It is my pleasure to commend the results of the improvement 
arms dh i yet to be ene. I am not so con- 
versant wi work at Harlem, which a us yet to be 
used for that locality. ' anne 

Before the improvement of New York Harbor was undertaken by the 
United States, the lowest depth in its mid-channel on the bar was 23.7 
feet at mean low water. 

This was too low, for it was only at high water that vessels of great 
draught could cross these shoals. 


Gedney’s Channel, which leads into the harbor, should have 30 feet | 


at mean low water. It should have periodical dredging, and should 
otherwise conform to the requisitions of the engineers, so as to preserve 
it from being scoured by the ing current. The result of our ex- 
penditures in this channel, which is the great highway from Europe of 
all vessels of great draught, is not at all dis ing. This commit- 
tee and this House are entitled to the credit of producing a channel 
across the bar of over 25 feet deep at mean low water. 

More, however, is to be done so as to deepen the shoals inside the 
bar. No doubt that will be properly done and guarded by future en- 

i ing, legislation, and contracts. 

We are informed that a channel bas been obtained at this point not 
less than 500 feet wide, in which the least depth between the steamer 
wherves and the isabout 26 feet onthe bar. The bigsteamers, as 
now loaded, are at the average low tide in coming in, nor 




















concern. It is connected with Buttermilk Channel. 






are any of the large steamers which usually go to sea at high water ob- 


stracted. 


Magnificent fruits have resulted, therefore, from our legislation, and 
for this I have no satirical orcritical observations to make. More than 
that, which should gratify gentlemen of the committee and of the 
House, the investigations that were made in December, 1837, and in 
May, 1888, demonstrate that the shoaling has ceased on the bar for six 
months and that no dredging was required. Other investigations dem- 
onstrate the fact, as the engineers report, that the dredged channel 
across the bar may maintain its due dimensions by the action of the 


currents alone. 


Although the committee report but $100,060 for Gedney’s Channel, 
without which there is no New York Harbor, I will not complain, for in 
this they have made their rule flexible so as to go beyond the 33 per 
cent. appropriated of the estimates. The engineers have said that ‘‘ the 
amount which could profitably be expended for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, was $160,000; so that the committee as to Gedney’s 
Channel have done for New York Harbor at this point better than the 
general average, but not as much as there is needed, and not so "uuch 
by $60,000 as the engineers estimate. 

Nor will I find fault with the result of the appropriation last year 
to Buttermilk Channel. 

This channel lies between Brooklyn and Governor’s Island in New 
York Harbor. Itsshoaling was at its upper end, where it joins the East 
River. Formerly it had but a depth of 9} feetat mean low water. The 
crest of this shoal was about 800 feet outside of the. Brooklyn wharves. 
Various projects for improving this channel have originated with the 
engineers and the estimated cost of the improvement was $210,000. 
Nearly all of that has been wisely expended. 

No one should underrate the importance of this channel as well for 
deep-draught vessels as for others, for in this channel there enters over 
63 per cent. of the commerce of New York, and therefore it was wisely 
thought that the depth should be increased to 26 feet at mean low 
water. Thus far the shoal has been removed to a depth of 22 feet at 
mean low water, and the engineers have given their verdict that the re- 
sult isa benefit tonavigation. Still they demand the 26 feet, and there 
is available for that purpose for the year ending June 30, 1889, over 
$100, 000. 

Now I come, sir, to Gowanus Bay, New York. This gives me more 
In fact, itisa 
part of it. Its improvement is necessary for wharfage as well as for 
navigation. 

The plan which was first adopted provided for giving 18 feet of depth 
and a width of 200 feet, with a channel leading up to the mouth of the 
creek on both the north and south sides for the distance of a mile. 
Partof this work has beendone. The 18 feet of depth wasobtained. It 
has since been reduced, owing to the softness of the material, to 15 feet. 
But, sir, there is no doubt in the minds of the engineers, and there was 
no doubt in the minds of the Senate when they amended our bill in the 
last session, that the channel for Gowanus Bay must be widened to 400 
feet, and the depth if possible increased. The original depth of 7 to 12 
feet was wholly insufficient for our shipping, and the Senate evidently 
intended that a better plan should be adopted, for they inserted in their 
amendment, which became the law, the following: 

Improving channel at Gowanus Bay, New York: Continuingimprovement, by 
deepening to 21 feet mean low water, and widening the channel to 400 feet on 
the northerly side from the foot of Percival street, along the wharves to the 23- 
foot curve, opposite the entrance to the Erie Basin, $60,000, 

hope to offer an amendment to the present bill increasing the sum 
to Gowanus Bay from the paltry $20,000 to $66,666, which is 33 per 
cent. of the estimate, the report of which is yet to be laid before the 
committee and the House. I am informed that a recent report (since 
that of October 1, 1888) has been made by the engineer in charge of 
Gowanus Bay channel. It is now in the hands of the Chief of the War 
Department. It has not yet been printed or reported here. It rec- 
ommends that the amount that could be profitably expended to carry 
out the above plan of 400 feet width is $200,000. One-third of that 
sum, therefore, is on the basis of the committee’s work. We all de- 
sire to conform as near as can be to the report of the engineers and 
to the amendment made by the Senate, which is now the law, and 
I hope it will receive the sanction of the committee as well as of the 
House. Or, in other words, because of the great increase of our ton- 
nage in the channel and the draught of our sea-going vessels, we shouid 
increase the depth of this channel to at least 21 fee; at low water, giving 
it a width of 400 feet. Those vessels could then be handled with facil- 
ity in the narrow space near the mouth of Gowanus Creek, and there 
are other incidental improvements resulting from the increased ap- 
propriation. 

The committee at the last session gave us $60,000. Sixty thousand 
dollars more was required, according to the then existing project, for its 
completion. But the committee have only given us $20,000 of this 
amount, Surely, since the $60,000 which they gave, when nearly $200, - 
000 was required, was so inadequate that it could not be used, why 
should not the committee, at a place and for a channel whose exigency 
is so great, allow the full amount proposed by the engineers? 

In all these appropriations, Mr, Chairman, for the city of New York 
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we have to mect no question as to their necessity or constitutionality. 
The water ways which we desire to have improved are not those of 
New York alone, and for every dollar expended there are benefits to 
the cotton-grower of the South and the grain-grower of the West. It 
increases the price of their product inasmuch as it facilitates its ex- 
portation. It facilitates locomotion of all kinds, and it does so because 
it aids a great commercial highway, both interstate and foreign. ‘It 
is not merely potential commerce,’’ to use the words of the commit- 
tee in their report. The need is actually existent. 

If the harbors on our Pacific coast, Gulf, and Lakes call for such large 
taxation upon the people, to which New York, through her representa- 
tives, makes no resistance; if the newelements which are producing so 
many remarkable motors for transportation and travel have any signifi- 
cance for the American Congress, and if the advancement of our coun- 
try in its material resources, reaching far inland, pleads for the aid of 
our natural advantages by generous and just appropriations, then this 
splendid harbor which nature has placed at the great gateway of our 
metropolis falis within the purview of the Constitution and the de- 
cision of our supreme tribunal. Adequate support for continuing its 
improvement can not but have a warm place in the good-will and 
judgment of the American people. [Applause.] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SOWDEN. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Josrrn D. TAYLor]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the at- 
tention of the committee to page 177 of the Book of Estimates, and I 
desire to say in connection therewith that the Secretary of War, in this 
estimate, has made no recommendation whatever in regard to a river 
and harbor appropriation for this session of Congress. It has been cus- 
tomary heretofore for the Secretary of War, in this report and estimate, 
to indicate how much, in his judgment, could be profitably and judi- 
ciously expended in the improvement of rivers and harbors during the 
coming year, and to recommend that thissum beappropriated. I notice 
that the last Republican Secretary of War was not governed by the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers in his recommendations to Congress, but 
on the contrary made an estimate for himself very much less than the 
amount recommended by the engineers, and in his report to the Forty- 
eighth Congress he recommended that the sum of $8,000,000 be appro- 
— for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and stated that in 

is judgment no greater sum could be judiciously expended within one 
year for this purpose; and in the face of the reports of engineers recom- 
mending a much larger sum he refused to ask for any greater appro- 
priation than this, and yet a Democratic House nearly doubled the sum 
recommended by the Secretary of War in its appropriation for that ses- 
sion of Congress. This report, on page 177, the report of the present 


Secretary of War, shows that $22,250,116.90 was appropriated and left | wasted 


over from last year, and the Secretary of War is not asking for another 
doliar for this purpose. And in addition to calling the attention of the 
House to the report of the Secretary of War, I wish to say that it is 
utierly impossible to carry on successfully at the same time three hun- 
dred and fifty different projects, and yet this river and harbor bill makes 
at least three hundred and fifty distinct and different appropriations, 
appropriations for three hundred and fifty different purposes. 

A MEMBER. Three hundred and sixty-one. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, Yes, three hundred and sixty-one 
appropriations, as my. friend from Iowa suggests; three hundred and 
sixty-one distinct and separate appropriations made in one bill. 

More than $22,000,000 were appropriated last year, or on the 31st of 
July last, only a few months since, and the Secretary of War has made 
no request for any appropriation of this kind for this year, and the pas- 
sage of this bill by this House is, in the judgment of the Secretary of 
War, wholly unnecessary. 

There was but one river and harbor bill passed by the Forty-seventh 
Congress, and but one river and harbor bill passed by the Forty-eighth 
Congress, and brt one river and harbor bill passed by the Forty-ninth 
Congress, and I do not see why two river and harbor bills should be 
passed by the Fiftieth Congress when the bill passed at the first session 
of this Congress appropriated a larger sum than was ever before appro- 
priated by any prior Congress for this purpose. The American people 
will bear a great deal, but such appropriations will not always be 
borne, The effect of the $18,000,000 appropriation by the Forty-sev- 
enti Congress ought not to be so soon forgotten. 

Then I wish to enter my — against the way in which this bill 
comes before Congress. The river and harbor bill of this House is 
an anomaly. It has no precedent in the legislation of any country on 
the face of the earth. It is absolutely without a single parallel in any 
country in the world. No other country secures the of a law 
by any method which corresponds to our method of passing a river and 
harbor bill, and we have no other such legislation in our own country. 

If this method is right, why is not the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds permitted to report all public buildings in one bill ? 
We generally have forty or fifty separate bills on the Calendar for the erec- 
tion of forty or fifty different public buildings, and yet nobody has ever 
suggested the propriety of giving to that committee the same powers 
and the same rights that are given to the River and Harbor Commit- 
tee, that of putting three hundred and sixty-one appropriations in one 


bill, and passing them all at one time by one vote. Why do we not 
give the same authority to the Committee on War Claims? Page after 
page of the Calendar is covered with bills reported favorably from the 
Committee on War Claims, and yet nobody proposes that an omnibus 
bill of this kind shall come from that committee with the extraordi- 
nary rights and privileges of the River and Harbor Committee of this 
House. Why do we not have this kind of authority delegated to the 
Pensions Committee? There are thousands of soldiers who have bills 
pending before this House, and they, too, are separate bills and are de- 
nied consideration. Why can we not put the claims of three hundred 
and sixty-one soldiers in one bill and pass upon the merits of all in one 
bill as well as we can pass upon the merits of three hundred and sixty- 
one rivers and harbors? Are the claims of the soldier and the soldier’s 
widow less meritorious than the claims of the rivers and harbors of the 
country? Whynot group them together as wedo these rivers and har- 
bors and get rid of these Friday nightsessions? In thisway they would 
get a hearing some time; as it is, most of them never will during this 
Congress. 

A Memperr. The time will come when they will. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; it will come. It will come 
in the next Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to repeat what I said in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, and in doing so I mean no disrespect to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. I have no complaint whatever to make against 
this committee. It has probably discharged its duty as well and as 
faithfully as it could do under the circumstances. What I said then, 
and what I desire to say now, is that in my judgment there ought to 
be nosuch committee. Thereought not to be any Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors nor any Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. Congress ought to apptopriate annually a gross sum 
of ten, , or twenty million dollars, we ought to havea board 
of engineers or a board of competent mén whose duty it would be to ex- 
amine and survey the rivers and harbors of the United States, and de- 
termine what are or what are not needed improvements. In this way 
an experienced and od board, free from party influence and local 
bias, could undertake the most worthy improvements and psuh¢liem 
toa y completion. Lines of commerce would then be opened up, 
and demands of travel and trade would meet an early response. 
The annual of this board would be open to Congress and to the 
country, and its conduct would be subjected to the closest scrutiny and 
the severest criticism. 

How is it possible under the present method for the country to realize 
very much benefit from this enormous expenditure of money? Many of 
these so-called improvements have had appropriations for ten, fifteen, and 
twenty years, and the expenditures in many cases have been wholly 
on account of the reckless character of the undertaking; and 
sometimes where an improvement was actually necessary at the time 
the first appropriations were made the necessity ceased before the har- 
bor wascompleted, and the appropriations proved a total loss. In other 
instances the cost was greatly augmented by the long delay in the com- 
— of the work and the loss in interest on the large sums invested so 

ong before the harbor was readyforuse. I think, therefore, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this whole plan should be changed. River and harbor appro- 
priations should stand on the individual merit ofeach. I should like to 
inquire how many members of this House know about the appropri- 
ations for these three hundred and sixty-one distinct purposes suffi- 
ciently well to pass on their respective merits? What do we know 
about these appropriations in Texas or in Maine, in South Carolina or 
in North Carolina, in Florida or in Minnesota, along the Lakes in the 
North or along the Gulf in the South ? 

We know nothing aboutthem. The committee knows nothing about 
them. It says no about them in its report; and no ye noma 
who is a member of this House or who is not a member of this House 
has had any opportunity of going before that committee for the pur- 
nee of presenting any request for any oo whatever. The 

tiver and Harbor Committee was only in on a few hours. It was 
only a few days from the time when Congress convened until this bill 
and the report came to this House; and no one from any part of the 
country had apy hearing granted him by this committee or any oppor- 
tunity to give it any information. I have a letter here from a gentle- 
t the letter did not reach me until the 
sitting and made its This House 
ob when the d ehair- 


reported his bill for the appropriation of about $12,000,000. It 
was reported favorably and its passage recommended. This bill will 
not if it ‘‘ does on its merits.’”’ How many of these three 


hu and sixty-one appropriations would be made if they were in 
three hundred and sixty-one separate bills? The committee in the 
nature of things can know but very little about these rivers and har- 
bors. They have had no opportunity of knowing. They never saw 
them. I venture the chairman of the committee never saw one-tenth 
of these rivers and harbors in his life. He can not know about them, 
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Mr. DUNHAM. They are going to have a committee of six to ex- 
amine these improvements next summer, and they will spend plenty 
of money. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. My friend suggests that they are to 
have what has been styled a junketing committee to travel around in 

ce-cars and stop at elegant hotels, to visit the watering-places on 
he Atlantic and Pacific coasts; but these men are to go and find out, 
after the bill is passed, whether it ts a wise thing or not. 

They are going to lock the door after the horse has been stolen. They 
had better look out for the horse now. I think the appointment of that 
committee will come too late, and will amount to nothing but a pleas- 
ure trip to the appointees, We had better havea committee of inquiry 
made by the Government, composed of competent engineers, who shall 
be held responsible for the expenditure of this money. They should 
be given a sum in gross, and should be held ee for its judicious 
expenditure. I should vote fora measure of kind very cheerfully; 
but I protest against the e of a measure that distributes money 
to nearly every State in the Union, and to three hundred and sixty- 
one different localities, thus offering a reward to the recipient of one 
appropriation to induce him to help every other beneficiary. This is 
bad legislation, and should not be permitted in one case and denied in 
every other. This is why this bill overrides all other legislation. This 
is why it takes precedence of the ion bills, of the Blair educational 
bill, of the honest claims repo by the Committee on Ciaims, and of 
a hundred other important bills which were reported to the House dar- 
ing the last session, but are denied now a single hoar for consideration. 

hile I am in favor of the improvement of rivers and harbors, I am 
not in favor of a system of public plunder which groups all classes of 
improvement in one bundle and compels the success of all or none. 
Nor am I in favor of carrying on three hundred and sixty-one enter- 
prises at one time when only a few are ever to be completed by the gen- 
eration that begins them. Other nations select a few public improve- 
meuts of national importance and complete them, and then take up 
others. We should do the same. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLANCHARD was — and yielded ten minutes of his 
time to Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I am a good deal 
amused at some of the remarks made by gentlemen in reference to the 
river and harbor bill, and somewhat surprised at others, and especially 
surprised at the remarks just made by my friend from Ohio [Mr. Jo- 
sePH D. TayLor]. He says that the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors does not know anything about these rivers and harbors for which 
they propose appropriations. If he had been studying the reports of 
the engineers who have seen these rivers, who have examined them, 
and who have reported to upon the importance of their im- 
provement, as long as the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have been 
studying them, I think he would know a great deal more on the sub- 
ject than he does now. But it seems to be quite fashionable for cer- 
tain gentlemen at every session of Congress, when the river and harbor 
bill comes up for consideration, to rise and mention certain singular 
names (some of which appear in the bill, but many of which are not in 
it at all) and make remarks upon them which go to the country and 
deceive the people in regard to improvements which are really, as I be- 
lieve and as the Committee on Rivers and Harbors believe, of national 
importance. 

ee from Ohio says that not one-tenth of the improvements 

which are included in the river and harbor bill will be claimed to be 
of any national importance. Now I say that there are but very few 
of the items contained in the river and harbor bill but what are im- 
ent a of national importance, not only in the opinion of the 

mittee on Rivers and Harbors, but also of the engineers who 
have examined them and made reports as to their commercial value. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The gentleman is mistaken. I did not 
make the remark he attributes to me. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It was made by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. IfI said it was the gentleman from Ohio, I 
did it inadvertently. 

Mr. KERR. I made the remark, and I will ask the gentleman a 
question if he will permit me. 

Mr. HENDE IN, of Illinois. I have not time to yield in the ten 
minutes to which I am limited. Mr. I want to say this: I 
have seen it stated, and I believe it to be a fact, that the Chief of En- 
gineers, on a careful examination of the last river and harbor bill, de- 
clared that of the total amount of money appropriated in it there was 
only about $30,000 to which exception could be properly taken. I do 
not vouch for the actual truth of that statement, but I do believe that 
of the twenty-two millions appropriated at the last session of Congress, 
$100,000 would cover every dollar appropriated for works to which ex- 
ception could with any propriety be taken as to their commercial im- 
portance by any member of the House friendly to internal improve- 


Mr. BLANCHARD. If my colleague will allow me I will state that 
the Chief of Engineers told me that not exceeding one-fifth of 1 per 
cent. of the last river and harbor bill was objectionable. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 












409 


Mr. SOWDEN. Then why did the President refuse to approve the 
measure? [Laughter. } 

ora He refused to approve another good bill, too. 
ter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I only wishTI had a little more time, 
Mr. Chairman, but I hope these interruptions will not be taken ont of 
mytime. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] said yesterday 
that there was $500,000 appropriated for Philadelphia in the last river 
and harbor bill and that it not been expended, and he went on to 
criticise that and other appropriations upon that ground. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, these river and harbor bills make appropriations for fiscal 
years; they appropriate money to be expended during the fiscal year 
commencing on the lst of July and ending on the 30th day ef the suc- 
ceeding June, and with very few exceptions, every appropriation made 
in the river and harbor bill at the last session of Congress was far be- 
low the engineers’ estimate of the amounts which could be profitably 
expended on the works named during the year for which the appro- 
priations were made. 

A great cause of complaint is and has been that the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors has not felt that it could recommend appropria- 
tions really adequate to meet the wants of the country in the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, and I repeat and emphasize what has been 





[Laugh- 


said 3 my colleague on the committee from Texas [Mr. STEWART], 
that 


ere is no money expended by the Government of the United 
States which is expended so largely in the interest of the people as that 
which is appropriated for the improvement of our rivers and harbors. 
You may erect a great Library building here; you may erect costly 
and elegant public buildings in this city and in other places through- 
out the country in which totransact the public business; but the bene- 
fits from such expenditures are insignificant com with those which 
result from the improvement of our rivers and bors in the interest 
of the commerce of the country. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] speaks of the appropria- 
tions for the harbor at New York; he says that those made in the last 
river and harbor bill were quite adequate, and that great good is re- 
sulting from them. That is true,and so, Mr. Chairman, is great good 
resulting from the improvement on some of these ‘‘creeks’’ that are 
so much talked about, ard on the smaller rivers and smaller harbors 
which pour the riches of their commerce into the great harbor of New 
York and justify and necessitate its improvement. A few years ago 
the Chief of Engineers, General Wright, told me that when he was 
first appointed to that position he was strongly prejudiced against im- 
proving the smaller rivers, but that careful study and observation had 
convinced him that such improvements were more fruitful in propor- 
tion to their cost than the improvements on larger streams, because the 
main channels of commerce are already suitable for purposes of navi- 
gation and will continue to be used even though they may be ob- 
structed here and there. 

But the opening up of these smaller channels is sending down into 
the larger ones annually an increased commerce which shows the grow- 
ing wealth, population, and progress of our great country. What would 
New York Harbor be, or Philadelphia Harbor, orany other of our larger 
harbors, but for these smaller channels of transportation which are an- 
nually pouring into them the wealth of the distant parts of the coun- 
try? They would be of but little use. 

Now, take St. Mary’s Canal. At the last session we appropriated a 
million dollars for the new lock at St. Mary’s Canal; we appropriated 
$500,000 for the Hay Lake improvement. We reported a sum suf- 
ficient to complete the improvement of the Detroit River. We also re- 
ported an appropriation for the improvement of the St. Clair Flats. And 
those large appropriations explain in some degree the very large sum 
appropriated in the last river and harbor bill. Every one concedes the 
importance of these appropriations. But if some of these gentlemen 
here would only take time to study the geography of the country they 
would know more about these channels of commerce; they would know 
more about these ‘‘ unknown ’’ rivers that they talk about; and I think 
that such study would not only enlighten their understanding but 
broaden their patriotism. If they had served upon the River and 
Harbor Committee, had studied these reports of the engineers—and it 
is made their duty to report upon the commercial importance of these 
improvements—they would know more of the importance of river and 
harbor improvements. 

Mr. KERR. Is there any report of the engineers for this year? 

Mr: HENDERSON, of Illinois. My dear sir, there are reports from 
the engineers for this year justifying every dollar, I think, appropri: 
ated in the bill under consideration; and if my friend had ing 
he would have ascertained the fact. 

Mr. KERR. I know there is none that I can get. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. We have had these 

A MemBer. The committee may have them, but other members 
can not get them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Perhaps that is so; but the com- 
mittee needs them more than you do, and it is not the fault of the com- 
mittee that you do not have them. But my friend here would dis- 
pense with the committee. I am not opposed to a board of public im- 
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provements. I think that would be a wisemeasure; but I do not think 
that would dispense with the necessity for a River and Harbor Commit- 
tee, nor with the propriety of Congress keeping control over the ap- 
propriations to be made for particular improvements. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Frrcu]. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Chairman, when I heard y the glowing 
sentences of my fricnd from Texas [Mr. Crary j advocating langer ap- 
propriations for river and harbor purposes, I felt certain that the large 
improvements in my district had also had his generous care. Hence I 
was disappointed when I found that in preparing a substitute which 
would suit Galveston and other ports of Texas, the gentleman, instead 
of increasing the appropriation for Harlem River, which unites the Hud- 
son with Long Island Sound, had reduced thatappropriation from $150,- 
000, as contemplated in the bill, to $70,000. I desire therefore to call 
his attention to the fact that no man who looks only at his own dis- 
trict can prudently prepare or propose a bill for the whole of the United 
States. He did not know what he was doing. He did not intend to 
strike down an improvement like that of the Harlem River, but his eye 
was fixed on Galveston, and in increasing the appropriation for that 
port he was willing to sacrifice the city of New York. 

To-day my friend and colleague from New York [Mr. Commies] 
has given us aspecimen of the descriptive fun of which he is past-master 
in this country. The arguments which he used were accompanied with 
such beautiful description, so sparkling with humor, that I have no 
doubt they commanded more attention than they would have received 
from any other member on the floor, But what arguments did he use? 
He said that the passage of a $19,000,000 river and harbor bill had sent 
into oblivion a number of Congressmen. We passed at the last session 
& $22,000,000 bill; we went home, and someof usare not at the bottom 
of the waters of oblivion to-day. He read as his main argument an 
extract from the veto message of President Arthur; but President Arthur 
was defeated for renomination, and his defeat for renomination is as 
good an argument against the veto of the bill as the defeat of the Con- 
gressmen is an argument for voting against it. 

His second argument, I confess, has much more weight with me. I 
am sorry to see these small creeks, these inaccessible piaces, where only 
the lumberman or the trout-fisherman ever shows himself, coupled 
with the magnificent national improvements of which I am strongly 
in favor. But 1 must choose and be must choose—every one of us who 
has important national works going on in his district, improvements 
employing hundreds of men, and bringing incalculable good to the 
vicinity—we must choose between taking this bill as itis, or not taking 
it at ali, and I say fur myself that I believe the expenditure of this 
money in improving the Harlem River alone will bring in more wealth 
to the commerce of this country than all the money that may be wasted 
in all the rest of this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. FITCH. With pleasare. 

Mr. BAYNE. The geatieman is disposed to be fair, and I would 
like to inquire whether he knows of a single appropriation in the pres- 
ent river and harbor bill which is not recommended first by a local 
engineer and subsequently by the Chief of Engineers, and the report 
on which does not show that commerce will be benefited by the appro- 
priationy if the gentleman knows of any such case I hope he will 
point it out. 

Mr. FITCH. I do not know of such a one; but as I desire to be fair 
i will say I do believe there is a great deal of money appropriated in 
this bill which the National Government ought not to spend; but I be- 
lieve that the benefit which will accrue from the proper expenditures 
here proposed will make up for those unwise expenditures ten times 
over. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. O’ Neri]. 

IN Mr. a withholds his remarks for revision. [See 
ppendix. 

Mr. SOWDEN. How much time have I remaining? 

Tae CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has eight minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I yield four minutes of the time to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the of making no 
captious criticisms upon this bill. I have steadily voved against river 
and harbor bills, and for the reason that I have been unable tosupport 
them, because in my opinion the system is a vicious one. 

I entirely agree in what has been so ably and so well said by the gen- 
tlenian from lowa as to the general plan of the improvements of rivers 
and harbors. There is no money expended by Congress, if its purpose 
in that expenditure is honestly carried out, that does more for the peo- 
ple of the United States than the money legitimately expended in the 
improvement of our rivers and harbors. 

But, while | am willing to admit that, I am compelled to adopt the 
conclusion that the system under which we are expending it is all 
wrong. 1am in favor of appropriating a lump sum, and expending it 
either under a beard of internal improvement or giving it to the con- 


trol of the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers, to be expended 
on such improvements as in their judgment should be improved; and 
that is the only way, I think, in which you can do away with the pres- 
ent vicious practice of making appropriations for such improvements 
in driblets. We appropriate five, ten, fifteen, or twenty-five thousand 
dollars, as the case may be, and expend that on acertain improvement. 
Nature undoes, in the lapse of time, within the adjournment of one 
Congress and the meeting of the next, what has been done, and Con- 
gress must make a further appropriation to ir the damage to the 
work already done. Frequently ali that has done by the Gov- 
ernment has been destroyed or and the engineer goes back 
and makes a resurvey and finds that a larger sum is needed than was 
demanded in the first instance. 

We are simply in this manner pouring the money into the waters of 
the United States. Weare pouring it out without getting any results; 
whereas, on the contrary, if we give a large lump sum to the War De- 
partment or the Chief of they will select an improvement 
upon which to expend it, and which can be completed with the appro- 
priation. They will take from that te sum a sufficient amount 
to carry on the work consecutively or until it is completed, and then 
we will rid ourselves, as members of Congress, of importunities from 
local interests and from appeals even of personality which are made to 
us as members of Congress for local improvements which may protect 
some schemes in the nature of private enterprises and not for the pub- 
. So long as the present practice continues, and this I say with the 
highest respect for the gentlemen coastituting the Committeeon Rivers 
and Harbors, with a full realization of the difficulties under which they 
labor, and with the highest tribute that I can make to the astuteness, 
perseverance, and industry of the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee—so long as we have the present practice of allowing certain 
persons, members of the House, to undertake to out the money 
along these various streams among themselves, ir fellow-members, 
and the people of the United States, the criticisms on the bill will con- 
tinue to grow until they will amount toa public clamor for a reform 
in this regard. 

I hope before the debate on this bill closes an ity will be 
afforded to offer a substitate to the House and the country for the bill, 
such a measure as I have outlined, whereby the money which can be 
wisely expended in benefiting the commerce, manufactures, and agri- 
cultural industries of the United States will be so expended that the 
people can get the benefit of it, and that members of Congress, when 
they stand to advocate an improvement, a righteous improvement, 
may not find themselves open to the imputation or criticism of their 
fellow-members that they are endeavoring to do that which is not for 
the public good, but for personal benefit. 

The members of the committee themselves, I should think, would 
be glad to lay down the burden, and have the whole system 
because they are subjected as it is now to a running fire of sometimes 
unjust criticism; and if items find their way into the bill which are 
perfectly natural and reasonable, from States represented by those mem- 
bers, it lies in the mouths of critics to say, ‘‘ He has got his 
share of the ‘ ’ before other members are considered.’’ 

Now as to small streams that are found in the bill, I have my- 
self frequently criticised them; and I hope when this bill is up for full 
consideration by this committee every member of this House will 
low carefully the report of the local engineer or that of the 
in-Chief, and where an appropriation appears to be uncalled for, and 
the committee finds that it is not of an interstate character, that it be 
exposed; but the mere fact that some of these streams are I 
frankly admit is not a sufficient argument to operate against all the 
others. 


_ The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey has 
. SOWDEN. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. w much time has the gentleman left, Mr. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has four minutes of his time re- 


Chairman ? 
maining. 

Mr. GRAIN. In view of the fact that I have not occupied, from the 
beginning of this Congress up to the present, more than two hours of 
the time of the House, I ask unanimous consent that my time be ex- 
tended five minutes. 

Mr, BLANCHARDs I’tm constrained to object to that, as we de- 
sire to 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 


i 


the appropriation made 

ment of Harlem River to $75;000. 
Mr. Chairman, I boated and bathed in the Harlem River before that 

gentleman ever saw New York. I left that State before he ever went 

to it; and if he be present I will call his attention to the fact that he 

came to me voluntarily and proposed to take the same position which 

I occupy, and afterwards returned and said as the committee had in- 
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creased his appropriation from $75,000 of last year to $150,000 in the 
present he would be constrained to take the opposite position. [Laugh- 
ter. 


J 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Nothing wrong about that. 

Mr. CKAIN. My colleague [Mr. SrewaRt, of Texas] has stated 

_ that I occupy a very unique position because, forsooth, in the interest 
of the country at large I had, in the substitute which I offered to this 
bill, complained that the appropriations in the bill before the commit- 
tee were too smail, Iam perfectly willing to occupy a unique posi- 
tion if that may be so called, beeause I am opposed, unalterably op- 
posed, to a waste of the — money by dealing it out in drib.ets for 
public improvements. believe that if the matter is o1 sufficient 
commercial and national importance to justify an appropriation at all, 
it ought te be sufficient to enable the engineers in charge of the work 
to carry it out to successful completion as early as possible. 

He has said that I have placed myself in antagonism to the people 
of Southwestern Texas and to the people of Galveston because | an- 
tagonized this measure. He says, why antagonize these suffering peo- 
ple? Antagonize them, because, forsooth, I want this House to give 
them more money than your committee propose to give them, You 
offer them half a loaf, and I propose that they shall have a whole loaf, 
and yet I am charged with starving the people whom I desire to bene- 
fit. Mr. Chairman, the substitute the gentleman says ought to have 
followed the estimates of the engineers in order that my position should 
be logical. I did not propose a substitute in accordance with the esti- 
mates of the engineers, because I have been informed that it would he 
impossible for it to run the gantlet, not only of the House, but of the 
very committee that has this matter in charge. But I did propose a 
substitute that had passed through the tortuous modes of legislation 
in both Houses successfully; that had encountered the inspection of 
the President, and that had received his implied sanction, because he 
declined to veto it. I ask the chairman of that committee, I ask the 
members of that committee, to tell me the reason why this House 
should not pass as large a bill at this session as it passed at the last. 
Is it because there is not money sufficient? The answer is that there 
is a plethora in the Treasury of the United States, and that there is a 
danger of financial congestion there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. How much time is remaining to the advocates 
of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had thirty minutes, as the Chair 


remembers. He has ocenpied twenty-five minutes, and there are five 
remaining. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield one minute to the gentleman from New | 


York [Mr. Fire]. 

Mr. FITCH. Iwas not within hearing of the last speaker’s voice 
at the moment he spoke, but Iam informed that he said I promised 
to vote fot his substitute. He was mistaken entirely, Mr. Chairman. I 
said nothing of that character to him. I said that I agreed with him 
that the appropriations for important works ought to be larger, and that 
I thought selfishly he had increased the appropriation for his own dis- 
trict and decreased mine. i said, of course, that I could not vote for 
any such substitute. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. In the four minutes remaining to me it is im- 
possible to make a defense against all the arguments against this bill 
which have been presented here. I will confine myself more particu- 
larly to some of the objections to the bill urged by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CuMMINGS] who sits closest to the Chair, who made 
merriment for a portion of this House by his reference to the small rivers 
and water ways of the United States, most of them of a difficult and 
somewhat singular nomenclature. 

_ Among those that he mentioned I shall select two or three as illustra- 
tions to show him the error into which he has fallen with respect to all of 
them. Before I proceed to do that, however, I desire to say to the gen- 
tleman that this bill will be considered in the ordinary way under the 
five-minute ruie, for amendments, and I challenge him, or any other 
gentleman upon this floor, when these various small rivers and creeks 
to which they object are reached, to rise and oppose them and move to 
strike them out, and if the Committee on Rivers and Harbors can not, 
in every instance, give a good reason why they should be appropriated 
for, then I trust that the House will vote to strike them out. But I 
promise reer gentleman in advance to furnish him a good and sufficient 
reason for every appagpriation that is proposed in this bill. 

Among those which the gentleman mentioned as being objectionable 
was Contentnia Creek, in the State of North Carolina. I ask his atten- 
tion and the attention of the committee to what is said by the engi- 
neers concerning the importance of that water way: 


When work commenced in 1881 the steam-boat commerce was nothing, its 
commerce was insignificant, and the products of the neighborhood had 
to be overland long distances to market. 

At present four steam-boats (with an aggregate tonnage of 219 tons and earry- 
ing capacity of 600 bales of cotton) enter this river ; of these boats, two stop near 
the mouth and two run 31 miles up the river to Snow Hil! during nearly nine 
months of the year, carrying over $800,000 of goods per year. 

The present rates of transportation are estimated to be nearly 50 per cent. less 
than those of 1881, ‘ 





The river-marine insurance is now only one-tenth of 1 per cent. in contrast to 
one-eighth of 1 per cent. in 1886, and no fixed rate prior to that time. 
‘he commerce is rapidly in . Each dollar so far spent on this improve- 
ment has been accompanied by the development of $20 of annual commerce. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the amount appropriated for that creek in this 
bill, a creek which has a commerce of $800,000 a year carried upon its 
waters, is the insignificant sum of $3,000. Will the gentleman from 
New York say that that appropriation of $3,000 is not justified by the 
showing of commerce made with respect to this water way ? 
Take another instance, Jekyl Creek in Georgia, to which the gentle- 
man objects, I read what the engineer says about that: 
The value of the commerce passing through Jeky! Creek is estimated at from 
,000 to $400,000 per annum. The advantages to be derived from the proposed 
improvement are that the steamers now plying on the “inside route” could 
run on schedule time, and vessels that now hae to go outside could be towed 
through the creek, thus avoiding any risk from stormy weather at sea. 
The military importance of this route in the event of war with a foreign 
power has already received attention and need not be stated here. 
I transmit a chart showing the location of the proposed works of improve- 


ment. 

Jekyl Creek is in the collection district of Brunswick, which is also the nearest 
port of entry. 

The amount appropriated for that creek in this bill is $3,000 Is 
not that appropriation justified by the facts? 

Take Wappoo Cut, in South Carolina, another item criticised. Here 
is what the engineers say about it: 

Wappoo Cut is of considerable commercial importance. It is the first link in 
the chain of inland navigation which extends from Charleston to Flerida. * 
* * Iam indebted to Mr. Edward Willis, of Charleston, 8S. C., for the infor- 


mation that the commerce passing through Wappoo Cut in the year ending 
December 3, 1887, is as follows: 





55.000 tons phosphate rock, Valued ata............cc0sssecnsceresnerense een eenseneenneenee $165, 000 
5,800 bags sea-island cotton, valued Ab ............cccscerescsese soscneseeneseanesererses 315, 000 
160,000 bushels of rice, valued ab...... .........ccc-eroccsersescccessecsescsecescsseseeesseee 150,000 
112,000 erates of vegetables, valued at..............ccccsessscesenersseeesenss 210, 000 
1,290 tons of fertilizers, valued at............. 15, 000 
7,500,000 feet lumber and timber, valued at...... 


Miscellaneous articles, valued at 





Total commerce............ 


The amount appropriated in this bill for that improvement is $10,- 


000, and is it not justified by the facts? And so itis, Mr. Chairman, 
with every single one of the water ways which that gentleman has men- 
tioned and in a spirit of fun and merriment has criticised. Let the 
gentleman from New York, or any other gentleman in the House, move 
to strike out those items from this bill and see whether the appropri- 
ations can not be justified. Weare, of course, aware that the argument 
made by the gentleman from New York has been made before. It gets 
into the newspapers from time to time and it has its effects, and I 
trust that my friend, who is a newspaper man, will send out with his 
own admirable speech the antidote which is furnished by the extracts 
I have read from the engineers’ reports. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for general debate upon this 
bill has expired. The Clerk will report the bill by paragraphs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving harbor at Rockland, Me.: Continuing improvement, $20,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘twenty,’’ in line 
10, and inserting ‘‘ten.’”’ Mr. Chairman, at the last session of this Con- 
gress we appropriated for the improvement of the harbor at Rockland, 
Me., $30,000. How much of that appropriation remains unexpended ? 
Is there not a sufficient balance on hand to carry on this improvement 
until the meeting of the next Congress, when another appropriation is 
likely to be made for the purpose? 

How much of this money is now in the hands of the Secretary of War? 
I would like the chairman of the committee in charge of this bill to an- 
swer. Is it absolutely necessary to appropriate $20,000 at this particu- 
lartime? Doestheimprovementdemand it? Has any urgent request 
been made to this Congress for it? Is there not a sufficient amount of 
the $30,000 iated within the last five months for this improve- 
ment still on hand with which to conduct the work in progress on this 
harbor for the next year? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wiil answer the gentleman by saying merely 
that the appropriation to continue this work is needed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move, pro forma, to amend by striking out the 
last word. While I can not answer all the questions of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpENn], I can make this statement in re- 
gard to Rockland Harbor: It is ene of the most important on the coast 
of Maine—perhaps the most important next to Portland. It is a good 
harbor except when there is a southeast wind. At such times the sea 
often drives in there so that vessels will not lie at anchor and will not 
lie at the wharves. On account of the openness of the harbor to the 
sea on the southeast there have been very great Cisasters there. This 
appropriation is to continue the building of a breakwater which will 
make that harbor landlocked and render it safe in all kinds of weather. 

From the city of Rockland is shipped more limethan from any other 
place, I believe, in this country. The commerce of Rockland is very 
large. New York City is interested in it; Charleston is interested in 
it; Baltimore is interested in it; it extends to all the commercial cities 
on the coast. I certainly hope this amendment will not be adopted. 

The question was taken on Mr, SOWDEN’s amendment, and it was 
rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

For the construction of a break water from Mount Desert to Poreupine Island, 
Me.: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the paragraph justread. Infavor 
of this amendment, I will say that the report of the committee says 
nothing at all about this item; it gives no reason why this money 
should be appropriated. I think this House ought to know by some- 
thing, either in the bill or in the report, that the money proposed to 
be appropriated for any improvement of this kind is needed, and that 
the work will be of some public advantage. In regard to all pablic 
measures coming before this House except the river and harbor bill— 
for instance, upon bills providing for the erection of public buildings— 
it is expected that we shall have given to us information at length, 
showing just why the appropriation should be made, and what public 
necessity demands that the money should be taken out of the public 
Treasury for the improvement proposed. Ido not think it fair that 
we should be asked to vote upon the naked recommendation of a com- 
mittee, without any knowledge on our part of the reasons which there 
may be in favor of the recommendation. 

The question was taken on Mr. KERR’s amendment, and it was re- 
jected. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
** $30,000’? in the pending paragraph and inserting ‘‘$10,000.’’ I see 
that the river and harbor Sal of last August contains an appropriation 
of $50,000 for this improvement. This large sum has been appropri- 
ated within the last five months for the continuation of this work. We 
are now asked to make the further appropriation of $30,000. Itseems 
to me needless to raise objection to this provision, because it is phys- 
ically impossible for the engineers in charge of this improvement to 
expend within the next year the $50,000 already provided. The use- 
lessness of this additional appropriation of $30,000 at this time is there- 
fore very apparent. It seems to me that the able and distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
can not be in real earnest in asking for this additional sum of $30,000. 
It is surely not needed. I hope, therefore, that my amendment will 
revail., 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say just a word in answer to my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN], and that is that if he knew 
as much about this harbor and appropriation as I know about it he 
would be in dead earnest in favor of it. More than 40,000 passengers 
landed in that harbor from steamers last year. This appropriation is 
for a breakwater, and the engineer recommended $100,000 instead ot 
what is here appropriated. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. SOWDEN. I agree with the gentleman who has just taken his 
seat in reference to the importance of this improvement, but I take is- 
sue as to the necessity of presently making a farther appropriation of 
$30,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The engineers recommend $100,000. 

Mr. SOWDEN. They recommend all these sums of money in order 
that they may control their expenditures upon these contemplated im- 
provements. 

The question was taken on Mr. SOWDEN’s amendment, and the noes 
were declared to have it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. | Division. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the gentleman will withdraw his call for a 
division I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I will if my amendment is considered as pending. 
The CHAIRMAN. It will be. 

Mr. SOWDEN. All right, then; I withdraw the call for a division. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Crisp having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 11765) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WHEELER. I ask by unanimous consent the House shall re- 
main in session for half an hour longer in order to continue the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I move thatthe House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object to any extension of the time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move the House proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution reported this morning as to the purchase of real estate 
in the District. It has gone on the endar and can be reached and 
disposed of, by unanimous consent, in a few minutes. 

Mr. BLAND. We have only a minute remaining. 

Mr. TAULBEE. It is the unanimous report of the committee, 

Mr. KILGORE. The time for adjournment has arrived. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution has gone to the Print- 
ing Office. 

Mr. KILGORE. It is 5 o'clock. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask the time be extended for five minutes, 
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Mr. BLAND. We can doitin the morning. I insist on adjourn- 
ment. 

And then (the hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived), in pursuance 
of previous order, the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11880) grant- 
ing a ion to Joanna W. Turner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 11881) granting a pension to 
James D, Neally—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 11882) for the relief 
of Sarah C. Nicols—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11883) to grant a pension to Samuel 
G. Dark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11884) to grant a pension to William Hawkins— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 11885) for the relief of certain set- 
tlers in Hettinger County, Dakota—to the Committee on the Public 


Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11886) to reimburse J. B. Bertrand, jr., for loss 
of property sustained by fire in the destruction of the post-office at Can- 
ton, Dak., September 25, 1888—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 11887) ting an increase of pen- 
sion to B. Hackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): A bill (H. R. 11888) for the relief of 
Rachel Dyer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 11889) for the relief of Alfred Carter— 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
11890) for the relief of Patrick Smith— 


By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 11891) to confer the rank of 
lieutenant by law on Nathaniel Johnson Coffin— to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEEL (by request): A bill (H. R. 11892) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Fitzhugh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11893) for the relief of Mahala Fields—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: A bill (H. R. 11894) granting a pension to John 
C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11895) restoring to the pension-roll the name of 
Abram § to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11896) granting a pension to George H. Fenton— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11897) granting a pension to William O. Wood- 
ruff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 11898) to amend an act to enable the 
city of Denver to purchase certain lands for cemetery purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 11899) granting a pension to Levi 
M. Lincoln, of Glen Allen, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and —_ were laid on the Olerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of Daniel B. Drennon, administrator 
of Walter B. Drennon, of Walker County, Alabama, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Resolutions of the California State Grange, in favor 
of pure food—to the Committee on iculture. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 103 commercial travelers, mer- 
chants, and manufacturers of Richmond, Ind., for an amendment to 
the interstate-commerce act authorizing reduced railroad rates to com- 
mercial travelers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Petition of William W. Graham and 60 
others, of Clarkson County, Ohio, in favor of pure lard—to the Com- 
mittee on A ture. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of John J. Crawford and 55 others, of 
Dinwiddie County, Virginia, in favor of pure lard—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GEST: Proof upon the bill No. 10353, to pension Eliza Rich- 
ardson, and also upon the bill to pension William Hawkins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of B. J. Pulliam, of Obion County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of citizens of New Albany, Ind., nst 


a reduction of the tariff on window-glass—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
Also, petition of soldiers and sailors of the Union Army ee 


7 the per diem rated service-pension bill—to the Committee 
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By Mr. LEE (by request): Paper in the claim of Randolph Barn- 
* house—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of heirs of David Reel, of Hezekiah 
Routzahn, of William B. White, and of James Freeze, of Maryland, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—-to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of C. M. Morelen and 65 members of 
Comet Grange, of Waldo County, Maine, in favor of pure food and 
pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Gustavus Cooley, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Petition of J. W. De France, heir of Laura L. De 
France, of James H. Gilfoil, heir of Patrick Gilfoil, of L. C. M. McIn- 
tosh, guardian of minor children of Jenet McIntosh, of John Lowhead, 
and of heirs of Henrietta Bowers, of Louisiana, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolution of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, favoring the branch hydrographic offices—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. PETERS: Protest of citizens of Kingman County, of Hodge- 
man County, and of Gray County, Kansas, against the passage of the 
Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Humphrey G. Edwards, for a pension, 
with accompanying papers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICE: Petition of the governor and 227 other citizens of 
Minnesota, for the passage of House bill No. 5664, to increase and regu- 
late the salaries of post-office clerks—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Charles P. DeLee, of East Felici- 
ana Parish, Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of R. L. Holman and others, of Fremont 
City, Ohio, in favor of pure food and pure lard—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: Petition of J. W. Palmer and 22 other citizens, 
and of 8. R. Hayesman and 66 others, of Mansfield, Ohio, in favor of 
pure food and pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of A.S. Lee, of Henrico County, Virginia, 


for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 































propriation prayed for would properly be made as an amendment to 
the deficiency appropriation bill. It can, if the Senator desires, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST. I think the Chair is right. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think that the memorial should be referred to 
the Committee on the Mississippi River and its Tributaries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there be objection, the peti- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so referred. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of Cordelia R. Jones, of Met- 
calf, Ill., praying to be allowed arrears of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of C. B. Reed and 94 
others, residents of the county of Orangeburgh and the voting precinct 
of Gleaton’s, in the State of South Carolina, stating that they are legally 
qualified registered voters; that on the 6th day of November last they 
presented themselves at said voting precinct in order to vote for Presi- 
dential electors and members of Congress, and that they were denied 
the right to vote. The petitioners pray for an investigation, and that 
sonie means be devised to secure to them the free exercise of the rights 
guarantied to them by the constitution of South Carolina and the laws 
and Constitution of the United States. 

I move that the petition be refetred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [also present the petition of Adam Pelzer and 
157 other residents of the county of Orangeburgh and voting precinct 
of Fort Motte, in the State of South Carolina, making the same prayer. 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [also present the petition of Mack William and 
153 other residents of Orangeburgh County, and the voting precinct of 
Fort Motte, in the Stateof South Carolina, making thesame prayer. I 
move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask consent to introduce a paper I hold in my hand 
from Professor Samuel P..Sadtler, of the University of Pennsylvania, 
on the sources of the sugar supply in thiscountry. It is a short paper. 
I have a memorial from sugar-planters of Louisiana that I intended to 
offer this morning, but Ihave misplaced it. I ask that this paper, from 
a gentleman of very high standing and scientific attainments, may. be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator has the usual number printed, a 
majority of the copies will go where there is no special use for this doc- 
ument. I suggest that an order be made to print a thousand copies 
for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish just a small number printed for the use of 
the Senate and the Finance Committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis a short paper. I think there ought to bea 
thousand copies printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. GIBSON. A thousand copies would be ample. Five hundred 
would be sufficient. 

Mr. HARRIS. On what subject is the paper? 

Mr. GIBSON. It is on the sources of the sugar supply in this coun- 
try. It is a very important subject and a very interesting paper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
will be referred to the Committee on Finance, and 500 copies will be 
printed as a document. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The difference between the cost of 500 and 1,000 
copies will be inappreciable, as it is a small paper. A great many are 
interested in the subject. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. One thousand copies will be printed, 
if there be no objection. Itis so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River and Tributaries, to whom were referred the following 
bills, reported them adversely; and they were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 742) to make the Lake Borgne outlet, te improve the low- 
water navigation of the Mississippi River from New Orleans, La., to 
Cairo, Il., and incidentally to reclaim and protect the valley lands of the 
Mississippi River and tributaries from overflow without levees; and 

A bill (S. 3324) to make the Lake Borgne outlet, to improve the low- 
water navigation of the Mississippi River from New Orleans, La., to 
Cairo, Ill., and incidentally to reclaim and protect the valley lands of 
the Mississippi River and tributaries from overflow. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state that at an early day I will filea 
written report to accompany these bills. 

PENSACOLA AND MEMPHIS RAILROAD. 

Mr. HALE. I report from the Committee on Naval Affairs without 
amendment the bill (S. 3732) granting the right of way to the Pen- 
sacola and Memphis Railroad Company over and through the public 
lands of the United States in the States of Florida, Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, and Tennessee. and granting the right of way to said railroad 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
— bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
atents: 
By Mr. BLISS: Of printers and others, of New York and Brooklyn. 
By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Of printers and others, of New York 
and Brooklyn. 
By Mr, T. J. CAMPBELL: Of printers and others, of New York and 
Brooklyn. 
: By Mr. CUMMINGS: Ofprinters and others, of New York and Brook- 
yo. 
By Mr. GEST: Of Lngy S. Thornben, of Powellton, IL 
; By Mr. MAHONEY: Of printers and others, of New York and Brook- 
yn. 
By Mr. RICE: Of printers and others, of St. Paul, Minn. 
. By Mr. SPINOLA: Of printers and others, of New York and Brook- 
yn. 
By Mr. SHIVELY: Of editors of the Daily Republican and Herald- 
Chronicle, and also president of the Laporte Printing Company. 


By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: Of printers and others, of New York and 
Brooklyn. 





SENATE. 


FrRiDAy, December 21, 1888. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLEr, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, communicating, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 13th instant, information in regard to the condition of the 
inhabitants of Alaska; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents the petition of 

the Chicago and Atchison Bridge Company and sundry other corpora- 

tions, praying for reimbursement for expenditures made for the protec- 

tion of the Missouri River near Winthrop, in the State of Missouri; 
which will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, Vast. Ought not the petition to goto the Committee on Com- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands that the ap- 
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company over and through the United States naval and military reser- | resolution submitted by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
vations near Pensacola, inthe Stateof Florida. Iask that the bill may | coming over from a previous day under ebjection. 


be put upon its passage at this time. The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. TELLER was read, as 

































Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information. follows: 

Mr. HALE. I will say before the bill is or this — , Wheres there have recently ag te the prose of the countay exctaln 
identical pill that was passed at the last session © ngress in both | charges of irregularities and violations of law in the conduct of the o 

} > : s S Areb ft 

Houses, but did not reach the President. It has been submitted to Dulldingn the ftting ee 4. TO or =e So 
the Navy Department and has the approval of that Department. The plans and s itaatons and contracts have been prepared and drawn, and 
only point is as to the construction of the road over the navy-yard. It | pena ow, therefore, 
is important that the bill should be put through early, because the en- Kesoived, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and the 


same is hereby, authorized and instructed to make, either by the committee or 
a subcommittee thereof. an investigation into the conduct of the office of the Su- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury De ment during the administration of 
the present Supervising Architect, and for that purpose the committee, or said 
subcommittee, if appointed, is authorized and empowered to send for persons 
and papers and to administer oaths; said committee to report by bill or other- 


terprise is hindered. That is why I ask the Senate to pass it now. 
The bill was read, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appro' 
te report back without amendment the bill (H. R. 11878) making ap- 
proepriations to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for public 
printing end binding for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes; and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT OMATIA. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I am instructed by the Committee on the Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River, to whom was referred a memorial 
of T. J. Power, of Montana, alleging an obstruction to the navigation 
in the Missouri River caused by the construetionof piers for the Union 
Pacific Railway Cempany at Omaha, and also a resolution based upon 
such memorial, passed by the Senate, directing the committee to investi- 
gate in respect to these obstructions, to report the memorial and reso- 
lution back, and to move that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same. I submit a written report, aceom- 
panied by somewhat voluminous testimony, maps, ete. And I may 
be permitted to say that this testimony is entirely conclusive as to the 
absence of obstructions as alleged, and the committee have so unani- 
mously determined. 

The PRESIDFNT pre tempore, The report will be received and 
printed, and the committee will be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the memorial and resolution, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is not necessary te print the evidence, which is 
quite voluminous, including elaborate maps. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed without 
the evidence. It is so ordered. 

MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON INDIAN TRADERS, 


Mr. PADDOCK. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back without 
amendment the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] providing for a messenger for the Committee 
on Indian Traders; and I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: , 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Indian ‘Traders be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized to appoint a messenger to serve during the remainder of the present 
session; such messenger to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate the 


nsusl  _—oeen allowed to messengers of the Senate on vouchers duly ap- 
proved. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. ; 

Mr. VEST. I move to amend the resolution in the third and fourth 
lines from the end by inserting after the word ‘‘ Architect’’ the words 
‘‘and of his immediate predecessor.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. I am willing to accept that modification. 

The PRESIDENT pre The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have some reason given for that 
modification. 

Mr. VEST. I can give it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Supervising Architect who immediately pre- 
ceded the present one is out of office, and has beer for several years. 
He has gone to a distantcity; and is it proposed to investigate him now? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Colorado will permit me, I will 
answer that question. 

I take it for granted that this is nota personal attack upon any- 
body. I certainly do not intend my amendment for that purpose; but 
I feel considerable interest as a legislator in this entire subject for 
reasons that I shall state as briefly as possible. 

I have served upon the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
for ten years, and if I have learned anything in my experience as a 
member of that committee it has been the absolute and unquestion- 
able vice or vices of the present system in regard to the construction of 

blic buildings. I have endeavored session after session to secure 

egislation that I thought would do away with the defects, to use the 
mildest term, of the administration of that office, but my endeavor has 
been so far without success. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds four years ago, 
my recollection is, reported a bill to change the entire system, and in- 
stead of this jobbiog and log-rolling for the sites of public buildings and 
the construction of public buildings, to put the whole thing under a 
uniform, systematic policy, the contract system, which on the 
— of avoiding fraud and of saving money is infinitely superior to the 
other. ; 

In passing I wish to make one statement. I had a conversation with 
the Chief of the-Bureau of Engineers, General Casey, a few days ago, 
in his own office, with regard to the difference between the contract 
system and the system of doing public work By day’s labor, the ques- 
tion having come up in regard to an application I made to him to put 
an improvement ona river in the West, in my State and in the State 
of Arkansas, under the contract system, the other system having utterly 
failed and the money having been thrown away year after year. Re- 
sponsible parties made a bid to do the work under the contract system 
and give bend for its fkithfal performance, and I went to see General 
Casey about it. In connection with that subject he commenced talk- 
ing about the contract system. said, ‘‘ This building in which we 
sit is the best illustration of the difference in the two systems.’’ 

Mr. SPOONER. Who said that? 

Mr. VEST. General Casey, ef the Bureau of Engineers, who now 
has charge of the Public Library building, and he is the best adminis- 
trative officer in the erection of public buildings in the United States, 
if notin theworld. Experience hasshown it. He said, ‘‘ In this very 
building, which has two wings, the southern wing being where the 
Secretary of State has his Department, and the northern wing being 
that in which is the War Department, the southern wing was done 
under the day’s work system, and the plastering and frescoing (and 
| a sagt trey ewer eee on moult 4 _— 

was put on ashington an charge of this wing, which 
is identical o> Sannin and in every respect with the other, and 
here is the bill under which I did better frescoing and better plaster- 
ing for $33,000, and did it in one-third the time.” 

Mr. President, just look at the work being done here now upon the 
parapets a:ound the Capitol building, ‘‘ dragging its slow length along,’’ 
under an honest administration, for there is not a more honest man living 
than Mr. Clark, the Architect of this tol. Underthat , partly 
by contract, by *s work, it as if the job would be inter- 
minable; and the Library would never have been erected during 
the service of any t member ef the Senate in my opinion, not 
even of the of us, if it had gone on under the day’s work system 
as it was commenced. 

The Public Buildings Committee introduced a bill, and the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] and myself worked earnestly and 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (8. 3755) for the relief of Lucy A. 
Adkison; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (8. 3756) punishing crime against 
the elective franchise; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. )}'ORRILL intreduced a bill (8. 3757) for the establishment of 
@ eoologival pack im the District of Columbin; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Greunds. 

AMENDMENT TO BILI. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be i 

to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; was 

referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I submit, by request, an amendmert in the na- 
imve of a substitute intended to be proposed te the bill (H. R. 8990) to 
previce. for the adjadication and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations. I have heretofore introduced an amendment to that bill 
myself. 1 introduce this amendment by request, that it may be printed 


and considered by the committee. I move its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 
OFFICE OF SUPERVISING ARCHITECT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair lays before the Senate a 
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laboriously to pass it through this body, which changes this system to 
the contract system, and puts the selection of sites and the doing of 
the work on a safe and economical basis; and yet we were cut off by 
some political measure and have never been able, after having three 
days’ discussion on the bill, to pass it through the Senate, and it is on 
the Calendar to-day in an unfiuished and inchoate condition. 

I wish to say in regard to this resolution that I have known Colonel 
Fréret since 1861. I have always believed him to be an absolutely 
honest and incorruptible man. I made his acquaintance under circum- 
stances when if he wasa dishonest man he had the largest opportunity 
of showing it, and he did not showit. Asto his administrative ability, 
I am not able to speak advisedly. But I want to say that, in my judg- 
ment, it will be found by this committee after investigation that the 
trouble in the whole matter is in the system. As longas you have the 
present system you will have these scandals. They are absolutely in- 
separable from the system. 

Sir, in our Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to-day is a 
good-sized room filled with the evidence taken by an investigation com- 
mittee as to the administration of the Supervising Architect’s office by 
the incumbent in 1878, 1879, and 1880, and this town was rotten with 
the scandal that grew out of the administration of that office then. It 
was stated in the public prints that the incumbent then went out with 
a large fortane, and he came here an absolutely man. But there 
was enough evidence developed to show that money had been corruptly 
obtained, and it was absolutely impossible to presentit. There wasa 
ring in this town that existed here for years, and that evidence developed 
it. I went through part of it, butlife was too short to go through all 
of it, for it filled up a whole room. However, I saw enough to sat- 
isfy me that a ring was formed in this town and existed here for years, 
and not a contract could be had outside the members of it. There is 
a little paper here hardly bigger than this blotter [exhibiting] in which 
the advertisements for bids were published. Nobody saw them except 
a few favored people. No man who lived in the vicinity of a public 
building could get in a bid; the contracts all went to men around this 
Capitol, and what was the result? The whole thing became tainted, 
until finally this scandal broke loose in the 
investigation, and the man in 
his home, and that was the last of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. During whose administration was that ? 


newspapers, there was an 
went out of office and went to 


I did not 


— to hear. 

r. VEST. It was the year I entered the Senate. I came into the 
Senate in March, 1879, and the investigation was going on then. It 
began in 1878. The Senator from Vermont {Mr. MorriL.] knows the 
year exactly. I can turn to the evidence. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator must refer to the administration of this 
office under Mr. Hill, I think, who succeeded Mr. Mallett. 

Mr. VEST. No, it was not Mr. Hill. 

Mr. TELLER. It was the one under whose direction the Chicago 

building was erected ? : 

Mr. VEST. That is the one. 

Mr. TELLER. That was under Hill. 

Mr. HALE. That was under Hill. 

Mr. VEST. I know the evidence is in our committee-room, unless 
it has been moved to that general receptacle of waste paper, the base- 
ment of the Capitol. It was there last session. 

Without saying anything more of a nature—I did not want 
to mention anything personal at all if I could avoid it—just as long as 
we have the present system by which favoritism can be exercised, we 
shall have jast such scandals as the one that has brought about this 


Mr. MORRILL. The Senator will allow me to say that according 
to my recollection the examination in the case of Mr. Hill entirely ex- 
eal him from any fraud whatever. 

vr. HALE. . I want to say a word about that. 

Mr. VEST. Well, I do not undertake toany thatthere wasany guilt 
ee eee ne Be 

about it—that there were contracts put out not to the lowest and 

best bidder, and there was a ring in the capital, and it existed herefor 
years, and it was impossible for any mechanic or contractor who lived 
in a town or city where a public building was to be erected to obtain a 
contract. I assert that positively and I can show it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri,I know, does 
not desire to cast any aspersions unjustly upon the character of any 

servant. It is not like him te do that. The investigation that 

refers to took place upon the administration and the work of the 
ee Selankieeiane , Mr. Hill, who succeeded 
ullett. r. been for years a faithful, and 
laborious subordinate official ate aiueeenes anler te mene 
He was selected because it was believed that his experience and skill 
fitted him for the most important and great place, for it is a place of 
great importance. The investigation that took piace was thorough and 
exhaustive and attended by a temporary suspension of the Supervising 
Architect from his duties in charge of that department. Examinations 
were made here and in 


in a complete exoneration of 
the Supervi Architect, Mr. Hill; and I may say, Mr. President, 
from some with the subject at the time, and some familiarity 


with the duties and work of this branch of the Government since, that in 
my judgment, and I think in the judgment of all men who looked at 
that investigation, the Supervising Architect went ont of it unharmed 
and exonerated. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maine will permit me to say that if 
I know myself I would not make any charge in this Senate, or any- 
thing which could be considered a charge, that I would not make out- 
side and be entirely responsible for. ido not say that these things 
were proven upon Mr. Hill. My recollection—I have not particularly 
thought about it for some time—is that he was permitted to resign. 
Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HALE. He was restored to his place. 

Mr. VEST. And then resigned. 

Mr. HALE. He held his place. The Senator from Ohio can give 
the date; he held his place for a long time, and I heard after that no 
imputations made upon him in the Department. I do not think the 
Senator from Missouri means to do this man personal injustice. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to do him any injustice, but the point I 
make, and that is the salient point of my argument, is that there was 
proof, and I think I can produce it without any sort of trouble, that a 
ring existed as to these contracts. There is no question about that. 
Whether Mr. Hill was connected with it or not, whether they brought 
that home to his door or not, I shall not undertake to say. 

Mr. HALE. I want tosay right there that nothing was brought 
home to the door of this man. I have no interest in him; he is not a 
constituent of mine. I only wish to say a word further about him, in 
answer to the intimation made by the Senator from Missouri that it 
had been said that this architect retired with a fortune. So far from 
that being the case, he was a poor man before he went into the office; 
he was a poor man during his holding of the place; and when he went 
out of it he went patiently and laboriously to work in his profession. 
He has been earning an honest livelihood since. I do not believe that 
anybody who knows him and knows his connection with the Depart- 
mentfeels that any imputation should rest upon him, and there I leave it. 

I have not believed, Mr. President, either then or since or now, that 
the contracts which are made, covering thousands and tens of thon- 
sands and millions of dollars, in this department of the Government 
have been made under the control or dictation or for the purposes of 
any ring. I have never believed that. Ido not think that is done 
now under the present Supervising Architect. All my impressions 
about him personally have been in his favor. If any of thethings that 
are referred to and recited in the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Colorado are true, it is, I believe, because Colonel Fréret has been im- 
portuned and pushed and pressed into things that his own judgment 
and his own integrity wonld not assent to. The truth is that the Su- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury has one of the most important po- 
sitions under the Government, and a position that peculiarly opens him 
to constant importunity by Senators and Members of Congress. 

It is not possible for a scheme to be set afoot for a public building in 
any State of the Union that at once the Supervising Architect is not 
beset by influence from here and the other Chamber to recommend such 
and such a building and such and such a site. Everybody knows 
enough about human nature to know that that kind of pressure is most 
powerful upon any public servant in any Department. There is not a 
ease of a public building commenced under a limitation fixed and de- 
fined by Congress, that the Supervising Architect is not liable to be 
pressed and pushed and hammered by Senators and Representatives to 
recommend an increase of limit; and it is not in human nature always 
to resist such pressure. There is not a case where a contract is to be 
made for a building or a part of a building that the Supervising Archi- 
tect is not beset by contractors, in many cases backed up properly 
enough by the Representatives whose constituents they are; and it is a 
most laborions, difficult, and delicate place. 

I do not believe that investigation will show deliberate fraud or mal- 
feasance on the part of the old Architect, and from what I know of the 
present Architect in his acts, I have no doubt that bad practices and 
perhaps improper things will be brought out just now under the press- 
ure that the Architect has been subjected to. 

There is another trath about this whole subject, Mr. President, and 
that is that, considering the importance of this work, the delicate rela- 
tions that the Supervising Architect is always under, the pressure upon 
him from Congress and elsewhere, the immense sums of money that 
must be expended under him, the great structures that are constantly 
beingerected and the small buildings al! over the country, it may be that 
the personnel of the office may be found not to be up to the magnitude 
of the work. There are many cases throughout the United States 
where the architect of a single great building erected by private enter- 
prise or by municipalities or by States receives a larger compensation 
every year than the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, who has 
charge of all our great Government works; and the wonder is to me 
that a good architect, prospering in his profession, making for himself 
a@ name and a reputation, can afford to go into this office. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri that the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds can not set themselves to a more meritori- 
ous work than to devise some plan that will bring more order, more 
thrift, more good management, more efficient work out of this Depart- 
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ment of the Government. How that can be done’ I do not know my- 
self. That committee has investigated the subject, and it ought to be 
able to furnish a plan to the Senate, But the magnitude of the work 
and the difficulties that beset whoever may be at the head of this work 
have not been appreciated generally heretofore. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think that when any Senator presents 
@ resolution here for an investigation he has a right by virtue of his 
position to have that investigation made; but I think there is no vice 
attending our legislation so great as that of investigation in regard to 
public officers, implying at least some reflection upon them, made 


without some substantial reason for it. The mere fact thata state- 
ment is made in a newspaper by some correspondent or by an editor 
that something wrong has been done, does not, in my opinion, furnish 
a justification for a resolution of inquiry by the Senate; and although 
I shall vote for this resolution I desire to express my sorrow that such 
a habit should prevail in the Senate. 

I have had no reason to believe in my service of nearly ten years 
here that any of the predecessors of Mr. Fréret in the office of Super- 
vising Architect have been guilty of anything wrong. Nothing has 
come within my observation nor has any evidence been presented to 
this body which would warrant a reasonable conclusion of this char- 
acter, 

In regard to Mr. Fréret, I desire to say that there is no architect in the 
United States of greater ability or of higher standing professionally and 
personally than this gentleman. He is devoted to his profession. He 
is not a man engaged in any kind of work outside of his business as an 
architect, and he has accepted this place, retiring from a profitable bus- 
iness and one in which he had gained a reputation and won the respect 
an confidence of all who knew him in one of the most important bus- 
iness centers of the country. He has accepted it simply because of the 
public reputation which it gave him as the chief architect and the dis- 
tinction which the office is supposed to confer. 

Now, I will venture to say that the most rigid investigation will es- 
tablish the fact that not only is there nothing that has been done wrong 
in the office with which Mr. Fréret is connected, but on the contrary 
will show that his administration has been as economical, as wise, and 
as promotive of the public interest as any that has ever existed in that 
office. 

Mr. President, the imputation of this resolution will go forth in the 
public papers all over the country. It will be asserted that there was 
some ground for an inquiry into the conduct of thisoffice. Somekind 
of sanction will be given to these newspaper reports. That can not now 
be avoided; but I desire to say that in the intercourse 1 have had with 
Mr. Fréret, he bas always declared that he would not consider personal 
solicitations in reference to the selection of sites for public buildings, 
that the contracts which were let should be to the lowest responsible 
bidder; and I have no question that the most careful investigation will 
establish that fact in every instance that has occurred, and will show 
conclusively that the selection of sites has in all cases been made by 
the Secretary of the Treasury after a full report of all the statements 
of persons offering property and on the recommendation and state- 
ments of business men and citizens of character of the place, who had 
no other interest but that of the public service. 

Now, in reference to the observations of the Senator from Missouri 
in regard to the contract system, I will say thatevery public officer has 
it in his discretion, if the contract system is the better one for any pub- 
lic work, to adopt it, and if it is as efficient and saves money it is an 
imputation upon the officer that he has not adopted it. But, in refer- 
ence to the contract system being able always to secure the best work 
and the most honest performance of duty, let us examine into the Post- 
Office Department. Here is a vast sum of money, far exceeding that 
which the Supervising Architect expends—$50,000,000 annually, and 
more—let by contract, and yet these contracts are always taken here 
in the city of Washington, or by persons who have their agents here. 
None of the mail contracts in the State of Florida are let to persons 
resident there. The whole of that money is taken under the contract 
system by regular and professional bidders, and there is no protection 
to the people living away from the capital and unrepresented here. So 
we do not get, by the contract system alone, a certain security for the 
best work or the most efficient work. Nor do we prevent a system by 
which the people of the place where the mail service is to be performed 
are deprived of the contracts and have to do the service as subcon- 
tractors, generally paying a part cf the money earned to the profes- 
sional bidder. 

Efficient service in constructing or supervising any public work must 
depend upon the integrity and administrative ability of the public 
officer, whoever he may be or wherever he may be, and I venture to say 
that this investigation will leave Mr. Fréret’s character and his ability 
as anarchitect higher than they were before. No more meritorious officer 
can be found in the public service, and he has no to fear from any 
investigations, nor, in my opinion, will there be anything wron: 

a by him in any subordinate or anything which has esca 

is notice. 

I agree entirely with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in his 
observation that the compensation paid to these officials is entirely in- 
adequate, and that it is a matter of astonishment that men of ability 


and standing high in their profession and deriving liberal compensation 
should be to accept this position. It is only for the professional 
reputation which it is supposed to give, and I for one do not desire to 
see @ man of that character, whether he be of one party or another, 
whether the predecessor or successorof Mr. Fréret, the present incum+ 
bent, subjected to imputations without evidence presented that there 
is some reason to suppose he has been guilty of something wrong. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not understand that this resolu- 
tion is any reflection upon the Supervising Architect whatever, while 
it may be a reflection upon the methods in which business is done in 
that office, and I suppose it is done in his office just as it has been done 
for twenty-five years. As the Senator from Missouri has said, it is the 
vice of the system. I am quite willing, therefore, the Senator should 
amend this resolution, or I will accept his raodifications, so as to put it 
in such shape that the committee can determine what have been the 
methods heretofore, what are the methods now, and what change ought 
to be made. 

So far as I know personally the Supervising Architect is not amena- 
ble to any charge, and nobody proposes to make any against him. He 
seems to me to be a business man from what little intercourse I have 
had with him, and to be anxious to do his duty. He hasunder hima 
great number of officials. He went into the office with the es- 
tablished, and I suppose he is doing what every man does; unless he be 
directed by the legislative authority to make changes he follows the 
usual course. He is not responsible for the fact that contracts ought to 
be let when they are not, and it is no reflection upon him in any shape or 
manner, and is not so intended. Therefore I accept the proposition for 
amendment made by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I was called away from my seat and 
have not heard the debate, and have only this moment glanced over 
the resolution. I know it is not the purpose of the Senator from Col- 
orado to do an injustice to the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, 
and I am very glad to hear him say he intends by this resolution no 
reflection upon the personal or the official character of that gentleman. 
Mr. Fréret is a citizen of the State I in part represent. No onestands 
higher in the city of New Orleans as an architect or as a gentleman of 
the highest probity; no one ismore esteemed than Mr. Fréret. I have 
known him for many long years and I have never heard a breath against 
his perfect integrity. 

I do not know upon what information the Senator proceeds nor by 
whom this resolution is invoked. The resolution recites that there 
have been charges and criticisms against the Supervising Architect in 
the newspapers. I have not seen them. For aught I know they may 
be vague and indefinite, nebulous, and if founded in error or malice 
and treated with silent disdain they will disappear. But if they have 
any groundwork to rest upon they should be distinctly formulated into 
specifications, giving facts and instances, something definite, some- 
thing tangible. 

For one, sir, I do not think it compatible with the dignity of the 
Senate to give its indorsement to an investigation upon vague, general, 
intangible newspaper statements against a public officer charged with 
weighty responsibilities such as rest upon theSupervising Architect. In 
my judgment this resolution should be referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. This officer is well known to that 
committee, and they will be better able than the Senate to say whether 
the newspaper criticisms and charges should be entitled to any weight 
or attention. F 

The readiness with which charges are made against public men in 
the United States is one of the characteristics of our politics and times. 
We should remember that a character unassailed is not like a charac- 
ter once assailed, even when the assault has been triumphantly re- 
pelled. Wounds and pain are inflicted, and even after vindication 
the fact that accusation was made tends to impair, to to 
belittle. Thisisnotonly true of individuals butof communi Sen- 
ators who have visited E must have been amused and incensed 
at the pictures of life in the ee ee ene 
of nation on the Continent and in England. If we could 
them there is no security for life or property, no sense of honor or de- 
cency, no reverence for law or character, no self-restraint in our Ameri- 
can life; that our Government is in the hands and control of dema- 
gogues, and that this Senate represents not intelligent and enlightened 
commonwealths, but disorderly communities, resembling plundering 
mobs more than well States. 

The European press gives mere caricatures of the United States; and 
even in our own country there is not an occurrence remote from the 
place where the newspaper is published but that it is distorted or 
nified or maligned, and when political or interest is added to 
natural tion of man to censure who live far away, it is 
not that e in one section of the Union believe, like 
Europeans, all the in stories, calumnies, and misrepresenta- 
tions of the people living in some other distant part of the . 

If the people knew one another there would be no ill- 
will, and of the country would find its own interests, sem 
timents, prej hopes, and aspirations reflected in those of the other 
section. 


These charges against Mr. Fréret are probably made by persons un- 
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acquainted with him or with the operations of his office, resting upon 
mere or idle rumors, and if not noticed by the Senate they will 
die in tne hour that gave them birth. But if you instruct the com- 
mittee to investigate them and his vindication be established (as it 
surely will be), no publicobject, no wise or good purpose, will have been 
accomplished, I suggest to my friend from Colorado, in the absence of 
specific that this whole matter should be referred to the ap- 
propriate committee. What are our committees for if not to take juris- 
diction of such matters as these? The Senateshould give no attention 
to any charges affecting the character of public officers or of communi- 
ties unless after due and careful consideration by one of the commit- 
tees of this body. 

The Senate owes it to itself to assert and maintain its quasi-judicial 
character in matters of this kind. 

Mr. TELLER. This resolution is the ordinary resolution when it is 
proposed to make an investigation. If the Senator from Louisiana de- 
sires to depart from the ordinary rule and offer what he proposed him- 
self in the resolution he submitted yesterday morning, where he did 
not assail an individual but assailed whole communities, let him make 
his suggestion. There is no assailing of anybody in this resolution; it 
is the erdinary resolution that has been ted in this body time 
after time for a hundred years nearly. If there is any charge at all 
made in or implied from the resolution, it is because the friends of the 
Supervising Architect choose to apply it in that way. The proposition 
made by the Senator from Louisiana is as severe a condemnation as the 
original resolution. There is no difference whatever between them in 
that The Architect must go before the committee or evidence 
must be brought to show whether these charges are true. The charges 
are not made against the officer; they are made against the adminis- 
tration of the office, for which he may not be responsible at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Colorado to accept the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri ? 

Mr. TELLER. I do, though it is a non sequitur, for no charges are 
made against this officer. I do not assume that we can afford to in- 
vestigate only charges made under this Administration if there should 
be proof that the same things have occurred under former administra- 
tions, and therefore I accept it. I think it is fair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is modified by the 


mover by the introduction of the language proposed by the Senator 


from Missouri 


Mr. VEST. I wish to say a word in regard to what was said by the 
Senator from Louisiana. My relations with Colonel Fréret are as 
friendly as his, and I have just as high an opinion of him as he can 
possibly have. I mustsay, however, that I disagree with him as to the 

r way in which this thing should be conducted. 

Now, as far as Colonel Fréret is concerned, the charges that were 
made in the Washington Post were distinctand emphatic and gave the 
names of the ene and the dates. 

Mr. SPOONER. And repeated in other papers. 

Mr. VEST. I saw them only in that paper, and never heard of them 
before. To refer this resolution to our committee is simply to put 
upon us the duty as a preliminary investigation of going through the 
entire proof. That is absolutely unnecessary. The resolution ought 
to be either or rejected. I never heard of it until the Senator 
from Colorado introduced it, but as a friend of Colonel Fréret I must 
be — to say to the Senator from Louisiana that I think it would 
be better to take up these charges made here in a paper published in 
the capital of the country, and investigate them, than to let the mat- 
ter go off on any side track. If he were my constituent as he is my 
friend, I certainly should take that course. I believe he is an honest 
man; I have no doubt about it, but—and I will say that frankly, and 
it is my duty to say it—he has men in that department who have been 
there for years, all these other scandals, whose names have been 
connected with them, and if there is any foundation for this resolution 
it comes from the action of those subordinates, in my judgment. That 


is my conviction about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does «=e Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana to submit a motion to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. GIBSON. I was not aware that there were any specific charges 
upon which the resolution was based. I they were mere 
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were made, with names and dates and 

everything of that I withdraw m uest to the Senator fi 
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wish the Senator to understand that the to 

which I referred were made in the newspapers. I never heard of them 
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that it had T have found 


better be passed, and I wish to remark that I have found 


Mr. Fréret to be a very vigilant and economical officer. ‘There was an 
tion for a public building in my town that had been made for 


years, and there were superintendents there, at a considerable 
expense. Immediately when Mr. Fréret came in he discharged all that 
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were of no use, stopped the expenses, and put out advertisements, and 
went to work in a very vigorous way; and in my conversation with 
him in regard to that I found he was making many reforms, and I 
think he has been working very hard since he has been in for that 
purpose. 

It there is anything in that department among his subordinates that 
is wrong I think he would like to have it investigated. He has in- 

| vestigated himself to the extent of his power, and I think, this resolu- 
tion having been offered, he would desire its passage; for I believe he 
as much as anybody else would like to have anything developed in his 
department that is wrong, and he will correct it as far as he can. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I feel bound by a sense of honor 
and duty tosay a word in regard to Mr. Hill. I do not desire to go into 
the merits of the pending resolution, about which I know nothing. 

Mr. Hill was an officer of the bureau to which he belonged for many 
years before he became its chief. He went through all its various 
grades. He is educated and trained as an architect, and skillful and 
familiar in all the duties of that bureau. 


A controversy grew up in regard to certain contracts made by Mr. 
Mullett, who had previously been Supervising Architect, as to what 
were called 15 per cent. contracts, or contracts that allowed the con- 
tractor to have 15 per cent. on the amount of the cost of the work done 
entirely by day’s work for tools, implements, and raw materials fur- 
nished by the contractors. That system was found to be very expen- 
sive, and it was diseontinued, and Mr. Hill was placed in charge. 

The matter ran along for some time until such contracts under the 
control of the Treasury Department were entirely set aside. Colonel 
Casey, an engineer of the United States Army, was at that time super- 
intendent of the State, War, and Navy Department building, the work 
being under his control. He discontinued a similar contract for work 
to be done on that building, so that all the 15 per cent. contracts were 
discontinued while I was Secretary of the Treasury, and new contracts 
were made upon a different basis. 

Mr. Hill was, as I believe, an honest, faithful employ¢, who discharged 
his duties well, and no allegations were made against him until an in- 
vestigation was ordered by Congress, perhaps by the Senate, to exam- 
ine into the work done under his bureau, and especially that on the 
Chicago custom-house building, and some charges were made in regard 
to Mr. Hill of a serious character, which would, if true, have greatly 
affected his reputation. 

The result was that the Department suspended him from his duties, 
but did not dismiss him, pending the investigation. After it was over, 
upon information from the committee having it in charge that the 
charges against Mr. Hill had proved to be unfounded and that there 
was nothing proven in the course of the investigation to affect his char- 
acter, he was restored. I myself never examined the testimony that 
was given, but I took the report of the committee or the action of the 
committee as conclusive,and Mr. Hill was restored to his place. After- 
wards he was superseded under a subsequent administration by some 
other gentleman, I think from Iowa, and Mr. Hill then became a pri- 
vate citizen here in this District, where he is now following his profes- 
sion as an architect. 

The allegation that he has madea fortune or derived any profit from 
his office except his salary I think must surely beamistake. Mr. Hill 
is now a private citizen here engaged in the ordinary work of an archi- 
tect, employed by private parties in building houses, and so far as I 
know nothing has been proved that affects in the slightest degree his 
reputation. It has stood good and untarnished so far as I know any- 
thing about it, and now he is employed by some of the leading citizens 
of Washington and intrusted with buildings that are going on all around 


us. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, if I were called upon to draught this 
resolution I would strike out the entire preamble about charges of ir- 
regularities, violations of Jaw, etc., and strike out the words ‘‘ during 
the administration of the present Supervising Architect ’’ and say: 

That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and the same is 
hereby, authorized and instructed to make, either by the committee or a sub- 
committee thereof, an investigation into the conduct of the office of the Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury Department, and to inquire into the laws, regu- 
lations, and customs relating to the erection of public buildings, and report by 
bill or otherwise. 

That would give full authority to make an inquiry not only into the 
conduct of any particular officer, but the conduct of the department 
generally,’and also the laws, regulations, customs, and practices, with 
a view to a better method of doing business. That is what I should 
have more in view than any personal investigation. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator from Colorado will accept that amend- 
ment, because it divests the inquiry of any personal character and goes 
into the whole subject. It is a very important one, and I think it is 
a good amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Asa member of the committee gives me his ap- 
proval, I will submit the amendment to strike out the preamble and 
the words I have suggested in the resolution and make the change I 
have named. 


Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be read. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the preamble and to 
amend the resolution so as to make it read: 


Resolved. That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized and instructed to make, either by the committee or 
a subcommittee thereof, an investigation into the conduct of the office of the Su- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury Department, and to inquire into the laws, 
reg ulations, and customs relating to the erection of public buildings; and forthat 
purpose, the committee, or said subcommittee, if appointed, is authorized and 
empowered to send for persons and papers, and toudminister oaths; said com- 
mittee to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I propose the amendment partly because I do not 
believe that there has been any Supervising Architect since we have 
had that office who has gone there with the intent of being corrupt, or 
who has intentionally violated the law. Thesalary is such that, while 
we have had competent men there, I am induced to believe, and every- 
body does believe, I think, that they went there for the sake of the 
reputation the office would give them. It can be said of them after- 
wards during their lives that they were Supervising Architects of the 
Treasury, and that will assist them in doing a lucrative and honorable 
bnsiness. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Colorado 
{Mr, TeLLeR] will accept the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

I criticised somewhat the proposed amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] for the reason that I did not think it quite fair 
to the immediate predecessor of the present occupant to have him sub- 
jected to an investigation such as is proposed by this resolution. 

Mr. Bell, who was the immediate predecessor of the present Super- 
vising Architect, is a young man from my State, an architect having 
skill in his profession, and [ think the chief architect or substantially 
so of our State capitol. He came here on his merits as an architect, 
and I think his administration of the office was an honest administra- 
tion. lt may not have been always wise. I know the difficulties that 
the Supervising Architects have in respect to the selection of sites for 
public buildings, and with respect to contracts where competition arises 
about what stone shall be used or what particular material shall be 
nsed in the construction of a building. I have had a recent experi- 
ence in my State with the present Architect in the selection of asmall 
public building at Ottumwa. 

I have received within three or four days letters from the city of Ot- 
tumwain my State asking that the selection of asite be suspended until a 
further hearing, stating that the young man who had selected the site, 
an employé of the Architect’s office, had only spent a portion of a day 
there, and that full opportunity had not been given, and so on, and so 
on. I called at the office of the Supervising Architect, and all the 
papers were laid beforeme. Being somewhat familiar with that city 
myself I found that the young man who had selected the site had se- 
lected it with wisdom, so far as I could judge, and therefore I tele- 
vrayphed to our people that the site had been selected and approved, and 
{ thought it was a good one. I have recently received letters that the 
people there are well satisfied with the selection of the site. But Ican 
readily see that in the selection of these sites persons who have real 
estate to sell or who have real estate which may be affected by the se- 
lection may be dissatisfied and may feel like making charges against 
the Supervising Architect; but I trust we shall not enter upon an in- 
vestigation here suggesting even irregularities or violations of law, un- 
less we have reason to believe that there have been such irregularities 
or violations. 

I find no allegation made even by the Senator from Missouri that the 
Architect preceding the present one was guilty of violating the law, or 
thatirregularities existed during his administration of the office. There- 
fore I hope the Senator from Colorado will accept the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut, and thus relieve both these 
officers from this implication. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not understand that the resolution implies any 
misconduct on the part of the officer. I am quite willing, however, to 
cone the modification if it shall appear otherwise to members of the 
Senate. 

1 believe there has been no time since this bureau has been organ- 
ized when there has not been a scandal aboutit. I do not believe that 
there has been a public building erected in the United States of any 
considerab!e value that there has not been more or less scandal about 
it, and perhaps there never will be; there certainly will not be if for 
the selection of sites irresponsible men are sentout. The bureau does 
not have the money to get proper persons, and can not afford to have 
anybody but some of its employés go out 500 or 1,000 miles away from 
the Supervising Architect to make the selection of a site. There may 
be people who are willing to pay for getting a certain selection, and 
undoubtedly in some instances the officers sent out succumb to that 
kind ef inflmence. I do not say under this administration, for I am 
hot speaking of it particularly, but during the years past. That, of 
course, reflects upon the Supervising Architect, whoever he may be. 

Since I have been particularly familiar with public affairs we have 
had four Supervising Architects, every one of whom has been attacked 
from all over the country about the management of his office, I do 


not believe a single man of them went out of office with more money 
than properly belonged to him. The first officer, Mr. Mullett, who 
was a very capable man, as everybody knows, was bitterly assailed, 
and the administration of his office denounced in unmeasured terms all 
over the country. I do not suppose that anybody to-day would charge 
Mr. Mallett with having been a dishonest man. 

When Mr. Hill came in great scandals grew up about the Chicago 
post-office building, There were undoubtedly errors of judgment in 
the construction of that building, but I believe the investigation, as 
stated by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], showed that the Supervising Architect was not 
guilty of anything improper. He has to have his agents to do these 
things; he can not attend to them all in detail. It is the system that 
is wrong. The site of a public building should never be selected by a 
person from Washington. It should be selected by some commission 
that should be provided for composed of citizens of the State where the 
building is to be erected, and that could be easily done by statute, or 
it could be done by a system that could be established in the Super- 
vising Architect's office, by which the governor of the State, the secre- 
tary of state, or some officers of that kind could be an advisory com- 
mittee at least. Something of that kind should be done to prevent 
these continued scandals. 

There is nobody here who is not familiar with the complaints of the 
location of the post-office at Binghamton, N. Y. _Whether they are 
well founded or not I do not know, but it is not a good thing that such 
scandals should always arise against a public officer or a public bureau, 
and a system that permits it, a system that encourages it, is not a right 
system. And it is no injustice to an officer when you say that news- 
paper reports, as there have been now in the papers of both political 
parties, have attacked the administration of this office. Ido not refer 
to them as particularly attacking the honesty of the head of the bureau, 
but the system and the employés, the subordinates, the persons who 
have been sent out to select sites. The system ought to be changed 
that induces and furthers such attacks. That is all I want. 

So far as my personal knowledge of this Supervising Architect is con- 
cerned, I repeat that he has struck me asa man of business, and I 
have never seen any reason to suppose that he was not honest. I have 
no personal complaint to make against him for anything that has come 
to my personal knowledge. I might have come here and lodged com- 
plaints against him that people are ready to make, but I did not think 
that was my business. If they have got complaints let them go to this 
committee. I have no right to investigate them, and I do not want to 
express an opinion on them. I am not on the committee. I will not 
have anything to do with this unless the matter comes before the Sen- 
ate, and then when it comes here I think it will be found that it is a 
question what shall be the change in the methods of the office, the ad- 
ministration of the bureau. It is a question more of administration 
than it is of individuals, in my judgment, and it will be found prob- 
ably that, if their complaints are properly made, they are made be- 
cause of an improper system that enables people to go out who are not 
properly qualitied to judge or who in some instances, in the past at 
least, I may say, were improper persons to be selected for that kind of 
a trust. ‘ 

So Iam willing to adopt the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Connecticut and accept that as the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] is very much more willing to acorns the modification 
suggested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] than he 
would be if he were a member of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds and was to be charged by the Senate, if this suggestion 
of the Senator from Connecticut should be adopted by the Senate, with 
the labor which would be involved. 

Mr. TELLER. Very likely. . 

Mr.SPOONER. The proposition is, because of this resolution to in- 
vestigate certain irregularities which are specifically charged in the 
press of the country, that out of consideration for the present incum- 
bent the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds must be 
by the Senate with an investigation of the conduct of the office of the 
Supervising Architect from the time that office was created down to 
date. I respectfully, for one—and I am a working member of that 
committee—shall ask to be excused from undertaking, without some 
better support for the ition than I have heard, so great, and in 
my judgment so useless a labor. 

I have intended, Mr. President, to vote for this resolution without 
in the slightest degree meaning to thereby put an affront upon the 
present Supervising Architect. I do not ene him. I have never 
seen him. What I have seen as a member of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of his work I have been for the most part 
pleased with, and before to-day, in debate upon a kindred subject, I 
have taken poapnp eat ey, how eye glo floor of the Senate to 
what seemed to me to be a high order of qualification in that gentle- 
man. But if there is any reflection upon him in ne this 
resolution, it on not come from the nae from mar 
not originate Senate. These charges have been repeatedly pa 
lished in the os they have been made specific, calohtniner 
have not imputed to the Supervising Architect of the Treasury any 
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personal corruption or dereliction, they are an impeachment of the 
manner in which the affairs of his office have been conducted. 

I should think the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, who I be- 
lieve to be an honest man, wou!d heartily thank the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vesr] for his friendship and his fidelity in inviting under 
the circumstances this investigation. The charges have been made, 
and repeatedly made, and I should suppose the Supervising Architect 
would be not only glad but eager to have them exploded if they are 
false. That can only be done by investigation. ’ 

It is useless to refer the matter to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds preliminarily, as suggested by the Senator from 
Louisiana [ Mr. Grsson], for the reason that we would have no power 
to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, or to ascertain the 
facts to any greater extent than they are now known. 

I know, Mr. President, nothing about any of these charges and no 
support for any of them except as to one matter. As a member of the 
committee headed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], on the 
condition of the civil service, I was called wpon to investigate collat- 
erally the selection of the site for a public building at Binghamton, 
N. Y. The question came within the jurisdiction of that committee 
because of the action of oneaf the Federal officers in New York in con- 
nection with it, and I say now that the testimony taken before that 
committee developed the fact that the gentleman who had been sent 
from Washington to select a site for the public building at Bingham- 
ton was guilty of at least the gravest and the grossest impropriety. 

I say that upon my responsibility, having investigated the matter 
in this collateral way. I never should think of imputing that, and I 
suppose no other Senator would, to the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury Department. 

If there are other cases of the same sort as charged in the news- 

pers, they ought to be investigated and they ought to be exposed; 
but that would not necessarily involve, as I have said, personal fault, 
or even official delinquency in the Supervising Architect. I think one 
of the gentlemen who have been mentioned unfavorably in connection 
with the selection of sites, was inherited, so to speak, by the Treasury 
Department from another administration. 

1 have been unable to discover any impeachment here of the Super- 
vising Architect whici. ought to lead to the defeat of this resolution, 
and I protest as one member of that committee against the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds being charged, as suggested by the 
Senator from Connecticut, with an investigation of the conduct of that 
office from the time it was created. It seems to me utterly needless 
and that there is nothing in the situation which calls for it. 

I am inclined to agree with the Senator from Missouri as to the vice 
of the present system. It would be very easy for the Senator from 
Connecticut, if he desires to put upon the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds the duty of investigating that subject and of report- 
ing by bill or otherwise to the Senate, to limit the ingairy in that way 
and to secure an early report from the committee; but to propose that 
we shall investigate the conduct of the office of the Supervising Archi- 
tect from the outset seems to me to be altogether too much. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have no pride of opinion or per- 
sonal preferences in this matter. Ido not know that I ever saw the 
present Supervising Architect, and I had the slightest possible ac- 
quaintance with his predecessor. My object in suggesting the amend- 
ment was to avoid the appearance of a sort of criminal trial of this man 
or any other man. Iam rather tired of that sort of thing in the ab- 
sence of any specific and sustained charges. The resolution as it stands 
does not require that the conduct of Mr. Mullett and Mr. Hill and Mr. 
Bell shall be inquired into; it authorizes and instructs the committee 
to make an inquiry into the managementof that office. They need not 
go back over a fortnight, unless they choose to do so. They are to in- 
quire into the way in which things are done, the laws and regulations 
and customs which govern that office. 

I agree with much that has been said by the Senator from Colorado, 
that it is not a matter of the personal integrity of the Architect for the 
time being so much as itis a matter of defect in the system, for which 
the legislative power of the Government is very largely responsible, 
and the executive to some extent to be sure, for I think there is much 
discretion in the office; but the hardship is that we have not made the 
system better than it has been. The resolution simply directs an in- 
quiry into the system, without saying anything about five or ten or fif- 
teen years back. The discretion is left to the committee, If it should 
seem worth while to inquire into that old and antiquated system under 
which there were great abuses, paying 15 per cent. for supervision, they 
are not prevented from doing it; but nobody supposes that is of any 
consequence now. The abuse was discovered and cured yearsago. I 
do not think the resolution, even if amended as I propose, is open to 
the criticisms of the Senator from Wisconsin, 

Mr. SPOONER. The resolution would then stand in this wise: the 
committee would be instructed, not authorized, but instracted, to in- 
vestigate the conduct of the office of the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury, with power to send for persons and papers and administer 
oaths and to employ a stenographer. I, as a member of that commit- 
tee, certainly could not put upon this resolution, if passed, the con- 
struction suggested by the Senator from Connecticut, and say that the 
committee would have done its duty and obeyed the order of the Sen- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


enc sei CC CC CC CC LC ELC OL LLL LL LLL LLL LL LLL LLL 
ee 





A19 


ate by simply making a farcical investigation into the conduct of that 
office for a couple of weeks or a couple of months. I-prefer 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. His objection might be removed by simply inserting 
the words ‘‘as far as the committee may deem necessary,’’ or ‘‘such 
administrations as they may deem necessary.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will make that amendment, that correction, or 
change suggested by the Senator from Missouri, 

So far as may be deemed necessary. 


Mr. HALE. I do not think that is needed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not think it is. 

Mr. HALE. Becauseresolutions in precisely this form are frequently 
passed; and it is a question for the committee to settle in the course of 
the investigation how far it will go back in order to illustrate the pres- 
ent conditions. It clearly would not oblige the committee to investi- 
gate the department from the time of its first being created; it is all 
left with the committee. I presume that was the intention of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Colorado modifies 
his resolution to read as will now be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized and instructed to make, either by the committee or 
a subcommittee thereof, an investigation into the conduct of the office of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department as far as it may deem neces- 
sary, and to inquire into the laws, regulations, and customs relating to the erec- 
tion of public buildings; and for that purpose the committee, or said subcom- 
mittee, it appointed, is authorized and empowered to send for persons and 
papers, and to administer oaths; said committee to report by bill or otherwise, 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to the resolution as modified 
on the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator want a provision for the expenses 
of the committee ? 

Mr. TELLER. That can be done afterwards. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, before we pass away from this subject 
it perhaps may contribute something to relieve the office of the Super- 
vising Architect in this matter of selecting sites by a statement that 
the site is not selected by the Supervising Architect, but it is approved 
and virtually selected by the Secretary of the Treasury. In the in- 
stance which occurred in the State of Florida I know that the agent of 
the Supervising Architect sent to that State, took the statement of the 
leading citizens of the city of Jacksonville and ofa large number of peo- 
ple, and the propositions of the different persons proposing to sell. 
The evidence was reported, the statements of persons not interested, 
of business men in the city, to the Supervising Architect, and by him 
submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I know my own opinion was asked as iv «:1¢ persons who had made 
these statements, their character, their reputation, and I was called on 
te give my opinion as to the site to be selected; but I refused to do so, 
and I was requested to make a statement as to the character of persons 
giving evidence in the matter and the fact of their being business 
men and acquainted with the value of property there. Some were for 
one locality and some for another, and a selection was made, not by 
the Supervising Architect nor by the person sent by the Department 
to take this testimony and to report upon all the sites proposed, but 
the entire evidence was submitted to the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, ex- 
amined, and approved or disapproved by him. It will therefore be 
seen that these charges or statements in regard to Mr. Fréret and his 
subordinates in the selection of sites are entirely groundless, inasmuch 
as the selection of sites for public buildings is not made by the Super- 
vising Architect or his subordinates, but is made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


TREASURY BOND PURCHASES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] coming 
over from yesterday, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, directed to re- 
port to the Senate, at the earliest possible moment, a full statement of all pur- 
chases of bonds made by the Treasury Department during the period from 
March 4, 1885, to date, specifying in detail the classes of bonds, amount and date 
of purchase, the party from whom purchased, the price paid, the market quota- 
tions in New York at the date of respective purchases, and in addition thereto 
a statement of bids rejected, showing date of bid, premium asked, and market 
quotations; also showing the available surplus in the Treasury on the Ist of 
each month during the period above named, 


The resolution was agreed to. 
JOHN H. PARKER. 
Mr. HOAR. At the request of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS], I ask leave to report from the Committee on the Judiciary 
and put on its passage the bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the 


political disabilities of John H. Parker, of Virginia, with an amend- 
ment. 








The question is on the passage of 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. - aid 
The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in line 4, to 


strike out the words ‘legal and;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States by reason oe on 
in the late rebellion, be, and they are hereby, removed from John H, Parker, of 
Chesterfield County, in the State of Virginia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed—two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative. 

LOUISIANA ELECTION INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I give notice that on the first day of the assem- 
bling of the Senate after the holiday recess I shall move to take up for 
action the resolution for the investigation of the Louisiana election. 

Mr. VOORHEES. We could not quite hear the Senator from New 


Hampshire. I understood him to give notice that he would call up 


the resolution touching matters in Louisiana after the recess. 
Mr. CHANDLER. On the first day of the assembling of the Senate 
after the holiday recess. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I simply desired to understand it. 
STATE OF THE SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I also desire to offer some amendments to the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grason] on 
the 20th instant in relation to the investigation of elections, which I 
ask may lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be received, 
ordered to lie on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

The amendments are as follows: 

1. Strike out the first two lines and insert the following: 


** Resolved, That it shall be the duty of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions to." 


2. In the fifth line, strike out the words “ month of April last in the States of 
Rhode Island and Louisiana” and insert the words “‘ year 1888.” 
8, Strike out the words “in the States of New York and Indiana.” 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. I only design to remark, Mr. President, that the 
Senator from New Hampshire of course expects to take up his resolu- 
tion subject to the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido, butI also expect that there will be solittle 
delay in disposing of it that the chairman of the subcommittee on the 
tariff bill, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, will make 
no objection to its consideration at that time. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it takes no time. 


SUGAR AND STANDARD OIL TRUST REPORT. 


Mr. PLUMB. I méve that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2511) to withdraw the public lands of the United States 
in Mississippi from sale at ordinary private entry, and to restrict dis- 
posals thereof under general statutes to homestead settlers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first call for further 
morning business. Is there farther morning business? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed to report favorably from the Com- 
mittee on Printing a concurrent resolution of the Houseof Representa- 
tives and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed, forthe use of the House and Senate, 5,000 copies of the report, with evi- 
dence, lately made by the Committee on Manufactures of the House in relation 
to the sugar trust and Standard Oil trust, 3,000 copies for the use of the House 
and ] 500 copies for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move toamend the resolution by striking out 
**5,000"? and inserting ‘‘4,500.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was concurred in. 


CANCELED LAND ENTRIES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, uested to 
furnish to the Senate, prior to the expiration of the present session of Con » 
a list of all homestead, timber-culture, and Ps entries to public Gens 
which have been canceled after issuance of final receipt and certificate therefor, 
during the present administration, for any cause er than voluntary relin- 

uishment. Such list shall be similar in the data supplied to the list of canceled 
esert-land entries furnished in response to a prior resolution of this body. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under the 
rale, and will be printed. j 


DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS. Y 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 2511, Calendar No. 919. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 2511) to withdraw the public 
lands of the United States in Mississippi from sale at ordinary private 








entry, and to restrict disposals thereof under general statutes to home- 
stead settlers. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, in line 4, after ‘‘ United States,’”’ to strike out ‘‘in the 
State of Mississippi shall cease to be subject to disposal by sale at or- 
dinary private entry and’’ and insert ‘‘ now subject to private entry;’’ 
in line 6, after the word “ of,’’ to strike out “‘under general statutes 
in no other manner than’’ and insert ‘‘under and;’’ and at the end of 
line 8, after the word ‘‘laws,’’ to insert “‘ only;’’ so as tomake the bill 
read: 


That from and after the passage of this act the public lands of the United 
States now subject to private entry shall be disposed of under and according 
to the provisions of the homestead laws only. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I offer the following amendment, which I think 
will be accepted by the Senator from Kansas: 

But this act shall not be so construed as to deny to any State the right to se- 
lect lands in place or indemnity lands in accordance with existing laws making 
land grants to States. 

This amendment is intended to meet what the Committee on Public 
Lands consider an erroneous construction, put upon the terms of the 
bill by the Commissioner of the General Office, the same lan- 
guage appearing in a joint resolution passed at the last session, which 
has been construed by the Commissioner. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be read by the 
Secretary. 

» The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


But this act shall not be so construed as to deny to any State the right to se- 
lect lands in place or indemnity lands in accordance with existing laws making 
land grants to States. 


Mr. CALL. I suggest that the amendment should be amended so 
as to confine it to the State of Mississippi, as the act relates entirely to 
that State. Otherwise it might imply a construction of the law in re- 
gard to which we have no definite information or knowledge. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator has overlooked the fact that the 
act which was originally applicable to Mississippi alone has been made 
general by the amendment just adopted. 

Mr. CALL. I did not understand that. That is precisely what I 
shall object to. This is a bill, as I understand, confining the disposi- 
tion of public lands in the State of Mississippi to the homestead law 
and the provisions of that law. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has been so amended by the action of the com- 
mittee and the action of the Senate as to apply to‘ull the lands of the 
United States now subject to private entry. In other words, it accom- 
plishes just what the temporary resolution which the Senator was in- 
strumental in having passed at the last session did for this same class 
of lands in certain States. 

Mr. CALL. I should be glad to have that read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. CALL. I will ask the Senator from Kansas to allow that tt 
stand over in order that I may make some suggestions in reference to 
some amendments that I desire shall be made if we are to pass such a 
bill as this. 

Mr. PLUMB. Of course I shall comply with the request of the Sen- 
ator from Florida, but I want to call his attention to the fact that we 
have already passed a joint resolution ing out this same idea dur- 
ing the existence of this a and which the Senator was anxious 
about as regards the State of Florida, and was there done at his request. 
This simply makes permanent this policy, which has heretofore been 
——s temporarily by the joint resolution of which I have spoken. 

r. CALL. I understand that, Mr. President, but there are some 
limitations that I think should be made—some exceptions. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will understand that the period is very 
short, and that anything which may involve this question in any serious 
way would undoubtedly prevent the final of the bill. 

Mr. CALL. I do not think the amendment I shall propose will be 
objected to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will not press the matter further at the present 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill resumes its place on the 
Calendar. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tem 2 
‘A bill (HL R. 11878) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for public printing and binding for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; and 
A bill (H. R. 337) granting a pension to Mary E. Johnston. 
JAMES TRABUE AND OTHERS. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iask that the Senate 
sideration of House bill 5349, Calendar number 241 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
to consider the bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of James 
Thornton Thatcher, Callahan, and the widow of Jobn 


to the con- 





1888, 





Waters. It provides for the payment in full settlement of claims for 
use and occupation of property by the United States to James Trabue, 
of $600; to Thornton Thatcher, of $93.33; to Michael Callahan, $113.66; 
and to Annie M. Williams, late widow of John Waters, deceased, 
$1,825. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to amend in line 9 by inserting 
the words ‘‘ Richard Trabue, executor of,’”’ and the word ‘‘deceased’’ 
after the name ‘‘ James Trabue.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Corer CLERK. In line 9, after the word ‘‘to, ’”’ it is proposed 
to insert ‘‘ Richard Trabue, executor of,’’ and after the name ‘‘ James 
Trabue’’ to insert ‘‘deceased;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

To Richard Trabue, executor of James Trabue, deceased, $600. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of Richard 
Trabue, executor of James Trabue, deceased, Thornton Thatcher, Mi- 
chael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters.’’ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. senor I move to proceed to the consideration of the rev- 
enue bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would ask the indulgence of the Senator from Iowa 
to say to him that last May I introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 86) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States re- 
specting establishments of religion and free public schools, and asked 


the cou of the Senate that it might be laid upon the table with a 
view of ad the Senate at some time at considerable length upon 


the subject; but the increasing pressure of public affairs induces me to 
ask him to allow me to have this resolution, if the Senate will consent, 
taken from the table, that I may occupy five, or at most, not over ten 
minutes, and move its reference to the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire to 
postpone that until later in the day. I think later in the day there 
will be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will not take more than five minutes now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itwill not take more than that later in the day. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will be a conveni:nce to have the matter off my 

ds, 


han 

Mr. ALLISON. I am pressed on all sides, and after we have spent 
two or three hours on this bill I shall consent to give way to the 
Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not press the request now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I cannot at thismoment. Later in the day I shall 
be glad to yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 9051. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tem ? 

A bill (H. R. 10023) te authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Rail- 
road Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumber- 
land Rivers; and 

A bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the American Historical Asso- 
ciation. 

PACIFIC COAST DEFENSES. 

Mr. DOLPH. On Wednesday last there was a communication re- 
ceived from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of June 11, 1888, such ence as has been found of record 
from April 15, 1861, to August 20, 1866, of the War Department with 
the di commanders of the Pacific and the department commanders 
of the Columbia and California, in relation to the subject of raising 
and organizing volunteer for the purpose of guarding the over- 
land and inland mail and emigrant routes. The communication was 
Jaid on the table for future action. I move now that the communica- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was agreed to, 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 

tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will proceed with the 

reading of the substitute, beginning with paragraph 313. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
SCHEDULE 1.—COTTON MANUFACTURES, 


313. Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn (not wound upon spools), 
whether single er advanced beyond the condition of single by twisting two or 
more single yarns together, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or 
in any other form, valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, 10 cents per pound ; 
valued at over 25 cents per pound and not exceeding 40 cents per pound. 18 cents 
per pound; valued at over 40 cents per pound and not exceeding 50 cents per 
pound, 23 cents per pound; valued at over 50 cents per pound and not exceed- 
ing 60 cents per pound, 28 cents per pound; valued at over 60 cents per pound 
and not exceeding 70 cents per pound, 33 cents per pound; valued at over 70 
cents per pound and not exceeding 80 cents per pound, 38 cents per pound; val- 
ued at over 80 cents per pound and not exceeding $1 per pound, 48 cents per 
pound; valued at over $1 per pound, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. In line 12111 move tostrike out ‘'10 cents per pound’’ 
and insert ‘35 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to make the item read: 


313. Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn (not wound upon spools), 
whether single or advanced beyond the condition of single by twisting two or 
more single yarns together, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or 
in any other form, valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, 35 per cent. ad 


valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is necessary ia order to discuss any of 
the items in regard to these cotton yarns, to discuss the entire sched- 
ule upon that subject and to notice the remarkable fact which I had 
occasion to mention in the Senate some time since, that the Committee 
on Finance have seen proper to increase the duty upon the cheaper 
qualities of cotton yarn, whilst they allow the duty to remain the same 
upon the higher-priced articles. I have not the slightest question but 
that it is in accordance with the demands of the manufacturers. The 
testimony taken before the Finance.Committee and before what was 
known as the Morrison tariff committee all goes to show that the man- 
ufacturers of New England, recognizing the fact that they can no longer 
compete as to the cheaper cotton yarns and cottons with the Southern 
manufacturers at Augusta and other places in the South, now demand 
this additional protection in order to secure them in their specialty of 
manufacturing the finer cotton goods. Even a superficial examination 
of this schedule will show that my statement is correct. 

Analyzed, this schedule is as follows: Upon cotton yarns valued at 
25 cents and not exceeding 40 cents a pound the existing law imposes 
a duty of 44.10 per cent. ad valorem, the House bill 35 per cent. ad 
valorem, and the Senate bill 44.10 per cent. Over 25 but not exceed- 
ing 40 cents a pound, the existing Jaw imposes a duty of 42.30 per cent., 
the House bill imposes a duty of 35 per cent., and the Senate bill im- 
poses a duty of 50.75. The existing law, as I have stated, is 42.30 per 
cent., and the committee have increased it over the existing law 8.45, 
that is, upon yarns that are 25 cents and not exceeding 40 cents to the 

und. 

Over 40 cents but not exceeding 50 cents, the existing law imposes 
an ad valcrem duty of 45.38 per cent., the House bill 46 per cent., and 
the Senate bill 52.18 per cent., an increase over the existing law of the 
difference between 45.38 and 52.18. 

On the yarns costing 50 cents a pound, but not exceeding 60 cents, 
the existing law imposes a duty of 45.21 per cent. ad valorem, the 
House bill 40 per cent. ad valorem, and the Senate bill 50.64 per cent. 
ad valorem, which is an increase of the difference between 45.21 in the 
existing law and 50.64 in the Senate substitute. 

Over 60 cents a pound, but not exceeding 70 cents, the existing law 
imposes a duty of 50.89 per cent. ad valorem, the House bill 40 per 
cent. ad valorem, and the Senate bill 50.90 per cent. ad valorem, or 
an increase of one one-hundredth per cent. over the existing tariff. 

Now we come to the finer articles. These cotton yarns are the raw 
material out of which the cotton manufacturer makes the goods. Ac- 
cording to the doctrine so often enunciated in this Chamber, the in- 
crease upon the raw material must be followed through all the sched- 
ule by an increase upon the manufactured article. 

In the classification of over 70 cents and not exceeding 80 cents, the 
duty is kept the same as underthe existing law. Over 80, but notex- 
ceeding $1, the duty is kept the same. Over $1, under the existing 
law, the duty is 50 per cent., under the House bill 40 per cent., and 
under the Senate bill 50 per cent. So on the higher-priced qualities 
of cotton yarn, which is the raw material of the manufacturer, that 
duty is kept the same, but it is increased systematically upon all the 
lower grades. 

The reason of this is plain when we read the testimony taken before 
the committee. It is a notorious fact in manufacturing circles through- 
out the country that the machinery of the New England manufactu- 
rers has been changed to the manufacture of the higher-priced cotton. 
But upon the cheap goods that gointo the ordinary lives of the people 
of this country, that are used by the poor, by the workingmen, by the 
laborers, by the farmers who are dependent upon their daily toil, the 
duty has been increased, because they are willing in New England to 
surrender this manufacture to the people of the South and to retain 
the manufacture of the higher-priced and more expensive articles. 

What is the necessity for this increased duty? Is the cotton-manu- 
facturing industry of the United States in a languishing condition? Is 
there anything to-day that calls for the iron hand of protection in order 
to make these manufactures self-sustaining? 
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I find that we exported in 1887 over $14,000,000 of manufactured 
products of cotton, including wearing apparel. In 1888 we exported 
over $13,000,000. Speaking accurately, we exported in 1887 $14,929, - 
342 worth of manufactured cotton goods, including wearing apparel. 
In 1888 we exported $13,013,189 worth. 


Britain to those countries is $46,456,727 annually, and the United 
States exports to the same countries $6,335,701. 1 submit the table, 
which is as follows: 


Total values of the exports of domestic manufactures of cotton from the 











We are able to-day to compete with the foreign manufacturer, It is United Kingdom and the United States to Mexico, Central and South 
true that we imported in 1888 some $47,000,000 worth of these manu- America, and to the West Fndics to W808. 
factured goed 3, but what does that prove? ‘it proves that the Ameri- | ~~ Le ee ae? ae i a ee a ea 7-3 
can manufacturers are taking their full pound of flesh in the way of 4 Exported | Exported 
profit, and therefore the foreigners are able still, even with this high Countetes to Wate expented. os ees a 
protective duty, to come into the American market and sell thisameunt , 
of goods to the American consumer. ale a ei ES | ax ae Petes =o, a seit | wr 
We know that the American manufacturer can supply the domestic | Mexico stremscnerenssnsoscnentencancnscecsenenes| — Gil Suh ’ 
market, thas be has the enpacity to de it, and tte e mas Geum iets be- Central American state «vce cnenvsesnevennnr | anaes . 
cause the American manufacturer is taking advantage of the tariff duty | British West Indies..............0000000. wt $2,799,084 152, 672 
and selling up to the full limit with the tariff tax imposed upon the Ne ne | 5,208, 488 oe 
imported article—that is to say, as I believe to be the cpse with all im- | /"'ted States of Colombia. |. Seer oe iat 
portations, the cotton manufacturer comes up to almos the margin of | British Guiama ...............s000-sseseeseseneseeeeenscsenenseanenenee ‘* 21, 408 
the foreign cost, with the tariff added, and undersells it mt afew cents, | Brazil... cere 14, 915, 978 705, 
but if circumstances do not require this, he sells for t2e full amount yt eer eg itepubiic: > Serre ee 
of the cost of the imported article with the tariff duty added. Si asenedetecnduen 3, 152, 567 408, 
To show that we are able to compete with the foreign importer, I ask | Beuador 0.0... 5 ae | 335, 401 
the Secretary to read the testimony of one of the Senators who formed | PY Se 
this bill, a Senator who has taken a prominent part in this debate, and BR ni nasscccnecssesstqnsictegiitniiactinbieaaes GR Can wat 6, 335, 701 


who two years ago went over this entire question and stated emphatically 
that the manufacturer of cotton goods was able to compete with the 
foreign manufacturer, and that the only reason we were not supplying 
all the South American markets was because we had lost the carrying 
trade for some reason which that Senator did not choose to mention. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


He who has watched the ayy oe ur manufacturing industries for the last 
twenty years knows this to be a fact, that in nearly < that they —— in 
South America, in the Central American states, and in Mexico, and which is 
produced iy this country and in Europe, we, to-day, need no protective tariff to 
protect our home markets against the foreiga produeers. In all the cheaper fab- 
rics, and —- are the only oues for which they afford a market, we can and do 
compete with the world. As to al) fabrics, iron, steel, wood, and leather goods 
largely made by machinery, and in which manual labor is comparatively asmall 
element, we need no protection whatever. We can makeand sell them on equal 
terms with the rest of the world. This isso true in the iron and steel industries 
that [ believe the exportation of fron and stee! goods to those and other foreign 
murkets within the last year amounted to over a ,000, and -_ we can not 
compete with England in all the steel goods; but in maehinery, in agricultural 
impiements, the hoe,theax, the shovel. the auger, the bit, — wire, and mow- 
6rs, reapers, plows—in all an agricu ——— consume, we can and do. 

These are goodsthat Mexieo and ane South America demand, and will 
buy from us, and are bux from us to a certain extent to-day, and will con- 
tinue to buy if we can ship them there. This is true also as to cotton fabrics. 
All the cheaper grades of cotton goods we can produce inthis country, andcom- 
pease ully with the manutacturers of the world, to-day. I wil ‘pot limit, 

wever, quite so elosely—I have been told, within the year, our producers of 
the cheaper, coarser cotton fabrics have been able to produce and export, and 
sel!. in the English colonies their goods in compentiien with the English manu- 
factured goods, because they were enabled to uce them cheaper by the aid 
of labor-saving machinery ; and this is pro by the fact that our pear ex- 
perts of them amount to $12 ,000,000; of many products of leather all this is 


equally true. 
Of leather we export toa foreign market about $10,000,000 in value; and 
you may go h with esned aende tain buy and consume, and 
you will] establish the fact that by the development of our manufacturing indus- 
iries by the use of machinery we are able to make and sel! to them as cheap as 
any one else those oe eh Pe ee 
which make up their foreign commerce, but which they now the more moony 
buy in Europe, and we are unable to compete with Germany, with on. 
and with France only when oe ze, rtation, 


control 
carrying t to explain ' 
ene nie because our Te Fe a a tienih ee men- 
tioned is largely ely done by ‘machinery ; ; in the ee but lite manual 
labor is required them.—Congressional Record, Forty-ninth Congress, 
tirst session, part 5, page 4686, May 19, 1886. 

Mr. VEST. That is a valuable contribution to this debate, for sev- 
eral reasons. The honorable Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock ] 
who made that statement was certainly tofall thefacts. He 
has made a specialty of this tariff cal emaiin’ ant he states very em- 
phatically that we are able to export to the English colonies these 
cearser cotton fabrics and compete successfully with the English man- 
ufactarers, 

He asks, it is true, why it is that we can not command this South 
American trade; and gives no reason why we have lost the carrying 
trade between the United States and the countries of South 
Sir, there ean be no sort of question but that we have lost that carry- 
ing trade on aceount of this high protective tariff. 

I have before me a statement furnished by the Bureau of Statistics 
that is the most shameful exhibit as against the United States that can 
be conceived. We, a people of more than sixty million in number, in 
whose veins flows the mingled tide of conquest and aggression, with all 
the elements to command both the land and the ocean, with 10,000 
miles of seaboard, with all the materials to build ships either of iron 
or of wood, to-day permit Great Britain to pass by our shores and take 
at our very doors the South American trade. Yet my honorable friend 
from New York alludes to that fact, bat does net give the reason. 

Without reading this table, I want to give the aggregate. There are 
the South American states, commencing with Mexico and ending with 
Pern. The total amount exported from the United Kingdom of Great 


* Year ending June 30, 1887. 
+Includes British Guiana. 
} Included in British West Indies. 
Treasury DerarTMENT, BUREAU oF SratisTios, April 17, 1888, 


A brother Senator furnished me some weeks ago one of the most in- 
teresting books I have ever read. Itis the account of the South Ameri- 
can Commission by Mr. Curtis, a newspaper correspondent, now in 
this city, who was secretary of that commission. It developed to me 
a new world in South America of which I had never dreamed. His 
description of the Argentine Republic sounds like romance, but he 
gives facts and figures beyond any question. Buenos a, a city of 
half a million people, has one bank with $40,000,000 capital, another 
with eight million, another with five million; it has magnificent public 
buildings, with universities, libraries, and all the comforts and im- 
provements of modern life. The Argentine Republic imports $100,- 
000,000 of manufactured goods yearly, one-third from England, and 
one-fifth each from France and Germany, whilst this country ranks 
with Sweden, Denmark, and Chili. The United States flag, Mr. Curtis 
says, is seldom seen in a South American port. There are twenty- 
three lines of steam-ships running to Buenos Ayres from Europe, but 
the Stars and Stripes are rarely seen upon the oceans that surround the 
South American countries. 

Why is this? It is because we have cut off the reciprocity of com- 
merce. Some years ago when serving upon a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Commerce, in the city of New York, a gentleman ap- 
peared before us from Boston, who said he had built a ship to go into 
the South American trade. As a matter of patriotism, if not of profit, 
he declared that he wanted to participate as a citizen of the United 
States in that immense commerce. He had pro te build an iron 
vessel from Mr. John Roach and from Harlan & Hollingsworth, but 
found that on the Clyde he could build this iron vessel, called a com- 
mercial tramp, for $20 less on the ton than he could in the United 
States. 

a a came back to the United States, applied for 

ao was told he could not put the vessel he had 
bailt himself the American flag because it was foreign-built. 
He loaded it with Yankee notions, went under the British flag to South 
America, sold his Yankee notions at a large profit, and then undertook 
to put into his vessel an incoming cargo, because when a ship, like a 
railroad train, goes loaded only one way it goes into bankruptcy. 
When he undertook to lead for the return voyage he found he must 
load with copper and wool, because at Callao, upon the western coast, 
where he had gone, the exportations of that country were wool and 
copper. He loaded with and wool, for he could get nothing 
else; fruits could not lead with them. He 


be the manufactured article for export to other countries. 
ALLISON. Why could he not sell the weol here? 

Mr. VEST. Because there was a high duty upon wool. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the consumer pays the duty, TI do not see any 
difference to him. 

Mr. VEST. Ah, that is the very question. Iam glad to hear the 
Senator admit that the consumer pays it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I say if the consumer pays it, as the Senator says. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; but this importer ine that tariff duty could uot 
find the profitable market that he could find abroad. He found that if 
he paid that duty he would ran the risk ef not being able to sell at a 
price that would pay him the cost in South America together with the 
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tariff duty impesed apen the artiele. Does the Senator admit that that 
is the operation of the tariff? Dees he admit that the duty is paid by 
the consumer? 

Mr. ALLISON. I de not admit anything at all. I was merely ask- 
ing the Senator te explain en his theery of the tariff how it was that 
this man could not sell in our market. 7 

Mr. VEST. With due respeet to the Senator, I shall fail to reach 
his intellectual apprehension if he can not see the difference between 

¢ an importer taking no risk at all by going intoa free-trade market and 
his paying an enermous tariff duty and taking the risk of selling at a 
profit inside of that market. This importer could go to England and 
know exactly what he would get and take no risk, but if he paid this 
tariff he was out so much more, which he had to get back im order to 
make him whole upen hisveyage. If the Senator can not see that, argu- 
ment is utterly inadequate. 

We have lest the carrying trade through the operations of this tariff. 
What we on this side seek todo is te take the tax off from raw ma- 
terials as far as wecan. We want toextend the markets of the people 
of the United States. We want to break down this almost commercial 
Chinese wall that is being steadily built around this country. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator tell me just the advan 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MaNpERsON im the chair). Does 
the Senator from Misseuwri yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. What would be the advantage in going 3,000 miles 
after an article that you can get here? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes, the peoplecan get it here with enormous profits 
in the pockets of New England manufacturers. That is what the Sen- 
ator means by getting it here. 

Mr. DAWES. The profit of the New England manafacturer is not 
what he pays for his raw material. If this importer finds such trouble 
in selling here in our market, is it not beeause somebody else sells here 
im our market, and that is the American producer? 

Mr. VEST. He findsthis trouble, that he must get back the tariff 
duty on the imported article. Senators on the other side declare that 
the tariff duty comes off the manufacturer and there steps. 

Mr. DAWES. That is what I said the other day. He can not get 
it off from the consumer here. If there is somebody here to produce it 
he can not get it off from the consumer here. Our policy is that he 
shall not get it off from the consumer here. That is the end and pur- 
pose of a protective tariff, to keep him off from the consumer and let 
the consunier here and the dealer here deal with each other. 

Mr. VEST. I have heard that over and over again, and yet the man- 
nfacturers come in the name of the consumer and besiege the Commit- 
tee on Finance to put up the tariff duty. For what? Is it their phi- 
lanthropic zeal for the people who consumethe manufactured article? 
Why are they so much interested? Why do they want to keep out 
these imported goods? J have read here, day after day, the evidence 
of those manufaeturers, one of them agentleman who carried his plows 
over into Canada and sold them for 15 per cent. less there than he did 
in the United States, and yet made a profit; another, the largest lead- 
mine owner in Missouri, who testified that the instrmmentalities, the 
picks and shovels, the powder, and rails upon the tracks under the 

r that were used by the miners were all under a heavy import 

uty which was paid by the miners themselves. Who are to know 
how this thing operates if it is not the men who are engaged in the 
business ? 


Why are the manufacturers here besieging this 
ing these halls and corridors and demandi 
Senator from Massachusetts says to protect the consumer. Dicinter- 
ested phi y! Christian zeal! Who believed it? It is to in- 
crease their own profits, because when they can exclude the foreign 
competition and have a market to themselves they then by combina- 
tions amd trusts put it up to the price that will give them a large profit, 
and if necessary they shut down their factories when they have an 
overproduction without regard to the workman. 

I w that that is the salient point inthis wholeqnestion. If Sen- 

I the other side of this Chamber can convince the people of the 

ed States that this tariff tax dees not come out of the consumer 

is the end of this question. All you have to do is te put up yeur 

and construct a commercial Elysium such as the world never 
dreamed of, not even Plato in his model and imaginary republic. 

Mr.CHACE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. CHACE. That is what we have done. The world has never 
seen such a commercial Elysium as has existed in this country for the 
last twenty-five years. 

Mr. VEST. Of course we have got an Elysium for New England. 

Mr. CHACE. Neosuch prosperity has ever existed on earth as has 
existed in this country. 

Mr. VEST. What you would do beggars all deseription. The way 
to put this country on a pinracle such as can be reached by no imag- 
imation whatever is to go on increasing your taziff duty and keeping it 


Capitol and throng- 
additional duty? The 
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Mr. DAWES. I want a little instruction. 
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material arises from the manufacturer, so as to increase his profit. 
he gets his raw material cheaper by this duty, or else he does not in- 
crease his profit. 
material for the purpose of increasing his profits is incomprehensible 
to me upen any other principle than the conviction on the part of the 
manufacturer that by keeping out the foreign producer he will ulti- 
mately have cheaper raw material furnished him here at his own door. 
There is no other principle upon which he can be said to be actuated 
by a selfish desire to make more out of his product. 


ator from Massachusetts ascribes te me. 
facturers, all of them, oppose free raw material. 
on the other side of the Chamber opposed it in this bill, and the Dem- 
ocratic party has attempted to take the tax off of raw material in the 
bill that came from the other House. 










yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 










artiele thatcan be fairly called raw material, exeept weol, that is placed 
upon the free-list by the House bill that is not placed upon the free-list 
by the Senate bill ? 
we will make that exception for the purpose of the argument for the 
time being. 

















the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] that there is no such thing 
as raw material. 


raw material ? 


buys. it and undertakes to change its form into something else. 

thing is raw material to the man who commences another process. 
iren is raw material to the man who makes struetural iron and steel! 
beams. 
commence with the raw material only in the ground or upon the trees. 


explain upon what article under his theory a duty eould be placed. 
If pig-iron is raw material for the structural-iron manufacturer, and 
structural iron is raw material for the bridge builder, and steel watch- 
springs are raw material for the watch manufacturer, where in this 
long process is a duty to be fixed? 


the two parties in all these arguments, and it is going in a circle. 
come back to the fundamental difference. We say that no duty should 
be put upon anything for the sake of protection alone. 
talk about what is raw material. 
unjust to tax the consumers in the United States for the purpose of 
building up any special industry without regard to the necessities of 
the Government. 
amount that is necessary to sustain this Government and to pay its 
expenses economieally administered, but when yeu enter into the broad 
domain of limitless protection, as the Chicago platform did and as the 
Senaters now propose to do, simply for protection, without regard to 
the necessities of the Government, then I say you strike down the 
very theory of free institutions, which is equal rights to all and ex- 
clusive privileges to none. 


to the Senator from Iowa? 









sumer pays these duties and that the price of the domestic article is 
enhanced to a sum equivalent to the duties, is not that the most ex- 
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Missouri 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 


Mr. VEST. Ido. 
Mr. DAWES. The Senator says this opposition to duty upon raw 
Then 


The idea that the manufacturer wants aduty on raw 


Mr. VEST. I was unfortunate if I said any such thing as the Sen- 
I did not say that the manu- 


I said the Senators 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH, Will the Senator from Missouri kindly point toone 


I do not admit that wool is a raw material, but 


Mr. VEST. Lsuppese the Senator from Rhode Island holds with 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator name an article that he considers 


Mr. VEST. Does net the Senator consider tin-plate raw material? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means. 

Mr. VEST. The protected article is raw material to the man who 

Every- 
Pig- 


The fallacy of the Senators upon the other side is that they 








Mr. ALDRICH. 





I skould like to have the Senator from Missouri 
























Upon what article isit to be fixed? 
Mr. VEST. Wecome back to the fundamental difference between 
We 























It is useless to 
We say you have no right and it is 
































I am willing to impose duties in order to raise the 





















































Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 





























Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iunderstand the Senator now to be in favor of that 
method of taxation which will raise the necessary money to support 
the Government from duties on imports. If it be true that the con- 
























pensive method ef taxation that ean possibly be devised, because for 
every dollar that goes to the Government $10 go into the pockets of the 
men who make the same article in this country, no matter what the 
rate is? 

Mr. VEST. We are not discussing now the question of the expense; 
we are discussing the question of the justice of the tax. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I want the Senator to explain why it is that 
by his method he would impose taxes upon articles imported. 

Mr. VEST. I would impose taxes in order to raise the revenue. nec- 
essary to support the Government; and the adjustment of the details 
of these taxes should be honestly and equitably distributed with re- 
gard to the demands and rights of all sections of the country and of 
every individual in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish tosay that if I understand the Senator now, 
he is willing to levy duties upon cotton goods, for example, to main- 
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tain the Government. Suppose a duty of 1 cent a pound is levied upon 
cotton yarns instead of 10 cents, and then nine-tenths of the entire con- 
sumption of the yarns in this country are manufactured here. Accord- 
ing to the theory of the Senator that 1 cent is added to the entire con- 
sumption of yarns and only one-tenth goes into the Treasury and the 
other nine-tenths are paid by consumers of yarns. 

Mr. VEST. It is no theory; it is a question of actual fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now that being the fact, I submit to 
the Senator that his method of taxation is the most unjust and oppress- 
ive that could possibly be devised. 

Mr. VEST. How does the Senator remedy it by his bill? Instead 
of 1 cent he puts 70 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not believe in the theory of the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Whatother theory can obtain, unless the Senator holds 
the manifest absurdity, to my mind, that the manufacturer pays the 
duty, and that isthe end of it. That he brings the goods in here and 
loses the whole gate-money, throws it away, and this right in the teeth 
of the testimony of the American manufacturers themselves. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it not, then, the theory that it isnot paid at all, be- 
cause the foreign article is not sold here? 

Mr. VEST. If nobody pays it, if it does not exist at all, as a matter 
of course we are engaged in something like a Midsummer Night's 
Dream of moonshine and fairies, 

Mr. BLAIR. I submit to the Senator that the Republican position 
is that the foreign article is not consumed here, it is not paid for, it is 
not traded for, it does not come to America at all, and our theory keeps 
it away, and then nobody pays it because the foreign article is not sold, 

Mr. VEST. From the export andimport duties of the United States 
we see how much is brought into this country. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That is because our theory is not carried out. ~ 

Mr. VEST. Forty-odd million dollars of manufactured cotton goods 
are bought here. Who paysthat? The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire says nobody. That is a very large donation. 

Mr. BLAIR. No, I said nothing ofthe kind. The theory isnot car- 
ried cut. Those foreign goods have no business here. The Republican 
theory is debauched by Democratic free-trade doctrines, and the foreign 
goods find their market here in the United States and are consumed 
in the United States, when, if our theory was carried out, they would 
remain at home, our own people would manufacture those goods, and 
they would sell to their own people, and we should consume what was 
created here. It is altogether in carrying out the theory. 

Mr. VANCE. Take the $12,081,000 that went into the Treasury of 
the United States to support the Government last year. If these mis- 
erable foreigners’ goods were kept out, where would we have got that 
money? 

Mr. VEST. Nobody paid it! 

Mr. VANCE. It seems that the importer pays it, and nobody pays 
it, and yet it supports the Government! 

Mr. DAWES. I will tell the Senator where we get that money. We 
get it by a tariff for revenue only. 

Mr. VEST. Have you got one now? 

Mr. VANCE. If the foreign products were kept out, how would you 
get that $12,081,000? 

Mr. DAWES. By tariff for revenue only. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will answer the Senator’s question, if he directed it 
to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
has the floor. Does he still yield ? 

Mr. BLAIR. We will pay that $12,081,000 out of the increased taxa- 
ble property we have here in the United States. Our own people will 
be that, much wealthier. We can by virtue of the employment of our 
own people and the creation of wealth among our own people amply pay 
the expenses of our own people. 

Mr. VANCE. How shall we lay the tax? 

Mr. BLAIR. We can lay iton North Carolina whisky, if you please, 
for one thing. 

Mr. VANCE. Except that portion used in the arts for the manu- 
facture of hair dyes or restorers for your people - North. That 
comes in free by this bill. [Laughter.] One of the blessings of pro- 
tection is the encouragement of the hair in the place where it ought to 


w. 
"i BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that, if it is necessary, we 
can protect the Senator’s peanuts also, in order that ae — 
not fail in the State of North Carolina. Now, Mr. President, I wil 
give the Senator my theory as to whether it is Republican or not—— 

Mr. VEST. Would it suit the Senator just as well to give us his 
theory in his own time? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly, if the Senator prefers. 

_ os DING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr, BLAIR. But the Senator was promulgating his theory with such 
audacious brilliancy that I thought it called for a little explanation. 

Mr. VEST. | take it for granted I am not to be subjected to a cross- 
fire ad libitum. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the Senator go on and illuminate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will be in order, 





















Mr. VEST. The assertion has been made by the Senator from Ohio 


[Mr. SHERMAN], in his celebrated speech at Springfield, Ill., just be- 
fore the commencement of the last canvass, that the expenses of the 
Government were paid out of internal-revenue taxes and imports 
mainly collected on luxuries. That was his statement. Now, let us 
see how this tariff duty does operate, which is paid by nobody. We 
collected in 1887, on articles of necessity, $102,199,129 under the tarift 
of 1883. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to suggest to the Senator—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 


to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 


Mr. VEST. Of course. 
Mr. ALDRICH. About $60,000,000 of that is collected on sugar. 
Mr. VEST. If the Senator will just content his soul in patience for 


a minute I will come to sugar. On sugarwe collected $51,778,948 be- 
sides the $102,199,129 on absolute necessaries. On \uxuries we col- 


lected $34,401,320. The total revenue from customs was $188,379,397. 


That is the absolute mathematical division, but still we are told—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator please give his authority for the 


statement which he is making? 


Mr. VEST. I give the statement made by myself, and prepared by 


an expert under my supervision. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that he made the 


computation himself? 


Mr. VEST. Ido not mean tosay that I went through every item, but 


I-believe it is absolutely correct. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to give the name 


of the expert? 


Mr. VEST. I will give the whole table. It is as follows: 


















IIIT UNIT scnllncuktlachoal ddbebiabeagbheersbisaeadcanncibeobenesecconcsiinhesstiimhous $629, 191 
On carriages and parts thereof a 89, 
SOS NG STGOIOD brecetsenccsvenicctnweicenee coresccnscneqetbeoccescncovesesisebeiee - 356, 504 
SE IIT Sto ndhst denn datherinsiticemaiernntabeveaneansencnquapasigapeneneoeneacgpesanne 2, 456, 398 
On gold and silver manufactures .... ... ......000.sscserceeoresececesesessessrenscecs 167, 575 
On jewelry SEs ON ION otis tino scssccesss Mbsbainainesesantinesesathasenetosete 900, 474 
Gok FORTS, SPOTTED, BE MINNIE 0 0nce ces secrcnceness cscvce csiiese cnonen contaneiaom cecseuses 7,194, 147 
On musical instruments ...............-.. 358, 093 
On manufactured silks of all kinds. 13, 938, 
On tobacco and cigars 8,311,114 
Te hcacvusicedtnrsonstuinnatnsnibintieniensidins weiicemneutemenmanidiimaadbeinatisnacensin te 34, 401, 320 
The revenue from customs in 1£86 would therefore be divided thus: 
Ceti ee Oa ti ncccicsttcndacenstidithenctenenetteninceincsnanalligbavianstes $102, 199, 
STII issih tiiaccernepiginbinindinnidn: saddammaceaaenmalaneumbentignedoniens ancaenina 51, 778, 948 
IEEE sLactinscenahbbounlinimeaiebhtshseskungoiabencsdennianeeabeebocmebessuasedbinnecs aaa be , 401, 
Weatal wewemme Boma SUMO ions ovcciesecesesescscrencconss vsieveseuvoosenses » 188,379,397 
Now, we have a tax on sugar of 80 per cent. That isa necessary: 
Per cent. Per cent. 
EE cscccbesnccitncletts hitchcanine SS | Dar om Goslh......ciicntiimnnns.... WB 
SE GE GOO bcceinrtivewvensiensnsemnvtocnpicciie Tax on common woolen shawls... 87 
Tax on salt ............... 83 | Tax on cotton hosiery.................. - 
Tax on corn starch Tax on cotton-bagging ...... 
Tax on potatoes Tax on plain earthenware 
Tax on woolen dress goods cost- Tax on window-giass ........... 
ing 22 cents & yard.........00.....co00 71 | Tax on plate-glass..........ccesssseoeeseee 
Tax on common cloth.................. - | Tax on steel rails..............cccccccccees 
Tax on woolen hosiery. .............. is 


Yet we are told that the import duties of the United States are upon 
luxuries and not u the necessaries of life! But, as a matter of 
course, if nobody pays this, or if it is not paid by the consumer, then 
it amounts to nothing, and we are en here in the most absolutely 
frivolous amusement that outside of children was ever known in the 
civilized world, and we are from day today and from year to year fight- 
ing for a reductiqn of taxation upon the foreign importer with no inter- 
est upon the part of the people of this country in regard to the matter. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps], who I am sorry to see 
has just left the Chamber, in two articles (1 said the other day one, 
but I have ascertained since that he has written another; the one I 
saw was in the Forum; the last one is in Harper’s Magazine) under- 
takes to show that the consumer does not pay the import duty by 
taking up the article of coffee. As I told him the other day, that is 
the only single article in the commerce of the world that he could have 
selected which would approximate to anything like proof of his prop- 
osition. The idea that a man pays 70 per cent. to his goods into 
this market and throws away the 70 per cent. and sells below what he 
could sell abroad for seems to me worthy only of a place in a lunatic 
asylum. I cross a bridge and it costs me 5 cents a pound upon my 
= in order to get to a market upon the other side. Does any- 

y mean to tell me that I do not put that toll upon the price of that 
article when I get across? Is it not as much a part of the cost of that 
article to me in that market as if it were my labor, my toil, my sweat? 
Yet we are told that nothing becomes of this tax; it melts away; it is 
put upon the importer, and that is the last of it. 

In regard to the import duty upon coffee, I stated to the Senator from 
Vermont that his position, in my judgment, was incorrect, and we might 
as well settle it now. Coffee is the most tive of all the articles 
known to the commerce of the world. It has been in the hands of a 
Portuguese cate, assisted by a few agents in the city of New York, 
and it no sort of legitimate argument or conclusion iu 
te the subject in controversy between the two sides of this Cham 





1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


A425 





I read from the best work upon that subject, ‘‘Coffee from Plantation 
to Cup,” by Mr. F. B. Thurber—not a political essay by any means, 
but amost exhaustive and elaborate description of the whole coffee 
culture and coffee trade in all parts of the world. He says: 

In view of these conflicting opinions, it is well to keep in mind some - 
liarities of co‘fee culture and of the staple itself, which may sometimes mislead 
calculations o: temporarily suspend logical results. It takes, as we have sesn, 
from three to four years for new coffee plantations to come into bearing; hence 
the necessity for a considerable outlay of capital to open a plantation ; mene, 
also, ample working room forspeculative operations to move in before the fiel 
can bly opel to the market. And speculation finds still further assist- 
ance in the nature of the article, which, not deteriorating, but improving with 

constitutes an excellent security on which to borrow’money. There is, 
erefore, no doubt that a “ ring,” backed by sufficient capital, could for a long 
time keep up an artificial situation. 


That is the reason why coffee fluctuates in the market from year to 
year, and is, as I have said, the best subject known to commerce for 
speculations and combinations and trusts. In answer to the statement 
of the Senator from Vermont, that coffee has been higher since 1872, 
when we took the import duty off, than ever before, I shall put on 
record the prices of coffee from 1858 to 1880, showing that after 1872 it 
fluctuated as I have stated: 


Year. | Lowest. | Highest. Average. 





Conts. Cents. Cents. 
134 20 16.13 
133 16 14.79 
14} 18} 16.51 
15k 25 18.38 
244 35 27.50 
33 41 37.04 
40 60 49.10 
24 51 25. 82 
24 28% 26. 08 
24 27 24.75 
21 27 23. 41 
21 25 23. 02 
19 23 21.19 
17 264 21.29 
18} 25 21.30 
19 uM 23. 63 
22 3 26. 68 
24 30 26.71 
18 26 21.57 
22 25} 23. 82 
204 25 22. 48 
233 243 24.14 
18 24 22. 62 





Says this author: 
The decline.in the receipts from 322,700,479 pounds in 1871 to 277,636,258 pounds 


in 1872 was due toa short crop in the whence the bulk of supplies 
came, and to the failure of the Java crop. On July 1 the remaining duty of 
3 cents was removed, and yet the average eae price of fair to prime Rio was 2} 
cents above that of 1871; Maracaibo and Laguayra averaged nearly 2 cents 
higher, while Java was 21.3 cents, as against 21.29 cents the year preceding, the 
lowest price being made in November, when it sold at 18} to 19} cents; the 
highest in January, when it was held at 23 to 25 cents. 


All through these reports, without regard to duty, it will be seen 
that the supply regulated the price, together with the manipulations 
of the syndicate under the control of the Portuguese importers and 
their agents in the city of New York. 

Now, Mr. President, take tea, to which the Senator from Vermont 
— the other day, and which is not under the control of any syndi- 
cate. 

Prices of tea in New York from June to December, 1872. 


[From Beebe & Brother’s Circular, New York.] 











*. _ - os > + 
: - oe ; 
Description, : . : Sia ut 
a ~ } S 
5 zg < a 6 Z 4A 
Green teas: Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. | Cents. 
Gunpowder ............} 72-108 | 57-92 | 55-88 | 55-85 | 55-85 55-83 53-85 
Young Hyson......... 45- 95 | 30-78 | 30-75 | 280-75 | 27-75 | 27=72 26-72 
SUITED dhchabipcentiicenians 52 85 | 35-70/ 35-70/ 32-65 | 32-65] 30-65 30-65 
Twankay ............... S4- 44 | 20-28! 20-27/| 20-27| 20-27| 20-27 20-27 
Oolong teas 
ee > ¥ 2¢-70 | 25-70 | 23-70 _ 20-60 | Noml. 
ceeeds toveeghbececese 26-60 | 25-55 2 
Co mp tr 21-50 | 20-50 1-55 
WAR. essectnes 29-70; 10-55; 10-55/ 10-55 | 10-55) 10-55 15-65 
TAPAN COR 0000000000 se0eds 45- 82 | 27-62) 25-58 | 25-55) 25-55 25-55 28-55 
* Duty paid, 15 cents. + Free. 


The price of tea has corresponded almost exactly with the removal 
of the importduty. I have here a communication in regard to coffee, 
made by an expert, a cof*ee merchant, and furnished to me at my re- 
quest. It is as follows: 


An examination of the course of prices of coffee in New York during the 
years 1870-1874 shows that the advance in prices, when the duty was reduced and 
removed, was due to other causes than the alteration of the tariff. 

Prices of coffee rose in 1870 from 10? cents in January to 17} cents in Decem- 
ber, following the natural law of supply and demand, consumption having in- 


creased while importations had diminished from 243,000,000 pounds in 1869 to 
235,000,000 in 1870. In January, 1871, the duty was reduced from 5 to 3 centa, and 
the immediate effect of the reduction was +o lower the price of coffee from 174 
cents to 153 cents. It remained at about this for the next six months, va- 
ring but slightly, and touching 15} cents in July, 1871. From this latter date 
there was a rapid and ae anane advance in consequence of a prob- 
able short a Brazil, from whence nearly all the coffee used in the 
United States is rted. 

In December, 1871, the price was 20} cents; in January, 1872, it was 21} cents. 
The arn ape me of3 cents was removed in July, 1872, and the immediate ef- 
fect of this ge in the tariff was to lower the price to 19} cents; short supply 
again counteracted the effect of the reduction of the duty and caused a further 
advance. During the years 1870 to 1874 the fluctuations in the average prices 
followed the supply, rising with a short production, or an anticipated short 
supply, falling with increased importations, or anticipated increased supply, 
speculation always exaggerating the fluctuations in one sense and the other. 
anaes —_ 5 cents, the average price was 16.33 cents, the importation 235,- 

unds. 


In 1871, duty 5 cents, the average price was 15.91 cents, the importation 317,- 
000,000 pounds; the price was lower because the supply was larger. 
In 1872, January to June, duty 3 cents, the average price was 19.48 cents; July 


to December, free, the average price was 17.27 cents; importations for the year 
were 273,000,000 pounds, Notwithstanding the reduction of 2 cents in the duty, 
prices for the first six months were higher by reason of asmaller supply ; when 
the duty was totally removed the average price shows a decline of 2.21 cents, as 
against 3 cents duty removed. 

In 1878, free, average price was 19.99 cents; the importation 266,000,000 pounds: 
showing an advance in price in consequence of reduced supply. 

In 1874, free, average price was 21.08 cents; the importation was 268,000,000 

unds, showing an advance in price because the supply was still short and 
had not kept pace with a consumption which, like the population, was steadily 
increasing. 

In 1875, free, average price was 18.87 cents; the importation 350,000,000 pounds; 
a decline had taken place, as the supply had largely increased. 

During these years fluctuations in prices were very great—much too great to 
be accounted for by the changes in the tariff—yet careful examination reveals 
the effect of these changes, temporarily lowering prices, although overcome by 
the speculative activity induced by actual and anticipated short supplies. In 
this connection I would call your attention to an article in the Nation for 
April 5, 1888. I would also remark that coffee has always been a very specula- 
tive commodity in New York; often !ocaland temporary causes affect the course 
of prices, and by disturbing the regularity of averages render it difficult to dis- 
cern the real influences at work, 

There are other articles of a staple nature which may be more profitably 
studied as being less liable to capricious and Speenhee disturbing causes. Tea 
is very ly consumed, and its prices are rarely affected by speculation or 
= influences; they follow very steadily the ordinary and regular laws of 
trade. 


The duty on tea, 15 cents per pound, was removed on July 1, 1872. The in- 
closed table shows the prices of various kinds and grades in New York from 
June to December, 1872, and it will be seen that the removal of the duty was 
followed immediately by a corresponding decline in prices—which decline was 
steadily maintained through thesucceeding months in the absence of any other 
important disturbing influence. 

My examination of this question with the authority of persons en- 
tirely disconnected from any political party, has been to the effect that 
coffee is an exception to the rule, and it is the only single article that 
the Senator from Vermont could have selected in all commerce that 
would seem for a single instant to bear out his conclusion that the con- 
sumer does not pay the import duty, or the largest portion of it, upon 
every article brought into this country. 

For the present, sir, until we reach the article of cotton goods, when 
I shall have something else to say upon the subject, I will close my 
remarks. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, it would afford me great gratitica- 
tion if the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] would indorse the whole 
of the speech from which he has read a portion, although I coniess to a 
degree of gratification that he indorses, as I assume he does, that part 
which he has had read from the Secretary’s desk. 

I said then that as to the cheaper fabrics which are manufactured in 
this country, in the cost of which manual labor plays an unimportant 
part, with the raw material produced here, we can compete with the 
world; and I repeat with emphasis that declaration. 

I wish to remark further that as to the South American states and 
Mexico, and the Central American states, those were the goods which 
they import for consumption, and I then regarded it as the duty of 
Congress to build upa foreign trade with those states in those products, 
and I do now. 

It is not unlikely that it would be well if in the preparation of a 
tariff bill we could so adjust the rates that as to such cheaper fabrics 
there should be a nominal duty, or none at all. I suppose our manu- 
facturers would be indifferent on that subject and I should be indiffer- 
ent, but the difficulty with reference to the construction of a tariff bill 
is that that is practically impossible, as the line is so shadowy between 
the lower-priced and the higher-priced goods. 

I said that I would be gratified if the Senator would indorse the whole 
argument from which he has read a part. Then I was in favor, as lam 
now, of fairly, adequately paying to our own steam-ship lines a just com- 
pensation for carrying American mails. For the purpose of striking 
down our trade, England and Germany would underbid our steam-ship 
lines with reference to the carrying of mails and practically carry them 
for nothing to destroy this commerce that I wanted to build up then and 
want to build up now; and the Senator from Missouri, in the interest— 
I do not mean to charge that he was interested, but the effect of his 
action was in the interest—of English and German manufacturers, re- 
sisted a proposition of that kind as he resists it now. 

We have been cited to free-trade England as an example for us to 
follow. Does not the Senator know that England to-day affords the 
highest protection of any nation upon the face of the earth to her man- 
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ufactarcrs? Perhaps I made that statement a little strong; I should 
say a very high protection to them. 2 

I have before me the amount which England appropriates for the sup- 
port of her army. The pay is simply nominal; the support is im the 
armament of her army, iron, steel, and clothing, England each year 
disburves for her own domestic army $90,000,000, and in British India 
$87,000,000 more to support her mdustries. 

I wil! call attention to the navy of England. She pays to her navy 
$54,600,000 a year to sustain her iren and steel industries and for the 
clothing that is eonsumed by the men im the serviee. 

But I will go to that particular branch of the service that I was dis- 
cussing at the time when I made the speech from which the Senator 
has quoted. 

Mr. VEST. I do not wish to interrupt my friend from New York, 
but he says, as I understand him, that he still adheres to what he 
stated in that speech. 

Mr. HISCOCK. [ have repeated it with emphasis here. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator if he now deliberately affirms 
that— 

As to all fabrics, iron, steel, wood, and leather goods, } made by machin- 
ery,and in whieh manual labor is comparatively a small element, we need no 
protection whatever. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said that, and I repeat it new, not as to all pro- 
ductions, but as to those in which machinery plays the most important 

rt and manual labor an insignificant part. It is possible that could 
on been made @ little clearer, and I think if the Senator will consult 
the speech as it is reported in the Rrcorp, he will find that there was 
a semicolon instead of a period at that point. But if he will read the 
whole speech there will be no question about what I meant—nene what- 
ever. I had emphasized that the cheaper fabrics which we are export- 
ing—heots and shoes, which are made entirely by machinery, or prac- 
tically so, and cheap eotton fubrics and cheup woolen fabries need no 
protection. As to them what I said them was true, and the Senator 
can not read that speech without clearly comprehending what I meant, 
and I believe that I said what I meant. There is no chance for any 
mistake in reference te my meaning and the line ef my argument. 

But again, we will take the protection which is given by England, 
to which I referred in that same speech: 


Tuke the Peninsular and Oriental Company, engaged inthe trade with Japan 
and China. That line includes 664,874 miles of travel per year; and the gross 


amount paid by Englend is $2,250,000, being at the rate of $3.38 per mile. The 
same rate, if paid to the Pacific Mail a Company, would yield $517,140. 
Under this amendment of the Senate, which they tell us subsidizes the Pacific 


Mai! Steam-ship Company, that company will receive $76,800 as against $2,250,000 
paid for similar service to rival lines. 

And yet that provision was resisted in the interest of free trade as 
against this protection afferded by our great competitor in the markets 
of the werild. 


Take the Peninsular and Oriental Company's line to Australia and the Straits 
colonies, running annually 145,600 mites, Thatcompany receives the sum 
of $650,000, being at the rate of $4.19a mile. The Pacific Mal Steam-ship Com- 
pany, if paid at the same rate, would receive $642,048, but under the Senate 
amendment will receive $112,500, 


And yet on the line of the resistance to this bill the other side of the 
Chamber almost solidly voted to sustain England in this subsidizing of 
her lines as against our steam-ship Lines. 

Take the Royal Mail, running to Central Amerien and the east coast of South 
America. For 480,960 miles annually traveled that line receives $495,000, bei: 
at the rate of $1.03 a mile. Thesame rate paid to the American line which wou 
compete with this foreign line would yield $135,960. 

‘The measure which was resisted, and which I was arguing in faver 
of, would have given to our American steam-ships the sum of $66,000. 

Mr. President, it is not clear evenas to these cheap goods we cam ex- 
port that it would be the part of wisdom to strike down the protection 
that is afforded them. It may well be argued that retaining for them 
the contrel of the American market—and is ample eompetition in 
their production here—would enable them more successfully as to their 
surplus to compete with the fureign manufacturers. 

Germany has. a high protective tariff, and what is the result? Her 
market is held for her home production, and her surplus is.sent to the 
markets of the world; and it is patent to-day that with her 
free-trade tariff is suffering under the competition that has to meet 
with the surplus production ef Germany. 

I find this in a paper which has been laid on my desk: 


Loxpon, December 19. 
The Manchester Chamber of Commerce, by av. overwhelming majority, has 
— a resalution holding that all foreign goods similar to these in 
gland eee ee the same jon of the imperial and local taxation 
which they would have paid they been manufactured in Great Britain. 
But the policy of the other side of the Chamber is to make our do- 
mestic manufacturers pay all these taxes. Their argument is upon that 
line, that they should pay all the taxes, local, State, and national, and 
thas goods produced abroad should be let in here to free competition 
with them. I understand of course that in the amendments which are 
moved they do not go to that extent, but the logic of the argument 
that is made on the other side does go to the full extent of imposing all 
these burdens of taxation upon the somnantie manufacturer and giving 
free competition to the products of Germany and of England. 
As I said @ little while ago, it may well be argued that the policy of 


is the wisest. I think it has done as much to reduce the 
price of her ucts in the markets of the world as anything that has 
oceurred. Take sugar to illustrate it. With her high protective tariff 
and with her bounty, her sugar manufacturers holding the Gefman 
market and selling the surplus abroad, she has forced that necessity 
down to a peint heretofore unknown in the history of the markets of 
that empire; and it may well be argued that it is the true policy for 
any nation and for every nation te hold her markets for her own people. 
They may depend upon them thoroughly for their support to employ 
their own labor in and about them and their own capital in and about 
them and send their surplus into the commerce of the world. 

I believe that in this country we should not need or require the pro- 
tective duties which are imposed if that same tal aid was 
extended by this country to her industries that isextended by France, 
Germany, and Great Britain te theirs. I called the attention of the 
Senate a moment ago to the vast sum which is expended by England 
every year upon her army and navy, coupled with the bounties which 
she pays to her steam-ship lines, that they may find all the marketsin 
all the islands and in all the ports onall the coasts of theseas. If the 
same national policy characterized the American Government, it would 
do very much to reduce the necessity for what are styled protective 
duties upon the other side of the Chamber; and I hope when we shall 
have finished the consideration of this bill, and it shall have become 
the law of the land, that the Senator from Missouri will co-operate 
with me in a policy that will enable us to build upa merchant marine 
between this nation and those nations where there is a demand for the 
products of our factories and the products of our shops and the prod- 
ucts of our farms. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, we have before us now ‘‘the cotton and 
manufactures of cotton schedule,’’ and I desize to speak very briefly 
upon that subject. 

T hold in my hand a table compiled from the United States Census 
Report for 1889 by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, which places 
the per cent. ef wages paid to employés in the cotton manufaeture at 
21.62 per cent. The meaning of the statement is that in every $100 
worth of manufactured cotton goods there are $21.62 paid ont for 
wages in the manufacture thereof. 

Assuming what is incontestably true, that the duty imposed on the 
foreign article of the same character imported into this country isadded 
to the price of the domestic article here; the duty ef 40.17 per cent. 
added to the domestie article, which is the average duty on cotten 
manufactures, will pay back every dollar of the wages paid out for the 
manufacture of the cotton and leave to the manufacturer the difference 
between 21.62 and 40.17 per eent. of duty for his profit. 

Mr. CHACE. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. CHACE. Do I understand the Senator to say that this percent- 
age of the amount of labor is from the Census ? 

Mr. COKE. I have the certificate of William PF. Switzler, Chief of 
the Bureau ef Statistics, that this table is compiled from the census re- 

of 1880. 

Mr. CHACE. Does Mr. Switzler say that that table comprises, as 
the Senator says in his emphatic way, all the wages paid in the manu- 
facture of cotton ? 

Mr. COKE. Hedoes. I will read the statement in full. 

He gives the capital employed in the manufacture of cotton as $219, - 
504,794; value of materials, $113,765,537; totalamount paid in wages 
during the year, $45,614,419; value of products, $210,950,383; per 
cent. of materi 53.93; per cent. of wages, 21.62. 

Mr. CHACE. The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics does not say 
that that is all the money paid for labor and services im the business. 

Mr. COKE. When he is called on for astatement covering the whole 
question he gives that as the entire amount of money paid out in 

. His statement is full, clear, and explicit. 

Mr. CHACE. I ask the Senator from Texas if he has examined the 
report on eotton manufactures in the Tenth Census? 

Mr. COKE. I will say tetheSenator from Rhode Island that I have 
been content with the official statement and certificate of the Chief of 
the Bureavof Statistics, whose business it is te know about this. 

Mr. CHACE. Does not the Senator know that in the preliminary 
article (which, by the way, was written and prepared by one of the 
most pro free-traders in this country, Edward Atkinson), he 
says distinctly that they have purposely left all the administrative la- 
bor out of the labor reports, so that ies can not figure from figures 
im the census the profits of the business or the proportion of 
and labor? If the Senator does not know that fact, I can tell him that 
it is the fact, and if he will turn to the preliminary essay in that 
volume of the Census he will find it to be as I tell him. So these 
figures are not a statement of all the money paid for services in the 
manufacture of cotton. 

Mr. COKE. The statement I read from is certainly a statement of 
the wages paid in the manufacture of cotton cloths, all the wages, and 
the wage question is the one I am dealing with. 

Mr. CE. I beg the Senator’s parden. Does that say ‘all of 
the wages?’’ 

Mr. COKE. Thatis exactly whatitdoessay. Itis astatement—— 








1888. 


Mr. CHACE. I think the Senator is mistaken. I think it does not 
state that it is ‘‘all the wages.’”’ I think it simply quotes what the 
Census report says. 

Mr. COKE. I have read the statement and am not mistaken. 

I referred the other day to a statement made by the Hon. H. C. Bur- 
chard, of Illinois, in a speech made in the House of Representatives in 
1878, in which he makes astatement on the same subject, and he places 
the per cent. of the paid out in the manufactureof textiles, which 
includes the cloths about which we are now ing, at 19.8 per 
cent. Mr. Switzler places it at 21.62 per cent. Mr. Switzler’s es- 
timate is a more liberal one than Mr. Burchard’s. Mr. Burchard was 
a blican. His speech is very able and exhaustive. 
He was catechised and questioned during its delivery from all sides of 
the House, but main himself handsomely in the propositions 
which he made. 

Here are two statements—one an official statement by the Chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics, and the other by Mr. Burchard, who, I will 
remark, was afterwards appointed Director of the Mint by a Repub- 
lican President—beth of them to the fact that these amounts 
represented all the wages paid out in all cotton manufactures. Now, I 
desire to call attention to a statement made by Mr. Blaine, when Sec- 

of State, on this subject. We have heard itstated here in every 

ible form that the tariff is for the protection of American labor; that 

it is for the benefit of the American workingman. It has been stated 

on this floor, and Mr. Blaine and other Republican erators stated it in 

the canvass, that capital could take care of itself and needs no protec- 

tion; that were it not for the interest of the workingman we could have 
free trade 

The amount of certified to by the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics as paid out to the laborer in cotton manufacture, is 21.62 per 
cent., while the duty under the existing law is 40.17 per cent., and 
under the Senate bill we are now discussing it is raised very consider- 
ably. A duty of 21.62 per cent. would pay back to the manufacturer 
every dollar he pays out for wages in the man of cotton, will 
pay back not only the difference between American and foreign wages, 
but pay back to the manufacturer every dollar and every y that 
he pays out for wages. And yet Senators on the other side are not 
content to allow the law to remain where it is, at 40.17 per cent., but 
in this bill they have raised the duty and imereased the already ex- 
erbitant prefits ef the manufacturer, while the laboring man has no 
assurance that he will reeeive anything mere than the 21.62 per cent. 
certified to officially as the percentage of wages paid ont in cotton 
manufactures. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Texas yield to 
the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. COKE. I desire to call a to an extract from the letter 
of Mr. Blaine, when Secretary of State, introductory to the report of 
consuls in Europe en the cotten-geods trade of the world, dated June 
25, 188i. He said, om page 95 of that report: 

In commenting on the strikes then imminent in Manchester, Consu! Shaw, in 
the report transmitting the foregoing table, says: 

Now I call especial attention to this: 


“The plea that the faetory operatives are now receiving higher wages in pro- 
portion to the time ad Gao operatives is urgently made by 
manufacturers here, and this, with increasing financial distress among 


mill-ownerg, is gradually allaying the discontent among operatives. 


Consul Shaw, at Manchester, says that the mill-owners are allaying 
the discontent the by showing that they are receiv- 
ing better wages than American operatives reeeive in American 
mills. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to know whether the Senater believes 
that or makes that assertion broadly. Was that.in England generally, 
or is it true now that they receive better wages than our people do ? 

-m COKE. Iam stating what Mr. Secretary Blaine said in his re- 


vb HAWLEY. I understood the Senaier te be reading from Con- 
Mr. COKE. Mr. Blaine recites-the statement of Consul Shaw at 
Manchester. Now I will proceed. That is what Mr. Blaine said: 


The hours of labor in the Lancashire mills are fifty-six, in the Massachusetts 
mills sixty per week. The hoursof labor in the milisin the other New England 
States, w wages are less than in Massachusetts, are usually 
atzt-aiee to sixty-nine per 

The hours of labor are longer im the Massachusetts mills than in the 
Lancashire mills. 

He proceeds: 


Undoubtedly the inequalities in the wagesof English and American operatives 
are more thaa equalized by the greater efficiency of the latter and their longer 
hours of labor. If this eheuld prove to be a fact in practice, as it seems to be 
ttn en from official statistics, it poger be a very Sr cae cee in the estab- 
ishment of our ability to compete with the cotton- 

goods trade of the the world. 


That is Mr. Blaine. He said farther: 


Iu the two prime factors which may be said to form the basis of the cotton- 

, namely, raw material and labor, we hold the advan- 

tage over England in the first, and stand upon an equality with her in thesecond, 
Ms aving the raw material at our doors, it follows that wesheuld be able to con- 
vert it into manufactures, all things else being equal, with more economy and 
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facility than cam be done by England, which imports our cotton and then manu- 
factures it in her mills. ae of handling, ion, and commis- 
sion must be an important item in this as compared with our turning in 
the fiber from our eeiton-fields te our millsand shipping it in the advanced form 
of manufactured goods, Add to this the secondary fact that it costs us no more 
to handle and manufacture the same than it costs nm Engiand, and we stand on 
an undoubted equality thus far in the race of competition. 


That is the language of Mr. Blaine, and with 40 per cent. and more of 
duty under existing law the bill now before the Senate, in the face of this 
admission, increases the duty upen cotton goods. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to ask a question for information. I was 
not quite sure whether what the Senator was reading was what Mr. 
Blaine said or what a consul said in his report to the Secretary of 
State. 


Mr. COKE. I have read what Mr. Blaine said. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Not the consul? 
Mr. COKE. Not the consul, beeause the quotation from the consu- 


lar report is in quotation marks here. Here is what was said by the 
distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] when he was Sec- 
retary of State. In a letter, transmitting the consular reports on the 
state of laber in Europe, Mr. Secretary Evarts, in an enumeration of 
his conclusions drawn from these reports, on page 36, says: 

9. That the average American workman performs from one and a half to 
twice as much work as the average European workman. This is so important 
a point in connection with our ability to compete with the cheap manufactures 
ef Europe, and it seems on first thought se strange that I will trouble you with 
somewhat lengthy quotatiens from the reports in support thercof. 

He proceeds to make the quotations, and establishes conclusively the 
truth ef his proposition. 

Mr. President, here is the statement of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics officially certified; here is distinguished Republican authority, 
to wit, the statement of Mr. Burehard as to the per cent. of wages paid 
out in cotton manufactures; here isthe testimony of the distinguished 
senior Senator from New York [ Mr. EvARts] that the American laborer 
performs from one and a half to twice as much work as the average 
European workman; here is the testimony of Mr. Blaine’s report that 
the hours of work in the Massachusetts mills are greater in number 
than in the English mills; and here is the statement of Mr. Blaine 
that the inequalities in the wages of English and American operatives 
are more than equalized by the greater efficiency and the longer hours 
of labor here. And yet in the face of facts like these, Republican Sen- 
ators, in a bill professing to reduce taxation and revenueand to be framed 
solely in the interest of the American workingman, have largely in- 
creased the duty on cotton manufactures. When we are told that the 
workingman is the sole beneficiary of the protective tariff and we point 
to tire fact that he reeeives only 21 per cent. of the 50 per cent. of the 
tariff tax levied in his name, we are met with all sorts of evasion and 
every form of sophistry that ingenuity can invent. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal here about the American 
workingman. We had a fancy pieture painted here of his condition 
by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] a day or two ago. I 
have a picture of the condition of some of the workingmen engaged in 
the cotton-manufacturing industry which I find in a report made by 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR], chairman of the com- 
mittee which took a large mass of testimony on this and other subjects, 
and I desire to lay it before the Senate, and for that. purpose to read 
the testimony of Thomas O’ Donnell, found in the first volume of the 
testimony, commencing on page 451: 

Thomas O'Donnell examined. 

& ~ cs e 
LIFE OF A MULE-SPENNER. 

Q. What is your business? 

A. Tam amule-spinner by trade. 
this country—eleven years. 

Q. Areyou a married man? 

A. Yes, sir; Iam a married man; have a wife and two children. I am not 
very well educated. I went to work when I was young, and have been work- 
ing ever since in the eoettem business; went to work when | was about eight or 
nine years old. I was going te state how I live. My children get along very 
well in summer time,on account of net having te buy fuel or shoes or one 
thing and anether. I earn $1.50a day and can’t afford to pay very big house 
rent. I pay $1.50 a week rent, which comes to about $6 a month. 

Q. That is, you pay this where you are at Fall River? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you have work right along? 

A. No, sir; sincethat strike we had down in Fall River about three years ago 
TI have not much more than half the time, and that has brenght my cir- 
cumstances down very much. 

Q. Why have you not worked more than half the time since then? 

A. Well, at Fall River if a man bas not got a boy to act as “back-boy ”’ it is 
very hard for him to getalong. Ina great many cases they discharge men in 
°° work and put in men who have boys. 

. Men who ice boys of their own? 
. Men who have boysof their own capable enough to work in a mill, te earn 
206 or 40 cents a day. 
* = 


TE have worked at it since I have been in 


+ ~ * * a 


ONE DOLLAR AND A HALF A DAY FOR NINE MONTHS TO SUPPORT SIX 
TWELVE MONTHS. 

1 have a brother w ho has four children, besides his wifeand himself. All he 
earns is $1.50a day. He works in the iron Ww orks at Fall River. Heonly works 
about nine months eut of twelve. There is generally about three months of 
stoppage, taking the year right through, and his wife and his family all have 
to be su d for a year out of the wages of nine months—$1.5v a day for ninc 
months out of the twelve to support six ef them. 


I will state that the report of Mr. Carroll D. Wright upon the indns- 
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tries of Massachusetts, made several months ago, shows that there was 
an average of four months in the year for which he was reporting when 
one-third of the labor of Massachusetts was unemployed; and this state- 
ment of O’Donnell is corroborated by the statementof Mr. Carroll D. 
Wright. 

It does not stand to reason that those children and he himself can have natural 


food or be naturally dressed. His children are often sick and he has to call in 
doctors. That is always hanging over him and is a greatexpense to him. And 
then if be does not pay the bill the trustee law comes on him. That isa thing 


that is not properly looked after. A man told me the other day that he was 
trusteed for $1.75, and I understood that there was a law in this State that a man 
could not be trusteed for less than $10, Itseemsto methere is something wrong 
in the Government somewhere; where it is I can’t tell. 

Q. How much money have you got? 
A. [have notgota centinthe house; didn’t have when I came out this morn- 


. How much money have you had within three months? 

A. I have had about $16 inside of three months. 

Q. Is that all you have had within the last three months to live on? 

A. Yes; $16. 

SUPPORTIY< A FAMILY ON $133 A YEAR. 

Q. How much have ;ou had wi\hin a year? 

A. Since Thanksgi-ing I happened to get work in the Crescent Mill and 
worked there exactly thirteen weeks. I got just $1.50aday, with the exception 
of a few days that I lost—because in following upmule-spinning you are obliged 
to lose a day once in a while; you can’t follow it up regularly. 

Q. Thirteen weeks would be seventy-eight days, and, at $1.50 a day, that would 
make $117, less whatever time you lost. 

A. Yes. I worked thirteen weeks there and ten days in another place, and 
then there was a dollar fF got this week, Wednesday. 

Q. Taking a full year back can you tell how sone you have had? 

A. That would be about fifteen weeks’ work. Last winter, as I told you, I 
got in, and I worked up to about somewhere around Fast day, or maybe New 
Year's day; anyway, Mr. Howard has it down on his record, if you wish to 
have an exact answer to that question ; he can answer it better than I can, be- 
canse we have a sort of union there to keep ourselves together. 

Q. Do you think you have had $150 within a year? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Have ros had $125? 

A. Well, l could figure it up if I had time. The thirteen weeks is all I have 
had. 

. Raton weeks and the $16 you have mentioned? 

. Yes, sir. 

; ag oe be somewhere about $133, if you have not lost any time? 

. Yes, sir. 

. That is all you have had? 

. Yes, sir. 

. To support yourself and wife and two children? 

. Yes, sir. 

; ere had any help from outside? 

. XO, Sir. 

.. Do you mean that yourself and wife and two children have had nothing 
but that for all this time? 

A. That is all, I got a couple dollars’ worth of coal last winter, and the 


weer I picked up myself. I goesaround with a shovel and picks up clams and 
Wo ° 


OPOPrLopOorOre& 


= 


DIGGING CLAMS TO EKE OUT AN EXISTENCE. 


Q. What do you do with the clams? 
A, We eatthem. I don’t get them tosell, but just toeat,forthefamily. That 
is the way my brother lives, too, mostly. He lives close by us. 
Q. How many live in that way down there? 
A. I couid not count them, they are so numerous, I suppose there are one 
thousand down there. 
@. A thousand that live on $150 a year? 
. They live on less. 
. Less than that? 
. Yes; they live on less than I do. 
How long has that been so? 
. ees so since I have been married. 
. How long is that? 
. Six years this month. 
. Why do you not go West on a farm? 
. How could I go, walk it? 


TOO POOR TO GO WEST. 


Q. Well, I want to know bb pew do not goout West on a $2,000 farm, or take 
up a homestead and break it and work it up, and then have it for yourself and 


family? 

A. i can't see how I could get out West. I have got nothing to go with. 

Q. it would not cost you over $1,500, 

A. Well, I never saw over a $20 bill, and that is when I have been getting a 
month’s pay at once. Ifsome one would give me $1,500 I will go. 

Q. Is there any prospect that anybody will do that? 

A, I don’t know of anybody that would. 

Q. You say you think there are a thousand men or so with their families that 
live in that way in Fall River? 

A. Yea,sir; and I know many ofthem. They are around there by the score. 
You can see them every day; and I am sure of it because men tell me. 

Q. Are you a good workman? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Were you ever turned off because of misconduct or incapacity or unfitness 
for work? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Or because you did bad work ? 

A. No, sir, 

Q. Or because you made trouble among the help? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Did youever have any personal trouble with an employer? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. You have not anything now, you say ? 

A. No, sir. 

Q. Tow old are you? 

A. About thirty. 

Q. Is your health good? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What would you work for if you could get work right along; if you could 
be sure to have it for five years, staying right where you are? 

A. Well, if 1 was where my family could be with me, and I could have work 
every day, I would take $1.50 and be giad to. 

«2. One dollar and fifty centsa day, with three hundred days to the year, would 
make more than you make now in three or four years, would it not? 


> 


pPOr>OrOr>O 


ONLY A DOLLAR'S WORTH OF COAL IN TEN MONTHS. 


A. Well, I would have no opportunity then to pick up clams, I have had ne 
coal except one doliar’s worth since last Christmas, - 

Q. When do the clams give out? 

A. They give out in winter. 

Q. You spoke of fuel—what do you have for fuel? 

A. Wood and coal. 

Q. Where does the wood come from? 

A. I pick it up. around the shore, any old | home Isee around that are not good 
for anything. There are many more that do the same thing. 

Q. Do you get meat to live on much? 

A. Very seldom. 

Q. What kinds of meat do you get for your family? 

A. Well, once in awhile we get.a piece of pork and some clams and make a 


clam-chowder. That makes a very good meal. We sometimes get a piece of 
corn beef or something like that. 

Q. Have you had any fresh beef within a month? 

A. Yes; we had a piece of porksteak for four of us yesterday. 

Q. Have you had any beef within a month? 

A, No, sir; I was invited to a man’s house on Sunday. He wanted me to go 
up to his house, and we had a dinner of roast pork. 

Q. That was an invitation out; but I mean have you had any beefsteak in 
your own family, of oe own purchase, within a month? 

A. Yes; there was half a pound or a pound, one Sunday, I think it was. 

Q. en only a pound or half a pound on Sunday? 

A. That is all. 


The Senator from Vermont certainly differs very widely from this 

witness in his statement of the condition of the American workingman. 

Q. Have you had only a pound or half a pound on Sunday? 

A. That is all. 

Q. A half pound of pork? 

A. Yes. About 2 pounds of pork I guess we have had in the month, to make 
clam-chowder with, and sometimes to fry a bit. 

> a = are four of you in the family? 

- Yes, sir. 

Q. How many pounds of beefsteak have Re had in your family, that you 

bought for your own home consumption, within this year that we have been 


speaking of? 
A. I don’t think there has been 5 pounds of beefsteak. 


And he had just stated that he had about 4 pounds of pork. 


Q. You have had a little porksteak? 


A. We had half a pound of porksteak yesterday; I don’t know when we bad 
any before. 


. What other kinds of meat have you had within a year? 


A. Well, we have had corn-beef twice, I think, that I can remember this year— 
on Sunday, for dinner. 


Q. Twice is all that you can remember within a year? 

A. Yes—and some 

Q. What have you eaten 

A. Well, bi mostly, when we could get it; we sometimes couldn't make 
out to get that, and have had to go withou a@ meal. 

Q. there been any day in the year that you have had to go without any- 


thing to eat? 
es, sir; several days. 


A. 

2 eee ay ma eaat 
. o. 

> =ew about the children and your wife—did they go without anything to 

eat, too 

THE CHILDREN CRYING FOR FOOD. 


A. My wife went out this morning and went toa napa and got a loaf of 
bread and fetched it home, and w: she got home children were crying 
for something to eat. 
Q. Have the children had ongtns to eat to-day except that, do 
A. They had that loaf of bread; I don’t know what they have 
if ~ had anything. 
Q. 2 you leave any money at home? 


A. No, sir. 

Q. If that loaf is gone, is there an in the house? 

A. No, sir; unless my wife out something; I don’t know who 
would mind the children w she ow 

2. sas Sane mena eh ee with? 

0, sir. 

Q. Have the children e without a meal at any time during the year? 

> Shay hams gene Without! byend seece Gage, ut we have sometimes got 

and made porridge of it. 
What kind of meal? 


times Indian meal, and sometimes oatmeal. 
stirred up in hot water? 


sir. 
cold weather down there now? 
very cold now. 


SCANT CLOTHING IN COLD WEATHER. 


hat have the children got on in the way of clothing? 
oe Seen eS ne a eae are beginn 
y. One one shoe on, a very one, and a 
icked somewhere. Was cthee bad two 24a chomnce with Gabadd con 
e got cold and is sickly now. ; 
Deed cus ctackinan, test his ¢ t th ‘h them, for there is ee 
e leet comes throug’ , for a 
in the bottom of the shoe. 
Q. What have they got on the rest of their person? 
A. Well, they have a little calico shirt—what should be a shirt; it is sewed up 
in some shape—and one little petticoat, and a kind of little dress. 
Q. How many dresses has your wife ? 
She has got one since she was 


u think? 
since then, 
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comes back she takes it off, 
it is pretty near as good now as when she bought it. 

The man has two children and his wife has had one dress since he 
married her—six years! 
2 he een ge tages to ge tot 
cnr mnamuay Gceaste extite teams thekteas deat 

she one here three months ago. 

Q. What did it cost? 

A, Beene to make it, and I guess about a dollar for the stuff, as near as I 
"GQ. The dress cost $2? 
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Q. What else has she? 


A. Well, she hasan undershirt that she 


t given to her, and she has an old 
wares which is about a mile too big for 


er; somebody gave it to her. 


, 
Q. She did not buy it? 
A. No; that is all that I know that she has. 
Q. You have had $1 or $2 worth of coal last winter? 
A. I think it was a quarter of a ton, and I believe it was $2.25 worth. 
Q. Is that all you have had? 
A. That is all I had last winter. All the rest I picked up—wood. 
Q. Did you try to work? 
A. I was working winter. 


Q. You say that a many others are situated just like hg are? : 

A. Yes,sir; Ishould say as many as a thousand down in Fall River are just 
in the same shape, if not wee: mewn Oey ro. Se meant 
is woshar ast Fn Be dy Succ. There is an orvaliow of labor in Fall River. 

That is the protected American workingman, to pay whom and to 
support whose family the American people are taxed an average of 47 
per cent. upon everything they eat, drink, or wear, and even upon the 
grave-clothes of the dead. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. COKE. I should prefer not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas declines to 


yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. I took that testimony, I drew out those facts, and I 
asked those questions—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas declines to 
yield. 


Mr. COKE. Isuppose I must yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. I examined that witness. I have no doubt he told 
the truth. It was a case of most pitiable distress. It was an illustra- 
tion of many other cases. The witness was brought before the com- 
mittee in the autumn of 1883 at Boston, by Mr. Howard, a State sen- 
ator of Massachusetts, who resided in Fall River and produced this 
witness before the committee. He truly described his situation as one 
of great hardship, as was proved by his appearance, and I have no doubt 
of the truth of what he said. 

It was also the fact that the agitation on the tariff that year and im- 
mediately previous and about that time had produced considerable 
dearth of labor and a feeling of uncertainty among the manufacturers 
of the North, and employment was unusually scarce and labor of course 
was unusually abundant. The agitation for the reduction of the tariff 
was what largely had thrown these people out of employment. The 
evidence before the committee indicated that that condition of unrest 
and uncertainty had much to do, as I think, with the condition of that 
man at that time. 

But, sir, that is not all. That does not wholly account for all the 
facts there stated. There was at the North at that time, and there is 
now, a class of men who find great difficulty in getting a living, who 
suffer much, and as the industries of the North are disturbed by the 
proposition to give the work of America to foreigners their distress in- 
creases. The Senator ought to understand that the destruction of the 
commercial or the industrial system of the East by the reduction of 
the tariff on which it is now based oaly adds to the misery and desti- 
tution of the class of men whose testimony has been read on this occa- 
sion. 

In the progress of the examination it was designed to force from the 
witness the exact description of his condition; and where he is ques- 
tioned with reference to the purchase of a farm out West, and all that, 
the questions must not be understood, as some dull-witted people seem 
to have understood them, as being asked with any other than the pur- 
pose of developing the utter absurdity of the recommendation of many 
well-to-do e in this country that these poor folks go West, or go 
elsewhere, and establish themselves on farms, aad thus lay the founda- 
tions of fortunes, and of happiness and protection to their families, and 
the families of the future, when they can not get a single meal of 
victuals or a single suit of clothing, and can not get a mile from their 
homes without the assistance of society. 

I wished to make that explanation with reference to the form of the 
questions. 

Mr. COKE. The witness states that he was in this condition some 
six years. It was no new thing, it was no unusual thing, and his tes- 
Wag accords exactly in one particular with that of Mr. Carroll D. 

rat. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator tell me where this man resided ? 

Mr. COKE. At Fall River. 

Mr. DAWES. In my State? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir; in Massachusetts. His statement accords 
with that of Mr. Carroll D. Wright in his report on the statistics of 
labor in the State of Massachusetts published in December, 1887. He 
says, on page 294 of that report: 

As to the essential result of this investigation, it may be stated, then, that out of 


& total of 816,470 persons employed in 1 occupations in this State 251,539, 
on ane Poreant., wees unemployed at occupation, on an average, 


census year, the average unemployment for persons en- 
, pure and being 3.90 months; in short, that about 
one-third of the total persons e: in remunerative labor were unemployed 
at their principal occupation for about one-third of the working time. 


Mr. President, there is nothing transitory about this; there is noth- 


ing unusual about this. This man O’Donnell says that for six years 
his wife had had but one dress; for six years he had lived on abouf 
$133 a year with his wife and two children. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Upon what does the Senator base his statement that 
it is not an unusual occurrence? 

Mr. COKE. Because the witness says so in histestimony. He said 
there were at least one thousand people in Fall River in as bad or 
worse fix than himself. 

Mr. HOAR. Because he says so. 
ing it. 

Mr. DAWES. Wiil the Senator allow me to call his attention—— 

Mr. COKE. I should prefer not to be interrupted. 

Mr. DAWES. I merely wish to call the Senator’s attention to an- 
other table of statistics of Carroll D. Wright in reference te the Massa- 
chusetts employés in connection with that. 

Mr. COKE. That is a different matter entirely. 

Mr. DAWES. My idea is that it bears directiy upon the Senator’s 
speech; but I will not interrupt him if he would rather not. 

Mr. COKE. I will yield if the Senator wishes. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no doubt that there are instances of suffer- 
ing and hardship owing to the difficulty of obtaining employment in 
Massachusetts as well as in all the other States. The question is not 
whether there are such cases as that, but what is the best remedy, 
whether it is to furnish employment or to take employment away from 
those who need it. 

The general condition of the wage-earners of Massachusetts has been 
stated by Mr. Carroll D. Wright in this way: The savings-banks of 
Massachusetts have deposited in them $315,000,000—more money than 
there is in the Treasury of the United States—and Mr. Carroll D. Wright 
says that 75 per cent. thereof is the deposit of wage-earners. 

Mr. COKE. What per cent.? 

Mr. DAWES. Seventy-five per cent. of it is the deposit of wage- 
earners from week to week and month to month, the result of their 
earnings in and about our manufacturing establishments. I want that 
to go along with these instances of hardship and suffering which the 
Senator has: produced. 

Mr.COKE. Iam entirely willing that the Senator should putin any 
statement here that will ameliorate and modify this testimony, as this 
is a very bad statement. 

This man subsisted with his wife and two children on $133 a year. 
He eked out a subsistence by digging clams out of the river bed at Fall 
River and by picking up drift-wood, and when asked how many per- 
sons were situated as he was and living as helived in Fall River, he said 
there could not be less than a thousand. It was a general condition. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, the Senator is quite wrong about that. 

Mr. COKE. That is what the witness said. 

Mr. BLAIR. It isnot a general condition. 
inhabitants, very largely operatives. 

Mr. COKE. A thousand of the operatives living in that condition 
would make it pretty general, I submit. 

Mr. BLAIR. A thousand people living in that condition! He 
speaks of his brother, who, he says, was not anoperative. The Senator 
would introduce a theory or a practice which would deprive them of the 
little work they now have. 

Mr. COKE. Here is what he said: 

Q. You say that a good many others are stented Sot like you are? 5 

A. Yes, sir; I should say as many as a thousand down in Fall River are just 
in the same shape, if not worse; though they can’t be much worse. 

That is the statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. He does not say they are all operatives. 

Mr. COKE. It is not alone at Fall River. This is in the cotton- 
manufacturing business. But here, from the same report, is testimony 
taken by the Senator from New Hampshire as to the condition of the 
coal-miners in Pennsylvania. They are protected just as the cotton 
operatives are protected. 

Mr. BLAIR. They are not protected enough, either of them. 

Mr.COKE, As to the condition of the Pennsylvania coal-miners I 
have here the testimony of Mr. John Jarrett, a citizen of Sharon, Pa., 
and at that time president of the Amal ted Associationof Iron and 
Steel Workers of the United States, in which he says: 


CONDITION OF THE PENNSYLVANIA COAL-MINERS. 


Q. Do you know anything about the condition of the workingmen in other 
trades than your own? ‘ 

A. I have not given that subject one-tenth of the attention that I have given 
to the condition of the workers in my own trade. _ : : 

Q. Do you know anything about the condition of the men who mine the iron? 

A. I do, sir; did you say the coal-miners ? 

Q. The men who mine the iron and coal? — ; 

A. Well, coal-mining in Pennsylvania, in my opinion, is a more important 
interest than ore-mining, and the condition of the coal-miners in the State of 
Pennsylvania is pitiable, miserable. 

Q. How many of them do you think there are’? 

A. There must be at least ninety thousand coal-miners in Pennsylvania. 

Q. Do you mean heads of families or workers altogether? 

A. I would assume that there would be among them about sixty thousand 
heads of families. 

@. a say their condition is pitiable and miserable; how so, and how much 
so is it? 


I thought it was the Senator say- 


Fall River has 50,000 
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A. It is because the wages of coal-miners are too low. They are ill-paid. 
Then, too, they suffer from the truck system. Under that system they pay 100 
per cent. more for what they buy than our people do. Then the houses they 
live in are extremely miserable. If I feel particularly for any branch of labor 
in this country it is the poor coal-miner. He risks his life day after day for a 
mere p ery time he departs from the light of day he does not know 
whether he will « ee itagain. And while in some branches it does not re- 
quire much skill to be a miner, in others it does, anid I think the coal-miner 
oOuzlit to be better paid, better clothed, better housed, and better fed than he is, 


THE ENGLISH MINERS BETTER OFF. 
@. Have you been 
ij. 368, & 


among those miners? 
and from my experience among the coal-miners in England I 
| they are really better eared for there than are the coal-miners in 


the United States. I do not say that the English minergets as much money for 
his labor, but he is better cared for. 


Q. De you mean that he has more comfort during the year? 
A. Yes, sir; the government there has taken care to make very stringent 
laws for the protection of the miners. The colliery laws control all the mines 


there, and I think it is the duty of our Government here to make equally strict 
laws to apply to that subject. 


By Mr. Can 
Q. Of what nature are those laws? 
A. Weil, they constitute a general shield of protection thrown around the 


workingman, by which many of the evils to which he is subject in his calling 
are obviated, 


Q. Give us some idea of the provisions of those laws. 

A, Well, they have regular men that go to examine into the condition of the 

mines before the men can goto work; these examiners have to go in every morn- 

. ing immediately before the men go into the mines, tosee that they are in fit con- 
dition. Then the truck system has been entirely wiped out there; the men get 
their money every week. 

By “the track system ”’ is meant the system through which the em- 
ployers get all the wages of the employés for goods furnished at what 
this man says are 100 per cent. higher prices than other people have to 
pay for them. 

Mr. President, I do not like to take up so much of the time of the 
Senate—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator leaves that branch of the sub- 
ject, will he allow me to ask him how the coal-miners of Pennsylvania 
are protected? Hesaid they were protected. How are they protected ? 

Mr.COKE. This mansaysthat the English miners are protected-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand, but at the beginning of the state- 
ment in regard to the coal-miners of Pennsylvania the Senator said they 
were protected. I should like to know how they are protected. By a 
protective tariff? 

Mr. COKE. Have you not protection for coal in this tariff? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means, and have not had for a genera- 
tion. 

Mr. COKE. [It is protected under the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, not under the existinglaw. Anthracite coal, 
such as is mined in Pennsylvania, has been upon the free-list for a gen- 
eration. ‘There is no duty on it and no attempt to impose a duty 
upon it, 

“Mr, COKE. I think the Senator is mistaken in saying that there 
is no protection to coal under the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Bituminous coal, that is mined in West Virginia 
and Maryland, is on the dutiable-list, but the great mass of coal-miners 
in Pennsylvania mine anthracite coal, upon which there is no duty un- 
der the existing law and there has been none for many years, and there 
is no proposition to put one on by this bill. 

Mr. COKE. The mining of coal is simply a part of the iron indus- 
try. Itis an adjunct, an auxiliary, a necessary part of the iron in- 
dustry, and it is the protection accorded to iron and steel as well as to 
coal that entitles these people to more consideration and better wages 
than they seem to be getting in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Coal enters into the cost of every product and is 
used by every family. It is not confined by any means to the manu- 
facturers of iron or steel. 

Mr. COKE. Coal is, of course, used in all the industries, and all the 
industries are protected, and in fixing the amount of protection the 
cost of mining the needed coal is an important element, one never over- 
looked or underestimated, and the people who mine it are as much 
within the purview and limits of the protective policy as any others. 
Now I will read an extract on this sabject from the Cleveland Herald, 
but will remark in passing that we have heard during this debate that 
the American workingman is the object of the care, the kindness, and 
the affection of those who favor a high protective tariff. 

I wish, Mr. President, that the workingman could get his share of 
the protective taxation levied and collected in his name. That the 
taxes are paid by the people is certain. That the workingman does 
not receive them is equally certain. It is also certain that the bulk 
and mass of them go into the pockets of the capitalists who own the 
manufacturing establishments. Mr. Carnegie with his income of 
$5,000 per day from his protected iron works, with his Scotch castie and 
his magnificent coaches, his liveried servants, and his other conditions 
and appliances of luxury, and not his employés and workingmen, is 
the beneficiary for the most part of our tariff taxation. 

Mr. BLAIR, May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. COKE. Yea, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will it help the condition of these people to deprive 
them of what little work they have? 

Mr, COKE. Well, I do not suppose it would. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 21, 


Mr. BLAIR. If you break down thisindustry and allow the product 
to come in from abroad and break down the American iron industry, 
you destroy the chance for employment. 


Mr. COKE. I do not propose to break down any industry, and what 
I would do would not deprive them of their work. I think it would 
give them more work. It would give them better wages. It would 
take the tax off the cost of theirliving. It would take the tax off their 
woolen clothing, off their cotton clothing, off the amber that goes into 
their houses, off their fuel and off everything they eat, drink, and wear, 


and it would make the wages that they earn buy more and be more 
potent in the market. 


Mr. BLAIR. If they have no work, whence will they get wages, 


and if they have no wages where will they get any of these things at 
all? 


Mr. COKE. It is said by the campaign orators of the Republican 
party that capital needs no protection; that it is able to take care of 
itself; that it is the workingman who needs protection, Ask Thomas 
O’Donnell, whose wife has had but one dress in six years and who is 
laboring in an industry protected on an average 50 per cent.—ask him 
if this tariff gives protection to the American laborer! 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me, I will ask him a ques- 
tion. I have asked him several which he said he would answer, but 
he immediately went off to Carnegie, Scotland, and Thomas O’ Donnell, 

Mr. COKE. “I would prefer not to yield. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas declines to 
yield. 


Mr. COKE. Now, I will read from the Cleveland Herald, an Ohio 


paper. On February 6, 1884, the Cleveland Herald contained the fol- 
lowing: 

For some time past all sorts of stories have been circulated in reference to 
the suffering of the miners and their families scattered along the Pennsylvania 
Railroad between this city and Allentown. These people have had their wages 
reduced from time to time, until they are now only getting from 60 to 70 cents 
per day, or an average of about 65 cents. These reports have excited consid- 
ae —— and in order to verify them a Herald correspondent visited 
the mines. 

“After arriving in Alburtus, Pa.,”’ writes the correspondent, “I procured a 
sleigh and drove through the entire district, covering some 30 miles, and visited 
many homes of the miners, beside some forty-five mines in full operation, A|l- 
burtus has a ——- of nearly 600 le and their true condition is prob- © 
oo ca n the words of Isaac Bickel, proprietor of the American House, 
who said: 

“* Never in the history of the town has there been so much suffering among 
the poor. The panic of 1873 is no comparison.’ 


Mind you, the war tariff was in operation then, as it is now, put on 
for the protection of the American workingman. 
“The storekeepers have shut down on the men, and are now doing a strictly 
cash business throughout the ore district.”’ 
rack, residing in a smail log hut near Farmington, was called on 
in the evening. 
* > a a * * 


oo 

“Will you kindly give me an insight into your daily life, Mr. Schrack? 

“ Well, to tell you the truth, it is a tough one. I get up at 4 o'clock every 
seems ond leave here half an hour later in order to reach the works at 6 
o'clock. 

“What are your duties? 

“Tam a loader, and with the help of another man we load from sixty to sev- 
enty cars per day. 

rs What cre you getting per day? 

“Sixty-two cents. ° 

‘How do you manage to live with that amount? 

“Oh, we manage to just hang . We can't afford meat but once a 
week. Bread and m constitute our chief diet, with a few potatoes and 
corn-meal thrown in. 

“ Hew about your clothing, shoes, ete.? 

‘The children have no shoes, and really I can not afford to buy any for them. 

“How much did you earn in January? 

“Eleven dollars and thirty-eight cents, I made a little over eighteen days. 

“How much does it cost you to live? 

‘“My earnings did not quite cover the bills,and the grocer told me that here- 
after none of the men would be allowed to exceed their earnings, I have not 
handled a cent since Decomber the Ist. 

“ How’s that? 

“Why, you see, after the grocer is paid nothing is left.”’ 

This is the story of a dozen or more, and with the exception of one or two 


cases, all tell the same story. 
- - * e 
The Chieago Herald of J last contributes the follo’ : “Newspaper cor- 
respondents have lately achieved the difficult task of exploring this beautiful 
region "’—meaning the collieries of Hazleton, Pa.—“ hitherto so severely ig- 
nored by the ectionist With what commiseration for poor Lre- 


land and ben free-trade-ridden England, with what pride in the institu- 
tions of the land of his birth, must every American read of the recent evictions 
at Hazleton collieries, near Wilkes Barre! 


‘For brutality and consequent misery they surpass the most exaggerated 


horror yet reported from I 
“ Hazleton is a delightful vill nestling in the carboniferous hills near the 
Hazel Brook mines. Village and hills and collieries are the property of a firm 
named J. 8. Wentz & Co. The firm will not sell or lease a foot of land to any- 
body, nor allow a man to build a house for himself. It compels every employé 
in mines to rent from it at from $5 to $%amonth. The men are forced to 
sign a lease which places them absolutely at the company’s mercy. They ex- 
ly waive every SS ee have under the 
aws of the State. They agree that the moment cease work for the com- 
pany they must leave their homes, and can be 
they further have to sign what is termed an 
which the conipany can at any moment issue a 
“ This, mind is a strictly American and highly protected i 
rates. nd to the strikers some 
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Neal Gallagher, Daniel N , Patrick Bowen, Barney Gallagher, Joseph Me- 
Gonegal,and Patrick Dunlavy. Everything the house contained was thrown 
pell-mell out of doors and windows, the women and children driven out, and the 
doors locked behindthem. From their names it is a nt that these tenants 
came from the land of iron leases and heartless evictions, in the full hope, pre- 
suma)ly,of finding relief in the land of the free. ’ 
“Their oppression did not stop here. Not only were they thus deprived of 
homeand shelter, but not asoul in the village dared shelter them or their goods.’ 


That is in the grand old State of Pennsylvania. These men, whose 
goods were thrown in the streets, were evicted by men protected more 
highly than all others under the tariff now before the Senate as well 
as under the existing law, a tariff said to have been enacted in the in- 
terest and for the benefit of the American workingman. Ah, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the livery of heaven has been stolen to serve the devil in. 

“The company had given notice that any tenant affording shelter to those 
evicted would be himself dispossessed. Mrs. Dunlavy was sick in bed when the 
officers entered the house, but she had to go, and her bed was put outside after 
her. It was with difficulty that she obtained permission to stop over night at a 
neighbor’s, nor were the evicted tenants able to remove their goods, for the com- 
pany had prohibited any wagon from entering its lands for that purpose, and 
refused to grant the use of itsownteams. Women andchildren were compelled 
to hunt miles in search of 4 place to spend the night, and some, unable to obtain 
shelter, were forced to sleep on the bare ground, without roof to cover them. 
Their goods are lying to-day just as they were thrown out, the people being un- 
able to move them, 

“Tt is not to be supposed that such things could happen without comment. 
On the contrary, the whole region was boiling over with indignation, though 
choking its impotent wrath through fear of incurring the horrer themselves, 
for everybody thereabouts belongs to Wentz & Co. Even the press dared not 
make mention of what took place. ‘What can we do?’ a loca! editor demanded 
of the correspondent, ‘The coal kings have the making of the postmasters, no 
matter which party is in power. If any paper dares to open its mouth about 
these outragesthe postmasters get the wink and our paper is kicked upon the 
floor—its subscribers look in vain for it. One paper near here, at Freeland, 
has defied the autocrats and told the truth about them, and for years the editor 
has labored upon the verge of bankruptcy. Oh,I tell you these men are above 
the law. We have submitted to them, and not until the metropolitan press 
take hold of the matter will justice ever be done here.’ 

“The com y store is, of course, alent in this on, and not the 
least of the links in the chain of slavery. Stone bill, pa in the Pennsy!- 
vania Legislature in 1834, makesthis system illegal. But whatof that? What 
is law to a protected coal baron? The miners are not now compelled to trade at 
the com "s stores, but if they don’t do so—well, their services are no longer 
seamed 4 en there is a doctor furnished by each company, and each miner 
with a family must pay 75 cents a month, whether sick or well, while each single 
man of twenty-one or more is docked 50 cents a month for the benefit of this 

pered physician. Other doctors are not allowed. Hundreds of company 
See have made fortunes out of the business. Then each man pays 50 cents 
a month toward the ~~ priest, but this isnot insistedon. Four dollars 
is aepeen for rent, $1.90 for coal, with 65 cents added for delivery, and 
sometimes taxes are added upon the dwelling. Thus it results that the men 
very rarely draw more than $ or $% in money at the end of the month. Their 
slavery is complete. It is remarked that, under these conditions,the mining 

ulation grows sullen and dispirited,that the young men fice away to the 
cities as they grow up, leaving their places to be filled by cheap Slav labor im- 
ported for the purpose; that the young women take to a life of shame rather 
than live in the cursed atmosphere of their youth; thatthe children are joyless 
and ignorant. The houses are horrible; the saloons are better,and the com- 
pany sells the liquor. Mentake to dissipation from sheer despair. Astrained, 


unnatural feeling of dread pervades the place, for every one knows that spies 
are about and he dare not speak.” 


This is from: a newspaper printed in the State of Ohio. These are 
the peculiar wards of the protective policy—a policy which taxes the 
American people and makes the manufacturers the trustees to receive 
the money and pay it over to the American workingman! They have 
promised faithfully to pay it out to the American workingman, and 
what I have read shows how these promises are kept. 

This is protection! This is what is called the American policy! This 
is high tariff! This is the policy which it is claimed received the in- 
dorsement and sanction of the American people in the late election. I 
tell you, Mr. President, this policy has never been indorsed by the 
American people, and it never will be. No, Mr. President, the Ameri- 
can people will never indorse this policy when they understand it. 
When facts such as these I have read are brought home to the Ameri- 
ean people, and it is seen that the taxation that they have been sub- 
mitting to for the supposed benefit of the American workman is being 
appropriated by capital, while the labor of the country is being en- 
slaved, they will repudiate it, condemn it, and put it away never to 
be restored. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, there is a whole encyclopedia of 
factsand arguments which might be used to refute the statements made 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] and others on this interesting 
subject, but, without entering into them, I just wish to mention two 
little facts that have some bearing upon what the Senator has said. 

I do not know any such people as those the Senator has referred to 


in my State out of the almshouses or more than 50 feet away from 
them. Thereare some shiftless, idle men who do not earn $150 a year, | 


but I say that any industrious, sober, decently intelligent man can do 
a great deal better than O’ Donnell has been doing. I do not know of 


such people, unless it be an exceptional case in a thousand, as the Sen- | 


ator from Texas will find in Texas. 
The two facts I rose to mention are just these: In Connecticut a ma- 
jority of the people have money in the savings-banks. The total fora 
— of ahont 670, 000 is $102,000,000. If the Senator will go and 
ook over the books of the banks, which they will gladly show him, he 
will see that the deposits are by the servant-girls, the boys and girls in 
the factories, and the people of the working class generally, poor people, 
running from one dollar to two, three, four, five, or six hundred. In 
Massachusetts there is about the same jon, and in its savings- 
banks the total deposits amount to $315,000, 000. 


























These two sums in themselves are a most emphatic answer to what 
the Senator from Texas has been saying about the condition of the work- 
ing people in the North, If they were the oppressed and degraded 
slaves that the Senator and others frequently describe them to be, they 
surely would know it. If they were such, not a month would pass by 
without something like a revolution. Does the Senator think that 
these people are year after year and generation after generation de- 
ceived as to the political argument? ‘ 

Why, sir, if he should go there he would make the mistake that the 
Grand Duke of Russia made when he went through our State. He went 
to various parts of the State, and arriving in a town when tho factories 
were just pouring out their thousands of comfortable-looking, well- 
dressed operatives, the Grand Duke said, ‘‘ Where are your peasants?’”’ 
If the Senator will follow his example and see our people he willask, 
** Where in the world is O’ Donnell?” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 313, line 1211, after the word 
‘pound ’’ where it first occurs, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ 10 cents 
per pound’’ and insert ‘‘ 35 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 


313. Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn (not wound upon spools), 
whether single or advanced beyond the condition of single by twisting two or 
more single yarns together, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or 


in any other form, valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, 35 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not know that there is much to be 
said in reply to what the Senator from Texas {Mr. CoKE] has read 
and what he has observed upon it which is not contained in the pithy 
and pregnant statement of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY |. Of course under any system of government, under any condi- 
tion of things, you can find some discontented crank, some man in 
whom, to use the Yankee phrase, there is a ‘‘ screw loose,’’ who has 
passed his life or passed six years of it under the condition described 
by the Senator or by the testimony which the Senator read. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senater will permit me I will observe that I am 
not responsible for that testimony. It was taken by the committee of 
which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] was chairman, 

Mr. HOAR. Of course the Senator is not responsible for it. I sup- 
pose nobody is responsible for it but the man who gaveit. But the 
statement that a man had allowed his wife to go for six years without 
decent clothing, that he had allowed bis children to livein the manner 
described by that witness in the city of Fall River, Mass., would be 
enough anywhere among that people to mark him a man either in- 
competent or undeserving in himself, a man of bad habits either as to 
laziness or as to drink, or with some other defect in his character. 

There is no such condition of things as the Senator from Texas has 
described in Massachusetts. It is not a picture of the working people 
there. The working people are thriving, happy, educating their chil- 
dren, a majority of them with money in the savings-banks—$315, G00, - 
000 in the savings-banks of Massachusetts, of which, as my colleague 
quoted from Mr. Carroll D. Wright’s statement, at least 75 per cent. 
is the property of the working people. The operatives of Lowell can 
buy Lowell, the working people of Worcester can buy Worcester and 
every factory and the capital invested in it. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator for one moment to get 
at a matter of information really? He refers to $315,000,000 in the 
savings-banks of Massachusetts. Is that money deposited by the work- 
ing ple? 

Mr, HOAR. If the Senator had listened to what I said, he would 
have got the answer to his question. I said as the Senator was rising 
ihat Mr. Wright, the statistician, calculated that 75 per cent. of the 
amount was the deposits of the working people, of the wage-earners of 
Massachusetts. I have gone over that matter carefully, and a few years 
ago we réquired the statistics to be given of the amounts deposited and 
the ages and sexes of the persons making the deposits, and it is shown 
very conclusively that that is a fair and just and proper estimate. 

Mr. President, I live in a city just about the size of Fall River. Some- 
times Fall River isa little ahead of Worcester, and sometimes Worcester 
is a little ahead of Fall River. I suppose we shall have by the next 
census about 85,000 people, and the city of Fall River will have about 
75,000 people. The two cities are not very dissimilar. Worcester is 
a little more fortunate, because Fall River has the single cotton in- 
dustry, while Worcester has a great variety of industries requiring 
| skilled workmen. 

When I was a young man and when I first went to that city to live, 
it contained about 15,000 people, and we bad a winter of unusual dis- 
| tress and hardship, and the different churches appointed committees 
and apportioned out districts of the town which each church was to 
| take care of in regard to the matter of poverty and distress. I was a 
| member of that committee for the religious society to which I belonged, 
and I knew at that time all about the condition of the people, and I 
undertake to say—that was before 1860—that the amount of suffering 
and poverty and squalidness and wretchedness in that town of 80,000 
or 85,000 inhabitants is not only not so great proportionally, but not 
so great in the aggregate to-day as it was then, when it had a popula- 
tion of 15,000. 

Those working people are living in comfortable homes, Go through 
the streets where they live and you see from the outside of the house 
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that it is a place of comfort and content and taste inside. You go 
into that dwelling and you find the pictureand the book. An English 
workingman, who came to this country within the last three months, 
expressed in my hearing his surprise at the condition in which he found 
the working people of Massachusetts, the condition in which he found 
old friends and acquaintances of his, by whose side he had worked in 
the old country, and he related one very curious anecdote. He said 
that there was a man who had been a shop-mate of his when a boy in 
Leeds, I think it was, or in some English manufacturing city, who had 
joined the Democratic party pretty soon after he came over here, and 
was a free-trader. This man undertook to talk with him. He said, 
‘‘ Why, how can you bea free-trader when you get so much better wages 
over here under the tariff than you used to do at home?” ‘“ Well,” 
said the shop-mate, ‘‘I know I get better wages, but I tell you I have 
to pay duties; I have to pay taxes on everything I buy, and it eats up 
the wages.’’ ‘‘ Well,’’ said the other, ‘*‘ what is there in your house 
the price of which is increased by the tariff?’ The man hesitated a 
moment and looked around, and said, ** Why, there is the piano, and 
the carpet, and the sewing-machine,’’ and the workman’s wife spoke 
up and said, ‘‘ We did not have them in England;’’ and the fellow said 
he thought ‘‘it was a pity a man could not make an argument without 
@ woman putting in her oarall the time.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, this stuff which the Senator from Texas talks and 
reads is pure, arrant nonsense, as every man who knows the condition 
of the people of New England knows perfectly well. If he should go 
into a Fall River or Worcester audience of Democrats and undertake 
to make the speech he has made here he would be received with a uni- 
versal guffaw. Hecan gothere. This question can be debated there 
and has been, and the result was that of twenty-five manufacturing 
cities in Massachusetts with a very large foreign population, nineteen 
gave substantial Republican majorities at the last election. With a 
large foreign population knowing the condition of the workmen abroad 
and knowing the condition of the workmen in this country, as they do, 
our State gave some 37,000 majority over the free-trade party in the 
last election, and it was a majority given on a discussion of this very 

uestion, the condition of the workmea under the protective tariff and 
their desire to continue it. Nobody raided the ballot-boxes. Nobody 
from that State drew up tariff bills and undertook to impose them on 
the rest of the country that he would not allow to be discussed in his 
own district withont having his brains blown out if a man undertook 
to do it. 

That is the answer to the statements and pictures drawn by the Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I simply rise to say that I am sorry to 
see Senators on the other side take so much pains to prove what we have 
been charging all the time on this side, and what we are perfectly ready 
aud willing to admit, to wit, that they have grown rich by the taxa- 
tion of their neighbors. The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] 
has told us how rich those two towns in his State are, and how much 
money they have in the savings-banks, and how many of the working 
people have pianos in their rooms and carpets on their floors, etc. There 
is nobody on this side of the Chamber who denies that. That is just 
wiiat we have been saying. People who have not sense enough to get 
rich when a tax is levied on their neighbors to put the money in their 
pockets ought not to be permitted to live anywhere. If you would 
take the people of my State who are engaged in labor, mostly in the 
field, and if you would give them a high protective duty on everything 
they had to sell and let them buy everything they had to buy in free- 
trade markets, I assure you the savings-banks would bein my country 
instead of in Massachusetts in a very short time. It would naturally 
follow. The unprotected classes in this country are as much entitled 
to claim those savings in the banks of Massachusetts as the men in 
whose names they are deposited. It is money taken from them by tax- 
ation and deposited in those banks, not to their credit, but to the credit 
of the recipients of this taxation. 

But surely, Mr. President, they have to take the good with the evil. 
An old land speculator in the mountains of North Carolina once said 
he made the bottoms sell the uplands. The tail has to go with the 
hide; and surely they are willing to admit, if tariff taxation, if pro- 
tection has produced all this wealth, and it is not due to the industry 
and to the zeal and the intelligence of the workmen, but all comes from 
taxation, surely they ought to admit that the destitution and the pov- 
er appear side by side with the prosperity are also due to the 
tariff. 


It seems to me, sir, that there is no escape from that p 
unless the tariff has some — quality about it that it 
good and can not possibly be responsible for evil. 


tion 
only 
Old Job said he re- 
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but when Senators on that side of the Chamber constantly regale us 
with pictures of the delightful and prosperous condition ot the work- 
ingmen in their section, is it not competent and proper on this side to 
read the contrary picture? It would seem not, according to the view 
they take of it. But the truth is, as Senators upon this side contend, 
that good and evil befall men under all laws and under all circum- 
stances and conditions, and after all that has been said and done, with 
equal terms in the law, men’s prosperity depends on themselves. 

If the laws are fair and just,then the industrious and the thrifty and 
the intelligent man goes ahead of the other. If the laws are fair and 
just, the intemperate, the unindustrious, the lazy, the thriftless man 
falls behind. Those are the moral conditions that govern the pros- 
perity of men in the world, and any attempt, especially the one which 
undertakes to show that taxation is the cause of universal prosperity 
or the cause of any prosperity of anybody except the recipients of the 
tax, is contrary to the orderof the moral world and contrary to reason 
and philosophy. 

Mr. President, I believe I will not pursue my remarks any further, 
but will move that we go into executive session. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the Senator makes that motion, I should like 
to read some testimony following on this statement. 

Mr. VANCE. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BLAIR. I commend to the Senators on the Democratic side of 
the Chamber and upon the free-trade side of this question the fourth 
volume of the testimony taken by the committee of which I was chair- 
man, which relates exclusively to the condition of labor industries in 
the Southern States, and in all that I have ever heard read upon the floor 
of the Senate of this investigation by Senators upon my left—nearly 
every one of them from the South—they never have read, so far as I 
now recollect, from the fourth volume, bearing upon the condition of 
the farming population and the working people of the South. There 
is a great deal of very interesting matter in that fourth volume, and 
it may be that a portion of the interest they feel in the report is the 
concealment of the contents of that volume. I call attention to it, and 
I hope that hereafter in ing the industrial conditions of this 
country and the effect of different industrial and economic theories 
where they are being reduced to practice and have been for generations, 
they will consult the fourth volume of this same investigation. I wish 
first, however, to read from the third volume, which is the testimony 
taken at Boston, relating particularly to New England. I wish to read 
the statement of Mr. Thomas Webb, on page 628 of the third volume: 

Thomas Webb examined. 

Boston, Mass., October 22, 1883, 

By the CHAIRMAN: 
Where do you reside? 
. In Fall River, Mass. 
How old are you? 
Iam nearly seventy years of " 

How rong have you lived at Fall River? 
. About thirty-five years. 
Where were you born? 
In Ireland. 
. How long have you lived in this country? 
Thirty-five years and some months, more or Jess. 

The CHAIRMAN. I received a letter from som at Fall River whom I don’t 
know, referring to a Mr. Thomas Webb who woul: testify before the commit- 
tee. Isu you must be the person refe' to. Won't yougo on and state 
wig 7e appear before the committee? 

The Witress. My object in ng before the committee is to do what lit- 
tle I can for the pecs of helping the workingmen to a proper view of their 
own s oO vesgens Wal 1 aupebe te beebuse 1 tae Ween veyennted by & 
few men, seeing that I had other business up here, to call upon the committee. 

Q. At whose request do you call? 

A. Thave been requested by some men who work in the mills and some few 
laboring men. 

Then he goes on to give his testimony in regard to the condition of 
things in Fall River, which is very interesting, but I shall not detain 
the Senate by reading it. Here is one of the subtopics: 

TEMPERANCE. 

I tched th f this i i ly, and T ha ti 
ub csmstaas una Guleed cathe quachtes ef tampeeenie. Shoes te wake 
ing people, that is the factory operatives, have really not a great deal to spend 

best of times, and to say is a fault of the system here in America is a 
presentation of facts. It is not so. It is an old custom, introduced by old- 
ight, to go in tm enjo bimesth, 
na aves ol teen ot tes ae 
the old In this eounn edly aah 
Sean some spirits in’ 


n country. 
troduced, but the people are not an ng like drun 
Neither is their poverty to be attributed to it. 


Then he goes on to other questions, and comes to this: 


peperere 


>e 


ceived good at the hands of the Almighty, and should he not receive | # man gets 


evil also. He was willing to admit that the Great Controller of events 
controlled all events, whether for good or for evil, but this system of 
protection is above and beyond all that. 

Seme comment has been made upon the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
Cok] for daring to read this sworn testimony of a workman who lives 
right in the midst of this protection paradise, enjoying the that 
play among the trees and sport among the flowers of that delightful 
region. It seems that he ought not to have read that, in their opinion, 
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who draw their pay monthly, who, if they are turned out of work, sometimes 
can’t get work for some time, 
The CHArRMAN. No doubt a great deal of pateing eae that ame 
The Witness. For a man to be six or eight mon without tasting meat of 
any kind is something I have never known. If ithas beenso, he has been more 
unfortunate than others. 


Mr. COKE. Iask the Senator to state what witness that is and what 
is his occupation. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is witness Thomas Webb. 

Mr. COKE. Is he a workingman? 

Mr. BLAIR. He had been thirty-five years a resident of Fall River. 

Mr. COKE. Is he a laborer? 

Mr. BLAIR. He does not say whether he isa laborer. He gives 
an account of his coming from the old country. He was an Irishman 

“who came over fromthe old country, and was requested to appear be- 
fore the committee, as he says, by some men who worked in the mills 
and some few laborers. Undoubtedly he is a good man. He appears 
to be a responsible man, and is a very intelligent witness, who dis- 
cusses economic questions and states facts in a way that would interest 
the Senate if there was time to read what he has to say of temperance, 
lands, free trade, etc. I think probably he might give us all some in- 
struction upon those points. The Senator will find the testimony at 
page 628 of the same volume from which the testimony of O’ Donnell 
is taken. 

Mr. President, I have never dwelt upon this testimony very much, 
nor upon the fourth volume of the testimony. I have thought, as our 
debates are apt to take somewhat of a sectional turn, that it was not 
worth while, I have been en for several years in an anxious ef- 
fort to accomplish what I think is the only end that legislation can ac- 
complish, to relieve the difficulties of the South which are developed 
in that fourth volume. If the Senator from Texas would take hold 
with me with that vigor and power of intellect and that strength of 
demonstration which he and address himself to the facts in 
Texas, he would be exhibiting, I think, fully as high an order of pa- 
triotism as he does in quoting the contradictory testimony of Mr. O’ Don- 
nell here on the floor, and certainly he would relieve me of a strong 
inclination that I have from time to time as I have listened to the read- 
ing of these detached portions of testimony touching the exceptional 
conditions which prevail here and there in the North. I say it would 
relieve me from a very strong temptation that I have to retort by ex- 
posing the contents of that fourth volume. I pray the Senator to take 
hold and help pass the educational bill, and there will never be much 
more occasion to quote from the fourth volume than from the third. 

Mr. COKE. I did not hear what the Senator had to say about the 
fourth volume. I have never read it. 

Mr. BLATR. I take it not, but I hope the Senator will read it. 

Mr, ALLISON. I promised at a later stage to yield to the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] for some purpose. It is now after 
40’clock. He desires to call up a matter of which he spoketo me. I 
will yield to himif the Senator from North Carolina will for a moment 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
withdraws the motion to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 11624) to 
inerease the pension of Jacob Rogers; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3732) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Memphis Rail- 
road Company over and through the public lands of the United States 
in the States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, and 
granting the right of way to said railroad company over and through 
the United States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in 
the State of Florida. 


RELIGION AND SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I ought perhaps to apologize to the Sen- 
ate for availing myself of the courtesy of the Senator from Iowa, but itis 
a matter which I wish to do at some time, and perhaps it may be done 
now. As it will relieve the Senate from a long speech later on, I think 
there will be an inclination perhaps to indulge me at this time. 

On the 25th of May last I introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 86) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the Un States respect- 
nee ee of religion and free public schools, which was allowed 
to lie on the table with a view to my addressing remarks to the Senate 
on the subject at length later on. Petitions have begun to come in, 
some of them signed in large numbers, bearing upon the subject, and I 
have thought that in the pressure of affairs it would be better that I 
should ask the indulgence of the Senate to call up the joint resolution 
now, and occupy perhaps five minutes instead of an hour, and then I 
shall ask the reference of the joint resolution to the Committee on Ed- 
ueation and Labor. 


The PRESIDENT pro/fempore. The joint resolution is before the 
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Senate as in Committee of the Whole, if there be no ojection. It will 
be read. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senateand House of tatives of the United Slatesof America 
in Congress assembled (iwo-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing amendment to the Constitution ofthe United States be, and hereby is, 
proposed to the States, to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of 
three-fourths of the States, as provided in the Constitution: 

ARTICLE —. 

Secrion 1. No State shall ever make or maintain any law respecting an es- 
tablishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. 

Sec. 2. Each State in this Union shall establish and maintain a system of free 
public schools adequate for the education of all the children living therein, be- 
tween the ages of six and sixteen years, inclusive, in the common branches of 
knowledge, and in virtue, morality, andthe principles of the Christian religion, 
But no money raised by taxation imposed by law or any money or other prop- 
erty or credit belonging to any municipal organization, or to any State, or to 
the United States, shall ever be appropriated, applied, or given to the use or 
purposes of any school, institution, corporation, or person, whereby instruction 
or training shall be given in the doctrines, tenets, belief, ceremonials, or obser- 
vances peculiar to any sect, denomination, organization, or society, being, or 
claiming to be, religious in its character, or such peculiar doctrines, tenets, be- 


lief, ceremonials, or observances be taught or inculcated in the free public 
schools. 


Sxc.3. To the end that each State, the United States, and all the people thereof, 
may have and preserve governments republican in form and in substance, the 
United States ll guaranty to every State, and to the ple of every State, 
and of the United States, the support and maintenance of such a system of free 
public schools as is herein provided. 

Sec. 4. That Congress shall enforce this article by legisiation when necessary. 

Mr. BLAIR. TheSenatorfrom Massachusetts { Mr. HoAR] presented 
yesterday morning, as the Senate may have observed, a petition signed 
by 3,228 citizens of Massachusetts, praying for the adoption of a con- 
stitutional amendment which will prohibit the interference of any re- 
ligious sect with the system of common public schools. The subject 
has been agitated in other parts of the country. I ask that the peti- 
tion be printed as a portion of my remarks. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senator will allow me a suggestion, will not 
the prayer of the petition answer without the list of names? 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the prayer simply be printed. Itissigned, 
I may say, by a large mass of the most intelligent and influential citi- 
zens of the Commonwealth, and there is no occasion of course for the 
printing of the names. I should like to have the petition itself, which 
is comparatively brief, to appear as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be printed as de- 
sired, 

The petition is as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and members of the House 
: of Representatives at Washington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned citizens of Massachusetts, sensibly impressed with the 
importance of education among the people of our land, in the conservation of 
our Government and the liberties which we so richly enjoy; believing also, as 
expressed in a late public gathering of patriotic citizens of Boston, in old Faneuil 
Hall, that “‘it has now become necessary to guard well the public school as the 
palladium of our liberty ;” and being persuaded also that this desired protection 
willbe more fully effected by a provision in the fundamental laws of the land 
(as urged upon ee core by that eminent and patriotic citizen, General Grant, 
while in the Presidential office), would respectfully petition your honorable 
bodies to speedily frame such article for submission to the Legislatures of the 
several States for their approval or rejection as will prevent the interference of 
any religious sect with the ‘“‘common-school system”’ or the appropriating of 
any of the “public funds” for sectarian uses; such a measure as this being, in 
our judgment, the only safeguard against religious encroachments, such as 
now threaten our time-honored and truly endeared methods of teaching and 
training our youth for the duties and responsibilities of American citizenship ; 
to the end also that there may be preserved to us and transmitted to our chil- 
dren’s children ‘‘a government of the people, by the people, and for the peo- 
pie.” 

Mr. BLAIR. The joint resolution proposes in the first article, sec- 
tion 1, that ‘‘no State shall ever make or maintain any law respecting 
an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof.’’ 
I need not remind the Senate that the Constitution now simply pro- 
vides, in article first of the amendments, that— 

Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or pro- 
hibiting the free exercise thereof. 

There is no restriction whatever placed upon the power or the action 
of the States in this regard, and yet itis easy to perceive by a little 
reflection that any State is quite as likely to infringe upon the general 
and universal principles of liberty by enacting laws respecting estab- 
lishments of religion or creating establishments of religion, as is the 
nation itself; and perhaps even more so, because it is so much easier 
for the influences which would be necessarily exerted in accomplishing 
that end to prove victorious when brought to bear upon a single State 
than when brought to bear upon the entire Government at large. ‘ 

We have in our existing condition, as in the Territory of Utah, an il- 
lustration. I need not go further and seek other illustrations. We have 
there a sufficient illustration of thedanger. There isa Territory other- 
wise entitled unquestionably to admission into the Union, which, if so 
admitted, would come in with an establishment of religion already an 
accomplished fact; and it would only require the slightest and most 
indifferent formality by which she would when once in the Union with 
a constitution free in its terms proceed to revise that constitution and 
establish the Mormon religion as the religion of the State. It is de- 
signed to guard against this danger by placing upon the States the limi- 
tation now imposed in the first article of the amendments by the States 
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upon the nation, the States consenting to place that same limitation 
upon themselves by the ratification of the proposed amendment, 

The second section of the article provides that— 

Each State in this Union shall establish and maintain a system of free public 
sehoois adegnate fur the education of all the children living therein, between 
the ages of six and sixteen years, inclusive, in the common branehes of knowl- 
edge, and in virtue, morality, an« d the principles of the Christian religion. 

It may be objected, and it is a matter of discussion, that there should 
be no interference by the General Government in the way of requiring 
the States to maintain free public schools; but this provision can not 
be imposed without the consent of the States, hence there is no objec- 
tion to its submission to them; and there is no otherway by which lib- 
erty can be preserved in the States except by the maintenance of a free 
pubhe-schoel system. Seitseemstome. The objectof this provision 
is to make that duty compulsery upon the States by virtue of the con- 
sent of the States previously obtained in the form of the ratification of 
the amendment. 

The clause to require instruction to be given te those between the 
ages of six and sixteen years inclusive in thecommen branches of knowl- 
edge only, and in virtue, morality, and the principles of the Christian 
religion, brings upa question much discussed and upon which the public 
mind is net settled; but it has seemed to me that the fathers’ and our 
own experience, the general assent, I think, of intelligent people through- 
out the country, require instruction in virtue and merality as much as 
in the common branches of knowledge and a training of the intellectin 
the common processes of the mind, virtue and morality being as indis- 
pensable to the existence of the State as intelligence itself. We should 
give instruction in these great ideas and the general duties of the citi- 
zen to society and to individuals in the common schools of the country. 

It is said that this sort of iustruction should be turned over to the 
clergy, to the churches, to other influences, to the family especially; 
but we all know, not perhaps mathematically, for we can not settle 
it exactly, that there are not far from one-third of thé children of this 
country who never see the inside of a church, and who in their family 
relations are so unfortunate as to have little, if any, training in the or- 
dinary principles of virtee and morality. If it be indispensable that 
they have training in these ideas, that these ideas be implanted in the 
young mind with a view to a safe and proper citizenship in the future, 
the instruction must be given by the public schools dependent upon 
the power of the State. The preservation of the State demands it, and 
self-preservation is the first law of nature to the State as of individuals. 

In regard to the general principles of the Christian religion, no one 
but a bigot would think of havimg intreduced into the public schools 
instruction in favor of any form of sectarianism; but a knowledge of the 
Christian religion, even if there be ne enforcement of thosetruths upon 
the conviction and belief of the child, instruction in those principles, 
@ statement or explanation of what they are, exactly as instruction is 
given in the principles of arithmetic and geography and any of the com- 
mon branchesof science,is exceedingly desirableand important for every 
citizen of this country to possess, whether he applies the principle in 
his personal conduct er not, because they are the warp and woof, the 
very fabric of society, ef the surroundings in which he lives, the basis 
of our customs and laws and of the conduct of life. These general 
principles are exceedingly essential and important not only te apply 
in personal conduct, but aknowledge of them should be possessed by 
any ene who is toenter successfully into the ordinary and 
relations of life. There never wasa great nation yet which was with- 
out an affirmative religious belief and practice—a religion which was 
the source and. inspiration of perhaps the noblest deeds of the people. 

Section 2 then goes on further to guard against anything like sec- 
tariaa instruction in the following words: 


But no money raised by taxation impesed by law or any money or other prop- 
erty or credit belonging to any pen ization, or to any State, or to 
the United States, shall ever be appropriated, applied, or given to the use or 
purposes of any school, institution, , or person, whereby ion 
or training shall be given in the doctrines, tenets, belief, er ob- 
servances peculiar to any sect, denomination, ization, or society, being, or 
claiming to be, religious in fits character, nor shall such peculiar doctrines, tenets, 
— eeremenials, or observances, bo taught or inculeated in the free public 

cols. 

I need not advert to the very eae eee 
of the country which have admonished the public mind 
it is essential Se ee 
them free from the interference of ecclesiastical intolerance and 


enactment, eae ate some “yr ae 
creasing practice appropriation e public 
motion and to the maintenance ef private religious institu 
word, of sectarianism. 

Ido not enter upon any minute discussion of that subject. That 
aust inevitably come hereafter, because it is up im the country. It is 
one of those questions which will not down until it is settled, and set- 
tied as it ought to be settled. 

The third section is as follows: 

To the end that each State, the United States, and all the 
have and Reais ts ae 
States shell y¥ toe State, and to the people of 


guaraal very 
United States, the support and maintenance of such a 
schools as is herein provided, 
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The most important guaranty of the Constitution to the States is the 
possession of governments republican in form, which is found in sec- 
tion 4 of the fourth article: 


The United States shall guaranty to every State in the Union a republican 
form of government; it shall protect each of th of them against invasion, ete. 

In that guaranty by the National Government to the States of gov- 
ernments republican in form, is to be found, to my mind, the all-im- 
portant and preservative fanction of this nation. I see but two ways 
in which that guaranty can be made good where in a State it does not 
already exist, whether it be in an aristocratic form, a government of 
the many by the few, or whether it be in any other form than a govern- 
ment that is republican. I see, I say, no way.in which that guaranty 
can be made good except it be by force, or that it be by qualilying the 
citizen in advance to disc’ the duties which are incumbent upon 
him as one of the sovereigns of his country; in other words, to guaranty 
education, instruction, knowledge, intellectual knowledge, and also 
a knowledge of the principles of virtue and morality, and of the gen- 
_— principles of that religion which is the religion of the United 

tates. 

The object of this third section is to specify a way in which, in ad- 
vance, the guaranty of a government republican in form can be given 
to every State. This is not aduty to beentered upon unless the parent 
fails. The State does notenter upon it unless the parent fails, but the 
fact is that asa rule parents can not educate their children. There- 
fore it is that the State is called upon te do it, and it does it in every 
State of the Union so far as constitutions and theories and laws are con- 
cerned as to every child. That isthetheory. Iftheparent did this the 
State would have no occasion to do it. But the parent does not do it; 
the parent can not do it, and the State assumes that burden of neces- 


sit: 

if the State fails, since intelligence and virtue are indispensable to 
the existence of republican government in the State, how is the nation 
to accomplish this guaranty unless by qualifying the child, or at least 
giving the opportunity of the qualification to the child who is to become 
the citizen? So I have proposed in this amendment that this guaranty, 
where the State fails and only where the State fails, shall be made 
good, not by force, but by a preparation of the child to be 
a citizen, so that when he becomes a sovereign, wherever he is, a gov- 
ernment ‘republican in form prevails as a matter of course. 

Force may establish the government republican in form, but educa- 
tion alone can preserve, or, in the language of the Constitution, can 
guaranty its continuance to the States er its preservation to the nation 
i . 

Such, very briefly indeed, are the provisions of this proposed amend- 
ment and the principles upon which it is founded. It has been pend- 
ing since last May, as I said before, and I now move that the joint 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Congress: 


On the 2d of April last I transmitted to the House of Representatives, in re- 
sponse to its resolution of the 8th of the March, a report of the Secre- 
of State, with accompanying correspondence, seletine to attnion in Damen. 
— the same ‘day I answered a resolution of the ae te of the preced- 
ing Deeember to the same effect, but wey eee executive session i in 
order to — duplication of of the peng ocuments aoeneen referred to - -— 
correspondence wh my public response to the res..lution e 
Tlouse of Representatives van ened weaken was duly ey ee pM ey meet by order 
of that ww (House Exeeutive Document Congress, first 


In my annual message =i 3d instant I annow.ced my intention in due 
course to lay before Congress farther correspondence on Samoan affairs. Ac- 
y, Lnow ——— a report of the Secretary of State with accompanying 

on 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXecuTivE Mansion, Washinglon, December 21, 1888, 


JAMES A. TERRELL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. co ee ert Senator from Towa to 
that | Jive way until I could call up the i (S. 1278) for the relief of James 
A. Terrell, which has been unanimously reported from the Committee 
em | on Claims, and simply refers a claim to the Quartermaster’s 's Depart- 
ment to be and reported on to Congress. I hope it will 
It will only take a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 

Se a are ee 


relief of James s 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 

to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
with. ta toe th cher Ooreeh to strike out the words 
aah ual teebdtuat” tor istuie ae Uh 
incident to such use and occupation;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the seertary of War be and hereby is, authorized and 
directed tocause to be investigated by the Quartermaster-General of the United 
States Army the circumstances, character, and extent of the alleged use and oe- 
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cupation by the United States military authorities for Government purpoges, 
ones: the late war, of the Jarge frame hotel situate on block 2, in and on the 
east side of Macon City, in the county of Macon, in the State of Missouri, and 
of a large tract of timbered land on the west and adjoining said Macon City, the 
actual value of the use and occupation of the said hotel for the time it was so 
used and occupied for Government purposes, and the value of the timber taken 
from such timbered land by military authority for Government purposes, and 
to find, award, and certify to the Secretary of the Treasury what amount of 
money, if any, is equitably due to said James A. Terrell from the United States 
as the reasonable value of such use and occupation of said frame hotel so occu- 
pied, and for the injuries and damages to such hotei building, the natural result 
of such use and oceupation, and the value of the timber taken from said tim- 
bered land, by military authority, for Government purposes and so used; and 
the Secretary of the Treasary is hereby authorized and directed to pay to said 
James A. Terrell, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the amount, if any,so found and awarded to be due from the United States, not 
to exceed $3.456; and the acceptance by said Terrell of any sum awarded under 
this act shall be in full satisfaction of all claims of every character and nature 
for such use and occupation and all damages resulting therefrom, and for all 
such timber. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engressed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT ELECTRIC WIRES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. TI have a report or two from the Committee on 
Printing that I would be glad to submit to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thereport will be received, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have first the appendices to Major Raymond’s re- 
port concerning conduits in the District of Columbia. The committee 
reports, of course, that they should be printed. The cost is moderate, 
being $760. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Including the maps and papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are the maps to be reprinted ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are to be printed. The report itself was or- 
dered printed heretofore, and has been referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; but the appendices were referred to the Committee on 
Printing for an estimate. The committee recommends that they be 
printed, and the cost will be $760. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print will be made, if 
there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


DISTRIBUTION OF SUPREME COURT REPORTS. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to call up the bill (H. R. 1860) to amend 
section 683 ef the Revised Statutes, for which the Committee on Print- 
ing recommends a substitute. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from the Committee 
on Printing with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


That section 683 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same 
is hereby, so amended as to provide for the distribution, by the Secretary of 
the Interior, of one set of the official reports of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, or an exactreprint of the same, comprising volumes 
1 to 122, inclusive, or so many volumes as may be needed with those already 
supplied to make one such set, to each of the ag as where the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States are regularly held: Provided, ‘That where a 
circuit court and district court are both holden at the same place, only one such 
set, or so many volumes as may be needed with those already supplied to make 
one such set, shall be distributed te that place: Provided further, That for the 
sets or parts of sets distributed as aforesaid not exceeding $2 per volume shall 
be paid; and said report shall be kept by the clerks of said courts and their suc- 
cessors in office for the use of said courts and the officers thereof; and the sum 
of $28,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to 
carry out the above provision, 

See, 2. That, beginning with volume 123, the reporter of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States shall deliver to the of the Interior, 
in addition to the number heretofore required by law to be so delivered b 
him, 76 copies of each volume of the reports of said decisions. for which ad- 
ditional copies he shall be allowed not exceeding $2 per volume. And hereafter 
all the copies of said reports fur by said reporter shall be distributed by 
the Secretary of the Interior in the manner heretofore authorized by law: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of the Interiorshall also distribute to each of the places 
where the circuit and district courts of the United States are regularly holden 
one copy of the reports so to be kept by the clerks of said courts and 
their successors in office, for the use of said courts and the officers thereof: Pro- 
vided, further, That where a circuit court and a district court are both holden at 
the same place, only one y shall be distributed to that place, and the residue 
of the copies shall be deposited in the Library of Soe. And the said re- 
ports, in all cases where the same are distributed as aforesaid, shal! remain the 
property of the United States,and be preserved as such by the above-named 
pt pee asa ee be turned over to seer ae office; andso much 
of section oO! vised Statutes as charges ent of Justice with 
the distribution thereof is hereby repealed. —— . 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is.on agreeing to the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CALL. I move to add to theamendment the words ‘‘ one copy 
to each Senator and Representative.’’ I suggest that amendment to 
the Senator from Counecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will excuse me from agreeing 
to that. I think it opens quite another question to give one hundred 
and fifty volumes, more or less, to each Senator. We want to provide 
the cirenit and district courts with a set of the reports. It seems to 
he entirely proper to do so. Some of them have a partial set, and it is 
proposed to fill out the sets. 


The bill came from the House ef Representatives, but seemed to be 
quite imperfect as it came here. It has been submitted to the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Attorney-General, and the draught which the 
committee submits as an amendment came from the Attorney-General’s 
Office, and was carefully drawn to supply what he thinks ought to be 
supplied, remodeling to some extent the old section 683. I beg the 
Senator from Florida not to try to add to it a present to Senators and 
Representatives. 

Mr. CALL. I shall not embarrass the passage of the bill against the 
wishes of the Senator who has it in charge. I will, however, say that 
there can be no possible reason why a judge of a courtshould be better 
informed in regard to the construction of the laws than the members 
of the legislative bodies that have to create the law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose the answer to that is that we have a li- 
brary right at our own hands for reference, and that a set of the reports 
at a court are used by the whole bench and bar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend section 683 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the distribution of the reports of the 
Supreme Court.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

3y unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. 
HoAR, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS, ~ 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed again to the consid- 
eration of the bill (8. 2511) to withdraw the public lands of the United 
States in Mississippi from sale atordinary privateentry, and to restrict 
disposals thereof under general statutes to homestead settlers, it being 
the bill which was under consideration this morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, the pending question 
being on the amendment of Mr. WALTHALL to add: 

But this act shall not be so construed as todeny to any State the right to select 
lands in place or indemnity lands in accordance with existing laws making 
land grants to States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. After the word ‘‘entry,’’ in line 6, I move to insert 
the words ‘‘ except those in the State of Missouri.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add at the close of the bill the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That this act shall not interfere with the existing authority to enter 
lands for town sites, nor with the authority of the Commissioner of the Generali 
Land Office to sell isolated and disconnected tracts of land of less than 160 acres 
in extent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the bill be read as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as it stands 
with the amendments. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That from and after the passage of this act the public lands of.the United 
States now subject to private entry, except those in the State of Missouri, shall 
be disposed of under and according to the provisions of the homestead laws 
only. But this act shall not be so construed as to deny to any State the right to 
select lands in place or indemnity lands in accordance with existing laws mak- 
ing land grants to States: Provided, That this act shall not interfere with the 
existing authority to enter lands for town sites, nor with the authority of the 
Comsntasioner of the General Land Office tosell isolated and disconnected tracts 
of land of less than 160 acres in extent. 

Mr. DOLPH. _I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to the 
fact that the proviso might prevent the perfection of title to pre-emp- 
tion claims, if there be any, upon these offered lands. I suggest that 
he add to the proviso “‘nor to prevent the perfection of title to pre-emp- 
tion claims already initiated.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Very, well; I do not think it would do so, but I will 
move that amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. The law is that the United States may make another 
disposition of the land upon which there is a pre-emption claim until 
the patent finally issues. I think this might be held to be another 
disposition of the land and cut off those pre-emption claimants. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add to the proviso the words ‘‘ nor to pre- 
vent the perfection of titles to pre-emption claims already initiated.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The proviso will be read as proposed 
to be amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That this act shal! not interfere with the existing authority to enter 


lands for town sites, nor with the authority of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to sell isolated and disconnected tracts of land of less than 160 acres 
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in extent, nor to prevent tho perfection of titles to pre-emption claims already 
initiated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to provide for the dis- 
posal of certain public lands of the United States under the provisions 
of the homestead laws only.”’ 


MICHAEL PIGOTT. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded toconsiderthe bill. It proposes to pay Michael Pigott, 
late postmaster at Quincy, Lll., $48, paid by him for use of telephone 
for the year ending June 30, 1873. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD AT FLORENCE, 8. C. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10869) to construct a road from Florence, 8, C., to 
the national cemetery adjacent thereto. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $15, - 
000, to be used in the construction of a macadam or gravel road lead- 
ing from the tewn of Florence, 8. C., to the national cemetery in the 
vicinity of that town. 

’ The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EQUIPMENT OF OREGON MILITIA, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 5009) to provide certain arms, ammunition, and 
eqaipage to the State of Oregon for the militia thereof. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


EQUIPMENT OF MONTANA MILITIA. 


Mr. STEWART. _ I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue 
to the governor of the Territory of Montana military stores for the use 
of the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. =~ 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, after the word ‘‘artillery,’’ in line 11, to add the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That the amount to be expended under the provisions of this act 
shall not exceed the sum of $33,860.76, being the balance remaining charged 
against said Territory on account of the sum of $69,296.77, charged inst said 
Territory on account of the issuance of field artillery, arms, etc., in August, 
1867 ; and to euable the Secretary of War to carry out the provisions of this act 


said sum of $33,860.76 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MOORHEAD, LEECH LAKE AND NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 7261) granting the right of way through certain lands in 
the State of Minnesota to the Moorhead, Leech Lake and Northern 
Railway Company. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. HALE... I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 870) to provide for the retirement of a certain class of offi- 
cers in the United States Navy. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not insist upon taking 
that bill up now. I shall be compelled to discuss it at some little 
length, and I shall be compelled also to ask for a yea-and-nay vote upon 
it, Iam afraid the Senator would not be able to get it through this 
evening, and there will be time for its consideration after the holiday 
recess. I trust the Senator will not insist upon it this evening. It 
certainly can not be passed this evening. 

Mr. HALE. I can not urge it if the Senator insists. I had hoped 
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that by this time he would have permitted it to go through without 
objection. If he desires to discuss it or to call for the yeas and nays, 
of course I can not insist on Sa it now. 

ee COCKRELL. I will say ly that I shall be compelled to 
do that. 

FORFEITURE OF MICHIGAN RAILROAD GRANT. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Senator from North Carolina to yield to me 
until I can make a report from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (8. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in 
said State, to report back the bill with the recommendation that the 
Senate non-concur in the amendments of the Houseof Representatives 
and ask for a committee of conference. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, reports the bill stated by him with the 
recommendation that the Senate disagree to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives and ask for a conference upon the bill and 
amendments. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLump, Mr. 
BLAIR, ahd Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be ae by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; whi 
was refer.d to the Committee on Appropriations. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11624) to increase the pension of Jacob Rogers was 

read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
, EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. VANCE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed, the adjournment, under the concurrent resolution of the two 
Houses, being to Wednesday, January 2, 1889, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 2ist day of December, 
1888. 


UNITED STATES CONSULS. 


John Tyler Campbell, of California, now consul at Auckland, to be 
consul of the United States at Foo-Chow, vice Joseph C. A. Wingate, 
resigned. 

John Darcey Connolly, of California, to be consul of the United States 
at Auckland, in the place of John Tyler Campbell, nominated to be 
consul at Foo-Chow. 

William H. Robertson, of the District of Columbia, now commercial 
agent at Port Hope, Canada, to be consul of the United States at St. 
Galle, in place of Peter Staub, resigned. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Daniel W. Moseley, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Richmond, in the State of Virginia, to succeed Otis H. Rus- 
sell, removed. 

POSTMASTER. 
Rufus H. Steadman, to be postmaster at Perry, in the county of 


Wyoming and State of New York, in the place of Hugh M. Scranton, 
whose commission expired December 19, 1888, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 21, 1888. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mrisury, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was reatl and approved. 
Hon. WiLLiAM L. Scorrt, of Pennsylvania, appeared and took his 
seat. 
HOUSES FOR OFFICERS, NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting estimates of iations for the con- 
struction of houses for officers of the Naval Academy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printgd 








1888. 


CONTINGENT FUND, NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a statement of expenditures for contingent 
expenses of the Navy Department for the fiscal year 1888; which was 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 


LIMIT OF ADVANCES TO UNITED STATES MARSHALS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, in response to a resolution of the House calling for infor- 
mation as to the effect of the provision of law limiting advances to United 
States marshals to $300,000; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact and law 
in certain spoliation cases; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3645) granting to 
the Astoria and State Coast Railway conpene the right to construct a 
bridge across Young’s Bay, in the county of Clatsop, State of Oregon; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. O’ Don- 
NELL, for this day. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 337) granting 
@ pension to Mary E. Johnston; when the Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Iask unanimous consent te consider the resolution 
I send to the desk at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Has this resolution been reported from a commit- 
tee? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; it ison the Calendar. Iask to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of the resolution providing for an investigation 
into certain affairs in the District of Columbia—— — 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The resolution was read at length. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I object. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understood that this was unanimously reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia, and I wish to state 
to the gentleman that I call this up at the request of the chairman of 
the District Committee. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I wish to say that I still adhere to my objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 

Mr. TOOLE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that request for 
@ moment, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. TOOLE. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consid- 
eration of Senate bill 1941, to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Helena, Mont., and pass the same with an amendment reported 
by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read at length. 2 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is the consideration of this bill asked 
for, or simply the consideration of an amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. Theconsideration of the bill. The committee re- 
ports an amendment. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the regular order is the call of 
committees for reports on bills of a private nature. 


AFFAIRS IN MADAGASCAR. 
Mr. McCREARY. I wish to submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


a Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the following res- 


° That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate 
to this House, if not incompatible with the public interests, any recent infor- 
mation in the Department of State touching affairs in Madagascar ” — 


having had the same under consideration, report it back and recommend its 
passage. 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
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PRINTING THE DIGEST. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to submit a privileged resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 2,500 copies of the Digest of the present session, prepared by 
John C, Robinson, Journal Clerk, under the act of March 3, 1877, be printed and 
bound for the use of the House, the same to be printed under the direction of the 
Speaker and the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is the usual resolution in regard to the 
Digest which has been adopted heretofore. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is that reported from the committee ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is not reported by the committee. 
offer the resolution for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to rise to sub- 
mit a report from the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. 
for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. It is not privileged in its present form. If reported 
by the committee it would be a privileged resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I ask its reference to the Committee on 
Printing. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 


I now 


I offer it as a privileged resolution 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his demand 
for the regular order, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. At- 
KINSON] has withdrawn his objection to the consideration of my reso- 
lution. 

Mr. WILKINS. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. WILKINS. 

Mr. TAULBEE. 
we are—— 

Mr. WILKINS. 

Mr. TAULBEE. 

Mr. WILKINS. 

The SPEAKER, 


Is it the resolution for the investigation? 

It is. 

Then I object. 

I would like to announce to the gentleman that 


Regular order. 
But attempting—— 
Regular order. 
The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. TAULBEE., I understand that. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the call 
of the committees for reports. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Regular order. [Laughter.] 

a 


IRRIGATION IN EGYPT. 


Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the House resolution requesting the Secretary of War to trans- 
mit to the House the translation made by Maj. A. M. Miller, Corps of 
Engineers, United States Army, of a work on irrigation in Egypt by 
a French engineer officer, with accompanying plates. 

The SPEAKER. This is a public measure, and the regular order is 
the submitting of reports on private measures; but if there be no ob- 
jection the Chair will entertain the request of the gentleman. 

Mr. GEAR. I move to refer it to the Committee on Printing, as it 
carries an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Military Affairs will be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and it will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


DIGEST AND MANUAL OF RULES AND PRACTICE OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the following 


port. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, having considered House resolution to print 2,500 
copies of the Digest and Manual of the Rules and Practice of the House of 
Representatives, report the same with the recommendation that it pase. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr.Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inguiry, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is not that the resolution which was referred to 
the committee a few minutes ago ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I make the point of order that the committee 
has had no session since the resolution was referred to it; and that it 
has no authority to sit during the sessions of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I withdraw the resolution. 

The call of the committees was completed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask leave to introduce a bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon by several gen- 
tlemen; but if the gentleman wil! send up his bill the Chair will cause 
it to be referred. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar was then agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 
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NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar. The Clerk will report 
the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bill (S, 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of N 
with the folix owing penc dis he amendment: On page 4, section 2, line 3. after the 
word “each wn to and including the word *‘ ‘each” in line 4, 

In al to this amendment and other amendments 
proposed I wish to say this: A large majority of mem- 
House are in favor of this project, but many gentlemen 
have proposed amendments ca)culated to hamper and restrain the action 
of the incorporators of the new company. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Illinois will suspend until 
order is restored. 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the question before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment which the 
Clerk has just read. 

Mr. PAYSON. In the confusion it was not quite heard here, 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. ADAMS, Mr. Chairman, in regard to thisamendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sprno.a], and I may say in 
regard to amendments proposed by other gentlemen, I wish to point out 
that although they are proposed by gentlemen with the utmost good 
faith, they are for the most part unnecessary, and therefore, as I think, 
they are injurious. 

I have noticed in the course of this debate that hardly a single mem- 
ber of the House has spoken against the project of a canal across the 
Isthmus by the Nicaragua route. We all seem to be in favor of the 
enterprise. But gentlemen propose amendments to the bill, and the 
effect of all these amendments is to hamper or restrain the action of the 
incorporators of the canal company, either in the formation of the com- 
pany or in the prosecution of its business after the incorporation has 
been effected. The idea seems to be that without such restraints there 
is danger that the company will be perverted from its legitimate func- 
tions and become a mere stock-jobbing or kite-flying concern. 

I do not believe there is the slightest danger of that, and therefore I 
think that most of the amendments proposed are unnecessary and in- 
jurious. Iam unwilling to hamper in the outset the greatest American 
enterprise that has been set on foot during this generation by any 
amendment to this bill the propriety and necessity of which can not 
be clearly proved. lam not willing by my vote to place the slightest 
obstacle in the way of the successful inauguration and completion of a 
project fraught with almost incaleulable advantages, political as well 
as commercial, to the people of the United States, 

Mr. Chairman, let us remember when we vote on these amendments 
that if we incorporate this company it will go into the money markets 
of the world and solicit subscriptions to its stock and bonds under 
great disadvantages. It will encounter from the very beginning strong 
and persistent opposition from many quarters. Al! its operations from 
the opening of its subscription-books till the canal is in actual opera- 
tion will be carried on under the electric light, if I may say so, of h 
tile criticism. 

The stockholders of the present Panama Canal Company, or of the 
new Panama Canal Company, if there shall be a new one, will have 
the strongest motives to discourage this new undertaking. If success- 
ful it will be an active rival of theirown enterprise, Solongas human 
nature is what it is they may be expected to exaggerate its difficulties 
and discourage subscriptions to itsstock. Thestockholdersof the Suez 
Cana! Company will be infiuenced by the same motives, and they will 
act in the same way. The success of this enterprise will open a new 
and rival route between Liverpool and Hong-Kong. The Pacific rail- 
roads of the United States, and for all I know the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company, will watch with jealous scrutiny every step in the prog- 
ress of this new corporation. The Panama Railroad Company and 
the American Atlantic and Pacific Ship Canal Company, which has 
maiied a circular to all of us, also have an interest antagonistic to the 
Nicaragua Caval Company. 

Put that is not all, It is not improbable that the entire merchant 
marine of Great Britain, and particularly the steam-ship interest of 
England and Scotland, will have some reason to look upon the Nicara- 
gua project with an unfriendly eye. It has a out by Com- 
mander H. C. Taylor in a recent number of the Forum magazine that 
the Nicaragua route between Europe and the East has such a relation 
to the course of the trade-winds that the o opening of this route will 
probably give an impetus to the building an of sailing vesseis in- 
stead of steamers for the ocean carrying trade. If that is so it will 
endanger the supremacy of the tramp steamer. And as the tramp 
steamer is the most important factor in the Levees supremacy of the 
British merchant marine, it is not impossible that the success of the 

Nicaragua route will mark the first step in the restoration of the Amer- 
ican merchant marine. It is more than probable that the vastamount 
of capital invested in the building and running of British freight steam- 


trike oul 


ir. ADAMS. 
that a been 
bers in this 


RECORD—HOUSBE. DECEMBER 21, 


ers will foresee this, and will view the success of the Nicaragua Canal 
Company with jealonsy and alarm. 

The consequence of the antagonism of all this vast amount of capi- 
tal which I have referred to will be that every restriction which we lay 
upon the management of the enterprise will be an additional obstacle 
to its success, while at the same time the jealous scrutiny to which it 
will be subjected by hostile criticism tends to render unnecessary those 
checks and safeguards which, under other conditions, would be entirely 
proper. I believe that the circumstances under which the Nicara 
Canal Company will have te fight its way to success will render it 
possible to make of it a kite-flying or a stock-jobbing concern. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not all. I have spoken of the commer- 
cial rivals of the Nicaragua Canal. Letmeremind the committee that 
political influences may be against it. There is a political power, not 
strong on the floor of this House, but strong in London, Paris, and 
Frankfort, where the company may go for the capital to on the 
work which is likely to look askance on a Nicaragua Canal pany 
incorporated by Congress under a charter which Congress has the right 
to amend, and governed by a board of directors a majority of whom 
must be citizens of the United States. I mean the political power of 
the British Empire. Let me remind the committee of the diplomatic 
contention between Great Britain and the United States in regard to 
the Monroe doctrine, or rather in regard to the application of that doc- 
trine to the question of transit across the American isthmus. 

When the Monroe doctrine was first announced as the American 
policy, over sixty years ago, it was with the approval, and even at the 
suggestion of Great Britain. It was then demanded by British inter- 
ests as well as American. But twenty-five years later, when we pro- 
jected a Nicaragua canal on the very route now proposed, we found the 
eastern terminusof the proposed canal in n of a tribe of Indians 
under the protectorate of Great Britain. For that reason, and only for 
that reason, we made the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. From that time to 
this the British contention has been that by making that treaty we 
have debarred ourselves from applying the Monroe doctrine to the 
question of transit across the isthmus, 

Our contention, on the other hand, has been for the last twenty- 
five years that neither the Clayton-Bulwer treaty nor anything else 
ought to prevent us from carrying out what President Hayes declared 
to be the policy of this country—a canal under American control. 

Now, then, can we suppose that the same British influence which 
was exerted to delay and embarrass the building of the Suez Canal 
until it was seen to be more of a benefit to the British Empire than to 
any one else, will not be exerted directly or indirectly to embarrass and 
delay the sale of the stocks and bonds of this American company in 
the money centers of Europe? 


Mr. PAYSON. Will my colleague permit an ioquiy at that point? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. A cae question. How are the difficulties which 
my colleague suggests to be met by permitting this corporation to issue 
fictitious evidences of capital ? 

Mr. ADAMS. But I am not in favorof allowing that. No part of 
this bill will it the issue of fictitious evidences of capital or in- 
debtedness. have not the time to go into that question at 
If the capital can be enlarged—that is, the shares of capital stock—it 
will only be because more money bas beea paid in. I am not in favor 
of stock-watering, nor do I think there is any danger of it under this 


et 
Mr. Chairman, the passage of this bill and the and 
completion of the Nicaragua Canal under the provisions of this bill will 
be a practical assertion of the Monroe doctrine as applied to the ques- 
tion of canal transit across the Isthmus. The failure to pass this = 
or the failure of the company to organize under its 
leave that great question undecided. It ought to be decided now. i 
is far better to secure the building of a canal under American control 
at the pane time, when our relations with foreign powers are 
friendly, than to postpone action toa time when aualtulioes * with 
European powers may exist, and when our action may be attributed 
to a desire to add to those complications, or to take advantage of them. 
We do not know whether the Panama Canal will be built by the 
present company or by some new company. We do not know whether 
it will ever be built at all. If it is built we do not know whether the 
stock will continue to be owned by citizens of France, as it is now, or 
will be transferred to British subjects, or even to the British 
ment, as a large part of the stock of the Suez Canal Company was trane- 
ferred. 
One thing we do know—we ee 
gain by the speedy completion of the Nicaragua Canal under A 
We can not afford to take the slightest risk of failure or de- 
lay. We can notafford even to allow the work to be done under a State 
charter, which Congress would not have the right toamend. We ought 
to pass the bill in such a shape that the company will be promptly 
formed, the money promptly subscribed, and the work promptly com- 
pleted. 
For that reason we ought not to adopt 


amendment to the bill 
unless it is clearly shown to be necessary. 


say that the passage of 
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the bill imposes an additional political responsibility upon the United 
States is nothing against it. That responsibility we ought not te hesi- 
tate to assume. It means simply that Congress by an actof legislation 
will assert the same American policy which our Presidents and Secre- 
taries of State have been asserting for the last twenty-five years. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen on the other side are 
entitled to five minutes if they desire te occupy it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Those who are opposed to the bill are entitled 
to five minutes more, and if no other gentleman desires to occupy the 
reer recognize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. The 
motion to limit the debate te ten minutes did not prevail. The mo- 
tion was made, and it was under consideration when the House ad- 
journed. 

Mr. CLARDY. On the contrary, Mr. Chairman, the motion did 

revail. 
. The CHAIRMAN. TheChairis se informed by the clerk who keeps 
the time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. We proceeded to a vote, but the point of ‘‘no quo- 
rum ’’ was raised, and the matter went over. 

The CHAIKMAN. The Chair will have read by the Clerk the por- 
tion of the RecorD which pertains to the question raised by the gen- 
tleman from New York {[ Mr. Spino.a]. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 

The Sreaker. The gates from Missouri moves that the House resolve 

a 


itseif into © Whole House on the Private Calendar forthe further 
consideration of the pending bill; and pending that he moves that all debate 
= the seeord section and amendments thereto be limited — minutes. 

e gentleman from ramen — Payson] moves to amend by striking out 


“ten” and inserting “ twen' 
Mr. Payson. And also by Haaiting the motion to the section and the pending 


amendments. 

Mr. CLanpy. a to all amendments tothe section. I wil! say 
to the gentleman i s[Mr. Payson) that | am willing toagreeto twenty 
minutes, the te all the amendments to the section. 


provided 
Mr. Paysun. i do not agree to that. 1 am willing to have a short limitation, 
provided it be confined to amendments; but I desire to have it so that 
those who have substantial amendments to offer shall have an opportunity to 


The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Payson; and there were— 
ayes 15, noes 63. 

Mr, Sptrona, No reek 

The Sreaxer. The 


Ss at Sate _ Saas no 
appoint as Arkenass(Mr. Doss), ° SPrIno.a] and the gentie- 
The Houses dreide d be tellers reported B, 150. 
; and @ \—ayes 13, noes 
So the amendment was d 


isagreed to 
The Speaker. The Chair is advised that the previous question has already 
ordered. aoe recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
_. OLARDY 


divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 18. 


Mr. Sprvoia. No quorum. 
The SreaKER as tellers Mr. Sprvora and Mr. Cuarpy. 
: and th the tellers reported—ayes 148, noes 16. 


souri 
The 


The House divi 
So the motion was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Srrvoea] to control the time in favor of the amend- 
ment, if he desires recognition. ‘The gentleman isentitled to five min- 
utes, 

Mr. SPINOLA. purpose, Mr. Chairman, in presenting the amend- 
ment was to limit, if pessible, the amount of capital with which this 
company shall go inte ’ It appeared to me that $100, 000,000 
was a very large sum of money for this purpose, and with the right to 
issue an unlimited amount of bonds would give the aounee all the 
facilities they would require in the construction of this great public 
work; for it is a great work, and I so it. I wish to 
state here that the amendments I have offered have been offered in 
good faith and for the sole purpose of perfecting the bill by making it 
an OR NONE RE et i tanmamumentmemaamale eal 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. And pulling back its passage all 
the while, you might as weil say. 
Mr.SPINOLA. You may throw that fling out if you please. I will 
continue, while on the tlooref the House, to “‘pull back the passage’’ 
of any bill which I do not consider proper. 
Pic Mr. O'N EILL, of Pennsylvania, Well, it isa mice way to destroy 
e bi 

Mr. SPINOLA. My dear friend, I could be persuaded to do almost 

in the world for yeu that you might ask or suggest, except 

to vote for a measure which does not ? fall y meet my approbation. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Well, I hope the gentleman will 
soon akg bill into a shape to meet his approbation, and let us vote 
wer. SPINOLA. This is my time—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, but you are polite enough to 
allow me to interrupt you; you are always very polite; still you are 

a to the progress of legislation. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. SPINOLA. When pa amendment is offered which, from my 

ea of view, appears detrimental to the public interest, I desire to be 
as possible. Upon any other question the gentleman 
will find me Sickle tn soft as putty. [Laughter.j 








My purpose in this amendment, as I have stated, was to limit the 
amount of stock this company shall issue. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In other words, to provide that the stovk 
shall have some relation to the cost of the work. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, that is my purpose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido not think that isa very bad proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Now, if the House should not think proper to adopt 
my amendment, I can not help it. I shall feel that I have done my 
duty. A majority of members, doing what they think to be right, may 
vote the other way. I shall vote for the amendment, because I consider 
it a proper one to be adopted. 

One word in regard to all these adverse interests which the gentle- 
man who preceded me [Mr. ADAMS] has enumerated, going over the 
five fingers of his hand. If he had five fingers more, he could have 
named prebably five more. [Laughter.] 1 simply desire to stato 
that those interests to which the gentleman has referred have none of 
them appealed to me by letter or otherwise; on the contrary, I have in 
my drawer a large number of telegrams and private letters from seme 
of tHe best men in the city of New York, some of my most intimate 
and close personal friends, asking me to favor the passage of this bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. 1 hope the gentleman did not understand me as say- 
ing that those parties are opposing the passage of this bill here on the 
floor of the House. I said they would embarrass the sale of its stock 
and bonds in the money markets of the world, so long as hwman nature 
is what it is. 

Mr. SPINOLA. They maydothatanyhow. Of course that is hu- 
man nature, and we can not prevent it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What is the estimated cost of this work? 

Mr. SPINOLA. As I understand by the reports coming from the 
Senate, and from the statements made before the Senate committee, the 
engineer, Mr. Menocal, who has charge of the enterprise, has fixed the 
amount at $64,000,000, or thereabouts. 

Mr, CLARDY. OQneof the engineers estimates the cost at $147, 000,- 
000. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And one estimate is as low as $46,000,000; so that 
there is a disagreement among the doctors. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If I understand the purpose of my friend 
from New York [Mr. Sprvoa]}j, his sole object is to provide in the bill 
that the amountef capital when issued shall havesome justand proper 
relation to the cost of constructing the work. 

Mr. CLARDY. Stock can only be issued, as I said the other day, 
for property to be used in the eperation of the canal and for money 
paid in. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only want to say farther, if my friend 
from New York [Mr. SprvoLa] will permit me, that in my judgment, 
if there is any ene thing from which our people are saffering te-day, 
it is from the increased cost of transportation resulting from the neces- 
sity of declaring dividends upon watered stock. 

A MemsBer. Fictitious capital. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, ‘‘ fictitious capital;’’ and my friend 
from Missouri will certainly agree with me that there ought to be in 
this bill such limitations as will prevent the consummation of a wrong 
like that. I donot say that it is intended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time limited for debate on this section is 
exhausted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and a message was received from the 
Senate, by Mr. MoCook, its Secretary, which announced the passage of 
bills of the following titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (8. 1311) granting. an increase of pension toSamuel J. Murphy, 
of 


, lowa 

A bill (S. 1455) for the relief of Mark Tomlinson; 
4 bill ie 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 
A bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter; 
A bill fs. 3072) granting a pension to John J. Gorham; 
A bill (8. 3374) granting an increase of pension to Newton J. Shrake; 
A bill (S. 3451) granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester; 
A bill (S. 3529) granting a pension toMiss Elizabeth A. Tuttle; 
A bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to Mary Saeger; 
A bill (8. 3556) granting a pension to William H. Mays; 
A bill (S. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner; 
A bill (S. 3628) granting an increase of pension to Emma Biddle; 
A bill (S. 3694) granting a pension to Elizubeth New; 
A bill (S. 3732) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Mem- 
phis Railroad Company over and through the public lands of the United 
States in the States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee 
and granting the right of way to said railroad company over and through 
the United States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in 
the State of Florida; 

A bill (S. 3646) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. 
Chamberlain, of California; and 

A bill (S. 3677) to open abandoned military reservations in the State 
of Nevada to homestead entry. 
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The message also announced the passage of House bills of the follow- 


ing titles: 
A bill (H. 
A bill (HB. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (Hi. 
A bill (H. 
Freitas; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
roll; 
A bill (Hi. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
Prince; 
A bill (Hi. 
A bill (H. 


R. 
R. 


7) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; 
206) granting a pension to William H. Starr; 
R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 
R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn; 
R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain; 
. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 


. 2236) granting a pension to Eli J. Yamgheim; 
. 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Car- 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


R. 


2667) for the relief of Ida M. Howell; 

2702) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shook; 

2707) granting a pension to Baker Taine; 

2839) granting a pension to Henry Sommers; 

3512) granting a pension to Anthony Shafer; 

3608) to grant an increase of pension to William E. 


R. 


3681) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller; 
R. 


4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 


Martha Priest; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (A. 
A bill (A. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H 
Wallen; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 4648) granting a pension to Jemima Sterling; 

R. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 

R. 4737) granting a pension to Micah French; 

R. 4887) granting a pension to Charles E. Scott; 

R. 5408) granting a pension to Emma F. Read; 

. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 


R. 5751) for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch; 
R. 5919) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James 


Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (4. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (A. 
A bill (H. 
Harr son; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (Hi. 


A bill (HL 
A bill (A. 


R. 6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon; 

R. Toads granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkison; 

R. 7344) granting a pension to Henrietta Waldron; 

R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll; 
R. 7887) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 


R. sens} granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese; 
R. 8521) for the relief of William A. Mathes; 

R. 8613) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 

R. 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool; 

R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drake; 

kt. 9175) granting a pension to George Wallen; 

R. 9176) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor; 

R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 

R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barberick, 


of Wateitown; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (HL. 
A bill (H. 


A bill (H. 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (71. 
A bill (HI. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (A. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


phrey; 


A bill (H. 
A bill (A. 


A bill (i 
A bill (Hi 


ending Jun 


The message announced 
with amendments in which concurrence was requested: 


R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

R. 9310) granting a pension to William J. Duley; 

R. 9388) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 

R. 9654) granting anincrease of pension to Jesse J. Clark; 
R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; 

R. 9668) granting a pension to Joseph Rosier; 

R. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 

R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer; 

R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 

R. 9791) for the relief of Charles W. Geddes; 

R. 10032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen; 

R. 10073) granting a pension to P. F. Jonte; 

R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; 

R, 10199) for the relief of William E. Springstein; 

R. 10253) granting a pension to Emmanuel P. Steed; 

R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 

R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair; 

R. 10494) granting a pension to Emelia Mumm; 
R. 10515) to increase the pension to William 

R. 10647) granting a pension to Samuel J. Wright; 
R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole; 

R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis; 

R. inant granting a pension to John W. Krunk; 
R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 
R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. Towner; 
R. 10947 granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin; 


her; 


R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney; 
R. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Tieeegang: 
R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs, Louise M. Hum- 


for the relief of William R. Rodgers; 
for the relief of Motier Howe; 


R. 11042 
. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford; and 

. R. 11878) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for public printing and binding for the fiscal year 


R.1 ion 


e 30, 1889, and for other pu 


rposes. : 
of House bills of the following titles, 


DECEMBER 21, 


A bill (H. R, 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
M - Minnie L. Gardiner, and Mrs. Lilla May Pavy to $30 per month; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 9385) for the relief of Christian Kunzie. 


NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question ison the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Spryova]. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 22, noes 
46. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Noquorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed astellers Mr. SPINOLA and Mr. CLARDY. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 26, 
noes 138. 

So the amendment was rejected. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next section. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish tosubmita parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stand the rule requires, when a vote of the committee discloses the ab- 
sence of a quorum, that the roll shall be called. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct in his premises; but 
by the last announcement of the tellers a quorum has voted on this 

uestion. 
: Mr. PAYSON. I offer a further amendment, to come in after the 
word ‘‘corporation,’’ in the last line but four of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Wiison]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that thereis an amendment 
pending, offered by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. SrocKDALE], 
which is first in order, and which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

foo heater = eee: sedate ee 
thereof, shall — be dhenaed.ner shall the aueeeee tee ee bee 
the Government of N a from any of said concessions without the consent 
of the Government of the United States first obtained; and any violation of 
this provision shall operate as a forfeiture of the franchises of the company.”’ 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 18, noes 
68. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I desired to offer a 
moment ago was proposed to be offered to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, and as a partof section 2. I observe that that 
amendment becomes a new section, section 3, and as there are possibly 
other amendments pending with reference to the second section, and as I 
do not desire to forestall any action on the partof those who have amend- 
ments to offer to section 2, I shall withdraw the amendment for the 
present until section 3 is reached in its regular order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 2s follows: 

“ Nothing in this act contained shall interfere with the rights, privileges, im- 
munities, and franchises of the Central American Transit Company,a cor- 
poration organized under the laws of the State of New Jersey.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now offer the amendment to which I referred a 
few moments ago, to come in at the end of section 2. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after section 2: 

* All bonds, stocks, and certificates issued for or as a part of the capital of the 
company shall be issued at its principal office in the city of New York.” 

Mr. CLARDY. That section has been from. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois was sent up some time ago, but was tem- 
porarily withdrawn, as the Clerk was about to commence the reading 
of the third section and the question was raised as to whether it was 
amendable or not. The Chair thinks it is but right to allow the gen- 
tleman to offer the amendment under the circumstances. 

Mr. CLARDY. I will make no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
which has just been read. 

Mr. CLARDY. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was ad 

Mr. PAYSON. I now 
end of section 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the amendment just adopted : 

“All shares, stocks, bonds, certificates, or 
teal for cobporats purposes Privited, Eat thn shail ct apy to bonds or 

ened under article 50 of the congeaibeln of Plesmaaen Go the canal 
company.” 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 21, 
noes 58. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. Payson and Mr. CLARDY. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. CLARDY (one of the tellers). Iask unanimous consent that 


r a further amendment, to come in at the 


other securities of this company, 
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the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois may be again 
submitted to the committee. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 




































amendment of that kind. If I may be permitted to say so, this whole 
question was considered before the committee, and it was the judg- 
ment of the committee that a majority of the directors being citizens 
of the United States would be sufficient. [See A tix.) 
Mr. PLUMB withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. . . ' 

5 : . Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. While in favor of guarding in every 
_ ae a. ~~ ve a possible way the interests of our country, we certainly should be care- 
ni - a tenet tad led th bill n R. 11878) making ap- | {2/ that we do not incumber the bill with provisions that will em- 
ee ae ian — am h (H. sential i barrass this corporation. By the bill as itis now drawn, a majority of 
propriations to supply @ deficiency in the seen 30, 1889, P d for the directors must not only be citizens, but residents of the United 
printing and binding for the fiscal year —s ae ee — States, and by the bill as it now stands, the president must not only be 

other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. a citizen, but a resident of the United States. 
NICARAGUA MARITIME CANAL. So far as the protection of the rights and interests of the United States 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


is concerned, therefore, that is just as valuable as if we had every one 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next section of the bill. | of the directors, because it givesus control of the company. Now, when 
The Clerk read as follows: 


we bear in mind the fact that perhaps the bulk of this capital must be 
Sxc. 3. That the affairs of the said company shall be managed by a board of | raised abroad, and the many other clauses that we have introduced 
directors, fifteen in —- who Se aiaieh an on for — ae into this bill for the purpose of protecting the interests of our own 
their suCoeR.Ore ae Ny eee United States” At the fied clection five shail te | country, it will be seen that this isnot necessary. If we should adopt 
chosen by, the stoskholders Sos one year, Sve for two years, and ave & three | the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] it would 
ears, and at each annual election thereafter five chosen by the stock- | make it impossible for us to have even a director resident in Nicaragua, 
lders for three years. The said board shall elect from its number a president, : . : conn 8 

who shall be a citizen and resident of the United States, and one or more vice. | Pecause all of the directors would be required to reside within the limits 
presidents of the company, who shall hold office for such terms as the by-laws | of the United States. I submit that that would be entirely unneces- 
of said board may provide and until their successors are duly elected and shall | sary, would be in no sense a benefit to the United States, and would 
not protect our interests any further than they would be protected by 


have qualified. 
Mr. LANHAM. [I offer the amendment I send to the desk. the other provisions, but would simply resultin embarrassing this en- 
terprise unnecessarily, and in making it more difficult to raise the 


The Clerk read as follows: 
money abroad. 


as In line 4, section 3, strike out the words “a majority of whom” and insert 
wae: Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Chairman, I would be very much in favor of 


the amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] were it 
not for the fact that it contravenes the provisions of the concession. 
The concession, in article 11, provides that— 

The Government of Nicaragua, in its character of shareholder in the com- 
pany of execution, as hereinafter vided for, shall have the perpetual right 
of naming one director, who shall be an integral part of the board of directors 
of the company, with all the rights, privileges, and advantages conferred upon 
them by the statutes of the company and the laws of the country under which 
it shall organize. 

That is the concession. As to the amendment providing that all 
the directors shall be residents of the United States, I am in favor of 
it, but I call attention to the fact that it contravenes the terms of the 
concession. 

Mr. McADOO. We do not ask that all shall be residents of the 
United States, only two-thirds. 

Mr. LANHAM. As I understand the provision of the concession 
just read by the gentleman from Maryland, it only provides that one 
director shall be a citizen of Nicaragua. 

Mr. RAYNER. But your amendment provides that they shall all 
of them be citizensof the United States. 

Mr. LANHAM. Well, I am willing that my amendment shail be 
modified so as to permit the one Nicaraguan director provided for in the 
concession. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What benefit will that be to us? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas[Mr. LANHAM] pro- 
poses to modify his amendment so as to allow one director in accord- 
ance with the terms of the concession cited by the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. RAYNER]. 

Mr. McADOO withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. JosEPpH D. Tay- 
LoR to the amendment of Mr. LANHAM, and the amendment was 
agreed to—ayes 40, noes 12. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] as amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment as 
amended. 

The proposed substitute was read, as follows: 


Strike out in lines 4 and 5 the words “‘ and a majority of whom shall be citi- 
zens and residents of the United States’ and insert ‘‘the directors shall be cit- 
izens of the United States or of Nicaragua, and a majority of such directors shall 
be citizens and residents of the United States.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that that would not be 
in order as an amendment to the amendment which has just been 
adopted, but that it would be in order as a substitute for the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas as amended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the wayin which I offer it. It is very ob- 
vious that unless some such amendment is adopted this company is te 
be practically a foreign corporation, because the great body of the cap- 
ital is to be furnished by foreigners. The country seems to be very 
sensitive upon some questions in connection with our foreign relations; 
but when it comes to extending undue favoritism to foreign capital we 
seem to be very prompt in granting extraordinary franchises, such as 
we have never granted to our own citizens in such sweeping form. 

If this corporation is to have any American character at all, its board 
of directors at least should be American, or if not entirely American, 
should pertain to the American continent. I admit that under the 
terms of the concessions—the so-called concessions (for it is a matter of 
doubt whether any have been made by the Nicaraguan Government)— 


Mr. LANHAM. The object of this amendment is to require that all 
the directors of the company shall be citizens of the United States. 
The text of the bill requires a majority of them simply to be citizens 
of the United States. My purpose is to Americanize this institution 
as far as practicable if the bill shall become a law. . 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wish to offer an amendment to the 
amendment; to strike out the words, on page 5, line 4, ‘‘a majority,’’ 
and insert ‘‘ two-thirds;’’ so that it will read: 

And two-thirds of whom shall be citizens and residents of the United States. 

Mr. BAYNE (to Mr. LANHAM). That is better; perhaps you had 
better accept that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; it is right as first suggested. 

Mr. CLARDY. The bill as originally introduced was without any 
provision as to citizenship or residence of the directors, but it was 
amended by the committee so that a majority of the directory should 
be residents and citizens of the United States. It will be necessary, of 
course, as has been frequently stated on the floor, to go abroad to raise 
money to construct the canal; and it has been thought, as perhaps much 
more than half the capital would be raised elsewhere, it would be but 
right and proper that some representation should be given to the foreign 
stockholders. 

And I think myself that if the majority of the directors are Ameri- 
cans, it sufficiently, to use the language of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LANHAM], Americanizes this enterprise, and I do not believe the 
amendment ought to be insisted upon. I know the gentleman from 
Texas would do nothing he alaved wiebl militate against the 
of this bill in such a shape as that the money could be raised and the 
canal be built under it; and I therefore think that neither the amend- 
ment presented by the gentleman from Texas, nor that presented by the 
gentleman from Ohio, providing that two-thirds of the directors shall 
be Americans, should be adopted. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It seems to me that when this charter 
is given by the Congress of the United States that we ought to have 
two-thirds of the directors citizens of the United States. If the bill is 
a3 important as it has been stated to be, and I believe it is, I think it 
is a matter of great importance to this country, and for that reason 
I am in favor of more than a majority. I think where we have a 
board of fifteen directors two-thirds of these should be citizens and resi- 
dents of the United States. Where you have a board of fifteen and only 
have a bare majority, that bare majority may not control in important 
meetings and in regard to important questions. We would only have 
eight Americans and might have seven foreigners. The sickness of a 
single member might change control for the time being. I think that 
would not be entirely safe, and if we propose to enforce the Monroe doc- 
trine in this country, and pee to charter this corporation for this 
important purpose, we ought to have two-thirds inserted in this bill as 
the number of Americans who should be on this board of directors, 
and therefore I insist upon my amendment. 

Mr. McADOO. I hope the chairman of the committee will accept 
that amendment. I am, as every one knows, a friend of this bill; but 
I think this is a very proper amendment. We are going out of our 
way to incorporate this company. It is a very unusual thing for the 
United States to incorporate a great private corporation. We are doing 
it with the view of building the canal under American auspices, and 
we want to make this incorporation as safe as possible. Therefore I, 
for one, as a friend of the measure, will accept the amendment. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, I have no authority to accept an 
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that Government is entitled to one director. But I hope this Congress 
will not allow this matter to go beyond the two governments at deast. 
If by an extrnordinary provision we should create a corporation foreign 
in its capital and Jargely foreign in its control, we might’be embroiled 
not only with the southern governments of our own contivent, but also 
with Eurepean governments. I insist that this company should at 
least have the merit of being confined to the two governments con- 
cerned—the one that is to take the responsibility of controlling this 
great enterprise, the other the government within whose territorial lim- 
its these extraordinary powers are to be exercised. It seems ‘to me that 
an argument in favor of such a line of policy is apparent in this: that 
we are taking a new departure here; we are taking a of exceed- 
ingly dpubtful constitutionality in legislating in afield from which Con- 
gress has heretofore shrunk. We are proposing to assume the respon- 
sibility ef coming in contact, direct contact, with the European as well 
as the South American powers. I hope to this extent at least some 
protection will be furnished. 

Mr. CLARDY. If we can have a vote mow, I shall not move that 
the committee rise, otherwise I must:do:so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ing to the substitute of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Heratan | forthe amendmentof the 
gentieman from Texas. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. TI ask that the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 4 and 5 the words ‘“‘and a majority of whom shall be citi- 
zens and residents of the United States” and insert “the directors shall be citi- 
zens of the United States or of Nicaragua, and a naajority of such directorsshall 
be citizens and residents of the United States."’ 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question) said: The noes seem to 
have it 

Mr. HOLMAN. I <all fora division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 32, noes 33. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum, 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the vote will be taken over again. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will put the 
question again, as there was a very small number voting. 

The question being again taken, theamendment of Mr. HotMAN was 


* adopted. 


Mr. LANHAM. I move to. amend by inserting, in line 11 of section 
3, after the words ‘‘one or more viee-presidents.of the company,’’ the 
words ‘‘who shall also be citizens and residents of the United States.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move toamend by inserting 
at the end of section 3 the provision which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A‘l tolls, charges, and regulations concerning commeree of or withthe United 
Siates shall be reasonable and just; and in ease of dispute ‘between this com- 
pany or any of its agents and any citizen, fizm, or corporation engaged in inter- 
state or foreign commerce in or with the United States concerning any tolls, 
charges, or regulations of this compane. the Interstate Commerce Commissio 
shail have jurisdiction under sach rules of practice as the commission may 

ine ; andall tolls, cha , and regulations shal! be subject'to the revision 
and jurisdiction of the com: on. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the object of 
this ameudment is to place this corporation in the same attitude with 
reference ‘to foreign and interstate commerce in which we have placed 
all the railroads of the country, and to provide for citizens having a 
dispute with the corporation a court of adjudication, it being a pri - 
ple of our existing law, as it is of our civilization, that no 
between citizens or between citizens and corporations ought to be with- 
out some court for the adjudication of such differences. ‘This amend- 
ment contemplates the same character of adjudication that we provide 
for the residue of our interstate and foreign commerce. 

Mr. RAYNER. How can we constitute a court with jurisdiction 
outside of the limits of the country? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I admit that our authority in 
this matter may be a little nebulous in its character, but the wholeques- 
tion of our giving statusto this business upon foreign soils in the same 
attitede. If we can pass a measure of this kind, if we can adopt any 
substantial provisions, such as are here contemplated, we can at least 
take the usnal steps to provide a method of redress forourcitizens who 
may have grievances arising out of their business with this corpora- 
tion. 

Mr. RAYNER. Only one word in answer to the geutleman from 
Arkansas. There is no objection to the amendmentsubstantially, We 
have no right under the Constitution to organize a court outside of the 
territorial limits of the country. It would be absolutely void if we 
did so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. They are bound to do it ont- 
side the limits of the eountry. If we can create this thing we can fol- 
low it up and protect our own citizens. If you can not do'that, do not 
have anything to do with it. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Arkansas to the fect that it is provided in the concession these tolls 
must be subject to the approval of the Republic of Nicaragua and shal! 
not excecd a certain amount, and further, that when they exceed a cer- 
tain amount they shall be reduced. They have to be reduced when 
they exeved a certain amount, and that reduction must be enforced un- 
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der the provision of article 52 for the benefit of the toll-payers or tax- 
payers. Anamendment requiring the collection of these tolls under the 
interstate-commerce act would therefore be inconsistent with the con- 
cession under which the canal alone can be built. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to amend the amendment by adding the 
following: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All vessels sailing under the American flag shall be entitled to a rebate of 20 
per cent. from the lowest charges made upen vessels sailing under the of 
any other country, ama vessels belonging to the American Navy,which shall 
be entitled to a rebate of 50 per cent. from the lowest price charged the vessels 
belonging to the navy of any other country. 

Mr. CLARDY. That is.all cight; but all American vessels are en- 
titled to a rebate of 50 per cent. under the concession. 

Mr. SPINOLA’S amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of 
Arkansas. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to address the committee 
directly on the amendment now pending. I have given the details of 
the bill but slight and imperfect consideration; hence I will not enter 
upon the discussion of them. 1 have given attention and consideration 
to the subject-matter of the bill, and it is to that I propose to speak. 

I thought I heard a few moments ago an expression of doubt by my 
esteemed friend from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] as to the power of 

to pass this measure. I liketo hear such expressions, for they 
evince a respect for the limitations pat upon our power by the States 
and people of this nation. It is both wise and patriotic to inquire and 
see what things we are commissioned to do. 

I have heard similar doubts expressed by others at an earlier period 
of this debate. I have given this mattersomeattention. The gravity 
— of the query, as well as of the merits of the bill itself, 
d ed it. The bill is to incorporate a eompany of capitalist citi- 
zens of the United States to construct what is known asthe Nicaragua 
Canal through a part of Costa Rica and Nicaragua, utilizing the great 
lake of the latter name, so as to secure.a passage for ships through the 
Isthmus from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean. 

The work which the company when in ted proposes to do lies 
entirely outside of the geographical limits of the United States, and 
that fact makes it necessary for Congress to know that the country in 
whose jurisdiction the work proposed is to be done has made or will 
make a concession to such corporation of the right to do it, for in the 
absence of such concession the corporation would fail for manifest rea- 
sons. Butsuch concession having heen made by the proper anthori- 
ties, the point is now made that Congress has no right to create a cor- 
poration of this character. ‘The law as well as Government is a pro- 
gressive science. 

It was held by the Supreme Court of the United States many years 
ago, in the ted case of McCulloch vs. Maryland, adhered to and 
reaffirmed in the Bank of Augusta vs. Earl, in 13 Peters’s Reports, to be 
common-law doctrine that a ‘tion, being created by law, could - 
exist only within the boundary of the sovereignty which gave it life. 
That it must reside and have its yt aoe Sens —— be geograph- 
ical boundary which gave it birth. t ical application the 
rule has qualifications and conditiens sttadend to 90 te ution teat #4 
may not ecommerce and business. So the same court held in 
the Railroad vs. Koontz, 104 United States 
ration might do business in all places where its 
authorities of course assenting thereto. 

‘Wherever it goes for business it carries its charter, as that is the law 
of its existence. ) 

‘The charter is 
Railway vs. Gebhard, 109 United States.) 

Tt is well settled that Congress has no 

operate within territorial jurisdiction of 
purpose of carrying into effect and giving 
Constitution. 


tothat opinion. I am quite sure, how-_ 
could not grant a charter or i te a company 
one of our States to another for the regulation of 


ever, 
to dig a canal 
commerce among the States, because the power to construct canals is 
not granted. , 

Tt may be possible that the power to regulate commerce, the United 
States having an agreement to that effect with a foreign nation con- 


cerned therein, vests Congress with authority to pass the measure, but 
I would prefer not to rest it there. I think that the power may exist 
underthe treaty-making clause of the Constitution, which is very broad. 

But, sir, we are not confined to that. I believe that Congress may 
enter a broader field and find therein ample power for the legislation 
proposed. ‘When we view the Constitution in its true light new bean- 
ties and excellences Mumine our pathway, and every hour’s study we 
give to it but adds to its beneficence. But, sir, it was designed to op- 
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erate only upon and among the parties to its creation, which were the 
States. It is a compact of union made by them for their mutual con- 
venience, benefit, and protection; and they vested in it ail powers they 
had touching international affairs. 

The powers delegated to the United States to make treaties, regulate 
commerce, ete., with foreign nations, meant upon the part of the States 
that they renounced these sovereign and unlimited powers and trans- 
ferred them in all their original plenitude to the National Government. 

The Constitution created a national government with limited powers 
over, among, and between the States who created it, but witb un- 
limited powers toward all other nations and peoples, Each of the par- 
ties to its creation was before its adoption a sovereign and independent 
State or nation, and was so acknowledged by Great Britain at the 
peace. Each possessed the right to make treaties and r com- 
merce with foreign nations without limit until they delegated or 
granted that right to the United States, and ever since they have had 
no power over either. 

If the States had these without limit, all that they possessed 

by the grant, and it follows as a logical sequence that the United 
tates, in dealing with foreign powers, is not restrained by constitu- 
tional limitations nor restricted to affirmative grants. Other nations do 
not recognize New York or Georgia as sovereignties. They do not 
recognize any State or any number of States as having any right to 
deal with them in any respect whatever. They deal with the United 
States as a single sovereignty, as one of the nations of the earth. They 
take no note of any limitation of its power or want of power. They 
know nothing of the Constitution and its restraints, and care less. And 
when the United States-‘make treaties, regulate commerce, or transact 
any other business, they act as they were but one State—a solid 
body—as though Congress and the President were sovereign or empow- 
ered without limit, save their own discretion, which is in fact no limit 
at all, except that their policy may be by the people at the 
next election. 

This idea is not altogether new; it did not originate with me. I 
have seen that it was advanced in debate as far back as 1848 by Mr. 
Calhoun, when he was called upon to cite constitutional power or au- 
thority for the appropriation which was proposed for the relief of the 
starving Irish people, and he said that there was no constitutional 
qnestion involved, because the powers of this Government as to foreign 
nations were not restricted to constitutional grants; and I think he was 
right. 

I have often heard the assertion that the purchase of Louisiana was 
an unconstitutional act, and Mr. Jefferson himself was of that opinion. 
In his letter to Dr. Sibley in June, 1803, he admitted it. He was 
anxious that a constitutional amendment should be adopted giving 
such power, and said: 

That it will be desirable for Congress to do what is necessary in silence. 

He also said: 

Whatever shall think necessary to do should be done with as little 
debate as possible, and particularly so fac as respects the constitutional difficulty. 

It seems never to have occurred to him, notwithstanding all of his 
learning and profundity of thought on the problem of government and 
familiarity with his own, that its foreign policy was not restricted to 
constitutional grants of power; and yet the Supreme Court subse- 
quently substantially so decided in Canter’s case, reported in 1 Peters’s 

; also see note a, 1 Kent’s Commentaries, side page 159. In 
1833 Judge Story, commenting upon this subject in connection with 
this decision, employed the following language: 

As an ineidental power the constitutional right of the United States to acquire 
terri would seem so naturally to flow trom the so y confided to it as 


not to admit of very serious question. The Constitution confers on the Govern- 
ment of the Union the power of making war, and of making treaties; and it 
acquiring tevritory 


seems consequently to possess the power of either by con- 
quest or treaty? 
It is said that the cost of the canal will be but $65,600, - 


000. Grant that it may cost double thatsum, and then it is a mere 
bagatelle compared with the value of the work when completed to the 
commerce of the world. I do not know the ability of the proposed 
corporators, but I take it for granted that they are both earnest and 
honest men, possessed or assured of ample means to prosecute the 
enterprise with diligence and to secure its ion within a reason- 
able time, perhaps within five years from the date of beginning opera- 


The commercial importance of the canal can not well be overesti- 


mated. from bound for Australia, Borneo, Japan, and 
other countries of the would pass just to the southward of Hayti, 
taking an air line through the proposed canal, thereby saving in sail- 


ing distances from 1,000 to 5,000 miles. The course of vessels sailing 
from any of the Atlantic ports of the United States or Canada to Cali- 
fornia or to any of the islands or countries of the Pacific Ocean, would 
be via Cuba and the Gulf of Mexico, and would save to them from 8,000 
to 11,000 miles of sailing distance over the present route around Cape 


The constraction of this canal would add more than 8,000 miles to 
the coasting trade, giving to our vessels an unobstructed run from Maine 
te Alaska. It will give special advantages to the feeble and languish- 


ing commerce of the United States over the trade of the East Indies and 
the countries of the Pacific Ocean. It will save in distance— 


Miles, 


Between New York and San Francisco 
Between New York and Alaska..... ..... 
Between New York and Hong-Kong.... 
Between New Y ork and Melbourne....... 














Between New York and Sandwich Islamds,... ..............ccccsesessneeeeteeseeeeesenen 

Between New York and Valparaiso....... -......ccccccoecessereresserereseetaseneentcessenee 9, 700 
Between New Orleans and San Francisco........ccccsccsccsssesesscecsccesae sesseeseeees 11, 000 
Between New Orleansand Valparaiso......... 9, 900 
Between Liverpool and San Francisco . 7,200 
Between Liverpool and Melbourne.... . 409 
Between Liverpool and Hong-Kong.. . 1,300 
Between Liverpool and Yokohama.... ali . 3,900 
Between Hamburg and Acapullo........0..ccccc0ssssssseescecscceessesesses coveeasscesesseese 2p O00 
en: ED NTE TO singe cessive en esivavncin tice een tacenc -mveveccencrmnenes senna 1,300 


From New Orleans around Cape Horn to San Francisco is 15, 
miles—more than 1,000 miles further than it is from New York to San 
Francisco, notwithstanding New Orleans is by land 1,000 miles nearer. 
This results from the latter being situated on the Gulf, which extends 
more than 1,000 miles inland from the track of the ocean steamer from 
New York to Cape Horn. By the proposed canal the distance from 
New York to San Francisco will be 4,700 miles, and from New Orleans 
to San Francisco but 4,000 miles. I take New Orleans as indicating’ 
the mean distance of all the Gulf ports. 

It will liberate the people of California and the Pacific Slope frora the 
commercial bondage in which they are held by railroad corporations. It 
will give to this country a safe harbor and the most advantageous naval 
station on the western hemisphere, in Lake Nicaragua, from which, in 
case of war, our ships could operate with equal facility in both oceans 
and the Gulf of Mexico. The United States would then be in condi- 
tion to enforce the Monroe doctrine otherwise than on paper and by 
protest, if the necessity therefor siionld ever oceur; and besides all this, 
the present bill looks to the consummation of this great work as well 
as its subsequent management by citizens of the United States. 

A practicable passage through the Isthmus has been discussed, talked 
of, and sought after nearly ever since Columbus discovered America. 
The United States have expended many thousands of dollars in sur- 
veys and examinations, and the grand result of ages of investigation 
and effort is the Nicaraguan route. 

In the colonial days of this country the South was the seat of wealth, 
power, opulence, andhappiness. Just preceding the Revolution, which 
resulted in separation from Great Britain, the imports received into 
New York amounted to less than $1,000,000 in value. Pennsylvania 
received not over two and a half millions, and all New England about 
three millions, while Virginia aloneimported four and a quarter millions 
and South Carolina nearly $3,000,000 ,worth, quite as much as the 
whole of New England. 

Some forty years after the adoption of the Constitution New York’s 
imports reached twenty-five millions while South Carolina’s remained 
about thesame. In 1832 New York’s reached fifty-seven millions, more 
than double, while South Carolina had fallen to about one and a quar- 
ter and Virginia had dwindled to a half million dollars. This change 
of trade, which it was claimed was produced by Federai legislation, was 
the cause of nullification in South Carolina. 

The loss of trade to the South and the transfer of it to the Northern 
section of the Union was, while no doubt partly due to natural ship- 
ping advantages a by the North, attributed entirely to the 
course of Federal legislation contrary to the objects of the Union. The 
protective tariff, internal improvements, national debt, pensions, boun- 
ties, subsidies, the multiplication of offices, national banks, the fund- 
ing system, and extravagant expenditures tending to convert the lim- 
ited and simp e Government established by the fathers into an unlim- 
ited one, were the chief factors in subtracting capital from the South 
and transferring it northward, and gave rise to that discontent which 
finally led to the effort of the South to withdraw from the Union. 

In 1860 the imports of New York were over two hundred millions 
and those of Massachusetts sixty millions, while those of Virginia were 
one and a quarter and of South Carolina a little less than two million 
dollars. The discontent continued to grow, as Mr. Madison feared that 
it would. In his eighty-sixth year he wrote as follows: 

The visible susceptibility to the contagion of nullification in the Southern 
States, the sympathy arising from known causes, and the inculeated impres- 
sion of a ineompatibility of interest between the North and South 
may put it in the power of popular leaders, aspiring to the highest stations, to 
unite the South on some critical occasion in some course of action of which 
nullification may be the first step, secession the second, and a farewell separa- 
tion the last. 

The “‘ critical occasion’’ upon which the popular and aspiring lead- 
ers united the South was the election of Mr. Lincoln to the Presidency 
upon his proclamation of the irrepressible conflict between free labor 
and slave labor, which would continue until all were free or ail slave. 

Of the result I will not speak, since it is foreign to my subject, ex- 
cept to say that the commerce of the Southern States, coastwise and 
foreign, was completely destroyed. 

The proposed construction of the Nicaragua Canal is the first indica- 
tion I have seen since the war which offers a hope for commercial life 
and prosperity for that much-abused but glorious section of our com- 
mon country. The stream of commerce which will flow through the 
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Gulf of Mexico when the canal is completed will inevitably add greatly 
to the trade of the Gulf ports, and thereby afford a readier market and 
betier prices for all the marketable products of the Gulf States, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNN. Does the gentleman from Alabama desire more time? 

Mr. OATES. I should like to have a few minutes longer. 

Mr. DUNN. If I am recognized, I will yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. OATES. I am very much obliged to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. 

I do not share, Mr. Chairman, in the apprehensions expressed a few 
days ago by my distinguished colleague from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], 
whose opinions I always respect, because he is one of the most con- 
servative and painstaking members of this body. He assumed that it 
was a@ very dangerous experiment for the United States to charter this 
company, from the fact that the United States would be committed to 
the protection of the property which these corporators would acquire 
under the charter, and that it would involve the necessity of a great 
standing navy and at Jeast two naval stations in the vicinity of the’ 
work, and that this would involve the country not only in a heavy out- 
lay but in all probability in a war with some other nation. 

Mr. Chairman, it is the duty, and always has been, of the United 
States to protect the persons and property of their citizens wherever 
they may be. Shall we refuse this act of incorporation, and to give 
the project reasonable encouragement, not by money but simply by 
this enactment, to prosecute the work, because it would then become 
the duty of the Government to protect them in the enjoyment of that 
property ? 

If a nation sees proper to invade their rights, I do not see why this 
Government should not protect them as fully as it would protect any 
other citizen of the United States in the enjoyment of any property 
righis, however acquired, elsewhere; and while I would not welcome a 
war at any time or on any occasion, I am not sure that, if the cause of 
the United States was just, our involvement in a foreign war would be 
of any very great or serious detriment to the interests of the country. 
I believe it would have one beneficial effect at least, and Iam some- 
what apprehensive that nothing else will ever completely accomplish 
that; I mean the eradication of sectionalism in this country. 

I believe, sir, that sectional division, sectional feeling, and even ha- 
tred, is stronger in this country to-day than it has been at any time in 
the last fifteen years. Organizations of soldiers and the sons of veter- 
ans marched as such organizations under political banners in the late 
campaign. 

Political parties are essential to give expression to and enforce the 
policy of the majority, but there are questions which rise in importance 
far above that of the predominance of any political party, and one of 
these is that of sectional animosity and prejudice. The cultivation of 
the bitter memories of the war is the one thing which to-day above 
every other appeals to patriotic hearts, North and South, to unite in 
putting it down, and striving to disseminate fraternal and patriotic 
feeling throughout the Union. Let the white men of America differ 
on questions of policy as they may, but be one universal brotherhood. 

Let Southern men no longer sneer at the despised Yankee, and North- 
erm men cease to point to the ‘‘ scars of rebels’? as dishonorable me- 
mentoes of ‘‘a foul conspiracy and the crime of rebellion.’”’ Such a 
bandying of epithets, like grievous words, stir up anger, and will make 
the young men of the South love those of the North like the French 
inhabitants of Alsace and Lorraine love the Germans, or as the Catho- 
lic Irish love the English; and the young men of the North, under 
such tutelage, will manifest towards those of the South the same feeling 
of superiority which the English Tory manifests for the Catholic Irish. 

When statesmanship and a lofty manhood unite in magnanimity to a 
fallen foe they never fail to inspire respect and confidence which soon 
ripen into sincere affection. 

A war with a foreign power would heal old wounds, turn attention 
to the later exhibition of heroism and triumphs of the arms of the na- 
tion, and restore fraternal feeling from the Canadas to the Gulf. But, 
sir, neither the construction nor operation of that canal will involve 
the United States in war unless it should be constructed and operated 
by a company of Europeans in the interest of their home government. 

The situation of the United States relieves them from all of the com- 
pheations of European nations, and this, with ournumerical 
exhaustless internal resources, absolutely exempts us from even remote 
probability of war. The construction of the canal will benefit the 
commerce of the world and give cause for rejoicing rather than for war. 
I congratulate my friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] upon the fortu- 
nate connection of his name with this great enterprise by his skillful 
management of this bill. I take great pleasure in ing my vote 
in its favor, and hope to sce grand results flow from this } on. 

Mr, CLARDY. Mr. Chairman, in the consideration of the pending 
bill no gentleman has expressed a doubt of the commercial importance 
of the great enterprise the measure seeks to inaugurate. Some gentle- 
men oppose it because they do not believe that Congress has the power 
to incorporate a company to do an extraterritorial act; and others look 
with disfavor upon it because, in their opinion, the Government may 
at some distant day be appealed to to come to the rescue of the com- 
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pany or its stockholders to make good their losses or to afford protection 
to their property. But all agree, I think, that the passage of this bill 
will most likely lead to the construction of a canal that must prove of 
incalculable benefit to all sections of our country. 

After what has been said by my friend from Alabama and other gen- 
tlemen on this floor, it is hardly necessary to speak of the power of 
Congress, under the Constitution, to grant a charter. The greatest 
Chief-Justice the country ever had, interpreting what is known as the 
commercial clause of the Constitution, said that ‘‘it means intercourse 
between nations and parts of nations in all their branches.’’ 

Another justice of the Supreme Court, speaking for the court, said 
of this clause: 

It is general, and includes alike commerce by individuals, partnerships, as- 
sociations, and corporations. 

Thesame justice, speaking for the court in the Daniel Ball case, 10 Wal- 
lace, said ‘‘ that the commercial power given to Congress authorizes 
all appropriate legislation for the protection or advancement of either 
interstate or foreign commerce.’’ And in Veazie vs. Moore, 14 How- 
ard, and in Lord vs, Steam-ship Company, 102 United States Reports, 
the court has expressly declared that Congress has the power to incor- 
porate a company to do an extraterritorial act. This is the construction 
the Supreme Court has placed on the provision of the Constitution re- 
ferred to. And as showing the construction placed upon it by the ex- 
ecutive department I beg to refer to the fact that at least twelve engi- 
neering parties have been sent by the executive department of our Gov- 
ernment to Panama, Nicaragua, and Tehuantepec with directions to 
ascertain whether it was possible to construct a ship-canal between the 
two oceans, and the expenses of the numerous surveys and explorations 
made were paid for out of money appropriated by Congress for that 
purpose. . 

Were these engineering parties sent out to gratify an idle curiosity 
on the part of the American people? Did they go to look for the strait 
which the great discoverer believed nature had left as a passage way 
between the continents, or to prove the continuity of the Isthmus and 
the unreality of the long-sought strait? Or did they go for the prac- 
tical purpose of ascertaining if a canal could not be made to span the 
Isthmus and wed the sunrise to the sunset? 

ue HERBERT withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 
dix. 

Mr. CLARDY. I trust, Mr. Chairman, we shall now get a vote. 

The question was taken; and the amendment offered by Mr. BREcK- 
INRIDGE, of Arkansas, was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. That for the manage’ t and dispositi f the stock, rty, 
an effects of the said eanew board of Tonite may upaled onah ~ 
laws, rules, and regulations as may conform to the authority granted in such 
canal concession or concessions, and not be inconsistent with this act or the 
laws of the United States or the existing treaty stipulations of the United States 
with the Government of ane or of Costa if the said canal should be 
in part in the territory of that we and may fix the time for election of 
directors, and in case of vacancy said board, caused by death, resignation, 
or otherwise, may fill the same. No person shall be ad r who is not a 
stockholder, and any one ceasing to be a stockholder 1 cease to be a director. 
All meetings of stockholders shall be held at the o' of the company in the 
city of New York, and at least one such shall be held i 
but failure to elect directors on the day in} 
deemed to dissolve said company, but y 
appointed thereafter by the directors first giving thirty days’ notice thereof, in 
manner aforesaid. Thedirectors, of whom including the president, shall 
be a quorum, shall have full power touching election or intment of all 
officers of the company, and said officers shall hold office at the will and pleas- 
ure of said board. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I have an amendment to offer to that section 
which I think will commend itself to the favorable consideration of the 
House. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 4 the following: 

“ Provided, That no Sone & concessions heretofore or hereafter granted by 
and Costa Governments for or in behalf of the construction 
the ts of the American citizens 
said canal, or which affect the ts of the Government of the 
United States to have a voice and governmental control of the use of the same, 
shall be made until the consent of the Government of the United States to such 

change shall have been first given thereto. "’ 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am not anes to = oa 

roposition whether under the powers vested in Congress by the Con- 
stitution we have the right to grant a charter such as it is proposed to 
confer under the bill we are now considering. I shall assume that we 
have such power, and I arrive at this conclusion because gentlemen on 
this floor, learned in the law, and in whose legal abilities and patriot- 
ism I have the utmost confidence, say we have. 

Furthermore, sir, as far as I am able to judge or form an opinion, 
during the past twenty-five years the Constitution of our country has 
been so construed, not only by the Congress but by the courts of last 
resort, that to-day it can be made to mean anything or nothing, and 
has long ago ceased to be our compass and chart, limitin or defining 
the powers of the Federal Government, when it has stood in the way 
of supremacy or success. Sir, no man regrets this condition 
of atlas more than I do; butif the venerable instrument can stand 
such strains as it has been subject to during the period I have referred 
to, threatening the fundamental principles upon which it was based. 
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may we not hope that in case this bill should become a Jaw it will not 
80 hapeie the venerable instrument but that what may be left of it 
may be of some utility and value to future generations? 

But, sir, I wish to say a few words in regard to the bill from a na- 
tional and commercial standpoint, and I might say from a cosmopolitan 
standpoint, for the construction of this canal will, in my judgment, not 
only affect our commercial interests but that of the world. To my 
mind, sir, it is wonderfully strange that a problem which, during the 
close of the fifteenth century, occupied the minds of the people of Eu- 
rope and which the Spanish and Portuguese navigators were endeavor- 
ing to solve—a short route to the Indies—should yet remain unsolved 
in this the close of the nineteenth century so far as this continent has 
any interest in it. While the Portuguese in the latter part of the fif- 
eentht century were endeavoring tosolve this problem by the doubling 
of the Cape of Good Hope, the conception of the Spanish navigators, 
that not only a new continent existed but that the short route to the 
Indies was by sailing westward, ultimately led to the discovery of this 
continent, and for centuries after the southern half of it was settled 
expeditions still left the shores of Europe seeking for some break in it 
between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans which would solve the prob- 
lem they had so much at heart. 

Sir, it is a remarkable fact in connection with this whole subject, 
which it has required four centuries of time to demonstrate, that with- 
in a few hundred miles of the port from which Columbus set sail in 
the Mediterranean the short route to the Indies, so far as the interests 
of continental Europe were concerned, was to be found, and that the 
construction of the Suez Canal has finally settled this question for con- 
tinental Europe. It is hard, sir, to overestimate the importance of the 
Suez Canal and its beneficial results upon the commercial interests of 
Europe; and probably to no people have its direct results been more 
injurious than to those of the United States. The English people, ever 
alive to their commercial supremacy, either did not believe in the feasi- 
bility of the project or for some ulterior reasons discouraged it, and it 
was left to the enterprise and the ingenuity of a Frenchman to dem- 
onstrate its practicability. , 

When we consider, sir, the fact that England is practically the mis- 
tress of the Mediterranean, occupying as she does not only Gibraltar 
but the Island of Malta, one would naturally infer that her best in- 
terests would have been identified with the construction of this canal, 
and that her naval supremacy, together with her military stations in 
the Mediterranean, would have assured to her all the rights and im- 
munities for her commerce she could reasonably demand. The states- 
manship of the younger Pitt was never more clearly demonstrated than 
after the capture of Malta by the English. Rather than surrender it, 
as the condition of peace made by the first Napoleon, he continued a 
war when England was virtually bankrupt, and to-day Malta virtually 
controls the Suez Canal from a military standpoint. ‘But, sir, what 
has this policy demonstrated? ‘No sooner had this canal become a suc- 
cess than a majority of its shares was bought up by an English minis- 
try and to-day are in the treasury of Great Britain. And she did not 
stop here, sir, for the occupation of Egypt to-day by the English forces 
and the complications surrounding this occupation are but a part of a 
general plan to insure the control of this water way for English com- 
merce and English trade. 

We may, if these statements are correct, form some opinion as to the 
value to English interests of a short route to the Indies; and just here 
it may be well to inquire what effect the construction of this canal has 
had upon us as a people and our interests. Weall know that prior to 
its construction it was practically impossible toship the wheat of India 
to European ports. It was neither raised nor exported largely. The 
exports of wheat ‘rom India prior to the construction of this canal were 
practically nothing. But since its construction it has risen from a few 
millions of bushels up to as high as thirty or forty millions of bushels 
perannum. Climatic causes stood in their way; the long voyage in 
doubling the Cape of Good Hope, with their cargoes of grain passing 
through the tropics, so deteriorated its quality that much of it was 
hardly merchantable upon arriving at its port of destination. But the 
Suez Canal has changed all this, and the low price of our cereals, es- 
pecially wheat, during the past five or ten years, can be more attrib- 
uted to India competition than to any other cause. 

Sir, after the construction of the Suez Canal the problem of a short 
route to the Indies was transferred from the continent of Europe to 
this continent, and it confronts us to-day. 

If practical experience and engineering ability are of any value, I 
think we may safely come to the conclusion that the construction of 
the Nicaragua Canal is the only feasible and practical solution of this 
question for us as a nation. And when we consider the fact that it 
will not only furnish us the shortest route to the eastern continent, 
but will accomplish something perhaps even of more value to us—the 
shortest possible oceanic route to our possessions on the Pacific—I do 
not see how its importance from a national standpoint of view can be 
overestimated. It will not only accomplish this, but it makes it pos- 
sible for us to secure our due share of the trade of the South American 
Republics on the Pacific Slope. 

If we ars never again to be a factor in the foreign commerce of the 
world, the construction of this canal will at least add to our coastwise 
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trade and tonnage, and possibly build up our merchant marine, which 
in case of necessity, may be an important factor in our future relation 
with foreign nations. 

As a business proposition, divested of any constitutional considera- 
tions, I would be willing to vote the necessary money out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States to construct thiscanal, if it could be absolutely 
[Applause.] ~This is what 
I understand the Monroe doctrine to mean. I know of no more im- 
portant coaling station or naval rendezvous unoccupied in the world to- 
day from a strategic point of view than can be found on the shores of 
Lake Nicaragua if this canal is built, through which ships of war of 
heavy draught can pass. 

Sir, the construction of this canal will unquestionably enable our 
manufacturers on the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains and the 
Gulf of Mexico to favorably compete, not only in the markets of South 
America, but in our Pacific States, with the manufacturers of the world. 
There is hardly apy section of our common country which will not be 
benefited by it. The Southern States unquestionably have a large in- 
terest in it. The development of the manufacturing and mineral in- 
terests of some of them, now going on, located as they are so near the 
Gulf of Mexico, ought to find a market for their products on the west- 
ern shores of this continent by the construction of this canal, and coal 
now mined within 250 miles of the Gulf of Mexico should compete in 
South America and in our Pacific States with coal now shipped and im- 
ported from Australia and British Columbia. 

To the wheat-growers of our Pacific States and Territories the con- 
struction of this canal and cheapening the cost of transportation to 
Europe must be of inestimable value. From San Francisco to Liver- 
pool, via Cape Horn, the distance is estimated t be 14,690 miles, and 
via the Nicaragua Canal 7,508 miles, showing a saving of 7,182 miles 
of ocean navigation. From New York City to San Francisco the saving 
would be, over that of the Cape Horn route, 18,080 miles, from New 
Orleans 11,005 miles, and an average to South American ports south of 
the equator of from six to eight thousand miles. 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that this bill will receive the favorable con- 
sideration of this House; and that, while it may have thrown around 
it all the safeguards essentially necessary to protect those of our peo- 
ple who may be induced to invest their money in it, that it may not 
be incumbered with unnecessary restrictions and limitations which 
would virtually make a charter granted by the Congress useless for 
practical business purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MACDON=*LD. I donot think, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen 
understand the full effect of this amendment, and I ask that it be again 
reported. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer as an 
additional section, section 5, the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 5. Said company shall make a report on the first Monday in each year 
to the Secretary of the Interior, which shall be duly verified by the president 
and secretary thereof, giving such detailed statement of its affairs and of its 
assets and liabilities as may be required by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
any false statement so madeshall be deemed perjury and punished assuch; and 


it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to require such annual state- 
ment and to prescribe the form thereof and the particulars to be given thereby. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, it will be noticed that the 
bill as it comes to the House contains no provision for an annual report 
being made of the affairs of this proposed corporation to any person or 
power. Under the laws of the State of New York all corporations are 
required to submit annual reports of their affairs, their assets, and their 
liabilities to the controller. The only criticism I can make on thi 
bill as a friend of the project is that it does not provide for an annua 
report to some authority, and I propose to remedy that defect by the 
additional section justread. Such a report will enable the public, the 
stockholders, the bondholders, the creditors of this corporation to learn 
once a year through the medium of the Interior Department just what 
the ‘‘trueinwardness ”’ of the corporation is, what it has done, and what 
is the situation of their interests. It strikes me as due to the public 
as well as to the corporate interests concerned, and I think the amend- 
ment will commend itself to all friends of the measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] ought not to be 
made. Ithink a moment’s reflection will convince every member here 
that the adoption of such an amendment would commit the United 
States to this enterprise in a way not contemplated by the bill itself, 
nor by the concessions made by the Republic of Nicaragua to the asso- 
ciation that seeks a charter from this Government. 

If our Interior Department is to have cognizance of this work, as 
provided by this amendment, then the Government would seem io be 
fairly committed to the control of the building and operation of this 
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canal. If the report of the directors of the canal company is to be 
made to the Secretary of the Interior, it must be for the purpose of 
giving the Government of the United States such information as any 
nation seeking to control the enterprise might properly require. 

Sir, as | understand the Monroe doctrine, it means that no foreign 
government shal! be permitted to undertake a work of this sort, but it 
does not mean that the Government of the United States may under- 


} 


take such a 


to its control. If the report of the directors of this canal company is to 
be made annually to the Secretary of the Interior it would, of course, | 
give information to the public, but its prime object would appear to be 
to give to the Government such information as wonld enable it to exer- 
cise control and supervision of the enterprise, not only while the canal 
is being constructed, but m its subsequent use. 

Article 8 of the concession provides that ‘‘the company of execu- 
tien’’ can not, nor can the Republic of Nicarauga in any case, transfer 
any part of said concession to any foreign government. In what pos- 
sible contingency, then, can it be proper to connect the Secretary of the 
Interior with the control of the proposed canal ? 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to be understood by some that the Monroe 
doctrine requires that the United States Government should control this | 
canal. Ido notso understand that doctrine. The position taken by 
President Monroe, and which hasever since been sanctioned by the Amer- 
ican people, is that no government outside of Central America can ever, 
without the approval of the United States, be allowed to control that 
country, or to build a canal across the Isthmus of Darien; but it is no- 
where maintained in that doctrine that this Government hasthat right, 
or can have it, except by treaty, and nosuch treaty has as yet received 
thesanction of the Republic of Nicaragua and of the United States. 

As is well known, such a treaty has been under consideration, but 
has never been confirmed; and, what is more, ne one can now say that 
another opportuxity to make such a treaty will ever be given to this 
Government by the Republic of Nicaragua. It would seem that that 
Republic has concluded to grant to the association which asks Con- 
gress for this charter the concession contained in the decree before us, 
and to retain under its own control everything pertaining to the pro- 
posed water way, except what is so clearly set forth in the fifty-five 
articles in which the concession appears. 

Mr, Chairman, the Monroe doctrine should be sedulously maintained, 
but I very much doubt the propriety of going beyond it and claiming 
for ourselves what we deny to others. If such a step was absolutely 
necessary, in order to secure a way for the commerce of the 
United States and of the world, tarough this barrier, we might take it, 
and with it take the consequences; but I submit, Mr. Chairman, that 
the project now before us presents a better plan. 

flere we have presented the most feasible route for a ship-canal that 
experienced engineers, after years of search, have been able to find, 
and itis beyond question the cheapest and the most practicable of 
any. Nature herself has beckoned the engineer to the San Juan River 
and to Nicaragua Lake with its great basin, where the vast watershed 
that surrounds it furnishes an ample supply of water for all possible 
requirements for the canal. The repeated surveys made reveal such 
superior advantages for this route that an association of capitalists ot 
high character are willing to give their money and their energy to 
this great work, Sir, we should not hesitate to grant to these gentle- 
men the charter they ask; and for oneI regret that so many members 
of the committee have felt it to be their duty to effer amendments to 
this bill, which, although well imtended, will, if adopted, endanger 
the success of this work. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Josern 
D. Tayior}, which requires that two-thirds of the directors of the 
canal company shall be citizens and residents of the United States, 
seems to me to be open to the objection I have justindicated. Tocon- 
struct this great water way and make it equal to the requirements of 
the steam-ships and large sail vessels of the present period will require 
an amount of money so large that it is not probable that it would all 
be furnished by American capitalists; on the contrary, it is more than 
likely that a majority of the one hundred or more millions of dollars 
needed will be furnished Sy foreign investors. In such a case what 
propriety or what fairness would there be in insisting that two-thirds 
of the directors who are to control the construction and operation of 
the canal should be American citizens? 

This is a business operation and should be dealt with on business 
principles. The restrictions and regulations contained im the articles 
of concessivn, and found in the bill before us, are sufficient to secure 
the saccessful epening and working of the contemplated water way, 
and that is what is most wanted by the people of the United States. 
To vs it is a matter of no consequence whether the money comes from 
Europe or America, and especially is it so since it is inexpedient for 
this Government to build and control this caual,and it becomes our 
duty to guard against such restrictions as will tend to defeat its suc- 
cessful accomplishment. 

M1. Chairman, every material interest of our people will be advanced 
by this water way that is to shorten by thousands of miles the distance 
required by our merchant marine to reach our Atlantic and Pacific 
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ports. It will, moreover, effect as great a revolution in the world’s 
commerce as was done by the opening of the Suez Canal, with which 
the Nicaragua Canal would be a competitor. 

But not alone in our shipping interests are our people to be benefited. 
In fact, the greatest good will come to our internal industries, both 


| agricultural and manufacturing. TheSouth American trade manifestly 


and legitimately belongs to us, and yet is wrested from us by European 
work; and hitherto it has been impossible to get a measure | 


of legislation passed by Congress that would commit the United States | 


statesmanship and European enterprise, and to secure it for our own 
people has come to be a thought uppermost in the American mind. 
The able and interesting report.of the commission appointed by Presi- 
dent Arthur to “‘ascertain and report upon the best modes of securing 
more intimate national and commercial relations between the United 


| States and the several countries of Central and South America’’ dem- 


onstrates not only the importance of that trade to the United States, 
brut gives the humiliating fact that only 10 per cent. of it is now en- 
joyed by our people. 

Mr. Chairman, of the 27,000,000 of people in the South American 
states nearly 14,000,000 inhabit Central America, Venezuela, and the 
republics situated on the west coast of South America, all of which 
are more contiguous to us than to any other nation, and yet we do not 
have their markets nor do they have ours to any extent, except as 
reached by way of Liverpool. 

We have an increasing commerce with Venezuela and such portions 
of the Central American states as skirt the Caribbean Sea, but the Pa- 
cific coast line of those states, and the republics on the west coast of 
South America, though geographically near us, have hitherto been be- 
youd our@each. A glance at the map will show that a line extended 
through Tallahassee, Fla., due south, leaves the entire west coast ef 
South America to the eastward of suchaline. Now, let the Nicaragua 
Canal be built, and ships from New Orleans and New York could reach 
the ports of these South American republics without loss of distance 
or time, and at rates of freight remunerative and cheap compared with 
the possibilities of the present. New Orleans would, with this canal, 
become the entrepét for the trade of the Mississippi Valley with the 
portions of Central and South America we have been considering. 

The city of New Orleans, situated where the drainage of the Mis- 
sissippi Valley, consisting of 18,000 miles of navigable rivers, finds its 
way into the Gulf of Mexico, being also the objective point of extended 
railway systems, with a depth of water in its harbor sufficient for the 
largest ships, ought to have an immense trade with the countries I have 
named. But what are the facts? 

The countries of Central America, Colombia, Bolivia, Argentine Re- 
public, Chili, Peru, and Ecuador, all of which are most accessible from 
the Pacific Ocean, contain a population of 17,000,000 in round num- 
bers, or more than one-half of the whole of South America. The export 
and import trade of that entire continent amounts, as stated, to $700, - 
000,000 annually, but not more thaa one-tenth of this commerce has 
up to this time been secured by the United States. 

The total valae of merchandise im into New Orleans for the 
year ending June 30, 1888, was $11,617,749, or only 1.6 per cent. of 
the aggregate imports for the whole country. 

The total exports from that port for the same period were $80,788, 696. 
Now, if you deduct from this amount $71,844,280 for cotton, and $2,- 
709,642 for cotton-seed products, there remains $6,234,174 for the total 
exports except cotton and cotton-seed products, or ninety-one one-hun- 
dredths of 1 per cent. of the exports of the United States. This, be 
it remembered, is the entire commerce of New Orleans. 

The extent of the trade from this port with Central and South Amer- 
ica is shown by official reports to be as follows: 

Domestic exports from New Orleans to Central America in 16887, 
$509,684, and to all other countries of South America, $90,276. 

The im from Central America $1,347,733. Imports from all 
other South American countries $68,422. 

Mr. Chairman, how is this almost total extinguishment of commerce 
between the most contiguous.and important portions of North and Senth 
America—I mean New Orleans and the ics on the Pacific coast—to 
beexpiained? The northern hemisphere is peopled with a race noted for 
their energy and enterprise, whose mechanicsand workingmen for practi- 
cal ingenuity of any on earth; while the tempe: ate climate 
and rich soil enjoyed by the agriculturists of the Mississippi Valley en- 
able them to nce of those staples which are in demand in 
Senna The tropical and semi-tropical elimates of 
the southern republics produce what we need both for consumption and 
manufacture. Their principal products aresugar, coffee, cocoa, fibreus 
plants, hard woods, cochineal, dye-stufls, immense herds and flocks 
furnishing countless es wool, beside numerous other 
products, all of which are in the United States, in return for 
which they should receive the we manufacture from cotton, iron, 
and others metals, agricultural and machinery, shoes, hats, 
watches, window-glass, ean, eee. wind-mills, wooden ware, with 
a long list of other articles in this country suited to their wants; 
beside flour, bacon, butter, cheese, lard, and other provisions. As I have 
said, the importsand exports of Central and South America asestimated 
reach $700,000,000 per annum, of which the entire United States gets 
searce 10 per cont., and New Orleans about 1 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, not less than $300,000,000 of this is produced 
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in Central America and those republics on the west coast of South 
America, the major part of which legitimately belongs to us, but we 
have secured only a trifling percentage of it. 

What, Mr. Chairman, is the remedy? I reply, the first thing todo 
is to encourage ard secure the construction of a ship-canal across the 
Isthmus. This obstacle removed from the pathway to our sister re- 
pubiies, and the desired exchange of product can be made. Let this 
work be entered upon now, and let no pennywise policy induce us to 
impose onerous conditions upon the capital that proposes to confer on 
the commerce of the world this great boon. Our true position on this 
isthmian-canal question as set forth in the Monroe doctrine can best 
and most satisfactorily be maintained by creating a corporation com- 
posed of capitalists of any and all countries. By them let the great 
work be consummated, not solely for our advantage, but for the benefit 
of the entire world. This done, and the ships of all nations, whether 
coming from or going towards the rising or setting sun can have an 
unimpeded right of way. 

Mr. Chairman, every American port on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts 
is deeply interested in securing the construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 
By it they will be brought nearer together by thousands of miles and 
months of time; and especially is it needed by New Orleans and the 
Mississippi Valley. The continent of South America, vast in extent, 
rich in material resources, with a population more than half as great 
as that of North America, is now assuming a new importance among 
the nations. Toit have been attracted the energy and capita! of Europe; 
extensive railway routes have been some of which now nearly 
span the continent, and with its navigable rivers there will soon be de- 
veloped a complete system of internal transportation. A large portion 
of the trade of that country is naturally ours. The corporation we are 
asked to create will materially assist us in securing that trade. 

The equality thus enjoyed by all, and vouchsafed to all, will justify 
the Government of the United States in the eyes of Christendom in as- 
serting and maintaining the Monroe doctrine against any other govern- 
ment that at any time may have the temerity to seek the control of 
this or any other communication across the Isthmus of Darien. 

The French people, whose confidence in De Lesseps has allured tlrem 
to furnish the millions already expended in the brave attempt to com- 
pass an impracticable scheme at Panama, are entitled to a better ont- 
come for their adventure than now seems possible. In cheapness of 
construction, in reliability for use if ever finished, it can never com- 
pare with the Nicaragua route. ‘The American people will not consent 
to an assumption of the work by the French Government, yet all Amer- 
icans will cordially extend to the French company their good wishes, 
and will hope that if ible they may carry out what they have un- 
dertaken at such cost. 

The completion of both the Panama and Nicaragua Canals will work 
no harm to the commerce of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill now before us to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua, as passed by the Senate and recom- 
mended by the Committee on Commerce, taken with the fifty-five ar- 
ticles of concession to be made a part of it, contains all necessary safe- 
guards for the public, and the amendments proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR] and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER], as well as other amendments that have been con- 
sidered, are much more likely to retard this great work than to accom- 
plish any good, and I trust the bill may be passed essentially as it 
stands. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 


this amendment will in any way or to any extent commit our Govern- 
ment to this en i amendment is similar to provisions which 
prevail, I think, in nearly all the States of the Union, under which cor- 
porations chartered by a State are required to make reports to the State 
authorities in order that the condition of the corporation may be known 
to the citizens of the State. This is proper as a matter of public in- 
formation. It is true that the stockholders of this company will receive 
their reports, but those would not be open to the public. The citizens 
of the United States who will be patrons of this great enterprise will be 
entitled to information—— 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether State laws 
requiring « corporation to report to the State are not for the purpose 
of enabling the State to control its business interests? 

Mr. HEON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COBB. Now, will the United States have the right to coutrol 
business interests of this corporation ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman I 
simply say that this corporation is seeking a charter at the hands of the 
United States Government; and when the has been created 
by our authority, it ought to be in some manner responsible to the 
Government which creates it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want te avail myself of this opportunity—the 
only one I have had—to say a few wordsin regard te the main project. 1 
believe this enterprise is within the purview of the Constitution. I be- 
lieve it is an enterprise which this Government ought to foster. I be- 
lieve it is an enterprise which ought to be uuder the control of citizens 
of the United States; and I think it is an enterprise which ought to be 
carried out without any unnecessary delay. Whether we look at it 
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from the standpoint of commerce or from the standpoint of the coramon 
defense, it is equally and immeasurably important in cither of these 
points of view. As was stated a moment ago by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scott], this enterprise as a matter of public defense 
will double our naval power. It extends the coast line of the United 
States from the Atlantic to the Pacific. The great water-way system 
of the United States, the greatest almost in the world, consists of three 
branches, the ocean water ways, the river water ways, and the lake 
water ways. 

I avail myself of the moment now remaining to me to say that these 
three ought to be made one; that the two oceans ought to be joined; 
the coast line of the United States ought to be extended from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific, in the interest of commerce, oriental and occi- 
dental; and then the Lake system ought to be joined with the Gulf sys- 
tem (which is a part of the ecean system) by a ship-canal which will 
connect the Great Lakes with the Mississippi River; so that the com- 
merce of the great Northwest may flow from the Lakes into the Missis- 
sippi, and then through the Gulf and by way of this canal to the Pa- 
cific. To complete this magnificent water system, the Atlantic ought 
to be connected somewhere from the Hudson at tide-water with the 
Great Lake system. This onght to be done in the interest both of com- 
merece and of defense, so that an American gun-boat might pass from 
New York Harbor through a ship-canal into the Lakes, above Niagara 
Falls; thence around through a ship-canal conneeting the Lakes with 
the Mississippi River; down the Mississippi and through the Gulf of 
Mexico and the Nicaragua Canal to the Pacific. When thisshall have 
been done, our magnificent water-way system will have been com- 
pleted in the interest alike of commerce and of the public defense. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CLARDY. I hope now we shall have a vote. 

Mr. COBB withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. CLARDY. I hope we may now have a vote. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish to say a word. 

Mr. CLARDY. I willyield the gentleman two minutes of my time. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I propose to submit what I have tosay 
in the fewest possible words, but I do not wish to be limited to twe 
minutes, and will therefore speak in my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The gentleman from New York objects 
to this amendment and the gentleman on my left [Mr. Cons] criticises 
it in the direetion of retaining in the control of the Government this 
corporation. Weshould remember in the last section of the bill it is 
proposed the Congress at all times in the future may alter, amend, or 
repeal this act when in its judgment the public good may require it. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman excuse me a moment if I interrupt 
him? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB. Does not the gentleman know the effect of that part of 
the bill he has just read is entirely different from that of his amend- 
ment and has no relation whatever to it? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I know, but I think every gentleman 
of the committee understands the proposed section offered by myself is 
in the direction of a better administration of the affairs of this corpora- 
tion, in the direction of the good of the people of this country, of the 
men who invest capital in it, and for the better management of the en- 
terprise in all respects. I cam see no reason in the world, Mr. Chair- 
man, why the provision should not be ineorporated exactly as it is 
offered by me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I offer a further amendment; to insert 
after the word ‘‘report’’ the werds ‘‘ which report shall be verified by 
the oaths of the president and secretary.’’ 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is in already. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Notas I understand the amendment. 
It provides that if a false report is made they may be punished for per- 
jury. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
verified under oath. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope the proposition of the gentleman from New 
York will be adopted. It seems fair enough. It simply requires re- 
ports of the operations of the corporation, and places such reports 
where the stockholders and others interested may have access to and 
investigate them. 

The amendment of Mr. BAkgr, of New York, was adopted. 

The Clerk read section 5, as follows: 


Sec. 5. Nothing in this act contained shail be deemed or construed to in any 
wise restrict or impair any right of the United States under any treaty in forco 
with the Republic of Nicaragua. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move to amend the numbers of the 
sectionsso far as read, to conform to the amendments heretofore adopted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. That will bedone bythe Clerk,ifthere he no ob- 
jection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLAND rose, 


It requires that the report shall be 
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Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, 
to come in as a new section after the fifth section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That at any time hereafter the Government of the United States 
shall have the right, at its own option, to acquire, by purchase, the entire prop- 
erty of said company in said canal and its appurtenances at a price equal to the 


actual cost thereof, with interest on such cost at the rate of 5 per cent. per an- 
num, 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri rose for what pur- 
pose ? 

Mr. BLAND. To submit an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is to the section just read by the Clerk, it will properly come in 
before that of the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. BLAND. I want to offer a further proviso to section 5. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. Then I will temporarily withdraw my 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. BLAND, as folléws: 

And nothing herein shall be construed to estop this Government from assert- 
ing at any time any of the rights or powersthat may now exist by virtue of the 
laws of nations, or that may be acquired by treaty stipulations, with respect to 
the oy of transportation of the citizens of the United States or their property 
over this canal or the country through which the same may be constructed, or 
to transport troops or munitions of war in time of peace. 

Mr. CLARDY. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is a good amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I now submit the amendment which was 
temporarily withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been read, and unless the 
reading is again called for the question will be taken upon its adop- 
tion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I would desire to call the atten- 
tion of my friend from Illinois to the fact that his amendment may pro- 
duce a result which is foreign, I know, to his intention. It reserves 
the right to the Government at any time to take this work at its actual 
cost with 5 per cent. added. Suppose after the lapse of twenty years 
from the construction of the work the Government should desire to 
exercise that option, it would have to pay the cost of the work and in- 
terest thereon for the twenty years. 

If he will frame his amendment so that the Government may take 
the works at cost, with 5 per cent. added, deducting the net receipts, 
he will possibly accomplish the purpose he desires. As it now stands, 
the longer the Government defers the option the greater the price it 
will have to pay for the property. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think my colleague has overlooked the fact that a 
part of this stock, by the terms of the concession, is to go to the Re- 
public of Nicaragua. This Government can not acquire that stock, 
and I believe it is one of the conditions of the concession that the cession 
shail not be made to or transferred to any foreigu government. 

Mr. DUNN, The gentleman is correct in that, and I will read that 
clause of the cession. Article 8 provides: 

The present cession is transferable only to such company of execution asshall 
be organized asthe Nicaragua Canal Company, and in no case to governments 
or to foreign powers; nor shall the company cede to — foreign government 
any part of the lands granted to it by this contract, but it may make transfers 
to private parties under the same restrictions. 

So it will be seen that any effort to cede or forfeit the charter or con- 
cession to this Government, or any other government, would forfeit, by 
the conditions of the cession, all the rights acquired by this company 
from the Nicaraguan Government. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I call for the question. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BAKER, of IIli- 
nois, the committee divided, and there were—ayes 5, noes 81. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, and Mr. CLARDY 
as tellers. 

Mr. CLARDY. I would suggest to the gentleman from I! linois that 
he permit a vote to be taken in the House on his amendment. 

Mr. IIOLMAN., I think we had better have a vote on it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois (one of the tellers) said: I will withdraw 
the point of no quorum in view of an understanding had with the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There ought toe be a vote on this question. I call 
for the regular order. 

Mr. CLARDY. I hope thegentleman from Indiana will heara propo- 
sition in regard to the pending question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this is a matter that ought to be settled 
now. 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman from Illinois asks leave to withdraw 
the point of no quorum, which, of course, he has the right to do, upon 
an agreement, however, that there shall be another vote in the com- 
mittee, he reserving, of course, the right to make a further point of 
order if he shall desire to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am understood as calling for the regular order for 
the present. 


DecemBer 21,, 


If it shall be agreed that a yea-and-nay vote may be taken in the, 
House upon the proposition, I shall not object to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARDY. This is a proposition simply that another vote may 
be taken in committee on the amendment offered by the gentleman’ 
from Illinois [Mr. BAKER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will put the 
question to the committee again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wilicall for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws the 
point of no quorum and the gentleman from Indiana renews it. The 
tellers will take their places. 

After some time spent in consultation, 

Mr. CLARDY said: The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BAKER] 
withdraws his point of no quorum, and another vote is to be taken 
with the consent of the House. In consideration of that fact the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] withdraws the point of no quo- 
rum on an agreement that we shall take a yea-and-nay vote upon the 
pending amendment and also upon the amendment offered by him 
which was amended by the amendment of Mr. Coss, and another of- 
fered by my colleague from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], and another of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. Payson], which was with- 
drawn, I believe, and which at the time he said he would present to 
the House. We agree that a-yea-and-nay vote shall be taken in the 
House upon these three propositions, with the understanding that the 
point of no quorum is now withdrawn. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Theayesare 6, noes 115. The noes have it and 
the amendment is not agreed to. An agreement made in committee 
would not bind the House except so far as the gentlemen who make it 
can control. the matter in the House. The Clerk will read the next 
section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 6. That Seaqsens shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or re- 
peal this act when in its judgment the public good may so require. 

Mr. CLARDY. I now move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House re ;and Mr. Crisp having taken the chair 
as o— pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar had, according to order, had un- 
der consideration the bill (S. 1305) entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’’ and had directed him to re- 
port the same back with sundry amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is onthe amendments to 
the bill made by the committee. Is a separate vote demanded ? 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments thereto. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLARDY. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will with- 
draw that. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I withdraw the motion temporarily. 

Mr. CLARDY. I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River Rail- 
road Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cumber- 
land Rivers; and : 

A bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the American Historical Associa- 
tion, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the of bills and a concurrent resolution with amendments in 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
John H. Parker, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, deceased, and 
others; and 

Concurrent resolution providing for the printing of 5,000 of, 
the report and evidence lately submitted by the Committee on Manu- 
factures of the House in relation to the sugar trust and the Standard 
Oil trust. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States, by 
pe Np apna Fagen nur Bergh OS signed 
The message approv 
joint resolution (H. Res, 226) to pay the officers, iain. and employes 
of Congress their salary for December on December 20, 1888, 








1888. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I now move that the House take a recess until 8 
o’clock to-night. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House adjourn, in order that members 
can start for home. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The recess begins to-morrow, and I think it would 
= that the motion of the gentleman from New York should pre- 
vail. 

Mr. CLARDY. Before the question is taken I will say that I have 
been asked by several gentlemen that they may have leave to publish 
in the RECORD or to extend remarks on the bill which we have just 


concluded. I hope that leave will be granted. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
leave be given to t and extend remarks on the bill which has just 


been ted? e Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Chair will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to withdraw 
the motion to take a recess for a moment in order that a message from 
the President of the United States can be submitted to the House, as 
this will ar be the last opportunity before the recess. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I withdraw it temporarily for that purpose. 


SAMOA. 


The following message was laid before the House: 
To the Congress 
On the 2d of ae last I transmitted to the House of Representatives, in re- 
ution of the 8th of the preceding March, a report of the Secre- 
tary of State, with accompanying correspondence, relative to affairs in Samoa. 
On the same day I answered a resolution of the Senate of the 21st of the preced- 
December to the same effect, but —— in executive session; and, in 
er toavoid duplication of the numerous documents involved, referred to the 
co. ence which accom ied my public sommes to the resolution of the 
House of Representatives and which was duly printed and published by order 
that } y. (House Executive Document No, 238, Fiftieth Congress, first 
jon 


In my annual message of the 3rd instant I announced my intention in due 
course to la further correspondence on Samoan affairs. Ac- 


pena guy 
eordingly, Inow t a reportof the Secretary of State with accompanying 
correspondence on that subject. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcUTIVvVE MANSION, 
Washington, December 21,1888. 

The message and accompanying papers were referred to the Commit- 

tee on Foreign Affairs. 


ATTENDANCE OF WITNESSES AT HEARINGS, ETC. 

Mr. VANDEVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
11900) to require the attendance and testimony of witnesses at hear- 
ings before registers and receivers of district land offices, fixing the 
fees of witnesses, and penalties; which was read a first and 


prescri 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


LAKE-VIEW WATER-WORKS. 

Mr. ADAMS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11901) 
to authorize the city of Lake View, IIl., to erect a crib in Lake Michi- 
gan for water-work purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PENSACOLA NAVAL RESERVATION. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iask unanimous consent to take up and passa 
bill passed by both Houses at the last session, but through a mistake 
did not goto the President. It is a bill giving the right of way to the 
Pensacola and a Railroad through a portion of the Pensacola 
naval reservation. t company is ready to begin work and desires 
to begin on the Ist of January. It is a bill (S. 3732) granting the 
right of way to the Pensacola and Memphis Raiiroad Company over 
and through public lands of the United States in the States of Florida, 
Alabama, issippi, and Tennessee, and granting the right of way 
to the said railway company over and through the United States mili- 
tary and naval wuebenianiuen Pensacola, in the State of Florida. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT] requests consent for the present consideration of this bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. This bill both H and by mistake was 
overlooked by the President. I understand he has no objection to it. 
It was considered by a committee of this House. 

Mr. PAYSON. What committee? 

Mr. HERBERT. The Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PAYSON. How does the Committee on Naval Affairs get juris- 
diction over a bill granting a right of way through public Jands ? 

Mr. HERBERT. There is a general law granting a right of way 
through the public lands of the United States, and this was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs simply because the bill related to a 
— way through the naval reservation at Pensacola. 

. PAYSON. Are there any provisions in the bill enlarging the 
— of the company beyond what it would get under the general 
aw 

Mr. HERBERT. No, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I am content with it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill had better be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Pensacola and Memphis Railroad Company, a 
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company organized under the laws of the States of Florida, Alabama, and Mis- 
sissippi, is hereby granted the right of way, 100 feet wide, through the lands be- 
longing to the United States lying near Pensacola, in the State of Florida, known 
as the naval reservation, be, and hereby is, granted to the Pensacola and Mem- 
pe Railroad Company, a corporation organized, ete., to be located to the satis- 

action of the Secretary of the Navy, evidenced by his written consent: Provided, 
That the said railroad company, on notification by the Secretary of the Navy, 
shall, within a reasonable time thereafter, construct, maintain, and operate at 
its own expense aspur track or tracks to enter intoand be located at such place 
or places within the present limits of the navy-yard inclosure on said reservation 
as may be designated by the Secretary of the Navy: And provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, authorized to allow the use by said 
eee, in the accommodation of its general traffic and the maintenance of a 
coaling station, of so much of the land and water-front of the said reservation 
lying west of and outside the present navy-yard inclosure as in his judgment 
will not be required for naval purposes and as will not be a hindrance to the 
public defense nor prejudicial to the health of those residing on the Government 
reservation, and not to exceed in any case $00 feet of water-front, which width 
may extend back along the line of said road not more than 1,000 feet; the value 
of the use of land to be appraised by a board of naval officers, to be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy: And provided further, That said company shall 
reimburse the residents of said reservation for any damage to their P pos rty or 
tenements caused by the construction, excavation, or operation of said road, 
such damage in all cases to be fixed by said board: And provided further, That 
the right of way and other privileges granted in this section shall become in- 
operative and null and void unless the said railroad company shall complete 
the construction of and havein use its tracksacross said reservation within one 
year from the date of the passage of this act. 

The Secretary of the Navy may, at any time when he shall deem it necessary 
for the public good, cause to be removed or destroyed all or any of the structures 
hereby permitted, without subjecting the Government to damages, and Con- 
gress may at any time alter or repeal this act. ; 

And the said company shall not erect or allow the use of any residences on 
said reservation, nor vhall it erect any structures of any kind thereon, except 
such as the Secretary of the Navy shall approve, and all approvals in this act 
required shall be in writing. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 
There was no objection. 


The bill was taken up, ordered to a third reading, and accordingly 
read the third time, and 


Is there objection to the present con- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. COX. When I made that motion a few minutes ago, Mr. 
Speaker, I agreed to withdraw it in order to allow my friend from 
Iowa on the other side [Mr. GEAR] to call up a bill for a pensioner 
who is one hundred and five years of age. 

Mr. GEAR, I hope thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATson] will 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. MATSON. I will withdraw it for that purpose. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state to the House that the pensioner for whose 
benefit this bill is, is well attested to be one hundred and five years of 
age. He was a soldier in the war of 1812. 


JACOB ROGERS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Jacob Rogers, late a private in 
Capt. J. McChesney’s company, in the Sixteenth United States Infantry, war of 
1812, to $50 per month, to date from the lst day of September, 1837. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote !’’] 

Mr. GEAR. As I have already said, it is a well-established fact 
that this man is one hundred and five years of age. The Committee 
on Pensions have recommended an amendment striking out “fifty ”’ 
and inserting ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to make the pension $30 a month, but 
I say that a man who is of that age, who has served his country as 
this man has done, and who bears in his person a British bullet, is en- 
titled to a pension of $50 a month, and I hope the House will not agree 
to the amendment recommended by the committee. [Renewed cries 
of “* Vote!’’] 

Mr. BLAND. Is he disabled? 

Mr. GEAR. He is incapacitated and nearly blind. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, he ought to have it all. 


Mr. SOWDEN. How much does he receive now? 

Mr. GEAR. Eight dollars a month. 

Mr. SOWDEN. He ought to have $100. [Laughter.] 
Mr. GEAR. Certainly he ought. 


The question was taken on the amendment of the committee, strik- 
ing a ‘fifty’? and inserting ‘“‘thirty,’’ and it was rejected—ayes 24, 
noes 71. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to amend the bill by striking out the words 
“to date from the Ist day of September, 1887.’’ That will strike out 
the arrears feature. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. GEAR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COX. Now, Mr. Speaker, I insist on my motion that the House 
adjourn, 
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MISLAID BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before putting that motion, the Chair 
will state that Senate bill No. 3159, for the relief of the Oregon Paving 
and Contract Company, which was sent over from the Senate, has been 
mislaid, and, if there be no objection, an order will be made request- 
ing the ‘Senate to send a duplicate copy to the House. 

Mr. HERMANN. I hope that will be done. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox], that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 56, noes 41; and accordingly (at 3 
o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House, under previous order, ad- 
journed until the 2d day of January, 1889. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 11902) to restore the name of Florida 
Kennerly to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 11903) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Young, widow of Robert Young—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 11904) granting a pension to Louisa 
Welis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 11905) granting a pension to James 

H. Fleming—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11906) granting a pension to Thomas J. Cassidy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11907) granting a pension to Mrs. A. A. Rowe—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11908) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Clark—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11909) granting a pension to 
James Phelps—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11910) for the relief of R. F. Harrison—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11911) for the relief of theadministratorof Cynthia 
Todlock, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 11912) to restore the name of Rollin 
B. Stadden to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 11913) granting a pension to 
William Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11914) granting a pension to Hiram C. Main— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 11915) for the relief of the heirs of 
David Garber—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Petitionof citizensof Ellis County, Texas, in favor 
of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Petition of manufacturers of macaroni, vermicelli, 
and Italian paste, praying for increased duties on these articles—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Petition of citizens of East Smithfield and of 
Bradford County, Pennsylvania, in favor of pure food and pure lard— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of the Boston Chamber of Commerce for 
the protection of shipwrecked and needy seamen on the Arctic coast— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Richard M. Butcher and 60 others, 
citizens of Monroe County, Indiana, for a special act granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Ellen Downing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOOKE: Petition of W. D. Darley and 61 others, of Fayette 
County, Texas, in favor of pure lard and pure food—to the Committee 
on Fn ayes 

By Mr. MORSE: Resolutions of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, 


in aid of a petition for the protection of shipwrecked and needy seamen 
on the Arctic coast—to the Committee on A tions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, urging the passage of bills providing for the constitutional 
centennial celebration of 1889, the world’s exposition of 1892, and the 
permanent exposition of the three Americas—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
favoring branch hydrographic offices—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of San Saba County, Texas, 
for the passage-of a law regulating the sale of food—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Petition of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce, in aid of a petition for the protection of shipwrecked and 
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needy seamen on the Arctic cozst—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
— bill were received and severally referred to the Committee on 
atents: 
By Mr. BLISS: Of printers and others, of New York City. 
By Mr. BRYCE: Of printers and others, of New York pan ¢ Brooklyn. 
‘i By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Of printers and others, of New York 
ity. 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: Of printers and others, of New York and 
Brooklyn. 
By Mr. FITCH: Of electrotypers, pressmen, and others, of the Thir- 
teenth district of New York. 
By Mr. GEST: Of De Witt Owen, of Port Byron, and of J.C. Coul- 
son, of La Harpe, II. 
By Mr. KERR: Of J. W. Arnold, of Garrison, and of Longley & Rider, 
of Tipton, Iowa. 
By Mr. MAHONEY: Of printers and others, of New York City. 
By Mr. SPINOLA: Of printers and others, of New York and Brook- 
lyn. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 2, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 

James Z. GEORGE, a Senator from the State of Mississippi, and 
WAbDE Hampton, a Senator from the State of South Carolina, appeared 
in their seats to-day. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, December 21, 1888, was 
read and approved. 

CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate communications 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified copies of the final 
ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice-President ap- 
pointed by the States of Arkansas, Florida, Indiana, Iowa, Magsachu- 
setts, Nevada, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Texas, New York, and Vir- 
ginia; which were ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
certificates, to lie on the table. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting, in pursuance 
of the act of January 20, 1885, the decision of that court in a certain 
French spoliation claim; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the memorial of one branch of the 
Woman’s Relief Corps, of James B. McLean Post, No. 1, of Salt Lake 
City, Utah, remonstrating againstany action by Congress looking to the 
admission of Utah as a State, setting forth that it would be a polyga- 
mous State if admitted, and that the good interests of all citizens who 
are in favor of right morals in life would be putin jeopardy. I am 
happy to say that, as I think, there fo ne danaex of Gia tate being od 
mitted at this session at least. 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Harriette R. Shattuck, Dora B. 
Smith, Harriet H. Robinson, and 15 others, officers and members of the 
National Woman Suffrage Association, praying for the submission to 
the States of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
prohibiting disfranchisement on account of sex; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a email of the National Board of 
Trade, which, as itis very brief and upon an important subject of pub- 
lic interest, I ask may be read. 

The memorial was seal and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 


NATIONAL BoarRp or TrRape, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
, December 10, 1888. 
Tothe Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled : 
The memorial of the National Board of Trade So showeth: 
Whereas the presen es lver dollars, in nection with other forms 
eounivensente of of the domestic trade and 
commerce of the United States; and 
Whereas the profits which result from this coinage, and which are counted 
as part of the annual income of the Government, are not a legitimate source 
of revenue under the Constitution of the United ; and ae am 
hereas, w con foreign exchanges may requ e 
of precious metals, these dollars can ee on aeedanh of their overvaluation, t be 
sent abroad without ruinous loss to a . = oe! . el 
Congress is hereby memorialized to provide w suspens on of the 
purchase of silver bullion ee Scene of silver dollars. 
By vote, and in behalf of the board. FRED 


FRALEY, President. 
HAMILTON A, HILL, Secretary. 














1889. 


Mr. HALE. I t the memorial of Henry Hall, of New York, 
urging legislation that shall incorporate in the next census provisions 
for taking a complete enumeration of the surviving veterans of the war 
of the rebellion, including name, age, residence, length of service, and 
the command under which they served. The ition of the memo- 
rial is stated with such distinctness and force that I ask to have it 
printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be printed as a 
document, if there be no objection, and referred to the Committee on 
the Census. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a i of the Woman Suffrage As- 
sociation of Nebraska, praying for legislation allowing women to vote 
for delegates to constitutional conventions in case of the admission of 
Dakota, Montana, Washington, and New Mexico; which was referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying Congress to make from time to time ample appropriations for 
the judicious improvement of the ipal rivers, harbors, and water 
ways of the Union; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, pray- 
ing Congress to provide immediately such defenses as will be necessary 
in the event of war to protect our sea, gulf, and lake coasts and har- 
bors; which was referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. . 

Mr. CALL. I present two petitions, one from citizens of South 
Florida, on the Atlantic coast, signed by W. S. Walber and numerous 
other citizens, and another from citizens of South Florida, praying for 
the deepening of Mosquito Inlet on the Atlantic coast, and setting forth 
the reasons which render it necessary for the commerce of the country. 
I move the reference of the petitions, with the accompanying papers, 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Charles Jones and 111 
other citizens of Midway, S. C., being qualified voters, who were de- 
prived of the right to vote for want of registration certificates, praying 
the Congress of the United States to take steps to amend or abolish the 
State law of registration which deprives them of the right as citizens to 
vote in the election for presiding officers in the State and nation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


GOODLOE’S INTERNAL-REVENUE COMPILATION. 


Mr. HAWLEY. In behalf of the Committee on Printing I ask that 
that committee be discharged from the further consideration of certain 
manuscripts, being a historical compilation of the internal-revenue 
laws of the United States prepared by D. R. Goodloe, and that the 
manuscripts be returned to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatorder will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3758) to increase the pen- 
sion of Ziba Yarnell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3759) te increase the pension of Zacha- 
riah T. Crawford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3760) to refund excessive duties 
caused by extraordinary overvaluations of the Austrian florin in the 
year 1878; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3761) to provide for the heat- 
ing and keeping in order of the rooms occupied by the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States and the chambers of the judges of said 
courts, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3762) granting a pension to 
Nancy Polock; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (8. 3763) to authorize 
the Falls Church and Potomac Railway Company to construct, main- 
tain, and use a bridge over the Potomac River; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (8. 3764) to license and au- 
thorize the Falls Church and Potomac Railway Company to construct 
and operate a railway over the Arlington estate lands of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3765) for the relief 
of Harriet Young; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. ‘ 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
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act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the river and harbor bill, which I ask may lie on the table and be 
printed. I offer the amendment at this time for the purpose, if I may 
be permitted todo so, of at an early day submitting some remarks upon 
it. It proposes to make an appropriation for a boat railway at The 
Dalles of the Columbia. 

I move that the amendment lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RIGHTS IN BEHRING SEA, 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to communicate to the Senate all correspond- 
ence which may have taken place with the Government of Great Britain in re- 
gard to the right of fishing, taking seal, or navigating in Behring Sea or in any 
waters adjacent thereto; 

Also the circumstances in regard to the seizure or release of any British ves- 
sels in or near said waters by the United States; 

Also all regulations, rules, or directions which may have been promulgated 
by the Governmentof the United States, or any Department thereof, in relation 
to fishing or taking seal in said sea or waters ; 

Also to inform the Senate whether any rules or regulations concerning such 
fishing or taking seal are enforced inst citizens or vessels of the United 
States which are not enforced against the citizens or vessels of other countries. 


EDMUND RANDOLPH’S ACCOUNT. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether the account of Edmund Randolph, formerly Attor- 
ney-General of the United States, has ever been settled and paid in full, and to 
state what is its condition. 


CANCELED LAND ENTRIES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEEs], com- 
ing over from a previous day under objection, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. VooRHEES 
December 21, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish to the Senate, prior to the expiration of the present session of Congress, 
a list of all homestead, timber-culture, and pre-emption entries to public lands 
which have been canceled after issuance of final oe and certificate therefor, 
during the present administration, for any cause other than voluntary relin- 
— Such list shall be similar in the data supplied to the list of canceled 

esert-land entries furnished in response to a prior resolution of this body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
upon agreeing to the resolution? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES] in his seat, nor the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLums], the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. I think the resolution 
had better lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will lic over without prejudice, subject to be called as morning 
business to-morrow. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on December 
24, 1888, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3144) granting a pension to Nancy A. Hayes; 

. An act (8S. 2666) granting a pension to Lemuel S. Skinner; 

An act (S. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs, Louisa Ward; 

An act (S. 2240) for the relief of George 8. Thwing; 

An act (S. 3397) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M. Me- 
Dougal; and 

An act (S. 2254) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ella M. Grover. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4982) prohibiting the allowance of fee in any claim for 
increase of pension on account of the increase of disability for which 
the pension was allowed; 

A bill (H. R. 6172) providing for additional leave of absence for em- 
ployés of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; and 

A bill (H. R. 11794) to amend the postal laws of the United States 
in reference to letters bearing special-delivery stamps. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R.'7935) for the relief and civilization of the Chip- 
pewa Indians in the State of Minnesota; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
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If there be none, that order is closed and the Calendarunder Rule VIII} TheCurerCierK. Onpage105, inline 474, before the word ‘‘cents,’’ 
is in order. : it is proposed to strike out ‘'3’’ and insert ‘‘2};’’ so as to read: 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 134. Chain or chains of all kinds, made of iron or steel, not less than three- 
of House bill 9051. fourths CA 1 inch 4 ae an Pez pound; less than ene if 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the | | inch and notless than three-e ate eter, 1.5 cents per pound; 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce tase hah Sane ans tA Sa ee eee Sen 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- | ~The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
enue, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. | amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. F 
Vest, in Schedule I, cotton manufactures, line 1211, tostrike out ‘10 | Mr. ALLISON. That restores the existing law upon that quality of 
cents per pound”’ and insert ‘‘35 per cent. ad valorem;”’ soas to make | chains. 
the paragraph read: Mr. hea Does the Senator from Iowa concede that that refers 
$13, © d, yarn, warps, warp-y to trace-chains 
whether single or advanced beyond the vondition of single by twisting bee ec | Mr. ALLISON. I concede that it may include some chains that I 
more single yarns together, whether on beams or in beatles, skeins, orcops, or | did not think it included when I had the discussion with the Senator 
in any other form, valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, 35 per cent. ad from North Carolina. 
valorem. . a 
: ph : : Mr. VANCE. I have a specimen of trace-chains and a letter from an 
Mr. VEST. Before the holiday recess, in discussing this amendment, importer of those articles which puts it beyond a doubt that under that 
I stated in general terms that the effect of the changes made in the classification of less than three-eighthsof an inch in diameter i 
existing law by the substitute now pending would increase the duty | are included. 
upon all the higher-priced cotton fabrics, both as to the threads—which Mr. ALLISON. I have also specimens; I shall be glad to submit 
are the raw material of the manufacture—and as to the cotton cloth | them for examination later. 
after it is in the finished condition. I made that statement upon what Mr. VANCE. Does the Senator wish to have his amendment acted 
was a cursory examination of this schedule; but during the time af- n now? 


forded by the recess I have been more than confirmed in the conclusion Mr. ALLISON. Yes. I desire to reduce the rate to 2} cents a 
which I then stated. Like that eastern queen who was dazzled by the und. 


glories of the court of Solomon, ‘‘ the half was not told me.”’ Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator if he has the means 
When I examined this schedule I found the artistic hand of my | of saying what would be the equivalent ad valorem of 2} cents a pound? 


friend from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] evident in every line of these Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; I have that. It is 44.37 per cent., alittle 
increases. In 1883 there was an increase upon the cotton schedule, | jess than the 45 per cent. rate. 


not adepted in either House after deliberate sind fair discussion, but Mr. EDMUNDS. At present prices ? 

put in by a conference committee without a vote by either House upon Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

it, and that at a time when the cotton manufacturers did not need that || Mr. McPHERSON. The proposition is merely to return to the ex- 
increase except as a matter of profit. It is a notorious fact, easily es- isting law, not reduce the rate? 

tablished from the tables of statistics and the returns from those fac- Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

tories, that the cotton manufacturers of the country are in a more pros- Mr. McPHERSON. There is no reduction proposed ? 

perous condition to-day than any other manufacturers in the United | Mr, ALLISON. No reduction and no increase. That is the exist- 
States. There are losses occasionaly upon woolen mills, but the testi- ing law. 


mony of the cotton manufacturers themselvesis, and their reports ex- Mr. VANCE. Would an amendment to the amendment be in order? 
hibit it, that the industry is in a prosperous condition. Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly it would. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it interrupt the Senator from Missouri if I Mr. VANCE. I move toamend the amendment of the Senator from 
should ask him a question? Iowa by striking out the words ‘‘two and one-half cents per pound”’ 

fr. VEST. Certainly not. and inserting ‘‘30 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Missouri to say that The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
the conference committee upon the bill of 1883 proposed an increase, | wil] be stated. 
which was afterwards enacted into law, in the rates of duty upon some The CuieF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out ‘‘2} cents per 
kinds of cotton goods above the law which was then in existence. Did | pound” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘30 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so as to 
the Senator from Missouri make that statement? read: 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish, then, to enter my denial, and to say that | "than three-cighths of 1 inch in diameter, 90 por cent. ad valorem. 
that is not true; and I shall show it from the record. . The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 

Mr. VEST. I have heard before from the Senator from Rhode Island | amendment to the amendment. ; 
that he proposed to take an early opportunity to deny the statement | Mr. VANCE. I have here a letter from a leading hardware-import- 
in regard to the increase of duties on the woolen and cotton schedules | ing house in the city of New York. It is a letter from the importing 
made by the conference report of 1883. I should be glad to hear the | firm of Alfred Field & Co., 93 Chambers street, as follows: 

Senator upon that subject. I say that there was an increase in the cot- | Hon. Z. B. Vance: 


ton schedule. Deak Sir: InclosedI hand you calculations of duties on chains, which I hope 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator desire to hear me now? may be of service to you in showing the rates of the Senate bill. 


Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection. I think Iam a fair k to read the ti howing the dut 
debater, and I am always ready to meet any antagonist at any time. - ince sian ona etet ee Ome 


chains, including trace-chains, which I have reason to be- 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will consult the convenience of the Senator from | ®Dwmber of higher aie te caeomates We ee ae adie 


Mr. VEST. It is entirely convenient to me. The Senator can go| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read as re- 
on if he wants to make the statement now. 


uested. 

Mr. ALDRICH. be state, et there was but -: -_— ge . The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
made in the cotton schedule by the conference committee in ill as 
it passed the Senate in 1883, sad thet change was a proviso wad was | Coeulation showing af ee opie fale nameless od 
incorporated in the existi w, providing that upon goods of a certain 
value certain rates should b be fired. I bee not the proviso before me, (The clave eclosted are thethece eee pet, 0 Sy One Sheng Crees 
but I will send to the committee-room and obtain it. In each one of 
those cases there was a large reduction over the rates of duty then in 
existence. I will send to the committee-room and get the proviso. It 
was & new proviso, which established rates less than the rates then in 
existence. I will have it for the Senator in a few minutes, if he will 
allow me. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. While the Senator is waiting for that, I ask leave 
to go back to 105, paragraph 134. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the clause be read? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; I do not care tohave it read. I had some 
controversy with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] about 
chains. The committee have examined that matter further, and in 
a a before the word “‘cents,”’ I move to strike out “3” and in- 
Bert **24. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 


a 


eee ee 
eS eR eS Src see ee sweat 


os 


oe 
Se 


: 
| 
| 


LL ST a A NN SS ST TT 


a 


a eee 


NS 


S 

: scien NT 5: a a BAO 
OY ce ad man a ey en 
Se ree! 


6} feet 
No.3 


The duty of 2} cents per pound 
tone peeps” SE he aleve ane 





1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





453 








Calculation showing ad valorem rates on pee present tariff and under 
Senate 












Per 112 pounds, 
Duty 
Sizes. ity 
rem ee 
dut; a 
’ rat valorem. 








| Per cent, | Per cent. 
a0 





i Cents. 
inch diameter...... 23 3 $4.25 $2.20 | 66 

} inch diameter........ 24 3 3.16 2.80 90 106 
; inch diameter...... 23 3 2. 92 2. 80 96 115 
inch diameter....... 2 1.8 2. 67 2.24 84 76 
* inch diameter...... 2 1.8 2.55 2.24 90 79 
| inch diameter........ 2 L8 2.37 2.24 94 85 
+ inch diameter........ 2 1.8 2.18 2.24 103 93 
# inch diameter........ BE a 1.6 2.12 1.96 92 85 
1 inch diameter........ ly 1.6 2.00 1.96 98 90 


Under present tariff all sizes larger than three-sixteenths inch diameter have 
been practically shut out for many years. Very small quantities of three-sixteenth 
inch are imported. My estimate is that 90 per cent. of this size is made in Amer- 
ica and 10 per cent. imported. 








Calculation showing ad valorem rates on bright coil chain (used mainly for agri- 
cultural machinery) under present tariff and under Senate bill. 
Per 100 feet. 
—_ SERRE REE 
Sizes. re 

Present Ad valo-| Ad valorem 
gauge. cost “ene rem | rate Senate 

abroad. y rate. bill. 

Cents. | Per cent Per cent. 

5 $1.30 92 70 86 
6 1.15 76 66 80 
7 1.6 60 57 70 
8 96 48 50 60 
9 -91 37 40 50 
10 86 28 32 40 
ll -83 22 27 31 
12 -81 18 22 26 
13 .80 ll 14 16 








Halter-chains for tying . cattle will figure out just about as above. The 
leading sizes are 000, 00, 0, and 1, The other sizes are not of much value. 
This bright coil chain and halter-chains are about the only agricultural chains 
now imported, and the American manufacturers are now making a lot of it, 
and are very close competitors. 

Present duty, all sizes, 2} cents per pound. 

Senate bill duty, all sizes, 3 cents per pound. 


Mr. VANCE. I have a further letter from the same firm in expla- 
nation of the duty on chains, which I shall read without troubling the 
clerks: 

New York, December 17, 1888. 

Dear Str: We have been very much amused over the debate about duty on 
trace-chains. Mr. ALLISON has been misled; there are no such chains as he thinks 
imported. Also there are no trace-chains of any account imported, and have 
not been for many years, The chain that comes in is called coil chain, main 
sizes 5, 6, 7, and 8 wire gauge, ¢. e., size of iron the chain is made of, and is used 
mainly for ultural machinery. There are also some halter-chains and cow- 
ties imported, and these are the chains thatare mainly imported ; all others are 
shut out. We used to import hundreds of thousands of pairs of trace-chains, but 
we have not for years been abletoimportany. Wesend you = express, prepaid, 
sample of the leading trace-chain used in this country, and also sample of hal- 
ter-chain and cow-tie, and trust they may be ofserviceto you in setting Senator 
ALLIson right. 

Very truly, 


Hon. ZesuLon B. Vance, Washington. 


If those chains are already excluded by the amount of the duty, if it 
is not possible to import them, why increase the duty? I can see no 
object in increasing the duty unless it may be a desire on the part of 
the American makers of trace-chains to combine and put up the price, 
which they could not do except by the help of a duty which excludes 
foreign competition. That the rate of 2} cents proposed is an increase, 
and a very considerable one, I think the letter which has been read 
from the im conclusively establishes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment which I propose is the existing 
law, 2} cents per pound, upon this class of chains. Under it quite a 
number of chains are imported, but very probably, as Alfred Field & 
Co.say, only the finer chains are imported. I was glad to have the 
corroborative testimony ofthis large importing house to what I already 
knew, namely, that there is close competition in our own country in 
the production of these chains, and that they are entirely produced in 
this country, except asmall amount of the chains covered by this amend- 
ment. 

I also thank the Senator for calling my attention to the letter show- 
ing the misapprehension on my ing these chains. A fur- 
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part respecting 
ther examination of the subject shows that trace-chains of a certain size 
may be included in this paragraph. But the chains to which I alluded 
wken the question was up before were the small steel chains, which are 


od 


of high value and are imported. Now, the committee propose to restore 
the existing duty, and notwithstanding Messrs. Fieids’ statement, ac- 
cording to the statement produced here by the other side of the Cham- 
ber, the statement of the Treasury Department, the present rate of duty 
is an ad valorem of 44.37 per cent. Upon the larger size chains this 
amendment reduces the existing rate of duty. On this particular class 
of chains I propose the existing rate. 

I trust that will be satisfactory to the Senator from North Carolina, 
and that he will not press an amendment which would reduce the ad 
valorem rate below the cost of the raw material in our own country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. VANCE, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
on yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr]. At the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] my pair will be transferred to the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], so that the Senator from Maine 
and myself may vote. I therefore vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Maine [ Mr. Fryer}. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck]. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAtR] and vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). I am informed that I 
am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when bis name was called). 
junior Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] vote ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am paired with that Senator. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore can not vote 

Mr. PADDOCK (when bis name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Eustis], but my pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. I therefore vote 
“*nay.”? 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [ Mr. eb but my pair having been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. Eustis], I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB]. 
“e yea. ”? 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILson]. 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The roli-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the negative). 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPir]. 
sire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I desire to announce the pair between my 
colleague [Mr. BERRY] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mircu- 
ELL]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. In order to make a quorum, I have arranged 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] to transfer pairs. I 
announce a pair between the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], and will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I vote “ yea.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
SABIN] with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. GIBSON. I inquire if the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
is recorded. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ator from Louisiana [ Mr. Greson]. 

since. 

Mr. GIBSON. As the Senator from Colorado is not recorded, I will 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORRILL, I transfer the pair I have with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen] 
and vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. HAMPTON. 


I am paired with the 


Did the 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the junior 
If he were present, I should vote 


Iam paired with 
Iam paired 


If he were present, 


Iam paired with 
He not having voted, I de- 


He announced a pair with the Sen- 
He was in the Chamber a moment 


I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Ten- 


| nessee [Mr. Harris] and vote “‘ yea.”’ 


Mr. GIBSON. The pair of the Senator from California [Mr. HEARST] 
with his colleague [Mr. STANFORD] has been transferred, and the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. HEARsT] is paired with the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. I cast my vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. STANFORD. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
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The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 21; as follows: 
YEAS—19. 
Bate George, MePherson, Ransom, 
Dall, Gibson, Morgan, Reagan, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pasco, Saulsbury, 
Coke, ampton, _ Payne, Vance. 
DPenicl, Jon« Arkansas, Pugh, 
NAYS—21, 
Alirich, Evarts, Manderson, Stanford, 
Allison, Hale, Meorriil, Stewa 
Hawley, Paddock, 
Hiscock, Palmer, 
Hoar, Platt, 
Ingalls, Sherman, 
ABSENT—36. 
Chace, Harris, Sawyer, 
Berry, Colquitt, Hearst, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Teller, 
Blair, Dawes, Kenna, Turpie, 
Plodgett, Eustis, Mitchell, Vest, 
Bowen, Farwell, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Brown, Faulkner, Quay, Walthall, 
Butler, Frye, Riddieberger, Wilson of Lowa, 
Cameron, Gray, Sabin, Wilson of Md, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs on the 
amendment proposed, in line 1211, by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest }. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In answer to the allegation made by the Senator 
from Missouri, which has been made in the Senate before, that the 
duties on some articles in the cotton schedule were increased on the 
recommendation of the conference committee by the tariff act of 1883 
to rates which were in excess of those imposed by the law then in 
force, I desire to submit a statement of the facts. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that the 
only changes made or suggested by the conference committee in the 
cotton schedule were two: First, by adding a proviso in line 1215 of 
the bill, a copy of which I have before me, which reads as follows: 

Provided, That on all cotton cloth not exceeding two hundred threads to the 
square inch, eounting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, er printed, valued at over 8 cents per square yard; 

Bleached, valued at over 10 cents per square yard; 

Dved, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued st over 13 cents square 
yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent.ad valorem. 
And, second, in line 1229 the word “‘such’’ was inserted; so as to 
read: 

Provided, That on all such cotton cloths not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, er printed, valued at over 10 cents per square yard ; 

Fleached, valued at over 12 cents per square yard; 

And dyed, colored, stained, painted. or printed, vaiued at over 15 cents per 


equare yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


to 
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So that this proviso would only apply to goods counting more than 
two hundred threads to the square inch. 

The proviso which I have last read, with the exception of the word 
‘‘such,’’ was in the bill as it passed the Senate and went tothecommit- 
tee of conference. The only change made by the conference committee 
in that proviso was the insertion of the word named. 

An examination of those two provisos together will disclose the fact 
that the only effect of the first proviso was to reduce the limit of valu- 
ation on goods not dyed, etc., from 10 cents a square yard to 8 cents a 
square yard ; on bleached goods, from 12 cents to 10 cents, and on dyed, 
colored, stained, painted or printed, from 15 to 13 cents. The goods 
included within these limits were the only goods which were or could 
be affected by the ‘ 

The rate of duty fixed by these amendments on the goods within 
the limits I have named was 40 per cent. ad valorem, and the charge 
made by the Senator from Missouri is that this rate was an increase 
ever the duty which was then imposed upon this class of goods. Now, 
let us see whether this is the fact or not. The law in existence prior 
to March 3, 1883, imposed the following rates on the goods named, 
namely, in paragraph 2 of Schedule A: 

2. On rer and lighter of like description, not exceeding two hundred 
threads to the square i eounting the warp and filling, unbleached, 5 cents 
per square yard; if bleached, 5} cents per square ; if colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, 5} cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 20 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

That is on one description. Another class is provided for in para- 
graph 5 ef the same schedule, as follows: 

6. On finer or lighter goods of like description, not exceeding two hundred 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, if unbleached, 6 cents 
per square yard; if bleached, 6} cents per square yard: 1 colored, stained, 
eee. printed, 6} cents per square yard, and in addition thereto 15 per cent. 

These two provisions covered the goods to which I have alluded, and 
tixed duties varying, as shown, from 5 to 54 cents persquare yard and 20 
per cent. ad valorem to 6 and 6} cents per square and 15 per cent. 
ad valorem. The goods affected by the conference committee amend- 
ments were all valued, it will be noticed, at between 8 and 10 cents if 
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unbleached, 10 and 12 if bleached, and 13 and 15 if printed or dyed; 
and the rate on all these goods was fixed by the conference amendments 
at 40 percent.ad valorem. Forty per cent, on the first class, unbleached, 
valued between 8 and 10 cents, would be on the lowest grade 3.2 cents 
per square yard, and on the highest 4 cents per square yard, and on in- 
termediate values sums ranging between 3.2 and 4 cents per square 
yard. The lowest rate of duty fixed by the law then in existence on 
this class of unbleached goods was 6.6 cents per square yard (5 cents 
per square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem), and it ranged from that 
to 7.2 cents per square yard. So, then, instead of being an increase, 
there was a reduction upon that class of goods from 6.6 cents and 7.2 
cents per square yard to 3.2 to 4 cents, or an approximate reduction of 
50 per cent. 

In other words, the duty levied under the committee’s proviso must 
be from 3.2 to 4 cents a yard; it could not exceed 4 cents, and would 
never be less than 3.2 cents. Under the law then in existence the duty 
upon the same goods would run from 6.6 to 7.2 cents a yard; never less 
than 6.6 and never more than 7.2. 

On the next grade—bleached goods—the duty under the proviso 
would be, on gonds valued at 10 cents, 4 cents; goods valued at 12 cents, 
4.8 cents. Under the provisions of the law then in existence the duty 
on this class of bleached goods would have been from 7} on the lowest 
class to 8.3 cents a square yard on the highest, or a reduction in rates 
of nearly 50 percent. I will not stop to give the exact percentage of 
reduction, but it is certainly 40 per cent. On goods dyed or printed 
the.duty fixed by the proviso would range from 5.2 to 6 cents a square 
yard, while under the provisions of the law then in existence the duties 
would have been from 8.1 to 8.45 cents per square yard. 

It will be observed that instead of an increase of duty by the confer- 
ence provisions, there was a reduction effected on every item ranging 
from 35 to 50 percent. ‘This should have been known to any man who 
had the slightest knowledge of the provisions of the act of 1883 and the 
law in force prior to that time. A similar statement has been made in 
regard to changes made in the woolen schedule, and with no more 
truthfulness. I say to the Senator from Missouri that the only reason 
I have not made this statement in detail before was the absence of the 
Senator from Kentueky [Mr. Breck], who had probably been misled 
into repeating these falsehoods. I trust the explanation I have now 
made will convince the Senator from Missouri that there was no in- 
crease in existing duties upon articles in the cotton schedules effected 
by the terms of the proviso adopted by the conference committee in 
1883. 

Mr. VEST. I have supposed that the minority report made by the 
Senator from Kentucky | Mr. Beck] was correct, for he is very accu- 
rate generally in regard to these matters. He says that in Schedule I, 
cotton goods, a new proviso was added increasing the tax, and he fol- 
lows that by quoting the proviso. 

Now, will the Senator from Rhode Island, in addition to the informa- 
tion he has given us—for he is an expert in these matters—tell us why 
did that conference committee reduce these rates; why did they re- 
duce them from the law before 1883? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because the reduction was made all along the line. 
I have already stated in the hearing of the Senator that there was no 
single schedule in that whole tariff that was so greatly reduced and so 
greatly simplified as the cotton schedule, and the whole effect of this 
proviso and the sole object of its insertion was to make an equitable 
arrangement by which the duties should be levied on various classes of 
goods in a proper manner. 

Mr. VEST. I have astatement made by an expert in regard to the 
cotton schedule and the changes made in it by the conference report of 
1883. 1 was so certain that the statements I have heard made in re- 
gard toe that matter were correct that I left the paper at my residence. 
I have sent for it, and I shall put that in evidence when it comes. 
There is a great discrepancy between the statement of the Senator from 

Island and of the experts who have hitherto examined this mat- 
ter. One of the members of that conference committee was unques- 
tionably of the opinion that the cotton schedule was increasei—I 
mean the i Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ]—because 
in an imterview published in the Commercial-Gazette soon after the 
adjournment of that session of Congress he made a statement in re- 


And if a member of that confererce committee was mistaken in re- 
gard to the cotton schedule, it must be admitted that a layman like 
myself t have made a mistake, if it be one. — 

Mr, N. It ought to be stated in connection with what the 
Senator from Missouri has read as to the construction of that conference 
committee that it so that the conference report was made at 
the short session of Congress,and my time was wholly occupied in the 


Committee on eS the Senator very well knows. There- 
fore I could not serve upon conference, although, as it is said, on 
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the order of precedence usually observed I should probably have been 

t upon it if 1 could have served; and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Goons) happened to be absent. So the conference committee was made 
up of the gentlemen of the Finance Committee who could serve on it, 
all the Democrats having declined. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, since this matter has been opened up I 
shall takeoccasion some time during thisdiscussion to submitan analysis 
of that report of the conference committee. I know that I can not be 
mistaken in the assertion I have made to-day that there are increases 
of duty in the cotton and woolen schedules, and also in the metal sched- 
ule, directly against the vote of the Senate. I recollect one of them 
distinctly now. It was in regard to what are called wire cloths in the 
metal schedule. If I am not mistaken, the Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. VANCE] moved an amendment to the bill reported by the 
Finance Committee in 1883 that decreased the duty on wire cloth. 
That amendment was carried in the Senate. It went to the conference 
committee, and they reported back an increase over the bill, ignoring 
the action of the Senate upon the amendment, and that conference re- 
port was adopted finally on the last night of the session, at nearly 12 
o’clock, by a vote of 32 to 31, when the bill that passed the Senate 
had gone through by a vote of 42 to 19. I recollect that item, and I 
shall take occasion to refer to that and others before this debate closes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question at issue between the Senator from 
Missouri and myself is not who constituted the conference committee, 
and not whether it was properly constituted, and not what was the 
epinion of any Senator as to the result of that conference committee’s 
action, but whether the amendment to the cotton schedule resulted in 
an increase of duties above the then existing law. That was the point 
I was discussing. 

It is undoubtedly true that that conference committee increased the 
rates which had been fixed in the Senate. What is the object of a con- 
ference committee if it is not to arrive at conclusions on matters in 
issue between the two Houses? Wecertainly increased the rates upon 
many things. I presume we did. I can tell very easily upon an ex- 
amination of the bill before me. But that is entirely aside from the 
questions I am now discussing. "When the Senator presents his report 
of the experts I shall be glad to see it. 

Mr. VEST. I made no issue in regard to the personnel of that com- 
mittee. I simply quoted what was said by a member of the committee 
as to the action of the majority. That isall. I certainly have a par- 
liamentary right to do that. 

The Senator from Ohio complained of the action of that committee 
in the public prints after theadjournmentof Congress, and said in very 
plain language that the committee had been constituted so as to in- 
crease the woolen and cotton schedules. His principal complaint was 
in regard to wool. He said the duty had been decreased upon the raw 
material, but increased as to manufactured goods; in other words, that 
the wool-producers of Ohio had been made to lose upon this wool prod- 
uct, whilst at the same time they were compelled to pay a higher price 
for woolen clothing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It ismuch moresimple for me to demonstrate that 
the change made in the woolen schedule was not an increase from the 
existing law than it is to demonstrate that the cotton schedule was not 
increased; and whenever the Senater makes that statement I shall be 
glad to challenge him with the facts. 

Mr. VEST. I hope, then, the Senator will be able to explain the 
action of that conference committee on sugar, which is a very material 
part of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be very glad to do so. 

Mr. VEST. Because it is now attempted by the Republican party, 
through the report of this bill, to reduce thesurplus in the Treasury by 
a decrease of the dutieson sugar, every dollar of which, except the very 
small portion which is spent for collection, goes into the Treasury as 
revenue, but at the same time they increase the duty upon imported 
woolen and cotton goods, one-fifth of which goes to the Treasury and 
four-fifths to the manufacturer, and that sugar schedule is most impor- 
tant. I recollect in regard to the sugar schedule, as we are upon it, that 
we took'a vote in the Senate in 1883, and put the duty upon sugars 
between 14 and 16, Dutch standard, at 2.40 cents per pound. Then 
when certain Democrats who had charge of the matter upon the Fi- 
nance Committee agreed to fix the duty at 2.50, at the instance, I be- 
lieve, of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrit.], the report came 
back from the conference committee at 2.75. Does the Senator from 
Rhode Island deny that statement? It came back from the committee 
at 2.75 when the Senate had first fixed it at 2.40 and then the agree- 
ment made it 2.50, and yet that duty was put up in that conference 
committee and rushed through here at nearly 12 o’clock at night by a 
majority of one and became the law of the land, in direct violation of 
the agreement had in the Senate and of the sentiment of both Houses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri mean to state that 
& conference committee has no right to change the rates fixed by the 
Senate upon any article, and does he mean to say that the House had 
fixed a different or lower rate upon sugar from the rate he mentioned ? 

Mr. VEST. The House was not consulted about the matter, not 
permitted even to take a vote. The matter was rushed into a confer- 
ence committee and put through under whip and spur at nearly mid- 
































night. There were not three men in the Senate who krew what was 
in that conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was their own fault if they did not know. 

Mr. VEST. The members of the Committee on Finance on this side 
were not in that conference. 

Mr. ALDRIC@. Why? 

Mr. VEST. ecause they did not propose to be made parties to what 
they knew was a preadjudged matter. That was the reason. They 
did not propose to be bound by the action of a tribunal which was er 
parte, according to the testimony of the Senator irom Ohio, which was 
so constituted that the duties in favor of the New England manufact- 
urers could be increased by the action of that committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. On this question of the conference, I wish to say 
that it is the uniform custom in making up conference committees that 
the minority shall be represented, and it often happens here that the 
minority does not consent toa report. Surely no man could excuse 
himself from serving on a committee because he belonged to the mi- 
nority and the majority was likely to overrule him. That is the argu- 
ment of the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. I think the Senator from Iowa will remember that 
one reason why the minority was not represented on that conference 
committee was that they claimed that it was not a free conference, 
that the House had passed a resolution that the substitution of an en- 
tire tax bill in the manner in which that bill in 1883 was substituted 
by the Senate was a violation of the privilege of the House, which alone 
has the power to originate tax bills, and they passed that resolution, 
and the committee from the House attended with that resolution in 
their pockets, and the membersof the minority of the Senate commit- 
tee objected, stating that if the conference suited the House they would 
keep the authority in their pockets and not produce it; if the cenfer- 
ence did not suit the members of the House, they would withdraw, 
questioning the legality of the Senate bill, and for that reason Messrs. 
Breck and Bayard both withdrew, and were not present when the con- 
ference was concluded. That is my recollection of it, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is mistaken in his history. No such 
statement was made to the conference committee, and the gentlemen 
appointed from that side of fhe Chamber never attended any meeting 
of the conference. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator will remember, that statement was 
made by both Messrs. BECK and Bayard upon this floor, and he will so 
find it in the Rzcorp. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They based their action solely on certain resolu- 
tions that passed the House of Representatives. They never attended 
any conference, and no such statement was made in conference. 

Mr. VANCE. They declined to attend it for that reason as I find it. 
They declined to participate and be bound by a conference which was 
not free, and it was so stated here upon the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I did not propose to open a question 
which is almost ancient history now as to that conference committee, 
but there were statements made by members of that committee which 
were very significant, and which ought not to make that a very pleas- 
urable reminiscence to anybody engaged in the business. Here is what 
one member of the committee said. The Senator from Ohio { Mr. 
SHERMAN] said: 

The classification is so changed that none but an expert can understand it. 

I do not deny that a conference committee has the right 

Mr. ALDRICH. What classification is that? 

Mr. VEST. As to the question of the cotton schedule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated to the Senator that the only 
change made was the insertion of that proviso, which did not change 
the classification one particle. 

Mr. VEST. Iam quoting froma member of the conference commit- 
tee. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The Senator seems to be adopting his language. 

Mr. VEST. I quote the language. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You seem to be adopting it. 

Mr. VEST. Iam quoting it. He says: 

The classification is so changed that none but an expert can understand it. 

That was the statement of the Senator from Ohio, and it is very well 
known that a newspaper controversy was had afterwards betwoen two 
distinguished Senators, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrILv]}, 1n regard to that conference 
report, in which one charged the other with having taken advantage 
of the personnel of the committee with two New England Senators upon 
it to put up the duties on cotton and woolen goods, whilst the Senator 
from Vermont retorted that the Senator from Ohio worked the matter 
so as to put up the duties on iron and steel. The Senator from Ver- 
mont replied at considerable length in the New York Tribune to the 
Senator from Ohio, in which he stated: 

The distinguished Senator isa remarkably cool and sagacious man, but he 
was evidently in a pet, and by this time he will t some of his rather exag- 


gerated and hasty statements. He criticises the fact that two members of the 
conference committee were from New Engiand, and would seem to indicate that 
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this brought to bear a malign sectional influence, forgetting that two of the mem- 
bers of the conference committee were from the State of Ohio alone, and per- 
haps, too, sensitively remembering that the large increase of duties on plain 
a crockery-ware had never been insisted upon in the Senate by New Eng- 
and, 

In other words, the Senator from Ohio charged that two other mem- 
bers of the conference committee had taken advantage of their posi- 
tion on the committee to put up the duties on cotton and woolen fab- 
rics, whilst he is charged with doing the same thing as to an Ohio prod- 
uct—crockery-ware. Further, the Senator from Vermont said: 

But the Senator complains that the duties on woolens were raised in the con- 
ference committee; so they were on pig and bar iron. 

Now, I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to say there was 
no increase on the woolen schedule; but the Senator from Vermont ad- 
mitted that there was an increase, and retorted by saying to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, ‘‘ Well, you’re another; you also increased the duty 
upon pig-iron in the interests of the Ohio producers.’’ Again he said: 

Only a proviso was inserted in the conference committee by which a special 
class of cotton cloth should be subject to a duty of 40 per cent., which is the 
same or a little less than the existing law. 

Now the Senator from Rhode Island says that there is a reduction 
of 50 per cent. under that proviso, whilst the Senator from Vermont 
declared it was just the same as the then existing law or a little less. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have given the figures and they will appear in 
the Record. The Senator can figure hisown percentage and ascertain 
the amount. 

Mr. VEST. I have never taken the position that a conference com- 
mittee could not put different provisions in a bill from those contained 
in it when referred to them; but I do submit that the ordinary and 
proper mode of procedure is when a conference committee is created 
and a vote has been had by the body which appointed them indicating 
the sentiment of that body, that decent respect should he paid to that 
legislative action; and new provisions and higher rates of duty after 
the Senate had voted against them should not have been inserted in 
that report. But the resultis always the same. There is either an 
increase of duty, or there is some sort of proviso put into a bill which 
meets the wishes of the manufacturers without regard to the interests 
of the consumers of the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it does not interrupt the Senator, I should like 
to make an additional statement to show what was done in regard to 
the woolen schedule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, if the Senator wishes to go on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no wish about it except the convenience of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I prefer to get through with what I have to say. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to call attention to the fact that the 
majority of the Committee on Finance devoted a large portion of their 
report to a denunciation of the system of ad valorem duties, and when 
they come to these cotton threads adopt precisely that system. When 
it snits them and has the effect of increasing the duty, then the ad 
valorem system is good enough. Take the provisions in this bill in 
regard to cotton threads: 


318, Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn (not wound upon spools), 
whether single or advanced beyond the condition of single, by twisting two or 
more single yarns together, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, 
or in any other form, valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, 10 cents per 


pound, 

There is the valuation which has given rise to so much fraud, accord- 
ing to the report of the Finance Committee. Why is itthey disregard 
their own argument? Why is it that they trample under foot their 
own declaration that overvaluation is the prolific source of fraud, and 
adopt that very system in regard to these cotton threads? All through 
this cotton-thread section we find valuations, and if the specific duty 
be the only proper way in which to fix duties on imports, why is it 
that the committee abandon that and adopt this infamous system, as 
they denounce it in their report ? 

It is nimost impossible to consider this question of cotton threads 
without considering the whole cotton schedule, and, as I stated before 
the recess—and I have examined it analytically since as best I could— 
the whole meaning and purpose of the changes in the cotton schedule is 
to increase duties for the benefit of the New England manufacturers with- 
out regard to the manufacturers in other sections of the country or to the 
interestofthe consumers. Is there any doubt that the cotton manufact- 
urers of this country are in a flourishing condition to-day? I read some 
time ago in the Senate, and I can read it againif necessary, the rt of 
the dividends made by the cotton factories in New England. If is 
any other industry in this country that is in as flouri a condition I 
do not know it. I read from a published in the city in which is 
the residence of my friend from Rhode Island himself [Mr. ALDRICH], 
the Providence Journal, giving the dividendsand profits for three months 
during the lastsummer. American Company, capital stock $400,000, net 
profits for three months $25,000, more than 25 cent. ; Bourne Mills, 
capital stock $400,000, net profits for three months $16,000; Chace Mills, 
capital stock $500,000, net profits for three months $10,000, and so on 
through the whole of this list, making dividends of 9,10, 12, 15, and 
np to 25 per cent.; and yet we are asked now deliberately to increasé 
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the profit of these manufacturers without regard to the interests of the 
consumers. There is no increase of duty upon the coarse cotton cloths 
manufactured in the South, and nobody for that increase. New 
England to-day has a monopoly of the manyfacture of the finer cotton 
cloths in the United States. They have their machinery be- 
cause they know they can not compete with the Southern factories in 
the manufacture of the coarser and heavier cloths, because the differ- 
ence in the price of cotton, in freight, and in price of labor gives the 
advantage to the Southern factories, and the New England manufact- 
urers have abandoned to them this trade, which asks no additional pro- 
tection from the Congress of the United States. 

I am glad to say that the cotton factories of the South are in a flour- 
ishing condition, and that they are exporting their products to China, 
to Brazil, to Mexico, and to all the South American countries; and, as 
the evidence taken before this committee and before the committees of 
the House shows, the cotton factories in the Southern States are making 
largedividends. They can competesuccessfully with the English manu- 
facturers. They are taking from the English their own markets in 
their own provinces, and I am exceedingly gratified to be able to state 
that fact here and now. 

Bat the cotton factories engaged in the manufacture of finer fabrics 
in New England are not satisfied with the present duty, not satisfied 
with these dividends I have read. Do they ask to have these in- 
creases on cotton threads and the finer cotton cloths to protect the 
workingmen of New England? We hear that continually in this de- 
hate. No legislation for the capitalist—all of it for the poor working- 
man, the American laborer! And we have had rosy Lecctytiens of 
the comfortable homes, the almost luxurious abodes of the cotton- 
spinners and workmen in the cotton factories of Massachusetts and 
Rhode Island. 

Mr. President, we might as well have all the facts in regard to this 
matter. In the last canvass and upon this floor we are continually re- 
minded that this is not a question for doctrinaires, and as the President 
of the United States said, ‘‘The Republican party wants markets, not 
maxims,’’ and in that sign they conquer. I do not want to figure as 
a doctrinaire; I do not want the statements of politicians, but I want 
the statements of workmen in regard to whether they are protected by 
these duties, and I have taken some pains to ascertain what they say 
in direct contradiction to statements made upon this floor. 

I hold in my hand volume 1 of the Report on Relations between 
Labor and Capital from a committee over which my distinguished 
friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArR] presided, and I have here the 
testimony, which I have read from beginning to end with the greatest 
possible interest, of Mr. Robert Howard: 

Q. What is your occupation ? 
A. Mule-spinner in the cotton mills; that was my occupation up to the last 
two or three years. Now lam the paid secretary of our organization. 

That is, the mule-spinners’ organization. 

; Q. Are you now or were you formerly a member ofthe Massachusetts Legisla- 
ure? 


A. I was a member of the Legislature of Massachusetts in 1881. I served 
one year, and the year following I was nominated again, but I declined. I 
thought a have a exes ee aes es = —_ = 
our organ on, some of t ps thinkin: was seeking politica 
honors, and therefore I declined the ceeineiion 

Q. Have you know! of the condition of the woes ocute generally, or 
of those of your own ¢ in New England and also in Old England? 

A. Yes, sir; I havea thorough knowledge of it. 


THE ENGLISH BETTER OFF THAN THE AMERICAN, 


Q. Before proceeding to a detailed statement of the condition of the working 
people as you have observed it in this Gountry, please give us a somewhat par- 
ticular account of the condition of the working classes in Great Britain, and in 
Ireland also, if ng are uainted with it. 

A. I worked in England upwards of seventeen years as a mule-spinner and 
a piecer for the mule-spinner—that is, simply an assistant—and my opinion of 
the condition of the workmen in that branch of industry relative in the United 
States and England is that the English spinner is in a far better condition. I 
will not speak for the weavers, but only for the mule-spinners; they are better 
off in England because the manufacturers there don’t appear to be so desirous 
of See the men so much like horses or slaves as they do in our State—they 
as wo! * the same aaah rate so that wd do in Fall rae. 

ere they give a man a pair cf mules, that n-spinning frames, an vy 
give a man an tto work between the mules with him,and also an as- 
sistant to work on the back of the mules; but in this country it isa very pe- 
culiar fact (but I know it is so with the exception of one or two places) that how- 
ever large the mules may be, no matter how many spindles they may contain, 
the employers will not come down to the same policy adopted in England. 


This gentleman—it is not necessary that I should read everything he 
states—goes on to give the product in the mills at Fall River: 

We have worked out by figures the rate of our production, and we find 
we turn out cloth at the rate of a mile a minute in Fall River, and, asI ha’ 
wn three-fifths of the entire production of print cloths in the United States isin 

Q. 


, 
city. 
In Oldham, that Eagiichs oy white you have mentioned, do they turn out 
as much cloth in propo: to number of mules as they do in Fall River? 
That is, do they turn it out at the rate of 5 miles per minute? 

A. I think they can get about the same production there that we get in 1 
River. But the spinners have more assistance there. There is not as. ny 
er ut upon one man there as there is in our city, and our machinery goes 
ata fpher ® 


rate of speed. 
mule for mule, Fall River produces more cloth? 


of the pate of apeed of te epinanef Ri ? 
To a great extent it is; but there is one other thing thit we ' ibe 
sight of, Wegetin Fall River the pick of all the help coming ott fro! 
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Ea 4. A boat runs direct from New York to Fall River, which is on the 
ute to Boston, and on the other side Boston is so near to us that all the net 
, 































A. Well, I do not think there ever was a case of the kind you suggest, and it 
would be a very unadvisable course for the help to follow, because the employ- 
ers would think they could reduce them a little more after that, and would get 
them down and down in that way. ButI will show you the way they gave us 
that 10 per cent. advance. It is laughable to see the little trickery that goes on 
sometimes. We got reduced 10 per cent. on our prices, and the 10 per cent. 
which they gave us as an advance was 10 cents or the dollarearned. 1 wrote to 
the secretary of the Manufacturers’ Board abgut it, but he did not seem to an- 
swer my letter, and I met some of the others on the street and I said to them, 
“T am afraid there is going to be trouble among our fellows.’ So we met two 
or three of the other agents and we talked for three hours, but we could not 
come to anything satisfactory to me. 


The result of the testimony is that they demanded and threatened 
to strike ten mills unless they got an increase, and on the same day it 
was given to them. 

The witness was then asked: 


Q. If in the American market there is a certain amount of a certain kind of 
goods, and in the foreign market there is a certain surpius amount of the same 
kind of goods which is kept out from our market by a tariff, and if you remove 
that tariff and let that European surplus in, and you are a producer of the same 
kind of articles here, will you get more wages or less wages as a result of re- 
moving that tariff? 

A. I do not think we would get any less in our city in our branch of industry. 
At first we might suffer on account of our corporations being built up under the 
tariff law ; but if no tariff restrictions had been in existence when our corporar- 
tions were built up I believe we would not suffer now by goods coming in from 
abroad. I think that what it took $600,000 to build under the tariff law could be 
built for $400,000 without it. Consequently the sales of a given amount of goods 
would yield a greater dividend and would enable our manufacturers to pay us 
— wages and compete with England. But the mills are there; the money is 

nvested in them, and the owners wanta return on it. We only want to do 
what is fair between capital and labor. Some of the new mills I think would 
not be able to stand; but some of the old ones would be able to stand against 
the competition of foreign goods. 

Q. You think they have arrived at that point now? 

A. I do, as to our branch of industry. I could not speak for all branches. 

Q. How came those mills to bein existence in thiscountry? Have you been 
observant of the rise of the manufacturing industries in this country ? 

A. No longer than for the past eleven years. 

Q. Do you know whether the interest upon capital is higher or lower in this 
country than in European countries? 

A. I suppose it is higher here. 


help who are continually coming to these great cities, or the majority o 
éome and settle here in 1 River. 


He goes on and gives a very a. and intelligent account of 
the working of the mills at Fall River. e then proceeds to say: 


But in England they manage those matters very differently. The manufact- 
urers have a board of trade with a paid (Iam speaking now of Old- 
ham, the t print-manufacturing place there), and the spinners bave an or- 
ganization of some 5,000 members, and they also have a permanent paid secre- 
tary. Then they have a list to go by. 


Then he comes to the question of the American cotton manufactures, 
can they compete with the English? I hold this to be the most valu- 
able testimony, because it comes from a man who has been all his life 
engaged in this manufacture, who has been intelligent enough to be a 
representative in the Massachusetts Legislature, who is the president 
of an association of his fellow-workingmen, and who, his whole evi- 
dence shows, has thought and reflected and is acquainted experiment- 
ally with what he is talking about. He says, referring to Consul Shaw: 


Agote. Se year before, in a letter that he sent to the Secretary of State, Mr. 
Blaine, he says that he does not see why we should not be able to compete with 
the English manufacturers, and indeed Mr. Blaine himself says that he can not 
sce why,either. Mr. Shaw mentions several kinds of cloth of which the cost of 
production in ores is in the ratio of 2.55 there against 2.50 here, so that it 
really costs more in England. 


ENGLISH AND AMERICAN WAGES, 


Mr. Shaw gives also the wages of the weavers and ae in England, and 
the reason that I did not want to go into that matter in detail now was that I 
have not those figures with me, but I think the wages given by Mr. Shaw for the 
weavers commence at $3.84 and range all the way up to $8.64, and the age 
earned in America by the weavers commence at $4.62 and run up to $8.73, so that 
there is hardly any — tible difference between the wages in England and 
the wages here. 1 think the wages paid to spinners in America he puts at from 
$7.20 up to $10.63, and the wages paid to spinners in England, if I recollect right, 
start at a little higher than the lowest wages here and run up to a few cents 
lower than the highest here; but there is hardly any difference in the figures. 
And, moreover, we are not paid so much in proportion to our production here 
as they are paid in England ; for the reason that if we get as much wages here, 
we have to give more work for it. 


AMERICAN OPERATIVES WORK HARDER THAN ENGLISH. 


You will see a good smart girl running eight print-cloth looms in our mills 
here. She ought not to be allowed to do it, but she does it; and there is nota 
weaver in England that is allowed to run over four, and the English weaver 
ps an assistant in running even four. So that the weavers do not get paid as 
much per loom for their production here as they get in England. 


AMERICAN MILLS “RUN” AT LESS COST THAN ENGLISH. 


Talso noticed in Mr. Shaw’s report this year some figures showing the cost of 
running miils in Massachusetts and at Ashton-under-Lyne, and also at Black- 
burn, in England, and he shows that some of the mills here are run on less cost 
than those lish milis, particularly the Rhode Island mills, which are run by 
water and which, with the ex jon of Conant’s mill, pay very low wages. 
The wages generally are about $7 or $7.50 a week, but in Conant’s mill it is ex- 
ceptional; there they pay as high as $12a week. These facts were the basis for 
Mr. Blaine’s inference from Mr, Shaw’s report, 


This gentleman goes on to testify in regard to the manner in which 
these corporations in New England conduct their business, and he is 
asked this question: 


Q. Have you ever known an instance where, there being arise inthe market, 
the employers voluntarily, without solicitation and without active effort on the 
part of the operatives, valed their wages? 

A. Not one. 

Q. Did you ever hear of such an instance? 

A. I bave heard of instances where shortly after the men had returned to work 
after a strike the employers advanced them. 

Q. But I mean an instance where there was no active effort on the part of the 
operatives, and where, there being a rise in the market a of the thing pro- 
duced, the employer came forward voluntarily and said to his operatives, ‘I 
will give you more wages; I can afford to do it?”’ 

A. [never heard of any such occurrence as that. In 1880, when there was an 
extraordinary rise in prices, there was an advance given by our manufacturers 
in Fall River on the very same day that some resolutions of ours appeared in 
the negara yeelving to strike their mills. 

Q. do you say your resolutions were? 

A. Our resolution was that if we were not to be given better wages—if we were 
not to get back some of the 30 per cent. reduction of wages that we had been 
suffering under from 1873—we would strike ten mills in Fall River; and the 
same day that our resolution went to print the manufacturers’ resolution to give 
us an advance also went to print. 

Q. Whose resolution was adopted first in point of time? 

A. I don’t know ; I think that both parties were ignorant of each other’s action 
because the Boston pa and the Providence Journal began to fool us, saying, 
“* What is the matter with Fall River, an advance asked for and an advance given 
on the same day!"’ But Ido think the manufacturers did hear some little mur- 
muring going on among the men in the mills. 


By Mr. PueH: 


Q. Was the advance which they gave equal to the demand of the men? 
A. Yes, sir ; it was equal to the demand, only it was given in a different way. 
By the CHAIRMAN: S 

Q. Have you ever known another instance of that kind? 

A. Not a solitary one. ° 

Q. Either in the Old World or in the New? 

A. Well, in land, both the secretary of the Manufacturers’ Board and the 

of the ners’ Association have their eyes on the market all the 
time, and if there is a in the market, the secretaries will ask through 
each other for a change in wages. 

Q. I suppose it would be fair to you now if you have ever known an in- 
stance where, there being a fall in the market price of the thing produced, the 
operatives voluntarily ed to have their wages reduced ? 

A. I have never known an instance of that ; but there is no need to ask that, 
because when there is a fall in the market, the employers will tell you a hun- 
dred times about it before it comes on the street. I do think, however, that 
there is more harm done at the street corners by the men who tell stories there 
than by anything else. 

Q. I asked the question in order to develop your idea of the good influence of 
organization among the workingmen in securing their rights. 












Mr. President, one important portion of this testimony is in regard 


to the condition of operatives. I have not the strength to read it all, 
although I would be glad to do so, because it comes from the best source 
in the world, from an operative who is familiar with what he is talk- 
ing about and who had seen the condition of labor in the old country 
and in this. 


q In rd to the actual physical condition of the operatives in Fall River 


and elsewhere, can you give us any information? 


A. The condition of the operatives in our city is a very unenviable one. The 


work there is very hard and the wages are very low—low in preportion to 
what they used to be some ten years ago, before the financial depression set in. 
Our females in jicular are overworked; their strength is entir 

by the labors they have to perform. I have often argued myself that if our 
manufacturers would give over preaching so much about temperance and other 
things and try to bring about a reform in the condition of their operatives, it 
wo -t be better than all the many thousand temperance lectures and temper- 
ance tales. 


rely overtaxed 


REDUCTION OF HOURS OF LABOR, 


Q. What things would you suegest in the way of reform? 
A. Well, we can not start anythingin Fall River until we get New Hampshire 


and Rhode Island to do something, and the only practical thing we can see for 
them isto bring about a further red 


uction in the hours of labor. 
OVERWORK AND ITS EFFECTS, 
The work is too severe. Nobody would credit the amount of labor that a 


cotton operative has to perform. You may take a girl, boy, or man, from out- 
one put him in there to walk by the side of one who is employed in those 
mills, an 

perceive a failure—-that is, on account of the mere traveling, irrespective of the 


I tell you that unless he has a very good constitution you will soon 


peculiar labor they have to perform. It is dreadful to see those giris, stripped 
almost to the skin, wearing only a kind of loose wrapper, and running like a 
race-horse from the beginning to the end of theday; and I can perceive that it 
is bringing about both a moral and physical decay in them. Ido not want to 
say a word that would reflect disagreeably on my city or its people, because I 
think others are quite as bad, but I must say that I have noticed that the hard, 
slavish overwork is driving those girls into the saloons after they leave the 
mills in the evenings; and you mightas well try to deprive them of their sup- 
pers; after they leave the mills you wil] see them going into saloons, looking 
seared and ashamed, and trying to goin without any one seeing them—good, re» 
spectable girls, too—but they come out so tired, and so thirsty, and so exhausted, 
especially in the summer months, from working along steadily from hour to 
hour and breathing the noxious effluvia from the grease and in ingredients 
that are used in the mills, and they are so exhausted when the time comes to 
= that you will find that all their thoughts are concentrated on something to 
rink to allay their thirst. 

I know of one girl in icular that lived close by me; her father died inthe 
war and she lives with her widowed mother, who is receiving a pension from 
the State. The girl’s health began to fail her some time ago and she had to go 
round the country trying to recruit her strength, and finally the doctor told her 
that the work was too hard and tried to keep her out of the mills, butthe mother 
found it hard to get along, because it is so difficult to get occupation outside of 
the mills, and the doctor advised the mother to tell the girlto geta glass of beer 
or something to stimulate her appetite, as she could not eat anything; for beer, 
with all its bad faults—and I do not believe it is a good thing for anybody, still 
it has an effect sometimes in stimulating the stomach and —— the desire 
for something to eat, and without they doeat they won’t work long in the mills, 
I would not put achild of mine in to be a mule-spinner for anything—! think I 
would sooner put it to a chimney-sweep to learn his trade. It is a trade and it 
it is no trade, mule-spinning, and if the manufacturers would only try it a little 
they would think so too, because it is a continual race from morning till night 
and there is not one man in twenty not brought up in the business who could 
follow a mule-spinner from the beginning of his ~ work tothe end, even con- 
sidering nothing but the walking. I noticed one time in reading the history of 
the agitation for?the ten-hour law in land that at that time assertions were 
made that thegirls employed on spinning-mules, to work for the spinners, 
walked, say, from 17 to 20 miles per A 

There was a board of commissioners appointed by the Government to ascer+ 
tain, among other things, whether those figures were correct. Lord Palmers 
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ton was one of those who were interested in the matter, and after the subject 
was investigaied the calculation was made out; they decided that the ive 
had to walk from is to 25 miles per day. But I have often asked m f since 
whether they were correct in that statement, because at that time the mules 
only went about two stretches in a minute. They go to-day four stretches and 
over four stretches in one minute, which is as fast again as they went at that 
time, so that working it out in proportion, if twostretches a minute give adis- 
tance of from 18 to 25 miles a day what must be the distance traveled now by 
the operative in ten hours at the rate of four stretches a minute? Butat any 
rate, whatever the exact figures may be, it is a constant race from morning to 
nightafter this machinery; and you may know as well as I can tell you howa 
man must feel in this hot weather following such an occupation asthat. He 
ust feels po manhood abouthim., He can only take a glassof beer to stimulate 
bien, toe give him a littl appetite so that he may eat in order to be able to. go 
through his daily drudgery. I have been there and I know it. From the time 
I was very young I was fondof reading, and I remember many occasions when 
I have gone to my supper and taken my daily paper and have fallen asleep with 
the paper in my hand andhave slept there until about 11 o’elock. Then I have 
been determined to read it, and have put my lamp beside me when I went to 
bed, and have gone to sleep again with the paper in my hand and lain there 
just as 1 put myself down, without stirring until morning—the result of exhaus- 
tion. 
Now, we can never expect to advance civilization among such a class of peo- 
ple until we get a reform of this miserable condition of affairs, 


This workman comes now to the dwellings of operatives. I am not 
here to put any personal knowledge against that of the Senators from 
Massachusetts and Vermont, or those roseate pictures that almost equal 
the description in the Lady of Lyons of that palace by the Lake of 
Como ‘lifting its head to eternal summer,” etc. Here is the evidence 
of a man who has gone through this thing, manifestly a superior man 
in his business, a representative man, who has been a member of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts and is president of this association ; here 
is-what he says about the dwellings of the operatives: 

Q. In regard to the actual tenements in which the operatives live, and their 
fanitary condition generally, what have you to say? 

A. Well, [think thatin Fall River we are behind other cities of Massachu- 
seits in regard to our dweliings. 

Q. I do not ask you about Fall River alone, but about that and the other man- 
ufacturing cities, such of them as you have ed. 

A. Well, I think myself that there should be something done by the aw per. 
ernment in regard to those houses. I think there ought to be something done 
to prevent the building of these huge blocks of tenements with only one room 
for a man to sit in and cook in and livein. They will have two bedrooms and 
a kitchen, and in that kitchen they must cook and sit; and if a friend comes in 
they have got to meet him there. When I have gone into those places in the 
night where there was a hot stove and they were cooking, I have felt fit to run 
anywhere out of them. There is no comfortatall. Ifa man had a little room 
where he could go and read his paper and be comfortable, I think be would be 
more likely to stay at home instead of going abroad to seek other kinds of en- 
joyment 


This is not that typical New England cottage, with the piano, and 
the pictures, and the library, and a little garden, and the contentment 
of home, and the hope of the future, but this is an actual, real descrip- 
tion given by a man who, to use his own language, ‘‘ has been there.”’ 

In reward to the savings of factory operatives which we are told here 
eould bay whole cities, 1 read the following from the testimony of the 
game witness: 


Q. What do you say in regard to the adequacy of the wages received by the 

working people in the factories in Massachusetts and other places with which 

you are familiar? State first,if you please,to what extent you have known, or 

= know, of accumulations of property among the wage-workers in manu- 
actories. 

A. If I had been aware of it that I wasto appeay before this committee I could 
have brought you some figures on that subject. intended to make a point on 
that, but not having the exact res with me I could not venture to do it wi 
safety. We have building ions in our = and the: 
houses spring: ng up now. I am the president the finance one 
of those aseuciations. The members pay in sg much money per month and sell 
the dwellings at auction. 

Q. Are the operatives generally saving anything? 

A. Very few of them save anything. 

Q. About what proportion of them do you think are saving? 

A. 1 do not think that 10 per cent.ofthemare saving ; because,as I have said, 
they are overworked and they spend their money in order to try to keep up 
their physical condition. 


OVERWORK LEADS TO DRINKING AND IMPROVIDENCE, 


Q. In regard to the other 90 per cent., do you attribute their failure to save 
to ‘mprovident /sabits on their part, or to inadequacy of com ? 

A. | attribute it more to overwork than a else. you goin 
th’« country, or in any other country in the , pear the abodes of people 
who ere overworked, you will always see the sign of the rum shop. 
you find men toiling at some miserable, laborious , you will always 
find that sin, and the more miserable the condition of the people is the more 
custom there is for the rum shop. 

Q. De you mean, then, the failure of the operatives to save results from their 
teo-prolonged bours of labor rather than from the inadequacy of their pay? 

A. I believe it is largely attributable to too long hours. Drinking is most 
prevalent among the working people where the hours of labor 


This gentlenian is further asked in regard to what labor contributes 
te the value of the cotton product: 


Q. I want to get your knowledge or your viewsas to the value which the la- 
bor of the o ve imparts to the articles that are manufactured in the cotton 
wills at Fall River where you work. How much of the value does the labor 
of the operative impart to cotton fabrics made there? 

A. Do you wean what dividends are the mi‘s a 

Q. No; | mean what proportion of the whole cost of fabric, when it is put 
= the market, is made up in the cost of labor -the wages paid to the opera- 

vas? 

A. That question | eould answer aceurately if I had my report of the bureau 
of statistics with me; but I have net, and that is the reason that I said awhile 
ago that I did sot want to go iato figures. 

Q. What per cent. of the cest of the fabric to the manufacturer is made 
the price he pays for labor? Can you tell what relation the.cost-of the 
beara to the other items of cost in aol 


up of 

labor 
producing ? 

A. I will tell you what I willdo, I will send all these data tothe committee 


in figures; because we have it in the last report of our bureau of labor statistics. 
I think it is 20 or 22 per cent,, but I am not 

Qa. ee ee information as to the share that the laborer 
Ge fees ivision is made between him and the manufacturer? 

hat is your idea also as to whether that share is equitable and justand right— 
whether it is such a share of the uct as the laborer should have in 
tion to the amount of work that he does and the amount or value that his labor 
imparts to the product? 

A. There is a wide difference between towns and cities. For instance, here 
are the Pacific Mills in Lawrence. Last year they reduced the wages of their 
help somewhere about 23 enceums. and we could prove that for nineteen years 


ing the corporation dividends averagiv eeont. We 
could find evidence of that in our State records. eres 


Q. You are telling us now what the capitalist, the manufacturer, got in that 
case? 


A. Yes, sir; that isthe kind of dividends they get in good times, and then 
when the firat cloud of adversity never think of the large dividends 


they have been making for years, but the look around and say, “ The market 


is falling,and we must keep up these dividends in some way; and then they 
try to do it by cutting down the wages of their workmen. 

Q. That is, they are not willing to lose any — of these 20 per cent. divi- 
dends when revulsions in trade come and panies take place—they are not will- 
ing to lose anything themselves, but they make labor the loss? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not quite gatherthe statement there about 
the Pacific Mills. I understood this witness to state that for nineteen 
years prior to his statement the Pacific Mills had madean annual divi- 
dend of 28 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. ‘Twenty and one-ninth per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Annually for nineteen successive years? 

Mr. VEST. I wil! again read the statement: 


Last year they reduced the wages of their help somewhere about 25 per cent., 

and we could prove that for nineteen years preceding the corporation had de- 

clared dividends averaging 20} per cent. We could find evidence of that in our 
- a * s. 7 
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And the Pacific Milis that I havespoken of have not only made that dividend, 
but their capital stock has been increased from $2,500,000 to $5,000,000. 

I have not the strength to read more of this evidence. I make no 
apology for reading it, however, because it strikes on the main point 
in this connection, and that is whether this increase of duties goes to 
the capitalist, to the manufacturer, or goes to the workingman, and I 
take it the best evidence in the world—not from doctrinaires, not from 
tables of statistics that can be manufactured, but from an intelligent 
workingman himself, who, not influenced by political considerations, 
has nothing before him but the good of his fellow-workmen. . 

Mr. ALLISON. What is this gentleman’s name? 

Mr. VEST. I gaveit. His name is Howard, and he is an ex-mem- 
ber of the M usetts Legislature, and greatly to his credit he de- 
clined a re-election. I will read it again for the benefit of my friend 
from Iowa [ Mr. ALLIson] if he takesany personal interestin it. I do 
not know him, and I went through this vast volume of testimony with- 
out particular attention to statements of the doctrinaires and the pro- 
fessors and the politicians, and accepted this man’s statement as worth 
all of them put together. He has worked in both countries; he knows 
certainly what he is talking about, and he makes these statements 
from personal observation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to make 
a statement just there? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This gentleman—undoubtedly heisa very worthy 
go ER ly a Democratic free-trade agitator. 

Mr. T. Ido not know anything inthe world about him, and 
do not know whether he is a Democrat or Republican, and he does not 
state. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I .can inform the Senator that he is one of the Dem- 
ocratic leaders in the city of Fall River. 

Mr. VANCE. That is all the better. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say, so far as his connection with labor or- 
ganizations is concerned, that I do not think he has done avy work 
himself fora good many years, except to draw his salary as a floor- 
walker or agitator or something of that kind. 

Mr. VEST. That isalways the way when anybody testifies against 
these manufacturers who enormous profits. I have no doubt 
that my friend from Rhode Island would, if he had the power, put in 
the statutes of the United States a provision that any man who votes 
the Democratic ticket should be as a witness or juryman. 
I have not the slightest doubt of it. I know of no crime in the eyes of 
the manufacturers and their defenders here greater than that of resist- 
ing this system of taking enormous profits; and it matters not where 
the testimony or the arguments come from, we are met with an assault 
like this: ‘‘ Is that man a Democrat?’ Does he vote the Republican 
ticket? Has he dipped in this political Pool of Siloam the Re- 
publican party? If not, out with him! He is an agitator, a floor- 
walker, an incendiary; he is against the interests of the Republic!” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas ised to hear the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island after ng the eulogy of the Senator from 
Missouri, who stated thatafter looking over that vast volume and read- 
ing the statements of amateurs and experts and politicians, he finally 
struck an honest man who took no interest in ; and now it turns 
out that this man is a professional agitator. iter. ] 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island es that statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He has been a Democratic candidate for State 
ator from Fall River for eight or ten years, 
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Mr. VEST. It seems he has been elected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Sometimes he has been, and sometimes he has 
been defeated—oftener defeated. 

Mr. VEST. Here is his statement under oath: 

Iwas a member of the Legislature of Massachusetts in 1831. Iserved one year, 
and the year fellowing I was nominated again, but I declined. I thought it 
would have a tendency to create bad feeling among the members of our organ- 
ization, some ofthem perhaps thinking that I was seeking political honors, and 
therefore I declined the nomination. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He reconsidered that good resolution and ran the 
next year. 

Mr. VEST. He may have committed perjury, but I have come to 
that time of life when I am very reluctant to believe that a man could 
deliberately swear to a lie without any other incentive to doit except 
simply the facility for doing so. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. This statement was made under oath, 
was it not? 

Mr. VEST. It was made before the committee of which the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] was chairman. Here is this 
man’s unpardonable sin. He was asked: 

its bei: fact kni tothe whole that 
ee ee eo itien ee tariff ioeste dab. by anew of = 
-_ who represent that policy, forthe benefitof the American laborer? Is not 
tariff adjusted, or said to be adjusted, so as to afford protection for the ben- 
efit of the American laborer by enabling the manufacturer to oe the high- 


est wages for his work? Is not that the general ground on w it is claimed 
that there should be protection ? 


A. That is the ground upon which it is claimed; but thatis not the prevalent 
opinion among t 


working 
Q. Then, while tale protecve law is claimed to be and is passed in order that 
it may be a benefit to eperatives in our manufactories, I want to knew how 
much benefit they do act eo increased —— which the protective 

share do the operatives receive when the prod- 
and the proceeds are divided between them and capital ? 


A. The benefit? Looking at the wages here compared with the wagesin Eng- 
land, I cen not see any 


benefit. 
Q. That is, the manufacturer takes the whole of the benefit; is that it? 
A 


. Yes. They will go ever toCanadaand bring over hordes of French people 
here to work in our mills at 50 or 75 cents a 


; in New Seated ieicltigent enough to know that 
0 ee ee eer eran af Santini en Gate 
not reach them; and is not that one reason of discontent? 


A. Yes, sir. izations in England write to me that 
we aro selfish in keeping on our tariff laws. 


But as a matter of course this man has committed the unpardonable 
sin in that he has dared to ex the opinion that the protective sys- 
tem, as it is called, of the United States inures to the benefit of the 
capitalist and not to that of the laborer. If he had held the opposite 
opinion he might have been worthy of the following encomium, which 
I commend to the Senator from Rhode Island with the simple observa- 
tion that if he continues as he has commenced the time may come 
when this mantle will fall upon him and he will stand upon the ped- 
estal now occupied by our venerable friend from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 
RILL]. Here is what the president of the Manufacturers’ Association 
— the honorable Senator from Vermont, for whom I have a great 

Mr. Moertzu’s marvelous success did not proceed so much from his us and 

uitive suggestions as from a faculty higherthan any genius whichthis states- 

possesses in a ——— unequaled by any other in the eountry—with per- 
haps the exception of Mr. KELL£yv—of ascertaining in the minutest details the 
wants ef every interest in connection with tariff legislation. 


That is the highest element of statesmanship, te find out what the 
manufacturers want and give ittothem. ‘That is higher than genius, 
higher than anything else. Go down to the minutest detail and find 
out what they want and give it to them, and then you are entitled to 
the encomiums passed upon my honorable friend from Vermont in this 

But, Mr. President, whether it is one constructor of a tariff bill or 
another, whether it is one Republican committee or another, the result 
is always the same—an increase of duty either by classification or by 
direct provision, always inuring to the benefit of the manufacturers 
without regard to the consumers, who are told simply to stand off and 
look u iain cat tees ie tein Gn ne 
ever, en tariff duty being pai foreign importer, and it 
being a question entirely with the manufacturer and importer in which 
the of the country are not at all interested! If I should put a 
paraphrase upon some well-known lines I should say that— 

Seammntnad irom peaping cies to 
Taeast chen last’ls croton, at 

There is never any end to it, and until the people of this country 
recognize the fact that the object of this system is to put money into 
the pockets of capitalists over and above any reasonable profit it is 
useless to make any argument or exhibit any facts. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. VEST. I yield if the Senator wants to ask a question. 

Mr. STEWART. Noe; I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, a great deal has been said in this con- 
nection in regard tothe beatific condition of the operatives in the States 
of Massachusetts and Rhode Island. I have in my hand the ‘‘ Fourth 
Annual Report of the Bureau of Statisticsof Labor, embracing the ac- 
count of itso and inquiries from March 1, 1872, to March 1, 
1873, of the of Massachusetts.’’ 


a State 
some points that are very material in this controversy; and Icommend 








I su this does not come from a false witness. This comes from 


created by law, making their report and making it upon 


it to the Senators from Massachusetts and the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Epmunps]. We have heard agreat deal here about the deposits 


in savings-banks, and in regard to that point I want to read the report 
of this burean in 1873: 


In further confirmation of the fact of poverty, we quote from the report of 
the State visiting agent of the board of State charities of Massachusetts. 


Then follows a long report, showing the impoverished condition of 


the working people. Now, says the report of the burean of statistics 
of labor: 


To aid in the abolition of this condition, savings-banks were established. How 
far they represent the true condition of labor can be best understood by exam- 
ination of our statistics. The people have not had the ability, nor the opportu- 
nity, nor the inclination to save much. Those who saved are not always the 
best cultured, nor the most intelligent, nor the best paid, best housed, or best 
clad, These do not save as a rule. Upon this point we are sustained by the 
bank commissioner of this State, whose testimony we have quoted in another 
part of the report. People save money by stinting their households, and this 
in matters of education, health, and culture. 

To this mass of testimony of wages, earnings, and savings, or inability to 
save, we have added this year a tableof returns from the assessors of 295 towns 
in the Commonwealth, showing that the total number of resident tax-payers 
in those towns was 212,000, of whom 87,000 paid only a poll-tax, 106,880 persons 
paid a tax under $50, and that five-sixths of the tax-payers own one-fifth of the 
total amount of real and personal estate in those towns. 

As a rule, these wage- rers who own real estate would not be likely to pay 
over $25 taxes, Of this latter class there are 40,000 ——— lt must also be 
borne in mind that, asa rule, this property is more or less mortgaged. And if 
it is claimed that the tax does not represent the full vaiue of the property, it 
ean be said to represent, at least, the full value of the property not mortgaged 

& = i * Ea “ * 


It is well known that the smaller deposits are more frequent than the larger 
ones. Perhaps the most frequent are those between $5 and $25, the leas frequent 
being those over $300. It would take five deposits per year, of those who de- 

it at one time between $5 and $25, to reach the amount deposited by those 
epositors who d tin the year the average under $300—that is, the average 
deposit between $ and $25 is $15.25; five deposits in the year would amount to 
$76.25. The average amount of deposit in the year under $300 is $77.36. Many 
persons are supposed to deposit something from their weekly earnings; these 
would be of the class under $5. Of course,in many weeks no deposits are made 
by the same person. 

. 2 
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The mass of testimony we have presented in this and the preceding report, 
consisting as it does of extracts from the reports of the bank commissioners 
from 1851 to 1870, from returns of 125 banks, and from the inaugural addresses 
of Governor Claflin, as well as the almost universal testimony of intelligent 
workingmen, sustains usin our claim that the fact of large sums of money in 
= savings institutions is not an index of the prosperity of the working 
classes. 

Members of the last Legislature, who voted against the bureau, have stated 
that they know our deductions to be true. Wecould fill the space of this report 
with testimony substantiating every point we have claimed. But such testi- 
meny is not needed, We take the testimony and returns of the savings-bank 
officers themselves, and from their statements and figures have proved the ut- 
ter fallacy of the savings-bank theory, and establish the fact, beyond contra- 
diction, that nearly half, at least, of the amount of deposits is held by those 
who can deposit $573 at one time; a sum that wage-laborers can not save from 
the earnings of 2 single year, much less deposit at a single deposit; and the ex- 
ceptions to which we have referred only prove the rule. 

Reference was made, in the hearing before the bank committee, to an inves- 
tigation made of the banks in the year 1871. 


I will not undertake to read all of this report, but I make extracts 
from it. The deductions of the board are as follows: 


From these figures it appears that in 1867 one-eighteenth of the whole number 
of deposits amounted to one-third of the whole amount deposited. 

In 1868 and 1869 one-seventeenth of the whole number of deposits amounted 
to two-fifths of the whole ar:ount deposited and sixteen-seventeenths to the re- 
maining three-fifths. 

In 1870 one-fourteenth of the whole number of deposits amounted to three- 
sevenths of the whole amount deposited, the remaining four-sevenths being the 
amount of thirteen-fourteenths. 

In 1871 one-fourteenth of the whole number of deposits ameunted to nearly 
one-haif of the whole amount deposited. 

From 1867 to 1871, inclusive, there has been an increase in the number ef de- 
posits of 64 per cent. and ar increase of 98 per cent. in the number of deposits of 
and exceeding $300 at one time. 

The facts and figures we have given in this and the preceding reports estab- 
lish beyond a reasonable doubt— 

First. That persons not wage-laborers are depositors to at least one-half of the 
whole amount deposited. 

Second. That, as a rule, the wage-labor deposits average under $50 deposited 
at one time. 

Third. That manufacturers, traders, and lawyers use these banks instead of 
banks of discount as a place of safety and convenience, 

Fourth. That capitalists, persons living upon their income, use these banks 
to escape taxation and the care necessitated by other investments. 

In making these statements weare not making chargesagainst savings-banks. 
They are not responsibie for the inability of the wage-laborer to save, or forthe 
necessity compelling him to withdraw his savings; they are, undoubtedly, asa 
rule, carefully managed in the matter of security, and deserve the protection 
and fostering care of the State. The dangers that beset themaremany. As se- 
curity against these dangers, a uniform system of booking should be demanded 
by the State, small loans should be encouraged or compelled, discounts should 
be forbidden, and large rates of interest pv ohibited, 

By the United States census it appears that the average number of days of 
work in the manufacturing and mechanical! industriesof the State for that year 
was 280. It is well known that carpenters, bricklayers, ete., can work only 
during the spring, summer, and fall months, some of even that time being 
lost from inclement weather and other causes. In the textile fabrics no such 
loss occurs. In them the stoppage is generally for repairs, breakage, etc., or 
on account of high or low water. This last is being constantly obviated by 
the introduction of steam as an auxiliary, even in places where there is water 
power. In such closely confined employments time is lost, however, from sick- 
ness and other causes, it being considered that two and one-half days a month 
is a fair average for such lost time. 

With these average earnings, then, our statements of inability to save or to 
secure a home, or to acquire a competence, can be easily i By our 
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cost-of-living tables, derived almost wholly from the higher classes of working 
ple, it will be seen that the cost of living is in excess of these annual wages. 
We have aitempted to obtain from traders an average percentage of the loss on 
bills due from the working classes, but have been unable to gainany important 
statistics upon that point, but enough is known to establish the fact of such loss. 
Our statements of these facts in the past reports have called forth the remark, 
“ How does it happen that the working people continue to live if in debt ?” 
The only reply to be given is the fact of the non-payment of the debt, it being 
a well-known practice that such debtors often change from one creditor to an- 
other, or suddenly remove from one place to another, leaving the debt unset- 
tled,and begin again. Lawyers, doctors, landlords, grocers, and traders have 
reason to know that not only are large numbers of wage-laborers in debt, but 
thateven men of the middle class, salaried persons, even traders themselves, are 
not free from this incumbrance, the trader having the advantage that by failin 
he can close up his accounts and start again. How many of this class su 
in business? We have heard it placed below 10 per cent. by the very best au- 
thority, in reference even to the higher mercantile class, 


Then the report goes on t> speak of ‘‘the serving of trustee pro- 
cesses,’ ete. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator state by whom that report is 
signed ? 

Mr. VEST. It is an official document which I obtained from the 
Congressional Library. All I knowabout this book is that it purports 
to be the ‘‘ Fourth Annual Report of the Bureau of Statistics of Labor, 
embracing the account of its operations and increase from March 1, 
1872, to March 1, 1873, printed by order of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts.’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who was the commissioner of labor? 

Mr. VEST. I really did not examine, for I took no interest in the 
personnel of the business. The book is printed by authority of the 
Legislature and is an official document. If they are floor-walkers or 
politicians, I do not know it. I know that this is the official statement 
of the bureau. 

From the report for 1871 of the same bureau I read as follows: 

Did you ever know an instance of a workman (other than an overseer) work- 
ing at ordinary day wages, or at piece-work , Who acquired a competence 


upon which he could live without work; and, if yes, in how many years did 
he acquire such competence? 


Upon that question this bureau makes the following statement: 
Remarks.—This question has been answered by all except five, and almost 
invariably in the negative. A number declare that itisimpossible. A few 
have cited instances of men who have accumulated what they deem a compe- 
tence, which we here give. A woolen-spinner says: “‘I never knew such a per- 
son. I know a man, however, who has acquired $1,200, but has done it by thrift 
and injustice to his own stomach. It has taken him twelve years to accumu- 
late that sum, and he has denied himself and family many things which I con- 
sider the necessaries of life, such as sugar, butter, butcher’s meat, ete. I 
don’t cali that Uvieg. There are some people who can live on w others 
would starve. I believe in doing justice to the stomach; it is of the utmost im- 
ortance, clothing being only of secondary importance. There are men work- 
ng for this company, in the finishing department, who get but a few cents over 
adollar per day. How they ma to get along I can notimagine. There are 
many women working in the -room for 65 cents a day.” 


A dress-tender ar: “I never knew a man who acquired a competence by 
working in the milis.” 


A boot-inaker says: “I do not think there is such a case on record. I would 
go a great way to see such s man and get afull account of how he did it.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. What is the Senator reading from now ? 

Mr. VEST. Iam reading from aspeech of Mr. Read, of Kentucky, 
in 1872, and these are extracts from the report of that same bureau of 
labor of Massachusetts. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I will say that that report was written by Mr. 
George E. McNeil, who is also a professional agitator. 

Mr. VEST. Well, they are thick. I presume that is claimed to be 
true of any man who belongs to any of these organizations who is not 
@ Republican politician. 

Have you ever known instances wherein an ordinary operative earned a com- 
potence or was enabled to retire at fifty years of age on moneys earned asa 
wage-laborer? If yes, what percentage woald the number of employés so earn- 
ing be of the whole number of your employés? 

The report says: 


The answers to these questions and the extracts show better than any theoriz- 
ing t’ e actual condition of the wage-laborer, the results of the system of wages, 
and twat the instances of even small competences are the very rare exceptions 
to a general rule. 


This question was submitted to the operatives: 
Have your present earnings and present cost of living each increased in the 


same proportion to what they were before the late war, or has the cost of living 
increased in a greater ratio? 


The report says: 

The answers to this question, without exception. agree with the statement of 
Commissioner Wells, that wages have not increased in the ratio of the increased 
cost of living. 

I suppose that Commissioner Wells is another agitator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senagor will allow me, I suppose he refers 
to David A. Wells. 

Mr. VEST. It just says Commissioner Wells. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He was at that time Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. 

Mr. VEST. He is an agitator, of course, because he is opposed to a 
protective tariff. 

Mr. ALDRICH, But he was not a Republican agitator so far as we 
are aware. 

Mr. VEST. He was a Republican, I believe, atone time. I know 
he has written an unanswerable work on American shipping that I 
have heard a good many Senators try to answer on this floor. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Was that one of his earlier or later works, does the 
Senator know? 

Mr. VEST. I donot know that he ever prepared more than one such 
work, and that was ‘‘ The American M t Marine.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. He has written on both sides of the subject at va- 
rious times, and I did not know to which the Senator referred. 

Mr. VEST. I have never read more than one statement from Mr. 
Wells, and that is his ‘‘American Merchant Marine,” which is an un- 
answerable argument, showing the destruction of the merchant marine 
in this country by the protective-tariff system. 

This question was put: 

What rtion of th orkin . know, 
What tape eeiiceceietenines the ae of. anes debis? ee 

The report of the bureau says: 

These questions were quite fully answered, and they indicate that a very large 
percentage of wage-laborers are in debt. The causes generally ed are 


insufficient remuneration, and the habits that spring out of such ins ency, 
habits tending to waste and not to thrift. 


A boot-crimper says: 
The working people are in the hands of their employers by way of mortgages 
etc., caused by not vines Py enough for labor. r have Lnawehenmmenete meni 


in actual distress, owin, jarge families,to such an extent asto require ai 
from the societies to which they belonged 


Then come statements from a nail-maker,a female weaver, and a 
dress-maker, and so on. 

The same report gives the average dividends of the cotton mills: 
Chicopee Mills, dividends 26} per cent.; capital, $420,000; value of 
8 , $325 on par of $100. Merrimac Mills, 15} hard cent. Middlesex 
Mills, 22 a cent. Naumkeag Mills, dividend 19§ percent. Pacific 
Mills, dividend 21} per cent. Salisbury Mills, dividend 22} per cent. 

Mr. President, a plain unsophisticated Western countryman must 
be excused if he doubts these highly-colored pictures of domestic affiu- 
ence among the operatives in Massachusetts. I must confess that 
whilst I sympathize with these operatives, my chief objection to a 
high protective tariff is the enormous amount which it makes my peo- 
ple in the West pay, the real ucers of this country, in order to in- 
crease the profits of the manu ing capitalists of New England. I 
have no objection to a reasonable profit, but I do object to these enor- 
mous profits and this persistent attempt year afler year to increase the 
tariff, and under the miserable subterfuge, for it is nothing else, with 
all respect to the gentlemen who make it, that the tariff duty does not 
come out of the consumer, but that it is gate-money paid by the im- 
porter, and that it does not affect the price of the commodity to the 
man who uses it. 

That is all I desire to say now upon the subject. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to discuss the tariff, but I 
find it so connected with the question of money that I am unable to 
separatethem. Therefore I ask the indulgence of the Senate to con- 
sider them in connection with each other. 

‘A feast is made for laughter, and wine maketh merry: but money 
answereth all things.’’ It is now more than three thousand years since 
this truth was declared by the great lawgiver in Israel. Napoleon 
was once asked, ‘‘What are the three most essential requisites in 
war?’’ and replied, ‘‘ The first is money; the second is money; and the 
third is money.’’ What is true of war is true of every undertaking or 
enterprise. ‘The power of money is not to the acquisition of 
property and services, but it draws after it rank, station, and badges 
ef nobility. All things are estimated in money. Countless millions 
toil for it; commodities are manufactured and produced to secure it; 
trade and commerce are conducted to obtain it; the hidden mysteries 
of nature are explored for inventions and discoveries to be rewarded in 
money. The acquisition of money is the ruling motive for industry 
and progress. Nothing is wealth that can not be exchanged for money. 
If money is not wealth, it is better than wealth; it commands all 
things. 


BRIEF SKETCH OF EARLY HISTORY OF MONEY. 


Some medium of exchange has always existed in every tribe, commu- 
nity, ornation of which we have any know Many things have been 
used at different times as . Itisim ble to determine what was 

. The American used en the ancient Greeks 
leather, “Abyssinians salt, the 
used living —slaves and 
payment of debts; the Chinese the bark of the mulberry tree 

stamped by the sovereign. 

Silver and gold have from a very early period been regarded as best 
adapted for use as money. For many centuries they have been desig- 
nated ‘‘ the precious metals ’’ and employed as legal tenders and meas- 
ures of value. During all the recorded in the Bible silver is 
constantly referred to asmoney. Abraham, eer a 


” in silver 
On the death of his wife he soean akadine 


hundred shekels of silver, current 
his great 


purchase 
presented to his younger 
the Israelites returned 
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to the promised land they used silver as money, which practice has 
continued in that country until the present day. 

There is no record in the Bible of the use of goldas money, although 
it was extensively mined. The gold fields of Havilah are referred to 
in the second chapter of Genesis, and it is declared that ‘‘the gold of 
that land is good.’’ Gold was used for ornaments of the person, like the 
onyx, sapphires, crystals, pearls, rubies, and other jewels, and also for 
the decoration of altars, temples, and palaces. King Solomon acquired 
it in great quantities from land of Ophir, and used it with mag- 
nificent liberality in the construction of his temple in Jerusalem. 

Silver for many centuries passed current by weight before the prac- 
tice of coining was adopted. Herodotus tells us that the Lydians 
coined gold and silver nine hundred years before the commencement 
of. the era, and that Greece proper commenced coining some 
wa A age century before Christ. The Romans first coined 
silver 281 B. C., and 207 B. C. 

Since that time both gold and silver coin have passed as legal-tender 
money in all civilized countries until a very recent period, but bar- 
barous and semi-civilized people have from time to time used other 
material for money, and some of them do so at the present day. Eng- 
land ceased to coin silver as legal-tender money in 1815. Holland 
during most of her history used the single silver standard. Belgium 
adopted the silver standard in 1857 restored the double standard 
in 1861. Austria and Germany ed the coinage of gold in 1857, 
and Germany restored it in 1871, and at the same time demonetized 
silver by excluding it from her mints. The United States omitted the 
silver dollar from its list of coins in 1873. The demonetization of sil- 
ver by Germany and the United States induced France, Italy, Bel- 
gium, Holland, Switzerland, Spain, and other European countries to 
first limit the coinage of that metal and afterwards to cease to coin 
legal-tender silver. 

At the end of the year 1876 every mint in Europe was closed against 
silver and most disastrous results followed, as I shall hereafter show. 
In 1878 Congress provided by law for the purchase and coinage of not 
less than two nor more than four million dollars’ worth of silver bull- 
ion per month, and although the Secretary of the Treasury has never 
Pp in excess of the minimum, about $300,000,000 of silver and 
silver certificates are now in circulation, without which this would be 
an era of universal bankruptcy. But the United States does not, as 
heretofore, recognize silver bullion as a money metal interchangeable 
for coin at its mints at a fixed ratio, but treats it as a commodity to be 
purchased at the lowest market price. 

THE EXTENT TO WHICH GOLD AND SILVER ARE NOW USED AS MONEY. 

Gold is the standard measure of legal-tender money in Europe, the 
United States, Australia, and Canada, with an aggregate population of 
about 400,000, 000. 

Asia, the islands of the Pacific, Mexico, and South America, with an 
aggregate population of not less than 800,000,000, adhere to silver, 
and from the habits of the people and the state of civilization in these 
countries they must continue to do so for an indefinite period. Africa, 
with an estimated population of 268,000,000, stili uses in many sections 
a variety of trinkets as money; in other places silver, but very little 
gold coin is in circulation. In the progress of civilization in that coun- 
try silver must be the principal money in use. Gold is too valuable to 
be used by the barbarous and semi-barbarous people of the dark con- 
tinent. If the United States, with Europe, adheres te the gold standard 
less than one-third of the inhabitants of the earth will recognize gold 
as the measure of value, while two-thirds will use only silver. 

No inconvenience resulted from the use of gold in some countries and 
silver in others as long as the double standard was maintained in the 
United States and Europe. The fixed ratio between the two metals 
prevented material fluctuation in their relative value and preserved 
uniformity of exchange throughout the world. The valueof each metal 
was easily estimated in theother. Great obstructions to commerce now 
exist between Europe and America and the balance of the world by 
reason of the constant fluctuations in the relative value of the two 
metals. In all commercial contracts between countries having the gold 
standard and those having the silver standard this fluctuation is taken 
pac consideration, and one party or the other must necessarily suffer 
a loss. 

If the United States ever secures a valuable foreign market for its 

commodities it must be in Mexico, South America, Asia, 
or the islands of the Pacific, where the silver standard prevails. When 
the United States withdraws from the gold-standard combination and 
unites with the silver-standard countries, less than one-fourth of the 
inhabitants of the world will have the gold standard. Europe must 
then remonetize silver or the United States will have superior advan- 
tages in her commercial intercourse with those countries having the 
inear tee pal objections to the use of 
principal o to use of paper money is that it 
has no fixed commercial value in foreign countries and can not in any 
sense be a money of universal use. same is true to a certain ex- 
tent of gold. It never can be universal money. It may have a com- 
modity value in re A of the world, but two-thirds of the inhab- 
itants of the globe continue to use the white metal as money. 
The only practicable way to again attain a common measure of value 


' 


throughout the world is to return to the double standard. By such ac- 
tion the relative value of the two metals would be fixed, and by the use 
of silver as well as gold the volume of the circulating medium would 
be largely increased. Recent discoveries of goid and silver mines and 
improved methods of mining give reasonable assurance of a sufficient 
supply, if both metals are used as money, to increase the volume of 
currency to correspond with the increase of population and the neces- 
sity for the use of money. No such prospect was ever before presented 
to man. In all previous ages the want of means of travel and trans- 
portation and the crude methods of mining limited, with few excep- 
tions, the supply of the precious metals to less than the necessities of the 
people required. Every country which has had the good fortune to be 
an exception to the general money famine of the world has exhibited 
wonderful progress in civilization and a marvelous increase in the en- 
joyment of the comforts and luxuries of life. 
HOW MONEY AFFECTS CIVILIZATION, 

The researches of Jacob and other historians into the production of 
the precious metals disclose the fact that the Israelites, at the zenith 
of their glory, were abundantly supplied with gold and silver; that 
their prosperous neighbors, the Pheenicians, gathered the precious met- 
als from India, Africa, Arabia, Spain, and the islands of the Mediter- 
ranean; that Egypt, at the time of the Pharaohs, possessed large ac- 
cumulations of gold and silver from the minesof Nubia. At this time 
the inhabitants of Greece and Rome were semi-barbarians, but in the 
eighth century before Christ the Greeks commenced to accumulate and 
coin money. 

From that time forward the circulating medium increased with the 
development of civilization. When architecture, sculpture, painting, 
and literature reached their greatest perfection in that country Greece 
was abundantly supplied with gold and silver coin. The history of 
the rise of the Roman Empire is a history of conquest and accumula- 
tion of gold and silver. All the mines of these metals then known to 
exist were gradually turned over to the dominion of Rome by the con- 
quest of Carthage, Spain, Germany, Greece, Western Asia, and Egypt, 
and all accumulations of the precious metals which could be found in 
those countries were taken and appropriated by the Romans. 

At the time of Augustus the mineral wealth of the world was concen- 
trated in his dominion. The nations of ancient times decayed and their 
civilization was destroyed when their gold and silver disappeared. The 
decay and ruin of the Roman Empire followed or kept pace with the 
loss of her stores of precious metals. Jacob estimates the coined money 
of the empire at the time of Augustus at abouteighteen hundred mill- 
ions. The value of the accumulations of gold and silver used as orna- 
ments or uncoined can not be ascertained, but it was probably several 
hundred millions. 

Following the reign of Augustus internal dissensions, domestic and 
foreign wars, abandonment of mining, and wear and loss of gold and 
silver occasioned a rapid decrease of the stock of precious metals, and 
during eight hundred years after his reign Jacob estimates that the gold 
and silver money of the countries composing the Roman Empire was 
reduced to about one hundred and sixty millions. In theseven centu- 
ries between 800 and 1500 very little mining was prosecuted. 
tells us that— 

The art of separating the precious metals from the ores and from the inferior 
metals with which they were mingled had been lost since the time of the Ro- 
man operations and were recovered by the same slow and gradual steps by 
which the ancients had proceeded. 

This was a period of extreme poverty, feudal slavery, and barbarism. 
There was n+ power in the people to resist oppression, for they had no 
money. 

The want of money extracts the courage and ambition from both in- 
dividuals and nations. Theconstanteffortsof nations to acquire money 
by conquest and the devices to provide money for defense show that 
the necessity for money to national existence has been universally rec- 
ognized. When a supply of the precious metals has been exhausted it 
has been customary, especially in times of war, to substitute paper or 
some other device for money. These experiments have been more or 
less successful, depending upon the stability of the government resort- 
ing to them and the safeguards limiting the amount of the improvised 
money. 

Many times in the history of each of the great powers of Europe the 
issue of paper money was necessary to maintain national existence. 
By this means, it is claimed by many, the independence of the United 
States was achieved in the war of the Revolution and the union of the 
States preserved in the war of the Rebellion. However that may be, 
it must be conceded that a nation without money and without credit 
is destitute of the means of securing the comforts and luxuries of peace 
and is defenseless in war. We witness in daily life the marvelous effects 
of money upon the character of individuals. The haughty capitalist 
becomes a cringing and cowardly suppliant by the loss of his money, 
while the beggar who inherits a fortune is transformed into an 
sive and domineering aristocrat. Two hundred dollars in the pocket of 
a tramp will make him walk erect and assert his manhood. 

Fifteen hundred years of contraction by the wear and loss of the pre- 
cious metals between the reign of Augustus and the discovery of America 
nearly extinguished the civilization of the ancients and reduced the peo- 
ple of Europe to feudal slavery. 


Jacob 
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The diseovery of gold and silver in Mexico and South America re- 
vived mining for the precious metals in the Old World as well as the 
New. The despairing serfs and slaves of poverty-stricken Europe were 
inspired with courage, enterprise, manhood, and independence by the 
gold and silver produced by the revival of mining. A new civi 
was created which soon rivaled, and now surpasses, the glory of an- 
tiquity. 

, than three hundred and fifty years the flow of the precious 
metals from the New World has been added to the product of the mines 
of the Old, and gradually, but constantly, distributed among the peo- 
ple. Flactuations in production have at times occasioned scarcity of 
money; but the want of money and the distress caused thereby, since 
the discovery of America, have mainly resulted from unwise legislation 
and combinations and conspiracies among the rich to deprive the peo- 
ple of their just share of the rewards of labor and enterprise. 

Sir Archibald Alison, in his old age, after having contributed eight 
large volumes to the discussion of the new civilization in Europe which 
resulted from the discovery of gold in America, significantly remarked 
that— 


This history has been written with little purpose if it is not apparent that in 
an ancient, opulent, and commerciai nation— 
Meaning England— 


the monetary measures which the holders of realized wealth, for their own 

sake, are prompted to pursue, are the source of such unbounded industrial dis- 

tress and frequent recurrence of monetary and commercial! crises as perhaps 

—— than any other cause impels the industrious part of the nation into distant 
a8, 

We would not complain of the monetary measures of Europe which 
banished xaillions of its best population to America if the holders of 
realized wealth in money, bonds, and securities in Europe and America 
were not now engaged in a conspiracy to impoverish and oppress the 
people of this country by robbing them of the glorious opportunity af- 
forded for wealth and prosperity by the discovery and development of 
the gold and silver mines of our own favored land. 

Money famines, occasioned by failure in the production of the pre- 
cious metals, have been rare since the discovery of gold and silver in 
the New World. The most disastrous and prolonged interruption in 
mining which has occurred in the last three hundred and fifty years 
happened in the present century. In speakingof the reduced produc- 
tion of gold and silver from the beginning of the year 1810 to the end of 
the year 1829, occasioned by the Spanish-American wars, Jacob says: 

We are now srrived at a period when a great and sudden change took place 
in the production of the mines of gold and silver. After a space of more than 
three centuries, during the whole of which there had been a constant increase 
ofthe quantities obtained, and each succeeding decennial period yielding a larger 

orion than the similar number of years that preceded it, the whole of the mines 
in every part of the western continent declined tly in their produce; and 
though they have in some measure been resto it has been by slow d 
and they are yet very far from having the copious produce which they yielded 
before their general abruption from European government. 

Jacob estimates the averageannual production of gold and silver in the 
world during the period above referred to as not exceeding $25,000, 000. 
There was some increase of production of the precious metals between 
1830 and 1850 from the mines of Russia. This did not raise the aver- 
age annual production from 1809 to 1850, exclusive of the gold pro- 
duced in Calitornia, above $40,000,000. It has been contended that 
this supply did not exceed wear, loss, and consumption in the arts. 
At all events the addition to the stock of coin on hand during the forty 
years preceding 1850 was wholly inadequate to meet the demands of an 
increasing population. Prices declined until they reached a lower 
point in 1850 than at any time within the previous century. 

In 1810, when the effects of a failing sapply of gold and silver were 
first felt, the tide of prosperity was at full flow, but the power that 
impelled it was withdrawn. Keaction, stagnation, and depression fol- 
lowed the inadequate supply of money in every part of the civilized 
wezld. The rich and virgin lands of the United States mitigated but 
did not exempt the people from the evils of stagnation and depression. 

The compromise tariff of 1833, which scaled down the duties on im- 
ports from year to year to reach a horizontal ad valorem duty of 20 per 
cent. in 1843, occasioned a glut of foreign commodities, arrested home 
manufactures, and sent the meager supply of coin in the United States 
to Europe in payment of foreign imports. Universal bankruptcy in 
1837 was the necessary consequence of the decline in the production of 
the precious metals and the unwise legislation of Congress which forced 
the people to purchase the necessaries of life in the Old World, which 
onght to have been produced at home. 

The protective tariff of 1842, by enabling the people to do theirown 
work and supply themselves with the necessaries of life, checked the 
outflow of the precious metals and partially relieved the distress which 
resulted from the scarcity of money. Strange as it appears, in 1846 
another reduction was made in the duty on imports in utter See 
of the lesson of the disaster of 1837. Two unanticipated events hap- 
a which counteracted for a time the injurious consequences of this 

egislation—famine in Ireland and short crops in land and other 
partsof Europein 1847, and thediscovery of gold in California in 1848. 
Tmports of merchandise in 1847 increased $6,000,000 over 1846, but 
our exports increased over $48,000,000 during the same year. This 
increase of exports consisted chiefly of breadstuffs, the amount of 
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breadstuffs exported in 1847 being $37,000,000 more than was exported 
in the previous year. 

Famine reversed the trade relations between the United States and 
Europe from an adverse balance of $9,000,000 in 1846 toa balance 
in our favor of $34,000,000 in 1847. Our people were relieved from 
the necessity of sending the precious metals abroad to pay for manu- 
factures, and Europe was compelled to send to this country in that 
year over $22,000,000 of gold and silver to buy food. The advocates 
of free trade attributed the beneficial results of this extraord 
market in Europe for our breadstuffs to the tariff of 1846 and ignored 
the fact that the increase of importations resulting from the reduction 
of duties would have required the export of our gold and silver if the 
failure of crops in Europe had not produced an extraordinary demand 
for food. The demand for breadstuffs in Europe in 1848 fell off by 
reason of better crops, and the legitimate consequences of the reduced 
tariff of 1846 were shown in an adverse balance of trade in merchan- 
dise of over $10,000,000. 

Gold came from California at this critical juncture to rescue the 
United States from many of the evils which must have resulted from 
the purchase of foreign commodities with our current coin. This dis- 
covery, followed by a like discovery in Australia in 1852, not only 
furnished the United States with money to buy foreign products, but 
infused new life into industry, progress, and development throughout 
the world. It came at a time when civilization was at a standstill and 
the wheels of progress were clogged for wantof money, A new era of 
mining was inaugurated. The aggregate uct of gold and silver 
from the mines of the world has gradually increased from 1850 until the 
present time, the average annual product being nearly $200,000,000, 
which is five times greater than the average annual production in the 
preceding years. The increase of wealth, civilization, and prog- 
ress fully kept pace with the increase in the production of the pre- 
cious metals. Since 1875 the annual production of the two metals has 
continued to increase. 

WHY MONEY IS DEAR AND PROPERTY CHEAP. 

But the financial legislation in Europe and the United States, secured 
by the holders of accumulated wealth in money and securities, has 
diminished the supply of money during the last fourteen years fully 
one-half by the demonetization of silver. The production of gold and 
silver since 1875 has been about equal, but silver has been excluded 
from the mints and treated as a commodity. The progress of the 
world is again checked. Stagnation and depression have returned. 
Industry and enterprise are languishing, not by reason of failure of 
the mines, but by the measures adopted by the holders of fixed capi- 
tal to enhance the value of the money and securities they hold by con- 
tracting the circulating medium of the world. 

The volume of money now in the United States is altogether inade- 
quate to the necessities of the people. It is at least one-third less per 
capita than it was in 1865. I employed a learned accountant last 
spring to examine the reports of the Treasury Department for the pur- 
pose of determining whether the amount of money in the United States 
of all kinds had been increased or diminished since 1865, and after sev- 
eral months of careful examination he reported to me that the amount 
of circulation outside of the Treasury on J une 30, 1865, was $1,112,044,- 
114; and at the time of making the computation (May 1, 1888) there 
was in circulation among the people, usive of the amount locked 
up in the Treasury, only $1,071,653,057, a decrease of $40,391,057, and 
a decrease per capita from $46.37 in 1865 to $17.29 in 1888. Other 
accountants might arrive at different results. There is nothing posi- 
tive in the estimates of the Treasury Department; but it is immaterial 
whether Dr. Michels, who made the computation for me, was right or 
wrong. The condition of the money market corroborates his report so 
far as to establish the fact that money isscarceand dear. The price of 
commodities also furnishes abundant evidence tending to the same con- 
clusion. 55 

From 1850 to 1875, while the world enjoyed the benefits of the prod- 
uct of both gold and silver, yielding annually nearly $200,000,000, 
prices rose about 334 per cent. Since one-half of the world’s product 
of gold and silver has been cut off by the demonetization of silver, 
prices have fallen in the brief of fourteen years to a lower point 
than they reached in 1850. Volumes of testimony have been recently 
taken by the royal mission on gold and silver in England to de- 
termine the cause of this alarming decline in the general range of prices 


, 
of silver for the decline of prices, the whole testimony establishes be- 
controversy that the action of Germany, the Latin Union, and the 
nited States in excluding silver from their mints was the principal 
cause of the decline. There was no difference of opinion among the 
commission in summing up the testimony as to the cause of the fall in 
the gold price of silver. On page 76 of their final report they say: 


We have come to the conclusion that the dissolution of the tie be- 
> en lee of France and the Latin 
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with a gold standard, such as England, and a coun- 
such as India, did not differ in any essential u- 
ee between two countries with a gold standard, 
such as England and the Un States, or England and Australia. A quasi par 
of exchange was established between the sovereign and the rupee, which, 
though re as in the case of coins of the same metal, fluctuated within 
narrow ts. 


Now, on the assumption that we are right in our view of the operation of the 
bimetallic tie, the relations of England and India in regard to ex were, 
during the operation of that tie, substantially the same as those of England 
and the United States, or of England and Australia. 


LOW RATE OF INTEREST MEANS DEAR MONEY. 

The fact that United States 4 per cent. bonds, having eighteen years 
to run, are selling in the market at 28} per cent. premium establishes be- 
yond controversy that money is scarce and dear. The Secretary of the 
Treasury reports the purchase of $101,705,500 of bonds since April last 
at prices which saved to the Government less than 2 per cent. annually 
between the date of purchase and the maturity of the bonds. The 

bought these bonds at the market price, which proves that 
the rate of interest in the United States for a long term on perfect se- 
curity is less than 2 per cent. Superficial thinkers have suggested that 
a low rate of interest indicated abundance of money, but a moment’s 
reflection will satisfy any man of sense that a low rate of interest in- 
dicates depression of business, want of security, and few responsible 
borrowers. To borrow money and go in debt is analogous toa ‘‘short”’ 
sale of stock. It is an agreement to deliver at a future day what the 
promisor does not possess at the date of the contract. A wise operator 
will never sell stock ‘‘short’’ unless he is confident it will decline in 
price at the date of delivery. In like mannera prudent business man 
will decline to borrow money to invest in property when money is 
growing dearer and cheaper. 

Enterprising business men who use money in the development of the 
resources of the country are cautious and will not borrow money at any 
rate of interest to invest in property while prices are declining, as they 
have been for the last fourteen years. The royal commission of Eng- 
land investigated this question of interest and came to the conclusion 
that a low rate of interest indicated a scarcity of money. They said 
(page 19): 

The rate of interest on permanent investments is also declining for reasons, 
it is urged, similar to those which have been described above as affecting the 
rate of discount, When gold is scarce and commercial activity is checked by 
the resulting fall of prices, the demand for permanent investments increases 
and the price of such securities rises. Owing either to the actual or the appre- 
hended scarcity of gold there isa tendency to invest in securities bearinga fixed 
interest payable in gold, which raises their price and reduces the net return ob- 
tainable from them. 

Occasional fluctuations in prices resulting from an increased pro- 
duction of a i article have very little significance as indicat- 
ing the supply of money, but a general decline of prices for a period of 
fourteen years was never known to occur when there was an inadequate 
supply of money. When business is active and the price of commod- 
ities is advancing, furnishing a reasonable prospect of profitable invest- 
ments, men of enterprise borrow money and pay a fair rate of interest 
with firm confidence that they can return the money with interest and 
make a profit for themselves, But in times of stagnation and depres- 
sion safe borrowers are few. Money-lenders are then forced to seek in- 
vestments in Government bonds or let their money lie idle. The ob- 
scure, tangled, and uncertain reports as to an increasing volume of the 
circulating medium have notendency to satisfy the public that money 
is plenty when prices are falling, business stagnant, and prudent men 
preparing for a crisis. 

COIN TOO SCARCE TO BUY FOREIGN GOODS, 

A proposition to reduce the tariff at this time, of all others, is most 
unreasonable. The balance of trade is now against the United States. 
The immediate effect of a reduction of duties would be more importa- 
tions and more money sent abroad to pay for them. It would be the 
bitter experiences of 1837 and 1857 over on a larger scale. It is 
unsafe to anticipate an immediate famine in Europe, as in 1847, to in- 
crease our exports, and an increase of our exports without famine, war, 
or some other great calamity in the Old World is improbable. Eng- 
land will only buy of us such breadstufis as she can not produce at home 
or obtain from India with cheap silver. Her vast manufacturing es- 
tablishments, which have a permanent market for their products among 
more than two hundred and fifty millions of people, from which all 
other nations are practically excluded, will supply her people at home 

» at a price which will exclude us and all other nations. 

The policy of Great Britain of breaking up the manufacturing es- 
tablishments of other countries by the surplus of her vast establish- 
ments has forced every nation of continental Europe to establish high 
secteseive Sects Sp Sane Soren Se mearneitn a home, Those tar- 

exclude our products as well as those of Great Britain. I have ex- 
amined with care and diligence the tariffs of other nations in connec- 
tion with their efforts to force foreign trade by low prices, financial ac- 
commodations, and subsidized steam-ships, and it is impossible for me 
to indicate a country to which any considerable increase of our exports 
can be sent. ; 

There is no doubt that free and reciprocal intercourse between the 
United States, Mexico, and South America would be advantageous to 
all the countries concerned, but the tariffs of those countries are such 
as practically to exclude our products, and until those tariffs are mod- 











































ified by legislation or treaty it would be folly, and worse than folly, to 
reduce our tariff, destroy the market for the manufactures already es- 
tablished, prevent the investment in new establishments, and waste 
our circulating medium in the purchase of foreign commodities. 

The Government of the United States has no right to grant privileges 
or bounties to foreigners at the expense of our people without securing 
equal benefits in return. To surrender our home market to all the 
world without reciprocity anywhere will not be tolerated by the peo- 
ple. Trade with foreign countries is business to be engaged in to make 
money, and the question to be determined in prescribing the terms and 
conditions upon which such business shall be conducted is whether 
the people of the United States will make or lose money by the venture. 
If any country will exchange commodities with us on equal and fair 
terms and pay us as much cash as we pay it the question of reciprocal 
free trade with such country is then worthy of consideration. But no 
such case is presented. No foreign country is proposing to enter into 
any trade arrangement with us unless it can obtain an undue advan- 
lage. 

England, which is most clamorous for free access to our markets, 
does not propose to pay us cash, but to send us her surplus manefact- 
ures, which overflow from her vast establishments, maintained by a 
permanent market among more than two hundred and fifty million 
people in countries where our products are denied access. Iu free 
trade with England the contest would be for our markets and none 
other, and we would be similarly situated to an infant telegraph com- 
pany attempting to compete with the Western Union. The former 
would struggle against bankruptcy while the latter would do business 
at a loss on competing lines and continue to make dividends from its 
lines where no competition exisied. We will not enter into such an 
arrangement with England and sacrifice our manufactures and allow 
her to rob us of our coin. 

The argument that free trade will make the necessaries of life cheaper 
would be sound if such necessaries would remain cheaper and the peo- 
ple would have plenty of money to pay for them. Such would not be 
the case. England would follow the example of the Western Uaion, 
and when she had destroyed our manufactures and removed competi- 
tion she would put up prices, as she always does where she has a mo- 
nopoly. What benefit could our people derive from cheap foreign prod- 
ucts without money to buy them, which would soon be the case if we 
should send our money abroad to pay foreign workmen and leave our 
people withoutemployment? Any citizen of the United States, or any 
person who has declared his intention to become such, is at liberty to 
leave and go where commodities produced by slave labor are cheaper 
than the free labor of this country can provide them, and he should do 
so at once if he is unwilling to pay the necessary cost of production by 
free labor in the United States. 

It seems to me that itis the part of wisdom and statesmanship to re- 
monetize silver and increase our stock of the precious metals, do ourown 
work and keep our money at home by protecting our manufacturing 
industries. 





WHY SILVER SHOULD BE REMONETIZED, 


What objection can there be to the remonetization of silver? Why 
was silver demonetized? It had been used as money for more than 
four thousand years and was universally considered previous to 1873 
better suited for that purpose than gold, and more than two-thirds of 
mankind are still of the same opinion. If the supply of gold and sii- 
ver had been exhausted and a necessity had arisen to substitute some 
other material for money, a good reason for doing so would have ex- 
isted. 

If in the ninth century, when society was practically dissolved for 
want of money, it had been possible to have substituted some other 
medium of exchange for gold and silver, civilization might have been 
revived before the discovery of the mines of the New World; or if, in 
1830, when progress was paralyzed by a money famine, the world could 
have agreed upon a universal currency, there might have been some 
reason for discarding metallic money altogether. Butwho could have 
anticipated that in 1873, when the world was in the full tide of pros- 
perity from an abundant supply of gold and silver, and all civilized 
nations were realizing more of the comforts and luxuries of life than 
the fondest dreams of philanthropists had ever contemplated, that any 
combination of men would conspire with a view of enhancing their own 
fortunes to rob the world of the only agency by which that prosperity 
could be continued? Strange as it may appear, so it was. 

As soon as prosperity became universal by the flow of gold from Cali- 
fornia and Australia, Chevalier and others advocated the demonetiza- 
tion of that metal for the purpose of limiting the supply to silveralone, 
and thereby enhance the value of bonds and other obligations for the 
payment of money. Germany, Austria, Belgium, and other countries 
engaged in that conspiracy and demonetized gold. 

Failing in that, in 1871 Germany led the scheme to demonetizesilver, 
for the avowed purpose of enhancing the value ofsecurities. The United 
States and the countries of the Latin Union followed blindfold the lead 
of the bondholding conspirators. Before the world knew what was 
proposed the work was accomplished. The yield of the mines for the 
purposes of money was reduced one-half, and the glorious prospect of 
an adequate supply of money for many future generations was cut off. 
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The United States was the most stupid victim lured into the conspiracy. 
She was at the time most emphatically a debtor nation. She owed 
more than $2,000,000,000, and produced more silver than all the rest 
of the world combined. 

Nearly all the States and municipal corporations in the Union were 
also large borrowers of money. Enterprising citizens had borrowed 
vast sums of money to build railroads and develop the resources of the 
country. All these debts were payable by the terms of the contracts 
by which they were created in either gold or silver. The right to pay 
them in silver was surrendered without consideration. Many h 
millions were extorted from the people to pay obligations in gold which, 
of right, should have been paid in silver. This manipulation of cur- 
rency has done more to make the rich richer and the poor poorer than 
all other causes combined. The end is not yet. The prices of wheat, 
cotton, and all the products of labor in this country are fast being re- 
duced below the cost of production. Still the holders of accumulated 
capital resist every measure of relief and demand the last pound of 
flesh. 

We are coolly informed by the representatives of the gold-standard 
contractionists that the United States is powerless to mitigate or re- 
dress the great wrong without the consent of the conspirators who de- 
monetized silver, and who are constantly devising measures to transfer 
the wealth of the many to the few and monopolize the fruits of labor 
andenterprise. They assert with the arrogance of wealth that an agree- 
ment with the leading powers of Europe must be obtained before the 
United States can resume the free use of silver as money and provide 
the people of this country with a constant and sufficient supply of that 
circulating medium which has been regarded as best suited for use as 
money through all ages since man emerged from barbarism. They 
know full well that Europe is controlled by an aristocracy of accumu- 
lated capital, and that the people have no voice in determining what 
Seunetel schemes shall be devised and carried into execution for their 
oppression, and assume from the success of their financial measures in 
this country for the last twenty years that the people of the United 
States have no more knowledge of their rights or capacity to protect 
them than the people of the Old World. 

Subsidized newspapers and hired political economists have done 
much to keep the people ignorant of the wrongs they suffer, but out- 
side of the money centers in this country, where free speech does not 
impair financial standing and endanger success in business, the people 
are fast being educated on the money question, and will soon assert 
their rights in the most effective manner. 

The great mass of the people view with alarm and indignation the 
power exercised by the money-chan of New York over the Treas- 


.ury Department. The number of clerks, servants, and agents of the 


gold-standard contractionists and money manipulators of New York 
who have held and now hold high places in that Department, and 
the brazen effrontery with which they use the fands of the Govern- 
ment for their favorites without interest has shocked the moral sense 
of the nation, and tame submission to Wall street rule is at an end. 
The people of the United States will be represented in the great finan- 
cial department of the Government or they will know the reason why. 
President Cleveland has already received some slight intimation of the 
views of the people with regard to the management of the Treasury 
Department. 

An examination of the evidence taken before the English royal 
commission on gold and silver and the report of that commission 
will furnish much valuable information for consideration in this coun- 
try. Althongh the commission was equally divided as to the advisa- 
bility of inviting the United States, Germany, and the countries form- 
ing the Latin Union to join in consultation with Great Britain and 
her colonies to discuss the expediency of fixing a ratio at which the 
coins of either metal shall be available for the payment of all debts at 
the option of the debtor, it is morally certain that England will take 
no action in that direction. The hesitation with which six of the 
twelve commissioners suggest such a consultation and the many rea- 
sons they assign against it show that they are overawed by the hold- 
ers of accumulated capital and have no cou to pursue the right as 
they seem to see it, ‘through a glass darkly.’’ The following ex- 
tract from their report indicates the power of the influences which will 
compel the people of England to submit to the single standard and 
continued contraction: 

We need hardly dwell upon the fact that the financial position which this 
corhurizg with t sref taking ang eousee witch could wensenaiig bs sapessed 
to affect it, is not to be lightly encountered; and even those who do not enter- 
tain grave apprehensions of a disturbance panes by vane conditions, if we 
were to depart mo ism and bimetallic standard, can 
not dispute the fact that the existence of such apprehensions is not to be treated 
as o trivial circumstance or one to be Saeey vapentee. 

The danger may be enhanced by the circu ce that the meve fact of one 
fares hares a. made would to the m that others might 


The following, from this timid report of those commissioners, who 


longingly but doubtfully look to bimetallism, is the key-note of 
the situation in Great Britain: 


Tt must be remembered, too, that thi of 
debts payable in gold, and any change Which estatiod Sele ay pty 
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ne qonwaier,¢ a ae ree any, a aa of the purchasing power of gold, 

It was impossible for the witnesses before the commission to conceal 
their contempt for the stupidity of the people of the United States in 
submitting to the gold standard. The following is an illustration of 
English opinion with regard to the action of the United States in de- 
monetizing silver. Mr. Daniel Watney, while under examination as a 
witness, used the following significant language: 

I can not ge that everybody is wise. Just think of the folly of the United 
States when they were a debtor nation in adopting a gold coinage. They knew 
nothing about currency matters; they did not know that it was going to in- 
crease their debt enormously, (Second report, page 210. 

Justice and self-respect require the United States to ignore the action 
of Europe with regard to silver and join with the rest of mankind in 
the establishment of a common ratio between the two metals. The 
power of the United States to remonetize silver independent of Europe 


can not bequestioned. If she identifies herself with the silver-standard 


countries three-fourths of the human race will be in accord, and it will 
be easy to establish between them a uniform medium of exchange, to 
which Europe must conform or be subjected to great inconvenience in 
her commercial intercourse with Asia and the western hemisphere. 
Free coinage of silver, or, what is better, the acceptance by the United 
States of all gold and silver offered in exchange for coin, or coin certifi- 
cates redeemable in the coin of either metal is the legislation required. 

The objection urged by the gold-standard contractionists to such leg- 
islation consists of a suggestion that the United States would be flooded 
with silver and its financial credit destroyed. There is no foundation 
for this suggestion. All the silver produced is now used in the arts or 
converted into money by the silver-standard countries. There is no 
surplus bullion in Europeor America orelsewhere. There is less than 
one thousand millions of legal-tendersilver money inall Europe. This 
money is a necessary part of the circulation in the countries where it 
was coined, and is on a par with gold at the rate of 15} tol. If any 
part of it could be dispensed with without financial distress, which is 
denied, it could not be purchased and exported to this country with- 
out great loss. 

It would require an ounce of - to buy 154 ounces of this legal- 
tender silver money, which in this country could not be sold at our 
mints at par, but would beat a discount of about 3} percent. The es- 
tablished ratio in the United States being 16 to 1, the importer of Eu- 
ropean silver would be required to add one-half an ounce of silver to 
the 15} ounces which he bought with an ounce of gold in Europe to ob- 
tain in return an ounce of gold inthe United States. There is no possi- 
ble danger of acquiring under any circumstances too much of either gold 
or silver. No country has ever succeeded in procuring more of either 
gold or silver than was beneficial and useful. 

If from any unknown source more silver should be offered than is 
necessary to relieve the present stringency of the money market and 
keep pace with our growing population, it is easy to make room for 
alithat can possibly be produced by retiring a portion of our paper 
circulation, The paper money of the United States amounts to about 
$630, 000,000, and consists of State-bank notes, demand notes, one and two 
year notes, compound-interest notes, fractional currency, national-bank 
notes, United States notes, and certificates of deposit. All this paper 
rests upon the credit of the United States. Coin certificates represent- 
ing bullion on deposit would at least be equally safe and satisfactory 
to the public. It would cost the Government nothing and save wear 
and loss of the precious metals. The Government would have the 


pur- 
poses will cease a sufficient amount of silver could be obtained to 


retire all this paper except the greenbacks, our financial system would 
be we strengthened and a large saving made for the peop’ 
of the United States who now 
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standard or not would be immaterial. It would, perhaps, be better for 


us if they would not. Negotiations with them should never have been 
en 


— and should now be abandoned. We must be independent 
of Europe ially as well as politically if the interests of our own 
ey ee ot or eee standing as a nation to 


I do not wish to be understood as contending that the mines will 
during all time to come furnish an adequate supply of money, or that 
it may not be necessary under some circumstances to increase our cir- 
culation beyond the amount of gold and silver it is possible for us to 
obtain, Civilization is advancing throughout tle world. The num- 
ber of people who require money is increasing beyond computation. 
When the United States has made use of all the gold and silver attain- 
able, and a deficiency of money should still exist, it would be the duty 
of the Government to issue more greenbacks or some other non-interest- 
bearing paper to circulate as money, but it will be time enongh to con- 
sider that uestion when silver is restored and the precious metals 
prove to be cient. 

Our Government can hardly be aw if it fails to perform its 
most important function—to provi sa pele with an adequate cir- 
culating medium, without which civili must languish or decay. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. AL- 
DRICH], during the speech of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], 
after the latter had read the testimony of a witness, disposed of that 
witness by charging that he was a mere ‘‘ floor-walker,’’ a “ labor agi- 
tator,’’ a ‘‘ professional office-seeker,’’ applying other like opprobrious 
epithets to him. I happened to have had my attention called to the 
fourth volume of the same testimony from which the Senator from Mis- 
souri read, and I remembered the testimony of a citizen of Georgia who 
I thought perhaps might escape being classed as a ‘‘ oor-walker’’ or as 
a politician. However, he ae a Democrat, and it may be that 
there is something else so ugly in his record as to make him unworthy 
of belief. But he made some statements before that committee which 
I think are worthy of attention, and while they do not relate to the 
particular item of this bill now under consideration, but to one which 
will be reached in the course of a few minutes more of the reading of 
the bill, I think it not improper to call the attention of the Senate to 
a few statements he made. I refer to the testimony of Mr. William H. 
Young. I shall read only a few points. He stated among other things, 


in answer to a question, as follows: 


Well, we were burned all up, as I have told you, but in a year after we hada 
new company and started the and Pheenix Mill No.1. In two 
ears we found the demand so t that we doubled our ity and built 
0. 2, and in 1876 we began No. 3, and put it in operation in 1879. We nowrun 
46,620 spindles, 1,485 looms. We consume yearly of cotton, in round numbers, 
— bales. e employ ag hands, of whom 1,829 are employed inside the 
milis and 54 outside mil All the labor inside the mills is white. Ali out- 
side the mills is the . laborers, ete. Of the operatives, 
a males and 739 are females; 312are children. The orem -roll weekly is 
070, ap ees | daily, in round numbers, 50,000 yards of cloth, 25,000 pounds 
of rope, 1,000 pounds of sewi , and 400 pounds of yarns for sale to peo- 
ple in country for them to weave themselves. Our mill is now mainly a 
colored mill, colored not entirely, but mainly so. We do our 
own dyeing. We cours ng connected with it. In —- ion of that I 
may say that many mills of the North send their goods to adyer and have them 
dyed, but we have to do all that ourselves. Our capital is $1,250,000, but out of 
the earnings we have built No. 3,and our really employed capital is about 
,000, Our daily average outlay in money for cotton, wool, and other ma- 
terials and for lab 'r is about $4,500. 


I have read this much of the statement of this witness to attempt 
to establish the fact that he at least is not liable to the charge of being 
a ‘‘floor-walker’’ or a mere “‘labor agitator.’? He seems to belong 
to what gentlemen on the other side consider a higher class of individ- 
uals, the owner of a mill. This ought certainly to give very great 
weight to the remainder of his testimony, to certain points of which I 
desire now to call the attention of the Senate. Upon the question of 
dividends he made this statement: 


Q. What have been your annual dividends? 

A. They have averaged from 6 to 10 pe cent. When we built No. 3 we built 
it without any extra investment, out of the earnings, and during that period we 
reduced our dividends to 6 percent. We never paid less than 
10 per cent. dividends, but we accumulated a ss fund. Our average earn- 
ings since 1870 up to the end of the last year (which is the last for which we have 
any data) have been 17 per cent.; though for a time we declared a dividend of 
only 6 per cent., but we now pay 8 per cent. 


I shall not detain the Senate by reading at any very great length from 
the testimony of this witness, but on another point, as it bears directly 
on this question, I shall read an answer to another question: 


nor more than 


Senator PuGH suggests that I ought to ask your views in regard to the 
tariff, its general effect on the manufacturing business, and its importance with 
reference to your ind 


ustry. 

A. Iam an anti-tariff man dyed in the wool. I never did believe in the tariff. 
on principle, In the first place I did not believe it was 
pay for the business advantages of anybody else. That was 
so far as it concerns us, if I were to imitate goods and make goods 
eae septa tnt or make Met I could sell those goods in England at a profit. 
T have had the English prices an a over to me, and I am satisfied 
a the goods and sell = at ae named, and pay ex- 
penses there an meee yon pene —pe aps a r profit than I am in: 
at home on the style that do make here—these heavy goods. Oh, no, I Soe 
no use at all for a tariff. 


Yet in the class of goods that this man manufactures, where there 
has been heretofore a tariff of 3 cents, I believe, per square yard, the 
committee propose to reduce the tariff only to 2} cents, and this, too, 
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after this mill-owner had stated upon oath that he had made from 1870 
down to the year befo.. this testimony was taken an average of 17 pe 
cent. ; that the mill had paid adividend of from 6 to 10 per cent. , and 
sides that, out of the profits had been built an additional mill; that they 
were consuming this vast amount of cotton and employing this great 
number of hands, and they do not want any protection at all. Yetthe 
committee propose to give it to them anyway. Ido not know very 
well how to account for that unless it is done on the principle that seemed 
to animate a citizen who appeared before the Finance Committee in its 
recent examination—— 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire toask the Senator whether he reads that state- 
ment which he has just read as being himself satisfied with its conclu- 
sions, believing that they are true? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I read the statement, believing that this 
gentleman believed it was true, for he stated it on oath. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator would hardly do that if he him- 
self disbelieved it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Does the Senator wish to know my own 
opinion about it? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I believe it is the truth. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I wish to ask the Senator if it does not utterly 
refute the opinion which he and other Senators on his side of the Cham- 
ber have advanced, that the tariff is putting great profits into the pock- 
ets of the manufacturers. As I understand the Senator, this witness 
says, and the Senator himself believes, that the tariff has nothing what- 
ever to do with the question of the profit of that business, and that the 
man could carry it on at a profit if there were no tariff and undersell 
England in her own market. If that be true, what becomes of the 
claim which has been preached in the last twenty years, that the tarift 
is putting enormous profits into the pockets of cotton manufacturers? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is a difficult matter to make the av- 
erage protectionist understand that one swallow does not make a sum- 
mer. That there are some articles, a very few, from which the protec- 

ionists do not get any benefit by reason of protection there is no ques- 

ion, yet it.is also true in almost, though in not quite, every protected 
article that by reason of increased prices the manufacturers of this 
country do make enormous and unreasonable profits. I read the state- 
ment of this man to show that you propose to keep up a tariff, a sem- 
blance, a pretense of protection, upon one class of goods when it is clearly 
not needed and not wanted by those interested, and I had begun to 
state the reason why I supposed that was done. I had begun to say 
that I could not account for the committee insisting on putting a 
tariff of 2} cents upon these goods while the manufacturers them- 
selves here testify that they do not need any protection, except upon 
the principle that had appeared in the testimony of a gentleman who 
went before the committee in a recent session, who testified that he 
was @ manufacturer of grain-bags—— 

Mr. HOAR. Of what class of goods is the Senator speaking now? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Of the coarser cotton goods. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, if the Senator will allow me to get at the fact, 
we can talk about the folly or confusion of mind of the protectionist 
afterwards. I understand the Senator from Arkansas gives us his high 
authority to the effect that it is not true that the tariff puts enormous 
profits into the pockets of manufacturers of coarse cotton in this coun- 
try. We have got so far. That is what I want to get at. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not know what the Senator from 
Massachusetts understands. I had begun to try tosay what I thought, 
and if the Senator will allow me to finish the statement I have twice 
on I will try to make myself understood by the Senate. 

said just now that upon this class of goods the protection did no 
good in my opinion. It is of no benefit to the manufacturer, certainly 
not to this class of manufacturers, because they desire to get rid of it; 
and I do not understand why the committee should endeavor to compel 
these people to submit to having their interests protected by a high tariff, 
except upon the principle that seemed to animate a gentleman who ap- 
peared before the committee a short time ago, who stated that he was 
@ manufacturer of grain-bags; that the raw material of his manufacture 
was burlaps; that he wanted a certain tariff fixed on burlaps, a tariff 
lower than has heretofore prevailed. 

A member of the committee said, ‘‘ You are a manufacturer of grain- 
bags?’”’ He answered, ‘‘Yes.’’ ‘‘And the burlaps are your raw mate- 
rials?’’ Hesaid, ‘‘Certainly.’’ He asked, then, ‘‘ Why do you not ask 
for free burlaps so as to have your raw material without any duty?’’ 
He said, ‘‘ If I were to ask for free burlaps I might get free bags.’’ The 
trouble with these gentlemen is that if they allow this class of coarser, 
heavier cotton goods which are manufactured to come free into the coun- 
try some other goods might come free that they want to have protec- 
tion upon. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to make a 
suggestion to him? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas; With pleasure. 

Mr. VANCE. I should say that the bill before us is a sufficient ex- 
planation of the reason why they reduce the duties on these coarse 
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goods manufactured in Southcrn mills. It isdone to give countenance 
to the increase on the finer goods with which they have to compete 
with English manufacturers. If the Senator will look forward he will 
gee that in the paragraph or two next ensuing they have largely in- 
creased the duties on all that class of cotton goods which come in com- 
petition with English goods, and they very generously reduce the duties 
on those goods manufactured by the Southern mills that do nobody any 
harm or any good. It is merely used as a stalking-horse for theirown 
increase. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, And that reduction is a mere piece of 
masquerade in itself ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Another witness, testifying before this 
committee at the same time, made some statements to which I desire to 
call the attention of the Senate. This witness too, I think, may safely 
be said not to bea “‘floor-walker,’’ not to be a mere “ labor agitator,’’ 
not tobe a mere Democratic candidate, as he testifies he has been en- 
gaged in manufacturing for a great many years. This is Mr. Phinizy, 
who says on the subject of profits: 


* © * We paid 20 percent. dividends, commencing in 1865, up to 1878. Then 
we reduced the dividends to 12 per cent., and paid on dividends of 3 per 
cent. from 1873 until 1878. We then reduced the dividends to 8 per cent., and 
paid at that rate until about three years ago, when we went back to 10 per 
cent,; but last January the board, as a matter of abundant caution, although 
they made some 12 per cent., foreseeing the present state of things, reduced 
the dividend again to 8 per cent.,2 per cent. a quarter, and events have j 
their foresight. The reason we reduced the dividends, i think, was the fact 
that although we paid 20 per cent. we had accumulated a considerable surp)us 
in addition to that o2e cent., and our board determined to enlarge the mill, 
and the estimate of the cost of the enlargement which we received from ex- 

rts was about $175,000, but when the work was completed it cost us $350,000. 

hat, I think, was the immediate cause of the reduction. 

Q. Was that enlargement paid for from your ins ? 

A. It was paid for from the surplus. e had $170,000 of bonds, but in addi- 
tion to those bonds we have a surplus of about $90,000. 

Q. Are you adding to that surplus from year to ? 

A. We have been doing so heretofore, but I think we shall add little, if a 
thing, this year. It is a singular fact that we sell more goods in Boston than in 
any other part of the United States. 


In speaking of their ability to sell these goods abroad, he said: 
Q. To which do you send most, to China or to Africa? 
A. Wesend most to China. Iam shipping goods there now, as Mr. Estes 


told you: I have sold 400 bales recently to go to China, and I am now shipping 
the goods. 


Q. What will be the value of that 400 bales? 

A. Well, that 400 bales will be worth about $20,000. Our bales are very large ; 
we put 1,200 yards in a bale. 

Q. Can you make an approximate statement of the value of the goods that 
you ship to China and to Africa annually? 

A. Lsuppose it would be about from $100,000 to $150,000a year in 


money value. 
re have done it in the past, and we hope to increase our shipments in the 
uture. 


: Q. Do you find the demand in that quarter increasing rather than diminish- 
ng? 
A. Yea, sir; we could have shipped more than ever before in the last six 


months if we had accepted the — that were offered. They were, of course, 
disposed to take advantage of the depression. eras make a bargain 
with me, say to-day, for 1,000 bales of goods, wh 

oer per week, but I do not have the goods on hand when I make the sales. 
If I hed had the goods on hand I would probably have sold more than I have 
sold, but I was unwilling, in the depressed condition of the to sell my 
product abead. I would rather take the chances when I the goods made of 


tting better prices. Now, we sell a great many to bleacheries near 
Soston, and also to the shoe-men. 


Upon the question of tariff, this witness, who controlled a mill worth 
$1,250,000, said: 
Q. Do you want the tariff reduced ? 


A. Upon the subject of the tariff I am in theor 
but the Government 


deliver at the rate of so 


y says that the ple will not stand either of those. 
course, where the Government is driven to have a tariff, I believe in having as 
low a one as will serve to support the Government on an economical! basis, and 
in having that tariff so adjusted as to protect our industries. In other words, I 
want a tariff for revenue. 

Q. Rather for revenue than for protection? 

A. Well, the protection follows as a matter of course. 

Q. Do you want the tariff primarily for the benefit of the Government, or for 
the benefit of our industries ? 

A. I want it as a necessity for the Government. 

Q. Do you wantit arranged so that it will afford any protection to the manu- 
ere ey the ones a 

A. Well, n t protects anything we have a right to be protected as well 
as — else, but I think we can live without \. 

Q. You think your cotton industries can live here without See 

A. I think that what I have told you shows that we can go to in com- 
petition with other countries. 

Q. bei = so far as you are concerned, you are willing that the tariff should be 
removed? 

A. Lam, so far as I am concerned. 

Q. The line of that you manufacture is one in which you can get on 
without any at all? 

A. I think so; that is my opinion. I may be mistaken, however. Others 
differ with me. 

Q. If that beso, that you can get in line of manufacture without 
# tariff. and if we are bound to have a for revenue, don’t you think it 
should be adjusted so as protect other industries that require protection, and not 
yours which requires no protection ? 

A. Ww ell, i think they ought to give us a little, too. 

Q. The manufacturers up Northsay they see peenenen, and therefore don't 
you think it would be a proper thing under the circumstances to adjust the 
tarifl soas to give them the protection they need, but to leave you unprotected, 
2 Well tn ince ies eighty h sons 

A. Well, ia principle it isa m ard th that I should 100 
more for an article =. IT can oe for in ‘s inarkets of the world-that i 


all these questions, I will read a question asked by the honorable Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLare], who waschairman of this com- 
mittee. He said: 


From what I have seen of these wor! people, and what I have seen of these 


industries [ do not believe they are mak poser and I do not believe they 
can afford to pay more than they do pay and build up and maintain these fac- 
tories. I believe that protection is as necessary to as itis tothe New Eng- 
land manufacturers, and I believe these gentlemen give utterance to sentiments 
which, if they were carried out, would ruin their own industries here. There 
= no profit now in any of the great manufacturing industries in this country to- 

y. 

To a man who had not listened to the assertions made pen Soe 
floor that the levying of a tax upon foreign goods introduced this 
country does not raise the price to the consumer, to a man who had 
not listened to the sophistries that we hear on the other side when en- 
deavoring to the American people that the only way to make 
them rich is to tax themselves higher and higher, it would seem utterly 
absurd to suggest that any Senator, a chairman of a committee sent 
out to ascertain facts, would have the audacity, in the face of the 
sworn testimony of men who state that have paid a dividend of 
20 per cent. for almost twenty years and at same time saved asur- 
plus out of which they built mills that cost'$350,000, to say that they 
were not making money and that they did not understand their own 
business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to suggest that possibly the fact that the 
mills in the South in the manufacture of cotton pay larger 
dividends than those in New England engaged in the same industry 
is owing to the circumstance that in some of the Southern States not 
more than one-half and in all the other Southern States not more than 
two-thirds as much is paid to the operatives for their labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The testimony of these people was that 

had strike known in any of these factories in all 
their history. If in the Northern you pay so liberally and gen- 
erously to your operatives, why in the name of common sense is it that 
they are all the time undertaking to compel you by force to pay them 
higher than you are willing to give them? 

Mr. ALDRICH. My State isas largely engaged in cotton manufact- 
ures as any State in the United States in ion to its population, 
and I have not known a strike in Rhode for five years at least, 
and but very few for the last 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. testimony of ives taken by this 
committee in these mills was that they were and content with 
their wages. These people were paying them a fair com tion for 
what they did, and were satisfied with the ts. But the 
astonishing to which I wish to call the attention of the Senate is 
that the chairman of this committee should state, and it should be put 
in print in his report to Congress, that he did not believe these people 
were re when the sworn testimony of the managers of 
these mills showed that for almost twenty years together they had been 
paying dividends of 20 per cent. and saving a surplus besides. There 
are none so blind as those who will not see. 

It will not do to say that these are ‘‘floor-walkers.’’ It will 
not do to say that they are ‘‘mere labor agitators’’ or that they are 
Democrats. They were upon oath before that committee, and I take 
it that they were as honorable and as honest men as were to be found 
anywhereinthecountry. They were borninthe North. I think both 
these from whom I read, and quite a number of others, testified that 
they went from Ohio, from New York, and from New England. They 
were ee eee. eee eae who 
went South and ap these industries, and I imagine that when they 
speak about their own experiencein their own business they are entitled 
to some sort of consideration. 

We are constantly being told that the one 
tax is to enable the manufacturers to wages to their o - 
tives. Sn ethan dupe bn takiecece, I know but little t 
manuiacturing of any sort, and we mpeg oe ened crammed 
to say whether or not these are trne; but I have given some 
attention to the subject. I have endeavored to find ont the facts. I 
have no purpose to serve in this matter. If it was honestly 
and fairly necessary, to pay fair on to operatives in this coun- 
try, to have a tariff tax, and if when paid the laborers got it, if I could 
be made to understand that, I would be willing to vote all the protec- 
tion that was necessary to accom that pu , which would not 
bear unjustly on other callings. But the more I look into it, the mere 
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I understand the facts, the bettersatisfied I am that the whole of that 
claim is a barefaced fraud, a false pretense from the beginning to the 
end, and that it is not founded in fact. g 

The United States consul at Tunstall, England, Mr. Schoenhof, is, I 
suppose, a doctrinaire. Of course a doctrinaire is as bad as a **floor- 
walker.’’ One of these people who dares to consider general principles 
and to follow out arguments to rational conclusions on this great ques- 
tion is not to be trusted. Nobody can be believed except one of those 
who owns manufactory, and they can not be believed if they go before 
a committee and state frankly that they have been making profits of 
more than 20 per cent. a year for twenty years together. — 

This American consul, ever, in a special report which he made 
to the State Department in July last, presented some facts which it 
occurs to me will give the members of the committee some trouble to 
get around. He made a careful investigation of the labor cost of the 
production of certain classes of goods in Massachusetts, in England, 
and in Switzerland. Knowing well the difficulties about making these 
comparisons, and knowing that the charge would be made, whenever a 
report came in, that he had looked at one class of goods in one country 
and at another class in another, he states in his report that he took 
samples of goods from Massachusetts mills and that he talked with the 
managers and himself fully about their expenses, taking state- 
ments from the books of the mills showing the output and cost in detail. 

He made a report that has been to me wonderfully interesting. He 
gives the statement, for instance, of one quarter’s output in a Lanca- 
shire mill, in which he states every item of expense, thus ascertaining 
the exact labor cost in detail of each operative in the manufacture of a 
yard of goods. 

Of course I shall not detain the Senate by reading at any great length 
from this report. I hope that every member of the Senate has looked 
* at it as carefully as I have, as I know Senators would derive very great 
benefit from doing so. I call attention, however, to a statement made 
by him. Comparing the English expense as classified above, the state- 
ment which I will read here is the comparative cost in Lancashire and 
Lowell of the cost per pound of yarn. 








| 
Lancashire.| Lowell. 





Items. | 
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— 


Showing that it actually cost the Massachusetts mill .301 of 1 cent 
less to manufacture 1 pound of yarn than it did the Lancashire mill. 
On the whole it will be seen— 


He says in another place— 


even making allowance for the fact that some mills in Switzerland may work 
under more disadvantageous circumstances, that, view as we may, in these 
counts at least they have no great advantage in their cheaper labor, but, on the 
contrary, work at oes cost. Under all conditions, taking the most profitably 
worked mill in England as a basis for comparison with our mills in America, 
it will be seen that in the cost of spinning medium numbers our cost is almost 
on 4 par, and that we pay no more for our labor than is paid in cotton-spinning 
in England and considerably less than is paid on the Continent, if we take the 
wages by the pound or product, and not by the day earned by the spin- 
ner in the different countries. In fact, the latter is an illusory measure of cost, 
and the former the only true one. 

+ * 7” * * * * 


In throstle spinning in England one girl attends four sides of 144 spindles, or 
576 spindles; in A: as many as eight The average, as given to me, 
in the print-mill of Lo is 960 spindles per Benes taryse ox women). In 

y 


other words, 50 per cent. of higher earnings are r cent. more 


work turned out or spindles attended to. The speed in is about 5,300 
in throstle ning and about 8,000 in mule spinning. e the cost of spin- 
ning in d and America is about the same, the wages are also nearly the 
same. When higher in America, the diff 


erence is balanced 2 Hoa mgd exertion 
and output, while in Switzer earnings are considerably lower, with a dis- 
propo y greater cost of production. 

There are a number of other points that I had noted here to which I 
would like to call the attention of the Senate, but I do not wish to 
occupy much time. Hereisa comparison between Lowell and Burnley, 
however, which I will present. Compared with England, for the same 
length, we have in labor cost: 











j 
Items. Lowell. | Burnley. 
Cents. Cents. 

‘Weavers’ ° ° 2.8 3.57 

Dressing or ees penasaccnshnetineseterssguoisbssecee sedced ccevtcocsecseni costs’ . 469 .479 

Beaming, twisting, winding, etc.............. eiaiapnnilp-<icwinsa elenibiidid . 428 - 753 

Extra board...... niiiniitihdiniadpinimnenaapsin <tempminiegntunmenntieensin et eccesee 2 OSD J rcccncsscccnssnes 
| 3. 736 4. 802 





The sizing or dressing costs about the same as in America. The extra board 
paid in American mills, as stated in the American account, is paid by the mill 
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to the boarding-house keepers for all female employés boarding in the mills 
boarding-houses, and of course is not an expense in the cost of manufacture 
in Lancashire. It must, however, be taken as an additional cost of manufacturo 
in America, and in a comparison of the cost is to be counted. We have, there- 
fore, a total labor cost in weaving 1 pound of print cloth in England as 4.802 and 
in America as 3.736, or 1.066 cents higher labor cost in England than in America 
for an equal amount of work turned out in number of yards. 

* * ®* It appears, therefore, that in the general expense of manufacture in 
the weaving Saeemmees the difference is not very great between America and 
England, and t the only difference existing consists in the lower rate of 
wages paid to American operatives compared with England. 


Actually showing that while we make a pretense of paying high wages 
to workingmen, in point of fact we, while claiming protection on their 
account, pay them lower wages than are paid in England. 

I shall not detain the Senate by reading these details, but quote as 
follows: 

We have, therefore, 8.551, 9.685,and 10.12 cents (reducing the cost in Switzer- 


land to the standard in America) as the total cost of manufacturing in America, 
England, and Switzerland. 


The nominally lower wages paid makes the greater labor cost” in 
English fabrics and in Switzerland, for the still lower wages paid the 
still higher labor cost of the goods, clearly showing that the superior 
efficiency of American labor, while nominally higher, really yields to 
its employers a larger quantity of goods for each dollar invested than 
any other country. 

This is farther shown by the following quotation: 


The relative working capacity of and wages paid to weavers in America are, 
according to information from one of the leading mills, an average of six and 
three-quarters looms to the weaver. I have recently been informed that in 
England four looms is the highest rate of single weavers making this class of 
cloth. Some run six looms, but they invariably have a helper to assist them, 
who is paid by the weaver out of his wages. These are men; the four-loom 
weavers are mostly women. For single weavers no more than four looms are 
taken. The general average, taking all weavers, poor and good, is given by 
competent judges to be not more than three and a half looms. The average 
earnings per loom are given as 5s. 3d., or say $1.25 per loom, or averaging earn- 
ings for finished weavers of $% per week. A guinea per week, as I was told at 
Burnley, is a fair average for good single weavers. Atthe rate at which weav- 
ing is paid this would indicate for four looms a weekly output of 980 yards; but 
if we take the three-and-a-half loom average, of only 857 yards. 

I have statements from two mills, both in Lowell, one giving the earnings 
per loom at 81 cents. This would indicate a weekly earning of $5.08, and at the 
rate of 40 cents per 100 yards be an output of 1,270 yards per week. At another 
mill, running a fairly equal percentage of looms per weaver, it was stated at the 
time of my visit that 4} cuts of 50 yards was the output of one loom per week, 
which, taking an average of six looms only, would be a little over 27 cuts of 50 
yards, or 1,350 yards, and at the rate of 40 cents per 100 yards would be $5.40 as 
the weekly earnings. 

It will therefore be seen that the earnings of English weavers at the present 
time in these cotton mills are nearly the same as the American. The labor cost, 
however, by the piece, cut, or yard is considerably above. The American earn- 
ings can only be brought up to the English earnings by a considerably greater 
output by the American operatives. ' 


This “ doctrinaire,’’? Democrat as he is, unreliable perhaps as he would 
necessarily be from being liable to both those charges, when he goes to 
the mills and takes the facts from their books, when he takes the state- 
ment from their book-keepers showing the yards they manufacture and 
the amounts paid for wages and the amounts paid for material, it seems 
to me, demonstrates without any sort of doubt that the labor cost of the 
goods produced in England is just as high or higher than that of those 
produced in this country. Although we pay higher wages by the day, 
we do not pay any more by the piece; and when you go further and 
compare the American product with the product of continental Eu- 
rope you find that we get a still greater difference between their pro- 
duction and ours. If this is true, then what becomes of thisclaim that 
the intention of levying a tariff is to enable American manufacturers to 
pay higher wages to their working people? There is no foundation for 
it; there is no truth tosustain it, and it ought not to be any longer tol- 
erated by an intelligent American Congress. 

There is a little more, Mr. President, that at the risk of boring the 
Senate I shall ask your patience to hear: 

The agent of an American print-works mill, with whom I exchanged views 
on the subject at the time of my late visit, told me that he knew that he did 
the spinning cheaper than they did it in England, but he had not known that 
the weaving was done at a lower price in America than in England; that if 
this were so they would be able to export print cloth to England, which they 
were, however, not able to do. 

Then he goes into an analysis of the reasons why they were not able 
to enter into it, plainly showing the difficulties by which we are en- 
cumbered and hampered and the reasons why this is not done. I shall 
not detain the Senate by reading from this report any longer. 

The course of the committee in the construction of this bill and in 
the management of it has been remarkable in a good many respects. 
On the last day that we were in session the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] made use of the following language as expressive 
of his opinion of what ought to be done by tariff legislation: 

As I said a little while ago, it may well be argued that the policy of Germany 
is the,wisest. I think it has done as much to reduce the price of her products 
in the markets of the world as anything that has oceurred. Take sugar to il- 
lustrate it, With her high protective-tariff and with her bounty, her sugar 
manufacturers holding the German market and selling the surplus abroad, she 
has forced that necessity down to a point heretofore unknown in the history of 
the markets of that empire; and it may well be argued that it is the true policy 
for any nation and for every nation to hold her markets for her own people. 
They may depend upon them thoroughly for their support to employ their own 


labor in and about them and their own capital in and about them and send 
their surplus into the commerce of the world. 


While there is no doubt that the tendency of this system leads di- 
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rectly down to this result, I did not believe there was a protectionist 
living who would have the face tostand up in the Senate of the United 
States and assert that that was the purpose for which he was striving. 
Has it come to this, that the American people are to be told by dis- 
tinguished advocates of a system of tariff taxation that the purpose is 
to compel American consumers to buy everything they buy from Ameri- 
can manufacturers; that they are to absolutely control the market of 
this country, to hold it for all time; and that when they haveasurplus 
it is to be taken to the markets of the world and sold for a lower price 
than the American consumer is allowed to haveitat? When you pre- 
tend that the purpose of the tariff system is to enable you to pay high 
wages to workingmen, I ask you, in the name of all that is good and 
holy, how can you deny to the American consumer the right to have 
the product he consumes at the same price at which the rest of the 
world is to have it? You are to-day discriminating against the con- 
sumers of the country in your levy of taxes. 

‘American sugar, refined sugar, is to-day sold cheaper in London than 
the American consumer is allowed to have it. Two dollars and sixty 
cents on the hundred I believe is refunded upon your tariff tax upon 
reshipment abroad, and that difference marks the difference between 
the sugar consumed by the American citizen and the sugar consumed 
by the pauper labor of Europe against whom you pretend every day 
and hour of your lives you are intending to protect the American la- 
borer! Was there ever a more shameless outrage? 

But there are some other things in connection with this bill that 
ought not to be overlooked or forgotten. It seems to me if the com- 
mittee had declared that their parpose was to discriminate against 
every man who, following the avocation of Cain, was trying to make 
his living out of the soil, it could not have been more plainly stated 
than it has been in the pages of this bill. When we had under con- 
sideration the question of taxing the cotton-ties I called attention to 
the discrimination between wool and cotton, that wool had less of hu- 
man labor than any other agricultural product, while cotton had more; 
and yet while giving wool high protection and increasing the protec- 
tion higher and higher, still you were looking about for every scheme 
and excuse by which to levy more taxes on the cotton-grower. 

When we asked that we might be allowed to have cotton-ties to come 
in on the same tax that the same committee fixed in 1883, you refused 
it. When the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] made the motion that 
the tax be allowed to remain as you yourselves fixed it, you refused. 
Thore was a difference in cotton-ties and tin-plates. It is a somewhat 
singular circumstance that in the millions of dollars’ wortb of tin-plates 
introduced into this country, the millions of dollars of revenue that 
are collected, there is no industry established in this country for man- 
ufacturing tin-plates, but all are imported here. We have a tax of 1 
cent a pound on tin-plates, and we had a tax of 35 per cent. ad valorem 
on cotton-ties under a revenue tariff. 

The gentlemen of this committee tell us there was no such thing as 
building up a cotton-tie industry upon this tariff. This was also true 
of tin-plates; they were situated just alike. Then why did they not 
treat both these articles alike? Why did you propose to raise the tax 
on estton-ties more than 200 per cent. for the purpose of building up 
an industry, and not propose to increase the tariff on tin-plates for a 
similar reason? They were standing exactly in the same position. They 
were both being imported, and none of either were manufactured here. 
The toial amount consumed in the country is imported. There was no 
difference in the circumstances that entered into the two; but yet, as 
I think must have been the case, because one is an article that enters 
into every home and fireside in the great North, you did not dare to 
reise the tax upon it, while you did raise it outrageously upon the other, 
because it was consumed in the South, and by farmers. I believe, Mr. 
President 

Mr. ALLISON. IfIdo not interrupt the Senator from Arkansas 
on this question of tin-plates—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to say that when this bill was re- 
ported the cbmmittee expressly stated that they intended at a later 
day to make some provision respecting tin-plates, and I think the com- 
mittee will be able to present something in a very brief time upon that 
subject. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have not the slightest doubt of the 
ability of the committee to present something on that subject within 
a very few days. They have brought a bill into the Senate in which 
they propose to leave the tax on tin-plates exactly where it was under 
the law of 1883, and in that same bill they pro to raise the tax on 
cotton-ties raore than 200 per cent., neither being produced in this 
country. If it was good policy to raise the tax on one in order to build 
up an industry here, why not increase the tax on the other for the same 

reason ° 

The Senator says that in a very few days they will be able to bring 
something here. You may do it in the course of a few days. I have 
not a doubt that your committee can change the bill so as to increase 
the tax on tin-plates 200 per cent. Do itif you dare, Do it if you be- 


lieve that the e who live in the cabins all over this great land do 
not care an about the increase on an article that every single one 
of them is bound to consume. 

Tell them, if you choose, that you intend to increase that tax upon 
them so as to swell the fortunes of some favored individual who is go- 
ing to engage in the manufacture of tin-plates. When you do, you 
will set a class of people to thinking about the injustice and about the 
inequality of this thing that you will probably prefer not to stir up, 
and one that you may consider more formidable than the cotton-growers 
of the South. 

You will then have the tin-plate manufacturers to stand up and de- 
clare that we are having a ‘‘commercial Elysium,’’ but you will at the 
same time incur the of having a much larger number of that 
class of people whose silver is made of tin to tell you that they will 
not be robbed to make a ‘‘commercial Elysium’? for a few of your pets. 

I was not surprised to hear the Senator from Rhode Island Paar. 
CHACE] the other day in his place, in’ talking about the glories of this 
system in which everybody in this country is compelled to contribute 
to the fortunes of private individuals, this system, not a tax for public 
revenue but a tax for private tribute—I was not surprised to hear him, 
coming from the section of country he does, exclaim in the fullness of 
his heart that for the last twenty-five years we have had a perfect ‘‘com- 
mercial Elysium,’’ an absolute heaven from the tariff. And yet when 
you gentlemen come here and the Senator from Missouri reads to you 
the enormous profits you have been making you deny all of it and say 
you have made no profits, and one would think from your statements 
that only your laborers prosper and your poor mill-owners make nothing. 
You have had no Elysium, then. You ought to be more consistent in 

our assertions. One of you ought not to assert that you have been 
ving a genuine heaven commercially and another deny that you have 
made any profits. 

If any one of you says that the manufacturers have been getting large 
profits by reason of the tariff, and that for twenty-five years you have 
had a ‘‘commercial Elysium,’’ we understand that you have had a 
glorious time financially, and you have certainly made profits. 

One of the difficulties with this country is that it has grown to be so 
large and there are so many people in it that a great many people in 
one portion of the nation have no correct idea about the facts that enter 
into the daily lives of others. If every man in this land could know 
and understand what the truth is pervading all the business of this 
country, I should have no doubt about the solution of any question of 
this sort fairly, honestly, and rightly. 

I do not believe that the laboring men of the country, North or South, 
are willing to do any act of injustice for the purpose of building up 
their own business at the expense of other people situated in a like 
way; but I know from my own personal observation that for twenty- 
five years ever since the close of the war, the people of the State 
in which I live have worked as hard, as earnestly, and as honestly asI 
believe any people on the face of the earth ever did or could, an 
are sober, they are honest, they are industrious. They have not fool 
away their time in nonsense and dissipation. They have worked all 
the days of their lives. No eight-hour law was ever thought of b 
them. They arise as soon as they can see how to strike a lick of wor 
in the morning and stick at it industriously all the day long. The 
climate is such that there is hardly a day in the year in which they can 
not labor out of doors. 

The farmers of that State have honestly labored themselves, and their 
wives and their children have helped them in an endeavor to improve 
their condition, but it has not come about. I should like you to show 
the statement of the Senator from Rhode Island that you have had 
twenty-five years of a commercial Elysium to those men, and they will 
tell you that if what they have experienced for twenty-five years is 
heaven, they would prefer a little taste of the other place for a change; 
they would take a little of the infernal regions in preference. 

Those people have been barely able to make a living, many of them 
not able to keep out of debt. 1 was talking last fall while at home to 
a man I have known well for years; he isa man of fine sense, and a 
close observer, a farmer who makes his living at the plow-handle, and 
he told me that in looking around him, in a country of fine soil, in a 
splendidly watered district, filled up with excellent men, in ten years 
— that country had scarcely changed at all and could not be said to 

ve im above the financial condition they were in ten years 
ago. having this commercial Elysium you are playing destruc- 
tion with us and with our interests. I think the time has come when 
there should be a little bit of letting up of this system or the time will 
come when an outraged will compel a recognition of their rights. 

But, Mr. President, I what I have been saying simply to cail 
attention to the fact that it was not only ‘‘ floor-walkers’’ who believed 
this tariff tax is outrageous and iniquitous, that it was not only ‘‘labor 
agitators’’ who believed this, but that there are honest manufacturers 
in this country who frankly state upon their oaths that such is the case— 
stating the profits they had made and that they did not believe there 
ought to be any tariff tax at all—and I commend their example to those 
who are now endeavoring to fleece the farmers and consumers of ‘‘ free 
America’’ to enrich themselves. 
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CHINESE IMMIGRATION CORRESPONDENCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the President of the United States, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate: 


On or about the 25th day of September, 1888, I received a copy of a resolution 
on that day by the Senate in executive session, requesting the trans- 


mission to that 


y by the President “ of all communications and correspond- 
aoaum 


fore sent to the Senate and under his control, on the subject of 
proposed convention with China, transmitted by him to the Senate by mes- 
dated 16th March, sae on the subject of the reported failure of the 
Government of China to finally agree to the same.” 
A few days after a copy of this resolution was received by me, on the Ist day 
of October, 1888—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. From the reading of that paper I infer that it 
should be presented in executive session. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The transactions have all been made 


abl 
6 Mr. SHERMAN. The message is in response to an executive reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
examination. 

Subsequently, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said: The message transmitted by the 
President was sent to the Senate in legislative session, not marked 
‘*Executive.’’ It will lie on the table, however, for examination by 
the Senators desiring to look at it. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: Mr. President, the Chair laid before 
the Senate a little while ago a message from the President of the United 
States in answer toa resolution adopted in executive session. I am 
informed by the Chair that the proceedings upon that resolution were 
afterwards, on the 10th of October, made public, the injunction of se- 
erecy being removed by a vote. On looking at the message itself, I 
find that the President simply answers the resolution in a large part 
and he merely gives to the Senate the full text of one communication, 
an abstractof which was in hisother message. In order that the com- 
munication may be complete, all the other matter contained in his an- 
swer having been printed as an ordinary Senate document at the last 
session, it seems to me there is no reason why the message should not 
be taken from the table and communicated to the Senate as usual and 
printed. 


It will lie on the table for further 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 4982) prohibiting the allowance of fee in any claim 
for increase of pension on account of the increase of disability for which 
the pension was allowed was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. 6172) providing for additional leave of absence for 
employés of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 11794) to amend the postal laws of the United States 
in reference to letters bearing special-delivery stamps was read twice 
a title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

8. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in pursuance of 
the requirements of the sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, areportof the Director of the Geological Survey on 
the organization and prosecution of the survey of the arid lands for 
purposes of irrigation; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferre_l to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in re- 
lation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have been amused for a consider- 
able time by hearing the remarks of the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. 
JonEs]. Itis the old straw thrashed over again, and I do not pro- 
pose to reply to his argument, particularly because I rose to give some 
statistics to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. But when one 
hears that in England the operatives are paid as much as they are 
here, he wonders why they insist upon coming here and complain of 
their suff abroad, and indulge in strikes there, and exhibit there 
an increase of pauperism, the old country having a rate of pauperism 
ue that of our New England States. The birds of the air 

w where to go for comfortable weather and food, and the human 
race has something of the same instinct without reading lectures on 
political economy, and it is one of the studies of the American states- 
man now to see how we can keep from our being absolutely flooded by 
the — who are coming from places where they get higher wages 
and better food, according to what we have heard here to day. 

The Senator from Arkansas took pleasure in showing us that there 
is a cotton-mill somewhere—I did not hear where—down South, I be- 
lieve, making very coarse goods, where they had made, I think, an 
average of 17 per cent. profit for several years, and made money in 
spite of the tariff. The inquiry of the Senator from Massachusetts 
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was quite apropos, if that be so, how much did the tariff help or hurt 
those people? They are doing well enough exactly as they are, and 
if under this tariff they are making that per cent., it does not appear 
to be hurting anybody specially. 

But the difficulty is that there is no use of arguing from any one ex- 
ceptional case. I see no reason in the world why a cotton establish- 
ment should not be put up in Georgia, or South Carolina, or Mississippi, 
and makemoney. There is no reason but the inaptitude of the people 
and their lack of previous educational preparation—none in the world— 
for the people down there, families there, are accustomed to live in such 
circumstances and with surroundings such as would not be submitted 
to for a week in New England among our oppressed operatives. The 
climate is such that they do not need the quantity of fuel and they do 
not need the heavy clothing. Their expenses of living need not be ovér 
two-thirds of what they are in Connecticut or Massachusetts with our 
long, cold winter seasons. Therefore they can afford to work more 
cheaply; but it is only exceptional. 

I have no doubt their manufacturers will increase, and they will have 
an influence in adjusting wages throughout the country; but as to 
profits of 15 or 20 per cent. being common, or being an average, or be- 
ing anything typical of the manufacturing industries of this country, it 
is a monstrous mistake. 

Every man familiar with the subject knows that, and some of the 
Senators know a thousand times more about it than Ido. Every man 
familiar with the condition of capital, with the condition of the money 
market, knows that there are tens and hundreds ef millions of dollars 
lying about idle, glad to get 4, 3, or even 2 per cent. temporarily. 
Every man knows perfectly well that if there be anything approaching 
a guaranty of 6 percent. regular profit, a thousand miliion dollars would 
answer to the demand within three months; it would come on the wings 
of the wind from all portions of the world to that Elysium where 6 per 
cent. was a certain thing. So when the Senator has found a maaaufact- 
urer that makes 17 per cent., let that manufacturer thank God, but let 
him not suppose that other people are making anything like it. 

I could not understand all that the Senator from Missouri said, be- 
cause unfortunately I was interrupted and did not hear it all, so that 
perhaps what I did hear I did not get in proper connection; but I un- 
derstood his argument to be in general that the savings-banks state- 
ments of the Northern and Eastern States, or more properly the man- 
ufacturing States, were illusory and deceptive; that it is not a fact that 
they represent the increment of earnings of the average and poorer 
laboring people at all, but that they are rather the surplus moneys of 
the rich put in there for temporary uses and in order that they may 
get a dividend easier, etc. 

The difficulty with the argument of the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from Arkansas is that they do not go and see the untruth 
of their statements. I do not care what that consul in Tunstall wrote; 
I do not care about the argument that the operative in New England 
does not save money and get himahome. I beg those gentlemen to 
come with me in the next long vacation, and I count in my mind on 
my fingers village after village by the score that are manufacturing 
villages, and some of them in my own prosperous State, that were 
woods and fields and rocky streams ten, fifteen, twenty, or thirty years 
ago. No capitalist went into them. I bear one in mind now. I do 
not think the man had $5,000. He wentinto that little valley because 
the hillsides were surrounded with woods that he could cut for charcoal 
for his ax factory; and now there is a population of from 2,000 to 3,000 
there. Thereis nobody in that town now worth $100,000, and never has 
been such a person there. I think the estate of the chief promoter of 
that enterprise, who worked at it forty or fifty years, is not worth more 
than $100,000. All along that beautiful hiliside and along the banks 
of that stream are the neat little cottages, and some of the superior 
class—higher grade and lower grade—comfortable homes and prosper- 
ous savings-banks and churches and school-houses; and every dollar, so 
far as I know, is directly traceable to the one man with a few thousand 
dollars who started a little bit of an ax factory there. 

Tell me that these operatives do not save! I speak of the town of 
Winsted. I am old enough to know how it looked in 1837. I can go 
there and drive the Senator for hours along streams and roads there 
and in Plymouth and in the vicinity of Waterbury and the town of 
Stonington and all around there, riding by house after house and place 
after place that has been got from the earnings of the families who 
worked in the factories. The father worked and likely the wife 
worked when she was young, before she was married. They got ac- 
quainted there and married there, and the children grew up, and the 
increment of all these earnings made a home where the old people live 
now. 

I do not care what your books say; I know the people, and when the 
Senator tells me that these’savings-banks deposits do not represent earn- 
ings I ask him whether he supposes that there are 219,993 rich people 
in Connecticut who have got $500 each lying in our savings-banks? 

Mr. ALLISON. How many? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Two hundred and nineteen thousand nine hun- 
dred and ninety-three people in my State have money in sums of less 
than $500 each in the savings-banks. The population of Connecticut 
in 1880 was 622,700. Judging by previous decades, I think it fair to 
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say that we are just about 660,000 people now. The total number of 
depositors in the savings-banks is 278,415. I have taken the trouble 
to cipher a little, and that is 42.6 per cent., nearly 43 per cent., of all 
our people, men, women, children, old men, babies, and all—about 43 
per cent. of them have money in the savings-banks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Connecticut state how many 
persons there are in Connecticut engaged in useful occupations? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not the census statistics. I know thereare 
very few indeed who are not doing something for a living. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt the number of depositors in the 
savings-banks is almost precisely identical with the number of persons 
engaged in gainful occupations, the wage-earners of the State. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Keally those who have money in the banks are 
42.6 per cent. and those who have not are 57.4 per cent.; and those 
who have $500 and less, the aforesaid 219,993, are within a few of one- 
quarter of the people of the State; just about one-fourth of all the peo- 
ple of the'State. 

Now, sir, I can say with regard to this matter that I know better 
than any man who theorizes outside, and I can prove it to those gentle- 
men if they will come with me, and I will open to them the books of 
the saving-banks that have from a half million dollars up to $10,000,000 
on deposit. They may go into Bridgeport, a town of 25,000 inhabit- 
ants that has grown up by manufactures, and they will find some eight 
or nine thousand depositors in that city. Some come from across the 
river in Stratford or down in Fairfield. Perhaps that is a sample of 
the factory population, with eight or ten thousand depositors in that 
savings-bank. 

Do not tell me this is not money saved by the operatives. Where 
does it come from? You count upon your fingers the men who are 
worth $100,000 in the country; and you will find a great many when 
you begin to go further down, some with $50,000, some with $25,000, 
and some with twenty, fifteen, ten, and five thousand dollars; these 
latter begin to be large, and that is the result of our system of industry. 
1 do not care for theories as against these indisputable facts. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I will not use the word “‘ fair,’’ but it 
is not a legitimate mode of discussion for a Senator to state that he puts 
his individus! knowledge into a debate here against public and official 
statements 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mark, if the Senator please, that I do that in this 
one thing as to people who work in factories having saved money. I 
do not care who says they have not. I know them by the thousand. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, that settles it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It does settle it as to our region of country. 

Mr. VEST. That makes an issue which by no sort of reasoning can 
be met. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ispeak officially in that matter as well as any 
clerk in a Department. Iam a Senator, and I know the people. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. That asa matter of course makes no issue 
which is possible of solution in a logical way in a body like this. 

I am not responsible for these statements. I have never arrogated 
to myseli any personal knowledge about the operatives in New England. 
I have never belonged to that school of philanthropists who find them- 
selves called upon to go into any localities other than those where their 
legitimate business is, to investigate the condition of the people. I 
find public, authoritative publications made by regularly organized and 
legal bodies established for that purpose, with reports from savings- 
banks’ officers under oath, with statements as to where the deposits 
come from; and if the Senator from Connecticut wants to put his per- 
sonal knowledge against these statements, that is a question of taste 
with which I have nothing to do. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I put against those statements the sworn reports of 
our savings-banks in Connecticut, and the report of the bank commis- 
sioners of that State—my State’s official documents on that subject. 

Mr. VEST. I have not examined them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Here they are. 

Mr. VEST. And I had nothing to say this morning about the re- 
ports of any statistics of the bureau of labor or statistics in the State 
of Connecticut. I have not done that, but I have put herein evidence 
the reports of the bureau of statistics of labor for the State of Mas- 
sachusetis fer what they are worth. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Fifteen years old. 

Mr. HOAR. Seventeen years old. 

Mr. VEST. One report was made in 1873, and that is the last I could 
obtain from the Librarian of the Congressional Library. 

Mr. HOAR. They were for the period of 1872—seventeen years ago. 

Mr. VEST. There were the reports for 1871, 1872, and 1873, and 
they were all I could get. Ifany Senator has laterreports I shall be 
obliged to him if he will return them to the Library so th»xt I may in- 
vestigate them. I use the material that is farnished me. 

As & matter of course that argument is just as good fifteen years ago 
as it is in regard to last year’s condition of the operatives in New Eng- 
land, because the same system was in operation as this year, the pro- 
tective tariff was as much in force then as to-day; and if gentlemen’s 
rose-colored statements in regard to the condition of the operatives 
under the high protective tariff are true they were true in 1871, 1872, 
and 1873 as much so as to-day. I am not responsible for these state- 
ments. They were furnished by legislative authority, and that is the 
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only way in which I can arrive at a proper understanding. I am not 
going to make any personal issue with the Senator from Connecticut 
that is not susceptible of solution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no necessity for any issue. Iam 
putting a document against his, and I havea little personal knowledge 
too. 

Mr. VEST. I madeno statement about theState of Connecticut. I 
read here the testimony of a Mr. Howard, I believe, who said he was 
acquainted with the condition of the operatives in all the New Eng- 
land States. I read that, and if there is any issue as to Connecticut 
it was made by him under that general language. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The difficulty with the Senator’s argument is that 
if it be true there ought to be an enormous pauper population in my 
State and in Rhode Island and Massachusetts, and there is no such 
thing. The pauperism is very small. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator has the document inhishand. I have not 
examined it. Does that document undertake to show the proportion 
or any approximate proportion of the deposits made by workingmen 
and by others? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; it does not state how many there are from out- 
side of the State, but I know the great majority of them are Connec- 
ticut people, because they do not come from the extreme Western States. 
They can do better with their money there than to bring it to our State 
and get 4 per cent. Eighty million dollars of this $102,000,000 in this 
little State is content to receive 4 per cent. dividends; a very few pay 
something over that, but the body of them stands at 4 per cent., some 
at 3}, some at 4}, and some at 44. Men do not come from Massachu- 
setts to put money in our banks to get that; they do not come from 
Rhode Island to do it; they do not come over from New York to do it, 
because as you move westward from the Hudson River, as a general 
rule, money gets higher returns invested in land or invested in manu- 
factures than it gets in the older States. That is the uniform rule. 
Our people lend their money West, and in the West get 4, 5, 6, 7, or 
8 per cent. for it. They used to get more than that, but asthe country 
has settled up and the people there have saved money they will not 
pay so much. They do not need to pay it for improvements of the 
farms, because the improvements are made. 

The Senator has not told me how he would get along with 219,000 
people in our State who are rich who make these deposits. It is im- 
possible to suppose they are other than this great body of working 
people. And the increase in the number of small depositors he will 
find from $150 to $200 in the year 1887 was 8,734, and the increase in 
the total depositors during the year 1887—this report is just one year 
old, and the other is coming in to-morrow to the Connecticut Legisla- 
ture—was $4,756,113.87, a total of $102,189,934.72 of deposits, and the 
interest on hand not paid, and a reasonable surplus, bring the total in 
those banks that belongs to the people to $107,000,000. 

You find that all around us it is the same way. It isimpossible to 
find that without being compelled to believe that industry, and pretty 
steady industry, and good habits characterize the majority of the peo- 
ple, saving their wages with a view to a better future and a hopeful 
future before them. There is the stimulus all around New England. 
Take the Irish servant girls in the towns and I venture to say that 80 
per cent. of them have got their little savings-bank book, and the joke 
in my town is that the Irish girls own the town, because our merchants, 
capitalists, and speculators will go to the savings-banks and borrow 
money, formerly at 6 and nowat 5 per cent., because they can make 
more with it, and the savings of the poorer people are in that way util- 
ized. 


These are the results not alone of a protective tariff. I do not pre- 
tend to claim that they are. These are the results of more than two 
centuries of common schools and the gospel of the Lord. That is what 
they are largely deducible from. But the tariff has not kept our peo- 
ple from saving money; it hasnot robbed them. There are manufact- 
uring concerns there, by the way, that do appear to divide 8, 10, and 
12 per cent. on their capital. I have one of these in my mind, a 
one, that manages to get out something like 12 per cent. now. 
what is the fact? I remember, about twenty-five years ago, when 
concern failed and the whole outfit sold for $200,000 that had 
million and a half; and as they more money together they 
call in some money to run it, to it up, and it went up to 
tal of $1,600,000 and owning property that could not be replaced 
$4,800,000 or $5,000,000. 

This 12 per cent. is paid upon sunken and buried money. 
4 per cent. on the actual cost of what these buildings and properties 
are worth, or 4 per cent. on what it would cost te replace them. By 
and by New England will all be dotted over with buried foundations 
of industries like those monstrous piers that are below the great 
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I have just one word more. Those gentlemen who made these - 
ments do not know how soon a business ie ape res, 
The secret leaks out, no matter with how much zeal it may be covered 
up, and other capital rushes into it, and I wish I could tell gentlemen 
with what satisfaction millions of dollars have been let loose in New 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. You can not drive the New England people 
into farming. I saw a statement this morning in answer to this ques- 
tien of a home market; astatement was made in one of the leading 
pers of the country that a few years ago the rural population, that is, 
the population living in the country and smal! towns, was about 60 per 
cent, of the entire population of the State of Massachusetts, and that 
a change has been brought about so that to-day there is not exceeding 
43 per cent. of the people of Massachusetts who live in cities and towns 
with a population of less than four and five thousand. Why is it, if 
this home market is to build up the agricultural States, that the agri- 
culturists of Massachusetts have abandoned their farms and gone into 
the manufacturing business in order to accumulate fortunes? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware refers to 
the downtrodden farmers of the West. Every time that this ques- 
tion has been discussed they have found a champion on that side of 
the Chamber, a champion who always exhibits his entire ignorance of 
their sentiments and of their condition before he sits down. They are 
as ignorant of the condition of the Western people as they are of the 
Eastern. They have lost sight of the fact that manufactures have 
moved West. 

They have lost sight of the fact also that there is not any portion of 
the United States where intelligence is greater than it is in the West. 
They have lost sight of the fact also that when the people met this 
question in November it was the farmers in the West who settled it. 
‘chey have lost sight of the fact that the magnificent majority of eighty- 
odd thousand in Kansas was from a farming community. They have 
lost sight of the fact that the majority in the State of Illinois for the 
doctrine of protection came from the rural districts, from the farms and 
not from the cities. They have lost sight of the fact that the State of 
Tilinois is the fourth State in the list in manufactures. They have lost 
sight of the fact that Indiana to-day manufactures almost if not quite 
as much as Connecticut, and that it was the farmers of Indiana who 
carried Indiana for Harrison and protection. They have lost sight of 
the fact that every wherein the West where the intelligence of the country 
was appealed to, where men read and where men write, and where 
men are better informed than in the section they represent, there was 
a decided vote for the American system of protection. 

I want to say to them that there are no people in the West or in the 
Northwest who are appealing to them to relieve them from the weight 
of the protective system. The people of Minnesota, when they said 
they would havea Democratic majority on the question of protection, 
turned up a bigger majority than they had given in years; and so itmay 
be said of all the Northwest and the West, including the State that I 
have the honor in part to represent, a non-mannufacturing State, but 
we know enough in the West to know that what is good for New Eng- 
land is good for us if we have got the brains and the courage to take 
advantage of the system, and that is what we are proposing to do in 
the West; and that is what, if the South will do, they will have less 
talk of poverty, and it is that which they can do. Why do they not 
manufactare? They say New England manufactures. The Senator 
from Missouri says New England manufactures a fine grade of goods. 
Does he mean to say they can not manufacture a fine grade of cotton 
goods in the South? Why not? Every advantage that a New Eng- 
land manufacturer has they have got in the South, and in many por- 
tions of it fourfold more advantages than they have in New England. If 
they lack anything it is the sturdy enterprise, the manual industry of 
the New England men. The State that the Senator represents is richer 
in natural wealth than all the States of New England, and why is it 
not a manufacturing State? Is it for lack of money? 

Mr. President, if there is so much money made in New England, as 
was said here the other day, why do not the people of Missouri borrow 
that money when they can borrow it at 4 per cent. or at 5 per cent.—6 
percent. is considered a large interest—and put itin manufactures which 
return, as was stated here to-day, 25 per cent.? Everybody knows 
that there is nothing in that. There are to-day more than two hun- 
dred kinds of railroad bonds in the United States bearing interest at 
less than 8 per cent., many of them not to exceed 5 per cent., that are 
selling far above par. There are plentyof railroad bonds in the United 
States that pay 7 per cent. interest which are selling at from 25 to 45 
per cent. premium, 

Why do the people put their money in those things if the New 
Englanders are making such extraordinary and extravagant profits? 
They are not. The difference between those people and some other 
people is that the New England people have economy, they have in- 
dustry, and they have enterprise, and when they have earned a dollar 
they put it ont, and it is a disposition that they have to become the 
owners of the houses in which they live. And ifthe South and South- 
west want to participate in the great prosperity that comes from this 
system, nobody is preventing them, nobody denies them the oppor- 
tunity. Arkansas could be a manufacturing State that would exceed 
any State in New England if her people would so choose. They have 
the opportunity and all they lack is the will, the enterprise, the in- 
dustry, and the courage to take hold of it. 

And yet the Senators from all this section of country insist that this 
isa monopoly. The Senator from Missouri to-day said it was a mo- 
nopoly. What is to prevent the capitalists of Missouri from being en- 
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gaged in thismonopoly? What is to prevent the capitalists of any 
section of the country from engaging in manufactures? There can be 
no monopoly in the manufacture of anything in this country when 
every single section of the country has an equal advantage with the 
others so far as the law is concerned, only to be changed by the condi- 
tions and the natural advantages; and whenever any section of the 
country has more natural advantages than New England, I repeat that 
all this talk about the poverty of New England comes because the men 
who repeat it on this floor are ignorant of the condition of labor in the 
East and in the West and in the Northwest. 

They have notseen the industries, they have not seen the cozy little 
homes of New England, they have not seen the honest laborer that 
has, year after year, added, it may not be a great sum, but yet a sum, 
until he has accumulated in the savings-banks of this country more 
money than all the other savings-banks in the world combined, and 
to-day, making a fair estimate for the money that may be put into 
such banks by capitalists, there are more than a thousand million dol- 
lars in the United States that belong to the men who labor day by day 
for daily or monthly wages. In the State of New York last year the 
laboring people put $25,000,000, in addition to what they already had, 
into the savings-banks of that State. 

The Senator may find some man who comes here and talks about the 
poverty of New England or the poverty of a manufacturing country, 
and yet he can not find in this country any considerable degree of pau- 
perism. I repeat, with a full knowledge of what I say, that no civil- 
ized land under the sun presents so few paupers in proportion to its 
numbers as the United States, and no land presents so few as that sec- 
tion of country where the protective system is in full force. 

Mr.REAGAN. Mr. President, 1 will not detain the Senate by any 
protracted observations, but it seems to me while the Senator from Colo- 
rado is pointing out the ignorance of persons who do notagree with him 
ju opinion on the subjects which he has discussed, he might have rec- 
ognized a fact which I think will be recognized by most persons, that 
under the operation of a protective tariff we are transferring in this 
country annually more than five hundred and probably more than six 
hundred millions of dollars from the consumers of manufactured prod- 
ucts to the makers of the manufactured products. This fact of itselt 
will account, I think, for a good deal of the wealth of which gentlemen 
have boasted this evening; and when it is remembered that these five 
or six hundred millions of dollars are transferred substantially from 
the West and South, the agricultural portions of the country, to the 
manufacturing States of the Northeast, we understand another reason 
why the people of that portion of the country should be prosperous and 
why the people of other portions of the country should be less prosper- 
ous. 

I was surprised to hear the Senator from Colorado speak of the pros- 
perity of the West as compared with that of the Northeast. It is 
true that nature has spread her bounties there; a soil unequaled in 
its fertility, productions valuable, yet with all the advantage of nature 
which the great West has, statistics have been shown here that hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars’ worth of farmsin the West are mortgaged 
to capital, secured to the manufacturers of the East by that process of 
transfer of capital to which I have referred, from the consumers to the 
manufacturers. And the fact has been shown here—I shall not go into 
it now, but Senators will remember it—that relatively the agricultural 
States have not increased in wealth as the Senator from Colorado sup- 
poses, while the manufacturing States have increased enormously in 
wealth. While they own in the manufacturing States their own prop- 
erty, they own hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of the property 
of the people of the West and Sonth, and hold mortgages upon their 
farms to pay for it, which, if enforced, would bankrupt the West to- 
da 


Mr. President, it is not simply that the people of the manufacturing 
States are a different people, more thrifty, more industrious than the 
people elsewhere. We are all of the same race and the same lineage. 
Give us equal chances and we willall prosper alike or sufferalike. But 
change the legislation, if you will, so as to tax the manufacturing States 
47 per cent. on their purchases of all such artitles as are taxed as im- 
ports, and transfer that annually to the West and South for ten years, 
and you will find the West and South teeming with wealth; you will 
find there the beautiful cottages, the ornamented grounds, the pleas- 
ant homes that Senators have described as being in New England, and 
our friends of New England would come to the conclusion that they 
were a pretty lazy and lousy set after they had stood that tax for ten 
years. Senators ought to understand that they may make such speeches 
as they please, but there stands the great monumental question unan- 
swered and unanswerable, that hundreds of millions of dollars are being 
transferred by operation of law, without price and without considera- 
tion, annually from the consumers of manufactured products to the 
manufacturers themselves. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Texas would study the statis- 
tics of the Government he would find out that the poverty-stricken 
country of which a has increased faster in wealth since 1860 
than the New Engl section of which he speaks. He would find, 
Mr. President—— ; 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to ask the Senator a question at a con- 
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venient time, if he will permit me. He can state the answer very 
much better than I can. I will ask him whether the mortgages which 
the Western people give to the Eastern people are, as a rule, an indi- 
cation of embarrassment or poverty, or whether they are not simply a 
young community, young men getting the advantages of credit in de- 
veloping their farms, buying their farms, borrowing the money to pay 
for them, and then paying off the mortgages; whether, in other words, 
the Western mortgages are not put on by men who are prosperous and 
thriving ? 

Mr. TELLER. I will say in reply to that, before I touch another 
subject, that the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture, who sent 
out ial examiners for the purpose of determining what was the con- 
dition of the farmers of the United States, shows that in nearly all the 
States, if not all, the farm indebtedness has been decreasing for a nnm- 
ber of years. It is less to-day in proportion than it was ten years ago. 
It is less than it was twenty years ago. 

Now, as the Senator from Massachusetts suggests, in a new commu- 
nity a man starting a new farm, with no money, after he has gone on 
an made his home, if it is a homestead, wants money for improve- 
ments, he wants money for stock, and he borrows all the way from a 
few dollars up to a few thousand upon his farm. I deny (and the statis- 
tics of the Government will show that it is not true) that the farmers 
of this country are weighed down with debt. It is a fancy that certain 
Senators indulge in. Not long a St. Louis paper, the Republican, 
published what purported to we the indebtedness of the farmers of the 
United States, and actually took the census report of 1880 of the val- 
uation of the farms in the United States and palmed it off on the peo- 
ple of the United States as a true statement of the farm mortgages; 
and so credulous are some people that in the House of Representatives 
that was read as a fact, and it has been repeated in the Senate. It was 
stated that there was more than a thousand millions of indebtedness 
on the farms in Illinois, while the entire valuation as shown was a little 
over $1,000,000, 000. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator seriously state that the St. Louis Re- 
publican took the whole valuation of farm lands in the United States 
and said that was the amount of mortgage debt in the West? 

Mr. TELLER, I stated that it was published in the St. Louis Re- 
publican. They stated, they did not know whether truthfully or not, 
that a Missouri member of Congress in the other House presented it as 
a fact to the House. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator is certainly mistaken. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not. The State of Michigan was put down at 
what the valuation of its land was. The State of Kansas was so put 
down. The State of Illinois was put down within $9,000,000 of its 
real valuation. That statement has gone abroad, and has appeared in 
so respectable a paper as the Bankers’ Magazine, of the city of Chicago, 
as a fact. 

Mr. VEST. Ali this can be very easily ascertained by reference to 
the paper on file. I recollect that statement, and I recollect distinctly 
that the St. Louis Republican said at the time that this was an esti- 
mate based upon reports to the different granges, the local granges, who 
had taken an estimate of the amount of mortgages upon the farm lands 
in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator from Missouri will alloy me, I have the 
statement here. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; read it and let us see. 

Mr. TELLER. Wait a moment. 

Mr. VEST. Will not the Senator from Colorado allow the statement 
to be read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield? 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield in a moment. Before that is read I 
wish to say that it has been repeatedly changed in its figures. There 
have been very trifling changes as a general rule, but as it was read in Mr. 
BLAND’s speech in the other House it is verbatim as to several particu- 
lar States. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, I will read the statement. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. COKE. It is as follows: 


It would be instructive to have the exact figures showing farm mortgages in 
the United States. There is no Federal law nor general law in the States for 
collecting the statistics, and they can therefore only be estimated. A corre- 
spondent of the New York Times, writing from Gypsum City, Kans., taking 
for a basis the recent statement that one-half the farms in Mic m are mort- 
gaged, makes the following estimate for the ten leading Western States: 





sho dbase dns sssenee) cunetubusninestnennesdueses sescesctsoceensetecceteesecoet ecococzeesescccoes $701, 000, 000 
Sin TIT atid sila icialla phen ednes die ubhapennsaendirpecimiospinaiiaanannrtincenetense ecaces 000, 000 
ENN ics ceectiuseccoutnteocajasidnis Gluisteténsesdbvecunbaneieessdbcasdcbtecess eben 620, 000, 000 
Er INI. nscsnegn, 2dbibibeacehdsibasveediglltcascibdaSintnbubigesicibnbheceateeoee veces , 000, 000 
NN a ciliestininsditidtanraiiaitietinrdilieneintitnihiadinndtiaigibendbienadterninezeaistisenenciun , 000, 
Inu Minnesota. 175, 000, 000 
In Iowa ........ 351, 000, 
In Nebraska... 140, 000, 000 
In Kansas..... 200, 000, 000 
TI nsistenn dit Rashana ts aniemnivebncetseurimatintieaiienerreialaametmonnnneutbesaeiian 237, 000, 
Total farm mortgages in the tem States. .................ccccccecceeeeees 3, 422, 000, 000 


Mr. TELLER. What does it say of Illinois? 

Mr. COKE. Illinois is put down at $620,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER: Iam not mistaken at all. Kansas was given at 
$235,000,000. A member from Illinois denounced it on the floor of 
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the House when it was made, and said it would be equivalent to a 
mortgage of $30 an acre on every acre of land in the State. Yet it has 
been practically repeated when everybody knows thai there can be no 
statement made definitely of the mortgages on the farms in this country. 
Mr. VEST. The Senator has Spofford’s Almanac ? 


Mr. TELLER. I have Spofford’s Almanac. 
Mr. VEST. Is the statement as to the value of farm lands in the 


United States identical with the amounts read by the Senator from 
Texas ? 

Mr. TELLER. That is not the statement that was published in 
the St. Louis paper. It is not the statement published in the House 
debates. It has been modified, for I distinctly recollect that the State 
of Illinois was put down at one thousand million dollars, which is 
— $9,000,000 of the total valuation of all the farm lands in that 

tate. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that the state- 
ment I have just read was iaken from the Republican, and the com- 
ments of the Republican are given with the statement. 

Mr. TELLER. When was the statement taken from the Repub- 
lican ? 

Mr. COKE. I suppose six or eight months ago. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not mistaken about it, because I recollect it 
very well. To say that there is a mortgage of $17 or $18 an acre on 
every farm in Illinois isa slander upon the whole State of Illinois. 
That all the farming land in Kansas is mortgaged except $35,000,000 
isanotherslander. Thatis just in keeping with many other statements 
that have been made. It is not true. 

Mr. President, I know something about the Western country. I 
know something about the Stateof Lilinois. The population is greater, 
but there are not anything like as many men suffering under mort- 
gages in the State of Illinois as there were thirty years ago. There 
may be as many mortgages in the State, but the mortgagors are able 
to pay. They are getting better prices for their crops than they got 
thirty years ago under the semi-free-trade system. 

I wish to go buck to what I started to say. The only thing I in- 
tended to say was with reference to the increase of wealth. The State 
of Missouri, represented by the Senator who has talked to-day about 
this monopoly, has increased faster in wealth than the State of Massa- 
chusetts. So you may take State after State in the West, and the in- 
crease has been greater than it has been in any of the New England 
States. Ali this attempt to make it appear that one section of the 
country had by some hocus pocus or other got control of a system that 
inures to its benefit and to the destruction of all other portions.ef the 
country is hardly up to the intelligence of the people of this nati@n. 

I wish to repeat that the farmers of New York met this question 
when they sent down to Harlem bridge that magnificent majority in 
favor of protection. In the farming counties of that State we in- 
creased our vote, and, as I said before, the vote of the farming coun- 
ties, where the intelligence of the State is, overcame the great city of 
New York, with its ignorance and vice. Do the Senators think they 
can persuade the people of New York, or of Illinois, or of Indiana that 
the protective system is not good when they have realized its benefits, 
when they have seen manufactures grow up by their side and increase 
not only the price of their commodities but increase the price of their 
lands? To-day justin proportion as a State manufactures, so is the 
value of its farms. Where they manufacture, there the land brings a 
high price, there labor is well compensated and remunerated. 

The lowest labor and the poorest labor and the most degraded labor 
in the United States is in those States that decline to manufacture, 
that decline to takeadvantage of this American system. The best paid 
labor, the most independent labor, the most powerful labor, that which 
makes itself felt on society, is the labor of the manufacturing regions 
of the United States. New England is not the whole center of manu- 
facturing. I repeat that Dlinois is the fourth manufacturing State in 
the United States. Indiana is nearly up to Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. Quite. 

Mr. TELLER. Quite, I have no doubt, by this time, and the next 
census will show that Indiana manufactures are of more value than 
those of the State of Connecticut. They manufacture, and their farms 
by the side of the mannufactories have a market. It was the rural dis- 
tricts of that State, too, thatdetermined the electoral vote of that State 
in the recent election. 

The Senator who sits before me [Mr. PLATT] suggests that South 
Dakota has $100,000,000 of assessed value of property. Thatis nota 
manufacturing Territory. They bave grown rich. The truth is the 
whole country has grown rich; and the great high-priest of free trade 
in the city of Boston, Mr. Atkinson, declared that there never had 
been atime in the history of this country when the distribution o% 
wealth was so uniform as it is to-day. Itis a fact that every man who 
keeps close to the people and who keeps abreast of the condition of 
affairs in this country knows that there never was a time when so 
many men lived in their own houses, when so many men who Jabor 
have all the comforts of life, as they have in this country now. It is 
a notorious fact that just in proportion as the people have seized upon 
the advantages of this system and applied it, just so they have pros- 
pered and grown rich and happy and comfortable. 

I suggest that it would be a good deal better for those regions that 
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have not taken advantage of it to turn their attention to seeing how 
they can get some of this prosperity than to stand here growling at 
the prosperity of other sections of the country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, one word as respects the growth of 
Western States, and in response ¢o the Senator from Texas, who thinks 
that we are growing poorer for the benefit of New England. I do not wish 
to enter into that discussion, but I take this interesting volume called 
the American Almanac 

Mr. GEORGE. For what year? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is for the year 1888, the latest. 
of 1889 is not yet printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not out yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. I observea table showing that Iowa in 1860 hadan 
estimated valuation of $366 per capita. Ten years later she had an 
estimated valuation of $601 per capita, and in 1880, $871 per capita, 
showing @ reasonably vigorous and healthy increase in the State of 
Iowa, which is an agricultural State, during these three decades. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There has been an enormous increase in population 
as well as an increase in per capita weaith. 

Mr. VEST. What is the per capita of Massachusetts and Rhode 
Island? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not on that point just at this moment. In 
twenty years the State of lowa more than doubled its per capita valua- 
tion, and as a matter of fact its population substantially increased 
more than double during those twenty years. The population of Iowa 
im 1880, as I remember (it is not given here), was 1,624,000 in round 
numbers. In 1860 it was about 660,000, increasing 1,000,000 between 
1860 and 1880, and passing through some distressing periods during 
that time, which I shall not stop te relate. 

I would not have said a word but for the fact that the Senator from 
Texas has taken occasion to put into the RECORD a statement that the 
farmers of Iowa owe $350,000,000. We have in Iowa 33,000,000 acres 
of land, and I think I can say that it is nearly all arable land. Cer- 
tainly ninety-nine one-hundredths of those acres are acres fit for culti- 
vation. According to that statement, published of course in a news- 
paper, reiterated in the House of Representatives, and now resurrected 
by the Senator from Texas, it would disclose a mortgage of $10 per 
acre upon each acre ofland in the State of Iowa, and a fraction besides. 
Is there any man of sense or any man who has any knowledge on the 
subject who believes that? 

When that statement was first made a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives telegraphed to the governor of Iowa to ascertain as nearly 
as comid be ascertained from the State census of 1885 and other docu- 
ment#fn the capitol of the State the actual indebtedness of the people 
of the State of Iowa, including indebtedness of every name nat- 
ure. The answer was that it was less than $70,000,000, and I vent- 
ure the statement now, in the presence of the Senate, thatall the sub- 
sisting mortgages upon the farms of Iowa do not reach $70,000,000. 

I wish to say another thing, because I do not intend that Connecti- 
cut, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island shall ran away with the idea 
that they are the only prosperous people in this country. 

Mr. PLATT. We donot, 

Mr. ALLISON, I thought the Senator from Texas seemed to carry 
the idea that we were all in poverty and rags except New England. I 
live in a city of 30,000 people. We take a semi-decennial census in the 
State of Iowa. That wes taken in 1885. The ple of the city in 
which I live are all working people, because we have not so accumu- 
lated means there that we have a capitalistic, monopolistic, bondhold- 
ing, or money-lending class. We are a people who are at work day by 
day, beginning in the morning as early as they do in Texas, and work- 
ing as late as they do there at night. 

Of a)l those people more than four-fifths live in houses which they own, 
and I venture the statement that a careful ascertainment of the popu- 
lation of the city in which I live will disclose that ths of the 
peop!e of that city own the houses in which they dwell. I merely men- 
tion this for the purpose of showing that a great deal of this statement 
as respects the prosperity of different sections of our country must be 
taken cum grano. 

I wish to say another thing, and I do not intend to say it as respects 
the tariff. Our system, whatever it is, whether it be our land system, 
our labor system, or our system of government, evolves in e State 
in this Union a condition of prosperity not found elsewhere; and I vent- 
ure to say that in the State in which I live there is at this moment a 
high condition of prosperity among ouragriculturists, among our laborers 
and producers whatever they may be engaged in producing. As re- 

epects our present condition, I must dissent, therefore, from the idea 
suggested by the Senator from Texas nearest tome [Mr. REAGAN] 
that we are making great contributions to other sections of this coun- 
try at our own expense. They may be prospering more rapidly than 
‘we are. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him just 
at that point? As to the increase of ta wealth between 1870 
and 1850 in the three New England States mentioned, it was $105 per 
capita in Massachusetts and $153 in Rhode Island, while in Connecti- 
cut there was a decrease of $73 per capita between 1870and 1880, The 
increase in Lowa in the same decade was $270 per capita. 


I believe that 
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Mr. ALLISON. I thank theSenator for thei Itis only 
a confirmation of what seemed to me to be the condition of prosperity 
in my own State. 

These are the conditions in the part of country in which I live and 
about which I have special knowledge. Whilst it is true, as the Sen- 
ator from Texas (Mr. CokE] has stated, that there are mortgages upon 
farms in my State, it is also true that in the greater part these mort- 
gages are in the newer portions of our State and have been put upon 
farms vw the purpose of their rapid development; and in that sense 
probably you may account to a large degree for the great prosperity in 
lowa between 1870 and 1880. When the census of 1870 was ian 
about one-sixth of the northwestern portion of the State in which I 
live and which I represent with my colleague on this floor, was practi- 
cally an uninhabited section, that is to say, it contained a sparse pop- 
ulation. Between 1870 and this moment that has become the most 
prosperous agricultural region in our State, and it is dotted over with 
prosperous farms. In every part of it railroads have threaded their 
pathway through it; and thus that isa prosperous region. 

But the men whoare engaged in developing these farms and open- 
ing up these new communities have been compelled to go to the East 
perhaps, or to certain agencies, to procure money with which to aid 
them rapidly to develop these farms. That is what they have done. 
Therefore, so far from these mortgages being an indication of poverty, 
they are in many cases, perhapsin nine-tenths of the cases, indications 
of rapid and successful development. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa, if 
he will allow me to put a question on that subject, whether there is 
any considerable cation in the payment of interest or of install- 
sean ipal on those farm mortgages in his State to which he 

udes 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no accurate information on that subject, but 
incidentally I have some knowledge, and that is that on the mortgages 
in my State there is scarcely a defalcation, and if a defalcation occurs it 
is only for a brief period. In other werds, the occupation of the law- 
yer, the counselor, and the attorney is practically an occupation of 
the past in my State, as members of the profession complain, for the 
reason that there are no foreclosures of mortgages. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator one additional 
question, and that is whether as a general rule the annual payments 
of interest and installments of principal are not paid from the profits 
of the farms? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly they are. In the northwestern re- 
gion of which I speak, and which goes far into the Territory of Dakota, 
1 have known instances where farmers have made the cost of their lands 
in a sipgle year on the product of a good farm. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I have learned a good deal in the course 
of this debate. I have learned among other things that the higher the 
tax imposed upon the goods the the goods. I have now learned 
from the Senator from Iowa that a vy mortgage on the plantation 
is an evidence of the prosperity of the owner. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to interrupt the Senator long enongh to say 
to him that he has not learned that fact from me, because I did not 
state it. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator stated that it was not an evidence of 
want of thrift or prosperity, but that, on the contrary, it was evidence 
of a high degree of poe. he not say that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated, and I repeat, that the fact that a farmer 

if please, or a manufacturer borrows money is not - 
of poverty, but it may be an indication, and 
in most cases in my own State it is an indication of prosperity. 

Mr. VANCE. That is substantially what Isaid. That is a very 
important economic fact, Mr. President. 

The Senator from Colorado [ Mr. ene oe te aatien of country 
in which I live the honor to intimate that it was want of intelligence 
that caused the people there to think that they were not enriched by 
taxation, and he said thatall the champions of the agricultural people 
who rose on this side displayed quite as much ignorance on the sub- 
jeet as they did. Colonel is once to have said con- 
cerning men who aver that mankind are superior to womankind that 
under the laws of evidence they could not put themselves in evidence 
of the fact. With the statement before me, I think I can say to the 

with his claim of superior intelligence on the 
of Colorado, that he can not put 
either can the Senator from Iowa, 
ving learned these very important politico- 
to meditate over them during the quiet 
hours of the night, I move that the Senate adjourn. 
4 I wish Senator would withdraw that motion fora 
moment. I wish to say one or two words only on this question. 

Mr. VANCE. Ifthe Senator will renew the motion when he isdone, 
I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. The Senator from Iowa has stated sub- 
stantiaily what I tried to get the floor to say some time ago, and of 
course a great deal better I could have said it; but I wish to say 
that both the Senators from Texas and the Senator from Missouri and 
the Senator from North Carolina, when they speak of the mortgages in 
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the West as an evidence of want of prosperity, seem to me to overlook 
‘what is the history of all youth, whether it is the youth of an 
individual or the youth of acommunity. I suppose that every 


thriving and le young man who starts in America starts in debt 
to some extent. He gets married or he wants to get married, and the 
first thing he does is to get a little piece of land and put up a house 
and mortgage it; and that transaction is the one thing which anchors 
him to the community where he lives and makes him a fixed, settled, 
thriving, steadfast citizen. 

Now, that is the history of our Western States. What would have 
happened with one of our new Territories, with its mines, with its azri- 
cultural lands, with its railroads, if it were not for the credit system 
in this country? How many of the Western railroads which have 
opened those countries would you have had if the people had waited 
until they had laid up and saved the money which they paid for.them ? 
How many Western farms, how many Western farm-houses, or barns, 
or fences, or other improvements would you have had if you had waited 
until their owners wrung out of the soil, without credit, the means to 
make the payment? 

These debts, as an almost universal rule, are the signs of thriving, 
vigorous life and of good credit. They are the things which have en- 
abled these Western communities to be developed and to grow. In- 
stead, therefore, of being, as the Senators state, a sign of dependence, 
it is a sign of thrift and growth and rapid life. 

Mr. VANCE. I renew my motion. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me just to put in evidence one 
statement? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; if he will renew the motion. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Colorado made the statement that the 
St. Louis Republican, a Democratic paper, had stated, and it had been 
repeated by a Democratic member of Congress in the other House, that 
the amount of mo on Western farm lands was equal to the whole 
amount of the estimated value of the lands. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; I did not make any such statement. 

Mr. VEST. What was the Senator’s statement? 

Mr. TELLER. I said that they published the statement of the 
amount of indebtedness, which I say was equal to the estimated value. 
They did not say it was equal, The Senator misu me. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. Now, I happen to have—— 

Mr. TELLER. Isaid they published Kansas as having $235, 000,000 
of farm mortgages, and that was the value of the farm lands in the 
State in 1880. 

Mr, VEST. I happen to have in my scrap-book the identical article, 
which I thought I could not have forgotten, from the St. Louis Repub- 
lican. It says: 


They tell us the agricultural States have 
red under protect 


wn rich,too. They have also 
un ion. See how farms 


ve multiplied in the West and 
Mich 


orthwest, and see how railroads have been built in Illinois, igan, and 
Wisconsin, and the States and Territories west of the Mississippi, even to the 
Pacific—and bow this vast ion has been subdued to settlement! 


All true. But who owns farms and railroads in the Western States? 
In one word, who owns the West? The people of the West, it might be an- 
swered, but the answer would not be truce, as a few indisputable will 
sufficiently prove. 

First, as to farms. In 1880 there were 138. farms in Kansas, 256,000 in Hli- 
nois, 194,000 in Indiana, 247,000 in Ohio, 1 in Iowa, 154,000 in Michigan, and 
131,200 in Wisconsin, making a total of 1,309,100 in seven States named. 


Now, it gives the statement as to the amount of indebtedness: 
Recent statisties— 
Just what I said this paper stated— 


associations and printed in farm journals make the fol- 
rm mortgages in these same States. 


Mr. TELLER. Now, let the Senator read them. 
The table given is as follows: 


collected by gran 
lowing exhibit of 


Mr. VEST. Well. 





are so startling in their enormity as to seem incredible. 
their accuracy. 


Mr. TELLER. I did not say they did. 
Mr. VEST. The paper continues: 
= represent the 1,309,100 farms in seven Western States as inecumbered, 


We do not vouch for 


They do not pretend to vouch for their accuracy. This paper never 
pretended to vouch for it. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not say that it did. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senater to make the absolute state- 
ment that this had been repeated in the House of Representatives. 


The Senator from Iowa, I may be permitted to say, speaks of the 
wealth in his State. I have here the statement of the railroad com- 
missioners of Iowa as to the ownership of the railroads in Iowa, which 
is of course counted in the wealth of the State of Iowa: 

The last report— 

The official report— 
of the Iowa railroad commissioners states that only one out of forty stockhold- 
ers in Iowa roads lives in the State, and only one-seventieth of the capital stock 
is held in the State. In Illinois a similar condition of things prevails. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to interrupt the Senator right there. In 
the estimate, as I understand it, in Spofford’s Almanac, the railroads 
are not included. It includes the real and personal property. The 
railroads in my State as capitalized would be more than the whole 
statement of 1880 as to the wealth of Iowa. 

Mr. VEST. I happen to have that right here. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, let us hear what it is. 

Mr. VEST. Iowa, stocksand bonds, $105,000,000. That is, in rail- 
roads. Net earnings, $2,180,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will withdraw my remark. If it is only 
$105,000,000, it cuts a very small figure in the wealth of the State. 

Mr. VEST. I happen to have those statistics. It gives also the 
railroads in the different States. In Kansas the stocks and bonds of 
railroads by the last report are $195,700,000, and their net earnings 
amount to $9,440,000; Illinois, stocks and bonds $640,000,000, and 
their earnings $16,000,000; Indiana, stocks and bonds $320,000, 000, net 
earnings $5,700,000; Iowa, stocks and bonds $105,000,000, net earn- 
ings $2,180,000; Michigan, stocks and bonds $214,000,000, net earnings 
$5,000,000; Wisconsin, stocks and bonds $236,000,000, net earnings 
$6,900,000; Ohio, stocks and bonds $767,000,000, net earnings $12,- 
300,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I wish to say a word aboutrailroads. I may 
have been mistaken as to the inclusion of railways in the real and 
personal property in Iowa, but inasmuch as the total realand personal 
property of Iowa, as shown by the census of 1880, is $1,415,000,000, 
in round numbers, as I recollect, not having the book before me, it 
may possibly include railroad property. If it does, it only includes 
$105,000,000 in value, according to the statement of the Senator from 
Missouri; and that the indebtedness of the State is only 5 per cent. 
upon the wealth of the State, as shown by Spofford’s Almanac. 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt that Iowa is a wealthy State. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not desire to detain the Senate, but I wish to 
show that I was correct in my statement, and that the quotation of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] is not correct. 

In the report of which I spoke Kansas is put down at $225,000, 000 of 
mortg . That is the entire valneof the farm lands of Kansas, lack- 
ing $178,936. 

Mr. VEST. The assessed valucstion of all Statesis given just below. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I om talking about. They took this 
list. It was notanaccident. The farm lands of I}inois are put down 
as having $1,000,000,000 of mortgages. The value of the farm lands 
of Illinois is $1,009,000,000, so that it is within $9,000,000 of the 
amount. Ohiois put down as having $1,227,000, 0000f farm mortgages, 
which is $100,000,000 more than the value of all the farmsin the State 
in 1880. Michigan is put down at a little more than the value of all 
the farm lands in the State, just a trifle, it being $499,000,000, and 
they put the mortgages at $500,000, 000. 

So you may take the whole listthroagh; there is not a word of truth 
in the statement. I admit the paper stated that it did not vouch for 
its accuracy, but it went out and was adopted, as I said, by a member 
of the other House, and has been repeated on the stump again and 
again all over the country. It is not true, and to-morrow when the 
Senate has time I shall put in the Recorp what the Agricultural 
Burean said about the farm mortgages in the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Thursday, January 3, 1889, at 12 o'clock 
me ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 2, 1889. 


The House met, pursuant to adjournment, at 12 o’clock m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsurn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of the 21st day of December last was 
read and approved. 

PRINTING FOR DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting additional estimates from the Secretary of 
State of printing for that Department for the current fiscal year; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FEES AND EXPENSES UNITED STATES MARSHALS, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
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General, inclosing a letter from the United States marshal of South 
Carolina relative to the appropriation for fees and expenses of marshals 
for the fiscal year 1489; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact and of 
law iu certain spoliation claims; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

CHARTING THE SKY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary 
of the Navy of an appropriation for the purpose of photographic tele- 
scope and pointers, and for the construction of buildings for the same, 
for the proposed international project for charting the sky; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. CARUTH, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


To Mr. DALZELL, until January 7, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


To Mr. Drsse, until January 8. 

To Mr. LYMAN, indefinitely, on account of illness. 
To Mr. Morritt, indefinitely. 

To Mr. O'DONNELL, for two days, 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, by unanimous consent, 
it was ordered that the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Ship- 
Canal Company of Nicaragua, with the amendments agreed to in 
the Committee of the Whole, should be printed in the Recor» for the 
information of members. 

The bill and amendments are as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That Frederick Billings, Charles P. Daly, Daniel Ammen, 
Francis A. Stout, Horace L. Hotchkiss, Edward F. Beale, Hiram Hitchcock, O. 
Ridgley Goodwin, A. C. Cheney, J. F. O'Shaughnessy, H.C. Taylor, J. W. 
Miller, A, 8, Crowninshield, A. G. Menocal, Charles H. Stebbins, ‘I. Harrison 
Garrett, Jules Aldige, R. A. Lancaster, Alfred E. Mills, Gustav E. Kissel, Hor- 
tee Fairbanks, George H. Robinson, Alfred B. Darling, Joseph E. Macdonald, 
James Roosevelt, Christian Devries, Frederick F. Thompson, Henry A. Parr, 
and such other persons as may be associated with them and their successors 
are hereby constituted and created a body corporate and_ politic in deed and 
in law, by the name, style, and title of ‘The Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua,’’ for the construction, equipment, man ent, and ion of a ship- 
canal from the Atlantic to the ifle Ocean, either entirely through the terri- 
tory of the Republic of Ni ® or through Ni and in part through 
the territory of the Republic of Costa Rica, with such collateral, connecting, or 
eross canals as may be necessary to connect therewith, and to exercise such 
other powers as have been conferred by the Government of Nicaragua, by the 
eoncession of that Republic to the N Canal Association, through Mr. 
A. G. Menocal, its representative, and dated the 23d day of March, A. D. 1887, 
and finally approved oy the legislative and executive authority of the Republic 
on the 20th, , and 24th days of April, A. D. 1887, and such powers as the Re- 
public of Costa Rica may confer of the same kind as those named in said con- 
cession; and the said ritime Canal eee of Nicaragua, by that name 
shall have perpetual succession ; may sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded 
defend and be defended in all courts of law and equity within the Unit 
States; may make and have a common seal; and shall have and the 
rights, powers, and privileges usually possessed by similar compan Iltmay 
receive, purchase, hold, and convey such real and personal estate, property, 
and rights of property or concessionary rights as may be n to carry 
into efiect the purposes of this act; may issue stock to the amount of the value 
therecf in payment therefor, andthe stock so issued shall] be declared and taken 
to be full-paid stock and not liable to any further calls ot assessments; ¥ 
do all lawful things to secure the full enjoyment of the powers, privileges, 
rights, benefits, and grants contained in any canal concession so made by the 
Republic of Nicaragua or to be made by the Republic of Costa Rica, as afore- 
said; and to aid in the construction of said cmal and to carry out the purposes 
of this act, the said Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua is hereby author- 
ized to issue its bonds, and to secure the same mortgage on its property and 
rights of property of all kinds and descriptions, real, personal, and mixed, in- 
cluding its franchise to be a corporation. The principal office of said corpora- 
tion shall be in the city of New York, and all eta may be served upon 

office or upon the attorney 
of said company, whose name and address shal! be certified by the president of 
the company: and such certificate shall be filed in the office of the of 
State of the United States. 


The following amendments to section 1 are reported by the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union : 

By Mr. Baynr: 

Tn line 42, section 1, insert, just before the word “ value,” the words “ fair and 
reasonabie."’ 

By Mr. Houtman: 

Add at the end of the first section: “ Provided, however, That nothing in this 
act contained shall be so construed as to commit the United States to any lia- 
bility whetever for or on account of said company, nor shall the United 
be held in any wise liable or responsible in any form or by any implication for 
any debt or liability in any form which said company may incur, nor be held as 
guarantying any engagement or contract of said company, or as having as- 
sumed by virtue of this act, or otherwise, any responsibility for the acts or pro- 
ceedings of said company in any foreign country, or contracts or engagements 
entered into in the United States. 

“And thie provine shall be printed on every bond, contract, certificate of stock, 
or other obligation issued by said company.” 


Src. 2. That the capital stock of said company shall consist of not less than 
1,000,909 shares of $100 each, with the right to inerease the capital stock to 2,000,- 
000 shares of $100 each, upon the vote of two-thirds of the stock of said compan 
at any time outstanding, which shares shall in all respects be deemed 
property and shal! be transferable in such a manner as the by-laws of corpo 
ration may provide. Five incorperators, who shall be chosen by a majority of the 
Humber from those named in this act, shall have power to open books of sub- 
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scription to the capital stock of said eee in the city of New York, and at 
such other places in the United States, Nicaragua, or elsewhere, as they may 
designate, who shall receive all subscriptions for stock; and no stock shall be 
transferable except upon the books of company provided for that purpose. 
The said incorporators shall give thirty days’ notice of the time and place of 
the opening of said books, by publication in one daily ee mg in New York 
City, and one newspaper in Managua, Nica’ and onein José, Costa Rica, 
if the said canal should be in part in the territory ofthat Republic. Sixty days’ 
previous notice shall be given of the payment uired, of the time and place of 
payment by publication in one daily newspaper or of New York, and in 
one newspaper in ee Ni and one in San José,Costa Rica, ifthe said 
canal should be eee n the territory of that Republic; and in case any stock- 
holder shall neg’ or refuse to pay. in pursuance of such notice, the stock held 
by him may be sold to the highest bidderfor cash, according to the regulations 
to be made therefor in the by-laws of said company. The directors hereinafter 
provided for may adopt regulations and by-laws not inconsistent with the pro- 
visions of this act. 

By Mr. Payson: 

Add to section 2: ‘“‘ All bonds, stocks, and certificates issued for or as part of 
Se cay a of the conipany shall be issued at the principal office in the city of 

ew York.” 

And add to the above amendment the following: 

‘All shares, stocks, bonds, certificates, or other securities of this company shall 
be disposed of only for cash, to be paid into the company treasury and used for 
corporate purposes: Provided, That this shall not apply to bonds or securities 
issued ener Article L of the concession of Nicaragua te the canal associa- 
tion.’ 

By Mr. Witson, of Minnesota: 

After section 2 add the following words: 

“Sno. 3. That no certificate for stock shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. 
of the same shall be fully paid for in money at the par value of said stock, and 
the money deposited in the treasury of said company, and said stock so sub- 
scribed shall not be assignable until the whole of the sams shall be so paid in, 
and no payment on account of the capital of said company shall be made ex- 
cept in money, and said company is hereby prohibi from returning or re- 
paying any part of the money so paid. No bonds in excess of the amount of 
capital paid and received shall be authorized or issued until such paid ital 
shall amount to the sum of $5,000,000. No part of the capital stock d in 
shall be at any time withdrawn or returned to the stockholders, or in any 
manner diverted from the proper uses of the corporation. Eve —— vio- 
lating or aiding in the violation of the foregoing provisions deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished _- 
tine not exceeding $10,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding five years, or by 
both said punishments, in the discretion of the court.’’ 

Sec. 3. That the affairs of the said company shall be managed by a board of 
directors, fifteen innumber, who shall hold their office for three years and until 
their successors are duly chosen and qualified, and a majority of whom shall be 
citizens and residents of the United States. At the first election five shall be 
chosen by the stockholders for one year, five for two , and five for three 

ears, and at each annual election thereafter five shall be chosen by the stock- 

olders for three The said board sha!! elect from its number a president, 
who shall be a citizen and resident of the United Sta’ and one or more vice- 
presidents of the company, who shall hold office for such terms as the by-laws 
of said board may provide and until their successors are duly elected and shall 
have qualified. 

By Mr. LANHAM: 

In line 11, section 3, after the word “ company,” insert ‘‘ whoshall also be citi- 
zens and residents of the United States.” 

By Mr. Hotman: 

Strike out in lines 4 and 5, section 3, “‘and a majority of whom shal! be citi- 
zens and residents of the United States,” and insert “the directors shall be citi- 
zens of the United States or of Ni a, and a majority of such directors shall 
be citizens and residents of the United States.”’ 


Src. 4. That for the management and disposition of the stock, property, estate, 
and effects of the said company the board of directors may make such by-laws, 
rules, and regulations as may conform to the authority ted in suchcanal con- 
cession or concessions, and not be inconsistent with this act or the laws of the 
United States or the ee ay stipulations of the U nited States with the Gov- 
ernment of Nicaragua or o! ica, ifthe said canal should be in partin the ter- 
ritory of that Republic; and may fix the time for election of directors, and in case 
of vacancy in said board, ca by death, resignation, or otherwise, may fill the 
same. No person shall bea director who is nota stockholder, and any one ceasing 
to be a stockholder shall cease to be a director. All meetings of stockholders 
shall be held at the office of the company in the city of New York, and at least one 
such meeting shall be held in each year; but failure to elect directors on the day 
appointed by said by-laws shall not be deemed to dissolve said company, but 
such election may be holden on any day appointed thereafter by the directors 
first giving thirty days’ notice thereof, in manner aforesaid. directors, of 
whom eight, including the president, shall be a quorum, shall have full power 
touching the election or appointment of all officers of the company, and said 
officers shall hold office at wiil and pleasure of said board, 

By Mr. MAcpoNALD: 

Add to section 4 the siowtng : 

* Provided, That no oom concessions heretofore or hereafter granted by 
the N: nm and Costa Governments for or in behalf of the construc- 
tion of said canal which in any manner affects the rights of American citizens 
to the use of said canal, or which affects the right of the Government of the 
United States to have a voice in the governmental control of the use of same, 
shall be made until the consent of the Government of the United States to such 
ebange shall have been first given thereto.” 

Sec. 5. Nothing in this act contained shall be deemed or construed to in any 
wise restrict or impair any right of the United States under any treaty in force 
with the Republic of Nicaragua, 

By Mr. BLANn: 

Add to section 5: 

“And nothing herein shall be construed to estop this Government from assert- 
ing at any time any rights or powers that may now exist by virtue of the laws 
of nations or that may be uired through treaty stipula’ with respect to 
the tof transportation of the citizens of the United States or their property 
over this cana) or the country through which the same may be constructed, or 
to transport troops or munitions of war in time of peace or war.” 

By Mr. CuLBERSON: 

Add at the end of section 5 the following: 

“And nothing in this act shall be held or construed to in any manner involve 
the United States in any pecuniary obligations whatever, other than in respect 
of the payment of tolls as provided for in this act.” 

By Mr. Baxrr, of New York : 

Add as new section : 

“Said company shall make a re on the first Monday of December in each 
year to the Secret of the In’ , which shall be duly verified by the presi- 
dent and . giving detailed statement of its rs and of 

ts assets and liabilities as may be required by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
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any false statement so made shall be deemed perjury and punishable as such. 
And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to require such annual 
statement and to prescribe the form thereof and the particulars to be given 


Make “section 5” read “ section 6,” and “section 6" read “ section 7.” 


Src. 6. That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or re- 
peal this act, when in its judgment the public may so require. 

By Mr. Marsn: : 

Add to section 6: 


“ Provided, That the construction of said ship-canal shall be commenced in 
good faith within three years.” 


By Mr. Buanp: 

BRS tens ats 
“Congress hereby reserves 
regulate the toll of tariff rates for 
company or its assigns.” 


d section 6, the following 3 
*nc. 8 “That at any time ee Se nee 
have t, a’ own 0 uire purchase the en property o 
eaid company in said Ginilend he eqpuateuanees at a price equal to the actual 
cost thereof,with interest on such cost at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum.”’ 


Mr. Payson offered the following amendment, which was rejected in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; but it was a vote should 
be taken upon it in the House 


ou out -” after the word “act,” line 41, page3, to the word “ may,” inline 
, and insert: 

“All shares, stocks, bonds, certificates, or other securities which the com- 
pany oe issue to raise the corporate capital shall be executed and issued at 
the principal office in the city of New York; and all such shares, stocks, bonds, 
esutiibanion. or other securities shall be disposed of only for cash, to eo 
treasury and used for corporate purposes: Provided, this 
shall not y to bonds or securities issued under Article L (50) of the con- 
cession of Nicaragua to the canal ion.” 


It was also @ separate vote in the House should be taken upon the 
amendment o by Mr. Baxer, of Illinois, printed above. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that on Tuesday 
next, immediately after the reading of the Journal, the Committee on 
Printing be allowed one hour for the consideration of its business by 
the House. Quite a number of bills which have been considered by 
that committee may never be reached unless an order of this kind be 
made, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RrcHARD- 
SON] asks unanimous consent that on Tuesday next, immediately after 
the reading of the Journal, one hour be set apart for the consideration 
of measures reported from the Committee on Printing. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees for reports. The 
call ha been concluded, 

The SPEAKER said: The hour for the consideration of bills reported 
from committees begins at 12 o’clock and13 minutes. The call rests 
with the Committee onthe Militia, if claimed by that committee. The 
bill called up by the committee was left ished at the conclusion of 
the hour, and it was agreed, on account of the absence of the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. McAnoo], that the committee should be passed 
over without losing its right. If that committee does not desire to 
— the present morning hour the Committee on War Claims, 
which has also been passed over, is next entitled to present its busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understood the Chair to call the Committee 
on the Militia. I understood the committee had the privilege of waiv- 
—e right for the time being. 

SPEAKER. The Committee on the Militia had an unfinished 
measure pending at the expiration of its hour, and on the subsequent 
day the committee was over because of the absence of the gentle- 
— from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], who is also absent this morn- 

g- 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask that the order with reference to the call 
of that committee be continued. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Iask that the Committee on War Claims 
be over this morning without losing its place. 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky? The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 

The SPEAKER ed with the call of committees. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania (when the Committee on the Library 
was called). Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Committee on the Library 
be over without losing its place. 

SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE IN BUREAU OF ENGRAVING, ETC. 


Mr. RICHARDSON (when the Committee on Printing was called). 
I am directed by the Committee on Printing to call up the bill (H. 
R. 6172) pene for additional leave of absence for employés of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit etc., That fro d after th f this bill th 
the Grea Engraving and Printing shall be ¢ - bev in coc pears 
days’ leave of absence with pay, instead of fifteen days, as at present, so as to 
— employés on an equal footing with other employés of the Govern- 


ht to alter, amend, or repeal this act, and to 
e transportation of persons or property by 


the company 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
FEES IN CLAIMS FOR INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. MATSON. The Committee on Invalid Pensions on a previous 
call was passed over with the understanding that it should not lose its 
place. I desire now, on behalf of that committee, to call up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 4982) prohibiting the allowance of fee in any 
claim for increase of pension on account of the increase of disability 
for which the pension was allowed. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Invalid Pensions has reported 
what is substantially a substitute for this bill. Is it desired that the 
original bill as well as the substitute be read? 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the act te July 4, 1884, entitled “An 
act making apgeceenens for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes,” 
be amended by adding to the first aula, after the word “ nor,” the following: 
“shall any fee be demanded, received, or allowed; so that the section as 
amended will read as follows: 

“Src, 4. That section 4786 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to 
read as follows: 

“* ‘Sec. 4786. The agent or attorney of record in the prosecution of the case 
may cause to be filed with the Commissioner of Pensions duplicate articles of 
agreement, without additional cost to the claimant, eetting forth the fee agreed 
upon by the parties, which agreement shall be executed in the presence of and 
certified oy Seme officer competent to administer oaths. In all cases where a 
plication is made for pension or bounty land, and no agreement is filed wi 
the Commissioner as herein provided, the fee shall be $10 and no more. And 
such articles of agreement as may hereafter be filed with the Commissioner of 
Pensions are not authorized, nor will they be recognized except in claims for 
original pensions, claims for increase of pension on account of a new disability, 
in claims for restoration where a pensioner’s name has been or may he 
be dropped from the pension-rolls, on testimony taken by a special examiner, 
showing that the disability or cause of death on account of which the pension 
was allowed did not originate in the line of duty, and in cases of dependent rela- 
tives whose names have been or may hereafter be dropped from the rolls on 
like testimony, upon the und of non-dependence, and in such other cases of 
difficulty and trouble as the Commissioner of Pensions may see fit to recognize 
them: Provided, That no greater fee than $10 shall be demanded, received, or al- 
lowed in any claim for pension or bounty land granted by special act of Con- 
gress, nor shall any fee demanded, received, or allowed in any claim for in- 
crease of pension on account of the increase of the disability for which the _ - 
sion has mn allowed: And provided further, That no fee shall be demanded, 
received, or allowed inany claim for arrears of pension or arrears of increase of 
pensign allowed by any act of Congress passed subsequent to the date of the 
allowance of the original claims in which such arrears of pension or of increase 
of pension may be allowed. 

“* The articles of agreement herein provided for shall be in substance as fol- 
lows, to wit: 

“ARTICLES OF AGREEMENT, 


“* Whereas I, ——-, late a in Company ——, of the Regi- 
ment of —-— Volunteers, war of 1861 (or if the service be different, here state 
| ne Joie having made application for pension under the laws of the United 

tates : 

“* Now this ment witnesseth that for and in consideration of the services 
done and to be done in the premises, I hereby agree to allow my attorney, 

, of , the fee of —— dollars, which shall include all amounts to be 
paid for any services in furtherance of said claim; and said fee shall not be de- 
manded by or payable to my said attorney (or attorneys), in whole or in 
except in case of the nting of my ye by the Commissioner of Pensions; 
and then the same shall be paid to him (or them) in accordance with the pro- 
visions of sections 4768 and 4769 of the Revised Statutes. 

“** (Claimant's signature.) 
“* (Two witnesses’ signatures.) 


























“* STATE OF , Couniy of , 88: 


“*Be it known that on this the —— day of _ A. D. 188—, personally ap 

ared the above-named , who, after having had read over to ——, 

n the hearing and presence of the two attesting witnesses, the contents of the 

foregoing articles of agreement, voluntarily signed and acknowledged the 
same to be —— free act and deed. 











** (Official signature.) 





**And now, to wit, this —— day of , anno Domini 188— I (or we) acce 
the provisions contained in the foregoing articles of agreement, and will, tothe 
best of my (or our) ability, endeavor faithfully to represent the interest of the 
claimant in the premises. 

“* Witness my (or our) hand, the day and year first above written. 

*** (Signature of attorney.) 





“* SraTvTE oF , County of ———, ss: 


“** Personally came , whom I know to be the person he represents 
himself to be, and who, having signed above acceptance of agreement, acknowl- 
edged the same to be —— free act and deed. 








‘** (Official signature.) 


“*And if in the adjudication of any claim for pepaion in which such articles 
of ment have been or may hereafter be filed it shall appear that the claim- 
ant , prior to the execution thereof, paid to the attorney any sum for his 
services in such claim, and the amount so paid is not stipulated therein, then 
every such claim shall be adjudicated in the same manner as shenat no articles 
of agreement had been filed, deducting from the fee of $10 allowed by law such 
sum as claimant shall show that he has paid to his said attorney. 

** Any agent or attorney or other person instrumental in prosecuting any claim 
for pension or bounty land who shail directly or indirectly contract for, demand, 
or receive or retain any greater compensation for his services or instrumentality 
in prosecuting a claim for pension or bounty land than is herein provided, or 
for payment thereof at any other time or in any other manner than is herein 
provided, or who shall wrongfully withhold from a pensioner or claimant the 
whole or any part of the pension or claim allowed and due such pensioner or 
claimant, or the land warrant issued to any such claimant, shali be deemed 
guilty ofa misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall for every such of- 
fense be fined not exceeding $500 or imprisoned at hard labor not exceeding two 
years, or both, in the discretion of the court,’”’ 
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The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That no agent or attorney shall demand, receive, or be allowed any compen- 
sation in any claim for increase of pension on account of the increase of the dis- 
ability for which the pension has been allowed, or for services rendered in se- 
curing the passage of any special act of Congress granting a pension or an in- 
crease of pension in any case that has been presented at the Pension Office or is 
allowable under the general pension laws. 


“Spec. 2. Any agent, attorney, or other person instrumental in prosecuting any 
claim for increase of pension on aecount of the increase of the disability for 
which pension was allowed, or who has rendered services in procuring the pas- 
sage of any special act of Congress aes ® pension or an increase a penion 
in any case that bas been presented at the Pension Office or is allowable under 
the general laws, who shal! directly or indirectly contract for,demand, receive, 
or retain any compensation for such services, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor,and upon conviction thereof shall, for each and every s offense, be 
fined not exceeding $500, or imprisoned not exceeding two years, or both, in the 
discretion of the court.” 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill was introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY], and the substitute has been 
reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The scope of this 
substitute is to provide that no fee shall be charged by any agent or 
attorney in any claim for the increase of a pension already allowed; 
that is to say, where a pension has been allowed for a certain disabil- 
ity, and an increase of pension is asked at the Pension Office, the agent 
or attorney who may present the claim shall charge no fee for his serv- 
ice. There is no need for the allowance of any fee in a case of this 
kind. All that ought to be required is for the claimant to inform the 
Pension Office that he desires a re-examination of the disability for 
which he is pensioned. The agent is required to do absolutely noth- 
ing, except perhaps fill in the form of a blank declaration; and the 
services of an agent are not necessary, I apprehend, for that purpose. 

The substitute goes one step further than the original bill. It pro- 

vides that there shall be neo fee paid for securing the passage of any 
special act of Congress granting a pension or an increase of pension 
which is allowable under the general pension laws, or where an appli- 
cation has already been made at the Pension Office. The fee will still 
be allowed to any one who procures the passage in Congress of an orig- 
inal claim; bat when a claim has gone through the Pension Office and 
been rejected, the papers on file showing the circumstances of the case 
are readily accessible; and certainly an agent ought not to be allowed 
to charge a fee of $25 or any other sum for prosecuting a claim which 
requires no service. That is the entire bill as I understand it. The 
second section provides penalties for the violation of the provisions of 
the bill. 

I will ndw yield to the gentlemaii from Missouri [Mr. DockERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not wish to discuss the bill farther. 

Mr. MATSON, ‘Then I will yield to any other gentleman who may 
wish to be heard. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perers] has an 
amendment which he desires to offer. 

Mr. MATSON. Very well, I will yield to the gentleman from Kan- 
gas to move his amendment. 5 

Mr. PETERS. I offer the following amendment to section 1. 

The Cierk read as follows: 

) That the applicant may contract with any person in the State or Ter- 


Provided, 
ritory in which said icant lives, to pay not exceeding $3 for services rendered 
should such increase be allowed. 


Mr. PETERS. I should like to make an explanation of that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MATSON. How long? 

Mr, PETERS. Five minutes probably. 

Mr. MATSON, I yield for that length of time. 

Mr. PETERS. The substitute as reported by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions precludes the contract for making up an application for 
increase if such increase has been granted. I think this would do in- 
justice to a number of pensioners in the country who neither have the 
blanks nor are able themselves to fill out such application for increase 
of pension. Consequently the amendment i propose allows simply a 
fee not exceeding $3 to be given to attorneys at their homes who will 
furnish a blank and who will prepare the application for increase, so 
there will be some inducement for some one in each county-seat to keep 
on hand blanks and prepare applications for increase of pension. Itis 
well known there are a great many pensioners who are themselves 
unable to prepare their applications in a proper manner, and therefore 
who must look to some one else to prepare their applications for in- 
crease for them, and it is also known there are no blanks kept on hand 
in these various places except by those who are interested in prosecut- 
ing claims for pensions or for increase of pensions. My amendment, 
therefore, allows any party to contract with an attorney at his home 
for the payment of a fee not to exceed $3 for farnishing the blank and 
filling out the application for increase, which will cover all expenses of 
the preparation and execution of application for increase. This amount 
will cover all these expenses fully and completely, and I doubt whether 
there is a single pensioner who makes application for increase but will 
be williag to allow a sum not exceeding $3 to any one who will fur- 
nish him with the blank and prepare the application and present the 
case preperly to the Pension Office, 
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Mr. WEAVER. I understand the gentleman to say that his amend- 
ment provides the fee shall not exceed $3 in each case. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir; nottoexceed$3. Itis well known in these 
applications for increase of pension there is nothing to be done except 
to furnish the blank and fill it in a proper manner. All the rest de- 
pends upon the medical examiners. The party is ordered before a 
medical board for examination, and if that board decides the disability 
for which the party has been pensioned has increased since his last ex- 
amination, he is, of course, under the law, entitled to such increase of 
pension. The pension agent, therefore, in Washington or elsewhere 
can have no power in securing this increase, as it depends altogetheron 
the medical examination. I think, however, it isonly rightand would 
be justice to the pensioner to allow the payment of a small fee of $3 to 
an attorney at h.3 home, who will furnish the blank and prepare the 
application for increase of pension. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Kansas whether his amendment does not go further than he intends. 
Will it not allow the payment of fees for Congressional applications for 
increase of ion? 

Mr. PETERS. I think not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Of course the gentleman will agree with me no 
such fee should be allowed. 

Mr. PETERS. Iask the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PETERS. I will modify my amendment, confining the pay- 
ment of fees in preparing applications for increase of pension exclusively 
to such applications for increase made to the Pension Office. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have made the because it is well 
known to gentlemen these pension agents get $5 to $10 each for serv- 
ices performed by them in preparing special bills for presentation to 
Congress, when, in fact, they perform no service in securing increase of 


pension. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to cut off that class of claims on the part of 
these pension agents. They can accomplish nothing and should receive 
nothing. Itis my intention to limit the payment of thefee under my 
amendment to those who furnish blanks and prepare the applications 
for increase of pension at the homes of the pensioners. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to ask the gentleman whether he will not 
consent toan amendment tohis amendment; and that is, that this fee 
of $3 shall be paid only where it is necessary, for in most cases it is only 
necessary to apply for a medical examination, which can be done by letter 
on the part of the applicant as well as by letter on the part of the at- 
torney. I will suggest the fee of $3 to the attorney or agent shall be 
allowed only where it is , in order to secure increase of pen- 
sion, that the attorney should prepare and file something additional in 
the nature of an application. 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not think that is the case. 

Mr. PETERS. I will state to the gentleman from Kentucky thatin 
all applications for an increase of pension there is a regular blank form 
prescribed, and which is furnished by the Pension Department to the 
applicant to fill out. The applicant can not obtain a medical exami- 
nation by merely writing a letter, as suggested by the gentleman. He 
must obtain this blank, have it filled out, and make his applicationin 
the form prescribed by the department. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Here is a copy of the form required. 

Mr. PETERS. And this amendment is for the p of offering 
some encouragement to the local agents to keep these on hand 
and fill my“ up for the applicants, and limit the fee to an amount not 


exceeding 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not understand, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, that that is a rule of the Pension Office. 

Mr. PETERS. It is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have had considerable experience in the office, 
and I do not now recall any particular case where that rule was ap- 
plied. I know, on the contrary, in my own experience and observa- 
tion, that re-examinations have been had without even a letter on the 
part of the claimant where there was a of the preceding medical 
examination wherein it was intimated the disability might in- 
crease or that the pensioner might tosome degree recover. They have 
periodical examinations in many cases where the disability is what is 
designated as ‘not fixed;’’ and I think in any event the claimant 
could by merely writing a letter to the office a blank himself 
wherein everything is indicated that is necessary for him to do, and if 
he can only write intelligently I think he might do the work himself. 
This amendment encouragement to certain people to take ad- 
vantage of these applicants. In the event that there is a new applica- 
tion it might be necessary to employ some one to ——_ the papers, 
that is, where there is a new disability, and I would not object toacase 
of that kind, but it should be provided that these fees are to be con- 
tracted for and paid only when it becomes necessary to file an addi- 
tional declaration. 

Mr. PETERS. In response to the gentleman,I think the amend- 
ment sufficiently explains away the objection he makes, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. MATSON. I have no objection personally to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas. It is perhaps a very proper amendment, 
and I do not know that the committee has any objection to it; but I 

ield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THompson ], who 
also a member of the committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas should prevail. This bill was re- 
ported unanimously by the committee. ; 

I have no desire to say anything more than to merely state the posi- 
tion of the committee in regard toit, especially of the Republican mem- 
bership. There is no necessity, in —_ a for ree. an 
atto to prosecute an application for increase ion. e Pen- 
sion Office will, a proper application, furnish a to any one who 
desiees thous tae gumaion increased, and the statement to be filed is 
quite a simple one. Instructions are given on the face of the blank 
which will enable anybody who can read and write to make out the 
application. Any one who may be unable to either read or write can 
go to the nearest justice of the peace, and I do not believe that there is 
a justice of the peace in the land who will not be able to fill up the 
blank necessary to prosecute the application. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question for information just at this point. 

Under the first section of the bill if three disabilities, for instance, 
are applied for and the Pension Office allows upon one, does it preclude 
the + from ing an attorney to prosecute his claim for 
the other disabilities which the office may not have allowed? There 
are many cases in the office where they allow $2 a month for one disa- 
bility, but where other disabilities also exist which would add largely 
toe the ion if the claims were allowed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. The application for an increase must be 
based upon the evidence on file, supplemented by an examination by an 
examining board in the locality where the pensioner resides. If the 
result of the examination shows an increase of the disability since the 
last allowance, an increase will be granted in the office without any 
further But if some new case is to be made out, or a new dis- 
ability, or rerating, it will require additional evidence; and this law 
does not apply in such cases. Insuch event the applicant may employ 
his attorney and prosecute his claim as under existing laws. This re- 
fers simply to an application for an increase of pension for a disability 
already existing, and I undertake to say that there is no occasion for 
the services of un attorney, and if the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kansas prevails it opens the way for attorneys to procure, in their 
peculiar way, all cases for increases that may be pending throughout 
the country, and secure their $3 compensation in each individual case, 
where no substantial service to the applicant was or can be rendered. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that in 
the case of a bill which was passed by the House and went to the Sen- 
ate I found it had been stopped there, and upon application ascer- 
tained that it had been stopped by an ae because the applicant 
would not allow him the $10. which he claimed. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I hope the amendment of the gentle- 
men from Kansas will not prevail. 

Mr. MATSON. I yield now such time as he may desire to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ishall only want a momentor two. I do notde- 
sire to occupy the time of the House at length in view of the fact that 
the members are now fully in possession of all the facts necessary to a 
proper understanding of this measure. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas, in my opinion, should be adopted. It is offered 
- of pga caution = geet but a small amount of money; 
t insures the preparation of the necessary papers for the pensioners 
throughout the country, who may be themselves unable to prepare 
them, and authorizes a sufficient amount for any service that can pos- 
sibly be rendered by attorneys in such cases. For that reason I be- 
lieve the amendment should be 

Mr. MATSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Lilinois 


Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Matson] if under the existing law the contract for attorneys’ fees 


must be approved by the Commissioner of Pensions or the Secretary of 


~ was a ee ee fees must 
Mr. MATSON. Where it exceeds $10. 

Mr. CANNON. Where it exceeds $10. I think the law might well 
be amended. I want to suggest an amendment here to this bill so as 


ee ae ap thn named pe fmt pw 
attention to legislation presenta’ case of party 
who desires special legislation. Of course I understand, with other gen- 
tlemen, that abuses have been committed by parties who are anxious 
to make a profit and who sometimes perhaps have but little conscience 


claim for increase of pension on account of increase of 
pension has 
of the Interior. 


lid Pensions by unanimous voice decline. *o do. 








in dealing with their fellow-men, and I fear we are about to add to 
abuses by the proposed legislation. I can conceive of many cases, and 
no doubt many cases do exist, where men are either ignorant or poor 
and where they are absolutely entitled to an increase of their pension, 
but where, for want of proper knowledge and ability to attend to it 
themselves, they do not get it. 

You propose to shut the door in the face of that class of people—the 
weakest and most defenseless people of the country—and say to them 
you shall not have the privilege of agreeing to pay a contingent fee of 
$10 to an attorney who will take the time and expend the money neces- 
sary to prepare your case for proper presentation at the Pension Office 
or by way of petition or affidavit to the Congress for consideration. 

Mr.DOCKERY. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, it is not difficult to 
furnish the applicant for pension the proper opportunities to present 
his claim, or that the parties should not be sufficiently remunerated for 
the services rendered in prosecuting those claims; but it seems to me 
the gentleman from Illinois wants to go beyond that, and give larger 
powers—— 

Mr. CANNON. Would the gentleman undertake by law to inter- 
fere with the power of a great block of citizens of the country to con- 
tract for the payment of a contingent fee; in other words, to become 
the guardian by law of every individual in the country who has a pen- 


sion claim, running up perhaps to half a million? If you do, in many 


eases it is a grave question to my mind whether there will not be a 


much greater abuse than that which now exists under present legisla- 
tion. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me to get through with 


this sentence. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I want to puta question right here. 
Mr. CANNON. I am perfectly willing to vote for a modification of 


the law, as follows: Say in line 6 of the proposed substitute you insert 


“unless the contract shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior;’’ 


so as to read: 


No agent or attorney shall receive or be allowed [oe in an 
disability for whi 
been allowed unless the contract shall be approved by the Secretary 


Mr. DOCKERY. That wonld leave the fee at $10. 

Mr. CANNON. If approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But that is exactly what the Committee on Inva- 
They think that in 
“* straight increase cases ’’ $10 is an unneces.ary imposition on the ap- 


plicant. 


Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me I will state that I 


have no doubt in the majority of cases the payment of any fee in an 
increase claim is unnecessary; but I am of the opinion there is a large 


majority of cases where the payment of a contingent fee is proper; and 
if you deny an individual the right to contract for the payment of a 
contingent fee under any circumstances, you deny him that justice 
which he should receive from the Government. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will permit me, I willsay, in con- 
clusion, if you offer an amendment to the law that requires the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior in each case before any contract 
will be recognized, it occurs tome you would do more good than would 
be accomplished if the bill were passed in its present condition. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Cannon] pro- 
poses to amend it so that any contract made for a fee in a case for in- 
crease shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
so that the contract might be made for $10, $100, or $1,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; not exceeding $10. 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman did not so state it, 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman so meant. 

Mr. MATSON. I accept, then, the meaning of the gentleman, 

Mr. CANNON. All I want to get is a proper amendment. 

Mr. MATSON. This bill has been reported by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions for the express purpose of protecting the weak and un- 
intelligent. ‘That is the very proposition here. The fact is that these 
claimants who are weak and unintelligent are persuaded by claim agents 
that they need attorneys in cases where they make an application for 
an increase of pension. Where they are already pensioned they do not 
need an attorney, and all intelligent men know tpat an attorney can be 
of no service to them. All that is required is that the claim should be 
made out and sent tothe office. The bill is intended to protect the weak 
and unintelligent, from whom millions of dollars have been taken under 
these fees for increase claims. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, as I understand the law and the 
practice, it is this: The rate of pension is determined by the opinion of 
the local medical examining board as reviewed by the medical referee 
in the Pension t, and not influenced or in any wise affected 
by the fee that may be paid to the attorney. It is wholly a question 
of medical opinion, and the attorney can not render any substantial 
services. At least the amount of the Peters amendment will certainly 
fully compensate. 
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Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has 
not perhaps observed that this provision is confined exclusively to cases 
where the application is on account of a disability for which the claim- 
ant is already pensioned. It does not apply in any case where there is 
a new disability, but only to cases where the application is for an in- 
crease on account of a disability for which the applicant is already 
drawing a pension. Now, in such cases there is no need of an attorney, 
and he can not render any service of value to the applicant because the 
question is merely a medical one. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] insists that if an attorney writes out an application he ought 
to be entitled to a fee of $3. So far asI am concerned I have no per- 
sonal objection to that, but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THomp- 
son], who represents the committee as well as I do, says that he has. 
It seems to me, however, the underlying idea of refusing to give a fee 
where there is no need of the services of an attorney is certainly cor- 
rect. I yield now to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Apams]. 

Mr.CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to offer my amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MATSON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I doubt whether any fee should be al- 
lowed for services in passing a pension bill through Congress. If this 
substitute passes, then such fees may be allowed, and, as I understand 
it, the Pension Office will retain the pension in order to secure the pay- 
ment of the fee in cases which have not been presented at the Pension 
Office or are not allowable under the general pension law. I believe 
that the passage of this substitute in its present form will give rise to 
controversy in numerous instances as to whether the particular case is 
one which is allowable under the general pension law, and if we for- 
bid the payment of fees in cases which have been presented at the Pen- 
sion Office, or which are allowable under the general pension law, I 
see no harm in forbidding them likewise in cases that have not been so 
presented and are not soallowable. Therefore Isuggest that the words 
covering that point are unnecessary, and that the retention of them in 
the bill will give rise to a great deal of trouble hereafter, because pen- 
sion agents will see to it that the claims are not presented, or will try 
to make out that they are not liable under the general pension laws. 
Therefore I shall move, if I am permitted, to strike out those words. 

Mr. MATSON. As to that amendment I only desire to say that per- 
haps if the question had been left to me I would have been willing to 
go as far as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] indicates; but 
the committee thought there were some original cases that had not 
been presented at the Pension Office, and in which the services of an 
attorney might be needed to prosecute the claims before Congress, and 
therefore they modified the bill to that extent. 

I now demand the previous question on the amendments, and upon 
ihe engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to be allowed to offer my amendment. 

Mr..MATSON. It is understood that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] is pending, as well as the amendment 
of the other gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

The SPEAKER. If the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CANNON] is penaing, then the other would not be in order. 

Mr. MATSON. Then I ask unanimous consent that both amend- 
ments be considered as pending. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. PETERS; and the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TRACEY. I ask for a division. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 48, noes 20; so the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the amendment 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], which is to strike 
out, in section 1 of the substitute, the words ‘‘in any case that has 
been presented at the Pension Office or is allowable under the general 
pension law.’’ 

_ The amendment was rejected—ayes 28, noes 45. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer my amendment, 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. I understood that it was agreed that my amend- 
ment should be considered as pending. 

Mr. MATSON. I asked unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
amendment should be considered as pending. 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. CANNON, as follows: 

After the word “allowed,” in line 6,section 1, insert “unless the contract 
therefor has been approved by the Secretary of the Interior.” 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

‘The substitute as amended was then agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | j 


Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e, 


The latter motion was to. 
Mr. MATSON subsequently said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani- 
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mous consent for an amendment in the second section of the bill 

R. 4982) in regard to fees in claims for increase of pension. In 

that the second section of the bill may harmonize with the first it ig 
necessary, in view of the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. Perers], to add the words ‘‘ except as provided in section 1.” 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been sent out. The Chair will have 
it brought in in a few minutes. 

oe DOCKERY. There will be no objection to the amendment sug- 
gested. 

Mr. MATSON. Iask unanimous consent to insert, in line 9, section 
2, the words ‘‘ except as provided in section 1.” . 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to an omission which ought to be remedied. 
had intended to speak of it when the bill was under consideration, bu 
was called ont of theHall. The of the provision does not in- 
clude the District of Columbia, but speaks only of the States and Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. MATSON. The —— is referring now to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Peters] ? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson]? The Chair hears none, 


FEES AND EXPENSES OF EXAMINING SURGEONS. 


Mr. MATSON. On behalf of the Committee on Invalid P I 
call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 6651) establishing the 
fees and expenses of examining surgeons. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Se Sees eee eee = 


missioner of Pensions under the provisions of the Revised 


utes of the United States, as amended by chapter 349 of acts of the year 1882, 
shall be as follows: 


For each examination and satisfactory certificate thereof, $2 to each member 
when made by a board, and $2 when made by one : That when 
a claimant is so disabled as not to be able to present If to the board of sur- 
geons for examination, the Commiss may order a surgeon to make such 

ion at claimant’s residence, and the = wd such examination shall be 

expenses surgeon: Provided further, 

paid to any memberof said board of examining 

who does not actually participate in such examinations and sign the 
certificate thereof. 


Sxc. 2, That so much of the provisions of an act eves January 18, 1887, ag 
is inconsistent with the provisions of this act is here y mpenied. 

ata eee eee e fiscal year ending 
une 30, 1889. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


In line 9, after the word “ thereof,” insert “ hereafter made.” 
Strike out section 2, and insert the following : 


‘Sec. 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed.”’ 


In section 3, after the word “effect,” strike out “on the first day of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889,” and insert “‘ from and after its passage.” 
Mr. MATSON. I ask that the report of the committee be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee are unanimously of the opinion that the provisions of the bil} 


are just and right, and that the same ought to pass. We recommend the 


lowing amendments : - 
In line 9, after the word “thereof,” insert “ hereafter made.” 
Strike out section 2, and insert the following : 
“Sec. 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 


act are hereby re ed.” 
In re elon Si odetine “effect,” strike out “on the first day of the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1889,"’ and insert “ from and after its 
And when so amended we recommend the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 
reported by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion is now on ordering the bill as amended 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my colleague [Mr. Matson] will explain 
the effect of the bill and show to what extent it enlarges the fees of ex- 
amining surgeons. 

Mr. MATSON. The proposition of the bill is to pay examining sur- 
geons $2 for each examination. The provision of ans law, 
adopted first upon an appropriation bill under the di on, perhaps, 
of my colleague [Mr. HoLMAN], allows a fee of $2 for each examina- 
tion, not exceeding five, on a single day, and $1 for each subsequent ex- 
amination on the same day. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that was recommended by the then Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. The Committee on Invalid Pensions, after consid- 
ering this matter, thought that if these examinations were worth $2 

iece for the first five, the sixth or any subsequent examination was 
ion worth $2. That was the conclusion of the committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And this bill proposes to relieve the present in- 


justice. 

Mr. MATSON. Yes, sir; it proposes to pay these officers a uniform 
fee for each examination, no matter how many. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A very proper measure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These boards may examine as many as twenty cases 
at a single session of the board. 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I want to warn the House that the 
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adoption of this measure will add enormously to the expenses of the 
Government—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. But properly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Without benefiting anybody except these exam- 
ining surgeons. If my memory serves me right, these officers now get 
from $700 to $800 a year under the reduced fees fixed by Congress. 
The former fee was $2 for each case, but the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, after full examination, determined that a sufficient allowance 
would be $2 for the first five cases examined on any one day, and a 
dollar each for every case subsequently examined on the same day. I 
am very sorry to differ with the Committee on Invalid Pensions in this 
connection, but I feel it proper the House should have notice that a 
very largesum—as much, I fear, as $200,000 annually—will beadded by 
this measure to the expenses of the Government. It is an increase of 
compensation not recommended by oir or justice. Of course the 
examining surgeons naturally want increase; I do not blame them 
for asking it. But in my judgment there are two sides to this question. 

Mr. MATSON. Iam quite sorry indeed the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania disagrees with the Committee oh Invalid Pensions. I have 
known of that gentleman’s position for some time. I have never been 
able to agree with him as to the justice of this proposition. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is merely to do justice to these parties who 
are required to perform this service. As an abstract, elementary propo- 
sition, if it is true that it is worth $2 to examine one man it is certainly 
worth $3 to examine another. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can my colleague state tc the House the average 
compensation now received by the examining surgeons? 

Mr. MATSON. Perhaps at Philadelphia, from where the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania comes, where there are only two boards, it is much 
higher than it is elsewhere. 

Mr. RANDALL. Theyseek this increase, but I am not their repre- 
sentative in that connection. 

Mr. MATSON. Irgrural districts, lik« 1! at from which my colleague 
comes, of course it is not so large. 

Mr. HOLMAN. AsI understand the present compensation has se- 
cured efficient and competent boards. 

Mr. MATSON. I think the extravagant fee of $10 allowed attorneys 
has had the effect of stimulating men to present these cases who other- 
wise would notdoso. I know largesums have been appropriated in the 
ae bill to pay examining surgeons, but the fee allowed attorneys 

encouraged many claimants to file claims when they themselves 
knew they really had no basis for sach claims. 

The SPEAKER. The hour has expired. 


TREASURY EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I was not hexe when my .2mimitiee 
was called,and I ask unanimous consent that it he passed ove: without 
prejudice. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ADMISSION OF ARIZONA AND IDAHO AS STATES. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
11916) to enable the people of Arizona and Idaho to form constitutions 
and State governments and to be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT, ETC. 


Mr. SPRINGER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 244) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
in relation to the election of President and Vice-President of the United 
States and Representatives in Congress; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Election of President and Vice-President of the 
ania States and Representatives in Congress, and ordered to be 
P ; 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I reserve all points of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask, by unanimous consent, the report accompany- 

the bill may be submitted hereafter. 
was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
SPECIAL-DELIVERY STAMPS, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of resuming the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I ask, by unanimous consent, to call 
up from the House Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
11794) to amend the postal laws of the United States in reference to 


letters Seana reny: stamps. 
Mr. B . Iwill yield for that purpose, as the gentleman 
tells me it will consume but two or three minutes. 


xxX——31 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That section 3, chapter 342, o1 the act of Congress approved 


March 3, A. D. 1885, be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding to said sec- 
tion the following proviso : 


“ Provided, however, That the omission by the sender to place the lawful post- 
age upon a letter bearing such special-delivery stamp and otherwise entitled 
to immediate delivery under the provisions of this section shall not hinder or 
delay the transmission and delivery thereof as provided herein ; but such lawful! 
postage shall be collected upon its delivery, in the manner now provided by law 
for the collection of deficient postage resulting from the overweight of letters.”’ 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. That bill, introduced by myself, has 
been reported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads, 
and I hope there will be no objection to its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Inow renew my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the unfinished business 
coming over from the last session of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11765) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on river and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the pending para- 
graph and the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the construction of a breakwater from Mount Desert to Porcupine Island, 
Maine: Continuing improvement, $30,000. 

It is proposed to amend by striking out ‘thirty thousand” and inserting 
“ten thousand,” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving New York Harbor, New York: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iask unanimous consent that the lines just 


read by the Clerk be passed over informally and without prejudice, to 
be recurred to hereafter, because of the absence of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox]. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Improving the harbor of Philadelphia: For removal of Smith’s Island and 
Windmill Island, in the State of Pennsylvania, and Petty’s Island,in the State 
of New Jersey, or such parts of them and the shoals adjacent thereto as may be 
required, and for the improvement of the harbor between the cities of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., and Camden, N. J., $200,000: Provided, That no part of this sum shall 
be expended until the title to the lands forming said islands shall be acquired 
and vested in the United States without charge to the latter. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. JI offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ latter,”’ in line 5, insert ‘‘ beyond the expenditure of $300,000, 
as provided for in the act of August 11, 1888, Statutes Fiftieth Congress, session 
1, page 403.” 


Mr. BLANCHARD. There is a communication from the Chief of 


Engineers on that subject which explains the reason for offering this 
amendment. 


Mr. RANDALL. Let that communicaiion be printed in the Rrc- 
ORD. 


The communication referred to by Mr. BLANCHARD is as follows: 


Wasninortoy, D. C., December 15, 1888, 


My Dear Mr. BLancHuarp: I see in proposed river and harbor bill 11765 the 
following in reference to improving harbor at Philadelphia (see lines 2 to 5, 
page 8) : 

“ Provided, That no part of this sum shall be expended until the title to the 


lands forming these islands shall be acquired and vested in the United States 
without charge to the latter.” 


Would it not be well to add to this words something like these: ‘‘ Beyond the 
expenditure of $300,000, as provided for in the act of August 11, 1888, Siatutes 
Fiftieth Congress, session 1, page 403." Otherwise, I think, it may be appre- 
hended that = will arise whether expenditure under the proposed biil 


can be made if the United States has been to any charge even under the appro- 
priation already made. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 


Brigadier-General, Chief of Engincers, 
Hon. N. C, BLANCHARD, 


House of Representatives. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: Maintaining existing works, $20,000, 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to the 
desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “‘ Georgia,” in line 17, and insert “under new 
plans and estimates, $200,000.” 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, under an act of Congress new surveys 
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have been made of the harbor of Savannah, with a view to siitien' 
deeper water, and the report of the engineer containing estimates will 
be found in Executive Document No. 1, part 2, second session Fiftieth 
Congress. ‘Chat report contains an estimate of the eost of obtaining 28 
feet of water in Savannah Harbor. 

It is unnecessary, perhaps, for me to say anything here and now as 
to the importance of this harbor. I enly want to say to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole that I offer this amendment at the suggestion of my 
colleague [Mr. Norwoop] who is not now in the city, and that we have 
an estimate frem the engineers recommending a very much larger 
amount than is set forth in the proposed amendment. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors in considering this question 
have not entered upon or made an appropriation for the new plan of 
improvement. The amendment offered at the instance of my colleague 
is to authorize the engineers to enter upon the new plan of improving 
this harbor so that there may be no great lapse of time before we shall 
obtain what is so much desired —28 feet of water in the harbor. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. Chairman, the importance of the harbor 
of Savannah is fully admitted by the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors; but this condition of facts exists in reference to that harbor: In 
the bill passed at the last session of Congress we appropriated $180, 000 
to complete the existing project, which has been under process of con- 
struction for several years. That money is not yet expended, and the 
present project of improvement there has not yet been completed. The 
new plan, of which my triend from Georgia speaks, was submitted to 
the River and Harbor Committee at the first session of this Congress. 
Upon examining it we found it involved an expenditure, over and 
above the present project under which work is now progressing, of 
nearly $7,000,000. 

The committee considered that it were better to complete the exist- 
ing project before beginning with a new one which was so costly. The 
present plan is to deepen the harbor te 22 feet, and certainly it seems 
to me it would be wise to wait until that project is completed before 
entering upon so expensive a plan as that involved in the amendment 
of my friend from Georgia, whieh pro to get a depth of 28 feet of 
water at an additional cost of nearly $7,000,000. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Louisiana per- 
mit me to ask if the plan referred to in the amendment proposed by my 
colleague contemplates 26 or 28 feet? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Twenty-eight feet. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Louisiana tell 
me whether or not the Chief of Engineers does not now recommend a 
project which will give a depth of 26 feet on the bar at Savannah ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The Chief of Engineers makes no-estimate or 
recommendation whatever for Savannah for the fiscal year 1890, except 
the sum of $50,000 for maintaining existing works at that point. Now, 
of that estimate of $50,000 for maintaining existing works this bill 
provides $20,000. There is no estimate from the Chief of Engineers 
or the War Department relating to the adoption of this new project. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It isdue tothe gentleman from Georgia 
te say that my inquiry on this last point was actuated by reason of a 
conversation I had with the Chief of Engineers a few days ago relative 
to this propesed new project. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have no doubt the Chief of Engineers thinks 
that 22 feet of water in Savannah Harbor, as proposed in the present 
plan, is hardly sufficient, but he has not recommended to Congress—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. You mean in any official report? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. He has made no recommendation to increase 
the depth to 28 feet, ata cost of nearly $7,000,000, In view of the mag- 
nitude of the cost for this work, and in view of the fact that this bill 
provides merely for the continuation of projects already under way, the 
committee did not see their way clear to putting in the bill any pro- 
vision for this new project, and I do not think the Committee of the 
Whele should adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. The bill provides for the simple maintenance of exist- 
ing works, $20,000; not a dollar for the improvementof the harbor of 
Savannah. Perhaps, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen are not aware that this 
is the most important port on the Southern coast. Perhaps they are 
not aware of the extent of the commerce that enters and goes out of 
the harbor of Savannah. I have before me a report of the engineer 
which shows that since the Government began to improve the harbor 
there has been a steady increase made of the ex and imports. I 
will not take the time of the House to read it all, but I will ask per- 
mission to print some of it in the Recorp. The last report, made in 
June, I believe, states: 

With the improvement of the harbor at Savannah the commerce of the _ 
has increased at an extraordinarily rapid rate, amounting, at the present low 
prices of the principal articles of export, to more than $105.000,000 annually. The 
value of the exports alone of the port for the year 1887 was $68,301,909, an increase 
of more than $3,500,000 over that of the preceding year. 

_ Following upon the improvements already executed in the harbor, and rely- 
ing upon their extension soas tosecure in the near future a still 

of water, lines of railway have beea extended into the interior, opening up to 
those places markets for their products which before did not exist, and ships of 
large carrying capacity have been constructed and others are now building to 
ply between this and evthare ports. At the present time there is an 


average 
of one steamer per day clearing for Northern coastwise ports, In addition to this 
there ts a large fleet of seein steamers and coastwise and foreign sailing ves- 


sels, the foreign vessels, bo iland steam great draught. 
The increased thotlities’ for anvigenion < oa he the Srpsestinens : 


executed have resulted in largely reducing rates of marine freight and insurance. 
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At the lowest estimates the annual saving in freight rates alone, due to this 
cause, amounts to more than the total sum of money expended by the United 
States upon the harbor since the close of the civil war, and there is no reason te 


believe that money expended in thefurther improvement of the harbor would 
yield a less valuable return. 


Wh bei tinuall out into th 
the oy Seah. A new tuluuend Ranchects be suussichel ont ninwemnes 
compelled to conform to it. The works for the improvement of the Savannah 
River and Harbor extend from the Cross-Tides, above the city, to Tybee Roads 
a distance of 20 miles. Future operations should be carried on simultaneously 
throughout the whole extent of the river, and to secure successful and perma- 
nent results dredging shou!d be aecompanied or promptly followed a econ- 
tracting works. To secure the fullest benefits from the improvements already 
executed, and in order that the future — of the port may not be seriously 
retarded, it should be enabled to furnish an outlet for the rapidly growing com- 
merce brought from the interior. As the present depth of water is inadequate 
for this purpose it is very important that work upon the plan for obtaining 28 
feet of water from Savannah to the sea, submi in accordance with the in- 
structions of Congress, should be begun at an early date. It is to 
expend any funds which may become available du the year in the construc- 
tion of training-walls and in dredging as vided for in the project mentioned. 
A vigorous and economical prosecution of the work will et race only with 
regular and adequate appropriations. The insufficient i age appro- 
priations of the past have rendered satisfactory impossible,and have 
increased the cost of the work ig some instances as much as 100 percent. The 
sum asked for during the next 1 year is $2,500,000. The most desirable and 
satisfactory results can not be obtained with an expenditure during the year of 
a less amount. , 

What I desire to impress upon the committee is that the money ex- 
pended on the harbor has been abundantly and amply returned in the 
increased commerce of the country. I simply ask that $200,000 be 
appropriated to enter upon the new project in the improvement of this 
harbor; and if a river and harbor bill is to be passed during this ses- 
sion I can see no reason why this important port of the Southern coast 
should be left absolutely without an appropriation. I repeat what I 
said before. There isan estimate of the engineers here which would 
justify ten times the amount mentioned in this amendment, so that 
there can be no question of there being no estimate. The simple idea 
and the only idea the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
offers in response is that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have 
not felt justified in entering upon new projeets. The engineer’s report 
would have fully justified them in doing it. And in view of the very 
great importance of this port, the most important on the Southern 
coast, I earnestly appeal to the Committee of the Whole to adopt the 
amendment which I have offered appropriating $200,000 for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Savannah under the new project. I call 
attention to the cotton statistics of the port of Savannah, Ga., for the 
commercial year ending August 3), 1887, by E. F. Bryan, superintend- 
ent of the Savannah Cotton Exchange: 


Receipts from all sources. 


Quantity. Weight. 


Description. 


Bales. Pounds. 
372, 765, 180 
10, 316, 605 


pleted .....<ccccoctsnsessonsestesteuencenedeibenecenete 781, 069 
Sea island ions epeene eit 27, 365 


Bales. 


823 26, 195 
Great Britain 1,744 


Other continental Porte ...ccssssccwseseseecsseceseeeccoseeesecee seeeee 
TEENIE wenewihentosseennensiinatesinen antavmven 


With the exception of 20,170 bales of cotton included in coastwise 
which is transit to Charleston by rail, this port is solely dependent u 
water-way facilities for the remainder of the above 

The number of steam-ships to 
the cotton 


Taking the freight rates to Liverpool as a basis, the ‘ 
ton by steam-vessel during the season of 1877-78 was three-eighths to - 
sixteenths pence per pound; 1887-88, was seventeen sixty-fourths to twenty- 
one sixty-fourths pence ~~ pound, 

The marked increase in the number of vessels is pri 
nn ope. Sea of the 
tirely due to the faci vessels of 
water in our river, for reaching our wharves and 
railways termi 
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The improvements have thus far been of material benefit to this With 
greater facilities for larger vessels will come !ower rates of ocean freights. This 
means greater het returns to ucers, and does not apply to cotton alone, but 
to every article for export, w er from the soil, the factory, or the furnace. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Theestimates the gentleman refers toare those 
made by the local engineers, who, under an order of survey adopted by 
Congress a few years ago, made a survey of the harbor of Savannah for 
this project. There is no estimate before the House or before the com- 
mittee from the Chief of Engineers or the War Department in regard 
to this new project. Indeed, I might say thatit is not customary for the 
War Department or the Chiefof Engineers to embody in their estimates 
any amount for a given project until Congress, acting upon the report 
of the local engineer, shall have formally adopted that project. 

Now, I concede that the demands of Savannah Harbor for improve- 
ment are great; but I submit that this is a small bill, merely to pro- 
vide money for the continuation of works already begun. The gentle- 
man knows that this new plan of improvement is a costly project. It 
should not be grafted on this bill, It had better wait for a larger bill 
in another Congress. The present bill is made up entirely upon the 
idea of excluding all new projects. The one which the gentleman 
wishes to have adopted is a new project in the sense that it has never 
been adopted by Congress and never heretofore appropriated for, and 
I repeat what I said before, that it does seem wise to complete the old 

roject, for 22 feet depth, before beginning a new one that is to yield 
BS feet depth, at a cost of about $7,000,000. 

Mr. CRISP. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Is not the old project completed ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Not yet. 

Mr. CRISP. Have we not appropriated already a sufficient amount 
to complete the old project? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. We have in the last bill; but that money is yet 
unexpended, and that old project is not yet completed. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman will permit me a word I would state 
that he has not framed this bil) upon the idea that it is to complete ex- 
isting works. Under the provisions of this bill he has made an appro- 
priation to maintain the works. That would seem to mean after com- 

letion. 
® Mr. BLANCHARD. The engineer estimates that $50,000 is required 
to maintain existing works. These works as they progress have to be 
maintained even before completion as well as after they have been com- 
pleted. Ido not think it wise for the Committee ofthe Whole to adopt 
this amendment. It would set a precedent for other new projects to 
be incorporated upon the bill. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; when the 

irman announced the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 31. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to return to 
page 5, in order that I may offer an amendment in relation to the ap- 
propriation for the harbor of Charlotte. 

r. BLANCHARD. The amendment which the gentleman from 
. York desires to offer is merely verbal, and [ have no objection to 
t. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 20, page 5, after the word “dollars,” add ‘‘ which amount, with any un- 
expended moneys heretofore appropriated, shall be available for any necessary 
repairs or dredging.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving A : 
ae Soe upto Rockport and Corpus Christi, Tex.: 

Mr. SOWDEN. 
graph, ‘‘ $65,000,” 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Cran] complains 
that the appropriations carried by this bill are inadequate. He de- 
mands increased and still more extravagant appropriations. Let us 
see what the committee has done for his State, and whether he has any 
reason to complain. 

This bill appropriates $65,000 for continuing the improvement of 
Aransas Pass and Bay up to Rockport and Corpus Christi, Tex.., 
when there is an unexpended balance of $102,182.20 on hand now with 
which to prosecute this work. 

It also appropriates $300,000 for continuing the improvement of the 
entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas, when there is an unexpended 
balance of $502,871.13 presently available for this purpose. 

It also appropriates $150,000 to continue the improvement of Sabine 
Pass and Blue Buck Bar, Texas, when there is an unexpended balance 
of $251,804.23 for expenditure upon these works. 

It also appropriates $35,000 for continuing the improvement of the 
ship-channel in Galveston Bay, in the State of Texas, from Morgan’s 
Cut to Bolivar Channel, when there is an available fund on hand now 
for this improvement of $107,278.70. 


hag) tne of these improvements I do not propose to under- 
rate, but I do most sincerely doubt the propriety of this Congress mak- 


I move to strike out the last words of that para- 


ing any more appropriations for them. Let the large sums of money 
already set apart for these purposes be first expended. 

This bill also appropriates $16,500 to continue the improvement of 
Buffalo Bayou, Texas, when there is an unexpended balance available 
for it now of $26,087.80. 

The improvement of this stream is of a very doubtful character. 
has already cost this Government the immense sum of $117,662.20. 

We are told by the engineers in charge of this work that the expendi- 
ture of this large sum of money “‘ has resulted in cleaning the channel 
of the most prominent snags, stumps, and overhanging trees, in easing 
some of the bends, and in removing such shoals as obstructed a 7-foot 
navigation.’’ These obstructionsare renewed in greateror less degree 
each year, say they, and that the project is not capable of permanent 
completion. It would seem from this, therefore, that the Government 
is to have a perpetual job on hand in the improvement of the Buifalo 
Bayou. A grand and most extravagant contemplation. 

This measure also appropriates $4,000 for the continuation of theim- 
provement of Trinity River, Texas, when in the act of August 11, 1233, 
there is $12,500 appropriated for this work. 

On July 1, 1888, there was an unexpended baiance of $15,224.06 on 
hand and available for the continuation of the improvements which I 
have mentioned, and the act of August 11, 1888, adds to this balance 
$987,500, so that the immense sum of $1,002,724.06 is on hand and 
available now for the promotion of these improvements, while the bill 
under consideration proposes to make the additional appropriation of 

70,500 therefor. 

Whither are we drifting? Is there to be no limit to these expendi- 
tures? Had this matter not better be delayed until after the meeting 
of the next Congress? Why shall we make these wastefal and unnec- 
essary appropriations? What imperative necessity is there forit? That 
the accumulating surplus in the Treasury is a constant menace and 
temptation to needless and extravagantly large appropriations and ex- 
penditures is clearly evidenced in the undue haste exhibited by the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors in presenting a second bill to this 
Congress appropriating $1) ,906,850, when in the act of August 11, 1888, 
nearly $23,000,000 were a‘opropriated for the improvement of the same 
rivers and harbors provided for in this measure. 

What I have just said applies with equal force to almost every item 
of appropriation contained in this bill, Ihaveinstanced but afew, and 
them only because of the very unique position assumed by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] on this subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall be pleased to hear from ‘* Buffalo Bayou.’’ 

ter. ] 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, itis a subject of congratulation for the 
country that the ‘‘Last of the Tribunes,’’ representing here the dis- 
trict in Pennsylvania from which the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat comes, has experienced thesalutary and chastening effect which 
defeat always brings with it. The country is to be congratulated that 
in delivering his valedictory to this House he has suddenly developed 
to an extraordinary degree the bump of economy, which did not char- 
acterize him when he asked this Congress to appropriate a hundred 
thousand dollars for a post-office in some little place in Pennsylvania, 
which led to his downfall. 

Mr. SOWDEN. That is an old chestnut. 

Mr. CRAIN. The gentleman is as ignorant of the modus operandi of 
the distribution of the appropriations by the engineers in charge of 
these improvements as he is of the geography of the great State of Texas, 
which I in part represent here. He actually, Mr. Chairman, does not 
know the difference between an ocean and a gulf, between a bayou and 
a bay. He says that he opposes an appropriation for Buffalo Bay and 
also for Buffalo Bayou. I trust that this House will not be influenced 
in its action on this amendment by the views of a gentleman who dis- 
plays such gross ignorance of the very question that he discusses here. 

There is no such place in Texas, my friend, as ‘‘ Buffalo Bay,’’ and 
if I had the time, and you had the money to pay me, I would take you 
out and show you on the map the difference between a bayou and a 
bay, and I would show you also that there is no such place in our State 
as ‘‘ Buffalo Bay,’’ against the alleged appropriation for which you 
have declaimed so eloquently. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
such a place as ‘‘ Buffalo Bay.”’ 
mixed himself. 

Mr. CRAIN. But, Mr. Chairman, since the first session of this Con- 
gress the gentleman from Pennsylvania has become a rampant reformer, 
and he has now become a staunch Democrat of the Holman-Randall 


It 


I never mentioned 
The gentleman seems to be a little 


type. 

Mr. SOWDEN. ‘That is a good type to belong to. 

Mr. CRAIN, Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as Buffalo Bayou is con- 
cerned, it isa stream of considerable magnitude and importance. It 
is the connecting link between Galveston Bay and Harbor and the city 
of Houston, which is represented upon this floor by my colleague [ Mr. 
STEWART], who will doubtless address the House upon the subject of 
this appropriation. The city of Houston, as is well known, is one of 
the largest cities in the Stateof Texas. It is avery important raiiroad 
center; at least ten railroads ran into it. Its population is between 
thirty and forty thousand, and it is also surrounded by a magnificent 
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country. Ocean steamers are able torun up this bayou to within a few 
miles of the city of Houston, to a point where their cargoes are then 
transferred to the railroad, which carries them to the city. Now, the 
object of this appropriation is to improve this bayou over which this 
large commerce destined for the city of Houston passes after it crosses 
the bar at Galveston. 

More than that, my friend, when you attack the appropriation for 
Aransas Pass and for Galveston and for Buffalo Bayou, when you assail 
all the appropriations proposed by this committee for those places and 
say that they ought not to be made because the appropriations of last 
year are still available, you state that which is inaccurate and is not 
borne out in the report of the engineer. Itis not my fault when a 
gentleman hastily investigates a question for the purpose perhaps of 
making capital of some kind—cheap notoriety, perhaps, or for some 
other reason that I do not care to discuss, because I do not charge the 
gentleman with that; if I thought that was his object I would say so; 
but I do not say so; I will not say so. I have too much respect for 
him to make such a charge. I know that his motives are pure. I 
know that his desire is to save the surplus in the Treasury. I know 
this from the yote which he gave on the Mills bill, which was a prop- 
osition to reduce the surplus. 

Certainly I will not impugn or assail the gentleman’s motives. But 
I do say to him that when he states there will be unexpended, when 
this appropriation becomes available, over $30,000 for Aransas Pass or 
one dollar for Galveston, he states that which is incorrect and not borne 
out by the report of the engineers. On the contrary, if he had given 
this subject patient investigation and thorough examination he would 
have discovered from the letter of the Chief of Engineers published in 
the Recory of December 22 that on the 1st of July next, when these ap- 
propriations become available, there will not be one dollar of the pre- 
vious appropriations available for the improvement of Galveston Reni 
He would have discovered, moreover. that not more than $30,000 of last 
year’s appropriations would remain expended at Aransas Pass on the 
Ist day of July, 1889. Does not the gentleman know that these ap- 
propriations do not become available until the beginning of the next 
fiscal year? If he does not know this, it is about time he should be 
learning the fact. It will not do for him to go home after delivering 
his economical valedictory and tell his people that he does not know these 
facts, because they will notsend him back; and there is nothing in the 
world that I would appreciate more, next to a liberal appropriation for 
the ports on the Texas coast, than to shake the hand of my friend as a 
Representative in the Fifty-second Congress from the district which he 
now represents so well—except when he attacks Galveston and Aransas 
Pass. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania {[Mr. SowDEN ] to have selected the particular point 
in this bill that he has attacked for the purpose rather of making a 
speech in the line of his former action against the river and harbor bill 
in general and as a whole than for the purpose of making any specific 
or effective attack upon the particular paragraph under consideration. 
I do not enter into the exchange of compliments between the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
1 do not care anything about the question of what sort of a Democrat 
the one or the other is. It isenough for me to know that they are both 
Democrats, and that is bad for bothofthem. ([Laughter.] It is only 
a question of degree and not of quality. 

sut I want to bring back the attention of the committee to the fact 
that these appropriations for the harbors of Texas have been made 
after as much care as it was possible for the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors to bestow upon them; and I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that while this bill was per- 
haps prepared rapidly, and presented here at an earlier day than seems 
to be in accord with his notion of what ought to have been done, yet 
in point of fact the study, the observation, and the experience of the 
©ommittee in framing the river and harbor bill in the first session of 
this Congress were just as applicable to the wants and necessities of 
the country as sought to be provided for in this second bill. So that 
it was not necessary to spend so much time in the preparation of this 
bill as it was in the preparation of the former bill. 

The gentleman has fallen into the same mistake so many have made 
looking at the balance of appropriation in the Treasury on the 15th of 
November, and overlooking the fact that contracts are existing for the 
expenditure long before the expiration of the current fiscal year. So 
that the appropriations carried by this bill will be the only ria- 
tions available for the improvement of all public works at the time 
specified in the appropriations themselves. 

Now a single other word, Mr. Chairman. These appropriations for 
the Texas coast have nothing of sectionalism, nothing of favoritism, 
nothing which can not be justified here and eongehen else by the 
commerce, present and prospective, and by the character of the works 
themselves to which these appropriations apply. 

Everybody knows that the improvement of the harbor at Galveston 
has been a puzzle to the engineers of the country, and also of the neces- 
sity for that improvement. The great public demand, if it can be ac- 
complished, has never been doubted by any fair-minded man, and be- 
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cause a appropriations have been made that is no indispensable 
criterion by which the fairness and justness of the projects themselves 
can be ascertained. The growing importance of Same, lying in the 
position she does, and bearing the relation she does to the Republic of 
Mexico, the enormous growth of her agricultural products, the necessity 
there is to escape the transportation rates of the railroads from that far 
distant garden of the United States, compels the Congress of the United 
States, in the exercise of judicious discretion, to see to it that the natural 
disadvantage shall be overcome and the magnificent inlets to the com- 
merce of Texas shall be provided for. 

The committee has not made this bill, as far as these appropriations 
are concerned, by accident, and they will have to be assailed in a man- 
ner much more intelligent than they have been by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania before they can be successfully defeated. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in the 
remarks which he has submitted this morning on this riverand harbor ap- 
propriation bill, avails himself of the opportunity to attack especially the 
appropriations made for the Stateof Texas. Now, I wish to sayin reply 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. SowpEn], in the first place 
that in making these appropriations we never consider them in regard 
to States. We regard each place appropriated for because of its com- 
merce and the advantages which would necessarily result to the trade 
of the country from the proposed improvements. If we were to regard 
these matters in view of the States where they are located, let me say 
to the gentleman that Texas is six times larger than the State he has 
in part the honor to represent on this floor. It has a coast, line taking 
in the meanders, of more than 800 milesin length. In reference to this 
particular appropriation which the gentleman objects to, let me state 
that it is an outlet for a larger scope of country than the entire State 
the gentleman has the honor in part to represent. It is a region that 
is growing in commerce, in all its resources, as well as in population, 
so that the necessity for the opening of Aransas Pass is as great as that 
which exists in reference to any other place in the country. 

The gentleman says we got $1,200,000 at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Nine hundred and eighty-seven thousand fiv: hun- 
dred dollars. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Nearly every dollar of it is now under 
contract. If we were to stop appropriating now, the result would be 
these works would deteriorate and the Government would lose largely 
by the lapse of time and the want of work being done on these various 
places along that coast. I hope the gentleman’s amendment will not 
be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

“<3 WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 
dix. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I exceedingly regret the coarse and 
unkind remarks that fell from the lips of the gentleman from Texas on 
my right. Especially do I regret the unkind cut which he adminis- 
tered in his thoughtless and inconsiderate remarks to my distinguished 
friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], and my equally distinguished col- 
league from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], and he can only beexcused 
for his unwarranted and indecent assault upon them and me on the 
ground that he is yet laboring under the serious effects which his New 
Year’s calls had upon him. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment of Mr. SOWDEN was rejected. 

Mr. CRAIN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 7,8, and 9,on page 10, and insert the following: 

“For the completion of the improvement of Aransas Pass and Bay up te 
Rockport and Corpus Christi, Tex., $1,471,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary.”’ 

Mr. CRAIN. That amount is the amount of the estimate of the 
Chief of Engineers for the purpose of completing the work at Aransas 
Pass and Bay, as described in the bill. I ask the House to appropriate 
the entire amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary to complete 
this work. 

Mr. KERR. I would like to know something of the importance of 
this matter, whether this is a work of national importance, and whether 
the amount asked here to be expended is warranted by the bulk of 
the business transacted there. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I have not risen to oppose this 
amendment or occupy the time of the committee in discussing it simply 
because I ex the House to vote it down. I ask a vote, 

The amendment was rej . 

Mr. CRAIN. I offer the further amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rik 4 9, 10 of the bill, and insert: 
Anpanes Sean > ade Rockport and Corpus Christi, Tex.: 
improvement, $500. » 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, in support of that amendment, I will 
call the attention of the committee to a paragraph contained in a letter 
received by me from the Chief of Engineers, in to a commu- 
nication to him inquiring what amount, in his opinion, coulé 
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be profitably Me wre during the ensuing fiscal year for improving 
Aransas Pass. He says: 


The least amount that can be profitably expended at Aransas Pass during the 
same period— 

That is during the next year— 
is $200,000; but it would be far more beneficial to the work, both as regards 
ultimate cost and early completion, if this amount was inc to $500,000. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, as a Representative of 
the State of Texas, and a member of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, I desire to say in regard to the pending amendment that 
Aransas Pass has fared as well in the preparation of this bill as any 
other place which is a subject of appropriation in the river and harbor 
bill. I do not know of any reason why Aransas Pass should obtain the 
full amount recommended by the engineer more than any of the other 
places embodied in the bill; and if we gave all that the estimates of 
the engineers called for, this bill, in place of carrying the moderate 
amount that it does carry, would reach a sum of—I do not remember 
the precise amount—— 

r. BLANCHARD. Thirty-six millions of dollars. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. ° Of $36,000,000, and for that reason I 
could not give my support to an amendment which gives largely more 
to this place than it gives to others which are equally important and 
meritorious. 

Mr. SOWDEN. As I stated before, there isan anexpended balance 
for this work on hand now of $102,182.20. I understand full well that 
this bill goes into effect after the end of the present fiscal year. Upon 
this subject I need no instructions from the learned gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. While I do not underrate the importance of this 
improvement, I exceedingly regret that the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Crarn] should display such an insatiable desire to absorb the 
surplus in the Treasury. 

It seems to me that his tion is not supported by the necessities 
of the case. Why, in the oo. of his colleague [Mr. Stewart], 
appropriate for this project more than its just share in the distribution 
made by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors in its preparation of 
this bill? Is the $65,000 appropriation contained in this provision, in 
addition to the $102,182.20 balance on hand, not sufficient to keep up 
and maintain these works during the next fiscal year? Inside of 
another twelve months will convene the Fifty-first Congress, and if any 
appropriations are necessary for the furtherance of this improvement, 

t Con, I take it, will be perfectly competent to take care of 
these public internal improvements. The great importance of some 
of these improvements is admitted. 

I know territorially the extent and the vastness of the State of Texas 
and the great influence which her seaboard coast exercises upon the 
commerce of the country, and I particularly disclaimed all intention, in 
the few remarks already submitted, to underestimate her great impor- 
tance as a seaboard State. Iam sorry that the gentleman from Texas 
on my left [Mr. CRAIN] should manifest such frivolity and attempt to 
hold me up to public ridicule because I did not display the same anxiety 
that he did to be returned to the next Congress, and because of my oppo- 
sition to this bill. He adds nostrength to his position by pursuingsuch 
@ course, 

I want him to understand that I was not a candidate for renomina- 
tion. I was not voted for by my constituents, and I leave this Con- 
gress because I voluntarily chose to do so, in order to resume my pri- 
vate business, not because I was left at the polls, as some of my 
unfortunate colleagues were. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CRAIN. I am sorry, indeed, Mr. Chairman, that I made it 
necessary for the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN ] to make 
two speeches in oe to the pleasant remarks I made in reference 
tohim. It was with no feeling on my part and no desire to hurt his 
feelings that I spoke of his being left. I am sorry he was left, sorry 
for the House and sorry for the country that he was left. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in response to his statement, I have to say it 
is erroneous; and I give the gentleman the credit of believing that he 
does not intend to mislead the committee in reference to his statement 
that there are $102,000 on hand for the improvement of Aransas Pass. 
I would refer this committee to the letter from the Chief of Engineers, 
in which he states that at the beginning of the next fiscal year there 
will be only $30,000 of the annual appropriation unexpended. 

Ths oy was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment which I 
desire to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 7,8, and 9, and insert: “ Forthe improvement of Aransas Pas 
and Bay Se, Rockport and Corpus Christi, Tex.: Continuing the improve- 


ment, $200, 

Mr. CRAIN. It was said by my colleague [Mr. Srewarr], in dis- 
cussing the other amendment which I offered and which has been voted 
down, that Aransas Pass got more than its share—or about its share, I 
believe, was his language. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. You referred to the estimate that was 
made by the engineer in charge of the work. : 
soaks RAIN. ae not. I referred to the estimate of the Chief 

gineers—$200, 


Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I understood you to say $500,000. 

Mr. CRAIN. I referred to the estimate of the Chief of Engineers for 
$200,000. In your discussion of the other amendment offered by me 
you said Aransas Pass got its full share. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Based upon the estimate of the Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. CRAIN. I thought, Mr. Chairman, in making these appropria- 
tions for internal improvements, the Congress of the United States was 
governed by the question of the national importance and commercial 
necessity for the improvements. I did not know that the question was 
dealt and shuffled. I did not know that it was a question of distrib- 
uting upon a certain basis money to various ports. harbors, and rivers 
of the United States; and, Mr. Chairman, in answer to that proposi- 
tion, I will ask my colleague to state the reason why the district rep- 
resented by Mr. Fircu, of New York, gets for the improvement of the 
Harlem River $150,000 in this bill as against $70,000 in the last bill? 
I would like to ask my colleague why Black Warrior River, in Ala- 
bama, gets the same appropriation under this bill as it did under the 
last bill? Why did the committee make these discriminations? 

So far as the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SowDEN] are concerned, I will say to him that it is not only the State 
of Texas which is seeking an outlet by Aransas Pess and Galveston, 
but it is twenty States and Territories west of the Mississippi River, 
aggregating in their territorial limits two-thirds of the United States 
with the District of Columbia and all the Territories included, Alaska 
alone being excluded from the computation. I will state further to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that there is not more than one 
Western State west of the Mississippi River that is not nearer the Gulf 
of Mexico than to the city of New York. It is not Texas alone that 
will be benefited if this improvement be carried out, but it affects the 
whole Western country, occupying an area greater than the thirteen 
original States. Therefore I ask from this committee and from the 
Congress simply what the Government engineer estimates ought to be 
expended during the next fiscal year for this improvement. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, the whole system of these public 
internal improvements is radically wrong, and should be thoroughly 
reformed, if not entirely abolished. Vast sums of the public moneys 
have been expended upon some of these improvements to no purpose. 
In many instances the engineer’s preliminary examinations of the con- 
templated subjects for improvement have turned out to be wholly un- 
reliable. A large number of these expensive schemes never should 
have been undertaken nor their improvement recommended. These 
undertakings should be most carefully and scientifically examined, and 
their feasibility ascertained and determined before the expenditure of 
any of the people’s money for their improvement. Hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars have already been squandered upon some of these pro- 
jects, when it might have been saved to the Government had the pre- 
liminary examinations been reliable and absolutely certain. 

In support of what I have said, I shall call the attention of the com- 
mittee to but three projects, upon which $622,738.88 have been wasted 
and uselessly expended: 

First. Take the harbor at Brazos Santiago, Tex. 
gineers, in his report upon this subject, says that— 

The present project for the improvement of this locality was adopted in 1881, 
the object being to fix the position of the channel over the bar at the entrance 
and to deepen it. In its natural state the channel was shifting, and its depth 
varied from 6 feet to 8 feet. The amount expended during the year was $3,386.06, 
It was applied to a survey, recording commercial statistics, and reports. The 
total amount expended to June 30, 1888, is $188,590.23 (besides an appropriation 
of $6,000 in 1878, applied to removing a wreck). It has resulted in no useful ef- 
fect upon the bar, and the works heretofore constructed have practically dis- 
appeared. It is proposed during the coming year to limit operations to merely 
keepinga record of commercial statistics.— Report of Secretary of War, seeond 
session Fiftieth Congress, volume 2, part 1, page 176. 

It is certain, therefore, that $188,590.23 have been completely lost 
upon thisharbor. ‘‘The works heretofore constructed have practically 
disappeared,’’ and with them this large sum of money. 

Let us look a little further into this matter. On July 1, 1887, the 
amount available for the continuation of this improvement was $37,- 
295.83, and of which $3,386.06 was expended during the last fiscal 
year, leaving an unexpended balance of $33,909.77 on hand July 1, 
1888; and notwithstanding this fact, and the non-feasibility of the pro- 
ject, this Congress by act of August 11, 1888, appropriated the addi- 
tional sum of $25,000, thus increasing the available balance to $58,- 
909.77 for the prosecution of an improvement that has practically dis- 
appeared and proved a perfect failure. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. Sow- 
DEN. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. 

Mr. Chairman, what is to become of the $58,909.77? Is it to be 
wasted in keeping a record of commercial statistics at this point? 

Second. Take the mouth of Brazos River, Texas. 

The Chief Engineer, in his report upon this subject, says that-—— 

Theadvisability of a further prosecution of this improvement under the project 
adopted in 1880 being questionable, the subject was submitted to Congress in a 


special report printed in House Executive Document No. 109, Fiftieth Con- 
gress, first session, The total amount expended to June 30, 1888, is $142,098.43, 


The Chief of En- 





SS NER CRE BITRE LNURD A NNR. CORNY DES IA art rae PRN, 
~ “Tae eager Tae * + a ee ee 


Phil v8 


66 


wae 


rR oats 
Re Rae 


| 
| 
| 
| 


1 EEN MST GAL AEE ETI ST IE TE NET Bie ARIE 
ae atte 


‘are 


ae ve 


anne. MEET 


et Se wi 


6 ILE Leh IMAP TI TF 08 8 
ee ae 


486 


It has not resulted in any useful eflect upon the bar. — Reportof Secretary of War, 
socond session Fiftieth Congress, volume 2, part 1, page 175. 

‘Think of the immense sum of money absolutely squandered upon 
this improvement, all of which might have been saved had the proper 
preliminary examination been made before this work was begun. 

There is an unexpended balance of $16,651.57 remaining on hand 
and available for the continuation of this improvement. What is to 
be done w:th it? Can no scheme be devised by which it may also be 
made‘to disa ppear ? 

‘Third. Take Pass Cavallo Inlet to Matagorda Bay, Texas. 

The Chief Engineer, in his report upon this work, says that— 

The works heretofore constructed for the improvement of this locality have 
oractically disappeared, and if resumed, must begin anew upon a new site at a 
argely teccnnin estimate of cost. The total amount expended to June 30, 
1885, is $292,050.22. It has not resulted in any useful. effect upon the bar.—Re- 
port of Secretury of War, second session Fiftieth Congress, volume 2, part 1, page 

On July 1, 1888, there was an unexpended balance of $35,449.78 on 
hand and available for the continuation of this improvement. What 
is to be done with it? Is it to follow in the wake of the $292,050, 22 ? 

‘The unprecedentedly large sam of $622,738.88 absolutely squandered 
upon these three projects! How many more hundreds of thousands of 

dollars have been similarly thrown away upon the smaller rivers, har- 
bors, and creeks of this country? How much money is appropriated 
continuously in these measures for purely local improvements in which 
the public have very little concern and no benefit? Will there ever be 
an end to this recklessly extravagant and injudicious legislation? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Chairman, there has certainly been 
time enough expended in the discussion of this section, but 1 desire 
before we take a vote to say a few words in reply to what has fallen 
from my colleague [Mr. CRAIN]. My colleaguecertainly understands 
that Il am not opposed to getting as large appropriations for any port 
in our State as can be obtained, because I am a believer in river and 
harbor improvements. He asks me why it is that $100,000 was ap- 
propriated for the Black Warrior River. I will tell him that the esti- 
mate for the Black Warrior River was $300,000, and we have recom- 
mended only abott one-third of the amount asked for by the Secretary 
of War. As to the Harlem River, I have not looked at that, but, as I 
stated the other day, although the committee attempted, as a general 
rule, to give about 33} per cent. of the estimates, the rule was not in- 
fiexible. We adhered to it, however, as nearly as we could, and in 
doing so the ports of Texas got as large appropriations, relatively, as 
the other ports throughout the country, and in some cases larger. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will my colleague be kind enough to tell me what 
port on the coast of Texas got more than 334 per cent. ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. None; and on theAtlantic coast, in other 
States, there are a great many ports that did not get it, either. 

Mr, CRAIN. Aransas Pass does not even get one-third of the esti- 
mates. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Not quite; but the same is true of 
Charleston and of other placeson the Atlantic coast. There was no in- 
justice attempted to be doneto Texas. We tried to give hera fair pro- 
portion of the money, and I asked forall that I felt that I could ask 
for under the rule which governed the action of the committee in making 
these appropriations. . 

Mr. CRAIN, I wish it to be understood that I was not reflecting on 
my colleague at all. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Oh, I understand that, but your col- 
league feels it necessary to say something in behalf of his course when 
you attack the appropriations that are recommended for the ports in 
our State. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, if the shoe pinches I can not help that, but I 
do not intend to make it pinch. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Now, Mr. Chairman, in reply to my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpeEn] I will say it is quite evident 
that of ali his father’s children he loves himself the best [laughter], 
and I should have enjoyed his argument much more if he had found it 
convenient to attack this bill when the appropriations for Pennsylvania 
were under corsideration. 

Mr. SOWDEN. He did. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Not to-day. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I said what I had to say on that subject the other 


day. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. But to-day you have devoted your re- 
marks to Texas, and you have attacked every appropriation that is 
made for any place in our State, and, I repeat, I would have enjoyed 
your argument much better if you had made it when the appropriations 
for your own State of Pennsylvania were under consideration. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I attacked them, too. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. CRAIN; and there 
were—ayes 6, noes 33. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CHEADLE and Mr. BLANCHARD were 
appointed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (during the count by tellers). I ask that 
the tellers report. It is clear that there is no quorum in the House. 
Would it not be in order to move that the committee rise? 
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The CHAIRMAN. It will be after the tellers have made their re- 
port. If there be no objection, the Chair will announce the result of 


the count so far as it has proceeded. On this question the ayes are 6, 
the noes 74, 


Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The tellers continued the count, and reported—ayes 8, noes 90. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, the point of no quorum is 
withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes have it; and the amendment is not 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 

Improvement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing improve- 
ment, $300,000. 

Mr. CRAIN obtained the floor. 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out this appropriation. I want to 
kuow the reasons for including it in the bill. ‘There is no light thrown 
on this subject in the report of the committee. 

Mr. CRAIN. I did not understand the gentleman’s remark. 

Mr. KERR. I say the report of the committee states nothing in re- 
gard to this appropriation; and I would like to know why it is asked 
for. 

Mr. CRAIN. I offer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the lines just read, and insert : 

‘For the completion of the improvement of entrance to Galveston Harbor, 
Texas, $6,200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, the amount named in this amendment 
is that which has been suggested by the Chief of Engineers in the Book 
of Estimates for the completion of the project for the improvement of 
the bar and harbor at Galveston. I was asked, I believe, by the gen- 
tleman from lowa [Mr. Kerr], what is the necessity for this improve- 
ment? I do not think it necessary to answer that question for the 
benefit of the House, and the gentleman from Iowa will have abundant 
opportunity to ascertain the value of this work by reading something 
about the history and geography of the country. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas proposes 
that this appropriation be enlarged to the sum of $6,200,000. If these 
appropriations were enlarged in that ratio it would exhaust the entire 
surplus and we would not have enough money in the Treasury tocarry 
on the improvements of our rivers and harbors, saying nothing about 
other expenses. While the report of the committee throws no light on 
this subject, the report of the engineer in relation to the item last 
under consideration goes to show how extravagant are the demands 
made upon the Treasury of the United States by these little towns all 
over the coantry. I understand that the a ges for Aransas 
Pass was mainly in the interest of Corpus isti. Now when you 
come to look at the freights from that port, you will find that they 
average only about 8 or 10 tonsa day the year round; and the Govern- 
ment of the United States had better employ teams to haul the freight 
from that port than incur the expense of that improvement. 
commerce there amounts to about 6,000 tons a year. 

Mr. CRAIN. Is the gentleman referring to Galveston? 

Mr. KERR. No; I am referring to the previous item. 

Mr. CRAIN, Thatis passed. 

Mr. KERR. I know it is; but I am calling attention to it to illus- 
trate the extravagance of these appropriations. On the particular im- 
provement now under consideration the report of the committee throws 
no light whatever. 

Mr. CRAIN. The gentleman is mistaken. I will state, if he will 
permit me—— 

Mr. KERR. I will. 

Mr. CRAIN. The local engineer in charge of the improvements at 
Galveston states that the commerce of that port last year amounted to 
$73,000, 000. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman states that; and of course I am very 
glad he has had SS a the statement before the House, 
because it gives some reason why iation should be made. 
But so far as the report of the committee is concerned it does not saya 
word about it. 

Mr. CRAIN. The committee could not enlarge upon the work at 
every place. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman says the committee could not go into 
the reasons for the improvements at every Why, sir, if a town 
in our Western country asksan appropriation for a court-house we have 
to show all the facts and figures; we have to present the whole merits 
of the case in a separate report before the House will consent to act 
upon it. 

PBut on these three hundred and sixty-one items in this bill there is 
not one particle of light given us unless in general recommendations 
made by the committee. 

I hold that kind of legislation is not wise—is not just. It is unfair 
to the representatives of the American people and to the people them- 
selves to have large iations involving millions and millions of 
dollars without having the special reasons for them presented ina report. 
In this single item of rivers and harbors we are asked to appropriate 
sums of money equal to what was sufficient to carry on the Government 
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forty years ago in all its departments, and we are asked to do this with- 
out a single particle of light in regard to the appropriations which we 
are asked to make. It is not sufficient to say that these same improve- 
ments bave been voted for in former bills. This Congress has no right 
to assume without investigation and without proof that all former im- 

rovements have been wisely made, and that if an improvement has 
oa once put in the bill it must remain in it forever. Neither is it 
safe or wise to assume that the engineers’ report isa sufficient warrant 
for an appropriation, for they are generally interested in the improve- 
ment on which they report, and their business and living depend on 
it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Kerr], Mr. Chairman, almost every single item in 
this river and harbor bill has been appropriated for by Congress after 
Congress for a number of years. Thereis not a single item in the bill, 
I believe, which has not been appropriated for heretofore. Now, it 
would be utterly impossible for the Cammittee on Rivers and Harbors 
in any report made to the House to give all the information in regard 
to these various improvements. If my friend would only examine the 
reports of the engineers he would find thero-are four volumes, and with 
many thousands of giving the neccessary information as to the 
improvements for which appropriations are made in this bill. 

Mr. KERR. I have had the reports of the engineers, but not for 
this session. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It is not the fault of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors that the gentleman has not had the report of 
the Chief of Engiueers for this session. 

Mr. KERR. Whose fault is it, then? 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Llinois. It isthe fault of the Public Printer, 
if anybody’s; but the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have had 
these reports of the engineers and they have examined them, as they have 
examined former reports heretofore relating to the same improvements. 
We must rely on the information given to us by the engineers who 
have charge of these public works. 

It is the misfortune of some gentlemen who have not been here a 
great while that they are finding fault with these appropriations for 
improvements like the Galveston Harbor, which have been discussed 
here nearly every year since I have been a member of the House. For 
years we have been discussing the improvement of the harbor of Gal- 
veston. Everybody knows and everybody concedes the importance of 
the improvement not only to the city of Galveston and the State of 
Texas, but to the country. It is certainly of interest to the State of 
Kansas, it is of interest to the State of Colorado, and it certainly is of 
interest toa great many portions of the United States, outside of Texas, 
that Galveston Harbor should, if possible, be improved. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How much has been appropriated here- 
tofore for the improvement of Galveston Harbor? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Some two or three millions of dol- 
lars perhaps have been appropriated for that purpose. If the genile- 
man had waited only a moment I would have said the only doubt has 
been as to the probability of making a deep harbor at the city of Gal- 
veston. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That brings up the question I desire to 
suggest. After $3,000,000 have been expended for Galveston Harbor 
I wish to know—— 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I do not propose to give exact fig- 
ures, but about $2,000,000. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think itis more than that. But after 
that large appropriation of two or three millions of dollars has there 
— improvement in any perceptible degree of that harbor of Galves- 

? 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. They think so. So the engineers 
report. Itis the opinion of the Engineer Corps that it is practicable to 
improve the harbor at Galveston. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am putting these questions in the 
best faith. I have understood, whether correctly or not, that Galves- 
ton Harbor is merely quicksand, and that every effort heretofore made 
in this improvement is, on the system adopted by the Engineer Corps, 
abortive. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That is not in accordance with the 
opinion of the engineers who have had charge of this work, and we 
must rely on the information of the engineers as to the practicability 
of making some of these improvements. But Galveston is an impor- 
tant harbor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is no question about that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Every one concedes that. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, There is no question about that. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. It is worth the experiment to im- 
prove it, and it was for a long time, I believe, regarded merely as an 
experiment. But we must rely on the engineers having the work in 


We are constantly met by objections on the part of the members to 
works which have been considered by the House of Representatives 


from time to time for years. This is an appropriation the gentleman 































from Iowa should know something about, and the report of the en- 


gineers would give him all the information he desires. It would be 
utterly impossible for the Committee on Rivers and Harbors or for the 
Committee of the Whole to examine all these reports during the dis- 
cussion of the river and harbor bill unless we are to occupy the whole 
session in doing so. 

So, Mr. Chairman, members ought to inform themselves as to these 
improvements by reading the reports, and then oppose measures which 
they know or believe have no merit after making an examination of 
such reports. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa that the engineers’ reports upon these various works 
of internal improvement are a part of the committee’s report, and are 
referred to in the report, and, as has been suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois who has just taken his seat, it would be a physical im- 
possibility, it would be useless as well as absolutely impracticable, for 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to enter in their report into a 
detailed statement in reference to each work of improvement it con- 
siders when it formulates the river and harbor bill. 

In reference to the question addressed to the gentleman from Illinois 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne], I will state that the 
Chief of Engineers has reported that the effect of the work done at Gal- 
veston up to the present time has been to increase the depth of water 
on the inner bar about 7 or 8 feet; in other words, from 12 or 13 feet 
to about 20 or 21. But there has been no beneficial result, it is claimed, 
so far as the outer bar is concerned, because the work done up to the 
last two or three years has been purely tentative or experimental in 
itscharagter. Several experiments have been tried. First the gabionade 
system was tried, but the first storm that occurred swept the gabions 
away and destroyed the work. Then the combined scheme of mat- 
tresses and rock was tried, but it was soon found that because of the 
ravages of the marine insect known as the teredo the mattresses were 
soon destroyed and the rock gradually disappeared. 

A board of survey was then appointed by General Newton to examine 
into the question of the best and most practicable scheme for the im- 
provementofthe harbor. That board convened in the city of New York, 
and General Duane was the presiding officer. I think the present Chief 
of Engineers was a member of the board. They started out upon the 
work intrusted to them, and, after an examination, submitted a plan 
whereby, instead of having sunken jetties—thatis, jetties beneath the 
surface of the water—they have recommended jetties that rise several 
feet above high-water mark, and instead of being constructed of mat- 
tresses and stone this new scheme or plan recommends the use of stone 
alone, so that they are impervious to the ravages of the teredo; and this 
is evidently the project which the Chief of Engineers in his report of 
last year, and his successor in thereport of this year, had in mind when 
they stated that the effect of the improvement would be to give from 20 
to 30 feet of water, according to the length of the jetties. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do I understand that the scheme or 
system mentioned has been tested at all, or have any expenditures in 
that direction been made? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. There have been expended about $300,000, 
and now under contract about $500,0''0, every dollar of which will be 
expended by the time this appropriation becomes effective. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Under the new system? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CRAIN, it was 
rejected. 

Mr. CRAIN. 
I desire to offer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 10 and 11, on page 10, and insert: ‘‘ Improving the entrance to 
Galveston Harbor, Texas: Continuing improvement, $1,000,000.” 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, the local engineer in charge of the work 
of improvement at Galveston Harbor has asked for an appropriation of 
twoand a half millions of dollars for the ensuing fiscal year. Hestated 
that this amountcould be profitably expended and that it would finish 
the jetties out to the crest of the bar. The Chief of Engineers, how- 
ever, asks Congress to appropriate $1,000,000, and says that this last 
amount can be profitably expended. 

It has been conceded in this House on both sides, by the friends of 
the river and harbor bill and by its enemies, that the work of improv- 
ing the bar and harbor of Galveston is one of national importance and 
necessity. If this be so—and, as I have already said, it is a conceded 
fact, conceded by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne], who 
questioned me as to the work now going on, conceded even by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, upon whose headstone wili 
be written the epitaph ‘‘ Modesty killed him;’’ conceded by every- 
body—why is it that the Congress of the United States does not appro- 
priate a sufficient amount to enable the engineers in charge of the work 
to carry out to a successful and rapid completion the project now on 
foot? 

There are two essential factors in the improvement of such a harbor; 
one, the scientific knowledge and skill necessary, in the first place, 
to fabricate a scheme; and, in the second place, to carry it to comple- 
tion; and the second factor is the money essential to enable science and 


I have another amendment to this paragraph which 
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skill combined to do its work. We hold the engineers of the Army re- 
sponsible for the success or failure of the respective works committed 
to their charge, while at the same time we dole out the money neces- 
sary for the work with a niggardly hand. : 

Why, Mr. Chairman, improving the harbor of Cherbourg, or rather 
the building of the harbor of Cherbourg, in.France, cost more money 
than the entire appropriation asked for by the River and Harbor Com- 
raittee for the improvemert of all the rivers and harbors in the United 
States. We can not accomplish the work, we can not have these im- 
provements, unless the money necessary to enable the engineers to carry 
them out is appropriated. As I said before, and I appeal to the com- 
mittee to be logical, everybody concedes the importance of the im- 
provement, and that being a conceded fact, why, then, I repeat, does 
not the committee, acting as the representative of the House, give to 
the engineers in charge of the works enough money to enable them to 
give to this Congress some tangible evidence in response to the ques- 
tions asked by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne], as to the 
effect or practical results of the expenditures on the schemes which 
havs been adopted for the improvement of the harbor and bar of Gal- 
veston ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. At the first session of this Congress Galveston 
Harbor was given an appropriation of half a million dollars. Very 
little of that money has been expended. The bill under consideration 
provides a further appropriation of $300,000 to continue the work at 
that point during the coming fiscal year. Notwithstanding what the 
Chief of Engineers says in reference to the amount that can be profit- 
ably expended there, the committee believes that the $300,000 provided 
for in this bill and the half million of the bill of the firsteession is 
about all the money that can be profitably expended there during the 
present fiscal year and next fiscal year. Galveston has fared in this 
bill just about as the other three hundred and fifty projects throughout 
the United States have fared, and Ido not see any good reason why an 
exception should be made in favor of that harbor over other projected 
improvements going on of equal importance which only get one-third 
of the engineer’s estimate. The amount estimated for Galveston is 
$1,060,000, and we have given $300,000, which approximates 33} per 
cent. of that amount. I believe in the small bill of this session that 
amount is sufficient. With these remarks I ask for a vote. 

Mr. CRAIN. I will take but a moment to nd to the statement 
of the chairman of the Committee on Riversand Harbors. It is true 
that there is a large amount of the last appropriation unexpended; but 
the chairman of the committee well knows that every dollar of that 
amount is subject to contract, and that every dollar of it will have been 
expended at the time this appropriation becomes available. The Chief 
of Engineers, in a letter which I read to the committee when we were 
discussing this bill during the general debate, states that on the first 
day of Juiy—the beginning of the next fiscal year—there will not be 
one dollar of the last appropriation for the improvement of Galves- 
ton Harbor remaining unexpended; and if half a million, Mr. Chair- 
man, were necessary for that work during the last year, why isit the 
same amount should not be necessary the rext year? Why is it that 
the committee cut the appropriation down to $300,000 ? 

Mr. HERMANN. Would the gentleman give the amount recom- 
mended by the Chief of Engineers in his estimates? 

Mr. CRAIN. I certainly would give to every place the amount 
asked by the Chief of Engineers in his estimates for two good reasons: 
First, I am opposed to this driblet system of appropriations, which 
really involves a waste of money in a great many instances; and, as 
another reason, I have great confidence in the skill and honesty of the 
gentleman who is at the head of the engineer department of the Army. 
It is his business, and the duty of the local engineers under his super- 
vision, to consider these questions, to examine into them, investigate 
them, and give to their consideration all their skill and scientific know]- 
edge upon the questions propounded and submitted. We are inastate 
of comparative ignorance on the matters. I presume there are very 
few gentlemen on this floor who are engineers; and, even admitting 
that there are some, they would be incompetent to grapple with these 
problems, because they would not have had the opportunity to exam- 
ine the various places, plans for the improvement of which were sub- 
mitted to them for consideration. 

We are compelled in the nature of events to be governed and guided 
by the reports of the local engineers and by the analysis of those re- 
ports submitted to us annually by the Chief of Engineers. Having, 
therefore, confidence in his honesty and ability, and governed by those 
considerations as well as the national and commercial importance of 
Galveston, I ask at the hands of this committee a vote in favor of this 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CRAIN, Mr. Chairman, I have another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is proposed to strike out lines 10 and 11, on page 10, and insert: “ For the 
com letion of the improvement of the entrance to Galveston Harbor, 


Mr.CRAIN. I desire tocortectthatamendment. Itshould be ‘‘con- 


’ tinue the improvement ”’ instead of “ — of the improvement.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will e the correction. 


Mr.CRAIN. Icall the attention of this committee to this fact which 
has been stated by the chairman, and also by my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Riversand Harbors [Mr. Stewart], that every place, or nearly 
all of those at least, embraced within the river and harbor bill now 
under consideration have received about one-third of the estimates sub- 
mitted by the Chief of Engineers. 

Now, the Chief of Engineers in his estimate tells Congress that he 
can profitably expend $1,000,000 at Galveston. Thirty-three and one- 
third per cent. of that would be $333,333.33. Why is it that you do 
not give to Galveston one-third ? Why cut her down to $300,000? I 
am seriously in earnest about this amendment, because it isa line sug- 

ed by my colleague. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The committee laid down no absolute rule by 
which these appropriations were formulated. There are other points 
of equal importance with Galveston which received less than 33} per 
cent. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will you please name one? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, theimprovement of the mouth of Colum- 
bia River, Oregon. That is an improvement the importance of which 
compares favorably with Galveston, a statement which I think the 
gentleman who sits behind you [Mr. HERMANN] will confirm. 

Mr. HERMANN. I think the gentleman from Texas will concede 


That is always the way. They appeal to gentlemen 
in whose cases they have acted favorably. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
The committee have allowed Galveston eee of the esti- 
mate. The amendment of the gentleman from Texas asks for $333,000. 

Mr. CRAIN. That is about one-third. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The bill proposes to give $300,000. The dif- 
ference is not great, and against the proposition of the gentleman I 
invoke the rule ‘‘de minimis non curat lex.’’ 

Mr. CRAIN. I do not think that is one of tho rules of the House. 
As it is a little amendment I hope the committee will give it to me. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRAIN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 30, 

Mr. CRAIN. Noquorum. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask my friend from Texas if he will not 
waive the question of no quorum, provided he shall have a separate 
vote in the House? 

Mr. CRAIN. Voz populi, vox Dei; I will do that. 

The Clerk read as foliows: 


c For ice-harbor at the mouth of Muskingum River, Ohio: For repairs, $10,000, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to amend that paragraph by striking 
out, in line 21, the words ‘‘ For repairs ’’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words ‘‘ To complete.’’ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bape tenn of refuge at Portage Lake, Michigan: Continuing improve- 
ment, $10, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to amend that paragraph bystriking out 
“‘ten’’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the ap- 
propriation $30,000. I will explain briefly the reason for offering this 
amendment. This bill generally is constructed upon the plan of ap- 

ropriating about 33 per cent. of the estimates of the Secretary of War, 
Causa upon the report of the Chief of Engineers, The harbor of refuge 
at Portage Lake is made an exception tothat rule. In the Book of Es- 
timates, page 182, it will be seen that the Secretary of War recom- 
mends an appropriation for this harbor of $60,000, but the committee 
recommend an appropriation of only $10,000, about 16 per cent. The 
same discrimination was made this harbor in the river and har- 
bor bill passed at the first session of this Last year also the 
estimate was $60,000 for this harbor, but the committee reported an 
appropriation of only $10,000, while in the same district (which I have 
honor to represent) an of $50,000 was recommended 

by the Secretary of War committee reported an i 

forty-five thousand. 
Of course I know that 


circumstances may vary the proprieties in 
gilhsdes cman; bet ta tein thotanee I exage tents that the Vottees Lake 


harbor of is justly entitled to a fair pro rata of the entire amount 
recommended by the Secretary of War. Upon the basis of 33 per cent., 
the general rale, this harbor would of course receive but $20,000, I 
have, however, made my amendment thirty thousand, because har- 


bor was discriminated in the same manner and to the same ex- 
tent loth maeitne, ant, 2 nee nee SEG ee 
sufficient to improve the harbor so as tomake it of use. Itis not as yet 
a very important harbor commercially. The entrances and clearances 
during the past have not perhaps been more than five hundred 
vessels; but d the last few months the town at Portage Lake has 
become a railroad terminus, its commerce has largely increased, and it 
is certain to increase much more rapidly in the future. The harbor is 


one that is very easy to improve, and it is a point at which a harbor of 
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refuge is greatly needed. There is no harbor of refuge into which ves- 
sels can run in distress or in storm anywhere between Grand Haven 


and the Straits of Mackinaw. In stress of weather all vessels are 
compelled to make for lee behind the Manitou Islands, about 60 miles 
from the harbor in question. 

It is true that the Government is about to construct, and has already 
made a liberal appropriation for, a harbor of refuge at Ludington, 
about 40 miles south of Portage Lake, but nothing has yet been done 
toward constructing that work or expending the appropriation, and 
meanwhile many wrecks occur upon that part of the lake coast. It 
is exceedingly desirable, therefore, that this work at Portage Lake 
shall progress as rapidly as possible so as to make the port of refuge 
available, and I believe that the amount named in my amendment will 


be required for that = Even as a commercial harbor the im- 
portance of Po e is rapidly increasing from year to year, and, 


as I have said, it is certain to increase much more rapidly in the fut- 
ure, and I trust that the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors will not oppose this amendment, which is simply designed to 

at this harbor upon the same basis as the other harbors upon Lake 
Michigan by giving it 33} per cent. of the amount recommended by 
the Secretary of 

Mr. BLANCHARD. It is true that the estimates of the engineer for 

the fiscal year 1890 of the amount that can be profitably expended upon 
this harbor of refuge at Portage Lake, Michigan, is $60,000. It is also 
true that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have embodied in this 
bill but $10,000 for the continuation of the work at that point. The 
amount we have recommended in this bill, therefore, is not one-third 
of the amount which the Chief of Engineers says can be profitably ex- 
pended there, but my friend from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon], who is 
eminently a fair man, will recollect that the present bill is but a little 
over half as large as the river and harbor bill of the first session of this 
Congress. 
Now, in the first session of this 
a wl fact that oan carried one or nearly double 
t te o present , appropria only $10,000 for this 
harbor. in a bill of half that size we have now given it an equal 
amount. When we have done as well as this, [ think my friend from 
Michigan is not in a position to complain. The last bill passed the 
House without any objection as to the amount of this appropriation; 
it also passed the Senate the committee of conference without any 
objection as to the amount. If $10,000 was sufficient to continue that 
work in the present fiscal year, I submit that $10,000, as reported in 
this bill, is sufficient to continue the work in the next fiscal. I am 
fortified in this statement by what the engineer says with reference to 
the amount heretofore expended yearly for Po: Lake Harbor. On 
page 253 of part 1 of the Engineer’s Report we find that the amount 
expended during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888—the last fiscal 
year—was $11,479. If more than this sum could not be profitably ex- 
pended ae oe fiscal year, and if $10,000 was sufficient to be 
expended during the present fiscal year, we of the committee took it 
for granted that $10,000 would be sufficient for this work during the 
coming fiscal year. This is why we have given Portage Lake Harbor 
only $10,000 instead of $20,000, which would have been its pro rata if 
it had received one-third the amount asked for by the Chief of Engi- 
neers. 

We were not guided altogether by what the Chief of Engineers said 
with reference to the amount which could be profitably expended. 
We had in mind also what a in the last bill, which, as 
I have said, was only $10,000. e concluded that if we now gave 
$10,000 in a bill one-half the size of the last bill it would be satisfac- 
tory to all es. 

Mr. C HEON. Mr. Chairman, I do notdesire to criticise the ac- 
tion of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, because I believe the 
committee is made up of fair gentlemen who have sought to frame such 
a bill as could pass the House and would benefit the country. But 
this harbor is one as to which genuine economy would require that the 
entire amount ~~ for its completion should be appropriated at 
once. I realize, however, that this can not be asked for one harbor 
more than for another. Therefore I have only proposed that this im- 
provement shall receive its pro rata of appropriation according to the 
amount given to other harbors, 

This harbor of refuge when completed will be the most commodious 
and accessible upon Lake . It is a straight sand cut from 
Lake Mich to Po: Lake, a distance of about 2,200 feet; and 
the principal work to be done is simply dredging. More or less can be 
done in any one year. At present, with about 8} feet of water, the 
harbor is of course absolutely worthless as a harbor of refuge. The 
sooner the project is carried out the sooner this improvement will be 
available for the p for which it is intended, that is, as a place of 

for vessels in distress. Meanwhile the harbor is being used, and 
is valuable as a commercial harbor. 

I will not occupy further time in advocating this amendment. I be- 
lieve it is meritorious and ought to be ae I propose simply to 
= bg harbor upon the same basis as all the adjacent harbors on 


the river and harbor bill, 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr, 
CUTCHEON, there were—ayes 15, noes 36. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Noquorum. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I was about to say that I would not make the 
point of no quorum, because I desire to see this bill expedited; but, 
of course, it is beyond my power to say whether any other gentleman 
shall make the point. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Under the circumstances, I trust the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN] will withdraw his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentlemen 
from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 


BLANCHARD]. The tellers will take their places. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to see this bill 
delayed—— 


[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think my amendment a fair and proper one; but 
if justice can be done all round by allowing for this work $20,000 in- 
stead of $30,000, which would give us for this session 33 per cent. of 
the estimate, I should be content. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the gentleman will accept $15,000, I will 
agree to that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very well. 
to make the appropriation $15,000. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Tellers having been ordered, and the reguiar order 
being demanded, is it not the duty of the tellers to take their places ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman 
from Louisiana were appointed as tellers, but the reason the Chair hesi- 
tated in directing the tellers to proceed with the count was that the 
parties seemed to be trying to come to an agreement about the figure 
in the amendment-—— 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And we have done so. 

The CHAIRMAN. And it would be competent for the gentleman 


offering the amendment to alter its terms before the takingof the vote 
u 


I accept the gentleman’s proposition 


m it. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand the chairman of the committee 


{[Mr. BLANCHARD] accepts my proposition to make the appropriation 
$15,000. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I accept it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to strike out the item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as now 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6 strike out ‘“‘ten’’ and insert “fifteen.” 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I accept that. 
Mr. STEELE. Let us have a vote. 


The CHAIRMAN. Of course the committee must act upon the 
amendment. 


Mr. ADAMS. Is this question debatable? 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 
Mr. ADAMS. I desire to be heard briefly. 


I am aware of the fact that it is not fashionable for a member to 
speak for any public improvement outside of his own district, but I 
wish to say in regard to this particular harbor that it is interesting not 
only to the representative of that harbor but to every representative 
of every harbor on the northern lakes. It is a harbor of refuge for the 
northern part of Lake Michigan, and, as I understand, it is the only 
one there existing. It is incomplete because of insufficiency of depth, 
and if I am wrong in my statement I desire to be corrected. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman is correct. Ithas but 8 feet and 
it is desired to have 18. 

Mr. ADAMS. Exactly; and the size of vessels there is increasing 
year by year. We have but 15 feet at Chicago, where we ought to have 
18, and every harbor of refuge on Lake Michigan, or on every one of the 
northern lakes, ought to have at least 15 feetif not 18. As this is only 
for dredging and continuing the existing improvement, I regret that the 
gentleman from Michigan did not put his amendment at $20,000; but as 
he has seen proper to place it at $15,000, it seems to me that every one 
interested in the navigation of the northwestern lakes ought to support 
that amendment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. A vote was taken upon a pending amendment, 
which vote developed the fact that a quorum was not present. Assoon 
as the vote was announced I rose in my place and made the point that 
no quorum had voted. Having raised the pointof no quorum, can any 
other business be transacted unless the point of no quorum is withdrawn 
or further count has developed the presence of a quorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, in response to the parlia- 
mentary inquiry of the gentleman from Indiana, that after the point of 
no quorum was made the gentleman from Michigan moved, as he had 
a right to do, his new amendment, which was in substance the with- 
drawal of the first amendment and offering another, and the vote is now 
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being taken upon the latter amendment. Pending that the gentleman 
from Indiatia has moved to strike out the section, which isin order after 
the committee has had the opportunity of perfecting the textof the sec- 
tion. 

Mr. CHEADLE. But my inquiry is, can any business be transacted 
at all, or can the gentleman withdraw his amendment, until the ques- 
tion of a quorum has been decided ? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Michigan had the right to withdraw his amendment or substitute other 
amendments in different amounts until the House had finally acted 
upon the amendment. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Reis XX. Whan a motion or proposition is under consideration, a motion to 
amend and & motion to amend that amendment shall be in order, and it shall 
alse be in order to offer a further amendment by way of substitute, to which 
one amendment may be offered, but which shall not be voted upon until the 


origina] matter is perfected, but either may be withdrawn before amendment 
er decision is had thereon. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there was no final de- 
cision in this case, and the gentleman sought to withdraw the amend- 
ment and substitute a different one, which the Chair thinks he had a 
right to do. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I admit that, as a general rule, the proposition 
suggested by the Chair would be correct; but the question of a quorum 
having been raised, my understanding is, and of course I only submit 
it for the decision of the Chair, that no further business can be trans- 
acted until that point is settled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The withdrawal of the one proposition and the 
substitution of a new one deprived the House of the necessity of en- 
forcing the presence of a quorum. The gentleman, of course, had a 
perfect right to make the point of no quorum, but the amendment hav- 
ing been withdrawn, no vote can be taken upon it. The motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana will be in order after the pending amendment 
shall have been acted upon. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. CuTCHEON. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 45, noes 2. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. CHEADLE and Mr. CUTCHEON were appointed tellers. 

Pending the division, .- 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, said: I ask that the tellers report, pre- 
paratory to a motion that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the tellers not having 
cempleted their count, a motion to rise would not be in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I ask that the count by tellers be an- 
nounced, with a view to making that motion. 

The tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 3. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MCMILLIN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had under consideration the bill (H. R, 11765) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had come to 
bo resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
disagreement to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 858) to 
forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction 
of a railroad from Marquette and Ontonagon in said State, asked a con- 
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. PLumMs, Mr. 
Biatirg, and Mr. WALTHALL. 

It also annoanced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
tities; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 1278) for the relief of James A. Terrell; 

A bill (S. 2511) to provide for the disposal of certain public lands of 
the United States under the provisions of the homestead laws only. 

It also announced the Senate had passed without amendment House 
bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5009) to provide certain arms, ammunition, and equip- 
age to the State ot Oregon for the militia thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 7261) granting the right of way through certain lands 
in the State of Minnesota to the Moorhead, Leech Lake and Northern 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott; and 

A bill (H. R. 10869) to constract a road from Florence, §, C., to the 
national cemetery adjacent thereto. 

It also announced the Senate had passed with amendment in which 
concurrence was requested the bill(H. R. 1959) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to issue to the governor of the Territory of Montana mili- 
tary stores for the use of theregularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed 


active militia. 
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It also announced the Senate had with amendments the bill (H. 
R. 1860) to amend section 683 of the Revised Statutes, and requested 
a conference with the House on said bill and amendments, and had 
appointed as conferees on its part, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. Hoar, and Mr. 
GORMAN. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
7935) for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians, in the 
State of Minnesota; when the Speaker signed the same. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2511) to provide 
for the disposal of certain public lands of the United States under the 
provisions of the homestead laws only; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (8. 1786) to 
regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 
States; when the Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr: HOLMAN. Iask the gentleman from Louisiana to withdraw 
that for a moment in order that I may obtain an order to have a bill 
printed. It is the bill (S. 3511) in regard to public lands. It is im- 
portant that it should be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and I ask unanimous consent that that be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair is informed that that order 
has been made. 

Then, on motion of Mr. BLANCHARD (at 4 o’clock and 18 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. VOORHEES: A bill (H. R. 11918) to authorize the board 
of county commissioners of the county of Whitman, Washington Ter- 
ritory, to issue bonds and to build a court-house and jail and to sell 
and acquire real estate for such purposes—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11919) for the re- 
lief of John Curron—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11920) for the relief of John Glore—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill (H. R. 11921) granting a pension to 
Sally W. Hubbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11922) granting a pension to Silas W. 
Shutts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 11923) granting ® pension to 
Charles Schuler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 11925) for the relief of Thomas H. 
B. Phillips—to the Committee on Mili irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11926) for the relief of Eli Butler—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11927) for the relief of 
William A. Kinsolving—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11928) for the relief of John B, Freer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 11929) for the relief of 
Amelia A. McAllister—to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 11930) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Gannon—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 11931) for the relief of Col. James 
Lindsay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 11932) for the relief of 
Dr. F. W. Thornhill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11933) granting a pension to Charles Ellsbury—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 11934) for the relief of A. B. Davis—to the Com- 
wnlee, 2 bill (EL R. 11935) pension to George 

Also, a bili (H. granting a ion to W. Johnson— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Pittsburgh Grain and Flour Ex- 
change, in favor of the cental system—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 
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By Mr. COWLES: Petition of the estate of Stephen Johnson, for 
reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of administrator of J. C. Smith, of Jeffer- 
son County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Richmond, Kans., for the 
discontinuance of Jabor in the United States Postal Department on 
Sunday—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the board of county commission- 
ers of Steele County, Dakota, for an amendment to the act of July 30, 
1886, restricting special legislation in the Territories—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of sundry citizens of Jack County, Texas, 
for the establishment of a Federal court, etc.—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Clay County, Texas, for the es- 
tablishment of a Federal court at Henrietta, Tex.-—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of Maney Morris, of Tennessee, for refer- 
ae of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. . 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., concerning the beet-sugar, wine, and fruit industries of 
California, and the necessity of protecting the same by tariff duties— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Papers in the claim of Ann Clifton, widow of 
James G. Clifton; of Ezra H. Kert, Alfred Kent, and Julia L. Bennett; 
of Ann Ellen Morrell, of Philip Geibelhouse, of Caroline E. Long, of 
Terence Nugent, and of Nicholas Gril, of Georgia—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Lawrence, 
Kans., favoring the passage of the funding bill—to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroads. 

Also the petition of 20 citizens of Barber County, Kansas, asking 
that a copy of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD be sent to each school 
district—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of William H. Gannon, for refer- 
= of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of Democratic citizens of South 
Dakota, adopted at Mitchell, Dak., December 20, 1888, in favor of the 
division of Dakota—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. CHARLESSTEWART: Petition of sundry citizens of Madi- 
son County and of Walker County, Texas, in behalf of pure food—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of John C. Taylor, and James 
Crouch, of Gallatin County, Kentucky, for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: Papers in the claim of James Lindsay—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Calvin Pomeroy, trustee, and of 
Henry Clay Sherrod, of Lauderdale County, and of Mary A. De Graf- 
fenried, of Lawrence County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received and severally referred to the Committee on 

atents: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Of Robert Fergus and others of Chicago, Il. 

By Mr. C. 5S. BAKER: Of C, E. Backus and others, of Rochester, 


By Mr. BAYNE: Of C. T. Russell and others, of Allegheny, Pa. 

By Mr. BLISS: Of printers and others of New York. 

By Mr. BREWER: Of Fred Slocum, of Caro, and of D. Marvin and 29 
others, citizens of Webberville, Mich. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of New York and Boston. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Of printers and others, of New York and Brook- 


yn. 
By Mr. FRENCH: Of the Middletown (Conn.) Publishing Company. 
By Mr. GIFFORD: Of E. M. Morrell, of Wahpeton; of Carter Bros., 
of Canton: of N. T. Smithand others, of Huron; of V. C. Wass, of Center- 
ville; of R. H. McKee, of Dunseith; of George Nugent, of Salem; of 
G. A, Nichols, of Capp; and of J. E. Patten, of Salem, Dak. 
ae Mr. HAYDEN: Of FE. W. Wheeler and others, of Cambridge, 
ass, 
By Mr. LANHAM: Of John Hoeny and others, of Texas. 
By Mr. MAHONEY: Of printers and others, of New York. 
By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Of W. G. Hubbard, of Columbus, Ohio. 
By Mr. PIDCOCK: Of John Carpenter and others, of New Jersey. 
By Mr. RICE: Of S. L. Crockard, of Claremont, Dak. 
By Mr. SEYMOUR: Of W. F. Montgomery, of Michigan. 
¥ = 4 Mr. 8. V. WHITE: Of printers and others, of Brooklyn and New 
or. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION CORRESPONDENCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has examined the mes- 
age of the President of the United States sent in yesterday, together 
with the record of the transaction to which it refers. It relates and is 
supplemental to matters that have already been made public. It will 
therefore, if there be no objection, be read, laid upon the table, and 
printed. 
The message was read, and ordered to lie on the table and be printed, 
as follows: 


To the Senate. 


On or about the 25th day of September, 1888, I received a copy of a resolution 
adopted on that day by the Senate in executive session, requesting the trans- 
mission to that body by the President of all communications and correspond- 
ence (not heretofore sent to the Senate) under his control on the subject of the 
proposed convention with Chinatransmitted by him to the Senate by message 
dated 16th March. 1888, and on the subject of the reported failure of the Govern- 
ment of China to finally agree to the same. 

A few days after the copy of said resolution was received by me, and on the 
Ist day of October, 1858, I sent a communication to the Congress accompanying 
my approval of a bill prohibiting the return of Chinese laborers tothe United 
States, in which I supposed all the information sought under the terms of the 
Senate resolution above recited was fully supplied. 

I beg to refer in this connection to Senate Executive Document No. 273, first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress, and especially to page 3 thereof. 

Believing the information contained in said document answered the purposes 
of said Senate resolution, no separate and explicit answer was made thereto. 

But in my message of October 1, 1888, the tenor and purport of a cipher dis- 
patch from our minister in China to the Secretary of State, dated September 
21, 1888, was given instead of attempting to transmit a copy of the same. 

For greater precision, however, and with the object of answering in more 
exact terms the resolution of the Senate, I transmit with this, in paraphrase of 
the cipher, a copy of the said dispatch. I also transmit copies of two notes 
which accompanied my message of October 1, 1888, one from Mr. Shu Cheon 
Pon, chargé d’affaires of the Chinese legation in this city, dated September 25, 
1888, to the Secretary of State, and the other being the reply thereto by the Sec- 
retary of State, dated September 26, 1888, both of which will be found in Senate 
Executive Document No. 273. 

The dispatch and no cs above referred to comprise, in the language of the 
Senate resolution, “‘allcommunications and correspondence” the transmission 
of which is therein requested. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Executive Mansion, January 2, 1889. 

CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate communications 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in pursuance of the provis- 
ions of the act of Congress of February 3, 1887, certified copies of the 
final ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice-President ap- 
pointed by the States of Maine and California; which were ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying certificates, to lie on the table. 


GEORGE F. ROBERTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a res- 
olution of December 20, 1888, a statement of the sum of money re- 
quired to pay George F. Roberts, administrator, and others, alleged ex- 
cess of money erroneously collected as set forth in Senate bill No. 2001; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam informed that all the members of the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills are unable just now to attend to the duties of that 
committee and that the clerk of the committee has sustained a severe 
accident. i ask unanimous consent that the Chair be authorized to 
appoint two additional members of the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
to have the authority of the full committee until otherwise ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the Chair be authorized to appoint two 
additional members of the Committee on Enrolled Bills with author- 
ity to act with the powers of the full committee until otherwise or- 
dered. If there be no objection, it is so ordered. The Chair appoints 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock] and the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES] as additional members of the committee. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I present a petition numerously signed by citi- 
zens of Washington Territory, praying that an appropriation be made 
by Congress for the improvement of Cabinet, Rock Island, and Methow 
Rapids, and other important points where float bowlders obstruct the 
channel of the Columbia River. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the passage of the Senate 
tariff bill unless such modifications are made as will protect the beet- 
sugar, wine, and fruit industries; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 
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He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying that Ameriean interests in the Samoan Islands 
be protected; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the establishment of a relief station in the 
Arctic Ocean; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying that appropriations be made for the hydro- 
graphic office at San Francisco; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of the Maine Woolen Manufact- 
urers, by Lewis Anderson, president, and A. F. Bradbury, secretary, 
urging legislation upon the subject of undervaluation of foreign mer- 
chandise when passed through the custom-houses of the United States, 
and also upon the classification of worsted and woolen cloths and 
yarns; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8S. 1140) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
procure and present suitable medals to the survivors of the ‘‘ Forlorn- 
hope storming party’’ of Port Hudson, reperted it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (8. 1786) to regulate the appointments in the Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice of the United States; and it was thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore. : 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3786) to refund certain income 
taxes illegally collected; which wasveadtwies by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 124) relating to 
the salary of the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital 
Service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

INDIAN WAR VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which wascon- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be,and he is , directed to trans- 


mit to the Senate es of all records and on rela- 
tive to the service of volunteers from Washington and in the 


Indian war of 1877, commonly known as the with in- 
aes — ae = — of snch ten 
respectively, the period or 8 of service, and whether any payments, an 
if - what aes and wn. have been made for such service. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate copies of all records and papers on file in his Depart- 
ment relative to service of volunteers from W: eo and Idaho Territories 
in the indian war of 1877, commonly known as the Nez Percé war. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, aimounced that the House had agreed ‘to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Seeretary of War to is- 
sue to the governor of the Territory of Montana military stores for the 
use of the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3646} for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamber- 
lain, of California. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by wie a tempore: es 

A bi . R. 7) granting a pension to Thomas B. ; 

A. bill (H. R. a ting a pension to William H. Starr; 

A bili (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 308) ting a pension to John Lynn; 

A bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of Lotisa McLain; 

- bill (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 
itas; 

A bill i R. 2236) granting a pension to Eli J. Yamgheim; 

A bill (H. R. 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Car- 
roll; 


A bill (H. R. eros} for the relief of Ida M. Howell; 
A bill (HL R. 2702) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shook; _ 
A bill (H. R. 2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine; 
A bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension to Henry Sommers; 
A bill (H. R. 3512) granting a pension to Anthony Shafer; 
_ bill (H. R. 3608) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
nce; 
A bill (H. R. 3681) granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller; 


A bill (H. R. 4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 
Martha Priest; 
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A bill 
A bil 
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ill 


4648) granting a pension to Jemima Sterling; 
9) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 
4737) granting a pension to Micah French; 
granting a pension to Charles E. Scott; 
. R. 5408) granting a pension to Emma F. Read; 
ill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 


n; 
A bill (H. R. 8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott; 

ao (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. 
Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 10869) to construct a road from Florence, 8. C., to the 
national cemetery adjacent thereto; 

A bill (H. R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney; 

A bill (H. R. 11042) for the relief of Motier Howe; 

A bill (H. R. 11353) granting a pension to Fredericka Li 

A bill (H. R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. Louise 
phrey; and 

A bill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers. 

CANCELED LAND CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Indiana | Mr. VooRHEEsS], com- 
ing over from a former day, which will be read: 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution offered by Mr. VOORHEES De- 
cember 21, 1888, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
furnish to the Senate, prior to the expiration of the present session of 
a list of all homestead, timber-culture, and aon entries to public lands 


A 
A 
A 
a 


Ww 


g; 
. Hum- 


to 

, 

which have been canceled after issuance of and certificate therefor, 

during the present administration, for any cause than voluntary relin- 

uishment. Such list shall be similar in the data supplied to the list of canceled 
Toot lend entries furnished in response to a prior resolution of this body. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Isimply want the adoption of the resolution. It 
is an inquiry for facts and information of great consequence to the peo- 
ple. Ido not suppose it ‘is necessary to discuss it; I presume there 
will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

; RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 
Mr. HALE. I ask leave tocall up for passage Order of Business 601. 


'"qhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. "Is there farther morning busi 
ness ? 
wD sider ia and the Calendar under Rule 
from Maine moves to proceed to the 


The question is on agreeing to the 


a ALLISON. I will yield for that bill provided it takes no time, 
but if it does I shall object to it. ’ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 1t provides that any officer who, after 
twenty years or more of service, has been or shall hereafter be placed 
on the retired-list of the Navy by reason of physical defect, which de- 
fect was not a disqualification for service under the tions at the 
time of such officer’s original entry into the service, but has subse- 
quently been made so, shall, upon the certificate of the retiring board 
to such state of facts, be held to be retired for disability incident to the 
service, and shall receive the rate of pay established by law for officers 
of his grade retired under such disability. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask the Senator from Maine to make a short 
statement, as there is no printed report, as to the object of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I explained the provisions of the bill to the Senator 
from Missouri, who had it arrested heretofore, to his satisfaction. It 
only applies, so far as is known, to a single officer, whose defect, a lack 
of vision, was created after he entered the service. So he has no ben- 
efit from the order of the Department unless this bill is passed. It 
simply makes the difference between the furlough pay and three-quar- 
ters pay, and only applies in one case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROYAL COMMISSION ON PRECIOUS METALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask consent to submit at this time the following 
concurrent resolution: 

Resolved by t Representati neurri 
printed a0 Siditinanl ocpien at: e final rt of the mit Menten sat 
pointed to inquire into the recent changes in relative values of the precious 
Periatocn by comnand of es Majeh in sca forts lone eter Pe 
and bound in cloth, of which 1,000 co: ; shall be for the use of the Senate | 
2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator if that includes the full report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does, and the testimony. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing under the rule. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 

tion of the tariff bill. 
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The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
Vest, in Schedule I, cotton manufactures, line 1211, to strike out ‘10 
cents per pound ’’ and insert ‘‘35 percent. ad valorem; ’’ so as to make 
the paragraph read: 

und upon spools), 
wat Goth Ge cited eapend the condit —4 Z 7 by twisting too 2 
more single yarns together, whether on beams, or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or 
as any other form, valued at not exceeding 25 cehts per pound, 35 per cent. ad 
vaiorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, if there is any one branch of human 
industry in which America ought not only to be able to compete with 
the world but to take the lead of the world, it would seem to me to be 
this of cotton. It is the most important of all the industries that per- 
tain to this country, unless it be iron and its manufactures. It is 
growing in importance and the consumption of the manufactures of 
cotton is increasing in quantity every day. 

I have collated a few statistics with reference to the production and 
the growth of cotton, which I wish to impart to the Senate. For the 
last fiscal year the consumption of the entire world was 10,911,000 
bales of cotton, a bale being estimated at 450 pounds. Of this sum 
the Southern States of the United States of America furnished 7,017, 707 
bales. Very nearly seven-tenths of all the cotton that is produced or 
consumed in the world were produced in the Southern States. There 
were spun and woven into fabrics in the United States in the same year 
2,230,494 bales. The remainder was exported and sold to foreign 
coun 

To show the importance and the rapid growth of the cotton produc- 
tion in this country, I find by examination that there were produced 
in the year 1837-38, fifty years ago, 1,804,797 bales, against 7,017,707 
bales, as 1 have stated, produced the last year. So the production of 
cotton itself in fifty years has increased 350 per cent. in the United 
States, and rapid as our population has grown the increase in produc- 
tion has more than kept pace with it; it has in fact largely exceeded it. 

In all the civilized world the consumption of cotton has increased in 
the same proportion. In Great Britain in 1866-’67 there were con- 
sumed 2,560,000 bales, whereas in 1887 there were consumed in Great 
Britain 3,861,000 bales, an increase of over 50 per cent. in the consump- 
tion of that one country alone in twenty years. 

On the continent of Europe the increase was still greater. In 1866- 
’*67 on the Continent the consumption was 1,703,000 bales, when in 
1887-’88 it was 3,770,000 bales, an increase largely over 100 per cent. 
In 1866~’67 the mills of the Southern States of this Union consumed 
only 76,000 bales of cotton. In 1887 they consumed 500,000 bales of 
cotton, whereas the millsofthe Northern portion of the Union consumed, 
in 1866-67, 746,000 bales, and last year they consumed 2,030,000 bales, 
showing an increase in the consumption of the Northern mills of nearly 
300 per cent. and an increase in the consumption of the Southern midis 
of over 600 per cent. 

The latter result, the extraordinaay ratio of increase in the consump- 
tion of the Southern mills, is not only astonishing, but to me it is par- 
ticularly gratifying, for it may be truthfully said that every particle 
of progress that has been made in the cotton manufacture in the 
Southern mills has been done without the benefit of a single dollar of 
protection, not only in opposition and in competition with the mills 
of Old England, but with the mills of New England, which were estab- 
lished with an amount of — and skill that made them quite as 
formidable as the mills of the old country. A statement I have here 
of the extent and distribution of the cotton mills of the Southern 
States will be found very interesting, and I ask the Secretary to read 
it for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The document forwarded by the 
Senator from North Carolina will be read. 


























| 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
% . 
as Number of— mee Consumption. 
8 £ Average} Total 
5 Spindles. Looms. 25 Bales. weight. | weight, 
Pounds. Pounds. 

1,779 | 15% | 19,731 | 449} 8, 886, 839 

5,856 | 15 | 80,485 | 443 35, 668, 479 

5,332 | 12} | 106,080| 453 48, 087, 169 

8,847 | 13 | 140,481| 452 63, 500, 440 
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Ds cohecalneealil 300/ 47 141, 
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8 | 8,996} 4561 | 4,106,430 | 

| 13} | 443,373 | 4523 (200, 466, 363 
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Mr. VANCE. Almost all, you may say 95 per cent., of the goods 
manufactured in the Southern mills are of a quality less than 100 
threads to the square inch, and therefore can not be affected bene- 
ficially or othérwise by protection. Those goods not only supply the 
local demand of all the South and Southwest, but to a very great ex- 
tent are usurping the markets of the Northwest, so much so that but 
a few years since I saw the statement in the financial and commercial 
papers of the country that the spinners of similar coarse goods in the 
Northern mills had applied to the great trunk lines leading to the 
Northwestern country for special rates, putting it upon the ground 
that unless they could get some advantage of the Southern mills by 
special freight rates they would be driven out of the market. 

Not only have the Southern mills pretty well taken the market of 
this country for that grade of goods, but large numbers and values of 
them are exported to foreign countries, as I shall show in a moment. 
I ask permission to read here a letter from one of the most intelligent 
gentlemen in my State, who is well acquainted with the condition of 
the mills in that State, and whose exposition of their condition will 
answer very well for that of mills in the South at large: 


I proceed to answer your queries. 

First. The mills of North Carolina are relatively numerous, but they are 
small, and they do not make a fine grade of yarn. (‘‘The number of a yarn’”’ 
is the number of hanks of that yarnittakestomakeapound.) Our mills mostly 
make from 14’s to 20’s; the great bulk is 14’s and average is 15’s. The numbers, 
however, run from 8’s to 22’s. A few mills make even finer numbers. At Wil- 
mington they make 36’s. 

Second. The cloth made in this State is almost entirely either ‘‘ brown sheet- 
ings” (unbleached plain white goods) or “‘ plaids.” 

rown sheetings is mostly 4 yards wide and 3 yards tothepound. Plaidsare 
mostly 25 to 27 inches wide, 4, 4},and5 vardstothe pound, The yarn almostex- 
clusively used in both these goods is No. 14. No. 14 yarn makes 44 threads to 
the inch, or, counting both ways, 88. 

No. 14 yarn, running 44 threads to the inch, 25 inches wide, makesacloth weigh- 
ing about 5 yards to the pound. But it can be “‘ beat” thicker so that the cloth 
will be heavier, and will take only 4 yards to make a pound; the width also 
varies to 27 inches. 

Tinclose samples of cloth made from No. 14 yarn, weighing 4, 4}, and 5 yards 
to the pound, sent by Mr. Willard. I also inclose a sample of a finer yarn, pos- 
sibly No. 22, running over 6 yards to the pound. You will perceive the differ- 
ence in texture between that and the others, and can fee! the difference in 
thickness from beating between the others, all made from No. 14 yarn. 

Goods weighing 5 yards to the pound sell wholesale aticents a yard; 4} yards 
tothe pound, at 5? cents, and 4 yards to the pound, at 6} cents. 

In spinning there is a waste of one-fifth, so that spinners say 100 pounds of 
cotton will make 83 pounds of yarn. Say 1} pounds of cotton make a pound 
of yarn. With cotton at 10 cents, 12 cents of cotton is 1 pound of yarn. Cotton 
is now about 9 cents, and No. 8 (2-ply) yarn is quoted at about 12} cents. The 
cost of spinning is seen to be almost nothing, relatively. 

But in some cases finer numbers are used, say, then, from 14’s to 20’s. The 
great bulk, however,is as above. (At Wilmington the mill makes Nos. 32 to 36 
yarns, which it makes into “print cloth.’’ The square inch contains 64 by 64 
threads. This is the standard “ print cloth,” on which calico is “ printed.’’) 

The products of our North Carolina mills,as far as I have information, are 
not exported. 

The brown sheetings are sold here at home chiefly. The plaids were formerly 
for local consumption, but the business proving profitable the mills increased 
and the supply was more than Southern demand. The surplus has founda 
market at the Northwest, and in a less degree at the North. 

Before the war our mills made the yarns which were shipped to Philadelphia, 
where there were a large number of looms employed merely in making 
* plaids,”’ which were sold at the South. The Southern mills have largely 
broken up those looms,although some are yet run in Philadelphia. At the 
North our Southern plaids are not used much. They have other “colored” 
om but the women do not wear this class of goods there for dresses, as at the 

uth. 

Print cloth is made into calico only at the large printing mills at the North- 
east. 

The number of mills in North Carolina is stated, as follows: 

Eighty-one mills, 240,081 spindles, 5,856 looms, consuming 80,485 bales of cot- 
ton, weighing 35,668,479 pounds, the average yarn being No. 15. 

Although no foreign shipments are made of North Carolina products (as far 
as I know), yet shipments are made from other Southern points. One mill in 
South Carolina I have heard (perhaps at Greenville) has sold all of its products 
for some years in China. 

The foreign trade in cotton goods has not varied largely for some years, ex- 
cepting in 1886 and 1887, when our shipments to China were unusually heavy. 
This increased shipment to China has not in 1888 been maintained. 

As far as the tariff is concerned, it is inoperative as protection to our Southern 
makes of yarn or goods—the cost of labor in the goods not being considerable, 
The tariff is protective as to the finer grade of goods, where the cost of labor is 
a larger item. The tariff on goods like Southern goods does not permit an in- 
creased price, because prices are determined as to them by adequate nest 
tion here locally. But the cost of production (which regulates the limit which 
competition can legitimately reach) is increased by the tariffon machinery, and 
articles entering into the product. If the cost of the plant were reduced, the 
price of our cotton goods would rule much lower here, and we could export suc- 
cessfully and largely increase our milling interests, 


Since that letter was received, I have received others giving more 
information in regard to the exportation ofthese Southern-made goods. 
I have a letter from the same gentleman in which he states that on 
subsequent inquiry he has found that the Piedmont Manufacturing 
Company of Greenville, S. C., and another mill under the same man- 
agement, export their goods abroad, and the Clifton Mills, at Clifton, 
8. C., the Graniteville Milis, at Graniteville, S. C., the Pacolet, and 
the Langley, and the King Mills, and the Sibley Mills, at Augusta, 
Ga., and many others. They are passed through the custom-house for 
export under the name of ‘‘domestics,’’ and by observing the reports 
of theexportations you will see that very large quantities of domestics 
go to China, to India, to South America, to Mexico, and all parts of 
the world, the bulk of which are no doubt from the Southern mills. 

The activity of British manufacturers of cotton goods, maintained 
under very adverse circumstances, should be a sufficient example to 
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tlhe manufacturers of the United States of what can be done without 
a protective tariff. They have not only maintained their trade in the 
face of the increased production by the millsoef the United States and 
the continent of Europe and all the rest of the world, but they have 
at the same time maintained their rate of wages. 

For the past year ending October 1 their trade in cotton goods, cloth, 
and yarn, reduced to pounds for convenience’ sake, was 1,200,000,000 
pounds, as against 1,145,456,000 pounds in 1886-87, and 1,116,840,000 
pounds in 1885-86, showing a constant and steady increase; and the 
consumption of the goods of the British mills is not due to their in- 
creased sales, particularly upon the continent of Europe, but chiefly 
their sales have been increased and their business has been advanced 
in India and in China, in the face of the cheapest labor in the world, 
by mills paying the dearest labor in the world, except the United States, 
(howing conclusively that England has not acquired and maintained 
her supremacy in the manufacture of these cotton goods by the cheap- 
ness oi her labor, for she pays more than anybody else in the world 
etcept the manufacturers of the United States, nor by the cheapness 
oi the raw material, for we get the raw material as cheap as she gets 
it herself or cheaper by freights, insurance, commissions, etc., incident 
to transportation; but she has acquired it by the cheapness of the ma- 
teiial of which her plant is composed, by the cheapness of the interest 
on the capital which she employs, by the cheapness of her fuel and all 
that runs her operations, and, I might add, by the wisdom and the en- 
lighttenment of her commercial policy. 

‘Vhe Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] gave us yesterday some in- 
teresting comparisons of the cost of spinning cotton in this country and 
Europe, taken from Mr. Schoenhof’s investigations and inquiries while 
he was consul at Tunstall. I beg also to refer to the same statement. 
I have a personal acquaintance with that gentleman. I know him to 
be a man ot high character and very considerable ability in the inves- 
tigation of financial and commercial questions, and I have every reason 
te believe that what he has stated in his official report can not be suc- 
cesstully contradicted, and that if it could be successfully contradicted 
it would have been done long ago. 

In his statement he says that in England the waste by the spinner 
ef cotton is mach smaller than it is in the United States; that in Eng- 
jand 125 yards of cloth requires 14 pounds of cotton, whilst in America 
125 yards of the same kind of cloth requires 18 pounds of cotton. The 
profit to the English manufacturer consists principally in sizing and 
the starch and ether materials to give it sufficient weight. The cost 
of spinuing in England per pound he puts at 3.506 cents, or, as we 
would say in round numbers, 3} cents per pound. Thecostof spinning 
in America is 3.21 cents, showing that it is positively costlier to spin a 
nae of cotton in England than it is to spin a pound of cotton in the 

Jnited States, whilst in North Carolina, according to the testimony of 
the most: intelligent and reliable manufacturers to whom I have ap- 
plied, the cost of spinning a pound of cotton for the making of such 
cloth as I have described is 14 cents—from 1} to 3} cents, according to 
the quality of the cloth, The very highest quality of yarn spun in 
North Carolina costs the same or little less than the same quality of 
cloth costs to spin in England, whilst the cheapest quality of cloth costs 
50 per cent. less to spin in North Carolina than it does in England, and 
a little over 50 per cent. less to spin in North Carolina than it does in 
Massachusetts, 

The net waste of cotton resulting from spinning in Lowell is stated 
hy Mr. Schoenhof, by the authority of the manufacturers whom he con- 
sulted, to be 14 per cent., whilst the highest average net waste in spin- 
ning the same yarnin Lancashire is 8.1 per cent. The cost of weav- 
ing per pound in Lowell is stated at 3.736 cents; the cost of weaving 
in England is 4.802 cents; whilst the cost of weaving, by thesame author- 
ity, of the coarse goods which I have described as made in the Southern 
mills in North Carolina is 1} cents per pound, or one-half cent per yard 
where the goods run 3 yards to the pound. ‘The cost of weaving per 
‘‘eut'’ of 50 yards in Lancashire is 254 cents, whilst the cost of weav- 
ing a “‘ent’’ of 50 yards in Lowell is 20 cents. In England one spin- 
ner attends 576 spindles, whilst in America a spinner attends 960 
spindles. In America ore weaver attends 6} looms, whilst in England 
the same weaver would attend 4looms. In America the average earn- 
ing per lcom per week of the operative is $5.08; in England the aver- 
age earning per loom per week of the operative is $5; showing a differ- 
ence of only 8 cents in the aggregate earnings of the two. The output 
of the American weaver per week is 1,270 yards, whilst the output 
of the Eoglish weaver is 908 yards. 

Mr. President, if these figures are true, I should like to ask what this 
protection is for. Itcan not be for the benefit of the operative, because, 
although his earnings are somewhat larger in this country than they 
are in England, they are not due to the tariff. He only earns more 
money by reason of his longer hours of labor, his superior skill, and 
his more indefatigable industry, and the greater results which he gives 
te his employer. 

Now, sir, why should we, with this great continent so admirably 
fitted to the production of cotton, oecupied by a people whose genius 
is directed te its production, where all the elements of manufacturing 
successfully are to be found in a superior degree to those of any other 
country upon the face of the earth, and having, as you may say, a mo- 
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nopoly of the raw material, for the rest of the world is dependent upon 
us—why should we hamper our statute-books with these restrictive 
laws, which canonly have the effect of hampering and crippling trade, 
and can not put any money into the pockets of the beloved working- 
men? 

Mr. President, the best evidence that we can compete without pro- 
tection is that we do compete under all the disadvantages of protection. 
If a man could travel 20 miles a day and carry a heavy load, is it not 
reasonable to argue that he could travel much furtherin the day if he 
carried no load? If with all this enormous protective-tariff taxation 
upon the plant, upon everything with which we operate except alone 
the raw material, handicapped by higher wages in this country than 
they pay in Europe—if we can successfully compete in one item of cot- 
ton manufacture, why can not we successfully compete in them all if 
the restrictions upon our progress were removed ? 

To show the injustice and uselessness of this duty, especially on the 
cheap grades of cotton cloth, I cite the fact which is disclosed by the 
returns of the Treasury Department of the enormous exportations of 
these cheap cloths. 

The total imports of cotton cloth, both colored and uncolored, which 
we receive from foreign countries are 27,950,100 square yards. The 
total exports of cotton cloth to all the world from these United States 
are 204,602,087 square yards, being seven times as much of the same 
kind of cloths as we import. Our total export of all cotton manufact- 
ures, exclusive of raw cotton, is $14,928,342. It is only in the matter 
of laces, edgings, embroideries, trimmings, and fancy grades of cotton 
manufacture that the balance of trade is against the United States; in 
all the ordinary manufactures of cotton we are to-day heavy exporters. 
The country to which we export the largest amount of cotton cloth is 
China, which takes 78,360,170 square yards under the competition not 
only with Great Britain but with her next-door neighbor, India, where 
the cotton is manufactured by the cheapest labor in the world, 

The next largest customer of our cotton cloths is the Republic of 
Mexico, which takes over 12,000,000 square yards. Then comes Vene- 
zuela, which takes 10,000,000 square yards. Next comes the colored 
Republic of Hayti, which takes over 7,000,000 square yards. The 
United States of Colombia take 5,500,000 square yards, and the Island 
of San Domingo takes 4,250,000 square yards, whilst Great Britain 
herself takes twenty-odd million square yards in her own territory 
proper, besides the amount that I have given as being sent to her 
oe when we receive from her only 17,000,000 square yards 
all told. 

If we could do that, why can we need still to cover our statute-books 
with these protective laws—restrictive laws, as they should be called? 
Itseems to me that the spirit of protection is very hard to satisfy, very 
hard indeed. Now that itis shown by the amount of our exportations 
that we are able to send cotton cloths and yarns to the kingdom of 
Great Britain and into all of her ions and to meet her upon all 
the neutral markets of the world and actually and successfully com- 
pete with her, what is to hinder us from doing it? Having become 
accustomed to leaning upon the Government and to depending upon 
taxation, we have got to believe that there is no humen endeavor that 
can be successful unless it is supported by public taxation; and con- 
sequently we hear every session as we have heard this session and as 
we shall hear again that there must be subsidized lines of steam-ships 
to bear our products to market. We have become so accustomed to 
ask governmental aid in everything we do to supplement our own in- 
competency or our own greed whichever it may be, and I believe it 
is generally both, that although we make the cheapest goods in the 
world, although we have the raw material cheaper than any other 
people have in the world for the manufacture of these cotton goods, 
and the labor cost in the manufacture of them is less than that which 
enters into the composition of any other piece goods of a similar char- 
acter in the world, yet the Government mrst be once more called upon 
to bear the expense of taking these goods to market. That is what a 
subsidized line means. Not only must the American people pay taxes 
for the purpose of securing a profit in the manufacture of these goods, 
but they must actually contribute out of the public Treasury to the 

ing of those goods to market. 
"The illustration given the other day by the Senator from New York, 
whom I do not see in his seat, of the wisdom of Germany in producing 
cheap sugar, simply meant that the German — were taxed to give 
cheap sugar to foreigners outside of the German Empire; that is all it 
meant, and that proposition is to be made here. There isagreatdesire 
on the part of the protectionists to have a market for the surplus, and 
that surplus must be sold at whatever reduction of cost. It is more 
table for the producer to sell it at half price than to let it lie upon 
is hands, and if the surplus were once a year thrown on the American 
market it would disturb the values in the home market, and that must 
be avoided. Therefore it has to be sent abroad to be sold cheaply, at 
half price or anything it will bring, to these miserable foreigners whom 
we profess to dislike so much. 

That may be one of the exigencies of trade. A man must get rid of 
his surplus in some way, but in Heaven’s name let him get rid of it at 
his own expense. In the name of common sense and common honesty 
if he wants to furnish foreign paupers with cheap goods for which the 
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Americans have already been taxed, let him bear the expense of taking 
them to market and selling them at the best he can, and not call upon 
an already overtaxed people for further contribution. 

‘The total increase of this cotton schedule, as they make it, over the 
existing law would amount to $233,000, which sum would have to be 
inereased by the very large amount on which the duty is raised, on cot- 
ton velvets, plushes, fine goods, etc., amounting to the sum of $16,000, - 
000; and the amount of the increase of duties upon those can not be 
computed for want of data, and therefore it can only be estimated. 

I should say, judging. by the increases on those goods the data for 
which have been furnished to the Treasury Department and where the 
calculations have been made—I should say that the increase in the bal- 
ance of theschedule would amountto fully as much more, or, say, $50, - 
000 increase in the duty on cotton, and that under the circumstances 
which I have explained. Upon an article where the raw material is 
free, where i is most perfect and the labor is most skillful, 
and where all the conditions of manufacture are the most favorable 
here of any country upon the face of the earth, instead of going back 
in the direction of freer trade, in the direction of a liberal policy for the 

of pushing our point of advantage until we wrest from Great 
Britain and all the continent of Europe the control. and domination of 
this great trade, we are going backward in the direction of the dark 
ages and increasing the duties on the cotton schedule to the extent of 
at least half a million doilars. 

There are a number of inconsistencies and improper things in this 
bill, which I shall endeavor to point out in the best way I can as we 
progress with the bill item by item. 

The PRESIDENT pro The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. It will be stated. 

The Secretary. In ‘‘ Schedule], cotton manufactures,”’ line 1211, 
after the word ‘‘pound,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘'10 cents per 
pound ’’ and insert ‘‘35 per cent. ad valorem;’’ so.as to make the par- 
agraph read: 

31 ° ’ > oJ ’ 
whothase single or advanced Uepealt tae comitiaeer oF clagse Ux Ceisning tore of 
more single yarns together, whether om beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or 
in any other form, valued at not exceeding 25 cents per pound, 35 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called), 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was. called), I have a general pair 
with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArr]. The Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] has a general pair with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck]. The Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from 
New re both being absent, we have arranged that we will ex- 
change the pair so that it will be between the Senator from Kentucky 
and the Senator from New Hampshire, and the Senator from Maine and 
myself can vote. I therefore vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen] was transferred yesterday, but 
I do not know what arrangement there is for to-day. So I withhold 
my vote for the present. 

Mr. BATE (when the name of Mr. HARRIS was called). My col- 
league [ Mr. ae is absent. He is paired generally with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont | Mr. Morritt]. Ido not see the Senator from 
Vermont in his seat. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry }. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. If he were 
present, I should vote “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAutssury]. If hewere here, 
I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 
vote **vea.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL. (when. his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Hanris], but I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bown] and vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when hisname was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote 


yea”? 
Iam paired with the junior 


Tam paired with the 
If he were present, I 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Ptums]. If he were present, I should vote 

yea.’? 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. My pair with the Senator from Colorado [ Mr: 
Bowen] hav been transferred to the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. 
Harris}, I will vote. I vote “ x 

HAMPTON. Ihave been requested to announce that the junior 


Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurtr] is paired with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. CHAcE]. 


The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—1!7. 
Bate, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall, 
Call, Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, 
Coke, McPherson, Vance, 
George, Payne, Voorhees, 
NAYS—18. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Allison, ale, Platt, Tellier, 
Chandler, Hawley, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Dolph, Morrill, Stewart, 

ABSENT—4l. 
Beck, Daniel, Hiscock, Quay, 
Berry, Davis, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, 
Blair, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Farwell, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Butler, Frye, Morgan, Vest, 
Cameron, Gorman, Paddock, 
Chace, Harris, Paseo, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Plumb, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theabsence of a quorum being dis- 
closed by the vote, the Secretary will cail the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Evarts, Michell, Stewart, 
Allison, George, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Bute, Gibson, Palmer, Teller, 
Berry, Gray, Pasco, Vance, 

Call, Hale, Payne Vest, 
Chandler, Hampton, Platt, Voorhees, 
Coekrell, Hawley, Pugh Walthall, 
Coke, Ingalls, Ransom Wilson of Md, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 

Dolph, Kenna, Sherman, 

Edmunds, McPherson, Spooner, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-one Senators have answered 
to their names: A quorum being present, the roll will be again called 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
ator from Indiana [| Mr. TuRrPIE}. 

Mr. HALE(when the nameof Mr. FryEwascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. Frye] is paired with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. GorMAN ]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am paired 
generally with the junior Senator from New York [ Mr. Hiscock ]. 
The Senator from California | Mr. STANFORD] is paired with the other 
Senator from California [Mr. Hearst]. By an agreement between 
the Senator from California who is present and myself, the pairs are 
transferred so that the Senator from California [Mr. HEARsT] is paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and I am at liberty 
to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. I transier 
that pair to the Senator from Nevada | Mr. JonEs], and vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. I transfer the 
pair tothe junior Senator from Kansas { Mr. PLumB], and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. The Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Pappoe] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eus- 
Tis]. We have arranged a transfer of these pairs so that both the 
Senator from Nebraska and myself can vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). I desire to an- 
nounce that my colleague [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. STANFORD (when his name was called). I have been paired 
with my colleague [Mr. HEAnst], but that pair has been transferred 
to the Senator irom New York [Mr. Hiscock]. I vote ‘“‘nay.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when hiv name was-called). I am paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Phums], but that pair is transferred to 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Savispury], and I will vote. I vote 
ae yea. ” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina {Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. BERRY. I announced a pair with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar], but understanding that he has voted, I vote “* yea.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL. I am paired with the Senatorfrom Tennessee oo 
Harris], but transfer that pair to the Senater from Colorado | Mr. 
Bowen], and vote ** »ay.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CuHacg] is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CotqurtrT]. 


Iam paired with the Sen- 
If he were present, I should 


Iam paired with the Sen- 
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The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 23; as follows: 
YEBAS—20. 
Gibson, Pasco, 
Gray, Payne, 
Hampton, Pugh, 
Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
Morgan, Reagan, 
NAYS—23. 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
Platt, 
Sherman, 
Spooner, 


ABSENT—33. 
Gorman, 
Harris, 
Hearst, 
Hiscock 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 
McPherson, 
Paddock, 
Piumb, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
OCullom, 
Dolph, 
Edmunds, 


Evarts, 

- Hale, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 
Manderson, 


Stanford, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Teller, 

Wilson of Iowa. 


Beck, 
Blackburn, 
Blair, 
Blodgett, 
Bowen, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 
Chace, 


Colquitt, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 
Dawes, 
Eustis, 
Farwell, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
George, 

So the amendment was rejected. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be resumed at 
paragraph 314. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Before paragraph 313 is passed over I desire, for the 
committee, to offer a formal amendment to the phraseology by striking 
out in lines 1206 and 1267 the words in parenthesis, ‘(not wound upon 
spoois),’’ and to insert after the word ‘‘form,’’ in line 1210, ‘‘except 
spool thread or cotton hereinafter provided for.’’ It is simply a change 
of phraseology to make the law effectual. 

The 


the PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLiom in the chair). 
amendments will be agreed to unless objection be made. 

Mr. VEST. I do not wish to consumethetime of the Senate in calling 
the yeas and nays unnecessarily, and I only want to say in regard to 
this paragraph providing for tariff duties on cotton threads, yarns, 
etc., that it seems the object of the committee has simply been to ex- 
clude foreign importations by the increase of duty on certain items. 
No reasons have been given for the increase of the duties on these 
cific items. I see from the reports for 1887 in regard to imports that 
of cotton threads and yarns valued at 18 cents per pound there were 
imported in value for 1887, $221,477. 

Mr. ALLISON. How many pounds? 

Mr. VEST. Thatis dollars. The pounds are 624,537. The value 
$221,477. 

lo the next item, which is where the valuation is 23 cents per pound, 
there were imported $210,422.60 worth, and in the nextitem, 28 cents 
per pouad, there was imported $178,405 worth. So upon these three 
items, which show the largest importations, there has been an increase 
in the Senate substitute, and I take it for granted, as I have a right to 
do, that that increase was put upon these items on account of the im- 
portations from abroad, the object of the committee being to exclude 
as far as possible all foreign competition, thereby enabling the manu- 
facturers in the United States to hold the market here at whatever 
price they see proper to put upon the article. 

I will not call for the yeas and nays, or make any motion upon the 
other items, because of course the result in the Senate would be the 
same as in the vote just taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no amendment before 
the Senate, the reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read paragraph 314, as follows: 

$14. Spool-thread of cotton, containing on each spool not exceeding 100 yards 
of Unread, 7 cents per dozen. Exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for every ad- 
ditional 100 yards of thread or fractiona thereof in excess of 100 yards, 7 
cents per dozen spools. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out, in lines 1226, 1229, and 1230, the 
words ‘‘7 cents per dozen’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ 40 per cent. ad. 
valorem, ’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTaRyY. In line 1226, after the word “‘thread,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘7 cents per dozen’’ and insert ‘‘40 per cent. ad 
valorem ;'’ and in line 1229, after the word ‘ yards,’’ to strike out ‘‘7 
cents per dozen spools ’’ and insert ‘‘40 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, there is not an item in this bill which 
illustrates more forcibly and distinctly the object of the majority of 
the Finance Committee than this one upon spool-thread. That object 
unquestionably is to meet, as I have said before, the demands of the 
manufacturers. There is no item in this bill—and I want to empha- 
size the statement—which shows more distinctly that the manufact- 
urers of this country propose to get every cent they can in the way of 
profits and to increase them as far as they are able, without regard to 
the details of manafaéturing or the cost to themselves. 

Now, sir, I will undertake to prove that beyond any sort of question 
in regard to this item of spool-thread, an article that goes into the con- 
sumption of every family in the whole land. To say nothing about 
the large factories and manufacturing establishments in the ci there 
is nota family in the United States, speaking entirely within the limits 
oi truth and accuracy, that is not affeeted by this tax upon spool-thread. 


Riddizhe 
i e r 
Sabin, — 
Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, 
Turpie, 
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I know we shall be met by the invariable argument, ‘‘ It is a trifie; it 
1s only a few cents,’’ as we shall be told when the question of salt tax- 
ation comes before the Senate, ‘‘It is only 3 cents per head for every 
man, woman, and child in the United States, and let the tax go on.”’ 
It is the principle which we attack; it is the outrage of putting unjustly 
into any man’s pocket 3 cents of my money, which constitutes as vil- 
lainous arobbery asif it was$300. If this thing can be established upon 
principle, there is no limit to the tax that can be put upon the people 
of the United States, and if this tax upon spool-thread comes out of 
the hard earnings of the sewing-gir], that is the best reason in the world 
to me why I should resist it without regard to the value involved. 

I say distinctly that these spool-thread manufacturers want all they 
can get, and that they are actuated simply and solely by a desire to 
make money, and I will prove it by their own statement. I will not 
bring in any floor-walker, I will not bring any Democratic politician 
here to testify, but I will bring thesegentlemen themselves. I thank 
God that my training as a lawyer has taught me to analyze testimony 
given as they have given it in regard to this item. 

In 1882 these gentlemen—these l-thread manufacturers, and there 
are only a few of them in the United States—went before the Tariff 
Commission and made a statement of their case, and what was it ? 

The undersigned, representing mills— 

This is October 14, 1882— 

The undersigned, representing mills manufacturin arns and 


—— in this country, respectfully recommend that the following be sub- 
tuted for paragraphs 927 and 928, section 2504, Schedule A, of the revised tariff, 
approved June 22, 1874: 

* Par. 927. Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn, whether single or ad- 
vanced beyond the condition of single by twisting two or more single yarns to- 
gether, whether on beams or in bundles, skeius, or ssp. or in any other form, 
except as hereafter provided for, valued at not exceed ng 40 cents per pound, 10 


fine cotton 


cents per pound; valued at over 40 cents per pound, and not exceeding 60 cents 


aoe ,20 cents per pound ; valued at over 60 cents per pound and not ex- 
ing 80 cents per pound, 30 cents per pound; valued at over 80 cents per 
Sens) eaate per pound; and in addition to such rates of duty, 20 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

“Par. 928. Spool-thread of cotton, 6 cents per dozen spools, containing on each 
spool not exceeding 100 yards of thread, and in addition thereto 10 per cent. ad 
valorem ; exceeding 100 yards, for every additional hundred yards of thread on 
each spool, or fractional part thereof, in excess of 100 yards,6 cents per dozen, 
and 15 per cent, ad valorem.” . 

The same making a reduction of 20 per cent. in the duty upon spool-thread of 
cotton, with no material reduction in the revenue derived therefrom. 

AUCHINCLOSS BROTHERS, Merrick THREAD Company, 

For J. & P,. Coates. TIMOTHY MERRICK, Treasurer 
THOMAS RUSSELL & CO., GARDINER HALL Jr., & CO. 
For Joun CLARK, Jr., & Co. GREENE & DANIELS MANUFACTUR- 

CLARK THREAD CoMPANY, - Inc CoMPANY, 

WILLIAM CLARE, Treasurer. E, A. GREENE, Treasurer. 
Wri.imantic Liven Company, STANFORD MANUFACTURING Com- 

W. E. BARROWS, President, PANY, 

HADLEY ComMPANY, J. A. ADAMS, Treasurer. 
By ARTHUR T. LYMAN, Treasurer. 

ARLINGTON MILLs, 
By WM. WHITMAN, Treasurer. 


Mr. President, that made a duty of 15} cents per dozen spools of 
200 yards each. In 1882, on October 14, they declared that they could 
not live without it, and that was a reduction of 20 per cent. upon the 
previously existing law. After taking off 20 per cent. on this tax they 
then said they could not live without 15} cents a dozen. What do 
these gentlemen say now? They have not closed a single mili. They 
have not ceased to make enormous profits. There isnota more wealthy 
establishment in the United States than J. & P. Coates. They have 
carried on their business ever since, and now what do they come before 
Congress and demand ? 


The next step in this proceeding is before the Morrison committee 
in 1884, two years afterwards. Then what did they say? They had 
demanded 15} cents in 1882. Now, they appear in 1884 and say: 


WasurincTon, D. C., February 18, 1884. 

Str: The undersigned, representing establishments producing nine-tenths of 
all the spool cotton thread used in the United States, all of which is finished in 
the United States, a state that they eT sears to the Forty- 
seventh Congress for an equitable tariff upon spoo and cotton yarn, 
showing that half the cost of a dozen of thread is made up of wages. orth 
30.6 cents per dozen of 200 yards six-cord in England, the labor part of one dozen 
spools of thread is 15 cents, and that labor can not be obtained in America 
for less than 15 cents more, the exact difference or sum which they asked as 
the proper duty on read, The tariff act of 34 March, 1883, imposes 14 
cents per dozen of 


One cent and three-fourths less than they demanded in the petition 
or statement or memorial which I have just read to the Senate. They 
asked in 1882 for 15} cents, and in 1884 they are willing and anxious 
to accept a duty of 14 cents on the same article. 


Prior to that act the combined specificand ad valorem duties amounted to 21.94 
cents per dozen of 200 yards. The reduction to 14 cents threw off 7.94 cents, or 
36 per cent. of the former rates. 

© ully represent that it is impossible to os this without de- 
struction of capital or reduction of wages, and having the first to urge upon 
Congress the late settlement on the basis of the d between the wages of 


ifference 
labor in England and America, we ask that it should not be disturbed by fur- 
ther reductions. 


r 
We can not state too one? the vital importance to an industry employ 
American labor at double of labor, of ioe 


rates. No rate can be permanent which is not just. On this ground we favored 
a reduction a year ago. 

That is a reduction of 20 per cent.,which left still a tax of 15} cents 
a dozen, 
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The recent action of the Forty-seventh Congress in the matter of cotton yarns 
and spool-thread was a just settlement; and we pray your honorable commit- 
tee that it may be permitted by atye: 4 has at least been tried. 


CLARK THREAD CoMPANY, 
WILLIAM CLARK, Treasurer. 
WILim™antic LingEN ComMPANY, 
By LUCIAN A. BARBOUR, President and Treasurer, 
THE CLARK M1LE-Enp Spoor Cotron CoMPANY, 
By R. W. FERGUSON, Vice-President. 
Messrick THREAD COMPANY, 
TIMOTHY MESSRICK, Treasurer. 
Hon. Wiiu1aM R. Morrison, 
Chairman of Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives. 
Mr. HAWLEY. [rise for information. I do not understand what 
the Senator says or reads about 15 per cent. duty. When thread costs 
30 cents a dozen the duty at 14 cents very closely approximates 50 per 
cent. 

Mr. VEST. It is averysimple proposition. 
ator that they asked in 1882 for this duty: 
exaveding 100 yards of tnresd, aks ia addition thereto 10 per cout. ad valorem 
exceeding 100 yards, for every additional hundred yards of thread on each spoel, 
or fractional part thereof in excess of 100 yards, 6 cents per dozen and 15 per 
cent. ad valorem, 

That would be 6 cents and 10 per cent. ad valorem on the first hun- 
dred, and 6 cents and 15 cent. on the next, and on a valuation of 
30 cents for a dozen spools of 200 yards that would be 15} cents per 
dozen. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The t duty amounts to 14 cents per dozen. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Tarif? Commission recommended, I*think, about 
the rates that were asked by the manufacturers; but the bill which we 
passed in 1883 put it at 7 cents Ee dozen, and the substitute of the 
Senate now proposes to put it at the same rate, instead of adopting the 
ad valorem duty which is named in the Mills bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We propose to leave the duty exactly as it is. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. I have stated that, 7 cents. Now I want to 
know whether we are to believe these manufacturers in 1882 or 1884, 
The point I am making in this whole controversy is that these gentle- 
men are not influenced by what is just andright. If they would deal 
fairly with the consumers of this country, and say, ‘‘ We can not live 
and compete with these foreign manufacturers except at a certain rate 
of duty,’’ and stick to it, then we could go into this controversy with 
some reliance upon their testimony. But in 1882 they say 15} centsa 
dozen, and in 1884 they say 14 cents per dozen, and I am warranted 
in believing, and I do believe, as much as I believe in my own exist- 
ence, that they are actuated only by a desire to make as much money 
as ible for themselves. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can not the Senator from Missouri conceive a 
change of conditions by which 15} cents might be sufficient in 1882, 
and 14 or 12 or 10 cents might be sufficient in 1884? 

Mr. VEST. What is that changeof condition? I want to know it. 
When they are taxing every sewing-woman in this country 2 cents or 2} 
cents, as I believe, profit on every spool of thread that issold to her, I want 
to knowthe change in those conditions. I want to know why it is that 
15} cents per dozen was necessary in 1882, and in 1884 they are willing 
to take 14 cents per dozen and say that is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri stated that the manu- 
facturers in this country are exacting from the persons who use spool- 


cotton 24 cents a spool, and now he says the foreign cost is 30 cents per 
dozen. 


Mr. VEST. I do not say so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis. I will say it. 

Mr. VEST. The manufacturers say so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say it is 30 cents per dozen spools on the 
other side. The selling price here is 42 cents per dozen. If 30 cents 
of this is exacted from the consumers, the cost to the domestic manu- 
facturer can be only 12 cents per dozen, or less than half the foreign 
cost. This statement exposes the absurdity of the story of exaction. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit 
me to ask him a question ? 


Mr, ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator makes a statement that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that this tax is paid by the consumers in 
Se States. If it is not paid by the consumers, by whom is it 

i 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri say it is not paid 
by the consumers? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I say it is paid by the consumer, but I under- 
stood the Senator from Rhode Island to say it was not paid by the con- 
sumer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not discussing that question. I was merely 
calling attention to the fact that if it costs the sewing-woman an extra 
sum of 24 cents a spool, the cost of making spool-cotton here could not 
be over 12 cents a dozen according to the Senator’s own statement. 
I am only taking the naked statement of the Senator from Missouri, 
without any regard to whether it was true or whether it was not. 

Mr. VEST. I did not make any statement. I am arguing this 
whole ease on the statements of the manufacturers. I know nothing 


xXX——32 


>. 


I will state to the Sen- 





about it. Iam analyzing their testimony. I say that the Senator 
from Rhode Island can not explain, nor any living man, how in 1882 
they demanded 15} cents tax in order to protect them, and in 1884, 
two years afterwards, they were willing to take 14 cents on identically 
the same article, with two years’ more experience, and, I have every 
reason to think, with improved machinery, certainly with more skillful 
labor. 

Now the Senator suggests there were changes in conditions, and when 
they come here to the representatives of the people of the United States, 
of the consumers, and say, ‘‘Take our word for it,’’ I have a right to 
cross-examine them; I have a right to criticise their testimony in the 
name of the people who pay this money; and the fact that it is a small 
tax does not alter the principle involved or our duty. 

Now, here is their statement. I propose to argue this question on 
the statement of the other parties, of our adversaries, for they are our 
adversaries in more than one sense of the word. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am sure I do not understand the Senator. I 
understand hin: to be criticising these manufacturers for reducing the 
tax from 15 cents and over to 14 cents. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I give them credit for no 
such thing. Here is what I say, and my friend or myself must be 
very unfortunate if he does not understand me. These gentlemen 
came to Congress as all these manufacturers do. It is an ex parte pro- 
ceeding. You do not hear from the consumers, but you hear from the 
men interested in making money. They come before committees and 
before Congress and say, ‘‘ Now give us such a duty and we can live 
and compete with the foreign manufacturers.’’ ‘‘ Very good,’’ we say; 
‘‘ what tax, what duty will protect you and enable you to get a fair 
profit? ’? 

In 1882 they said that a duty of 15} cents a dozen on 200-yard spools 
of cotton was required, and two years after, these same men, without 
any explanation, after Congress had refused to give them the 15} cents 
and gave them 14 cents on the same article, come here and say, ‘‘ That 


is right; we can live under that; we can make money under it.’? Now, 
I want to know how it happened—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Two years had elapsed. 

Mr. VEST. What happened in those two years? Did they not have 


more money; did they not have more skilled labor? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I will 
tell him what happened. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two different bills were introduced in the House 
of Representatives by his political friends proposing to reduce the duty 
on these goods far below where they could live, and these gentlemen 
were willing to accept a duty of 7 cents a dozen rather than to have @ 
duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem, as the Senator now proposes. 

Mr. VEST. I thank the Senator from Rhode Island. The Morri- 
son bill, the horizontal-reduction bill, proposed a reduction of 20 per 
cent, ad valorem. They accepted a reduction of 20 per ceut. in 1882. 
They say so emphatically. Here is their own language, and I will 


convict them out of theirown mouths. They put down what they say 
they can live under: 


Spool-thread of cotton, 6 cents per dozen spools, containing on each spool not 
exceeding 100 yards of thread, and in addition thereto 10 per cent. ad valorem; 
exceeding 100 yards, for every additional 100 yards of thread on each spool, or 


fractional part thereof, in excess of 100 yards, 6 cents perdozen and 15 per cent. 
ad valorem. 


The same making a reduction of 20 per cent. in the duty upon spool-thread of 
cotton, with no material reduction in the revenue derived therefrom. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That 20 per cent. reduction was a reduction from 
the law in existence prior to 1883, when the duty upon cotton thread 
was 6 cents per dozen and an addition of 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I know it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And upon each additional hundred threads 6 cents 
per dozen and 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. Yet, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. They had already submitted to one reduction of 20 
per cent. and thev were protesting against another reduction, which the 
Morrison bill proposed. 

Mr. VEST. And now the Senator from Rhode Island shifts his base 
again. The words are not cool out of his mouth in which he said that 
my political friends had brought in two bills that proposed to reduce 
this taxation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Below the act of 1883. 

Mr. VEST. Not below the act of 1883. The first evidence they 
gave was in 1882, before the act of 1883 was passed. Then they ac- 
cepted cheerfully a reduction of 20 per cent. and still demanded 6 cents 
a dozen and 10 per cent. ad valorem on the first hundred and 6 cents 
and 15 per cent. ad valorem on the second. That was before the act 
of 1883. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not understand that they are asking for any- 
thing now. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator does not? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; they are asking for no change in the law. 

Mr. VEST. I do not know whether they are asking for anything or 
not; but it is asking for a good deal of money. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The last time the Senator heard from them they 
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consented to a 20 per cent. reduction, and they are saying nothing now. 

Mr. VEST. After saying they could not live without 15} cents a 
dozen they now say, “Give us 14,” and if you do not do that liberty 
lies bleeding in the streets. Here is their own estimate: 

In connection with this paper Mr. Auchineloss presented the following ex- 
hibit : 

Article, six-cord spool-cotton, 200 yards: Where isthe competing article made? 
Great Britain 

Price per unit of quantity product: 
17d. per gross, less 10 per cent.. +0 er eeeneeeeerecees 
Cost of transportation, one- -half cent to 1 i cent per ‘dozen, say... cocsccoeccenocoesoses 2 


Price of domestic articie : 


55 cents, less 15 per cent.. 
Insurance and tvansportation.. 


Cost of production varies with the price of cotton, Cost of manufacture may 
be sct down as 15 cents in Great Britain and 30 cents in United States. 

Wages paid per capita: Average pay-rolls, November and December, 18383—- 
Great Britain, 12s. 4d. =$8; United States, $7.57. 

That is their own exhibit. Im one ease it will be seen that they put 
down the cost of transportation, but no insurance upon English goods, 
and when it comes to increasing the cost to themselves they put down 
insurance and transportation. Does not the ish merchant or man- 
ufacturer insure his goods? Why did they shut out thatitem? The 
whole thing is a cooked exhibit. The deliberate intent, manifest upon 
the face of it, is to affect the committee by increasing the price of the 
production of spool-thread in the United States. But they overreach 
themselves and sbow that they do not put in their estimate the cost of 
insurance as to imported goods that are brought across the ocean subject 
to the perils of navigation. 

We hear a great deal about competition in the United States inside 
of this protective system. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senater will look at that statement he will 
find that insurance and transportation are deducted imstead of added. 

Mr. VEST. Why is it not deducted in both cases? 

Mr, ALDRIQH. It is deducted from the American price, soas to be 
put upon equal terms with the other side. 

Mr. VEST. They make it 31.3 cents on English goodsand 45 cents 
on American goods. That would make a difference of 14 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But they take the American price and deduct in- 
surance and transportation, so as te equalize the conditions. 

Mr. VEST. I see that they do, but they put no insuranceatall upon 
the English goods. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They deduct it on this side, which amounts tothe 
same thing. 

Mr. VEST. There bas been a great deal said here about diminish- 
ing the cost of the article on account of domestic competition. I wish 
to bring another one of these manufacturers on the stand. My friend 
from Rhode Island yesterday objected to every witness as a ‘‘floor- 
walker’ and a “‘Democratic agitator.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ifthe Senator from Missouri will allow me, I will 
state that I did not at all object to Mr. Howard as a witness here. He 
is a very creditable man, so far as I know, and he is entitled to have 
me say that he isa man of respectability, a man of ing in his 
community. The Senator from Missouri was trying to make it appear 
that he was taking the statement of a workingman who was in no way 
connected with the agitation of this question or with politics; that he 
was entirely outside of the arena which the Senator from Missouri and 
myself are in; and that he was therefore a witness entitled to 5 
care and consideration. What I said was that he was like the rest of 
us, a politician; that le was simply that and nothing more; that so far 
from being a workingman, he represents a workingman’s organization; 
that he is secretary of a workingman's organization, and his work con- 
sists in doing the work of that secretaryship and drawing a salary 
therefor; and his testimony is entitled to the same consideration and 
the same weight that the testimony of any other man similarly situ- 
ated would be. 

Mr. VEST. I shall not take up timein going back and reading Mr. 
Howard’s testimony, but here is what he stated, and unless he is a 
perjured scoundrel he isa workingman. He said he worked seventeen 
years as a mule-spinner in Great Britain and eleven years in the United 
States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Years ago. 

Mr. VEST. Yearsago! He said he commenced when he wasa boy; 
that he was raised in a factory and knew nothingelse. Yet he is a pol- 
itician because his fellew-workmen have elected him president of a 
mule-spinners’ association, and he was elected to the Legislature and 
declined a re-election. Does that make him a ** professional agitator ’’ 
and ‘‘flocr-walker?’’ That was the statement of the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘“‘Walking delegate’’ was the term I used. 

Mr. VEST. A‘ ‘ floor. -walker,’’ I think. We will not quarrel about 
words, I will say ‘ walking delegate;’’ I aecept the amendment. The 
Senator says that no doubt he isa very worthy man. Well, ifhe isa 
worthy man he told the truth. 


498 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to make a 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. I assisted in the examination of Mr. Howard in Boston 
and in New York, and I learned about him from all sources that he is 
a man of the highest respectability and the highest credibility. He is 
a trusted man by the operatives and the manufacturers. I heard noth- 
ing to the contrary in reference to the man’s character and standing. 
What he stated to the committee were matters of fact known to him 
personally by personal experience, personal association, and personal 
observation, in Oldham, England, and at Fall River, Mass. There is 
not a man in Massachusetts whose testimony is more reliable, and he 
would not undertake tu make a statement unless he knew it to be per- 
fectly true. I feel it to be my duty to make that statement in refer- 
ence to Mr. Howard. 

Mr. VEST. Idonotknowthis gentleman. I treat him like I would 
any other witness, and his testimonyas I would any otherevidence. I 
do not propose to make any comments upon him. His testimony is 
here and it speaks for itself. If he is nota perjured man he isa work- 
man of experience, and he is not the political agitator who has been 
described upon this floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That makes me a little curious to know exactly 
what Mr. Howard proved. I heard 

Mr. VEST. My strength will not permit ouo to mead all his testi- 
mony. I read from it yesterday. 

a Mr. HAWLEY. But I want the conclusions, in three lines or four 
ines. 

Mr. VEST. The posse rls p38 — greta sg mn 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood th noting Mr. Howard, 
who knows something about Fall ieee, and m, England, to as- 
sert in general that the o ives in New Eoglend saved no money 
and the same classes were off in England than they are here. I 
say I do not care -Ssa de apemaad put together say it, he does not 
know what he is talking abou 

Mr. VEST. That is a aioe which can be settled between the 
Senator from Connecticut and Mr. Howard. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is settled already so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. VEST. Of course it is settled to the Senator. I suppose testi- 
mony dies with the Senator, and that conclusions will perish when he 
goes from the face of the earth. 

Mr, HAWLEY. On that subject. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not t that conclusion. I shall exercise my 
judgment. I will take this testimony here and analyze it, and no 
man’s personal assertion here shal) influence me in coming to my con- 
clusion in regard to it. 

We have heard here again and again that the competition inside of 
the magic limits of a protective tari diminishes prices. These cotton- 
spool-thread manufacturers have had theirownduty. They have had 14 
cents since 1884 and they were satisfied with it,and they say now they 
want it to remain. What has been the effect on prices in the United 
States? Here is the testimony of Mr. Ferguson. I do not know him 
either, but he is a spool-thread gentleman. Said Mr. Hersert, of 


And on the gold basis the fall in price has not been very great during this 
peri 
me it a 


Mr. Percuson. No. I did not gyn so much of your time, gen- 
tlemen. 1 Sea Mhesireds attieen said, to put before you our own case as to 
$8 mat 


Mr. eee: But I am asking you now with reference to thread, which is 


your own case. Has there any considerable fall in ‘the price of 
thread during the last twenty years? 


Mr. Fercuson. Not much. There is not very much to come and go upon in 
a 5-cent articie. 

There is no fall by reason of competition in these prices; they are sus- 
tained from year to y Cay te tgl ol erence reenter = 
of all the operatives in the D the sewing women and girls 
in the cities, and the women the country, the mothers 
and da who make the clothing for their husbands and brothers 
a Ferguson farther tested and if i pathetic it ld 

r. t were not wou 
be tudicrous. If we did not know the class of people that this enor- 
mons fax—for nothing ele in proportion fo the value of thea 
cle—if we did not know upon whom this tax was levied 
this sort of testimony would beridiculous. This same gentleman, Mr. 
Ferguson, appeared before the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House, and here is his testimony. Hesaid: 

[it tigen focuser Biner ont veer inecientanes ae tak the minds 
of people in reference Duving the 
th oll te Neca nenails it Scanrediilies ter’ ieee 
tay, wound sutenten San petal anode Seasines toate 


As I say, we made a reduction in eS 
Again, on the ist of 





1889. 





_ 


which I can prove to you by people who joy sew 
with a manufacturer, and rer him — his people are quite 
willing to pay a cent a spoo] more for, because they can make more money by 


Mr. of Kentucky. A cent more per spool would be an addition 
of 25 per cent, ? 


Mr. Feroeuson. Yes, sir. : 

’ Mr. Beeckixrmer, of Kentucky. And you say that the saving to the sewing- 
Woman would be 0) per cent.? 

Mr. Ferevson. But see the comfort which the sewing-woman gets. She saves 
her physical powers. She has more capability of doing her work, and that is a 
great thing for a woman who has to sew for a living. 

Sweet, charitable, philanthropic soul! He puts the money into his 
ao and does it for the poor sewing-women whose physical comfort 

is entirely consulting ! 

* The great majority of the thread used in Great Britain and all over the world 
is, to agreat extent, thread. The people of the United States use the best 
thread. They are not satisfied with anything but the best thread. They will 
pay more for our thread than a would pay for the thread made on the other 
side. lity of thread which we sell here was produced on 
the ; urer would require to pay at least 2 pence a pound 
more for the cotton out of which to make it; and the result would be that a good 
deal of the cotton which they use for that purpose would be left on this side, and 
they would take cotton for the purpose. 

Mark the argument to the cotton producer. If you do not give us 
this duty your cotton will not be consumed; they will use Egyptian 
cotton abroad. 

The price is at present 5 centsa spool. That is what the sewing-woman in 
California pays for her cotton. It is first manufactured in New Jersey, Rhode 
Isla Massachusetts, or Connecticut, and issent to New York forsale. From 
the agent's hands it passes into the hands of tle wholesale dealer, who has to 
have some Se that wages do not end atthe mill. The merchant will 

itin house and seil it unless he has interest for 
his money, and he wants 5 per cent. t. Then the freight tothe Missouri 
River must be paid, and that adds to the cost. The merchant on the Missouri 
River sells it to the merchant in California at a small profit— 
That is new information— 


and when it reaches the sewing-woman there it costs her 5 cents a spool. It 
is better in value than whatcan be obtained on the other side for about the same 
price. Buta majority of people who deal in six-cord thre: d in Great Britain 
make no profit at all on it. 

That is the manufacturers’ side of the question as to the sewing- 
women. I happened to have sent to me this morning a book describ- 
ing the condition of the sewing-women in the great city of New York. 
It is entitled “* Prisoners of Poverty,’’ and is written by Helen Camp- 
bell. Without detaining the Senate I wish to turn from that picture 
by the manufacturer with the sewing-women benefited by this superior 
article of thread made in the United States under this tax of 7 cents on 
the single spool of 100 yards and 14 cents on the 200 yards to this picture 
drawn by a lady who has devoted her life to the sewing-women of the 
United States, and who personally went among them in the tenement 


houses, in the factories, in the large establishments that are reaping | 


enormous fortunes by grinding the very lives out of these poor women. 
Here is what she said: 


“Do you seé those ?” another asked, pointing to a counter filled with 
piles of chemises. “How do you su we make a cent when you can buy 
a chemise like that for 50 cents? We ‘t. The competition is ruining us,and 
we're talking of giving up the business.” 

“That's so. It’s really more in charity tothe women than anything else that 
wee ” his partner remarked, with a look toward him which seemed to 

a million condensed winks. ‘ That price is just ruin; that’s what it is.” 

Undoubtedly, but not for the firm, as the following figures will show, figures 
given by a competent forewoman in a large establishment where she had had 
eleven years’ experience: Twenty-seven yards and three-quarters are uired 
for one dozen chemises, the price paid for such cotton asis used in one selling at 
50 cents, being 5cents per yard, or $1.40 for the whole amount; 30 yards of edging, 
at 4} cents a yard, furn trimming for the dozen, at $1.35; and four 200-yard 

of cotton are required, at 25 cents per dozen, or $ cents per dozen garments. 

‘he seamer who sews up and hems the of garments receives 30 cents 
a dozen, and the “ maker,” this the technical term for the more experi- 
enced worker who puts on band sleeves, receives from 90 cents to $l a 






dozen, at present the rates run from 75 to 90 cents. 
Our table stands as follows: 
Cloth for | dozen chemises...... $1.40 
for 1 dozen chemises. . 
for 1 dozen chemises.. 08 
Seamer for 1 dozen chemises........ 30 
Maker for 1 dozen Chemises........0.1....cccc0seecversseneavee Siaiteieiiiabhd.peienanpnedacuntints 90 
Total cost Of GOzeD............. svecesccereeseeees Wetdeovdiedeustinsaetetebidececsesertetetansil 4.03 
Wholesale price per dozen..............cccsseeeesseeceees siidieipiaininaia idiot abissivtasdlinenil . 5,25 
Profit per dozen.............. Somidniinatimetsesuneanentiteseins nidalisetiscaqepbsccditenasesten » 2 
The chemise which sells at $7 per dozen has the additional value in quality of 
cloth and edging, the same price being paid the work-women, this price vary- 
ing only in very slight degree till the excessively elaborate work demanded by 
special orders. trade has been a pros- 


One class of women in New York, whose 

often $100 a dozen for the garments, which 
eambric, tucked and puffed, and demand- 
operator, who even in such case counts 
nine dollars a week. And if any youth 
and come! rem be wonder if the question frame it- 
self, “Why am I, the maker of this thing, earning barest living, when, if Ichoose, 
I,too, live at ease?” 


For the ts of lowest grade to be found in the of the 
the from 25 to 30 cents, the maker receiving only 30 cents a 
dozen, and cloth, trimming, and thread being of the lowest quality. The profit 
in such case is we}l-nigh imperceptible; but for the class of employer who se- 
eures it, content to grovel in foul streets and know no joy of living save the one 
delight of seeing the sordid gains roll up of 
t and he is content. As I write an 


me and I read: “* Che- 
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women. I have talked | mises, from 12} centsup.”’ Here imagination stops. No list of cost prices within 


my reach tells me how this is ticable. But one thing is certain. Even 
here it is not theemployer who 3; and if it isa question of but athird of a 
0 oe be sure that that profit is on his side, never on the side of the 
worker. 

So it goes, Mr. President, from the manufacturer down through all 
the range of prices to the poor sewing-women and to the consumer. 
Not one cent is lost to any one except the one who needs if most. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the question of the duty upon spool- 
cotton has been so often discussed in this Chamber and the other, in its 
sentimental as well as its practical aspects, that I do not care to con- 
tinue the discussion at any length. But there are some statements 
made by the Senator from Missouri that demand attention, I think. 

Prior to 1867, when the first adequate duty upon spool-cotton was 
placed, spool-cotton sold in this country at wholesale, three-cord cot- 
ton, at 70 centsa dozen. It sold at retail at from 8 to 10 cents aspool, 
It now sells in this country at 45 cents a dozen at wholesale, or 5 cents 
a spool at retail. 

Prior to 1867 all the spool-cotton consumed in the United States was 
made abroad, largely in Scotland and England. Now ninety-nine one- 
hundredths, I imagine, of the spool-cotton that is consumed in the 
United States is made by our domestic manufacturers. The quality 
of cotton which was used prior to 1867 was, as I have said, three-cord 
cotten. Now all the thread that is sold in the United States, ora very 
large proportion of it, is six-cord cotton. So for 5 cents the working- 
woman buys a very much better article than she did for 10 cents prior 
to the time when the protective tariff was levied upon spool-cotton. 

Let us see what the effect of the amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri would be upon the poor working-women for whom 
he has so much sympathy at this moment. ‘The duty proposed in our 
bill is 14 cents perdozen spools. He proposes 40 per cent. ad valorem, 
which, if it was honestly collected, would amount to 12 cents a dozen 
spools. The difference between the rate which he suggests and the 
rate suggested by the committee is 2 cents a dozen spools, or one-sixth 
of a cent per spool. It is not going to change the retail price to the 
poor sewing-women by taking off one-sixth of a cent on a spool of cot- 
ton. Who will get the benefit of it? It will be the importer in New 
York, and nobody else. That is the practical side of the question. 

Mr. McPHERSON.’ Mr. President, a single word with respect to 
this question. As I understand it, every particle of tax that is placed 
upon this thread industry, certainly every part in excess of that which 
is absolutely needed for the sake of paying the excess in the cost of 
labor employed here in the industry, is a tax upon the poorest-paid 
labor in this country. 

Now, I want the Senator from Rhode Island to understand me. I 
say itisatax uponiabor. Who purchasesthis thread? Who uses it? 
It is the sewing-women all over the country. Here is a true illustra- 
tion of it. I hold in my hand an affidavit that was handed me daur- 
ing the last campaign by a sewing-woman engaged in making shirts 
in the county of Atlantic, in the State of New Jersey. For fear I 
might interfere, perhaps very seriously, withthe formation of the new 
Cabinet I will not state the name of the employer, and therefore I will 
not send the affidavit to the Secretary’s desk to have it read, but will 
read such portions of it myself as apply to thecase. It applies to two 
particular schedules in this bill, the one under consideration and one 
that we are to reach in a few moments, providing for a duty to be 
levied upon manufactures of cotton goods—if I remember correctly, 
upon all manufactures of cotton goods a duty of some 40 per cent. is 
imposed. The affidavit reads as follows: 

Sratz or New Jersty, Atlantic County, ss: 


Mrs. Ella Strickland, of full age, being duly sworn according to law, upon 
her oath says: 

That she is the wife of Isaac H. Strickland, and that she lives in the township 
of Galloway, in the county of Atlantic, and that her post-office address is Ocean- 
ville, in said county; that she has made cotton-wool shirts for Philadelphia 
firms for 35 cents per dozen, and that to her certain knowledge women in this 
township have made these shirts for 25 cents per dozen; and that a good, quick 
needle-woman, working from 7 o'clock in the morning until 10 o’clock at night, 
might be able to make one dozen of these shirts, but not over that quantity, to 
the best of this deponent’s belief. 

And deponent further says that she is now engaged in making fine white 
men’s dress shirts for a Philadelphia firm, and that all the remuneration she re- 
ceives is $1 per dozen shirts; and that the greatest number of these shirts that 
she can make, working from 7 o’clock in the morning until 10 o’clock at night, 
is six shirts; and that she is compelled to furnish the cotton thread used in 
mak the shirts, and that this cotten thread costs about 10 cents per dozen 
shirts, leaving 90 cents as the pay, out of which the freight has to be paid one 


way by her. 
ELLA STRICKLAND. 
Sworn and subscribed to before me, this 2ist day of October, 1888. 
JAMES 8S, BECKWITH, Notary Public. 
There is a context in which it is stated that the freight one way is 
about 15 cents, so it leaves 75 cents to this poor woman as the entire 
cost of making one dozen men’s shirts, upon which the duty levied is 
40 per cent. As this tariff bill is professedly in behalf of American 
labor and to protect the wages of American labor, by what process of 
reasoning does the Senator from Rhode Island pro to impose a 
heavier duty or a duty in excess of the absolute need upon the thread 
which the poor woman is forced to buy as a part of the contract, and 
then compel her to make a dozen shirts for 75 cents, when the mann- 
facturer of the shirt, the proprietor of the establishment, receives 40 
per cent. protection ? 
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I have many other statements of like character from the same local- 
ity. Ican name you a single city in the State of New Jersey where 
there are more th: 0 five thousand of these women making men’s gar- 
ments and women’s garments, and I want to say that while in some 
cases the pay is slight!y higher, it is altogether out of proportion to the 
duty and protection ac corded to the factory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator kindly give the Senate the bene- 
fit of his judgment as to what this duty should be? 

Mr. McPHERSON, I wish to say to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that I am voting with the Senator from Missouri to reduce it from the 
high plane upon which it is placed by the Senator from Rhode Island 
and his associates. In other words, if a dozen men’s shirts of the best 
quality are worth say $24 a dozen in England anda duty of 40 per cent. 
is levied upon them, it gives as a matter of course $9.60 of protection. 
Nebody disputes the fact that the cotton cloth can be made as cheaply 
in this country as it can there; that cotton is ascheap here as it is there; 
and I want to know what becomes of the $9.60 the manufacturer gets 
by way of tax upon consumers and only pays the poor needle-woman 75 
cents net for making a dozen shirts. We hear the boast made that this 
is to be hereafter a farmer republic; that the farmer vote turned the 
tide of battle in the last election to the protection tide. Can it be pos- 
sible the farming country understand the true character and scope of 
this proposed legislation? And when they do understand and compre- 
hend it I predict that this so-called farmer republic will not last long. 
They will think even four years too long. 

I listened yesterday to a very long debate in this Chamber respect 
ing the prosperity, the happiness, the contentment of the New Eng™ 
land operatives in New England mills. In addition to that the vast 
amount of money which they had in savings-banks was used as an ar- 
gument. I want to know what that has to do with the measure of 
duty that ought to be imposed upon industries in this country. Cer- 
tainly no class of people, certainly no locality in this country has ever 
received the benefit that the New England —_ have received through 
Government bounties. They have done the major part of the manu- 
facturing for the whole country in years past under high protective 
tarifis. They are a class of people who are different from almost any 
other people upon the face of the earth. They have habits of in- 
dustry, they are educated, they are quick-witted, and in fact there are 
no operatives to be found anywhere upon the face of this earth who 
will produce more goods in a given length of time and with a like 
amount of manual labor than the operatives in New England factories. 
They have been brought up differently from other people. 

The Senator from Colorado asked the Senator from Missouri why it 
was that they could not manufacture goods in the State of Missouri. 
A man born in the West and reared upon those boundless prairies has 
a“ different idea of life and its expenditures and its requirements than 
has the operative in a New England factory. They are reared there to 
habits of industry and of economy, and it is no argument to say that 
because they are able to save a part of their earnings and put it ina 
savings-bank, another class of people having been brought up differ- 
ently, with different ideas of life, also can save money. Tvansplant a 
New Englander anywhere and he will succeed, because he is born and 
bred in habits of industry and economy; and he will also save part of 
his wages, be the same more or less. The Western man has bigger and 
broader ideas of life and greater expenditure. This is as true of the 
Old World as of the New. 

A few years ago I visited a jute factory in Forfar, Scotland, in which 
the pay to the operatives was very much less than it was in England 
for the same class of work. I was infornied by the proprietor of the 
works that his operatives in his-mill had saved a large amount of 
money; that almost al! of them had deposits in the savings-banks, 
while the English operative, upon the other hand, had spent his money 

just as fast as he earned it. 

What argument is it to say that because New England is prosperous 
under high protection, in which they have had a monopoly of the mar- 
kets for years and years, the tariff should be continued and even in- 
creased to a point heretofore unknown to any civilized government on 
the face of the earth under the plea of continuing that prosperity? 
Does it continue the prosperity? Not by any means. 

I have made the statement upon this floor and I again repeat it, and 
I shall undertake to prove it, that the wages paid to labor in this coun- 
try in comparison with the results of that labor are no greater than 
the wages paid in other countries; that labor in this country is as 
much better than foreign laboras the pay is better. Let me illustrate it. 
Let me prove it. I have before me here a statement made by a gentle- 
vaan, the representative of the Government of the United States in a 
foreign country. Ispeak ofour consulat Tanstall, Mr. Schoenhof. He 
was delegated by the State Department to visit the different countries 
and to ascertain the difference in wages paid to labor in this country 
aud other countries on certain industries. I will take the shoe indus- 
try of the State of Massachusetts. This gentleman visited a shoe fac- 
tory in Lynn, Mass. He asked for the privilege, as I understand, of 
examining their books in order that he might determine exactly what 
the labor cost was in the manufacture of a case of shoes. I will read 
what he eays about it. Mr. Schoenhof said: 

Whoever has gone 


through a Massachusetts shoe factory with open eyes to 
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observe its Sp te wnty tepees _oe with a useful lesson learnt. 
so when in his y 
watched the ae bh conan 
= his sole toate, oe panies, 
rs, ete. After all 
Foubled till it ae the proper nen then how he twisted it and, sus- 
pending it on a hook on the eens, , waxed it, the fastening at the endsof the 
ristles, then the laborious way of stitching yey his awls in hands, the finish- 
ing, smoothing of the soles with the of a piece of broken glass, the 
burnishing, the polishing, etc., and all the di ‘——- necessary in the 
making of a pair of boots out of a few mone of how all this was per- 
formed by one and the same master hand. What a skillful man the 
wees - his eyes. But now, if —— compares this with the American factory 
en od, this b nbgn od of worki down by the craft for thousands of 
rs perhaps hat an object n of development, evolution, and revolution 
S the dustries and arts, — Leeaee within one short generation, presents it- 
ont to him by comparison in this single industry. 

To examine an American shoe factory is, indeed, the examination of the com- 
plete emancipation of labor from any exercise of muscular never directly upon 
the work. The hand is only used, except in the cutting and hand- , to di- 
rect a mechanism which does all the work which used to be done in former 
times in the mannerstated above. The mechanism itself is setand kept in motion 
by steam power. To the operative nothing is left but to directthe work. Great 
is the attention required, swift are the motions to complete a vast amount of 
work in i$ very short time — ce cut of the in th and co No — is _ for 
repairs wo 80, it goes out o: me, the earnings o: work peo- 
— Nor is time left to think out poe ° Hane 8 Sachs nor mystic tran- 
scendentalism of the Jacob Boehm style. “aeeaied has no corner left in a 
Massachusetts shoe factory. If it had, the operative retiring to it while work- 
ing would soon wake up with a finger caught in a machine. 


Now he goes on to say: 


So that there is P ractically nothing left but very close attention and exercise 
of herve goer for hours and hours follow the same rapid monotony, but 
monotony which leaves no chance to ®, to sleep over. Such, it may safely be 
said, is the —- of work, minutest subdivision of Jabor, and application of 
mach ry branch of work which characterizes the manufacture of 
boots and shoes in 1 the United States. Work done on any other 
cept for custom trade, could not maintain itself for an hour under 
in in the trade in America. 

If we then go away from America to Europe and examine the sore meth- 
ods there, we take with us another very instructive lesson. It is, that if two 
do the same thing it is not the same thing, and if two nations make boots and 
shoes by machinery it is not the same thing either. Here, — than in any- 
thing else, we see all the differences in the manners, customs, and habits of the 
working people manifest themselves. We see how Cire, indeed, are the 
= s in which even the same is set to work by ifferent nations 

how different the results from its employment. How all the phlegm and 

went of energy, eben due to want of en ent of the European work- 
ing classes, is manifested there and the results when com the work 
== the ee their American brothers and sisters. Of this phase 

shall speak with greater detail when I come to deal with the different coun- 
om where moe aen ees aamaseer meee of machinery, and where I have 
bonne able to collect data on the ne go 

penne cine | out on Some a a 
soa th She oo ment yg 
an e r re 
made in ey shops, and r 
higher grade No. 1 the 
$1.70, and the other grade at $1 
made and has more fancy work io g 
difference is not very pronounced. In ev 
ples to manufacturers in > Sa countries of praise so far as 
workmanship or a is concerned z ut — by Side with their 
own makes, As to price of goods and labor cost, fu on, 


He goes on to show that the price paid for uppers per dozen pairs 
for labor in Lynn, Mass., was $1.33 per dozen pairs, or per pair 11} 
cents; the price paid for bottoming per case of sixty pairs (there being 
both the cutting out and the fitting of the uppers and the bottoming 
of the shoes) was 18}4 cents pair. The whole labor cost in that 
pair of shoes in the State of usetts was about 35 cents per pair. 

After examining the shoe manufactories in the State of Massachu- 
setts, after examining their books and ha been given every facility in 
the world to ascertain correctly what was labor cost, he then pro- 
ceeded to Germany, and visited not only Germany but ‘other parts of 
Europe. He visited Frankfort-on-the-Main, Berlin, Vienna, Aust 
and Erfart, in Th ; and healso went to England. He visi 
the shoe industry at Stafford, in England. He visited the great shoe 
shops of Leicester, in England, and he gives statements from all the 
factories, made from their books, obtained from the operatives and from 
the manufacturers themselves. Upon this question there can be no 
mistake, because this work is done largely by the piece under contract. 
What is the result? I will read it: 


Labor cost of a ladies’ button boots in Lynn, Mass. ; Frankfort, 
Cte: ane a many ; Vienna, Austria; Stafford and Lei- 
cester, England; and weekly _— of operatives in the respective 

places, of quality—sample No.1 
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Labor cost of manufacturing ladies’ button boots, etc. —Continued. 





Weekly earnings. 
Place, eerie 
Women, laweniee. 








*Men’s wages only. 


In this bill a duty is imposed upon all manufactures of leather. I 
think 40 per cent. is the amount named in the bill—40 per cent. duty 
where the entire labor cost is half the labor cost in any competing 
country upon the earth, and it is that this duty is to protect 
American labor, when in fact it is the foreign labor that needs the pro- 
tection against American shoes. 

Mr. RICH. Will the Senator enlarge the scope of his inquiry 
a little and tell us something about the difference in the cost of mak- 
ing pearl buttons in New Jersey and in Austria, if it will not inter- 
rupt him too much? 

. McPHERSON. If the Senator from Rhode Island needs any 
ee tart, the pearl-button industry, when we reach that sched- 
ule of the I shall be very glad to give him all the information he 
wants. I do not care to discuss the pearl-button industry when I am 
talking about shoes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from New Jersey had been animad- 
verting upon the great evils which the women who make shirts were 

under, and as he was familiar with the pearl-button industry, 
having before the committee this morning urging an advance upon 
that particular article, I thought perhaps he might further illustrate 
his subject by stating the difference in the cost of pearl buttons between 
Austria and New Jersey. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator wants the information now, he 
can have it, but I prefer to wait until I get through with this boot 
question, which troubles the Senator seemingly very much. I am 
loaded for bear, let the rabbit ran awhile longer. 


The same authority takes up the question of ladies’ dress goods and 
gives very valuable tion. e find that there are two classes 
of at least factories located in two different parts of our own 


country, in which in one case the — paid to labor, or the labor cost 
of the same class of goods, isconsiderably more than in the other. For 
the information of the Senator from Rhode Island I will say that the 
least labor cost found in this report is paid by the manufacturers in 
RhodeIsland. Mr. Schoenhof gives the cost in every stage of the man- 
ufacture, The scouring of the wool, the weaving of the goods, the 
manufacturing, the finishing, and everything 1s put down, and, more- 
over, it is copied from the books of the manufacturers themselves. We 
find that the entire labor cost in the manufacture of ladies’ dress goods 
is very little between this country and Europe. In some woolen prod- 
ucts, particularly in the manufacture of carpets, and the carpet indus- 
try has become a very important one in this country. I will simply 
give his recapitulation with respect to labor cost incarpets. Speaking 
of the ingrain-carpet industry he gives thecost. The labor cost in the 
United States is 7.92 cents, while for like labor in England it is 8.263 
cents. Whatistheduty uponthecarpet? Forty percent. All this is 
claimed to be in the interest of American labor and for the protection 
of American labor, and still we show less labor cost, as we have shown 
in the shoe industry, that the entire labor cost in a case of shoes in 
Lynn, Mass., was about half the labor cost in a case of shoes of like 
quality in any country in Europe. 

Now, what is the reason of that? The reason is simply because the 
labor here is betterlabor. Itis better fed labor; it is better paid labor; 
it is more intelligent labor. This whole question is answered by a 
foreign boot-maker, speaking to Mr. Schoenhof. Let me read what he 
says. A manufacturer at Vienna, Austria, said to Mr. Schoenhof: 

You need not tell me; I know all about it. We can no more compete with 
you in the manufacture of boots and shoes, or in anything which depends on 


the highest of machinery, than we can fly. Our ple have neither 
the st nerve, nor endurance of yours, nor have they ambition. They 
don’t eat don’t work. They are underfed, and it would be ridiculous to 
expect that they can cope with your operatives. 


In the cotton schedule, I think in the very paragraph we have just 
voted upon, a duty of 43 or 44 per cent. is demanded, when, in short, 
it has been proven by the best of evidence that the labor cost is not one- 

uarter of duty proposed, because if this report is not evidence 

can be no evidence. More than that, when we come to com 

the statement made by Mr. Schoenhof with the statement made in the 
census report of 1880, there can be no avoiding the fact that the differ- 
ence in labor cost here and abroad in all our major industries in ao 
case is one-quarter of the amount of duty you propose here. This 
whole bill, cotton schedule and all, is based upon the idea that when- 
ever you find a single article of goods which they were able to import 





under the existing tariff in 1887, you have raised the duty to a point 
that will prohibit the importations. The meaning of it is the absolute 
prohibition of all foreign trade, and in my opinion it is absolutely de- 
structive of all local enterprise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsrt]. 

Mr, VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the compilation which we 
have on our desks shows that there were imported in 1887 of spool- 
thread, 731,744} dozen, and that the cost thereof was $95,167. That 
would seem to indicate that the value of a dozen spool-thread of a 
hundred yards is 13 cents. The proposed tax of 7 cents a dozeg would 
therefore be a tax of more than 50 per cent. 

We begin this bill by an assertion in the title that we intend to re- 
duce taxation and simplify the laws. For twenty years both political 
parties have been making a pretense of an intention to reduce tarift 
taxation. In 1872 there was a reduction of 10 percent. Subsequent 
to that time the protectionists and the Republican party organized a 
commission which was directed to investigate the interest of manufact- 
urers in the country, and they recommended a reduction of about 20 

rcent. As the Senator from Missouri a few minutes ago read to the 

mate, the manufacturers of this article of spool-thread recommended 
a tariff which they said at the time was a reduction of 20 per cent. 
from the then existing rates. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate, without any argument, to 
the taxes that have been levied and collected upon this article. The 
first tax imposed was in 1861, and was a tax of 30 percent. Thesame 
tax was continued until 1863, when it was raised to 40 percent. After 
that the tax was changed to take the form of 6 cents a dozen, and a 
different ad valorem per cent. was added up to the time of the reduc- 
tion in 1872. Subsequent to that time the old tax remained until 
1883, when 7 cents a dozen was adopted as the tax. 

There ought always to be some sort of relation between a tax and the 
value of the property taxed. Instead of reducing this tariff we are ab- 
solutely increasing it by reason of the decrease in the cost of the article. 
While we are making a pretense to the country of reducing the tax 
upon those articles which enter into the home consumption of every 
family in this land we are positively and in fact raising the tax with 
each step we take. The tax of 7 cents a dozen which was provided for 
in 1883 is a higher tax now than the same rate of 7 cents a dozen was 
in 1883; and the pretense that we are keeping up the same tax is not 
true, because the ad valorem tax is higher at 7 cents a dozen now than 
it was in 1883. On spool-thread worth 13 cents a dozen a tax of 7 
cents a dozen, as I said in the beginning, is more than 50 per cent.; 
and, while we have been making a pretense of reducing the tax which 
was begun at 30 per cent. and increased to 40 per cent. during the war, 
we have gone on steadily, until now, a quarter of a century after the 
war has closed, aud after both political parties have pledged themselves 
to reduce taxation, we are proposing to impose a tax higher than has 
been levied heretofore upon this article of necessity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1226, after the word “‘thread,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words ‘‘7 cents ’’ and insert ‘‘ 40 per cent. ad va- 
lorem;’’ and in line 1229, after the word “‘yards,’’ to strike out ‘‘7 
cents,’’ and insert ‘‘ forty per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called on the ques- 
tion of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. - 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpre]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarr]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Having 
transferred my pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock } 
so as to make a pair between the Senator from California [Mr. HEARST] 
and the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am paired with the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. SAULSBURY]. I transfer the pair to the junior Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Piums], and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I transfer my general pair with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES], and vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL. I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
Hargis], and therefore can not vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], and the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAcg&] with the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Co.quiTrt]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Since announcing a pair between the 
Senator from California [Mr, HEARST] and the Senator from New York 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 





oz 


[Mr. Hiscock], I am informed that some other arrangement has been 
made. I therefore withdraw my vote and announce my pair with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] is 
paired to-day with the Senator from Lliinois [Mr. FaRwe.y]. 

Mr. SPUONER. I should like to inquire whether my colleague 
[ Mr. SAWYER] is paired ? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
pair. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have asked the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL} to peir with my colleague, and he has agreed to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] is 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] who is absent. I 
agreed to pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] who is 
absent. We can exchange the pairs, and I announce a pair between 
the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRprg] and the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Sawyer]. I vote ** yea.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I vote “ nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—18. 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Reagan, 
Vance, 
Vest, 

NAYS—21. 
Palmer, 
Piatt, 
Sherman, 
Spooner, 


Stanford, 
Stewart, 


ABSENT—37. 


Hampton, 
Harris, 
Hearst, 
Hiscock, Sabin, 
Ingalis, Saulsbury, 
Jonesof Arkansas, Sawyer, 
Jones of Nevada, Turpic. 
Kenna, 

Morgan, 

Morrill, 


The Chair is not informed of any 


Baie, 
Berry, 
Call 
Cock rell, 
Coke, 


Gibson, 
Gray, 
Merherson, 
Paseo, 
Payne, 


Voo 
Walthall. 
Wilson of Md. 


Aldrich, 
Alison, 
Chandler, 
Cullorn, 
Davis, 


Dolph, 


Edmunds, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, 
Paddock, 


Stockbridge, 
Teller, 
Wilson of Iowa. 


Beck, 
Blackburn, 
Blair, 
Blodgett, 
Bowen, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 
Chace, 
Colquitt, 


Daniel, 
Dawes, 
Eustis, 
Evarts, 
Farwell, 
Fauikner, 
Frye, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 


Se the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


315. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
and not exceeding fifty threads to the square inch, counting the warp and fill- 
ing. 2 cents per square yard; if bleached, 2} cents per square yard; if dyed, col- 
ored, gala. painted, or printed, 4 cents per square yard. 

816, Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
exceeding fifty and not exceeding one hundred threads to the square inch, 
counting the w and filling, 2} cents per square yard; if bleached, 3 cents per 
square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 4 cents per square 
yard. Proved, That on all cotton cloth not exeeeding one hundred threads to 
the square inch, counting the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, 
stained, psinted, or printed, valued at ever 6) cents per yard; bleached, valued 
at over 9 cents per square yard; and dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
valaed at over I2 cents per —> yard, there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid a duty of 5 percent. valorem. 

317. Cotton cloth, net bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding one hundred and not exceeding one hundred and fifty threads to the 
square inch, counting the warp and filling,3 cents per square yard; if bleached, 
4 cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 5eents per 
equere yard: Provided, That on all eotton cloth exceeding one hundred and not 
exceeding one hundred and fifty threads to the square inch, counting the warp 
and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at 
over 7} cents per square yard; bleached, valued atover l0centspersquare yard ; 
dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 12} cents per square 
yard, there siiall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

318, Cotton eloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding one hundred and fifty and not exceeding two hundred threads te the 
square inch, counting the warp and filling, 3§ eents.per square yard; if bleached, 
44 cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, paimted, or printed, 5) cents 
per square yard: Provided, That on all cotton cloth exceeding one hundred 
and fifty and not cxceeding two hundred threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and filling, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, er printed, 
valued at over 8 cents per square yard; bleached, valued at over 10 cents per 
scuare yard; dyed, colored, ee or printed, valued at over 12 cents 
per square yard, there shail be ievied, collected,and paid a duty of 45 per cent. 


ad valorem. 
I move to strike out, in paragraph 318, line 1270, the 


Plumb, 
Quay, 


Riddleberger, 


Mr. VANCE. 
words “34 cents per square yard’’ and im lieu thereof to insert ‘‘ 40 
per cent. ad valorem;’’ and also, in line 1271, to strike ont “‘ 4}.cents 
per square yard ’’ and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ 40 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

I ask « vote en these two amendments, and I trust, if I shall besuc- 
cessful in them, to make the remainder of the paragraph conform 
thereto. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire the words 
** per square yard ’’ stricken out? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not wish to repeat what I have had occasion to 
say in regavd to these increases. It will be noticed, speaking in gen- 
eral terms, that upon the lower-priced cotton cloths, the coarser cloths, 
manufactured in the South, which are embraced in paragraphs 315 and 
316, there is a decrease of duties, and on the finer cloths, mannfactured 


im New England, and embraced in paragraphs 317, 318, and 319, there 
ip an increase of duty, and a large increase. 
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I shall not detain the Senate by any argument, but I want to put in 
evidence the testimony of some gentlemen in the business of 


manufacturing this cloth. I shall first read from the testimony taken 
before the House committee in 1884: 


Coates & Porrs, MANUFACTURERS Or CoTrons AND WooLeEns, 
FoRTY-SIXTH AND MARKET STRERTs, 
Philadelphia, Februery 27, 1884. 

Dear Sir: The managers of the Philadelphia Textile Association, in their 
recent protest, do not offer any argument whieh should lead you or the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to any conclusion aside from the object of your tar- 
iff bill. Indeed, if a full canvass of manufacturers here could be had from 
political influences, v many instances would appear of a conservative sen- 
timent which the Textile Association and Mr. KeLusy and Mr. RanpaLiseem 
in ignorance of. A spinner of hosiery yarns told me not long ago that “what 
we want now is more market and less protection.” I am assured in my own 
mind that we can only expect to keep our home market by furnishing goods at 
prices which will not attract competitive importations, and by diversifying our 
productions we may avoid a ruinous competition among ourselves. 1 am per- 
suaded that a!) our interests would be better served if your bill could be passed 
at once by Both Houses, and receive the val of the President. 

The statistics of importations, 1883, exbi by the Textile Association, are 
of little value in the discussion. Worsted yarns were “‘boomed’’ beyond the 
importation price by the “boom” in Jersey cloths. The same cause probably 
operated to stimulate the increased impertation of ready-made clothing—'‘ Jer- 
seys.”’ They—Jersey cloths—were also knitted , making these items of 
the protest due not sc much to the reduction of tariff as to an unhealthy stimu- 
lus to prices. 

I take the liberty of expressing my mere personal opinion as above for what- 


ever it may be werth to you, not forgetting that you are probably fully posted 


as to the public sentiment 
Very respectfully, 


BENJ. C. POTTS. 
Hon: W. R. Morrison. 


It is refreshing amidst this Sahara of protection to find one oasis like 
that, a manufacturer who will state frankly and without regard to the 
consequences to himself or his business what he believes to be the truth. 

Now, without farther comment, Iwant to read from a firm, who I do 
not think have any sympathies with the Democratic party, and that is 
the firm of Arnold, Constable & Co., of the city of New York, the largest 
dry-goods merchants now in the business in this country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And importers. 

Mr. VEST. And importersalso; and if that disqualifies them as wit- 
nesses, as a matter of course the challenge is a good one, but I submit 
that it does not. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It is only to add grace to the performance. 
Mr. VEST. I shall just proceed to read, without argument, what 
they say in regard to these finer grades of cotton cloths: 


[Arnold, Constable & Co., New York. Paris,2irued’Hauteville. Lyon, $3 Quai 
St. Clair. Manchester, 41 Lower Mosley street. ]} 
New York, February 20, 1884. 
Dear Size: Mr. Dalton stated before your committee that ach in eottons 


ange 
would prevent the manufacturers in this country from making the finer kinds 
of cottons, such as sateens. 


They come under this last section. 


I send you some samples to controvert what Mr. Dalton 


Sample A is American, 36 inches wide; cost by the case tb ‘cents per yard; 
the pattern is French. 


Sample Bis French, 32 inches wide, 4 inches narrower than the American; 
cost to land 18} cents. You will see we can no longer import the plain French 


eloth. 

Sateens were gotten up by one of the best French manufacturers, especially 
for us, in the spring of 1882, when we had the market almost entirely to our- 
selves. In the spring of 1883 the Americans copied the cloth and printed them 
very extensively, and are going on with them again this season. 

In the spring of 1583 the Americans greatly undersold the French article, and 
our i tion was sold without any profit, and in some instances at a consid- 
erable We have been driven from the market; therefore the Americans 
need not fear the reduction which the committee propose. 

For the spring of 1884 we have imported sateens in very small quantity, but 
a, ae aa ns of an entirely different weave, which we suppose 

next spring. 
Cc cnagiie. American sateen, 32 inches <a ane price of which is 27 cents, 


at whieh price it is supposed to pay the man rer a profit, as he would not 
sell so early in the season t. 


withou 
D sample, French sateen, 32 inches wide, cost to land 31} cents. 


Sincerely yours, 
ARNOLD, CONSTABLE & CO. 
Hon. A. 8. Hewrrrt. 


P. 8.—The American has more weight than the French, but the finish is not 
quite as good. 
It may be that the fact that these 


are i disqualifies 
them from being credible 


but I submit that if they have not 
deliberately—and that is a firm of as high character as there is in the 
country —if they have not deliberately put themselves on 1ecord as false 
witnesses the duty to-day in the present law is too high; and 
yet our friends on the other side of the Chamber insist upon increasing 
that duty, I submit, for no other purpose, and the conclusion is irre- 
sistible, than togive opportunity to American manufacturers to increase 
their ts. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it seems by looking at these schedules 
that there have been two or three additional classifications made. The 
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then all over 200, making five classifications instead of three. That, 
I suppose, is for the purpose of showing their generosity by giving away 
things that de not belong to them, and their liberality by grabbing a 
little more of other peopie’s things ! 

They reduce the duties on goods of the first classification so coarse as 
under 50 threads to the square inch, of which there were only a little 
over 2,000,000 square yards imported, but those come in conflict with 
the poor Southern mills, and they care nothing about them. They 
reduce those below what the Mills bill did in the other House. They 
have out-free-traded the free-trade Democrats; in fact, they trade as 
freely in other people’s property as anybody I know of. But when it 
comes to the next classification, exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150, 
they maintain the present law; they do not inerease it; but when it 
strikes from 150 to 200, where there were over 20,000,000 yards imported 
in the last fiscal year and where the competition comes pretty near 
home, then they increase on every grade from 3 to 3} and from 4 to 4} 
cents, and from 40 to 50 per cent. ad valorem. In other words, they 
claim that they are reducing duties on those things which yield no 
revenue, That is very true. They increase duties on those things 
which do yield revenue. 








dyed, colored, stained, painted, or prir ted, valued at over 12 cents per square 
yard, there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 40 per cent. ad va- 


lorem. 
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Mr. VANCE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. GEORGE (when his name 


fore vote. I vote *‘ yea.’’ 


was called). 


Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). 


Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and I vote 


Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). 


**nay.”’ 


By the transfer which 
I have just announced the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAIR] 
and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] are paired, an‘ | there- 


I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] to the Senator from 


Iam paired with the 


Senator from Tenne-see [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore do not vote. 


The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. CULLOM. 


South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 


The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CuAce] is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr CoLquiTT]. 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator from 


The Senator 


It seems to me, for the reasons which I gave this morning and which 
have been given a hundred times, and which I hope will continue to 
be given until the final cataclysm comes of this iniquitous protective 
tariff system—for those reasons, I say, this increase ought not to be 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I announce for the last time to-day that 
I am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
made and the duty ought to be made 40 per cent. ad valorem. Rate, George, Pugh, Walthall. 
T ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. Berry, Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call | *!!) Aca am 
the reli, . Coke, ' Payne, Vest, ' 
Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). At the request of the NAYS~—22 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE], who is charged with get- Aldrich Sete  Bddoete adi 
ting a pair for the Senator from Virginia Mr. DANIEL], I will trans- Allison, Hawley, ; Palmer, ‘ Stockbridge, 
fer my pair with the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. BLAIR] to | Chandler, Hoar, Platt, Teller, 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danre1], so that they will be paired, | Sullom. se weap ee eee 
and therefore I vote *‘yea.’’ Dolo i , Spooner, 
3 3 - ph, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the ABSENT—37 
senior Senator from Kanes [Mr. SauLsBuRY]. I transfer the pair ome it rp" re * ‘. 
to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB], and | vote “ nay.” nee ao a -T 
. 3] Dawes Harris, Riddleberger, 
Mr. REAGAN (when Mr. MorGan’s name was ealled). The Sen- — Eustis, Hearst, Sabin, eons 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] requested me to announce his pair eonantt, ete, i 
i i , owen, arwell, Jones o , Sawyer, 
ae = Senator from New York (Mr. Ev ARTS], and to state Brown, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Turpie, 
that would vote ‘‘ yea if present. Butler, Frye, Kenna, Voorhees. 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was cailed). Iam paired with the | Cameron, Gibson, Morgan, 
cae a Seeneenes { Mr. Harris], and therefore withhold my vote. Sollee, — — 
e roil-call was concluded. age ~ . 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


319. Cotton cloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, ex- 
ceeding two hundred threads to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 
44 cents per square yerd; if bleached, 5} cents per square yard ; if dyed. coiored, 
stained, pzinted, or printed, 63 cents r square yard: Provided, That on all 
such cotton cloths not bleached, po gt wm stained, painted, or printed, 
valued at over 10 cents per square yard ; bleached, valued at over 12 cents per 
square yard, and dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 15 
cents per yard, thereshali be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 45 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. In paragraph 319, I move to strike out from the word 
“filling,’’ in line 1284, all that follows to the word ‘‘ yard,’’ at the 


Mr. MANDERSON, I announce a pair between the Senator from 
or [Mr. Jones] and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAck- 
BURN]. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] 
is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. SPOONER. My colleague [Mr. Sawyer], who is absent, is 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TurPre]. If present, my 
colleague would vote ‘‘ nay,’’ and I suppose the Senator from Indiana 
would a ae ie = 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. Cuace] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Co_qurrr]. ees 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 


The reading will proceed. 


a 


YEAS—18. end of line 1287, an@ insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ 40 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 
— sone. Payee, ~— The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
Cal.’ Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, Wilson of Md. The Carer CLERK. Beginning im line 1284, after the word ‘‘fill- 
Cockrell, McPherson, . ing,’’ it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word 
Coke, ' Vanee, “* yard,” im line 1287, as follows: ‘‘4} cents per square yard; if 
anes NAYS—22, bleached, 54 cents per square yard; if dyed, colored, stained, painted, 
A . Edmunds, Paddock, Stewart, or printed, 6} cents per square yard;’’ and insert ‘‘40 per cent. ad 
Allison, | na Pea Dochhabige eee tomate ii z a a 
Cullom, , Ingalls, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 319, Cotton eloth not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, 
is, " Spooner, exceeding two hundred threads to the square inch, counting the warp and {fill- 
Mitchell, Stanford, ing, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 
ABSENT—3s. Mr. VANCE. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Beck, Colquits, Gorman, Morrill, The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
Blair oo Hampton pins, eall the roll. 
| Fastin’ Tasapten, Taine Mr. GRAY (when Mr. Kenna’s name was called). The Senator 
Bowen, Evarts, Hearst, Sabin, : from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna] asked me to announce that on all 
re — ——— NY isbury questions arising on this bill he is paired with the Senator from Min- 
Cameron, eal oo — Pargie” nesota [Mr. SaBrIn]. I make that announcement once for all. 
Chace, nm, Morgan, Voorhees Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I announce the 


pair for to-day between the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs] and the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackKBURN ]. 

Mr. REAGAN (when Mr. MorGan’s name was called). I announce 
the pair of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] with the senior 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and will not announce 
it again to-day. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. VANCE. In line 1281, of 318, I move to strike out 
the word **five;”’ so that it will read: “A duty of 40 per cent. ad va- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secrerary. In line 1281 it is proposed to strike out “‘ forty- 
five’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to read: 
That all cotten cloth di hundred and fift 
anten\ae Bundred threads to thes eaunee. Sach, coauting the waieier ant 


Milling, not beached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or printed, valued at over 
8 cents per square yard; bleached, valued at over 10 cents per square yard; 
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Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I announce the pair of the Senator from New Ham 
shire [Mr. BLAIR] with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—16, 

Rate, 
Berry, 
Cali, 
Cockrell, 


Coke, 
George, 
Gray, 
McPherson, 


Pasco, 
Payne, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
NAYS—21. 
Paddock, 
Palmer, 
Piatt, 
Sherman, 
Stanford, 
Stewart, 


“ABSENT -—39, 
Hampton, 


Harris, 
Hearst, 
H 


Vance, r 
Vest, 
Wilson of Md, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dolph, 


Edmunds, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 
Manderson, 
Mitchell, 


Stockbridge. 
Teller, 
Wilson oflowa. 


Beck, 
Blackburn, 
Blair, 
Blodgett, 
Bowen, 


Daniel, 
Dawes, 
Eustis, 
Evarts, 
Farwell, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being ascertained by the roll-call 
that a guorum is not present, the Secretary will call the roll of the 
Senate. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 


iscock, 
Jones of Arkansas, 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Plumb, 


Brown, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 
Chace, 
Colquitt, 


Evarts, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hampton, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 
McPherson, 
Doiph, Manderson, 
Edmunds, Mitchell, Stanford, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum being present, the roll-call will proceed 
upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. VANCE. May I be permitted to withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina asks unanimous consent to withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays, the roll-call having beer partly proceeded with. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The question recurs upon 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, the present system of Federal taxation, 
composed of exciseand import duties, or what are better known as in- 
ternal-revenue taxes and tariff duties, had its beginning and derived 
its present character from the necessities for revenue in our late civil 
war. [t must be admitted that the unavoidable necessity for the en- 
actment of these laws was to raise revenue for the public object of sup- 
pressing the rebellion. The question of protection to manufacturing 
industries in the United States was not then raised or considered in 
fixing the rate of duty on any import or in the application of any such 

' duty. 

The paramount if not the sole consideration was, how much revenue 
can be raised from importations? The high rate of duties for war pur- 
poses became the nursery and hot-bed in which manufacturing in the 
loyal States sprung into vigorous and prosperous growth, yielding most 
abundant harvests. The harvest was so rich that it directed the atten- 
tion of Congress to the propriety of imposing upon the manufacturers 
themselves some of the burdens of direct taxation. 

The fact which I desire to emphasize is that in framing tariff laws 
during the war there was no necessity, intention, or desire, in fixing 
the rate of duty, or in the application of the duty to any article of im- 
port, to prohibit or to diminish importations for the protection of any 
American manufacturer against foreign competition. On the contrary, 
the more importations the more revenue, and revenue was the para- 
mount object of Federal taxation during the war. Had there been no 
war there never would have been any suggestion from any quarter that 
as much as 40 per cent. duty on any imports was necessary to protect 
American manufacturers against foreign competition. Sup the 
Government of the United States now had no bonded debt and no pen- 
sion obligations to meet, and no other use for revenue except to defray 
the necessary current expenses of legitimate government, would we 
have ever heard of theclaim thatat least 40 and on many articles 200 per 

cent. upon imports was necessary to protect American manufacturers 
inst foreign pauper labor or any other disadvantage? Any claim 
like that we have heard in thrilling appeals all over the land for such 


Morrill, 
Paddock, 
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Reagan, 
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Stockbridge, 
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protection would be heeded no more in the condition I have supposed 
than if it emanated from the inmates of an insane asylum. 

I challenge a denial of the fact I now state, that it was the necessity 
for revenue and not the necessity for protection that required the 
levying and the collection of the present rate of tariff duties on im- 
ports. Then, the question arises, what shall be done with present 
tariff rates when it is admitted that they produce more revenue by 
$100,000,000 per annum than is needed by the Government? The 
ruinous condition in full view of all men is the present surplus reve- 
nue income into the Treasury of $100,000,000 and its continued in- 
crease every month of about $10,000,000 beyond any use that can now 
be made of the money by the Government; and it is admitted by the 
Republican Senators who framed the Senate bill that it will amount 
to $221,000,000 surplus before any new tariff bill can be passed and 
put in operation. What, then, shall be done with this surplus, and 
how shall we stop the drain of millions of money not needed by the 
Government, and admitted to be necessary to carry on the business 
and industries of the country? Two remedies are now before the 
Senate—one embodied in the House bill, and another embodied in the 
bill of the Senate Committee on Finance. 

The House bill originated where the Constitution required it to be 
originated. After full discussion the House bill passed by 13 majority. 
The House bill has been before the Senate committee long enough to 
receive the most mature consideration, and that committee has reported 
their amendment as a substitute for the House bill after exhausting 
their skill and ability in its preparation, and the two measures confront 
each other in the Senate. The House bill has received the votes of 162 
representatives of the people, and of the Democratic delegates of thirty- 
eight States in State conventions, and the unanimous vote of the dele- 
gates in the last national convention of the Democratic party. It is 
reasonably certain that the votes of only two Senators prevent the pas- 
sage this day of the House bill by the Senate. ‘Two votes in the Sen- 
ate from the Republicans would insure the passage of the House bill 
any hour the roll was called. When and how will the fate of the two 
measures be decided ? 

Will the Democrats in the Senate and House give up the Mills bill 
after the sanctionsit has received? The question will soon be answered, 
and when answered my prediction is that neither the House nor the 
Senate bill will or can become a law of the present Congress. Itisidle to 
tell me that any provision of either of these bills was passed upon or 
decided favorably or unfavorably by a majority of the electoral votes 
in the last election. How stands the House of Representatives in the 
Fifty-first Congress as between the House and the Senate bill? How 
many voters in the three hundred and twenty-five districts 
in the thirty-eight States ever heard of, or, if they heard of, had a cor- 
rect understanding of the main provisions of the House or the Senate 
bill? Politicians and newspapers may declare that so and so has been 
decided by the election, but no human being capable of self-govern- 
ment has or will change his convictions or action on either of these bills 
on account of the late election. 

The matter of immediate interest to the people is whether any reve- 
nue bill will be passed by the t Congress. All admit that reme- 
dial legislation is demanded. th Houses of this Congress while acting 
separately and independently of each other to carry out their respective 
views without going into conference will never on the provisions 

and details of any revenue bill.. The only hope for the passage of any 
bill this session must be founded on the action of a conference commit- 
tee of the two Houses. It is manifest that it is the organized purpose 
of the blicans of the Senate to the substitute now before the 
Senate. y have shown their ability and intention to pass theirsub- 
stitute substantially as reported. When the substitute goes to the 
House, the House will not concur in the Senate amendment, and the 
two bills will then go before aconference committee of the two Houses. 
Will that conference committee agree on any bill? Letus speculate a 
little on what is likely to be the action of the conference committee. 
The two bills will be compared with each other and found to in 
many particulars. Then come the items upon which the two Houses 
disagree. Many of the disagreements will be on non-essential and com- 
paratively matters. Both Houses have and will adhere to 
provisions that will be given up in conference. Then come the hard 
points, the fundamental differences. Will these be surrendered, or 
waived for future disposition? What are some of the confessed and 
undisputed aims of the two bills? Both claim that the revenue from 
existing laws will be reduced in round numbers $70,000,000 if either 
bill Then what divides the two Houses and the two — 
parties? The division is first, on what articles shall goon the list, 
and second, what shall be the rate of duty on the articles im t 
are like those manufactured in this country; and all the trouble in 
coming to an agreement grows out of one inquiry, 
the kind and degree of protection that is a , 
manufacturers in the competition between and foreign manuifact- 
urers to supply the American markets. 

It would be an easy matter for the two Houses to agree on the rate 
of duty necessary for revenue to sup the Government and meet all 
its obligations. The whole conten resolves itself into the single 
question of the kind and degree of protection Congress should afford 





_the amount of importations. 
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American manufacturers by the exercise of the tax power. This thing 
of giving aid and encovragement to mining and manufacturing indus- 
tries in the United States, called protection, isexpressly recognized and 
authorized in the Constitution in the grant of power to Congress to levy 
duties on imports, a power known and intended to be a power capable 
of being properly exercised so as to afford such protection. Did not 
the framers of the Constitution understand the ordinary principles and 
axioms of political economy? If so, then they knew that when Con- 
gress levied the duty on any import brought here for sale the duty 
would certainly become a part of the original cost of the article to the 
importer, and that he was certain to collect the duty out of the pur- 
chaser of that article in the American market, and that the duty would 


follow and always become a part of the price of the azticle down to the 
consumer. 


The authors of the Constitution knew also that the price of the im- 

rted article would regulate the price of any article like it that might 
be manufactured in this country, and that if the duty was added to the 
price of the imported article in whole or in it would certainly be so 
added to the price of the like article man in this country ifit 
took both the home and fo supply to satisfy the American demand. 
If the duty was paid by the importer on the article imported, and by 
him collected out of the consumer in whole or in part, it was perfectly 
plain that it made no difference to the importer how high the duty was 
so long as he could collect it out of the American consumer, and at the 
same time make such profits as he demanded and as he was certain to 
do if he had no American competition. Here lies the foundation of the 
economic principle, and policy, and necessity, and benefit of protection 
and encouragement of American manufacturing to the American con- 
sumer. It aids and assists in building up home competition that meets 
the foreign manufacturer in the American market and prevents him 
from enjoying a monopoly in supplying, at his own prices, the wants of 
the American consumer. ‘These things were perfectly well understood 
by the framers of the Constitution when they granted the power to levy 
duties on imports for the public objects specified in the Constitution. 

The First Congress, having many members who had just aided in fram- 
ing the Constitution, undertook to exercise the tax power of the Gov- 
ernment, and as a matter of preference they framed a tariff law instead 
of resorting, as they had a right to do, to direct taxation, and in so doing 
they stated that one of the reasons for their preference was to afford 

rotection. In framing a tariff law in the First Congress many mem- 
rs declared (Madison among the number) that in framing the bill the 
objects in levying the duties on imports were to raise revenue ‘‘ and 
encourage American manufacturing,’’ and that was stated to be one of 
the reasons for adopting that mode of raising revenue. If they did not 
intend and desire that protection, help, encouragement, should follow 
the duty and be the result and effect of the duty on imports, why did 
they say so? Ah! but it has been claimed that such would have been 
the necessary effect of the duty without saying so. But still, it is cer- 
tain they said so, and if they knew it was unnecessary to say so, it only 
makes the proof stronger that they desired such protection as one of 
the objects and effects to be accomplished by levying the duties on 
articles that were or could be manufactured in this country, and their 
desire was emphasized in thedebate. These are my reasons for declar- 
ing myselfa protectionist (as I havedone before in several tariff speeches 
in this Senate) in the sense of affording aid, help, and encouragement 
to American industries engaged in mining and manufacturing by the 
imposition of duties on articles in the manufacture of which there is 
competition in Europe and America. In what I have stated to be my 
position I affirm that I am in a straight line and in perfect harmony 
with the position of the organized national Democratic party. 

Then where and how do the two ies differ? The difference is 
perfectly plain, fundamental, and irreconcilable. The Democratic 
system of protection to home industries of all descriptions is the true 
American system, founded on and inseparable from tariff duties levied 
not for revenue only, but for revenue, as the basis of the tax power, and 
protection, as an effect intended and desired to be produced in the ex- 
ercise of the power by discrimination between imports and by the ad- 
justment and application of the duty. 

In out the dutiable-list in the different schedules I would 
determine rate of duty on each article by the amount of revenue 
that article ought to produce in making up the aggregate sum neces- 
sary to support and meet the obligations of the Government. 

If the article is necessary in general use I would charge it with the 
least amount of revenue, and if a luxury I would charge it with the 
most revenue it was necessary for it to produce, and if the article was 
manufactured in this country I would ascertain to what extent, and if 
in sufficient quantity to supply the American demand without looking 
to foreign markets I would consider these facts in fixing the rate of 
duty. One of the most difficult problems to deal with in framing tar- 
iff schedules and determining the proper amount of duty is to decide 
correctly, or even proximately, what effect the rate of duty will have on 





















































is sufficient in quantity and quality to supply the home demand with- 
out resorting to importations, then the duty on such articles ought not 
to exceed an amount that will cover the difference in the labor cost of 
the article here and in Europe, as it is very certain that such a rate of 
duty would place the manufacturers at home and abroad on terms of 
perfect equality in their competition to supply the American market 
and prevent the foreigner from dumping any of his surplus upon our 
home markets to cripple our industries. But if the American maau- 
factarers are not able to supply the home market and fully meet the 
American demand and consumption of the article or articles selected 
for taxation, then the American consumer must look partly to importa- 
tions of such articles to supply his wants. In such a condition of the 
supply and demand in the American market, if the article is a neces- 
sary of life the rate of duty should be no more than sufficient to make 
up the difference in the labor cost of the article in the home and forei 
markets, so as to deprive the manufacturers at home and abroad of the 
power of dictating prices to the American consumer, and keeping them 
in competition with each other on terms of equality in furnishing the 
American market. 

It is certain thatif the foreign manufacturer had to supply the Amer- 
ican market with any article without any American competition the 
consumer here would suffer in the price as much as if the home manu- 
facturers monopolized the market and had no regulator of prices except 
home competition. 

It is certainly of the highest importance to American consumers that 
there should be the largest amount of production of what they con- 
sume, and that there should be the greatest competition among those 
who supply the American market with what it is able to purchase and 
consume. 

There are two factors necessary to produce what the American con- 
sumers require, and they are capital and labor. Capital is more inde- 
pendent than labor. Capital is scarcer than labor and much more dif- 
ficult to obtain. It can exist without clothing, food, and shelter. La- 
bor must have employment to live. It is nearly always the sufferer in 
any contest with capital. 

In mining and manufacturing the first indispensable factor is capi- 
tal. Money is never ready for investment in anything until the owner 
is reasonably assured that there is safety and profit. These assurances 
being afforded and capital obtained, the next factor islabor. The labor 
supply is sufficient to meet any demand capital is likely to make for 
mining and manufacturing. When capital is invested and labor em- 
ployed in these industries, both the laborer and the capitalist are mut- 
ually interested in success. The joint product of this capital and labor 
must have a market. Markets must have supply and demand, and 
supply and demand make prices. If there is but little of anything that 
is in demand the price is higher. If too much is in the market the 
price is lower. The most important question in the whole business of 
protection of labor and capital is the price that can be realized for the 
joint product. Not that labor ever gets its just share of the price re- 
ceived by the capitalist for the joint product, but the price in the mar- 
ket is the one essential element in the whole contention about protec- 
tion. 

Now, the everlasting question is, what does a tariff duty on an arti- 
cle manufactured abroad and imported into the American market forsale 
and consumption have to do with the price of that article to the Ameri- 
can consumer? Why can not the truth be ascertained and admitted:in 
answer to this question? If any fact in human transactions can be 
found out in a thousand years’ experience it does seem this is one. 
But we are just where we were before the solar system was discovered. 
The manufacturer to whom the price is paid is contending to-day that 
while it is impossible for him to live without the duty, he swears that 
he gets no part of it or a very inconsiderable part of it, and the con- 
sumer who pays the price swears that the duty or a part of it was in 
the price he paid. 

The manufacturer swears he must have the duty put on the article 
made abroad like that he makes here, or he can not manufacture that 
article, and he will be eompelled to close up, and leave the foreign 
manufacturer without competition in supplying the wants of the Amer- 
ican consumer, and then the foreign manufacturer will demand his own 
price. The consumer inquires how the duty is to protect the Ameri- 
can manufacturer if it does not increase the price of such articles in 
the American market. Why is it that the American manufacturer 
has to close up and give way to the foreigner, if it is not because the 
foreigner undersells him with the like article manufactured abroad 
with cheaper labor? The American manufacturer answers the con- 
sumer that if the duty is put on the article high enough to cover the 
difference in the cost of his labor, then the foreigner can not get in here 
with his cheaper goods without first paying the duty, and when he 
does that, then the cost of the article he brings here will be the same 
as the article made here and they will meet each other here in the 
home market on terms of equality, and the consumer can buy on rea- 
sonable terms, 

It is absolutely certain that before the foreign article can be offered 
for sale in the American market the duty on it must be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States. In the debate in the First Congress 


There is one controlling fact in this calculation, and that is, what may 
be the extent and source of the supply of the import to be taxed to meet 
the American demand or consumption? If the American manufacture 
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(May, 1789), Reger Sherman stated, as reported in Annals of Congress, 
volume 1, page 304, that-- 
The merchant considers that part of his capital applied to the payment of the 


duties the same as if employed in trade, and gets the same profit upon it as on 
the original cost of the commodity. 


That statement of a plain truth was made nearly a century since, and 
no one has had temerity enough to question it until it became eustom- 
ary to assert that high duties made cheaper goods. But is it really be- 
lieved. that when an importer brings foreign-made goods into the Ameri- 
can market and pays the duty on them he does not ask and always 
receive back the duty in the price paid him for the goods by the Ameri- 
can consumer ? 

If that be trae as to the importer and as to the price of the foreign 
article he sells here, then how is it as to goods manufactured here and 
like those imported and on which no duty has been paid? These 
American goods, free of duty, are here for sale in the same market, and 
the American manufacturer and the importer meet the consumer, and 
the American manufacturer and the importer each offer their goods to 
the consumer, and the consumer inquires of each what price he asks. 
Is any ove simple enough to believe that if the importer treats the duty 
he paid on his goods as part of their cost, and adds it in the price he 
asks the consumer, the American manufacturer will not ask the same 
price for hie goods made here and on which no duty has been paid ? 

But then, says the American manufacturer, admit that I ask the 
same price, does that prove that the duty had anything to do with the 
price I asked? Certainly not, as I never paid any duty on my goods 
and therefore could add none in my price. The original cost of my 
goods on accoant of the higher price I paid for my labor was as great 
as the cost of the imported goods including the duty. The duty was 
added te the cost of the imported goods and the higher-priced labor 
was added to the cost of the home-made goods and made the cost of 
cach the same in the American market. 

This is a perfectly truthfal, fair, and logical analysis of the Demo- 
cratic doctrine of protection secured to the home manufacturer by mak- 
ing up to him in the rate of duty on the imported article like that he 
mekes here the full amount of the difference in the cost of labor 
employed here and abroad in mining and manufacturing the articles 
imported and those made in the United States. The broad, high, pat- 
riotic, national, and just ground oceupied by the Democratic party, and 
from which the party as a national organization can never be driven, 
is that American manufacturers have no right to ask and Congress has 
no authority te grant amy more encouragement and protection than 
will be secured in an amount of duty that will make up the difference 
in the cost of mining and manufacturing labor in Europe and America. 
When this is done home and foreign manufacturers stand in the Ameri- 
can market on terms of perfect equality in the original cost-of their 
productions. 

If the rate of duty on the imported article makes the cost to the im- 
porter the same as the cost of the home-made article to the American 
manufacturer, then is it not absolutely certain that both the foreign 
and home manufacturer meet the American consumer in the Ameri- 
can raarket on terms of perfect equality ? The duty has made the im- 
ported article cost the importer so much, and the higher-priced labor 
has made the home-made article cost the American manufacturer as 
much as the duty made the imported article cost the foreign manu- 
faeturer, so that it is manifest thatin the original cost of the foreign 
and the domestic article the duty has placed both the home and for- 
eign manefacturer in the American market on terms of perfect equality. 

is ig the impregnable ground occupied by the national 
Democratic party. Individual Democrats may go as far as the Repub- 
licags, but I propose to allow them to do so as long as they support 
Democratic organization ou questions invelving governmental power 
and white supremacy. Economic questions, like revenue, protection, 
and currency, are regulated by statute laws and are the subjects of 
change by amending or repealing laws found on trial to operate inju- 
riowsly. As to such matters white people may differ as individuals and 
still retain membership of their pelitical party and support its organi- 
zation. 

But when it comes te questions of local self-government and usurpa- 


tion of governmental power, and especially life and death questions | ¢, 


involving the peace and good order and safety of society and 

and the supremacy of intelligence and morality found to exist in the 
greatest degree mn the white race in all civil government in this coun- 
try, there can be no concessions, no com ises white people. 
Whoever is the friend of the white race in such is my friend, 
irrespective of party, and whoever is the enemy of the white race on 
questions invelving race supremacy is my enemy. 

This fidelity of white men to each other on race questions and con- 
fliets mast be unfaltering under all trials and must prove itself in ac- 
tion on the side of maintaining the absolute supremacy of the white 
race in the possession and exercise of all governmental power in this 
country. Not that any inferior race shall suffer any deprivation or 
detriment in the possession and enjoyment of all personal and property 
rights belonging alike to them and to the white race, bat that in mat- 
ters of civil government in this country the white men alone in all 
parties must rule in order that the blessings of republican and demo- 
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eratic government by white men may be secured to all races and con- 
ditions. Such fidelity of white men to each other in the Southern 
States for such purposes has been established under the dire necessities 
of self-preservation, and white men of all parties everywhere else who 
are free from such troubles and necessities may rest assured that no al- 
lurements of office, or differences of tariff laws, or degrees of protection 
to aera industries can ever degrade them to the level of negro 
equality. 

Where, then, is the line of separation between the two parties on 
proposed tariff legislation? Where is the ground of contention? It 
is found on the question of the labor cost of protected articles, and 
whether protection shall = at the line of difference in such cost here 
and abroad. The first difficulty is in agreeing upon the amount of 
labor that enters into the production of protected articles at the mine 
and at the factery; and, second, what wages are paid such laborers in 
Americaand in Europe? What is the per cent. of labor eost expended 
in the production of protected articles? The per cent. of laber is not 
the same in the production of each article. And then the cost of such 
labor differs in every foreign country and in many of the United States. 

The quantity and quality and cost of labor employed in different 
countries in mining and manufacturing industries are most difficult 
questions to determine with any reasonable or satisfactory certainty. 
There are so few reliable data, and it is so easy to make facts and fig- 
ures out of whole cloth, and there are so many motives to misrepresent, 
that it is hopeless to expect that these sources of contention will ever 
be removed or that labor cost can ever be established as the basis of 
protettion to American manufacturers. We must deal the best we can 
with these questions, as they come to us with all their difficulties and 
complications. Then take the metal schedule for illustration. 

The first form of iron isin the pig. It is made of ore, and the iron 
in the ore is melted out in a furnace heated with coke and the iron 
separated from the dirt by the use of limestone in the smelting. To 
make a ton of pig-iron it takes about 2} tons of ere, according to the 
per cent. of ore, and 14 tons of coke or anthracite coal and one-third of 
a ton of limestone. The cost of the labor employed to handle and 
utilize this raw material in making a ton of pig-iron in the Sless fur- 
naces in Birmingham, Ala., the largest in the State, is as follows: 
Sworn statement of Colonel Sloss, founded on his pay-rolls, puts the 
labor cost of the ore at $2.25, of the coke at $2.13, and of the lime- 
stone at 17 cents. He includes also in the cost of a ton of pig-iron 
water and fuel for the boiler and repairs of furnace and labor, and sala- 
ries of officers, superintendents, and labor in railroad transportation of 
the ore, coke, and limestone, amounting to $4.16, and making in the 
aggregate $8.71. Colonel Sloss concludes his statement as follows: 

This table shows that the actual labor that goes to the making of a ton of pig- 
fron costs $8.71. 

I will now give the sworn statement of H. S. Chamberlain, of Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., a large miner of coal and manufacturer of iron for twenty- 
five years. I asked Mr. Chamberlain the following question: 

In counting the items of cost that enter into the production of pig-iron from 
the aioe te ig finished pig, what preportion or percentage of the cost do 
Ae, Wak, everything in it is labor, excepting’ the royalties, you 

iv ya of iron to or any other work 


make 
not count that in what might be ea supplies. 
is all labor. , at our blast-furnace or 


and when you 
soon Now, 1 


and save more than such workers in Pennsylvania. 

When you estimate the labor cost of a ton of pig-iron you have the 
first item of labor cost in all the forms of iron and steel all struct- 
ural iron and steel. As you ascend in the scale of iron and steel man- 
ufacture you encounter the same difficulties in ascertaining the cost of 
labor that was had in determining the labor cost of a ton of pig. 

Take next the cotton schedule. Edward Atkinson, with an experi- 
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s i the men who make the same article in this country, no matter what the rate is? 
ence of thirty years in manufacturing cotten goods in Massachusetts, . 


states under oath that— 


Nine-tenths of the eotton goods manufactured in this country consist of staple 
articles for the use of the million, such as shirting, sheeting, and drilling, and 
the common wear, and one-tenth consists of a nicer article, depending upon its 
style, its weave, its color, or how it is woven, like fine laees-and organdie, and 
fine lawns and extremely fine threads, The former we manufacture for and 
8 entirely the home market, and the latter we mostly im from E 

, France, and Switzerland. The cost of the manufacture of cotton goods 
mill labor does not exceed 1 cent per yard. The necessary expense attending 
the importation alone of the cotton fabric is at least 5 per cent. 

The American cotton spinner has an advantage over the English cotton man- 
ufseturer of at least half a cent a pound in the cost of raw cotton. In acotton 
mill constructed to-day for making a course fabric of cotton in this. country a 
cent a pound would allow the payment of 6 per cent. on the capital invested. 
But for revenue the kind of cotton s imported are a perfectly fit subject for 
a revenue tariff. In other words, if we did not need the revenue we would not 
need a revenue tariff; but needing the revenue and considering the revenue 
standard point of view in imposing the duty, we compass the other 1 at the 
same time. If there had never been a duty exceeding 10 per cent. in United 
States from the beginning upon any article we would have had a more stable 
and larger development of cotton, wool, iron, and steel factories than we have 


We all admit that, whether beneficially or otherwise, we have changed the 
direction of our industries through the policy of protection that has obtained, 
and no man of common sense pesestes to sweep away the existing tariff at one 
sweep. I would cease the discussion between the two opposite theories, and I 
would have the two sides come r, and from their respective ae 
agree upon a practical measure which beth sides could sustain. The difficulty 
is the difference of opinion between the turer and consumer as to the 
rate of duty. The rate necessary for revenue is easily ascertained ; the trouble 
is all found in the rate claimed for protection—it is denied that the rate that will 
bring revenue enough will bring protection enough. 

The question of the price of cotton does not arise between the American pro- 
ducer of cotton and the manufacturer of cotton goods, for the reason that the 
American producer enjoys almost a monopoly in the preduction; and of fine 
cotton, the foreign purchaser ulates the price, because the foreign manufact- 
urer of cotton goods takes two-thirds of the American cotton crop. This is not 
the fact as between the American producer of raw wool and the American man- 
ufacturer of woolen goods, for the reason that raw wool is raised in many for- 
eign countries, 


The next witness I will introduce is Mr. Gilbert B. Whitman, of 
Manchester, N. H., agent of the Amory Manufacturing Company, 
which employs eight hundred eperatives in manufacturing cotton cloth, 
and engaged thirty-one years in manufacturing. I asked him the fol- 
lowing question: 


Mr. Pueu. The average rate or average cost of labor per yard of the kind of 
goods you have described—drillings, sheetings, and jeans—Mr. Atkinson said 
was about I cent — yard. 

The Wirness. Yes. 

Mr. PveH. Have the American manufacturers any groimd for fear of English 
manufacturers, except on the cost of labor? 

Answer. Not theleast. 

Mr. Pues. They are able to compete except on account of the difference in 
the cost of labor? 

Answer. That is all. 

Mr. Pver, All the advantage they have over you is in the cost of labor, and 

ou offset that by a half cent difference in the cost of the raw material and a 
eent in the cost of 


The next witne’s is Thomas L. Livermore, of Manchester, N. H., 
agent of the Amoskeag Manuiacturing Company, which has on its pay- 
rolls six thousand operatives and manufactures 50,000 bales of cotton 


per annum. [asked him the following question, which he answered 
under oath: 


Mr. Puen. What cent. of the cost enters into the fabric as cost of labor? 

Answer. As I said, it is about 30 per cent. That includes the labor expended 
in the repairs of machinery and in handling the cloth after it is woven to get it 
ready for the market, and in trucking about—freighting—all of which is an essen- 
tial part of getting the goods ready for the market, and we charge it in as labor. 
_ includes the cost of transportation up to the time we put the goods onto 

e cars. 

Mr. Poca. How much benefit do you get from the 

prices? What per cent, is added to the price of your 
market on account of the tariff? 
Answer. I Sones thatall our profit is due to the tariff on that classof goods. 
As far as I have n able to judge, there are some few kinds of goods in which 
the great proportion of value consists in the material and a smal! portion of the 
value — in the labor that ae with foreign eeeetes. 
These ms are perhaps an illustration. ey are very coarse goods, into 
which little labor, comparatively, enters: but when it eomes to finer coods, 
such as our which constitute one-half our product, I do not think we 
could run our mills upon them without a protective tariff. 

Mr. Pver. Would nota duty of 30 per cent. afford you the same protection 


A. Takin it prould. 


Mr. Buain. You mean # reduction of 10 per cent. of the duty on such articles 
Weel got cen teks tongen Noperttiena. 

A. Ido not think it . kthe moment you get it below a prohibit- 
ory point that moment it would hurt us. In erder to have it prohibitery you 
must have it high enough that it will not be infri by fluctuations from one 
year toanother. Ido not think it is worth while for us to make any “ bones”’ 
about it. What we wantis a prohibitory tariff. 


Mr. President, I desire to call special attention to recent declarations 
the CONGRESSTO. 


of Republican Senators. reported in NAL REcoRD of the 
22d of December last, page 455: 


Mr. Vest. We come back to the fundamental difference between the two 
parties in all these arguments, and it is going in acircle. We say that no duty 
shou!d be put u anything for thesake of protection alone. We say you have 
no right and it is unjust to tax the consumers in the United States for the pur- 

of building up any special industry, without regard to the necessities of 

e Government. 

Mr. ALLison. I understand the Senator to be in favor of that method of taxa- 
tion which will raise the geeg boy ay tosupport the Government from du- 
ties upon If it be true the consumer pays these duties, and Goat 
Saledasdaaaet ee coebeltemn aah abs peutiip'ed oa 

/ on ean y be devised, 
because for every dollar that goes to the Government $10 go into the pockets of 


etive tariff in the 
brics in the American 


r. Vest. We are not discussing the expense, but the justice of the tx. 

Mr. Anursow. [ wish to day that if I understand the ator he is willing to 
levy duties upon eotton goods, for example, to maintain the Government, 
Suppose a duty of I cent is levied upon cotton Fg instead of 10 cents, and 
then nine-tenths of the cotton yarns consumed in this country are manufact- 
ured here. According to the theory of the Senater that I cent is added to the 
entire consumption of yarns and only one-tenth goes into the Treasury, and 
the other nine-tenths are paid by consumers of the yarn, 

Mr. Vesr. It is notheory; it is aquestion of actual fact. 

Mr. Atutisoy. Very well. Now, that being a fact, I submitto the Senator that 
his methed of taxation is the most unjust and oppressive thatcould be possibly 
devised. * * * I donot believein the theory of the Senator. 

Mr. Vest. What other theory can obtain, uniess the Senator holds the mani- 
—_ wn to my mind, that the manufacturer pays the duty and that isthe 
end of it? 

The statement in the remarks of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son], te which I invite special attention as being most important aud 
as being the erucial test of the Republican system of protection, is in 
the following words: 


If it be true that the eonsumer pays these duties and that the price of the do- 
mestic article is enhanced toa sum equivalent tothe duties, is not that the most 
expensive method of taxation that can possibly be devised, because for every 
dollar that goes to the Government $10 go into the pockets of the men who 
make the same article in this country, no matter what the rate is? 

And this theory the Senator from Iowa emphaticaily denies. He is 
compelled to deny it or he must condemn the system tie Republicans 
practice in enforcing the pledges of protection to American manutact- 
urers. How cam it be denied that the duty on an article imported is 
paid at the custom-house by the person who brings it inte the American 
market for sale? How can it be denied that when the duty is paid by 
the importer it becomes a part of the original cost of the imported article 
and that when offered for sale in the American market, if the importer 
gets any profit his selling price must include the duty? Then how is 
it with the price of the domestic article manufactured in this country? 
Will the domestic article be offered for sale in the American market at 
a price that is made no higher on account of the price of the imported 
article that is increased by the duty? Admit that the price of the 
domestic article is regulated by its original eest, and that its original 
cost is the same asthe imported article with the dutyadded, on account 
of the higher cost of the labor employed in the manutfacture of the 
domestic article, can it be denied that the price of the domestic article 
includes the difference in the cost of luber here and abroad, and puts 
the home and foreign manufacturer upou terms of equality ? 

But the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] says that if the duty en- 
ables the American manufacturer to get the same price for the domes- 
tic article that is paid for the imported article with the duty added, it 
is the most expensive, unjust, and oppressive system of taxation that 
could possibly be devised. As urged by the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Vest] it is not a theory, but an actual fact. It is a fact estab- 
lished by the levying a duty on imports high enough to cover the dif- 
ference in the cost of the labor employed hereand abroad to manufact- 
ure imported and protected articles. 

Just at this corner in the debate between the Senator from Missouri 
and the Senator from Iowa the stalwart protectionist from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Brarr] takes the floor and boldly announces the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth in these words of unmistakable 
meaning: 

Mr. Bratr, It is not then the theory that the duty is not paid at all, because 
the fore article is net sold here. * * * 


I submit to the Senator from Missouri that the Republican position is thatthe 
foreign article is not consumed here, it is nét paid for, it is not traded for, it does 
not come to America at all, and our theory keeps it away, and then nobody pays 
it, because the foreign articie is not sold. 

Mr. Vest. From our imports we see how much is brought. into this country, 

Mr, Biarr. That is because our theory is not carried out. * * * 

Those foreign goods have no business here. The Republican theory is de- 
bauched by Democratic free-trade doctrines, and the foreign goods find their 
market here in the United States and are consumed in the United States, when, 
if our theory was carried out, they would remain at home, our own people 
would manufacture those goods, and they would sell to their own ell and 
we should consume what was created here. It is altogether in carrying out 
the theory. 

Here we have it from one Republican Senator that the duties on im- 
ports do not enhance the price ef the articles imported, or the price of 
the articles like them manufactured in this country, to the extent of the 
duty, because if such be true then the method of tariff taxation is the 
most expensive, unjust, and oppressive of any system that could be de- 
vised. And from another Republican Senator, who knows that the 
duty does increase the price if the article is imperted at all, we have 
the frank and honest confession that the true theory of the Republican 
party is not to allow any competition for the American market between 
foreign and home manufacturers, but the duty should be high enough 
to keep the article taxed in the foreign country where it was made and 
where it belongs, and not allow it to come here for sale or barter, and 
let the American manufacturers supply the whole American demand 
at prices regulated alone by competition among themselves; and that 
if this Republican theory of prohibiting imports for the sake of pro- 
tection stops the collection of any revenue, then the theory is to resort 
to direct taxation for the support of the Government. 

Mr. President, the Repu} lican doctrine refuses to make the boundary 
line of protection a rate of duty high enough to cover the difference in 
the cost of Iabor here and abroad employed in the manu(acture of pro- 
tected articles, and thereby make the original cost of the goods the 
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same in the American market to home and foreign manufacturers, and 
insists that the duty shall have no relation whatever to revenue, but 
shall be made high enough to exclude importations and thereby prosti- 
tute the tax power into a power to make trade regulations between the 
United States and foreign countries. Who denies that this is the Re- 
publican theory and system of protection proposed to be organized and 
executed by the passage of the Senate substitute for the Mills bill ? 

Hear what the great junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epwunps] 
said in favor of a prohibitory tariff in same debate (RECORD, page 291): 

Mr. Epuunps.* * * If you put your tariff down tothe point of 25 per cent. 
because that is what the laborer gets, it enables the foreign manufacturer and 
the foreign starved and reduced and slave labor, as it reaily is, to send to this 
market justso much more of their productions ; and I have not lived longenough 
yet to believe that, if 1 am to have two pairs of , and that if I one of 
them in London that pair of boots is not going to be made here. pair 
ot boots that | wear that is made in London is not made by somebody in the 
United States, and by just that much the labor of the United States is deprived 
of the opportunity to make boots forme. Now multiply that on the subject of 
boots and shoes by 60,000,000 and you will understand what I mean; and when 
you apply it to every one of the things in this whole list, the observation is of 
course true in exactly the same way. 

This is the whole argument in favor of a prohibitory tariff on every 
article that can be made in the United States. 

Mr. President, I ask the Senate and the country to remember Jhat 
but a short time since the most that the American manufacturer claimed 
to protect him against injurious competition with the European man- 
ufacturer was to make the duty for revenue high enough to cover the 
difference between the higher-priced labor paid by him and the lower- 
priced labor paid abroad by his competitor, so as to make the original 
cost of the domestic and imported article the same in the American 
market, thereby putting the two manufacturers upon terms of equality 
in their competition with each other tosupply the American consumer. 
When the Democratic party came fully up to that standard of protec- 
tion in their platform and practically in the House bill, here comes an 
advance movement of the Kepublican forces to plant their flag upon 
the outer wall of protection, overreaching the boundary of the tax 
power of the Government to raise revenue for its support, and prosti- 
tuting this revenue power into a power to prohibit trade with foreign 
countries by raising the duties high enough to destroy it for revenue 
and potential for protection by prohibition of importations. 

Are American consumers of protected articles ready to surrender to 
the new exactions of tribute to those who claim a monopoly of the 
American market, with no protection to the consumer except what may 
come from the unavoidable and uncontrollable pressure of competition 
among themselves? Mr. President, I am a friend of American manu- 
facturers and I will favor no law or system of laws that will interfere 
with their sure and steady and healthful growth and prosperity. But 
some protection is due to American consumers. They want their ne- 
cessities and indulgences satisfied in the American market. They pre- 
fer that their wants shall be supplied by home manufacturers in the 
home market, but they want some chance of having their wants satis- 
fied at prices that are reasonable. 

Consumers claim that there shall be some mutuality in the Amer- 
ican market between buyers and sellers. When the manufacturer 
meets the farmer with his cotton, his wool, his wheat, his corn, and his 
meat, what passes between them? The manufacturer says to the 
farmer, ‘‘ I willpay yousuchaprice.’’ Well, who has fixed the price of 
the cotton, wool, wheat, corn, and meat the manufacturer must have? 
The price is fixed by the manufacturer, and the farmer is never con- 
sulted and has no voice or hearing. When the manufacturer gets the 
produce of the farmer at his own prices, it then comes to the farmer’s 
tarn to buy from the manufacturer what he wants. 

The farmer says to the manufacturer, ‘‘I want you tosell mea suit of 
clothes, some calico, some gingham, dress goods for my wife and daugh- 
ters, boots, shoes, hats, blankets, some trace-chains, axes, chisels, 
drawing-knives, pocket-knives, and many other articles you have to 
sell aud I must buy;’’ and does the farmer say, ‘‘I will pay youso much 
for what I want,’’ as the manufacturer said about what he wanted that 
the farmer had to sell? No, sir. The manufacturer has the price- 
making all hisown way. He makes the price of everything he buys 
from the farmer and then makes the price of everything he has to sell 
and does cell the farmer. 

The identical money the manufacturer pays the farmer for his cot- 
ton, wool, wheat, corn, and meat at prices made by the manufacturer, 
that identical money the manufacturer gets back from the farmer in 
the sale of protected articles at prices made also by the manufact- 
urer. Is not such an American market a charming one for the manu- 
facturer? Is there any wonder that he gets rich and the farmer is al- 
ways poor? Is there any surprise that the manufacturer piles up any 
amount of money to put a party in power that will insure him such an 
American market? The wonder is that farmers and consumers submit 
te such injustice and outrage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


$20. On stockings, hose, half-hose, gloves, 
made or knitting machines or frames, com 


fiber. and not otherwise specially enune 
per cent. ad valorem, 


shirts, drawers, and other goods 
of coten an other vegetable 


and provided for in this act, 35 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 3, 


Mr. VANCE. In line 1299, I move to strike out ‘'35’’ and insert 
‘*30;”’ so as to read ‘‘30 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On line 1299, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘35”’ 
and insert ‘‘30;’’ so as te read: 

320. On stockings, hose, half-hose, gloves, shirts, drawers, and other goods 
made on knitting machines or frames, composed of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber, and not rwise specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 
per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator from North Carolina to 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VANCE. Why so? 

Mr, ALDRICH. It will delay the business of the Senate, and I wish 
that we may complete this schedule to-night. 

Mr. VANCE. Finish the schedule to-night? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. I can not withdraw the call for the yeas and nays 
ee ee Ido not desire to finish the schedule to- 

ight. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to 
the bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to 
aid in the construction ofa railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in 
said State; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, had appointed Mr. Hot- 
MAN, Mr. STOCKDALE, and Mr. PAYSON managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the operations of the National Academy of Science; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


INDEMNITY TO JAPANESE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

é ——— a consideration of Con ee ioeeter 
relief ot Senemane outa injured, and of the families of J aabe 3 subjects 
killed on the Island of consequence of target . « directed against 

GROVER OLEVELAND. 


a report of the Secretary 


the shore by the United States man-of-war Omaha in 


EXEcuTIvVE MANSION, January 3, 1889. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be referred to the 
Committee on A priations if there be no objection, and printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it ought to go to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, as it involves a question of foreign 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Friday, January 4, 1889, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 3, 1889. 


The House metat12o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MiLpury, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, submitting a t and recommending the passage of a 
bill to authorize the printing of a statistical abstract; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 

tary of the , transmitting an increased estimate from the Sec- 
of the In of an a tion for the support of the Co- 

lumbia Institution for the and Dumb; which was referred to the 

Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ST. MARY’S FALLS CANAL. 
ee ae es before the ee ae ot Bat 
Treasury, transmi a from Chief 4 
mens relative ae cael ie Mary’s Falls Canal, Michi- 
ei nc tas ree atte 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before eee ee from cee 
of the Treasury, transmitting a statement expenditures 
the Coast andl Geodebie Burvay Sos the fiscal year 1888; which was re- 
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ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, 
and ordered to be printed. 


8ST. LOUIS AND IRON MOUNTAIN RAILWAY VS. W. H. CAYCE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
House, papers in the case of the St. Louis and Iron Mountain Railway 
vs. William H, Cayce; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY OF ARID LANDS FOR PURPOSES OF IRRIGATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a report by the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey upon the survey of arid lands for the purpose of irri 
tion; also, submitting an estimate of an appropriation for the work; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bills 
with Senate amendments; which were severally referred as indicated 
below: 

The bill (H. R. 7776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River in the county of Monona, in the State of Iowa, and 
in the county of Burt, State of Nebraska, and to make the same a post- 
route—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 10621) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
John H. Parker, of Virginia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, 
Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters—to the Committee 


on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 9385) for the relief of Christian Kunzie—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

The bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
Mrs. Minnie L. Gardner, and Mrs. Lillie May Pavy to $30 per month— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SUPREME COURT DECISIONS FOR DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURTS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1860) to 
— section 683 of the Revised Statutes, with amendment of the 

te. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the House concur in 
the Senate amendment, both as to the textand title of the bill. I will 
state in explanation that this bill passed the House of Representatives 
the 31st of last January. It pro to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to distribute one set of the Supreme Court reports at each place 
where the district and circuit courts are held in the United States. 
The bill passed the House, went to the Senate, and was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. That committee referred the bill to the At- 
torney-General anda draught as asubstitute was prepared by the Attor- 
ney-General, which met the approval not only of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral but also of the Secretary of the Interior. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas what 
amount is involved in this bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Thebillasit originally passed provided that $20,000 
should be Me mete Upon investigation by the Attorney-General, 
it is estimated that it may require $28,000 in order to supply all the 
courts. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say, when this matter was up years ago, 
and it was endeavored to put it on the sundry civil bill, there was an 
estimate made by the Department of Justice that it would involve the 
expenditure of over $1,000,000. 

Mr. LANHAM. Oh, no. Here is the report or a letter from the 
Attorney-General. It is simply to give one set of the Supreme Court 
decisions to each place where these courts are held. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It was endeavored to put that on the sundry civil 
bill several years ago. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will my friend allow me to read from this letter 
of the Attorney-General? 

Mr. BLOUNT. If my friend will allow me, I will state that, as I 
remember, the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Breck], 
in the conference committee, when this measure was up before, made 
a statement of an estimate made by the Department of Justice that it 
would invoive over $1,000,000, and therefore I think it is of sufficient 
importance to go over. 

r. LANHAM. Will the gentleman allow me for a moment—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. If Ishould do so other gentlemen would insist upon 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that will be done. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ARMS FOR MONTANA MILITIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid befere the House the bill (H. R. 1969) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to issue to the governor of the Terri- 
tory of Montana military stores for the use of the regularly enlisted, 
organized, and uniformed active militia, with an amendment of the 
Senate thereto. : 

Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent thatthe House 
concur in that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Senate amendment. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think the bill had better be read, 
unless the gentleman from Montona prefers to state the substance of it. 

Mr. TOOLE. I will make a brief statement which I hope will answer 
the same purpose. The report made by the Senate committee shows 
the facts to be as follows: 

In August, 1867, there was issued to the Territory of Montana, forthe purpose 
of repelling Indian hostilities, field artillery, small-arms, etc., amounting to 
$69,296.77, which was charged against the annual quota allowed said Territory 
under the law for arming and equipping the militia. By the act of February 
17, 1870, the Secretary of War was authorized to balance the account between 
the Territory of Montana and the United States by crediting said Territory 
with the balance of the amount then standing charged against it on account of 
the issuance of arms in August, 1867, amounting to $69,296.77, as above men- 
tioned. In the mean time, and before such credit was authorized, there had 
been deducted from the annual quota of the Territory the sum of $33,860.76. 

The United States has frequently on occasions of emergency issued extra 
arms to the States, and deducted the same from their annual quotas, but has 
afterwards credited the States with the amounts so deducted. This was done 
in the case of an extra allowance made to the State of South Carolina on the 
requisition of the governor of that State in 1869, which was for a time charged 
to its annual quota and afterwards made good by the issuance of additional 
arms, 

The bill under consideration provides for the arming of the militia of the 
Territory of Montana, and the Secretary of War estimates that it would require 
about $46,500 to comply with its provisions. This would be in excess of the 
amount which should be issued to the Territory to make up what has been de- 
ducted from its annual quota and credited on the special issuance of arms, ete., 
in August, 1867. 

Your committee have therefore amended the bill limiting the amount appro- 
priated thereby to the amount which had been taken from the annual quotaof 
the Territory and credited on the special issuance of arms in 1867, which 
amounted to $33,860.76. This w ‘ll relieve Montana from the charge of the extra 
allowance made in August, 1867, on account of an emergency growing out of 
Indian hostilities, 

Mr. HOLMAN. This $33,000, as I understand it, is a demand on 
the Treasury. 

Mr. TOOLE. Yes, for the purchase of these arms; but when pur- 
chased they become the property of the United States, and the Terri- 
tory is required by this bill to enter into bonds for the safe-keeping 
and return of the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this necessary? 

Mr. TOOLE. Yes, sir. That was necessary, as there was no esti- 
mate for these arms in the estimates submitted by the War Depart- 
ment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I thought we had been providing for enough arms, 

Mr. TOOLE. Well, that is the statement of the Acting Secretary of 
War. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. TooLe] that the amendment of the Senate be con- 
curred in? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM R. WHEATON AND CHARLES H. CHAMBERLAIN, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 3646) for the re- 
lief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California, 

Mr. McKENNA. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of that bill. A like bill passed the House a few days before 
the adjournment of the last session but failed to reach the President in 
time for either disapproval or approval. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay to William R. Wheaton, ex-register, and to Charles H, 
Chamberlain, ex-receiver of the land office at San Francisco, Cal., jointly, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,800, 
being a portion of the amount deposited in the Treasury of the United States 


being heard. The gentleman will see that there is a difference of opin- | by them as fees for testimony which was taken by clerks whose compensation 


ion. 
Mr. LANHAM. If you will listen to what the Attorney-General | 


Mr. BLOUNT. I decline at this time. I might do so and still not 
be convinced. 
Mr. LANHAM. Then I ask consent that the bill remain on the 
Speaker's table, that I may have an opportunity of explaining to the 
gentleman from Georgia hereafter, 


was paid from the private funds of said ex-register and said ex-receiver. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. MCKENNA] that this bill be now considered ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will ask the gentleman 
whether there is any report in this case? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Yes; but the report is very long, and I can make 
a statement of the facts in a few minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to the 
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gentleman making a statement, but I reserve the right to object. after 
the statement is made. 

Mr. McKENNA. Under the law as it was practiced in the land 
office in San Francisco the register and receiver were allowed the fees 
in certain cases coming before them; and out of those fees they paid 
their official expenses. The Secretary of the Interior subsequently de- 
cided that those fees did not belong to the officer, but should be paid 
over to the United States Government; and they were thus paid by 
the register and receiver into the United States Treasury 

The object of this bill is to reimburse to these officers the amount of 
money actually paid out by them for clerk-hire, being the sum of 
$3,800. Five thousand dollars was the amount collected, of which 
$3,800 was expended for clerk-hire. Subsequently an act was 
allowing to these officers $100 a month, I believe, for clerk-hire. 

Those are the facts connected with this case. A bill similar to this 
was passed by both Houses a few days before the recess, but failed to 
receive the approval of the President—as I suppose.on account of want 
of time. 

The SPEAKER, 
this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object—— 

Mr. MCKENNA. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
will remember the bill to which 1 refer, as it wasone immediately pre- 
ceding a measure called up by himself on one of the Fridays before the 
recess. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Iwish toask the gentleman from California under 
what circumstances these clerks were employed? How is it that they 
were employed without any authority for their payment out of exist- 
ing appropriations ? 

Mr. MCKENNA. These land officers had -authority to employ the 
clerks, and their employment was necessary. ‘Theclerks were paid at 
one time out of the fees collected by the register and receiver. The 
Secretary of the Interior, however, decided that,those fees were public 
money. Hence the payment of those clerks had to eome out of the 
private funds of the register and receiver. Subsequently, by law or 
by 2 construction of the Department, these officers were allowed clerk- 
hire. The object of this bill is to reimburse them for the money which 
they paid out of their private funds for this service. 

‘Chere being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read a first and second time, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, MCKENNA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS IN NEVADA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 3677) to open 
abandoned military reservations in the State of Nevada to homestead 
entry; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The reference of that bill should be, I think, ‘to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isubmit to the Chair that the bill properly 
belengs to the Committee on Military Affairs, which has charge of all 
matters relating to military reservations. 

The SPEAKER. The bill might go, the Chair thinks, to either 
committee, because it provides for the opening of abandoned military 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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lowing titles; which were severally read a first and second time, and 
referred as indicated 


The bill (S. 1455) for the relief of Mark Tomlinson—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8. 1311) granting anincreaseof pension toSamuel J. Mur- 
phy, of Marengo, lowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8. 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelly—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3042) granting a-pension to Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3072) granting a pension to John J. Gorham—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3374) granting an increase of pension to Newton J. 
Shrake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3451) granting a pension to Frank D. Worcester—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3529) granting a pension to Miss Elizabeth A. Tuttle—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to Mary Saeger—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3556) granting a pension to William H. Mays—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin W. Warner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (8S. 1278) for the relief of James A. Terrell—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


FORFEITURE MARQUETTE AND ONTONAGON RAILROAD LAND GRANT, 


The SPEAKER laid befere the House the message of the Senate an- 
nouncing its disagreement to the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon in said State, 
and asking for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The request for a conference was agreed to; and the Speaker ap- 
pointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. Mc- 
RAg, and Mr. Payson. 

Mr. McRag, at his own request, was excused from serving as such 
conferee, and Mr. STOCKDALE was appointed in his place. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave of absence for two weeks on accountof important business. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY was granted leaveof absence, by unanimous consent, 
until the 10th instant. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. Ki LGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. BR. 7) granting a pension to Thomas B. Walsh; 

A bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to William H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 

A bill (H. R. 308) granting a pension to. John Lynn; 

A bill (H. R. 724) for the relief of Louisa McLain; 

A biil (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De 


Freitas 

‘A bill ~] R. ischaemia Yamgheim; 

A bill . 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Car- 
roll; 


reservations to homestead entry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When military reservations are abandoned they 
become of course a part of eur public lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. And these reservations are already abandoned by 
existing law. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, on further examination, thinks the 
bill more properly should go to the Committee on Public Lands—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course. 

The SPEAKER. It relates to the settlement of these abandoned 
military reservations as public lands under the homestead Jaw. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thoseabandoned reservations become public lands 
by operation of law. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no desire to imsist.on the reference of 


the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, if it relates alone to 
abandoned military reservations. 


The SPEAKER. It does. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
EMMA BIDDLE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 3628) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Emma Biddle. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous cousent that this 
bill remain upen the Speaker’s table. 


The SPEAKER. If there he no objection, that 
made of the bill. 


There was no objection. 
SENATE BILLS BIFERRED. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the fol- 
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. 2667) for the relief of Ida M. Howell; 

2702) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shook; 

2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine; 

2839) granting a pension to Henry Sommers; 

— granting a pension to Anthony Shater; 

) granting an increase of pension to William E. 


granting a pension to Carter W. Tiller; 
granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly 


os 
= he 
—— 


ae 
1 Sane 


Reema 
TPR RPRRPRE 


Sy BOR ie am Sean ee ot ae rte 


pb Ebb npp re 
EET EE 

aos 

es | 


1 


ie 


granting a pension to Jemima Sterling; 
granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; 
granting a pension to Micah French; 

) granting a pension to Charles E. Scott; 

5408) granting a pension to Emma F’. Read; 

5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. Wal- 


8469) for the relief of Michael Pigott; 

9654) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. Clark ; 
10869) toconstruct.a road from Florence, 8. C., to the 
tery adjacent thereto; 

. R. 10947) for the relief of John Sweeney; 

. R. 11042) for the relief of Motier Howe; 

. 4. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang; 

. R. 11333) granting a pension to Mrs. Louise M. Humphrey; 


ill (H. R. 11362) for the relief of William R. Rodgers. 
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EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, during the debate yesterday in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the stateof the Union on the river and 
harbor appropriation bill, while the gentleman from Pennsy!vania [ Mr. 
SOWDEN | was engaged in making some remarks criticising the action 

f the committee in reference to certain ports along the coast of Texas, 
i asked him through the chairman whether he had reference to Buflalo 
Bay or Buffalo Bayou, and his reply was that he had reference to both 
Buffalo Bay and Buffalo Bayou. That fact does not appearin the Rrc- 
ORD, and I ask the correction be made. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 


CALL OF THE STATES AND TERRITORIES. 


Mr. REED. I am directed by the Committee on Rules to make the 
following report, and to present a resolution upon which I ask the previ- 
ous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Before the gentleman has that read 
I ask whether he will not grant more time for debate than merely 
thirty minutes. 

Mr. REED. I have asked for the previous question, having been 
instructed so todo by the Committee on Rules, so I am not at liberty 
to accede to the present request. After the resolution is read it will 
be apparent to the House, [ think, the matter does not require more 
debate than the rules of the House permit. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to suggest to the gentle- 
man after the resolution has been read to the House he will see it af- 
fects great measures. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not think we can determine whether to limit 
debate or not until the subject to be debated has been brought to the 
attention of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the Committee on Rules will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration a resolution pro- 
posing to so amend the rules of the House as to limit the call of States and Ter- 
ritories on each Monday morning to one hour, begs leave to report in lieu 
thereof the following, and recommends its passage : 

Resolved, That during the remainder of the present session of Congress there 
shall be no call of the States and Territories on the first and third Mondays cf 
each month. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now I ask unanimous consent that 
one hour be allowed to each side in debating this resolution. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object. 

Mr. REED. I ask the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is proper to say that there was a division, how- 
ever, in the Committee on Rules on this subject. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, the 
House divided, and there were—ayes 73, noes 22. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask the yeas and nays on this question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 36 in favor of the call 
and 6 opposed to it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is that a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not required. One-fifth of those 
present may order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I do not want this thing railroaded 
through in this manner, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nays 28, not vot- 
ing 180; as follows: 


YEAS—115. 

Adams, French, Macdonald, Sawyer, 
Alien, Mich. Gear, Maish, Seull. 
Anderson, Miss. Mansur, Seymour, 
Anderson, Ill. Glass, Martin, Smith, 
Atkinson, Grosvenor, Mason, Sowden, 
Bayne, Harmer, McCreary, Spooner, 
Blanchard, Haugen, McKenna, Springer, 
Bound, Hayden, McKinley, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Heuderson,iowa Mc " Stockdale, 
Brewer, Heuderzon, TL Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Brower, Heri: Moore, Struble, 
Browne, Ind. Hermann, Morrow, Taulbee, 
Burnes, Hiestand, Nutting, Taylor, E. B.,Qhio 
Burrows, Hires, Oates, Taylor, J.D.,Ohio 
Butterworth Hitt, O’Ferrall, ‘Thomas, Ill. 
Campbell, T.J.,.N.¥.Holmes, O'Neall, ind, Thompson, Ohio 
Cannon, Hopkins, N. Y. O'Neill, Pa, Thompson, Cal. 
Catchin Houk, rne, Tracey, 
Cogswe Hudd, Outhwaite, Townshend, 
Compton, Hutton, Peel, y Vance, 
Conger, Johnston, Ind. Perkins, Vandever, 

x, Kean, Peters, Walker, 
Crouse Kerr, Piumb, Weaver, 
Cummings, Laffoon, Post, West, 
Cutcheon, Laidlaw, Reed, Wheeler 
Darlington, Landes, Rice, White, N.Y. 
Dockery, Lane, Rowell, Woodburn, 
Farquhar, Lehibacb, Russell, Mass. Yoder, 
Finley, Lodge, Ryan, 


Abbott, 
Baker, Il. 
Bankhead, 
siges, 
Bland, 
Chipman, 
Cobb, 


Allen, Mass. 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, lowa 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 

Bacon, 

Baker, N. Y. 
Barnes, 

Barry, 

Belden, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 

Blount, 
Boothman, 
Boutelle, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


NAYS—28. 
Cowles, . Hall, 
Crain, Hare, 
Crisp, Hienderson, N.C, 
Davidson, Fla. Jackson, 
Dunn, Lanham, 


Elliott, 
Fuller, 








Lind, 
Penington, 


NOT VOTING—180, 


Dargan, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Aia. 
Davis, 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dingley. 
Dorsey, 
Dougherty, 
Dunham, 
Enloe, 
Ermentrout, 
Felton, 
a 

ite 
Flood, 
Foran, 
Ford, 


Browne,T.H.B., Va. Forne;, 


Brown, Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 

Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Buckalew, 
Bunnell, 
Burnett, 
Butler, 

Bynum, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. 
Campbell, Ohio 
Candler, 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Cheadle, 
Clardy, 

Clark, 
Clements, 
Cockran, 
Collins, 
Cooper, 
Cothran, 
Culberson, 
Dalzell, 


Funston, 
Gaines, 
Gallinger, 
Gay, 
Gibson, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grimes, 
Grout, 
Guenther, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
Heard, ® 
Hemphill, 
Hogg, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 
Hopkins, TM). 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hovey, 
Howard, 
Hunter, 
Johnston, N.C, 
Jones, 


No quorum voted. 


ir. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
with the reading of the names. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


I object. 


Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 

La Follette, 
Lagan, 
Laird, 
Latham, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 

Long, 
Lyman, 
Lyrch, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCullogh, 
McKinney, 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Neal, 
Nelson, 
Newton, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
O’ Donnell, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 


Randall, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Sayers, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Turner, Ga. 
Wilson, Minn. 


Pideock, 
Pugsley, 
Rayner, 
Richardson, 
Rockwell, 
Romeis, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Conn. 
Rusk, 

Scott, 

Seney, 

Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Tillman, 
Turner, Kans, 
Wade, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Weber, 
White, Ind. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting. Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Yardley, 
Yost. 


I ask unanimons consent to dispense 


The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 
The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 


further notice: 


Mr. Norwoop with Mr. YARDLEY. 
Mr. BACON with Mr. WILLIAMs. 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. DALZELL. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. DINGLEY. 


Mr. WISE with Mr. KELLEY. 


Mr. Grsson with Mr. Gorr. 
Mr, LAWLER with Mr. McCormick. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. T. H. B. Browne, of Vir- 


ginia. 


Mr. CARUTH with Mr. Ho_mes. 
Mr. COTHRAN with Mr. BooTHMAN. 
Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. PUGSLEY. 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. O’ DONNELL. 


Mr. ForRNrY with Mr. WicKHAM. 


Mr. NEAL with Mr. BELDEN. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. Lona. 
Mr. Hooker with Mr. Cooper. 
Mr. BLouNnT with Mr. BINGHAM. 


Mr. Rusk with Mr. HARMER. 


Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. BREWER. 
Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. Grout. 
Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BouTELLE. 


Mr. JoNES with Mr. Patron. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. MoRRILL. 
Mr. McSHANE with Mr. Larep. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. BURNETT with Mr. Wuitine, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. MorGAN with Mr. PARKER. 


Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
Mr. LAGAN with Mr. CLARK. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. HUNTER. 
Mr. Stone, of Missouri, with Mr. Tuomas, of Kentucky. 
Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 


Mr. Hayes with Mr. DorsEy. 


Mr. MontGoMERY with Mr. Horxrys, of Illinois. 
Mr. McCLAMMY with Mr, NICHOLS. 
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Mr. McKinney with Mr. McComas. 
Mr. SenEy with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, for ten days. 
Mr. ENLor with Mr. BuTLER, on this vote. 


Mr. WILKINS with Mr. WILBER, on this vote. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. KENNEDY, on this vote. 


Mr. McMULLIN with Mr. De LANO, on this vote. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. REED. 


noes 21. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BARNES. 


The roll was then called, and the following members failed toansver 


to their names: 


Arnold, 
Belden, 
Bingham, 
Boothman, 
Bottelle, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, 
Breckinrid; 


, Ark. 


No quorum has voted. 
I move a call of the House. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 64, 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The question was taken, and the House refused to adjourn. 


De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dorsey, 
Dougherty, 
Danham, 


Ermentrout, 


Felton, 


Browne,T.H.B.,Va.Fisher, 


Brown, Z. R., Va. 
Brumm, 

Bryce, 
Buckalew, 
Bunnell, 
Burnett, 

Butler, 

Bynum, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. 
Campbell, Ohio. 
Candler, 


Flood, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Gaines, 
Gallinger, 
Gay, 
Gibson, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenn.an, 


Laird, 
Latham, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 
Long, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCullogh, 
McKinney, 
McShane, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
»Morgan, 


Sherman, 
Shively, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Thomas, Ky. 
Tillman, 


Carhton, 
Caruth, 
Oaswell, Hatch, 
Clardy, Hayes, 
Clark, Hemphill, 
Cockran, Hogg, 
Collins, Hooker, 
Cooper, Hopkins, Il. 
Cothran, Hopkins, Va. 
Cutcheon, Hunter, 
Dalzeli, Jones, 
Dargan, Kelley, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala, 


Grout, 


Morrill, 
Guenther, 


Whiting, Mich, 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Wise, 
Yardley, 

Yost. 


0’ Neill, Mo. 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Laffoon, Pugsley 


Lagan, Richardson, 

During the roll-call, ~ 

Mr, GLASS said: I ask that my colleague, Mr. NEAL, be excused on 
account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

After the doors were closed, 

Mr, COMPTON said: I ask that my colleague, Mr. Grpson, be ex- 
cused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Gay, be excused 
on account of ill health. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to call attention to the fact that my colleague, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, is away on leave. 

The SPEAKER. If-the House should order the absentees to be 
brought in that would include no gentleman who is absent by leave of 
the House. The Chair will cause a list to be prepared showing those 
who have leave. 

Mr. GEAR. Iask that Mr. WARNER be excused. He is absent 
upon important business, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GRIMES. I ask unanimous consent for leave of absence for 
my colleague, Mr. CARLTON. 

The SPEAKER. While a call of the House is pending gentlemen 
can only be excused for that day. 

Mr. GRIMES. Then I ask that he be excused for this day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. MCKENNA. I make a similar request for Mr. Fe.Tox, who is 
absent on account of sickness. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr, FINLEY. I desire to make a similar request respecting Mr. 
Tuomas, of Kentucky, who is absent on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask that my coll e, Mr. Mor- 
RILL, be excused. He has been called away from the city on account 
of important business. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KEAN. Iask that my colleague, Mr. PHELPs, be excused. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

: _ ANDERSON, of Kansas. Then I move that he be excused for 
o-day. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. For what reason? 

Mr. KEAN. He is out of the city and on bis)way here. 


‘The question was taken, and the motion to ex¢tisé Mr. PHELPS was 
agreed to. 


JANUARY 3, 


Mr. DOCKERY. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Hatcn, be excused. 
He was called away from the city on important business and has not 
yet returned. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I move that my colleague be excused. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. WILKINS, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILKINS. Have a quorum answered to their names? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not at present advised. 

Mr. WILKINS. Ifso, I move that all further proceedings under 
the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask that my colleague, Mr. ForNEY, be ex- 
cused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion to dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under the call, and the motion was di to 

Mr. REED. I move that the absentees be summoned in the usual 
form. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks the adoption of 
the resolution which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the t-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
te a all such of its members as are now absent without leave of the 
* Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. If I may be permitted, I desire to ask 
that my colleague, Mr. CUTCHEON, be excused. He is not well, as all 
members know. He was here this morning, but is absent. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I ask that my colleague, Mr. WEBER, be ex- 
cused. His intention was to arrive here to-day and be present at this 
session, but on account of some delay in railroad trains he has not 
come. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. ‘Then I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. O’DONNELL, be ex- 
cused, 
The SPEAKER. He has leave of absence. 

Mr. BOUND. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Patron, be excused, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For how long a time are these gentlemen ex- 
cused who are not here to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. Only to-day. The House under call can not grant 
a leave of absence further than to excuse present attendance of mem- 


bers. 
Mr. SPRINGER, I hope they will all be here to-morrow, for we 
will need them. 


The question was then taken on the adoption of the resolution of 
Mr. REED, and it was agreed to. 


The following members are absent by leave of the House: 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dougherty, 


Hooker, 
Kelley, 


Caruth, Felton, 
Clardy, Forney, 
Clark, Gay, 
Carlton, Gibson, 
Cutcheon, Granger, . 
Dingley, Grout, Moffitt, 
Dalzell, H Morrill, 
Dibble, Neal, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 67, noes 43. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 109, not 
voting 155; as follows: 


Lyman, 


Hunter, 


Adama, 

Alien, Miss. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Anderson, Ill. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold 


lass, 
Grimes, 
—: oe 
rson,N.C. O’Neall, Ind. 
NAYS—109. 

Bro Ind. Cobb, 
Brown, Ohio See 
Bu . 

mnell, quseer. 

T.J.,.N.¥.Cummings, 


Darlington, 


Chipman, Davis, 
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Laidlaw, Peel, Stone, Ky. 
Harmer, Landes, an, bie, 
Heard, Lehlbach, Plumb, Taylor, %. B , Ohio 
Henderson, Dl Lodge, Post, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
H Macdonald, Reed, , il. 
Hermann, Mansur, Rice, y, 
ires, Mason, Robertson, Townshend, 
tt, McAdoo, Rowell, ade, 
Holman, McCreary, Rowland, Walker, 
Holmes, McRae, * Washington, 
Hopkins, N. Y Mills, Sawyer, Weaver, 
Houk, * Morrow, 4 West, 
Jackson, Nelson, Se ur, Wheeler 
Johnston, Ind. Nutting, ively, White, N.Y. 
Johnston, N. Cc Smith, Wilson, Minn, 
ean, O’Ferrall, Spooner, Yoder, 
penne ea Pa, ae » 
err. waite, 
Ketcham, Payson, Stockdale, 
NOT VOTING—155. 
Abboit, Davidson, Ala, Laird, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Iowa Lano, Romeis, 
Bacon, Dibble, Lawler, Russell, Conn, 
Barnes, Dingley, s Russell, Mass. 
Belden, . Long, Rusk, 
Bingham, Dougherty, Lyman, Scott, 
B Lynch, Seney, 
Blount, Dunn, Shaw, 
Boothman, Ermentrout, Mahoney, Sherman, 
Boutelle, . McClammy, Snyder, 
Bowden, Fisher, McComas, Sowden, 
Bowen Flood, McCormick, Spinola, 
Breckinrid Ark. Foran, McCullogh, StahInecker, 
Browne,T. , Va. Fo M Stephenson, 
Brown, J. | R., Va. French, McKinney, Stewart, 
Brumm, Gaines, MeMillin, Stewart, Vt. 
Brves, Gallinger, McShane, Stone, Mo. 
: ew, ¢ y, Seen Symes, 
urnett, ibson, en, vy, 
Butler, Glover, Moffitt, K 
— oe, sontgemaery, coe Ulile 
num, ranger, organ, man 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Greenman, Morrill, Turner, Kans, 
pew ong o Grosvenor, Morse, Vance, 
Candler, rou Neal, Warner, 
Carlton, Guenther, Newton, Weber, 
Caruth Nichols, White, Ind. 
Caswell, Hayes, Norwood Whiting, Mich, 
Catchings, Hemphill, O'Donnell, Whiting, Mass. 
i Henderson,Iowa O'Neill, Mo. Whitthorne, 
> A Owen, Wickham, 
Cockran, Hooker, Parker, Wilber, 
Goaper a RR ay oe 
per, a. a 8. 
Cothran, Hunter, Phelan, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cutcheon, Jones, Phel Wise, 
Dalzell, Kelley, P ey, Yardley, 
Dargan, Laffoon, Ran * Yost. 
Davenport, Lagan, Richardson, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be with. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I object. 

The names were ‘read; and the result was then announced as above 
recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with all further proceedings 
under the call of the House. 

The motion was rejected—ayes 53, noes 57. 

Mr. RANDALL, I suggest to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
ReEp], who has charge of this report, that he allow it to go over for 
the a and let us proceed with other business. The report will 
nat fone its privil character. 

REED. If tcan be understood that it will pass to-morrow—if 
here can be hiteanone consent with regard to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can answer only for myself. I merely suggest 
to the oN ae from Maine that he will lose no right which he now 

this to go over, so that we may proceed with the 
river and Lahee t vie 

Mr. WEAVER, If we postpone it we shall certainly get a quorum 
just so much later. 1f we can not get a quorum in any other way the 
sooner we get it the better for our business. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, is it in order 
now to move to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I make that motion, as 
I do not believe we can do any by continuing in session. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House (at 3 o’clock 
and 4 minutes p. m ay adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
= referred as indicated below: 
Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 11936) —— a pension to Charles 
u1 —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BLOUNT: A bill (H. R. 11937) for the relief of Patrick 
Griswold—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11938) for the relief | Cit 


of Sterling H. Tucker and others—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
XX——33 


By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 11939) granting an hon- 


orable discharge to Capt. Cyrenus 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11940) removing the charge of de- 
sertion against Alexander C, Arnold—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11941) for the relief of the heirs of David Wad- 
dle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11942) for the relief of Jackson Hamblin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 11943) granting a pension to Eliza Bar- 
tella Dorrance—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 11944) granting a pension to E. 8. Wis- 
dom -—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD; A bill (H. R. 11945) granting a pension to David 
Moulder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11946) granting a pension to William Parker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 11947) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Burke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 11948) removing the charge of desertion against 
John W. Stuart—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 11949) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Ellen Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 11950) granting a pension to John 
R. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 11951) for the reliefof Susan W. 
Pannell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11952) for the reliefof Thompson J. Bird—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 11953) granting a pension to Aaron 
S. Lanckton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11954) granting pen- 
sions to widows of all soldiers who served in the war of 1812—to the 
Commitiee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11955) for the relief of L. C. Faxon—to the Com-, 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 11956) for the relief of James N 
Maples—to the Committee on War Claims. 


P, Bratt—to the Committee on 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BACON: Petition of Charles J. Dolson, Company G, Nine- 
teenth Regiment New York Volunteers, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of Sarah Andonin, administratrix of Al- 
phonse Andonin, of Bibb County, Georgia, for reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of Joseph L. Baker and others, 
citizens of Warsaw, Ind., in favor of pure food and pure lard—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the National Board of Trade, to 
amend the law as to the bringing of suits by non- residents—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the National Grange, in favor of pure-food bills— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Hiram Newell, of New Jersey, for the passage ofthe 
per diem rated pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARE (by request): Petition of sundry citizens of Monta- 
gue County, Texas, for a pension to A. G. Crowell—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of J. J. Fitzgerald and other citizens of 
New Mexico, fora land officeat Las Vegas, in that Territory—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of William H. Standish and others, 
citizens of North Dakota, for the immediate admission of North and 
South Dakota, Washington, Montana, and New Mexico intothe Union— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of the Woman’s Relief Corps, Grand Army 
of the Republic, James B. McKean Post, No.1, of Salt Lake City, against 
the admission of Utah as a State—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of heirs of Lazarus Wilson, late of Pu- 
laski County, Arkansas, for reference of his war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions <gainst the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 


By Mr. BLISS: Of printers and others, of Brooklyn. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Of W. W. Folsom, of Arkansas. 
By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of J. F. Hall, of Atlantic City, N. J. 

By Mr. COX: Of printers, electrotypers, and others, of New York 


y. 
By Mr. FULLER: Of Hobson Brothers, of West Union, Iowa. 
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By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of William M. Repine, of Tiskilwa, 
“mh. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Of E. R. Quick and Wylie Case, of Brookville, 
Ind. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Of Edward J. Pollock, of Lancaster, Wis. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of A. P. Ingalls, of Pine Island; of J. W. 
Reynolds and others, of Herman; of C. H. Slocum, of Glencoe; of F. 
E. Dutoit and L. Strenkens, of Chaska; and of C. P. Carpenter, of 
Farmington, Minn. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Of printers and others, of New York, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 4, 1889, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 
CHINESE IMMIGRATICN CORRESPONDENCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


J desire to supplement the message yesterday sent to your honorable body in 
response to a Senate executive resolution, dated September 25, 1888, asking the 
transmission of certain communications and correspondence on the subject of 
the recent proposed convention with China and the reported failure of the Gov- 
ernment of China to finally agree to the same, by adding to said response two 
telegrams I omitted therefrom, which were sent in cipher by the Secretary of 
State to our minister at Peking, and which may be considered by the Senate 
relevant tothe subject of its inquiry. 

One of said dispatches is as follows: 


‘‘Wasnineton, September 4, 1888, 

“Denny, Minister, Peking: 

* Rejection of treaty is reported here. What information have you? 

* BAYARD.” 

Two replies to this dispatch were made by our minister to China, dated, re- 
spectively, September 5 and September 6, 1888. They were heretofore and on 
September 7, 1888, sent to the Senate, and are printed in Senate Executive Doc- 
ument No, 271. 

The other of said dispatches is as follows: 


‘ Wasninepon, September 18, 1888. 
* Dansy, Minister, Peting : 


“The bill has passed both Houses of Congress for total exclusion of Chinese 
and awaits President's approval. Public feeling on the Pacific coast excited in 
favor of it, and situation iscritical. Impress upon Government of China neces- 
sity for instant decision in the interest of treaty relations and amity. 


“BAYARD.” 


The answer of our minister at Peking to this dispatch,dated September 21, 
sagh sven passendeg? sont to the Senate with the message to which this is a sup- 
Jement, 
ss The matters herein contained are now transmitted to the end that they may, 
if deemed pertinent, be added to the response already made to the Senate res- 
olution of inquiry, and with the intent t in any view of the subject the an- 
ewer to said resolution may be full and complete. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Execurivre Mansion, January 3, 1889. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the message 
will be ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Would it not be well that the first message of the Presi- 
dent and the succeeding messages which have come in on the subject 
should be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 


objection. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let them be printed together. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed as one docu- 


ment, or in connection with each other. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Supervising Architect of that Department, submitting an estimate of 
$2,000 required for placing clock dials and apparatus in the towers of 
the custom-house and subtreasury building at Chicago, I1l.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition very numerously signed by 
members of the World’s Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, pray- 
ing for such legislation as will prevent the sale of liquor in the Congo 
Free State. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Forcign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Council Bluffs, Lowa, favoring the holding of a world’s exposition 
in 1892, and a permanent exposition of the three Americas at the na- 
tional capital; which were referred to the Select Committee on the 
Centennial of the Constitution and the Discovery of America. 

Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of Pomona Grange, of Navarro 
County, Texas, praying for the passage of a law to relieve the country 
a the effect of trusts; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udieary. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the United States Eyeless Pen- 
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sioners’ Association, praying forthe passage of certain legislation in be- 
half of pensioners suffering under the disability of blindness or hav- 
ing lost one or both eyes; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3762) granting a pension to Naney Polock, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3724) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander Samuel H. Baker, United States Navy, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 3027) to provide for the making, publication, 
and distribution of the ‘‘Register of Labor’’ therein named, reported it 
without amendment. 

HAYTIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report a resolution, for which I ask present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in his opin- 
ion it is not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the Sen- 


ate all correspondence and information in pocnenen of the executive depart- 
ment touching recent occurrences in the Island of Hayti, both as relates to the 


,State of the government thereand to the seizure and delivery up of the American 


vessel Haytien Republic. 
INTEROCEANIC CANALS, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report back without amendment the joint resolution (S, R. 
122) declaring the sense of Congress in respect of the connection of Eu- 
ropean governments with interoceanic canals at the Isthmus of Darien 
and in Central America. I give notice that to-morrow after the usual 
morning business I shall ask for the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion, and I hope that it will receive the unanimous epproval of the Sen- 
ate. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Government of the United States will look with serious 
concern and roval upon any connection of any European goverument 
with the const n or control of any ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien 
or across Central America, and must any such connection or control as 


regard 
injuriews to the just mghts and interests of the United States and as a menace to 
their welfare. 


Src. 2. That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate this 
expression of the views of Congress to the governments of the countries of Eu- 
rope. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar with the favorable report of the committee. 


OFFICE OF SUPERVISING ARCHITECT. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported the following resolution; which was referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and are 
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer under the resolution of the Senate 


of December 20, 1888, the expenses for the same to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON PRECIOUS METALS, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on the 3d instant, to report it favor- 
ably with amendments. I ask for its present consideration. ~* 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represen 
printed 3,000 additional copies of the fival report of the ro commission ap- 
pointed to inquire into the recent in the relative values of the precious 
metals, with minutes of evidence and appendices, presented to both houses of 
Parliament by command of Her Majesty, in octavo form, in | primer type, 
and bound in cloth, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of Senate an 
2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Printing will be stated. 

The Cuter Clerk. After the word “printed” the committee re- 
port to insert the words ‘‘ the usual number and;’’ and after the words 
‘octavo form,”’ to strike out ‘‘in long primer type;’’ so as to make 
the resolution read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of 
printed the usual number and — ad 

mission ted to 


latives concw ), That there be 


sasinoad ten Meal canes at tee 
e 
a t in the relative 
nee appendices, pre- 
of Her Majesty in octavo 
be for the use of the Senate 

tatives, 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3767) to authorize the board of 
county commissioners of the county of Whitman, Washington Terri- 
tory, to issue bonds and to build a court-house and jail and to sell and 

uire real estate for such purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Territories. - s 

Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3768) to reorganize and 
equalize the rank and pay of the personnel of the United States Navy, 
and for other pw ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3769) granting a pension to An- 
drew J. Elliott; whith was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on ions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 125) author- 
izing the heirs of Rear-Admiral Charles H. Baldwin, United States 
Navy, to receive a snuff-box set in diamonds from the Czar of Rus- 
sia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COKE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 126) providing for 
the selection of a point for a deep-water harbor on the northwest coast 
of the Gulf of Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN LAND GRANTS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land Claims be instructed to ascer- 
tain what prosecutions or suits have been instituted or authorized to be insti- 
tuted to set aside patents to Mexican private land grants in California, at whose 
instance, and for whose benefit such suits have been instituted or authorized 
to be instituted; what private counsel have been employed to assist in the 

tions, the terms and conditions of their employment, and by whom the 
costs of such suits are paid ; when the patents sought to be vacated were issued, 
and the number of ple interested therein, and what interest the United 
States has in such suits. And for that purpose said committee shall have power 
to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, and report by bil! or otherwise. 


STATEMENTS ON CUTLERY AND GUNS. 


Mr. VANCE. During the holidays a delegation of hardware manu- 
facturers and importers came to this city and made an unofficial state- 
ment before the Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest] and myself, which 
we thought of sufficient importance to have printed for the use of the 
Senate. Iask the adoption of the foilowing resolution for that pur- 


pose: 

Resowed, That there be printed for the use of the Senate the testimony given 
by the hardware importers and manufacturers taken before Senators VANCE 
and Vest on the 27th of December last. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro —— 

A bill (S. 3732) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Mem- 
we Railroad Company over and through the public lands of the United 

tates in the States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tenuessee, 
and granting the right of way to said railroad company overand through 
the United States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, in 
-the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 5751) for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch; 

A bill (FH. R. 5939) to restore to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford; 

A bill (H. R. 6334) for the reliefof Isaac Roshon; 

A bill (H. R. 7261) granting the rightof way through certain lands 
in the State of Minnesota to the Moorhead, Leech Lake and Northern 
Railway Company; i 

A bill (H. K. 7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkison; 

A bill (H. R. 7344) granting a pension to Henrietta Waldron; 

A bill (H. R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7887) granting increase of pension to Jonathan C, Har- 


A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese; 

A bill (H. R. 8521) for the relief of William A. Mathes; 

A bill (H. R. 8613) granting pension to Ann Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool; 

A bill (H. R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drake; 

A bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension to George Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor; 

A bill (H. R, 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barberick, 
ef Watertown; 

A bill (H. R. 9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

A bill (H. R. 9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley; 





A bill (H. R. 9388) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 

A bill (H. R. 9663) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 9668) granting a pension to Joseph Rosier; 

A bill (H. R. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 

A bill (Hl. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 

A bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Charles W. Geddes; 

A bill (H. R. 10032) granting a pension to Milton Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 10073) granting a pension to P. F. Jonte; 

A bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; 

A bill (H. R. 10199) for the relief of William E. Springstein; 

A bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to Emanuel P. Steed; 

A bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 

A bill (H. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair; 

A bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to Emelia Mumm; 

A bill (H., R. 10515) to increase the pension of William Gallagher; 

A bill (H. R. 10647) granting a pension to Samnel J. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 10769) granting a pension to John M. Krunk; 

A bill (H. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 

A bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. Towner; 
and 


A bill (H. 10911) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that theSenate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce tax- 
ation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, 
the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. VANCE 
in Schedule I, cotton manufactures, paragraph 320, line 1299, before 
the words ** per cent.,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ thirty-five’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ 
so as to read: 

320. On stockings, hose, half-hose, gloves, shirts, drawers, and other goods 
made on knitting machines or frames, composed of cotton or other vegetabie 
fiber, and not otherwise specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 30 per 
cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. The pending amendment was offered yesterday by 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. If he will withdraw 
that amendment this morning I will say to him that as to paragraphs 
320 and 321 the committee are considering the propriety-of offering 
some amendments as from the committee. I meant to have stated 
that last night when the matter was under consideration, but failed to 
do so. However, if the Senator prefers a vote on his amendment I 
shall not object. 

Mr. VANCE. I will comply with the request of the Senator from 
Iowa by withdrawing the amendment for the present. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator from Iowa to 
state that the committee will propose some amendments to paragraph 
321 as well? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; to paragraphs 320 and 321. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I think that paragraph 321 sadly needs amend- 
ment, and therefore I was led to make the inquiry. 

Mr. VANCE. Do I understand that paragraphs 320 and 321 are to 
be passed over informally ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that those two paragraphs may be passed over 
for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment being withdrawn, 
paragraphs 320 and 321 will be informally passed over, and the read- 
ing of the substitute will proceed at paragraph 322. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


322. On cotton damask and on clothing ready made, and articles of wearing 
apparel of every description,composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, made 
up or manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or manufact- 
urer, including hemmed handkerchiefs, and not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. This is the particular paragraph of the bill that 
I called attention to yesterday in stating that the makers of gentle- 
men’s fine shirts are receiving 75 cents for the making of a dozen 
shirts. Here is 40 per cent. ad valorem in the form of duty to the man- 
ufacturer himself. I should think, unless it is going to interfere very 
seriously with the general structure of the bill as to the duties herein 
proposed upon the manufactured goods before they are made into cloth- 
ing, the rate of duty here proposed might suffer a slight reduction. I 
do not want, however, to make the duty on the manufactured clothing 
less than it is proposed to make it upon the goods from which the cloth- 
ing is made. 

Will the Senator from Iowa please inform me what the average rate 
of duty is upon cotton damask and all the material that enters into 
the construction of goods described in paragraph 323? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator inquires as to the duty levied on 
cotton damask ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I inquire as to the duties levied in this bill 
upon the goods referred to in paragraph 323 before they are manufact- 
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ured into clothing, in order that I may reach some kind of an idea or 
knowledge as to how much advance is given upon the manufactured 
guods over the material of which they are made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Cotton damask now pays 40 per cent., handker- 
chiefs, I believe, 40 per cent., and the goods specified in the remainder 
of the paragraph 35 per cent. by the existing law. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If that be true, there is no additional duty 
imposed upon the ready-made clothing. The manufacturer of the cot- 
ton receives all the benefit, and the poor needle-women who make the 
clothing get nothing in the way of protection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Five per cent. ad valorem is added to all ready- 
made clothing. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I am quite correct. The cotton mills 
manufacturing the goods from which the clothing is made by ma- 
chinery receive 35 per cent. protection, and the needle-woman, com- 
pelled as she is to pay the duty upon the thread, that being a part of 
her contract in the making of clothing, receives in the bill a protec- 
tion of 5 per cent., providing the needle-woman gets it. 

I want to ask the Senator from Iowa why it is in a bill framed pro- 
fessedly for the protection of American labor, as the labor in the man- 
ufacture of the clothing is greater in amount than the real manual labor 
necessary to manufacture the goods, that the bill is constructed upon 
such an idea? I read yesterday an affidavit, and I am ready to present 
others of like character, in which it was shown that a needle-woman 
mancfacturing gentlemen’s dress shirts of the first quality receives 75 
cents per dozen net for making them, and that she was compelled to 
furnish tho thread with which she made the garments, and that was 
subject to a high rate of duty also. 

Now, here is a duty of 5 percent. imposed between the material and 
the clothing when manufactured. I wished only to call attention to 
the fact. I also want the country to understand as well that it is 
the manufacturer and nobody but the manufacturer who receives any 
considerable part of benefit in any single schedule in this bill from 
one end to the other. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will simply say in response to the Senator from 
New Jersey that we have reduced the duty on the raw material in- 
cluded in this paragraph and have increased the duty to the manufact- 
urer of clothing 5 per cent. 

Mr. McPHERSON. We have passed over phs 320 and 321, 
but right in this connection, that I may be able to make more plain 
the theory on which I think this bill is constructed, we will take par- 
agraph 321, in which, on stockings, hose, and half-hose valued at not 
exceeding $3 per dozen pairs, the duty is made 60 cents per dozen pairs 
and 20 per cent, ad valorem. I suppose the duty on an article costing 
$3 per dozen pairs would be about equal to the ad valorem duty under 
the existing law; but we find that a large quantity of these goods are 
imported from Germany at a cost of only 57 cents per dozen. The 
duty, I think, is 22.8 cenis. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. If I do not interrupt the Senator, I will state to 
him that in bis absence the committee asked that paragraph 321 be 
passed over. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 
tion to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
clause. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am calling attention to paragraph 322 by 
stating what appears in the paragraph which precedes it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that it is the intention of 
the committee to modify that paragraph. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is it the intention also to modify paragraph 
320? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not that I know of. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I will go on with what I was saying. 

At $3 per dozen pairs the duty is $1.20, but your bill imposes a spe- 
cific tax of 60 cents per dozen ess of cost and an additional duty 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem. Under this duty hose at 57 cents per 
dozen pairs would have to pay 71.4 cents duty, or over 125 cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will repeat to the Senator from New Jersey that 
it is the intention of the committee to modify that paragraph. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; as the Senator seems to be ashamed 
of the work, I will proceed further. Hose at $1.03 per dozen will 
pay 80.6 cents duty, or 78 per cent., while the three-dollar will 
pay but $1.20, or 40 percent. In other words, the employer, the manu- 
facturer, the wealthy man who can afford to buy hose at $3 or $6 a 
dozen pairs is forced to pay a duty of only 40 per cent., while his em- 
ployé in bis factory who must buy the cheaper goods is forced to pay 
125 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 323, as follows: 

323. On » 
ucla Snare and lags and ial asa cept Sao 
and stitched or otherwise wrought by machines worked by hand or other 
power, 45 cents per pound and 15 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I move to insert, after the words ‘‘ Oriental laces,”’ in 
line 1318 of paragraph 323, the words ‘‘ neck-ruffling and ruchings.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


I understand that. Iam simply calling atten- 


It is the intention of the committee to modify that 
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The CHIEF CLERK. In ph 323, line 1318, after the word 
ee it is proposed to insert ‘‘ neck-ruffling and ruchings;’’ so as to 
read: 


323. On goods heretofore known commercially as Hamburg edgings, em- 
broideries, or insertings, and as tian and Oriental laces, neck-ruffling and 
pushing, Spe cotton, and stitched or otherwise wrought by m nes 
worked by hand or other power, 45 cents per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. 

Mr. VEST. I notice that in paragraph 336, which is under the flax, 
hemp, and juteschedule, by somesort of arrangement, neck-ruffling and 
ruchings are included. That paragraph reads : 


On laces, embroideries, insertings, neck-ruffling and ruchings, trimmings, 
lace window-curtains, and other completed articles of lace, and tamboured win- 
dow-curtains, and other similar tamboured articles, composed of flax, jute, cotton,’ 
or other vegetable fiber, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 
50 per cent. ad valorem. 


How it happens that under the flax schedule these cotton fabrics 
are inserted I do not understand. The articles which I propose to in- 
sert, ruffling and ruchings,are made out of cotton, and they ought to be 
under the cotton schedule. The effect of this classification is that 
there is a 50 per cent. duty imposed on these cotton fabrics under para- 
gragh 336 of the flax schedule instead of 40 per cent., which is im- 
posed upon the same class of cotton goods under paragraph 323, which 
we are now ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri desires an explana- 
tion.I will say that the present rate upon linen laces is 30 per cent. ad 
valorem, and upon cotton laces it is 40 per cent. ad valorem. Thecom- 
mittee desired to place a uniform rate upon all laces and embroideries. 
The larger portion of the importations are laces and embroideries made 
from linen. Therefore, it was thought better, as the paragraphs were 
to be consolidated, that they should be put under the linen schedule 
rather than under the cotton schedule. Of course it makes no differ- 
ence in the rate. It is simply a question of construction of the pro- 
posed act. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri whether, according to 
his understanding, placing neck-ruffling and ruchings in paragraph 323 
would decrease or increase the rate? 

Mr. VEST. I think it would decrease the rate from where it is now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would decrease it? 

Mr. VEST. I think so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that the manpfacturers of neck-ruf- 
fling and ruchings asked us to put them under 323 for the 
purpose wey gd increasing the rate. I have no doubt myself that 
50 per cent. ad valorem is a lower rate upon neck-rufiling and ruch- 
ings of cotton than 45 cents a pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem. The 
effect of the amendment now offered by the Senator from Missouri 
— be to largely increase the rate upon neck-ruffling and ruchings 
of cotton. 

Mr. VEST. Of course that is what I do not intend todo. I will 
state very frankly that under my calculation 45 cents per pound and 
15 per cent. ad valorem would be about equivalent to 40 per cent. ad 
valorem. I think that is certainly so. Unless my arithmetic is more 
at fault than I have ever known it to be, it would be about 40 per cent. 
or within a fraction of it. Ido not see any escape from that conclu- 
sion. It is now 50 per cent., if it isclassified under the flax schedule, 
and my idea was to reduce the duty 10 per cent., for I do not see why 
there should be this increase of 10 per cent. on these specific articles 
of cotton manufacture of ruchings and ruffling. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will state that these articles of neck-roffling 
and ruchings of cotton are not a specially fine manufacture. They are 
manufactured from cotton cops which are not less than 100 t to 
the square inch, and they are not specially fine manufactures. -y 

I will repeat what I have already said, that the manufacturers of 
neck-ruffling and ruchings ap before the Committee on Finance 
and asked to have these articles included in paragraph 323 for the pur- 
pose of increasing largely the duty upon them. The committee, after 
cuettone, did not think a ‘ t was necessary, and 7 Porc 
to retainthem in paragraph 336. I am greatly surprised that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri should appear here as the advocate of a large in- 
crease of duty on these articles manufactured of cotton. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator may be surprised as to my arithmetic, 
but that is all that ought to excite astonishment, because I think I 
am now moving for a decrease of duty. If my arithmetic is 
then I am wrong all the way through. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island say that the amendment I propose is not a decrease of 10 per 
cent.? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say it is a large imerease. I say that 45 cents 
per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem is a large increase over the 
present law and over the rate fixed by the committee. 

Mr. VEST. That is not my calculation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should to have the Senator state the figures 

bases his calculation. 
this matter to an expert, and he informed 
ad valorem. 
Senator kindly give me the cost per pound 
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I intended to make another observation when we reached paragraph 
336, but since the subject is up I will make it now. The effect of the 
classification made by paragraph 336 under the flax schedule is to put 
all thesecotton laces, embroideries, insertings, neck-rufiling, and ruch- 
ings, trimmings, lace window-curtains, and other completed articles of 
lace, and tamboured window-curtains and other similar tamboured ar- 
ticles, composed of flax, jute, cotton, or other vegetable fiber, not 
specially enumerated at 50 per cent. ad valorem. It seems to me 
that that ought to have been done frankly and openly under the cot- 
ton schedule. When we are considering cotton goods we ought to pro- 
vide for cotton goods, for laces, curtains, etc., made out of cotton, instead 
of putting them under the flax schedule and mixing cotton goods with 
those. 

I will withdraw the amendment until I can examine the statement 
of the Senator from Rhode Island as to the increase suggested. I do 
not want to increase the duty. 

Mr. VANCE. In line 1320 I move to strike out the words ‘‘ 45 cents 
per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem”’ and to insert in lieu thereot 
“*40 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In ph 323, line 1320, after the word 
‘* power,”’ it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ 45 cents per pound 
and 15 per cent. ad valorem ”’ and to insert ‘* 40 percent. ad valorem; ’’ 
so as to read: 

323. On goods heretofore known commercially as Hamburg edgings, em- 
broideries, or ree and as Egyptian and Oriental laces, composed of cot- 


ton, and stitched or rwise wrought by machines worked by hand or other 
power, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE}. 

Mr. VANCE. I find in the testimony which was taken before the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Finance a statement made by the 
firm of A. G. Jennings & Sons, Brooklyn, who seem to be manufact- 
urers of these cotton laces. I desire to call attention to two or three 
statements made by them. They say: 


Laces made of cotton or linen thread can be cleaned or washed many times 
without perceptible injury, while laces made from silk yarns would be ruined. 
This is a great advantage in favor of cotton and linen thread lace, and the prin- 
cipal reason why it is preferred before silk. 

he quantity of cotton laces used in the United States, it is estimated, is more 
than twenty times that of silk. There are tens of millions of yards of cotton 
lace imported every season, and hundreds of thousands of lace curtains. 

Of the quantity used in this country little or none is produced here. 

Why are they not, and why have they not been made here? Simply because 
manufacturers who have given this industry a thorough trial have not been 
able to realize cost for their Pinger They have not been able to compete in 
style and assortment with the endless variety and in price with the extensive 
stocks offered at low prices in this market by nts of the large producers in 
Europe, who, by a system of undervaluation without penalties, do not pay the 
full duty of the present low ad valorem rate. 

The cost of producing a new pattern of lace by machine isin the making 
of the first piece. After that the more pieces made the cheaper it can be sold. 

In England and on the Continent those engaged in making cotton laces have 
large plants and great facilities for producing many new patterns, also a large 
market and assured demand for many pieces of cvery new pattern produced. 
Their machinery is made on the spot. They do not pay 45 per cent. duty on 
that besides heavy freight charges, and for wooden packing-cases, which for 
some lace machines often cost over $75. 


It is a principle of law that no man can take advantage of his own 
wrong. erefore I protest against allowing a manufacturer to com- 
plain of the heavy duties imposed on those things with which he has 
to furnish his plant. They proceed to say: 

The labor of making and finishing the lace is 33 to 50 per cent. cheaper there— 

That is, in Europe. 

The labor of making and finishing the lace is 33 to 50 per cent. cheaper there 


than in this country. 

The cotton yarn used in making lace is apes made for that purpose. It 
is harder twisted than that which is used for common loom work, and often 
part is reverse twist or twisted to the left, as well as to the right, and as it is re- 


quired to be even and smooth, it is generally gassed. In England, there bei 
stead Sey poy : . = 


a y demand for these yarns supplied to the lace-makers at low 
rates and in large quantities, This class of yarns— 
Of which the laces are made— 


is not made in this country at all, but would be if there wasa demand forit. On 
these yarns we pay ree duty, besides the charge or expense of importing 


them, which on a unds from Nottingham equals 11 t 
pound in addition. oe - re ree 
* * * « » “ * 

Ifa higher rate of duty is on all cotton laces and a lower one on the 
cotton yarns (adapted to enieteees the industry can be started and continued. 


It seems to me that with this statement made by the manufacturers 
themselves it is a violation of every principle of political economy or 
common sense to impose an extraordinarily high duty upon these arti- 
cles which are not made in this country, and which only can be made 
in this country at the expense of the taxation of the people. 

I have been told (I do not know whether it be true or not) that ow- 
ing to some peculiarity of climate the finest qualities of cotton yarns 
can not be spun in America successfully. I had the pleasure of show- 
ing to the Senate yesterday the vast difference in the wastage of spin- 
ning cotton in this country and in England. I was unable to account 
for it, except upon the general statement which I have made, that for 
some climatic reason, the greater moisture of the climate of England 
perhaps, the fine yarns can not be spun with the same facility and suc- 


cess in this country with which they are spun in England. If that be 
so, I submit that it is not good political economy to tax people to over- 
come a condition that nature itself imposes. It may be an accepted 
policy of the Republican party, it may be a principle of their political 
economy to impose taxes upon the consumer, to supplement their want 
of thrift or want of skill or want of energy in order to make them suc- 
cessful in their business. But I contend that when we undertake to 
levy a tax upon the American people for a necessary article to over- 
come a condition which God himself has imposed upon the climate of 
the country, we might as well undertake to carry the doctrine to its 
legitimate extent and tax the people for the purpose of raising oranges 
and bananas in Vermont or anywhere else. 

Here it is seen that we can avail ourselves of the established plants 
of England and of Europe,of their great capital, their great machinery, 
their great skill, and the cheapness of labor, and the advantage in this 
kind of manufacture which their climate gives them, and for the cheap 
labor which is thus used for our benefit we could furnish them articles 
of which they stand in need that would make that cheap labor sub- 
servient to our higher-priced labor and contributory to its comfort. . 

I think that the present law contains aduty sufficiently high for the 
protection of an industry that is not yet in existence; that is net yet 
born; and surely, when we have so large a family of offspring to be 
supported by a hardly and heavily taxed people, I can not hail the 
birth of any more such younglings with anything like joy, and I shall 
not do anything to contribute toward increasing this numerous brood 
of beggar-brats. 

I feel thankful that we have been able, by fostering those things 
where high-priced labor is remunerative, to purchase five times the 
quantity of those things which are the product of the cheap labor of 
Europe. I rejoice that there is one article of human need in this 
country which a man in common circumstances in this country may 
supply himself with by his own labor without taxation, and avail him- 
self of the differences which the wise Disposer of human affairs has 
made in countries and in people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I assume that it makes but little difference to the 
Senator from North Carolina upon which of these paragraphs he re- 
peats his stump-speeches, but it happens that the paragraph now under 
consideration was recommended to Congressand to the committee by the 
present Secretary of the Treasury in identical language and rate with 
that inserted in the bill. The Secretary’s recommendation was accom- 
panied by a statement, which I will ask the Secretary to read, stating 
that it is impossible to administer the law on an ad valorem rate of 46 
per cent. He suggested to Congress and to the committee a compound 
rate of 45 cents a pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem simply for honest 
administration, making the statement that the rate was believed to be 
approximately equivalent to 40 per cent. ad valorem, which is the 
present duty on all cotton laces and embroideries. If the Senator has 
any dispute with anybody in regard to this question, it should be with 
Mr. Fairchild and not with the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Finance. 

I wish to say further that the statement which the Senator made in 
connection with this paragraph, that fine yarns can not be made success- 
fully in this country on account of the climate, is as untrue as any- 
thing can be. It is as wide of the mark as any of the theories and 
statements the Senator from North Carolina has made in connection 
with the cotton schedule. 

I ask the Secretary to read the portion of the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury whice I have marxed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. it will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


COTTON EMBROIDERIES AND LACES. 


The appraisement of muchine-made cotton embroideries and laces, known 
commercially as ‘‘Hamburg edgings or embroideries’ and as “Oriental and 
Egyptian laces,” has been a subject of much controversy, and, of late years, has 
been second only to silks asa source of annoyance and trouble to all parties con- 
cerned, including importers, appraisers, and the Department. Serious conten- 
tion in regard to the market value of this class of merchandise began about 1877, 
when alarge proportion of the importations took the form of consignments on 
foreign account with resulting undervaluations. Owing to this fact, and the 
peculiar character of the goods, the appraising officers adopted a method of 
determining the dutiable value of the consigned goods by ascertaining the cost 
of stitching and finishing and adding a fixed percentage for manufacturer's 
profit. This resulted in the admission of such consigned goods at lower values 
than were actually paid for like goods by wapeate purchasing regularly in the 
foreign market, who, under the law, were obliged to pay duty upon the pur- 
chase price. The goods thus actually bought, when tested by the rule by which 
consigned goods were invoiced and appraised, were generally found to be in- 
voiced higher than those consigned, the difference in some instances being as 
much as 100 per cent. The practical result was that a different rate or amount 
of duty was levied upon the same article from the same foreign market, im- 
ported at the same port at the same time, and ee by the same officers, 
the discrimination being against the regular purchaser and in favor of the ship- 
per on foreign account. 

About a year ago efforts were made by the appraiser at New York, at the in- 
stance of the Department, to correct this inequality, but without substantial 
success. These efforts provoked much dissatisfaction and contention on the 
part of those interested in consigned goods, who claimed, with some reason, 
thatthe system which had Ca for about eight years with the knowledge of 
the Department,and to which they had adjusted their business, had thus, by 
long usage, acquired the force of law. In this they were sustained by the 
active sympathy of the subordinate officers charged with the appraisement of 
these goods, who contended that such was the only practicable method of de- 
termining the dutiable value of the goods, and was a ‘ reasonable ways and 
means”’ of appraisement; so that after atime recourse was had to the same sys 
tem which, with some slight modifications, prevails at the present time, 
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As a result of these controversies quite a general movement was made by 
those most largely enwaged in the importation of these goods at New York, as 
well as by those interested in their production abroad, looking to the adoption 
of specific daties ; = 

In October, 1885, the importers of embroideries and laces at New York held 
a meeting and adopted a proposition for specific rates, as set forth in the accom- 
panying correspondence, their scheme being based upon the cost of material, 
stitching, etc., a pound duty being imposed upon the cloth and a rate per 1,000 
stitches upon the embroidery. 

As shown by the appended correspondence, the Commercial Corporation of 
St. Goll, Switzerland, upon the invitation of this Department, submitted a prop- 
osition for a speciiie duty by weight on the merchandise in question, present- 
ing, at the same time, cogent arguments against the so-called “ stitch-count” 
pian of the New York importers. 

These propositions were referred by the Department to the appraisers at New 


York, Boston, Philadelphia, and Chicago, and their reports thereon are here- 
with submitted, 


The weight of expert opinion is against beth propositions in the form sub- 
mitted, As to the so-called “stitch-connt” plan, it is obj rd that it is difficult 
of uniform and satisfactory administration, and affo opportunity for eva- 
sions by understating the number of stitches, it being practically impossible to 
correctly verify the same, as a rule, by actual count. 

The chief and a valid objection to a simple and untform weight rate is that it 
would operate to exclude the coarser and cheaper qualities of goods, and thus 
discriminate against the masses and in favor of those whose means enable them 
to buy the finer qualities, 

The suggestion of the appraiser at Chicago, of a duty by weight coupled with 
a low ad valorem rate, appears to be the best solution of the question. Itis now 
approved by Assistant Appraiser Kent, at New York, as shown by his letters 
herewith, dated the 19th ultimo, although he had originally favored the “ stitch- 
count” plan. It also meets the approval of leading importing houses of the 
country, and it is thought ite adoption, while working fairly toward all, will end 
the controversies and difficulties hcoretofore attending the importation of this 
merchandise. 

] therefore recommend the fol!owing substitute for the provisions in Schedules 
I and J of the present tariff, relating to laces, embroideries, eto. (tariff para- 
graphs 325 and 337): 

“On goods beretofore known commercially as Hamburg edgings,embroiderics, 
or insertings, and goods known as Egyptian and Oriental laces, is of 
cotton and stitched or otherwise wrought by machines, worked by or 
other power, 45 cents per pound and 15 per cent, ad valorem. 

“On laces, embroideries, insertings, trimmings, lace window curtains, and tam- 
boured articles, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, not herein other- 
wise enumerated or provided for, and on cotton , hemmed handker- 
chiefs, and cotton velvet, 40 per cent. ad valorem,”’ 

The rates suggested on ‘‘ Hamburgs, embroideries,’ etc., are believed to be ap- 
proximately equivalent to 40 per cent. ad valorem, which is the present rate of 
duty on all cotton laces and embroideries, 


Mr. VANCE. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
why the committee felt itself bound to adopt the suggestion of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that upon a matter of fact of this kind 
after the Secretary of the Treasury through the experts of the Depart- 
ment has made an exhaustive examination of the subject, I feel bound, 
in the absence of contradictory testimony, to accept his conclusions. 

Mr. VANCE. During thecourse of thisdebate I have heard on more 
than one occasion the Senator from Rhode Island cite the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in support of his action. The Secretary 
made numerous recommendations for a reduction of duty, but I be- 
lieve I have not heard the Senator from Rhode Island intimate an in- 
tention of fellowing that advice on any occasion. It is only when the 
Secretary's advice looks in the direction of robbery by the increase of 
datiesthat the Senator from Rhode Island objects to my stump-speeches 
and cites the Secretary of the Treasury in his support. 

Now, I ata not bound by any recommendation made by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury except in so far as it commends itself to me, and 
I expect to continue the utterance of these stump-speeches with re- 
newed energy just so long as the scheme of robbing the American 
ple by this system of taxation is ¢ up and advocated; and I shall, 
year after year, so long as life lasts, be found doing business at the old 
stand on the same terms. [Laughter.] 

This is an increase of duty. If it be true that the Secretary of the 
Treasury recommends that the duty be changed for the purpose of 
avoiding undervaluations and frauds upon the Treasury by reason of ad 
valorem duties, I should like for the Senator from Rhode Island or 
anybody else to answer me how fraud is prevented if it is perpetrated 
under a simple ad valorem duty by the substitution of a specific duty 
and an ad valorem also. The door is open for fraud both front and 
rear, and evury window in the house, Here is a specific duty of 45 
cents a pound coupled with an ad valorem duty of 15 per cent. 

i commend the zeal of the Senator, which occasionally bursts forth, to 
protect the Treasury of the United States whenever by so doing he can 
pretect his own people in their enormous profits. I desire to protect 
the Treasury of the United States also, and there is only one way todo 
it. There is only one fair and honest method of levying —— 
imports, end that is to exact a duty in proportion to their value. Ido 
not care who recommends the contrary. Surely, as I have already said, 
the very object that they aim at is defeateil by the substitution of 
Gouble duties and by the imposition of so much more labor and com- 
putaticn upon the appraisers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from North Carolina is 
probably aware that but one Secretary of the Treasury in the history 
of the Government has recommended ad valorem rates of taxation. 
Every man familiar with the question is aware that that method opens 
the deor wide to fraud; that articles sold in America for 20 cents are 
imported at 10, and there is no possibility in many cases of manafact- 
ure of making an accurate examination. 


As i say. every Secretary of the Treasury but one, in the interest of 
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good government and honest administration, has recommended specific 
duties, and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who is excellent 
authority on these matters, saggests to me that every free-trade coun- 
try follows that rule also. The English duties, as we all know, are 
specific. That is the rule in general with people who desire honest 
administration. 

But we know perfectly well that a specific duty, we will say, of 45 
cents a pound on articles sometimes worth 20 and sometimes 60 cents 
per pound works unequally. So in order to partially remedy that in- 
justice it is often recommended that there be also an ad valorem duty, 
which does make a partial remedy for the unjust working of the 
specific duty. The specific, however, is left if you are to have but one 
rate of duty. 

The Secretary of the Treasury does not discuss the question of pro- 
tection in this matter. Neither does the committee, as I understand 
it. The Secretary of the Treasury, in the interest of an honest levy- 
ing of the tax, recommends it, and the committee has adopted his 
recommendation. But I need not have said anything about that, be- 
cause the Committee on Finance has explained those matters suffi- 
ciently. 

I wish to add a word more, however, to complete the morning lesson 
to the Senator on these little matters of information, He wasnever more 
mistaken in his life than in the remarks he made concerning the impos- 
sibility of making certain goods here by reason of difference in climate. 
The moister climate of Great Britain is certainly valuable to certain 
kinds of manufacture, but I wish to inform him that in this very Cham- 
ber the precise degree of moisture is arithmetically regulated, and the 
hot air passing over dry, hot steam-pipes is ready to take up more moist- 
ure and bring in a condition that would not be very favorable t | health 
andcomfoert. Theindicator to the right of the Presiding Officer will show 
the Senator by study just what the degree of moisture in the Chamber 
is. I know the manner in which it is regulated in some large manu- 
facturing establishments, and precisely within a fraction the manufact- 
urer can make the climate of any moist island or any dry island in 
any room you piecase. 

Mr. VANCE. I stated that I had heard the assertion made; I did 
not know whether it was true or not. I did not assert it as being pos- 
itively true, but I am very glad that the Senator from Connecticut has 
partially corroborated my information. 

The Senator says also that this kind of a compound duty partially 
removes the evil of undervaluation. Why not remove it altogether if 
specific duties will doit? When you have the implement in yourhand 
to strike the blow that will te an abuse, why knock it half-way 
down and leave it with life in it to do more damage ? 

The fact and the truth is that many of the cheapest kinds of laces 
used by the poor in their first attempts at ornamentation, used by the 
young girl or the young housewife, would be taxed by this specific duty 
three or four times as much as the highest-priced articles used by the 
rich, and that is the reason why these specific duties are adhered to. 

The whole of this tariff m is a raid upon the r man in the 
name of the poor. Of all the infamous exhibitions of this hostility to 
the poor that have ever been made in the history of protective legisla- 
tion in the United States I consider this bill the crowning infamy in 
that respect, as I hope to be able to show between this time and the 
2ist day of the month. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to make just one additional inquiry. We 
have heard this denunciation for at least twenty-seven years, and it is 
much older than that, of everything that had in it any grain of protec- 
tion. I will ask the Senator a question. I have asked it of several 
upon that side and have never got an answer toit. Is thereany nation 
that has an approximately just system of levying customs duties, and 
if not which is the nearest right? 

Mr. VANCE. The nearest right that Iam acquainted with is the 
English system. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have received the answer that I expected to get, 
and that applies specifically, entirely, and absolutely to its defects. 
This feature is a merit. As to its defects those can be discussed here- 
after. I wished to know where the gentleman tied himself; that was 
all. 

Mr. VANCE. Isee thedrift; I see what is called the ‘‘ true inward- 
ness”’ of that question. The idea is to charge, as always is done, that 
we are in the English interest, that we follow the English system, that 
we forei to our own people. 

r. President, there never was a greater piece of hypocrisy exhibited 
by mankind in its most debased attitude than this pretense of dislike 
to foreigners. You only dislike the foreigner when he brings some- 
thing to sell. When he brings a blanket or a pair of shoes or anything 
else to sell cheaper t an you are willing to make it and sell it at, you 
despise the foreigner and you appeal to all kinds of prejudices against 
him; bat when the foreigner comes himself to underbid and under- 
work the American laborer and take the bread from his mouth and the 
mouths of his children, you welcome him with open and with hypo- 
critical embrace. That is what is universally done. 

One-half of the factories of New England now are filled with men 
who are not even naturalized citizens of the United States, but who 
come across the border from Canada and elsewhere to labor here and re- 
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turn with the proceeds of their labor. You welcome that foreigner 

Snenmnaenes Ss the ibe st your eatin, sham > 

purpose of putting own suppressing the efforts r to secure 

its share in this taxation that is imposed in its name; but when he 

comes with anything to sell he is anathema maranatha, and all men 

are social traitors who desire to purchase his products at a reasonable 
. That is the history of this labor question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, a word more. I gave the Senator 
no excuse for saying that I dislike the foreigner er was acting under 
any prejudice. I have no personal reason whatever to dislike English- 
men or England, Iam sure. I disbelievein England’s policy of taxa- 
tion 


What I wanted was to get one Democrat, if I could not get more, to 
frankiy avow that it is the honest purpose of that party to adopt free 
trade as the policy of this Government. Not one tie in fifty, on the 
stump or in newspapers, were we able during the last campaign to 
compel Democratic editors or orators to tell the truth in regard to the 

ition of their ty. An avowed free-trade meeting was held in 
oston the other day, glorifying the campaign, glorifying the President 
ef the United States, glorifying every effort made in the direction of 
free trade, prophesying a golden future, and declaring that great prog- 
ress had been made. All we ask of them is that they shall tell the 
truth about the inevitable drift of their party, about that which the 
whole world knows, including themselves, to be the truth, that they 
mean to bring thiscountry to a doctrine of customs duties which denies 
the moral and political rightfalness of protection and demands that 
taxes be laid upon a few articles of universal consumption; that is to 
say, practically a poll-tax. 

That is what the party means. That isthe reason why I asked the 
Senator that question. I did not care whether it was Great Britain, 
Belgium, or any other country, I wanted to know what tariff he ve- 
lieved im or what was nearest to his idea. He said the English one. 
That has no protective duties whatever. Itisa tariff which is adapted 
to an island, to a compact little empire whose economic circumstances 
differ from ours as widely as may be imaginable. I shall dwell upon 
this more at another time, and give the Senator some statistics and 
figures. 

Great Britain is included within afew degrees of high latitude. There 
is a great variety of vegetable productions that she can not do anything 
with whatever. There are many things for the table that she can not 
produce. There are many things necessary fer her manufactures that 
she can not preduce. There are many woods that she can not raise, 
She can do nothing with cotton. I shall not go through the list of 
these things; but she is utterly unable to adept eur protective doctrine 
if she wished to do so. 

Here we ave with a range almost from the Arctic to the tropics, cover- 
ing a wide range east and west also, witha possibility of producing 
everything in the world almost. We can live without what wecan not 
produce. I said in the campaign that we might have the famous Chi- 
nese wallof the tree-traders, a hundred miles high, around this country 
and keep it fifty years, and when the doors were broken down you would 
not find us cither naked or starving; that we would not have had much 
eofiee and much tea, but we might bea rich, and a happy, and an intel- 
ligent people. 

We have every possibility here. We have a nation that is in its in- 
fancy, that is but the cock crowing at the morning dawn of civilization 
to what some of these boys are to see upon this continent. Senators 
attempt to ridicule us fer talking ofour infant industries. Asa nation 
we are practically an infant yet. We havea nation to build. What 
have we done in this decade as compared with Spain! Spain in sixty 
years has not grown as much as we grow in a decade. 

But Iam going on to make a speech that I shall reserve for some 
other time. I want to have the Democratic party take honest, frank, 
open ground for free trade. That is all I want. 

Mr. VANCE. We had inthis country once a very practical philoso- 

t, who had a great deal of hard sense couched in very bad English, 

y the name of Josh. Billings. One of Jesh’s apothegms was that in 
order to bring up a child in the way it should go it was necessary to 
go that way yourself once in a while. [Laughter.] Now, in order to 
compel your political adversaries to tell the truth I should commend 
to the Senator from Connecticut that he should do so himself once ina 
while. He says that I ama free-trader, and that the policy of my 
party is absolute free trade, and he bases that upon my acknowledg- 


ment in answer to his question as to what foreign system of government 
I most admired. wet om . 


Mr. HAWLEY. In taxation. 

Mr. VANCE. Im taxation. I told him I thought the English sys- 
tem was nearest right, meaningofanyotherthan ourewn. [ Laughter. | 
If Senators will coutent themselves in peace a moment, perhaps the 
laugh will be on the other side of the face. I did not mean by that 
any approval of the system under which we live. Ged forbid; as God 
did forbid it thousands of years ago from the top of Mount Sinai, when 
He said ‘‘ Thou shalt not steal.’’ [Laughter] I am glad to seethat 
the Senators are amused. I am not authorized to say what the senti- 
ments of the Democratic party are in relation to taxation. 











Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator answer me a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina yield ? 

Mr. VANCE. I prefer not to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
declines to yield. 

Mr. VANCE. I know the Senator from Massachusetts of old. 
[Laughter.] We had some exhibitions of that when we were discuss- 
ing the long and the short haul a few years ago. 

I am not an authorized exponent of the Democratic party. I look 
for the exposition of Democratic principles in the same direction that 
religious people look for the exposition of their faith, to the utterances 
of their councils and those who have authority to pronounce in mat- 
ters of faith. lam simply one man, a very considerable one, it is true 
[laughter], but still Iam onlyone man. The Democratic party of the 
United States again and again has pronounced itself in favor of a sys- 
tem of taxation of foreign imports that will yield sufficient revenue to 
the Government of the country, and it has never advocated any other. 
That is the system that I prefer, if I eould see it carried out, to the 
English or any other system. ButI prefer the English system outand 
eut to the system which will be propagated should God Almighty for 
wise and inscrutable purposes afflict the American people with this 
Senate Finance Committee bill. I prefer anything else to it. 

I might go back and charge that those gentlemen are im favor of a 
Chinese system. I have quiteas much authority for making that aver- 
ment as they have for saying that the Democratic party is in favor of 
free trade. Again and again they have avowed upon this floor that the 
effect ef such and such an increase in duties would be te reduce the 
revenue by forbidding importation. Again and again this crowd of 
hungry witnesses that swarmed before the Finance Committee called 
the attention of the subcommittee to the fact that importations were 
the proper guide for the imposition of tariff duties: wherever you see 
a thing coming in, clap a duty upon it! 

What would that result in if carried to its legitimateresults? There 
are many ways of‘killing a dog besides choking him to death on but- 
ter. There are many ways of reducing revenue. You can reduce it 
by putting the duties to a prohibitory point as well and as effectually 
as you can reduce duties by lowering the charges upon imports, but it 
all comes to the same thing so far as the amount of money that goes 
into the Treasury isconcerned. The reduction is made. Butit lacks 
a great deal.of coming to the same thing so far as the pockets of the 
people are concerned. The prices to them are raised, the cost-of living 
to them is raised, and the taxes, instead of going into the Treasury of 
the country for the common benefit, go into the left-hand pantaloons 
pockets of the manufacturers for individual benefit, furnishing ‘‘fat’’ 
to be *‘ fried’ on all exigencies of politics. 

If we put the duties toa prohibitory point, how could we raise the 
revenues necessary to support the Government? Should we not have 
te come te excise duties and to direct taxes, which is the British sys- 
tem, you know? It tends most directly there, much more directly 
there than does the Democratie doctrine. 

The Mills bill is what we stood upon in the last campaign. Is there 
any free trade in that? Thero is a little freer trade in that; the im- 
positions upon trade and traffic are not quite so great in that; but the 
man who could make free trade out of that and still lecture other peo- 
ple about telling the trath, would be certainly entitled to a patent on 
his invention. 

All this discussion has grown out of some statements that I read in 
this testimony from the manufacturers themselves, to the effect that this 
yarn was not spun in this country, that these laces were not made in this 
country, and that the present duty was inadequate to force or stimulate 
their production in this country, and calling for an increase in duties 
that would enable men to start up and begin to manufacture in this 
country, adding another orphan to be supported atthe publiccrib. In 
obedience to this mandate of the manufacturers the subcommittee have 
increased this duty. They have performed their duty to the manu- 
facturers, but I claim that they have not performed it to the people. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, in our voyage through this sea of 
protection it may be well enough occasionally to take our latitude of 
departure on questions of principle. 

The object has been, ever since this question was taken up for dis- 
cussion during the last session, to try to put the Democrats in the posi- 
tion of free-traders, and the only justification for this is that they deny 
the doctrine of protection for protection’s sake, and insist upon a tariff 
for revenue to support the Government. 

One of the arguments that Republican politicians make to follow 
this charge of Dur being free-traders is that we seek to carry on the 
Government by a-iirect tax upon the people. That is the scare-crow 
that is brought up .n the rear of the allegation that the Democrats are 
free-traders. . 

We may collect by direct taxation and in various ways duties for the 
support of the Government. Suppose weresort to directtaxation. Is 
there any Senator here, is there any intelligent citizen in this country 
prepared to advocate a tax upon land, or capitation tax to be appor- 
tioned among theseveral States according to their population? Toad- 
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vocate such a doctrine would be to assume that a thcusand citizens of 
Idaho or Montana should pay as much tax as a thousand citizens on 
Broadway in New York. I presume gentlemen are not prepared to 
suppose that Democrats are entirely ignorant, and that they would re- 
sort to such a policy to avoid the collection of revenue by a tax upon 
Imports. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] refers to the idea of 
Democrats being free-traders and refers to his declaration during the 
campaign that if a Chinese wall a hundred miles high were builtaround 
this country until after a considerable length of time, still nobody would 
starve and weshould getalong very well. Suppose weadopt this policy 
of high protection and a prohibitory tariff, where does that take us to? 
That inevitably takes us to a direct tax upon the people. Does the 
Senator from Connecticut advocate a tariff for prohibition for the pur- 
pose of imposing a direct tax upon the people? Does any Senator on 
that side of the Chamber advocate such a doctrine? Yet all of them 
vote persistently and advocate everything that leads toward prohibition, 
and argue for high tariffs because they will exclude imports and re- 
duce revenues by the exclusion of imports. 

if the logic of their position is to be carried out it means a tariff that 
will exclude imports for the protection of domestic manufactures, for 
the promotion of the interests of domestic manufactures. Let them 
exclude the imports, and then they come exactly, by the logic of their 
position, to where it seems they seek to put Democratic politicians to- 
day, where Democratic ‘politicians have never consented to go, but 
where Republican logic carries them inevitably. It is to this point that 
I desired to call attention—to the arguments so constantly used by them 
to show that the bigh duties levied are meant to prohibit importations. 
The logic of that doctrine carried out must prohibit imports, and when 
we have prohibited imports then we come to the place where they think 
it brings odium on Democrats to place them; that is, that they shall 
support the Government by direct taxation. When they get there a 
million citizens in an old and wealthy State or city would pay the same 
tax that a million citizens on the frontier would pay not worth the 
hundredti or the thousandth part of the property of the million in the 
city or densely populated State. Such is their policy. 

There is no proposition to change the Constitution so as to levy a 
tax according to property, but if the logic of their position is carried 
out there is the place to which they must drift, 

The only object I had in view was to call attention to the logic of 
the position of the Republican party and to show that it leads them to 
the exclusion of imports, to the exclusion of the collection of revenue 
upon imports, and to a direct tax upon the people. 

Mr. DAWES. If protection is robbery, as I understand from our 
friends on the other side, is it not just as much robbery when you take 
the plunder to support the Government with as it is before? If pro- 
tection is robbery, it is rebbery whatever you do with the plunder. 
There is a way to impose for the support of the Government duties that 
have no protection in them, and why do not our friends adopt that 
method? Ifa duty that has protection in it is to that extent robbery, 
whea there is another way to impose duties that have no protection in 
them, is there any sincerity in the claim that they are opposed to pro- 
tection for protection’s sake? Are they opposed to ey for rob- 
bery’s sake only for the purpose of getting the plunder? Is that the 
purpose for which they telerate robbery, so that they can utilize the 
plunder? Is there any great virtue in saying that they are not for 
robbery merely for the fan of it, for protection’s sake? 


Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me toanswer that question 
at this poiut? 


Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. A tax to raise revenue for the support of the Gov- 
ernment is that sort of tax that must be levied under all systems of gov- 
eriiment if government is to be preserved, but a tax for protection and 
fer protection’s sake—to transfer the property from one person to 
another without price and without consideration, by whatever name 
you may call it—is robbery. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Massechusetts yield to me for 
a@ moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. DAWES. I want to get along with my friends one at a time. 
The Senator from Delaware shall have his opportunity after I have 
answered the Senator from Texas, 

Mr. GRAY. I merely wanted to ask a question right in the lin of 
what the Senator from ‘Texas has just stated. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

Mr.GKAY. Iwanted toask the Senator from Massachusetts whether 
he is aware that the Supreme Court of the United States has by a de- 
cision sanctioned a very common rule of morality that inheres in all 
free governments, togake private property for public use, but held that 
there is no power in an American government, whether Federal or 
State, to take private property for private use. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator to keep that question until I get 
through with my friend from Texas and my friend from North Caro- 
lina. I hope my friend from North Carolina will not run out just now. 

Mr VANCE. I shall be back in a few moments. 
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Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Texas says it is necessary to impose 
duties for the purpose of carrying on the Government. So it is; but 
you can so im them that there will not be any of this element of 
protection in them. You can impose duties on tea and coffee and such 
like, that must be consumed, and will be consumed whatever the duty 
on them. The money thus received would go directly into the Treas- 
ury, and there is not any element of this robbery in that, because there 
is none of the element of protection to anything that is produced in 
this country. There is none of this wicked element of protecting the 
right arm of the laborer in his effort to support himself in this coun- 
try in that kind of a duty, and that will ope the Government. We 
had $18,000,000 a year on coffee, and nearly twice that on tea. That 
would have supported the Government before the war without any- 
thing else. There was not, as I have said, one particle of element of 
protection in it. We took that duty off, and the Senator from Texas 
voted to take it off or keep it off. 

Mr. REAGAN. NotI. On the contrary, I gave notice when the 
tariff bill was pending in the other House that if we ever reached that 
point I intended to move to restore the duty on coffee. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg the Senator’s pardon; he was not where he 
could vote for it when it was taken off. I had forgotten that. Butall 
his party in the House of Representatives voted for it. I voted against 
it. 

I have no disposition to put the duties on manufactured articles one 
penny higher than is necessary to equalize the conditions of production 
in this country and the countries abroad. That is protection enough 
forme. I have no desire to go one particle further than to just put 
the laborer, the producer, the capital, all the conditions of production 
in this country upon an equality with the producer and the conditivns 
in other countries, and I am willing then to let there be a ‘‘survival 
of the fittest’’ in the struggle. 

The Senator from North Carolina a moment ago said that the only 
honest way to impose duties was an ad valorem way, and that every 
other way was a fraud and a cheat. When he was asked what system 
of imposition of duties he liked best, he said it was the English system. 
Now, the English system has two elements in it that do not exist in 
ours. One is that it is specific entirely; itdoes not in any respect con- 
form to the statement of the Senator from North Carolina a moment 
before, that the only honest way was an ad valorem way. The other 
is that they impose taxation on articles of general and necessary con- 
sumption. Which of these is it that attracted the admiration of the 
Senator from North Carolina? Does he desire to have the duties im- 
posed on articles of general consumption, that must be consumed here, 
whatever the duty, and can not be produced here? Is that the ele- 
ment of the English system which has so attracted his admiration? 
What is it in the English system, I ask the Senator from North Caro- 
lina (and I will yield to him that he may answer), that he does admire, 
if it is not these two elements? 

Mr. VANCE. The principal thing in the English system of taxa- 
tion which I admire is that all of the duties paid by the English peo- 
ple go into the treasury of the British Government. It is all honest 
taxatiou, so called, and there is no room for stealing. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it because there is no element of protection in it 
that the Senator admires it? The Senator that a duty for protec- 
tion increases the cost to the consumer in this country of the foreign 
article, and enables the domestic producer to increase the price of his 
nearly if not equal to the amount of the duty. I have heard the Sen- 
ator say that a great many times. That he does not like. That is 

ion. Is it because there is no such element as that in the Eng- 

ish tariff that the Senator says he admires the English tariff? I re- 

peat the question, what is itin the English tariff that he so greatly 
admires which isnot in ours? What is it? 

Mr. VANCE. Ifthe Senator did not understand me before, I will 
repeat my answer, that the principal element in the British system 
of taxation which I admire is thatall of the money paid by the British 
people upon foreign imports goes into the treasury of their country, 
and there is no room left for stealing. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator says that protection compels the Amer- 
ican people to pay a good deal besides what goes into the Treasury, and 
he says the English system does not require ing to be paid ex- 
ae is the duty imposed. According to his own definition the 
a ce between the English system and ours is that there is no pro- 
tection in theirs and there is in ours. In other words, that is a 
trade tariff and ours is not. Now, the Senator shrinks and flees from 
the term ‘‘free trade,’’ but it is atterly impossible for him to define 
himself without defining free trade. 

The Senator from Delaware wants to know if I have not heard that 
the Supreme Court has decided that you can not take private property 
for private uses without compensation, and that you can not take it by 
taxation except for thesu of the Government. I have heard some 
such thing. I am ineli to think—— 

Mr. GRAY. That is not what I said. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator state it , then? 

Mr. GRAY. I asked the Senator if he not heard that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States had decided that while a government 


such as ours can take private property for public use, paying just com- 
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pensation therefor, there is no power inherent in any government, State 
or national, to take private property for private use. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt that Supreme Court have said 
it. If they have not, they ought to have said so. Until my friend 
from Delaware can have his eyes so opened as to see that a proper pro- 
tective tariff is not a tax upon the consumer, it will be utterly hopeless 
to try to make him see the difference between that plain and simple 
statement of law by the Supreme Court and the plainest and simplest 
statement of a financial system of imposition of duties. 

There is no tax upon the consumer in a properly laid protective tar- 
iff. It can not be found in the price-current of what the domestic 
consumer pays for his article, and it has not been in the whole history 
of the Government. Although my friend from North Carolina repeats 
it day in and day out, and the price of the article under the influence 
of the protective contradicts every word he says, he pays no 
more attention to figures than if figures were utterly unintelligible to 
him. I have been told that they will not lie; that whether Democrats 
in discussing tariff theories or Republicans in discussing tariff theories 
depart from the truth, the figures do not lie; and the figures show that 
under the influence of a protective tariff from the time it is imposed 
and has opportunity to work out its legitimate effect, it has had the 
effect to reduce prices on every article upon which it is proper to im- 
pose a Fr ipeitteg duty. : 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I have listened with a great 
deal of pleasure to the observations of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes]. They have been very edifying and very entertaining 
as well. But I want to call his attention to one thing that I think he 
has forgotten. As he will remember, this discussion commenced with 
a criticism made by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance]. 
He inveighed against: specific duties, and gave as a reason for it that 
the tendency of specific duties as compared with ad valorem duties was 
to raise the amount of protection. Has not the tendency in this country 
and in other countries for the past ten or fifteen years been to a lessen- 
ing in the cost of production of everything? If thead valorem rate of 
duty to-day is sufficient protection and the ad valorem’s equivalent 
should be made specific, will not the tendency be, as you lessen the cost 
of production, to increase the amount of protection? Therefore, is it 
not more just to establish a uniform ad valorem rate, because the mean- 
ing of specific duties is an increase in the tax? That is a question I 
should like to get an answer to. 

Mr. DAWES. An ad valorem rate is a premium upon fraud. It is 
advertising that the more you will cheat the less duty you will have to 


Ve 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. DAWES. In one moment. Let me state—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I just wanted to ask the Senator if he knew how 
many premiums there were in this bill on that kind of fraud? I do 
not suppose that there are less than two hundred and fifty premiums 
on fraud in this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Then there are two hundred and fifty premiums that 
ought uot to be there. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall point them out after awhile. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt that there are propositions for ad 
valorem duties in the bill against the advice of your own Secretary of 
the Treasury, and against the advice of every Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, except the one in 1846, and against the advice of every experi- 
enced and intelligent col!ector at any of the considerable ports in the 
United States. The system of turning over, dumping into the mar- 
kets of the United States the surplus of foreign production under an ad 
valorem system, will be increased and enhanced just to the extent that 
human ingenuity can devise methods to undervalue. A man with a 
surplus production can turn it into the markets of the United States 
under an ad valorem for half price, and thereby reduce the amount he 
is obliged to pay in the shape of duties one-half and recoup all the sac- 
rifices in prices in what he saves in duty. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me 
to read what Secretary Manning said upon this same subject? 

Mr. DAWES. Why, every Democratic Secretary but Secretary 
Walker—every Secretary from Hamilton down, with the exception of 
Secretary Walker, so far as my memory serves me, who has discussed 
the question of specific or ad valorem duties has taken the ground that 
the only way to prevent fraud is to impose specific duties whenever it 
can possibly be done. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. Ishould like to have the Senator from Vermont read 
in this connection what I know he has in his hand. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire merely to read what Secretary Manning 
said. I think the Senator from New Jersey will concede that he was 
as able a Secretary of the Treasury as he himself would have made, 
provided he had come in, as everybody supposed he would, if there was 
Democratic administration in 1889. I read from his report of Feb- 
ruary 16, 1886: 

A for t ent of 
ssid the rach ol re cates and of the country, and as a matter of ad- 


ministration not injustice to any class in the community. 
The advantage is that under it duties are levied by a positive test— 


fic rates which will greatly pro- 


That is, specific duties— 
and according to a standard which is altogether national and domestic, 
Then he adds: 


Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the revenue 
by false invoices or by undervaluations, or by any other means, under an ad va- 
lorem system, will not cease even if the ad valorem rates shall have been largely 
reduced. They are incontestably, they are even notoriously inherent in that 


system. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. TheSenator from Massachusettsstill avoids my 
question. I should like to hear, I repeat, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts up yn that point. He answers, or attempts to answer, however, by 
saying that under ad valorem rates of duty great frauds may be perpe- 
trated upon the Treasury. If goods upon which a duty was fixed by 
law of 40 per cent. ad valorem came in by undervaluation so that the 
duty did not yield more than 25 per cent. protection, the equivalent in 
specific of 40 per cent. ad valorem duty would be the entire amount, 
would it uot? Then it is an increase of duty. 

I want to call the Senator’s attention and the attention of the Sen- 
ate once more toa fact. Appended to this bill is a provision for the 
better valuation of merchandise and the protection of the Treasury. 
In that part of the bill we propose a new order of things, a new sys- 
tem, new machinery, under which, as I think, it will be almost im- 
possible to undervalue goods at all. I suppose the committee will ask 
that that be appended as a part of the tariff bill, and I shall take great 
pleasure in voting for it, because in my opinion it does prevent un- 
dervaluation. It does another thing. It does away with the damage 
allowance on some particular kinds of goods. In that way it is a great 
increase of duty. It has that effect. 1t is an increase of protection at 
least. 

What more does itdo? Itimposesa duty upon the packages and the 
crates in which the goods are packed, and it imposes a duty upon the 
cost of transportation and packing from the place where the goods are 
made to the port of shipment. In my opinion, to sum it all up, with 
the undervaluation bill which we propose to append to this bill, with 
the increased duties which it provides by reason of abolishing the dam- 
age allowance, and by imposing duty upon the packages and crates and 
the expense of transportation to the port of shipment, with the change 
from ad valorem to specific rates of duty, with the natural tendency of 
the lessening of the cost of production in this country, within two years 
from this date the average increase of duty under this bill for the pur- 
poses of protection to our manufacturers will be more than 20 per cent. 

I know of no way of judging of the future but by the past. I read 
yesterday for the benefit of the Senator from Massachusetts a statement 
as to the cost of manufacturing a pair of ladies’ shoes in the city of 
Lynn, in the State of Massachusetts, in which the entire labor cost was 
about 35 cents per pair. Five years ago I suppose the labor cost of 
that pair of shoes was more than double 35 cents, but by reason of a 
more intelligent application of labor, by reason of improved machinery 
and more intelligent workmen, the cost has been reduced. That is 
true as to nearly every article of merchandise that comes into this 
country. It is here proposed in the first place to so provide that there 
shall be no undervaluation. It is then proposed that we shall change 
from an ad valorem to a specific rate of duty because in that way the 
manufacturer gets the benefit of all the lessening of cost and cheapen- 
ing of products abroad. Therefore I say, while I would be willing to 
have specific rates of duty where they can be employed, certainly upon 
all this class of goods which experience has shown have lessened in cost 
from year to year, when you fix an absolute rate of duty in that way 
you increase the rate of protection to a point which, confessedly in the 
Senator’s own language, is ample, because he is ready to admit that 
by the duties proposed in this bill the protection is ample. 

Mr. DAWES. Even if the very valuable amendments in adminis- 
tration embraced in this bill should become a law, and if they should 
work all that the committee believe they will toward checking frauds, 
there would be in my mind still an insuperable objection to the sub- 
stitution of ad valorem duties for specific duties, and that would be 
this: I am opposed to the foisting upon this country of that system 
which exists in England, which in fact compels the preducer to pro- 
duce his article at the least possible price by grinding down the laborer 
to the lowest possible wages. 

What is the course of England to-day in her manufacturing indus- 
tries? She long since supplied her home market; she long since was 
compelled to seek foreign markets and to carry her goods into foreign 
markets and successfully compete with everybody else there. She must 
produce them at home cheaper than any other country can produce 
them; and the only way for her to produce them cheaper at home than 
other countries can was to put down the price she pays her laborers, be- 
cause the raw material—— 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts, 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. DAWES. Notnow. I will pretty soon. The Senator will re- 
mind me if I forget it. 

The raw material is substantially the same in all these manufactur- 
ing countries. The only great element of cost that can be changed is 
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the cost of the labor employed in producing the article. When England | and the operative in France under the protective system have been find- 
undertook to compete with all the rest of the world in their markets | ing greater employment and better pay. ‘Why is that? 

she set about reducing the wagesof her laborers. Sheis bringing them Mr. COKE. Suppose the Senator compares the wages in England 
down to the lowest possible point. The lower she brought them ‘the | under a protective tariff and in England under free trade. 


feebler was her home market, the less able were her people to consumeat 


Mr. DAWES. There is no question about it that England under a 
home, the Jess of her products could she find markets for at home, and 


free-trade policy ran the wages of its operatives down to the starvation 


the more of her products was she obliged to send abroad. It was sui- | point. 

cide in the vain search of foreign markets, when if she had nursed her Mr. COKE. ‘That is not the history of the times. 

home-market, if she had studied out to increase consumption at home, Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, we are representing here in the dif- 

she would have so increased her home market as to have enabled her | ferent States a practical people who are very much interested in this 
3 


to have kept pace with her production at home and still keep up what 
she paid her laborer. 

Now, if we have ad valorem duties here, the lower the cost of pro- 
duction abroad the lower the duty and the more the foreign producer 
can dump into our own markets, and the more he dumps into ourown 
markets the less there will be for our own laborers to perform, and the 
less our own laborers can work the less they can consume, and so we 
shall hasten on te the deplorable condition the English producer is in 
to-day. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question, because I do 
wart an answer? 

Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon. ‘The Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxr] 
is entitled to ask a question, I promised to yield to him for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that England is paying the best wages to her laboring people of any 
country in the world except the United States. This is conclusively 
esiablished by the consular reports and by all other evidence that we 
have on the subject; and especially is it true that England pays to 
her laboring people in the cotton-manufacturing industry wages which, 
when considered with reference to the value of the product, are better 
wages than are paid in the United States in the same industry. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis true that the wages of the operativesin England 
have been increasing for a few years past, because England could not 
keep her operativesin any other way. The operatives of England have 
come, by the steam-ship and the telegraph, to be next-door ngighbors 
to the operatives in this country, and they know the difference and 
they can not keep them. Thirty thousand skilled laborers in asingle 
year leit England to find employment in this country; and the pro- 
ducers in Engiand met to devise some method by which they could 
kecp the skilled laborers at home, and theonly method was to improve 
their condition. Itis true that they are obliged to pay them moreand 
more, They are obliged to give them better homes, they are obliged 
to protect them in the mills by employers’ liability acts. They are 
obliged to take care of the children, following our example, so that they 
are not permitted to work so many hours every day. Tho reflex in- 
finence of our own system and our own policy upon England is elevat- 
ing all the laboring classes there. 

But while England pays more for her labor than other countries ex- 
cept the United States, the wages of the German operatives from the 
hour that they abandoned free trade and adopted the protective-tariff 
policy have been continually rising; so they have in Belgium; ‘so they 
have in every country in Europe where they have abandoned the free- 
trade policy, which requiresofthem to produce ascheaply as possible, and 
therefore cut.dowa the laborer to the lowest point possible. Wherever 
that is abandoned the opposite has been the effect. It is as plain as 
that two and two make four that if one man has two things to-do ‘he 
is better off than two men who have but one thing todo. Tt is em- 
ployment that helps the laborer. It is not systems of enactment, of 
wages, or of hours of labor. Nothingin the world can lift him up for 
any given time but that system which shall secure to him the highest 
degree of employment and the most remunerative wages for it. 

Mr. COKE. I will ask the Senator if English wages have not been 
going up all the time under free trade? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not so read, Mr. President. English wages un- 
til within the last ten or fifteen years were going down and down until 
€ ery seventh person in all England was so straitened and so short 
t . in the pay he received for the labor he performed that he had to be 
supporte. to some extent by charity—one man in seven of all the En- 
glish people, all the operatives in England—auntil the condition of the 
English operative became so alarming that it arrested the attention of 
not only ali those who were opposed to their policy, but of the English 
people themselves, until they are now retreating as fast as they can 
rom the free-trade policy. 

Let me ask the Senator from Texas to tell us why it is that they are 
: flying from England and coming to this country m greater numbers 
i every month? Does anybody go back? 

: Mr. COKE. I will ask the Senator if free-trade England is not pay- 
ing higher wages than any of the tariff-protected countries of Europe ? 

i Mr. DAWES. Thatisso. Now I want tohave the Senator answer 
{{ *me this question: Is there a protective-tariff country in Europe which 
: bas not, from the time its protective policy was adopted, witnessed the 
increase of the wages of labor to its operatives? It is not comparing 
i th» English operative with other operatives; it is comparing the Ger- 
man operative under this system with the German operative under the 

frev-trade system. The German operative and the operative in Belgium 


subject of taxation because it comes home personally to every man; it 
concerns al] of their interests and all of their industries. I think the 
Senate would be very much better employed in discussing the practical 
features of this tariff measure than the theories that may possibly arise 
out of it, and certainly better employed than in bandying epithets 
against either of the political parties in this country or in attempting 
to assign to them positions that they have oftentimes and very em- 
phatically denied that they occupy or intend to occupy. 

The statement has been made here this morning by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] that he was very glad indeed to hear one 
Senator on this floor avow that he preferred the British system of taxa- 
tion to the present bill, that he preferred what is called the free-trade 
system of taxation toa very high discriminative and offensive protective 
measure, and thereuponit was immediately imputed to us, the Demo- 
crats in the Senate—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot, of course, wish to interfere with the Sena- 
tor, but permit me to say that I understood the Senator from North 
Carolina | Mr. VANcE], when asked the question which system of tax- 
ation he most preferred of all, to state that he preferred that of Eng- 
land, 

Mr. MORGAN. He qualified that by stating that he preferred that 
to any of the foreign systems of taxation, and not to the American sys- 
tem. 

Mr. GRAY. Allow mea word. I was sitting quite near the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, and in reply to the question of the Senator 
from Connecticut as to which system of taxation he preferred, as to 
the taxation system of which country he preferred, he replied that of 
all foreign countries he preferred that of England. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not here for the purpose of settling any con- 
troversy between the Senator from North Carolina and the Senator 
from Connecticut. They can settle that themselves, and the REcorD 
will show precisely what was said. Neither am I here for the purpose 
of supporting or making any vindication of any statement the Senator 
from North Carolina has made, because he is perfectly able to vindicate 
himself and sustain his own opinion. But I am alluding to this sub- 
ject for the purpose of getting to this proposition, that I think it ex- 
tremely unfortunate that Senators of great reputation should under- 
take to state that the Democratic party in the United States are a free- 
trade party according to the British system of free trade because in 
certain cases we have opposed the raising of the taxes upon the imports 
of foreign goods so high as to make them prohibitory; and in other 
cases we are opposed to that system of discriminations contained in 
this bill by which the real substantial domestic industries of this coun- 
try are broken down and the capitalized adventures of men who are 
engaged in amateur manufacture for the sake of making money are all 
the time being encouraged and propped up. 

That is what I understand to be the situation, and that draws per- 
haps as nicely as it ought to be drawn the real line of demarkation 
between the views and opinions and tendencies of the views and opin- 
ions of the two political parties on this floor. 

The Senator from Connecticut went on to assert in a very broad way 
that if we were honest enough to admit it we were all free-traders; that 
the purpose and object of our opposition to this bill, the purpose and 
object of every Democratic movement with respect of the tariff, wasto 
bring about in this country the establishment of the British system of 
free trade, as it is termed, which, by the way, is not a system of free 
trade. That imputation, if I may call it such, has been resented and 
denied in every possible form and by everybody. So we are leftunder 
the denials we are constantly making to this proposition that we are 
either free-traders or we are fools; that we do not know what system 
of taxation we really advorate. We believe we are not fools, but ac- 
cording te the proposition of the Senator from Connecticut we are 
obliged to be fools, or worse, if we are not free-traders. 

Now, Mr. President, a little honest dealing with the facts of history 
in respect of the free-list contained in this present bill and the free-list 
contained in the act of 1883, and the free-list compiled in various acts 
antecedent in date to the compilation of the Revised Statutes, will 
show us that there are just as many free-traders on the Republican side 
in the United States as there are Democratic free-traders. ‘There seem 
to be, according to the views of gentlemen who make disquisitions upon 
this subject, two classes of free-traders in this country—one who are 
theoretical free-traders and who have a doctrine that they intend to 
pursue to its ultimate result of bringing about this British system of 
taxation which is called free trade, and theother, who are continually 
rey oF a certain articles of common and prime necessity upon 
the free- 
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As I remarked in the outset, as we represent practical people, let us 
deal with this subject in a practical way, and let us measure our views 
and define them to the country by what we do in practice in voting 
on a tariff b 1] rather than by what we trip off from our tongues in dec- 
larations of what are our theories or our principles im respect of the 
general subject of tariff legislation. 

When you begin with the earliest tariff law in the United States, 
you find that there were certain articles that it was declared by the 
positive provisions of the law should come in free of duty. There we 
find that free trade as to those articles was incorporated in the earliest 
tax bill in this country. More than that, going back to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, we find that in respect of all exports of prod- 
ucts irom this country absolute free trade is enjoined in the Consti- 
tation by a prohibition that is put upon the Congress of the United 
States against the exercise of any power by it to tax the exports from 
any State. 

So we began by exempting exports entirely from taxation in the Con- 
stitution, and when we commenced to tax imports we at once created 
a free-list and declared by positive enactment of law that certain arti- 
cles should come into this country free of all duties. Now, the man 
who put a provision of that kind in the first tariff act of Congress was 
a free-trader as to the articles which socamein. Who isa free-trader? 
One who proposes and votes that an article or articles, or all articles, 
shall come in duty free. ‘That man who proposes that any article of 
importation shall come into this country without the payment of any 
duty is a free trader. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Pro tanto. 

Mr. MORGAN. Pro tanto, of course. Ue may be a little one, but 
he still isas much a free-trader in principle as if he had gone over the 
whole schedule and put every article of American production on the 
free-list. The principle is precisely the same. Nobody can deny it 
except as to the extent or degree that it is made to apply. 

We come on down to the compilation of the acts compiled in the Re- 
vised Statutes and we find, as I counted, three hundred and fifty-one 
classifications of articles put upon the free-list. When you enumerate 
the individual articles that are admitted under these three hundred and 
fifty-one classifications, they will run up te over two thousand. Here 
we had Democratic legislation and Republican iegislation down to the 
date of the adoption of the Revised Statutes, and it swelled the free- 
list in this country until there was this vast mass of goods that came in 
free of duty by the express command of Congress. 

I do not know how a man is to excuse or exonerate himself from 
being called a free-trader who assisted in building up that system of 
broad exemption from taxation of articles that came in. Hew very 
uncandid and insincere, how unjust, how unscrupulous it is to denounce 
another man as a free-trader for his votes upon this bill or any other 
bill when the accuser brings in a measure himself in which he proposes 
that a large number of articles shall come in freeofduty? Is he nota 
free-trader as to those articles? And the broader and the larger he 
makes the compass of the admission of the articles needed in this coun- 
try, only the larger, the broader free-trader he becomes. 

If it is the motive of the legislation that is to decide who is the free- 
trader and who is not, it will be found on examination of this bill 
that it is a free-trade measure in many particulars for the manufacturers 
and a high-tax measure for the consumer, and its authors are in that 
sense free-traders. 

Here are Democrats, here are Republicans, who have voted from 
time to time te increase the free-list until it has reached these enor- 
mous proportions, and until very largely more than half in value of the 
—— that are brought into the United States to-day come in free ot 

aty. 

Mr. ALLISON. A little more than one-third. 

Mr. MORGAN. I havenotthe figures boforeme. The Senator says 
@ little more than one-third, which is justas good for my argument as 
if it was two-thirds, Iam very much obliged to the Senator, for I had 
not the figures, but my impression was that it was more than half. I 
still have a lingering belief that I am correct about it, but take it at 
one-third. One-third in value of all the articles imported into the 
United States come in free of duty, and the aspect of the question is 
the same. 

Now, whose law was it that admitted this one-third of the articles 
imported here free of duty? It was not a Republican law; it was not 
a Democratic law; it wasa law in which both parties participated. 
All this series of enactments of which I have spoken have been sus- 
tained from time to time by the votes of both the great political parties 
in this country as occasion demanded. 

I think if the Senator from Connecticut, instead of denouncing me 
and my confréres on this floor as being theoretical free-traders, or act- 
ual free-traders, had looked at the act of March 3, 1883, and had ob- 
served what was in that act, hecertainly would not have felt very com- 
fortable in making that assertion against his colleagues on this floor. 
It is a very unjust accusation. It is one that isdenied by the facts as 
they appear historically in our statute-books. The act of 1843, as I 
count it,contains one hundred and eighty-eight different classifications 
of articles admitted free of duty. 





The honorable Senators who have presented this bill have included 
in their free-list a number of articles that are now under taxation. Why 
have they done that unless they are free-traders? As +o those articles 
are they not free-traders? If they are not free-traders as to those ar- 
ticles, why do they not impose some duty upon them? Senators, of 
course, are able to answer that they are not theoretical free-traders; 
that they do not propose to have goods come in generally and univer- 
sally under a free-trade system, and that would bea theory which they 
do not advocate. It is directly in the teeth of their theory of protec- 
tion; but when you come down to the facts, when you take articles 
from under taxation and put them on the free-list, I think that the 
common mind of this country will understendingly grasp the proposi- 
tion that, as to those articles, they become free-traders. They are will- 
ing that theyshall be admitted free of duty whether they are produced 
in the United States or not. They wish them to come in free of duty 
for the benefit of a certainclass. If they are not to be benefited they 
want these articles taxed. 

There are a number of articles in the bill now before the Senate that 
are produced in the United States in kind and yet there is astill larger 
number where we have articles that substitute them in the markets 
and in consumption, substitute them completely, and these articles, 
notwithstanding they are produced in the United States, many of them 
agricultural articles, are put upon the free-list in the bill now before 
the Senate. Why have the Senators gone to the pains to take articles 
that are now under taxation from the tax-listand put them on the free- 
list unless, as to such articles, they are free-traders ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Presideat—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senater from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as an illustration of the question, 
the present law taxes jute-butts and raw jute. I will illustrate with 
those two articles. The present Senate substitute puts jute-butts and 
raw jute upon the free-list, as does the House bill. Now, neither of 
these articles is produced in this country, but we manufacture a vast 
number of articles from these two raw materials. So, then, so far from 
this being in the interest of free trade or a free-trade suggestion, it is 
an absolute provision in favor of protection to American manufacturers, 
and that is true of a large number of articles that have been added to 
the free-list by this bill. Therefore the fact that we have a free-list is 
not an indication that we are free-traders. On the contrary, if the Sen- 
ator will examine the free-list in this substitute and the free-list under 
existing law, he will see, certainly, that in nine cases out of ten, if not 
in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, the articles that are now entered 
as free are articles which are used by our manufacturers in producing 
manufactured articles in this country. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘That is all very trae, but (hat does not excuse the 
honorabie Senator from being a free-trader, as I think I shall preceed 
to convince him. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not on that question, becausel am not par- 
ticular whether the Senator proves that { am a free-trader or a protec- 
tionist. Iam not particular as to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to put the Senator on trial as a free-trader. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is good. 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to do that. 
by the honorable Senator from Iowa: 

441. Acids used for medicinal, chemical, or manufacturing purposes, not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act. 

There are many of those acids made in the United States just as 
conveniently and just as cheaply as they are made anywhere in the 
world; but because it is convenient forthe manufacturers to have them 
free of duty the honorable Senator turns free-trauer and puts them on 
the free-list for the accommodation of the manufacturer. 

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator the list of these acids? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not. 

Mr. DAWES. I will help you put them on the free-list. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam obliged to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The Senator from Massachusetts is being converted very rapidly in re- 
spect of the tariff upon all articles that are not made in Massachusetts. 
On the classifications of the finer goods that are made there he wants 
a high tariff, but when we come to the coarser grades the Senator does 
not want that. His theory does not accord with his practice in voting 
upon tariffs. I have noticed that. Iam sorry itis so, for a life that 
has been so beautifully consistent as his heretofore ought to be preserved 
to the latter end of it by keeping up the movement. 

I will take next ‘‘aniline salts.’ Can not we manufacture aniline 
salts in the United States? 

Mr. ALLISON. Do we? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not any donbt that wedo. Theskill of the 
American chemist is quite equal to the skill of any chemist in the 


Here is the free-list reported 


| world, and there can be no difficulty in his manufacturing aniline 


salts. 
Mr. ALLISON. They are not produced in this country. 
Mr. MORGAN. Here is another: 


451, Animals brought into the United States temporarily for a period not ex- 
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ceeding six months, for the purpose of exhibition or competition for prizes of- 
fered by any agricultural or racing association; but a bond shall be given in ac- 
cordance with regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; also, 
teams of animals, including their harness and tackle and the wagons or otuer 
vehicles actually owved by persons emigrating from fereign countries to the 
United States with their families, and in actual use for the purpose of such em- 
igration, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
éeribe. 

We can certainly raise here all the animals we want for any purpose, 
but because a man emigrates from Canada to the United States to com- 
pete with our coal miners and operatives in the factories or to compete 
with our agriculturists we let him in free with his— 

Teams of animals, including their harnessand tackle and the wagons or other 
vehicles actually owned by persons emigrating from forcign countries to the 
United States with their families, and in actual use for the purpose of such emi- 
gration, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe, 

Mr. ALLISON. And his clothing also. 


Mr. MORGAN. And his clothing also. Being the friends of the 
American laborer, and there being no such friends in the world of the 
American laborer as this committee, the honorable Senator from Iowa 
lealing this committee first takes the clothes that the immigrant may 
choose to bring, it makes no difference how costly, how much of them, 
or where he got them, or at what price, and lets him in free with all his 
clothing. He comes here asan immigrant not pledged tostay. Hedoes 
like the Canadians do; he expects to go back in a month or a year, or per- 
haps he expects, like the Chinaman, to go back or, after he is dead, to have 
his bones carried back to the old country. You let him in free with 
the clothing he chooses to bring; it makes no difference what its cost. 
You let him in free to labor for a year with clothing enough bought 
in cheap foreign markets to last him the whole time, so that he will not 
buy a dollar’s worth in the United States. You let him in free, because 
he is an immigrant, and yet you pretend to be the friend of the Ameri- 
can laborer as against the foreign laborer ! 

Not only so, but if he comes and brings his family, or comes by him- 
self in thecharacter of an immigrant, you let him in with all the ‘ teams 
of animals’? he wants to bring here, including their harness and tackle 
“and the wagons or other vehicles actually owned by persons emigrat- 
ing frem foreign countries’? to this. A man could bring a thousand 
horses if he chose to do it as an immigrant. He certainly may bring 
a large number, and any number of vehicles he chooses to bring at any 
cost or expense. He can bring all he owns free of duty in the shape of 
avimals, harness, tackle, carriages, and the like, and your bil] admits 
him, and nobody can exclude him but the Secretary of the Treasury, 
who has discretionary power to make rules and regulations for the gov- 
ernment in this country ofimmigration. Here is an exclusive privilege 
given to the immigrant from a foreign country and denied to our own 
citizens who need these articles to enable them to earn a living. 

Now, I will take ‘“‘albumen.’’ I suppose there is enough of that 
produced in the United States, or else the hens have quit laying eggs. 
You let that in free. Why? Because certain manufacturers of india 
rubber, and other manufacturers, use albumen in their art. They are 
situated in a little nook of country up here, and they are represented 
by the honorable Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] more than 
by anybody élse on this floor. 

Albumen comes in free of duty. What for? Why is not the hon- 
orable Senater from Rhode Island a free-trader in albumen, the product 
of the eggs of the country? Next: 

Articles in a crude state used in dyeing or tanning not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act. 

What are they? The tannin you extract from the hemlock bark, 
and from the oak bark, and from the various vegetable plants in the 
country that produce tannin. Why do you let thatin free? Why are 
you a free-trader in articles to be used in tanning “not specially enu- 
merated or provided for in this act?”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘“‘Crnde.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes, ‘‘erude.’’ Why do you want them to come 
in if you are not a free-trader in tannin and all that? That is for the 
benefit of the leather-makers in the Northeastern part of the United 
States; and there is not apoor fellow who wants tocut barkin the moun- 
tains of Pennsylvania or North Carolina or anywhere else where these 
trees are found, there is not a Virginia negro who wants to collect su- 
mac for the purpose of extracting the tannin from it, there is not a 
man in all this range of mountains up here that produces hemlock bark 
from which to extract tannin, whose trade is not directly put in com- 
petition with all the outside world by this free trade in tannin. No 
dnty upon that. Why? Because our tanners want it in their trade. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Alabama wants to be 
reasonably correct in his statements. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly I do, and I shall be very much obliged to 
the Senator to be corrected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Hemlock bark and sumac and the others the Sena- 
tor speaks of are now specified on the dutiable list. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the articles notspecified are free. Wheredo 


you expect to get the balance of the tannin from? Why did you om 
t 


that in? ‘‘Articlesin acrude state used in dyeing or tanning.”’ 
articles come in free? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is making his statement and I will 
let him say. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator from Alabama will permit mea 
moment-——— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McPHERSON. He will find dandelion roots come ir free. 
That is the compensation they give. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Rhode Island was speaking about 
the articles that are taxed. I am speaking of those that are not taxed. 

Now, Mr. President, we have not any tum; I do not know that 
we have, but we have substitutes for it. Our coal-fields and petroleum- 
wells furnish good substitutes for asphaltam. 

Asphaltum and bitumen, crude, 
are admitted free under this free-trade bill. 

Asbetos, unmanufactured, 
is admitted free, and yet I can show these Senators mountains of it 
in Alabama, where it appears cropping out of the surface for 4 or 5 miles 
in a stretch—crude asbestos just as good as there is in the world. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator if he is in 
favor of putting it on the dutiable-list? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam notdiscussing what I am in favor of, but what 
you are in favor of. I am discussing this proposition, that you charge 
me with being a free-trader, and yet your committee offers a bill here 
that brings in articles free of duty which are in competition with articles 
of the exact sort that are produced in the United States in vast abun- 
dance. That is what I am doing. I am testing the sincerity of this 
bill. I will state my own position when I find an occasion to do so, 
and I think I will state it pretty carefully, but I shall take my own 
time and occasion for it. 

I want to know now whether we are amenable to that cruel charge 
made by the Senator from Connecticut this morning that we were 
insincere, or in other words a set of men who would falsify ou: words 
when we professed that we were not free-traders in the British sense 
of the word at all, and that our doctrine instead of tending to free 
trade tended in the other direction, the maintenance of a tariff for rev- 
enue as the constitutional way of collecting money for the support of 
this Government. 

Now, I will go a little further. 

Ashes, wood, and lye of, and beet-root ashes. 


Is that wood and lye of ashes? Is that what it means? 

Mr. ALLISON. “Lye.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not ‘‘lie.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN. Wood of ashes and lye of ashes. Well, Mr. Presi- 
dent, one of my very first recollections is seeing the old ash-hopper stand 
up in the corner of the chimney or the corner of the fence in the South 
where the women could extract the lye and make their soap and where 
they could extract a great deal that was valuable to commerce and 
make a better article of soap a great deal than you can find now in one 
of these factories, and were able to sell it at a cheaper rate than they 
can sell it. But this free-trade bill and the free-traders on this com- 
mittee desire to bring in all of this stuff free and put themselves thereby 
in competition with this domestic industry all over the United States, 
and after doing that they get up here and rebuke me for being a free- 
trader. 

These people have not much money, they have not much influence, 
they live far a they are not collected in corporations, they have 
no great capitalist industries under their control, they do not live in 
whited palaces upon the hill-tops, while those who work beneath them 
live in the valleys and scrub their lives as best they may; 
they are not that class of people at all, and hence they have no friends 
in this part of the United States where capitalist industries have ab- 
sorbed all the power that is in the land, physical, mental, moral, and 
monetary. 

The cotentonl and strictly domestic industries are in the hands 
of the class of people who can not, if they would, enter into combines 
and unify their power, but they must submit continually to such com- 
binations against them. 

Beeswax. : 

I suppose there is scarcely a household in the South and West where 
a farmer lives where more or Jess of this commodity is not produced. 
It is one of the best distributed productions that can be found in the 
whole list, and none of it is thrown away. There is not a hive of 
honey that is taken on a little farm in the whole country where the 
industrious housewife does not melt the beeswax down, and the first 
time she goes to town trade it off for a little cotton cloth, or piece 
of check goods, or something of that kind. But these princely 
manufacturers who are represented by the honorable Senator from 
Iowa, who comes from a beeswax country as well as the rest of us, but 
who belongs toa party that owes so much to the manufacturing indus- 
tries of this land, a party that has so many obligations of a political 
cen, Se a Ee ee ae can pro- 
pose to put beeswax on the free-list instead of on the dutiable-list in 
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order to facilitate manufactures and encourage their efforts. They 
know that there is no chance to form a beeswax trust amongst the pro- 
ducers, no chance to combine influence and power in favor of the pro- 
duction of this little domestic industry which in the aggregate amounts 
to a great deal morethan your maple sugar, more than your sorghum 
sugar, more than the maple sugar, the sorghum sugar, and the Louisi- 
ana cane sugar combined in value in the United States. But that isthe 
spirit of this bill. It is free trade whenever the manufacturer can 
make something by it, and when he can not it is protection. They 
use enormous quantities of beeswax in the Northern manufactories, and 
they want it to come in free, and the reason they do it is because they 
do not believe that there is any chance to organize an opposition to a 
taxation of that sort amongst the people who produce beeswax in small 
quantities in one homestead and farmstead and another. 

Bones, crude or not burned, calcined, ground, steamed, or otherwise manu- 
factured, and bone-dust or animal carbon, and bone-ash, fit only for fertilizing 
purposes. 

I will not stop to remark upon that except to cite one fact. Two 
years it was my duty to go to the far Weston the Indian Commit- 
tee, and as we were passing through the Milk River region of Montana, 
where the buffalo were in the habit of spending their winters in order 
to get the benefit of the soft climate—for it was soft in comparison 
with the balance of the country—to get the hay; they having disap- 

red, we could see little mounds of perhaps two or three tons 
in every mound, at distances perhaps of not more than a quarter of a 
mile from each other, strung along the railway for many miles, yes 
hundredsof miles, through that former habitation of the buffaloes, where 
they had perished. On inquiry I learned that the Indians had col- 
lected those bones and p them up there waiting for the railroad to 
come and haul them off; and a large amount of bones, raw material for 
the manufacture of buttons and we know not what, a great many dif- 
ferent manufactures, have been thus collected by the half-starved In- 
dians. 

These eager gentlemen, who are so decidedly against free trade, 
thought they would like to have these buffalo bones and others as 
cheap as they could get them, and they put them on the free-list; but 
when we come to buttons and the like, it is worth while to listen to 
their eloquence in preaching up the necessity for having men pro- 
tected in making buttons out of these very bones that they admit free 
under their own bill, then have the audacity—for that is all I can 
call it—to rise here and charge me with being a free-trader if I want 
to reduce the tariff on buttons, as has been moved in the Senate. I 
suppose now they will think I am committing an unpardonable sin 
for calling them free-traders in bones. Here it is in this bill. 

Free bones, to make into taxed buttons, for the interest of the man- 
ufacturer, is the free-trade theory of the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee. 

“*Charcoal’’ comesin free under this bill. Mr. President, I suppose 
it will be admitted thatin every heavily-wooded country in the United 
States charcoal is a standard, staple production. Why are we asked to 
admit charcoal free under this bili? It is because New England has 
lost its timber. The manufacturing regions of New England have lost 
their timber. They want to get charcoal from Canada, where there is 
a vast amount of timber, uncut forests. They want to bring it down 
the coast in their ships, they want to haul it on their railways. They 
are obliged to have it in their factories. The sugar-refiners must have 
a very large amount of it also in addition to the bone-black; and even 
iron works in New England, in that older part of the United States, 
need charcoal to come in as cheap as possible, and it is a good thing to 
have it come in; but charcoal would never have been put on this free- 
list if New England had been heavily timbered. You can not afford 
to burn wood into charcoal in New England. You must go somewhere 
else to get it, and for the use and benefit of F pret manufacturers you 

ut that upon the free-list and then turn around and call me a free-trader 

use I do not want to tax iron unnecessarily or unfairly, to the in- 
jury of the consumer. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question in regard 
to that matter of being a free-trader. 

Mr. MORGAN. All right; I yield. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to preface my question by a single quo- 
tation from Professor Sumner, the great high-priest of trade. 

Professor Sumner, during the recent campaign, or shortly before, said 
that there was no person, as far as he knew, in this country who was a 
free-trader in the sense of proposing to have all imports from foreign 
countries admitted without any duty. That was not what anybody 
meant by a free-trader, but a free-trader was a person who did not mean 
to have the duties so arranged as to attract capital into any business 


where it would not otherwise go, or to keep capital in any business 
where it would not otherwise stay. Now, when we charge our oppo- 
nents in this tariff matter with free-traders, that is what we 


mean. In that sense of the term, is the Senator from Alabama a free- 


trader or not? 
Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, when the President-elect of 
the United States puts in a letter the statement made by the Senator 


from Massachusetts, or when the Republican convention puts it in a 































































platform in the way he puts the question at me, I shall be prepared to 
answer on that proposition, and so will the Democratic party. : 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator prepared to answer that now? It isa 
very simple question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have plenty of other things to attend to just now, 
and I do not propose to follow the Senator from Massachusetts off in 
his learned quotations from Professor Sumner or anybody else. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought I was putting a pertinent question which 
addressed itself to exactly the point which the Senator was upon. I 
endeavored to make itso. I understood that the Senator from Ala- 
bama complained with a great deal of indignation that he and his poy 
litical associates were called free-traders. I stated to him that as I 
understood it the persons who charged them with being free-traders 
used the term ‘‘ free-traders’’ in a certain sense, which I endeavored 
to explain, and in the sense in which the term was used by the great 
high-priest of free trade in this country, Professor Sumner, of Yale Col- 
lege, and it seemed to me therefore, if the Senator complained of our 
calling him a free-trader, that he ought to be willing to tell us whether 
we do him injustice if we call him a free-trader under our definition 
of that term. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to know first from the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether he adopts Professor Sumner’s definition. 

Mr. HOAR. I do. 

Mr. MORGAN. You adopt it? 

Mr. HOAR. I think it is a good definition. 

Mr. MORGAN. The one you stand by? 

Mr. HOAR. That I stand on. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now I will hear the Senator from Missouri, who 
has been asking me to yield to him. 

Mr. VEST. If my friend from Alabama will permit me, I would 
like to give a definition of a free-trader from a pretty high authority. 
On April 1, 1870, Hon. James A. Garfield said in the House of Repre- 
sentatives: 

I hold that a properly adjusted competition between home and foreign prod- 
ucts is the best gauge by which to regulate international trade. Duties should 
be so high that our manufacturers can fairly compete with the foreign products, 
but not so high as to enable them to drive out the foreign article, enjoy a mo- 
nopoly of the trade, and regulate the prices as they please. Thisis my doctrine 
of protection. If Congress pursues this line of policy steadily, we shall year by 
year approach more nearly to the basis of free trade, because we shall be more 
nearly able to compete with other nations onequalterms. I am fora protection 
which leads to ultimate free trade. 

And the Republican party in 1880 elected that gentleman President 
of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not seem to me, if the Senator from Alabama 

will pardon me, that it helps us in the least to get an answer to this 
question whether the Senator from Alabama conceives himself and his 
associates to be free-traders in the sense of the definition which I have 
quoted by undertaking to prove that some eminent Republican is or 
is not inconsistent with himself or inconsistent with the present atti- 
tude of the Republican party, That fact we might be willing to ad- 
mit. I think there is a great deal of truth in it if I understand it in 
listening to it. I should like to know, if anybody will tell me—the 
Senator from Alabama can tell me as well as any man in the world, 
because he is a wise man, he is a profound student, and he is a thor- 
oughly. honest man, who never flinches from what he believes to be a 
conviction on a public question, and therefore it is a very great pleas- 
ure to put such a question to him, and it would bea great pleasure to have 
it answered—I should like to know, without a gibe or a jeer instead of 
an answer to my question, whether the Democratic party or the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, a valued and honored leader on this floor, conceived 
themselves to be for free trade in the sense that they do not mean so to 
use our tariff as to attract American capital to a place where it would 
not otherwise go or keep it in a place where it would not otherwise 
stay. 
If the Senator says he is a free-trader in that sense, then we are here 
to differ with him and to contend with him. If he says he is nota 
free-trader, but agrees with us that the tariff should be so used as to 
keep American capital in industries where it would not otherwise be 
kept, and to attract it to industries where it would not otherwise go, 
then the only question between us is a question not of principle but of 
detail. It is important to know that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in exercising the power of taxing 
the American people, so far as my personal vote is concerned, I vote 
entirely with reference to the good of the Government of the United 
States, and by ‘‘ the good of the Government’ I mean its necessities, 
proper and appropriate necessities. I do not vote in levying any tax 
with a view by that vote and the exercise of that great power to ad- 
vance any private man’s interest, whether he is a capitalist or whether 
he isa laborer. In the casting of that vote, if a choice is presented 
between the encouragement of American industry and the encourage- 
ment of foreign industry, I shall always encourage the American in 
preference to the foreign industry. 

The Senator from Massachusetts in stating his question unfortunately 
made it a little too narrow in regard to capital. He spoke of Ameri- 
can capital, whether I would vote to levy taxes so as to induce Ameri- 
can capital to go into new enterprises and to develop, as we say, the 


manufacturing or other power of this country. If I could confine the 
provisions of a tax law in such a way as that it would induce American 
capital to diversify itself, I should certainly make use of that power 
for that purpose; but when an invitation comes to capital at large, as 
it dees vider our tax laws, foreign capital as well as American capital, 
I am not in favor of taxing the American people for the purpose of in- 
ducing British, German, French, Spanish, orany other foreign capital- 
ists to come here to engage in our manufacturing industries at their 
ex pense. 

Mr. HOAR. 
may ? 

Mr. MCRGAN. I have not stated that. That is an impossibility, 
and I do not put that in my proposition because it is impossible. But 
under the present law the invitation is given te capital to become in- 
vested under this high pretective system of duties in a variety of man- 
ufacfures, encouraged by this bill and by the law as it now exists, and 
foreign capital comes into this country more freely than home capital 
comes out of the pockets of our people to go inte manufactures. I know 
it is impossible to trace it; statistics can not be accurately produced to 
prove the proposition I am now insisting upon; but I think it will 
scarcely be denied by any frank man that very vast sums of foreign 
capital come in under the invitation of the present protective system 
and find employment in our manufactures. We can not shut it out 
if we would, but our laws invite it to come here, and it does come and 
enjoys the benefit of the bounty that we tax our own people to raise for 
foreign capitalists. 

It would be scarcely an overstatement to say that at least one-half 
of the manufacturing capital in the United States to-day is supplied 
from foreign countries. I know that im the town of Talladega, a town 
that I had the pleasure of living in from early boyhood to a later period 
in life, an iren foundry is now being established, with a capital of a 
miilion dellars, which is to produce one hundred tonsof pig-metal per 
day, and there is not one dollar of American money in it. The organ- 
ization is entirely foreign, the steck is owned abroad and there is nota 
doliar of American money in it. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] calls my attention to the great 
establishments near Chattanooga, of which he says the ownership is al- 
most exclusively foreign. 

Look at your railroad system, if you please. Who own the rail- 
roads of this country? Whoown the bonds that control the railroads, 
the preferred stock and other forms of security that lie nearest to the 
control of the railroads in thisland? Confessedly, undeniably, they are 
owned by the British people largely, and by German people, by foreign- 
ers. I think it will be asafe calculation tosay that there is not a single 
existing American railway of any considerable length in the United 
States that has not been built by the use of foreign capital and which 
is not now owned in a very large part, if not the majority of the con- 
trolling power, by foreign people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask 
him a4 question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask him if he does not think that the large in- 
vestinent of English capital in this country is a pretty sure indication 
that it finds more profitable employment here than it could in Great 
Britain? r 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no doubt aboutthat. It would not com: 
here if it did not find more profitable employment than in a foreign 
country. 

Now, let me go one step farther. How does it find this profit? It 
finds it under our tax law, which taxes the agricultural, the fishing, 
the lumber, and the mining interests of the people of the United States, 
in order to pay a bonus to these men and to invite them to come here. 
That is what brings them here. They come for the profits. They 
would not come if there were no profits, Itis the profit that invites 
them, and nothing else. They do not come from patriotism, nor is 
the invitation extended in this bill to them from patriotism. 

The invitation is extended to them in this bill because capital needs 
support from foreign capital; the monopolistic power of the manufact- 
uring corporations of the United States needs support and money from 
these foreign corporations; and hence it is that prices are kept up by 
protective tariffs, although the result is to ont over our industries, 
with all their earnings and profits, very largely, into the hands of for- 
eign people. That is the effect of it. We are realizing precisely the 
same condition in respect to our manufacturers in the United States 
to-day that we are realizing in regard to the railroad systems of this 
country that were built with foreign capital under the protection of 
local corporations, 

Now, when the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan] puts to me 
the question whether I am in favor ofa system of laws which will cre- 
ate an invitation to capital to leave its accustomed channels and to em- 
bark in manufactures for the develo tof our resources of what- 
ever kind they may be, I say to him that I put this limitation upon it: 
If foreign capitalists come in here and enjoy the benefits of a protected 
home market, as we call it, I say never will I consent to tax the Ameri- 
ean people in order to furnish an invitation of that kind for those men 


Although we get back in prosperity more than we 
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to cross the waters with their capital and come here and assume the 
control of our great industries. 

I started out, Mr. President, to speak upon practical questions, and 
I have been drifted off into these theoretical questions, which, however, 
have a practical side to them, by the interrogatories which Senators 
have seen proper to direct to me. I return to the free-list in this bill. 
Here are— 

538. Eggs of birds and fowls, and of fish and insects, and egg-yelks, unman- 
ufactured, 

They produce the albumen. The yelks of the eggs, also, are very 
useful in industry in different manufactures. ‘They are found in large 
numbers. They are collected on the islands of the North Pacific Ocean, 
and they are collected also in the interior of Canada and brought into 
the United States in very large numbers for the benefit of the manu- 
facturers; and yet there is nota farm in the United States, perhaps, 
where this is not a common product. That looks like a small matter, 
does it not? And yet your egg crop is worth more to-day than almosé 
any crop that can be named. When you come to count its effect upon 
the sustentation of human life and the comfort that it brings to people, 
and the uses that can be made of this necessary commodity, you find 
that the egg crop of the United States is one of the most important that 
we have. All of that vast industry is neglected entirely by this pro- 
tectionist bill, and eggs are brought in free because a few manufacturers 
in the North and East desire to have eggs free that they may increase 
the profits upon their industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the Senator state more spe- 
cifically what manufacturers they are, and in what State they are 
located. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unfortunately, I was raised in the South, and rather 
in a backwoods country, and the honorable Senator from Rhode Island, 
who knows so much about the tariff that he would be excused if he 
knew nothing else except tariff [laughter], who has been raised, I 
think, in manufactures, who has been accustomed all his life to manu- 
facturing, who understands the speed of every spindle that runs in 
Rhode Island, who can make a nice calculation upon the weight and 
value of every thread of a yard long that has been spun by a ma- 
chine—that honorable Senator must not find fault with me if I am not 
a great adept in manufactures. I have not been engaged in manufact- 
ures, as I su the Senator has all his life. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator made an explicit statement, and I 
sa he had some sort of idea upon which he based it. 

r. MORGAN, I know this, and the Senator knows it perfectly 
well, that the yelks of eggs and the whites of eggs are used in manu- 
factures of variouskinds. I know that they are largely used in india- 
rubber manufactures, and is largely used in y, and a great 
many other uses, and in confecti , and I supposed the eggs that 
are imported from Canada are not used as edible substances at all. 
But why was it necessary to put them on the free-list if they are not 
used in thiscountry? Was that done out of a spirit of romance, merely 
because the Senator could write ‘‘ ”? in the bill? No, sir; it was 
put there for a purpose, and a very important one, but utterly to the 
neglect of every person who was not engaged in some manufacture 
where the power of the institution could be concentrated in elections. 

Then we come to— 


Feathers and downs of all kinds, crude and unmanufactured, 


Mr. if we want to encourage the ple of the United 
States in their industries, one of the very best that we could 
give to them would be the lessons of economy that are practiced in 
France and in Germany, where nothing is thrown away, where when a 
fowl is killed the feathers are saved for the market. If we would try 
to overcome that thriftiess extravagance and waste that occurs in our 
country continually, where everything is thrown away and nothing 
saved, unless it happens to be some staple commodity like cotton or 
wool, our laws would be of some advantage to our own people. 

‘* Feathers and downs of all kinds, crude and unmanufactured,’’ are 
let in free under this bill. Why is that done when there is nota farm 
in the United States that does not raise more or less of feathers? This 
is an industry which, if it could be aggregated, would be one of the 
most important industries that a person could think of as well as one 
of the most comfortable. They are let in free for the purpose of ac- 
commod the u the makers of soft pillows and soft beds 
for of luxurious habits; but when you come to tax the article 
after it is curled, or after it is washed, or after itis combed, or after itis 
cleaned, then you find that the tax runs up enormously upon these 
same feathers, It runs up so high that an ordinary laboring man can 
not get a pillow to put under his head. He must take some shavings 
or straw, or a block of wood, because he can not pay the taxes put upon 
feathers for the benefit of the manufacturer, he having paid no duties 
on the feathers he imports. 

But these gentlemen go on and make their discriminations in favor 


of the manufacturers w t the slightest attention to the wants of 
any of the poor people of the United States. They disdain them, and 
yet they speak about their affection for labor! They are wil for 
feathers to come free into the United States; but if you will curl 
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or wash them or cleanse them for the purpose of being put into a pil- 
low or a bed it must undergo very heavy taxation, because their friends 
are engaged in curling, washing, cleansing, and preparing feathers for 
mattresses and beds, and the people of the United States at large are 
not. 

So it is in regard to every one of these fibers and grasses here. 


China-grass, istle or Tampico fiber, jute, jute-butts, manila, ramie, sisal-grass, 
sunn. 


All of these if they are not produced in the United States—and 
several of them are produced with success—find their substitutes here. 
The cotton plant, the hemp plant, the flax plant, besides very many 
other textile plants that may be utilized for purposes of this kind are 
brought in direct competition with this free stuff that is brought in 
from abroad. Why is it broughtin free? Because the manufacturers 
in the Northern and Eastern States want to have it as cheap as they 
can get it in order that when they go to sell the manufactured article 
they may make more money out of it. It isa bonus to them; it is av 
invitation to them to import it rather than buy the American produc- 
tion. 

Then the committee include in their free-list: 

556. And all other textile grasses or fibrous vegetable substances, unmanu- 
factured or undressed, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act. 

That covers the whole subject as with a blanket, so that nothing 
shall come in competition with them in their desire to bring in these 
articles free. Now we come to the next commodity put on the free- 
list: 

527. Fish, fresh, except when frozen or packed in ice, or otherwise prepared 
by any process, for preservation. 

I do not wish to say any hard things about this bill, but that is the 
most unnecessary, the most unconscionable and unrighteous ofall the dis- 
criminations that have been made in this bill. There is more in those 
two lines to show the animus and purpose of this bill and the alleged 
*principle upon which it is founded than can be found, I think, in any 
of the schedules besides. As matters stand to-day, fish thatare brought 
in frozen or on ice, if brought by Canadians or by Europeans or by 
anybody, can be sent free as far west as St. Louis or Chicago or any of 
the great cities and sold free of duty. That led to the complaint that 
the Canadians could come in here and, as they say, take our market 
away from us with their fresh fish. Here is the next provision, and 
why was it put in? 

Except when frozen or packed in ice. 


Ifa foreign fisherman catches fish on the banks of Newfoundland orany- 
where out in the high seas and brings it on ice or frozen into Boston he 
must pay a duty upon it under this bill. If he can bringit in, however, 
to the port of Boston without putting it on ice or freezing it he can 
bring it in free. What istheefiect? The peopleliving along the New 
Eng)and coast depend very largely for their food upon fresh fish. That 
is known to everybody, and this bill gives to that little fringe of peo- 
ple along that coast the right to have fresh fish free of duty and brought 
in by ian they can be brought in and deliv- 
ered to them without being ee whereas if you get as far back into 
the country as Pittsburgh or Buffalo or Chicago your fish will be spoiled 
before you can get them there, and so you are obliged to put them on 
ice or freeze them to get them into the back country, and you are not 
permitted to do it under this bill without the payment of duty. The 
man in Pittsburgh must pay a duty on his fresh fish in order to have 
them on his table, whereas the man in Boston can get them free, 
whether they are caught by Canadians or by our fishermen. 

I say that is the most unjust, narrow, and unsatisfactory discrimi- 
nation that I ever saw in a tariff bill. It is something that this com- 
mittee ought to take out of the bill for the sake of its respectability, 
for if we do discriminate in favor of American markets, let us at least 
abstain from discriminating as between Americans; let us not give to 
the man who lives upon the coast of New England the right to have 
his fish come in free, if they can be got there without being frozen or 
being put on ice, while you charge the man who lives in Pittsburgh a 
duty upon the very same fish because he can not get them to his table 
without putting them on the ice or freezing them. 

Fish for bait. 


Why should fish for bait come in free? That is not asked by the 
fishermen down on the southern coast of the Atlantic Ocean, on the 
Gulf of Mexico, or on the coast of the Pacific. It is asked only by a 
few men on a little bit of line of coast reaching from Cape Cod up to 
the Canadian line. They must have their bait free. y? Why 
should they not pay a duty upon it as well as I pay a duty upon the 
fish that comes upon my table? It is because that is a peculiar indus- 
try located in a section of country that thinks the home market be- 
longs to it, a set of people who believe that the United States belong 
to them just asa cow belongs to the man who the milk and 
cress. that come from her udder for his breakfast-table or his dinner- 
tevle. They must have everything they need free, and these free- 
traders, under the guise and pretense and hypocrisy of being protec- 
tionists, whenever they can find a chance to benefit their own people, 
their own section, their own manufacturers, or even a few of them, do 


here free? 
who would go to a wig-maker with the tressescut from her head, beau- 


tiful and rich, and sell them for the purpose of buying bread for her 
children ? 








not hesitate to put discriminations of that kind in this bill, clearly for 
the purpose of showing to those people that they intend to protect them 
and give them benefits under the tariff laws that nobody else in the 
United States shall enjoy. 


Floor-matting manufactured from round or split straw, including what is 


commercially known as Chinese matting. 


That is admitted free. 


Hair of horses, cattle, and other animals, cleaned or uncleaned, drawn or un- 


drawn, but unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 
act; and human hair, raw, uncleaned, and not drawn. 


Now, Mr. President, what is the reason for bringing human hair in 
Have you never heard of a widow woman in this country 


Have you never heard of that? Have you never known 
instances in this country where the tastes and the affections of hu- 
manity were taxed to the last degree for the purpose of getting bread 
for the houseless and homeless orphan children of a poor woman? 
Sir, this country is full of instances of that kind; and if a woman has 
tresses of beautiful locks of her own hair, and should go to a wig- 
maker and sell them for bread, she finds that the manufacturer of 
wigs and scratches and frizzes and curls and bangs in the Northern 
country is allowed to have all the human hair that can be imported 
free of duty, and when she comes to consider the tax upon the manu- 
factured article that they make from it, it is 38 per cent. ad valorem, 

Then horse hair, cattle hair, and the hair of other animals is free, 
which is used largely in plastering and the building of houses, in the 
making of beds, and sometimes of clothing and carpets, interwoven 
with other textile fabrics, and made a commodity of great convenience 
and value. ‘This is all.admitted free. 

I should say that the people of the United States had a pretty good 
opportunity to raise hair on the backs of the various animals that this 
country affords, but it might cost a little to have it collected in the 
back country of the United States, and there are poor people in the dif- 
ferent parts of the world who devote their lives to the business of col- 
lecting hair together to put in bales and send to market. Their pov- 
erty and penury have redaced them to a condition where they are 
obliged to resort to these little industries in order to earn bread. Those 
people are convenient to the manufacturers. They collect the hair 
cheaper than our people are in the habit of doing such things, or per- 
haps could be induced to doit. The result is that hair comes in free. 
But when you put it into these different fabrics into which it is man- 
ufactured, and the different articles of dress, it never comes under a 
duty of less than 35 per cent. ad valorem in the manufactured condi- 
tion. 

Further: 


578. Hide-cuttings, raw, with or without hair, and all other gine stock, 

579. Hide rope. 

580. Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, and skins of all 
kinds, raw or dried, salted or pickled, but unmanufactured, except sheep-skins 
with duatiable wool on. 

These all come in free. There is not a farm, perhaps, in the United 
States, at least not one in the South or West, which does not during 
the course of a year produce more or less of hides of different kinds, 
and they are a merchantable commodity in any community that you 
go to. I suppose there is not a backwoods store or a village store in 
the United States that would not buy hides in exchange for goods, or 
even for money. Hides are admitted free. Why so? It is because 
the large manufacturers of leather can go to the pampas of South 
America, or to the steppes of Russia, or to the elevated plains of Mex- 
ico, and there they can find large numbers of hides of horses, of sheep, 
aud of cattle that are oftentimes slaughtered merely to get the hide. 
They can get them of good quality and in great quantity. It is to 
their interest to have them come in free, and every hide that is brought 
into the United States is brought in competition with every farmer in 
the United States who has any stock. Scarcely an animal dies or is 
killed in this country whose hide is not saved for market. Thatisa 
valuable product, a valuable commodity. They admit them free, and 
the evident and only purpose is, as they say, to encourage the manu- 
facturer. But all leather is taxed at high rates. 

‘* Hones and whetstones’’ come in free, and yet the whole southern 
country, the mountains of the Appalachian range, abound in them. 

So I might pass on through the whole of this list, and on every page 
of it I find article after article that is produced in the United States of 
just as good quality and in as large quantity as can be produced any- 
where in the world, and they put them on the !ree-list, and every time 
it is done, without any sort of doubt, for the use of the manufacturer. 
None of these articles are consumable in their original character er 
quality. They are only valuable after they are manufactured, and 
they are put upon the free-list here by gentlemen who profess to be 
protectionists, and who charge me with being a free-trader. 

I have gone as far into that matter as I choose to go, although I could 
bring forward a number of other articles that are put upon the free- 
list of this committee in this bill, but what I have done and said about 
this matter has been done with a view to illustrate the insincerity of 
the accusation against me and those with whom I am associated politi- 
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cally that we are free-traders. These very gentlemen, whenever they 
find it to their convenience or to the profit of the people they choose to 
represent, peculiarly, to put an article on the free-list, never hesitate 
to do it, and to that extent certainly they are free-traders. 

Now, I turn to the other view taken here to-day by the Senator from 

fassachusetts [Mr. DAWES], who had a great outcry to make against 
ad valorem duties. I asked a friend to collect for me a list of the items 
in this bill in which pure ad valorem duties are charged, not specific 
added to ad valorem or ad valorem added to specific, but pure ad va- 
lorem duties, and tlie list is here: 

AD VALOREM ITEMS, 

Nos. 13, 14, 16, 19 (part), 20 (part), 25, 28 (many), 29, 30, 35 (part), 
39, 65, 73 (many), 81 (many), 82 (many), 83 (many), 85 (part), 91, 
99, 100 (many), 101 (many), 102 (many), 103 (part), 105 (many), 
106, 109, 116, 118 (many), 131 (part), 135, 154 (many), 155 (part), 
161, 163, 164 (many), 165, 171, 172, 179, 180, 182, 183, 188, 189 (many), 
194, 198, 199, 202, 203, 204, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, 236, 
251, 259, 268, 269, 291 (many seeds), 295, 296, 300, 316 (part), 317, 
318, 319, 320, 322, 325, 326, 335, 336, 337, 373, 376, 377, 378, 379 
(booke, etc.), 381, 382, 383, 384, 385, 386, 388, 389, 390, 392, 394, 395 
(many), 396, 398, 400, 401, 402, 404, 405, 406, 408, 409, 410, 411, 415, 
416, 417, 418, 419, 421, 425, 427, 428, 430, 431, 433, 434, 436, 438, 439, 
440. 

All these items are ad valorem, and beside these many others are 
specific and ad valorem. 

I should like to know how this committee can discard as a doctrine 
unworthy of being put into a tariff bill the ad valorem principle when 
they find it necessary to resort to it in this long list that I have here 
before me of ad valorem rates that they have put upon the importa- 
tion of commodities. Whenever it is necessary to give advantage to the 
manufacturers the ad valorem rate is puton; whenever it is found neces- 
sary on the other hand to give the advantage to the manufacturers a 
double rate, ad valorem and specific, is oftentimes put on. 

This is a bill which receives the denunciations of the Senator from 
Massachusetts because it contains a large number of ad valorem duties 
pure and simple, and yet he votes for it and supports it through and 
through. I am not complaining that ad valorem duties and specific 
duties are both resorted to. Ido not care to demand, as far as my vote 
may assist in demanding it, that ad valorem rates shall be the only 
rates to which we resort, and yet I am thoroughly convinced that no 
more fraud is practiced under the ad valorem system than is practiced 
under specific duties. 

You take a square yard of cloth that is taxed at a certain rate be- 
cause it contains a certain number of threads, and you submit that 
cloth to the inspection of a custom-house officer of the United States, 
sworn or unsworn, it makes no difference, and if he is a man who can 
be diverted from his duty by a Jittle reward or a little fee, he will 
count the threads short, and your specific duties will lead to just as 
much fraud and just as much perjury as your ad valorem duties. You 
can not cure the disposition of men to make money by fraud and per- 
jury by theshape in which you put your laws. Itcan only be done by 
the vigilance of their execution. I do not believe that the great mer- 
chants who import goods from foreign countries and fill up our Treasury 
with revenue until it overflows to the extent of one hundred and thirty 
or one hundred and forty or one hundred and fifty millions a year are 
engaged in swearing lies, or would lend themselves to schemes of that 
kind, or would tolerate them in any of theiremployés. I believe the 
ad valorem system of taxation is just as free from fraud as the specific 
system, and that it would be a valuable, useful, just, and equitable 
thing to resort to it in very many cases where we resort to specific duties. 
The duty would then be adjusted according to the value of the article, 
and not according to the whim and caprice of the legislator who may 
he influenced by a desire to advance the interests of his own peculiar 
constituency in the votes which he gives. I would remove temptation 
from the law-maker as the first and wisest step in this reform. 

Now, it may be asked if I object to these articles going on the free- 
list. No, 1 do not object to it. What I object to is being called a free- 
trader by the men who put them there. When they are contin 
arguing in the interest of the manufacturer every time they haveachance 
by putting articles on the free-list, I think for decency’s sake they ought 
to — charging me with being a free-trader. That is my view of the 
subject. 

When I come to define my own views about this matter, they will 
sum up about this way; they are not very mature as yet, but they are 
the result of a good deal of reflection. Iam not in favor of a very 
free-list; I am in favor of 2 free-list that will include the elementary 
necessaries of life; but I am in favor of low taxation upon ev 


3 0 erything 
that we tax at all. With a small free-list and low taxation we should 


accomplish for the Treasury of the United States all the purposes of good 
government and get all the money that the Government has any use for; 
we should fill up the Treasury sufficiently with revenues from year to 
year, and our people would not feel those unjust and discri 

burdens that carry many of them into poverty, putting them in the 
power of the capitalists and preventing the possibility of their ever 
escaping from their clutches. 
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When I cast my eyes over the Southern States, and the Western 
States also, and find that the homes throughout this land are mort- 
gaged to the money-holders for the purpose of conducting the enter- 
prises, the very business on which the country feeds, and with which 
we are clothed, I think that it is time we had changed our policy and 
that we had lower taxation, so that these industries could be sustained 
without borrowing money from protected capitalists. 

I can not excuse or apologize for high taxation upon the ground that 
it is necessary to tax one man to make another man rich. I can see 
no justice init. Iam not able to sapiens that curious philosophy 
or political economy which these gentlemen would believe and would 
argue and try to prove, that it is their duty as legislators, in taxing the 
people, to tax one man for the purpose of increasing the profits of an- 
other, and, as is said, of bringing to the man taxed a recurring oppor- 
tunity of an increase of his own wealth—a doctrine I do not adhere to, 
and I think it is an abuse of the taxing power and also of the legislative 
power. 

The right thing to do is to enact a proper system of tax laws bearing 
upon the people of the United States with just as little burden as 
sible, and let every man in the United States, according to his ability, 
contribute his just and proper quota to taxation. 

Mr. CALL. I ask leave to submit an amendment to the pending 
bill, to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The proposed amendment will be 
received, lie on the table, be printed. 

Mr. ‘WILSON, of Maryland. Mr. President, in the examination of 


the Senate substitute for the House tariff bill it would be difficult to 
go amics in looking for instances in which that substitute aims to in- 
crease duties not only far beyond former experiences of our people 
but beyond what high protectionists have heretofore claimed to be 


necessary for industrial p: ty, and beyond what our economic his- 
tory has shown to be entirely adequate to secure reasonable and just 
returns both to capital and labor. Such increments to taxes which 
ane Sarees have heretofore and in our recent history considered 
to be extreme, which they have again and again promised to modify, 

a pretext of insuf- 


ficient revenue, which even if then valid has long since been continu- 


ously transformed into the opposite extreme, can only signify that our 


manufacturing industries, with their many who, like them, have 
been created and supported by Federal legislation, no longer think it 
worth while to dally with the people, but feel themselves strong 
enough, though a small fraction of their countrymen, to rule by the 
might of concentrated and organized capital, and by their dictation to 
tax 60,000,000 of people just so far as they think their subjects, de- 
luded on the one hand by misleading party battle-cries, and inflamed 
on the other by old war = sedulously aroused, and by sectional 
and race prejudices skillfully and industriously invoked, can be made 
to bear without rebellion against their task-masters. 

Sir, I am one of those Democrats who are willing to grant all reason- 
able protection to those industries which the policy of our Govern- 
ment, even when dictated by the stern necessities of war, has in the 
past established in our midst. I am willing to give such protection to 
these industries as will make good all ualities in the cost of labor 
here and in other countries, all differences in the cost of raw materials, 
and all real and substantial differences of condition and circumstances 
which place American labor and capital at a disadvantage in their 
rivalry with foreign workmen. But I am not willing to erect a high 
breastwork of prohibitory duties behind which American manufact- 
urers are to be freed from all international competition and all incen- 
tives thence inducing to a wise economy and to an ever-active invent- 
iveness, and behind which they can deliberately plan the extent of 
their output, and at their pleasure combine to raise their prices, in utter 
disregard of the ability of their workmen to live and of their customers 
to pay. Although some of our prominent Republican statesmen have 
attempted to vindicate the harmlessness of trusts as merely ‘‘ private 
affairs,’’ and learned professors in universities have been impressed 
into service to vindicate both the legalty and Scnbametancagle weste- 

e who 
lieve that it would be an insufferable outrage to allow a small wand of 
capitalists in any line of trade, not only permissively under or against 
the law, but ee eee eee ees ae 
at their sovereign pleasure, up their prices to extortionate ra 
to the actual discomfort of millions of their fellow-countrymen and to 
the absolute suffering of many millions more. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that this cotton schedule now under 
consideration furnishes many illustrations of the truth that this Senate 
bill is seeking to establish rates which, in the light of our industrial 
history, are needlessly high for the protection of either capital or labor. 
Certainly some of them are higher than they were in the midst of the 
throes of our great civil war, when the greed of the protectionist, tak- 
ing advantage of the most intense feeling of patriotism, and availing 
himself of a multitude of tious circumstances, labored to — 
them as high as he t patience of the people would ; 
Certainly now, after one hundred years an many of these 
rates in our cotton schedule are higher than they ever were, unless pos- 
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sibly (though of that I am not sure) it was for a few years through that 
and deceptive device of the minimum under the tariffs 

of 1824 and 1828, when the agricultural population of our country, 
aroused by England’s aggressions upon their interests through the hos- 
tile corn laws, sought by retaliatory laws to get even with that power. 
But, Mr. President, in 1832, during the reaction the tariff of 
“abominations” passed in 1828—a tariff which Henry Clay himself 
condemned, and the like of which with respect to its extreme rates he 
said in 1843, not foreseeing the favorable conditions of a gigantic civil 
war, we would never see again—this subtle and deceptive system of 
minima was measurably abandoned. Although this tariff of 1832 was 
intended as a rational system of liberal protection which its framers 
could abide by as a permanent adjustment of the tariff controversy, 
the rate of duties on cotton was fixed at 25 per cent. ad valorem, 
and the partial retention of the minimum system never carried any ar- 
ticle in it over 42} per cent., and thence down to 25 percent. This 
is shown by the reduction of the specific to ad valorem rates, caused 
to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury after the passage of the 
compromise act, in order to the application of the biennial reductions 


to be made under the last-mentioned act. That was all the friends of | - 


high protection claimed in 1832, when the cotton industries might have 
justly made the claim of being “‘ infant’’ industries, as being necessary 
for their permanent establishment and confirmed p 


rosperity. As we 
all know, this duty of 25 cent. under the act of 1832 was by suc- 
cessive diminutions redu 


by the compromise act till in 1842 it was 
brought down to the low degree of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Now, sir, it becomes interesting and instructive to inquire how cot- 
ton manufactures prospered under these rates of duty, which are in- 
deed moderate as compared with those now existing under the act of 
1883, and sought by this Senate substitute to be still further enlarged. 
Notwithstanding the comparatively moderate rates of duty under the 
act of 1832 and the reductions actually made or constantly impending 
under the act of 1833, the business of manufacturing cotton goods 
made reasonable progress during this period. Potter tells us in his 
“‘History of Massachusetts,” that the Amoskeag Company began its 
operations on a large scale at Manchester, N. H., in 1835~’36, and that 
other mills were erected in 1838 and 1839. Earl, in his “‘ History of 
Fall River,” tells us that— 

From the panic of 1837, which affected every business center in the country, 
Fall River seems to have ily recovered, since within afew years from that 
date nearly every mill in the place was enlarged, though no new one was built. 

And at as early a date of the history of our cotton industry as 1833 
Nathan Appleton, who was a large cotton manufacturer and a noted 
protectionist in his day, said on the floor of Congress with reference to 
that industry that at that early period coarse cottons could not have 
been imported from England if there had been no duty at all, and what 
is still more important to the present argument, that even on many 
grades of fine goods competition was little to be feared; and in regard 
to prints, the American goods were, quality for quality, as cheap as the 


A general view of the of the cotton manufactures during 
this period of moderate and gradually decreasing duties from 1832 to 
1842 may be had from Samuel Batchelder’s ‘‘ Report to the Boston 
Board of Trade,’’ made in 1860, which, though it may not be perfectly 
accurate, still, having been made by a practical manufacturer and a pro- 
tectionist; is sufficiently so to be very instructive. This report tells us 
that the spindlesin Massachusettsincreased from 340,000 in 1831 to 624,- 
500 in 1840, being at the rate of 83 per cent. in nine years. It also ap- 
pears that at this early date, and under these low rates of duties, we 
annually exported from 1838 to 1842 some $3,000,000 worth of cotton 


Then, sir, came the tariff of 1842, again intended by the full-fledged 
ao framed it as a distinctively protective measure. Un- 
er this law, of course, the duties were considerably advanced beyond 
the low rates to which they had sunk under the act of 1833. If the 
cotton manufacturers could keep their heads above water under the 
compromise act from 1838 to 1842, as they evidently did, of course 
they could and did make large profits under the act of 1842. Let us 
now see what these duties were under this last-named law and how 
they compare with those now existing and the new ones now proposed. 
be 5 amen duty on cotton manufactures was fixed at 30 per cent. 
ad valorem, with an application of the minimum system to cotton 
cloths and cotton twist, , and thread. But upon such twist, 
yarn, and thread a duty of 25 percent. only was to be applied. I have 
not been able anywhere to see duties then collected on cotton cloth, 
twist, and yarns reduced to a plain ad valorem rate, but I feel sure 
they fell far short of the 45, 49, 56, and 57 ~ cent, rates of the act of 
= mar the still higher rates sought to be imposed by this Senate 
substitu 
Notwithstanding the claims of high protectionists that the tariff of 
1842 was the source of great prosperity to the country, yet the com- 
mon sense of every man must tell him that a tariff which lasted only 
four years could not do much towards promoting the cee pros- 
of the country nor towards giving a vigorous and lasting impulse 
our cotton manufactures. Especially could not this have been the 
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case when we remember that the opposition to high protective duties 
was then growing and was sure to enter, as it did enter, into the Presi- 
dential contest of 1844, which was soon about to oper, and which closed 
to the discomfiture of this doctrine; and in fact the statistics which 
Batchelder gives us show that the cotton spindles only increased at the 
rate of 31 per cent. in the half decade from 1840 to 1845, embracing 
three out of the four years during which the tariff of 1842 was in force, 
whilst in the half decade from 1845 to 1850, embracing some four years 
of the low tariff of 1846, when the duty on cotton goods was only 25 
per cent., the number of these spindles increased at the rate of 58 per 
cent., showing that the natural rebound from the depression growing 
out of the prolonged and destructive panic of 1837 had more to do with 
the revival of business after 1842 than did the tariff act of that year, 
at any rate, so far as the cotton industry is concerned; for after the re- 
peal of the high duties of the act of 1842 and the substitution of the 
low duties of 1846, the impulse the cotton manufactures had received 
in the previous four years was not only maintained but went forward 
at a largely accelerated pace. 

But not only did this marked progress take place during the first 
years of the operation of the tariff of 1846 up to 1850, but it continued 
during the whole period of the existence of that tariff, and even alter 
the duties were lowered under the tariff of 1857 and the low duty of 
25 per cent. on cotton goods was brought down still further to 24 per 
cent. : 

It might as well be denied that George Washington lived and com- 
manded our armies in the Revolution, as controverted that great pros- 
perity prevailed and that labor received remunerative rewards in this 
country from 1847 to 1861, during the continuance of duties which were 
far lower than the most ardent tariff reformer would dream of now es- 
tablishing. These facts Mr. Garfield expressly asserted in the year 
1878 during a debate in the House of Representatives, and they are 
fully demonstrated by our census reports. With respect to the cotton 
trade during this period we have abundant evidence that it was ex- 
ceptionally prosperous. All facts and testimony combine to prove that 
such wasthe case. Batchelder, in his report before alluded to, says that 
from 1845 to 1860 the cotton spindles in Massachusetts increased from 
817,500 to 1,688,500, being an increase of 106 per cent. during the 
period of low duties. From 1840 to 1860, during which time very low 
duties on cotton prevailed for sixteen years out of the twenty, De Bow 
states that the cotton spindles in the whole United States increased 
from 2,112,000 to 5,236,000, being at the rate of 148 per cent. 

Theconsumption of raw cotton in the United States during this period 
leads directly to the same general conclusions. From about 1545 to 
1855 the consumption of raw cotton in this country about doubled. In 
the early years of the decade of 1840-’50, 300,000 bales were suflicient 
for the supply of our cotton mills. The annual demand in the years 
from 1850 to 1854 was for about 600,000 bales, and this increased in the 
five years immediately preceding the war to an annual consumption 
of about 800,000 bales. And one of the most significant facts, show- 
ing the great prosperity of our cotton manufacturers at this time, and 
the effects of low rates of duties in increasing exports, is this, that 
whilst the value of cotton goods exported under the high tariff of 1842 
rarely exceeded $4,000,000, under the low tariff of 1846 and 1857 
it reached in 1860 the very large sum of $11,000,000. The advocates 
of the high protective tariffs since 1862 have no reason to congratulate 
themselves that after twenty-five years of very high protection our ex- 
ports of cotton goods in 1887 amounted to not quite $15,000,000. 

Sir, it is useless to revive the old controversy as to how much of the 
great prosperity of our country from 1850 to 1860 resulted from the 
low duties then prevailing. That prosperity pervaded all branches of 
business and enterprise. It was evidenced by our largely increased 
imports and exports. After making every allowance for assumed but 
unproved errors in the various census reports, it can not be denied that 
our agricultural population then prospered as they never prospered be- 
fore or since; that our manufactures increased in at least as large a ratio 
as they have ever done in the same length of time; that our shipping 
was never more numerous and never more profitably employed, and 
that our trade and commerce never increased ina largerratio. In the 
midst of the many streams ever tributary to the mighty tide of a na- 
tion’s greatness, it would be simply folly for any advocate of low- 
tariff duties to contend that an approximation to free trade was the 
magic wand that of itself conjured up all this mighty flow of national 
prosperity. Itdid nosuchthing. But the fact thatall this wondrous 
growth was concurrent with the lowest tariffs we have had since 1816, 
shows with absolute conclusiveness that high duties are not necessary 
to, and that low duties are perfectly consistent with, the most solid and 
the most rapid national progress. And nothing can more thoroughly 
demonstrate the absolute unfairness, unreasonableness, and effrontery 
of the claim we so often hear set up, both here and elsewhere, that our 
high tariffs have been the prolific parent of all our progress and pros- 
perity since the war. 

Never before have so many mighty causes combined to produce 
mighty results; never before has human invention done more to aid in 
the accumulation of wealth. It has been the great era of the most 
transforming, vitalizing, energizing agencies ever introduced into human 
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affairs. It has been especially the eraof railroad building. Since the 
war immigration has brought to this country enough strong arms and 
busy brains to people and redeem from the wilderness eight great 
States, each equal almost to Wisconsin. Many, many have been the 
agencies contributing to our greatness during the last twenty-five years, 
To ascribe it a!l to high protective duties, as some of the especial re- 
cipients of their choicest blessings are apt to do, is just about as rea- 
son abl le as it would be for one of those orators to claim that all of his 
strength, like Samson’s, lies in his hair. If any generalization can 
be drawn from our industrial history beyond the one just noted, to wit, 
that great national prosperity is consistent with low tariffs as well as 
high, it is this, that comparatively low tariffs cause these great accn- 
mulations of wealth to be distributed uniformly among all classes of 
men and all branches of industry, whilst the high prohibitory tariffs 
tax the great masses of the people mainly for the benefit of the capi- 
talists, and drain the country of its wealth to aggregate it into a few 
States and into a few hands in those States. 

In 1860 a movement was made towards a higher rate of duties. The 
professed object of that bill, as avowed by its author, the Senator from, 
Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL], was simply to restore the rates of the tariff 
of 1546. But it went mach farther and became more distinctly pro- 
tective. It is a most significant circumstance that after a trial of low 
rates of duty, especially on cotton goods, for fifteen years. most of the 
manufacturing States took little or no interest in this movement to- 
wards higher rates. They had accommodated themselves to this low 
rate of duties, and preferred them with stability ‘‘to excessive protec- 
tion, which stimulates alike ruinous and irresponsible competition at 
home.’’ Such was the language of Mr. Rice, then a member of Con- 
gress from Massachusetts, who distinctly added that ‘‘ the manufact- 
urer asks no additional protection.”’ And Mr. SHERMAN said, in 1860, 
on the floor of the House, that— 

When Mr. Stanton says the manufacturers are urging this bill he says what 


he must certainiy know is not correct. The manufacturers have asked over 
and over aguin to be let alone, 


This bill was passed in the House in 1860, butdid not pass the Senate 
and become alaw till 1861. At asubsequentdate Mr. MorrI_L, who has 
given his name to this bill, stated that ‘‘it was notasked for and but 
coldly weicomed by manufacturers, who always and justly fear insta- 
bility.’’? The war had not then come, and by offering an opportunity 
to attain to excessive rates, and what is more, to give them permanency, 
had not excited the cupidity of the manufacturers, Butas soon as they 
learned that these things were possible under the cover of patriotism 
and devotion to the Union they began to clamor forhigher duties, and 
their cry has ever been since, and is now, for higher and still higher 
rates, and it now Seems that they will never have any stopping-place 
short of the exhaustion of human patience and ability to bear their 
burdens. 

As we have seen, sir, in 1861 they only asked to be let alone, and 
only submissively accepted the increased duties then imposed in their 
behalf. But when their superserviceable friends were bestowing upon 
the cotton manufacturers favors for which they did not ask, the ques- 
tion is, to what extent did these leaders and masters in the art of tax- 
ing their fellow-countrymen for their own benefit, called high 
tion, think it neerssary te add to the 24 percent. yielded by the act of 
1857 to the cotton industry? They only imposed upon cotton 
generally duties ranging from 25 to 30 per cent., whilst they fixed the 
rates upon eotten cloths at from 1 cent up to 4 cents per yard if un- 
bleached, and if bleached an additional sum of one-half of 1 cent per 
yard, and if printed, painted, eolored, or stained, an addition of 10 per 
eent. I can not with accuracy state, but I do not believe, that the 
highest duty on cotton goods wnder this act could have reached 40 per 
cent., aud then only upon afew articles. After an experience of seventy 
years in laying duties upon cotton goods it was the deliberate judg- 
ment of adepts in the mysteries of ion that about 30 per cent. 
ad valorem was all the protection the gregt bulk of the cotton industry 
ef this couytry required to secure fair wages to workmen and fair re- 
turns to capital. 

Ané now, sir, I ask, if from 25 to 40 per cent. protection was enough, 
in the opinion of ardent protectionists, to sustain our cotton industries 
im 1832, when they could with some reason claim to be infants, what 
is the necessity for 40, 50, 60, and 65 per cent. now in 1889, when they 
have advanced to the hoary age ofone hundred years? If greatly less 
rates were deemed in 1842, by able and statesmen and prac- 
tical business men aiming at full protection, to be sufficient aid tocotton 
manufactarers to insure the successful prosecution of their business, 
what cav be the necessity forty-six years later to grant them a larger 
amount of aid? And when so late as 1861 even less wasasked for than 
fm 1832 and in 1842, the tax-payers and consumers of this country have 
a right to demand a fall and satisfactory explanation why it is that our 
manufacturers are constantly clamoring for more and more help. Can 
it be, sir, in direct opposition to the doctrine upon which aid was so 
tong sought and granted, that the older these industries become the 
weaker they grow? Can it be that this boasted high protection has 
seared Up a monster the like of which has never been before seen on 


land or in the sea, whose appetite increases with its indulgence, and 
whose capacity increases the more it consumes? 
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We now eome, siz, to the tariff acts of 1862 and 1864. The duties 

upon imports were largely increased by these acts, but it was clearly 
stated by leading men in Congress that this increase was made in order 
to offset the internal taxes imposed upon manufactured goods either 
just before or concurrently with these acts. Mr. MoRRILL said, when 
introducing the act of 1862: 

Tt will be necessary for us to revise the tariff on foreign imports, so far as it 


may be seriously disturbed by any internal duties, and to make proper repara- 


tion. If we bleed the manufacturers we must see to it that the proper tonic is 
administered at the same time. 


Mr. Thaddeus Stevens also said, about the same time: 


We intended to impose an additional duty on imports equal to the tax which 
had been put on domestic articles. It was done by way of reparation. 


Mr. MORRILL again stated, in introducing the tariff bill of 1864, as 
he had done in 1862, that— 


The passage of this tariff act was rendered necessary in order to put domestic 
producers in the same situation, so far as foreign competition was concerned, 
as if the internal taxes had not been raised. 

This was the purpose of increasing these duties, commonly under- 
stood and declared in Congress at the time, and commonly understood 
and declared since by leading men of the Republican party. Time 
world fail me to quote the many declarations of like tenor. Notably, 
the senior Senators from Vermont, Ohio, and Iowa, among many other 
actors in those memorable scenes, ‘have plainly declared that with the 
removal of the internal taxes imposed upon manufactures in 1862 and 
1864 good faith required that the corresponding compensatory duties 
imposed by the tariff acts of those years should also be taken off. 

Mr. MorRtxt said, in 1870, that— 

Whate t f duties i forei, i 
aul wenathen' cn tsuny MaUIGDWOSEDUGT web mew te ehiared an tes bowie 

when such taxes have been repealed. There is no longer 
an equivalent, 


Mr. SHERMAN said, in 1872, that— 


If the present high rate of duties, unexampled in our country and higher by 
nearly 50 per cent. than they were in 1861, are maintained on metallic and tex- 
tile fabrics, after we have repealed the very internal taxes which gave rise to 


them, we shall have a feeling of d m in the country that will over- 
throw the wbole system. 


Mr. ALLISON said that— 


If no gentleman does so before me, I shall move that the pending bill be re- 


committed to the eommitiee, with instructions to report a reduction upon ex- 
isting rates of duty of 20 per cent., and even this— 


He said— 


vous be a full equivalent for the removal of all internal taxes upon manu- 
ures, 

Well, these internal taxes were all removed in the years from 1866 
to 1872. But in few instances indeed have these temporary duties, 
levied for a temporary purpose, with no pretense that they were nec- 
essary for permanent protection, been removed or in any appreciable 
extent moditied in obedience to pledges in the beginning made and by 
the prime leaders of the Republican party over and over again since 
reiterated and publicly proclaimed. It is not mainly my purposenow 
to show that in honor, sound morals, and good faith the leaders of the 
Re ee ee 

tective system should, in obedience to solemn pledges, be removed; 
doubtless they would have doneso if the powerful influence of the va- 
rious combined interests feeding upon tal favor had not dom- 
inated their minds and made them chary of provoking dangerous an- 
tagonisms. Sab /edy hel guage tm ueinting, 4 the history of the 
raising of tariff duties in 1862 and 1864 is to show that no one then 
either conceived or the idea that.an increase of duties beyond 
the tariff of 1861 would have been necessary for the protection of our 
cotton or other industries under the normal conditions of eae oo 
or was for any other cause demanded than by the extremely abno 


tection to cetton goods in the years 1862 and 1864. And the burden és 
now upon our Republican friends to show what wonderful changes of 
cireumstances have occurred during the last quarver of a century to re- 
party shibboleth, that higher duties are required to 
foster infant ee ee aoe 
are to sustain themselves. That was the doctrine of 
sense. 


Again, Mr. President, in 1872, in a lame and halting fashion, our 
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Republican friends undertook to redeem their pledges of 1862 and 
1864, to make a compensatory reduction of war duties, as an equiv- 
alent for the internal taxes already removed from manufactures. This 
was done as an act of justice to the tax-payer, with no counter-claim, 
so far as I know, that such a lessening of the rate of duties would in- 
jure the manufacturer. Here we have a full concession in 1872 that a 
10 per cent. reduction of the duties upon cotton, as well as upon many 
other goods, would leave such duties high enough for abundant pro- 
tection. And when, in 1875, these duties were put back to their old 
war level, it was not claimed to have been done from any necessity of 
increased protection to our industries, but simply because the business 
crisis in the country had lessened the Treasury receipts, and it wag 
necessary, they suid, to increase the duties in order to increase the rev- 
enue. The good faith of this claim is very much shaken by the fact 
that when in after years, in one of the Morrison tariff bills, it was pro- 

to make a similar reduction of duties, a great outcry was raised 
that such a reduction would flood the Treasury with a still more re- 
dundant revenue. A singular institution, indeed, is a high protective 
tariff, which brings about precisely opposite results, according as it is 
worked by Republican or Democratic hands. We are much inclined 
to the belief, when the manufacturers saw in 1874 the House of Repre- 
sentatives with a large Democratic majority, they demanded of the 
outgoing Congress, and obtained just hefore its dissolution, a repeal ot 
the act of 1872, hoping thus, as they have ever since done, to keep up 
all their duties to the old war rates by keeping their hold on one or 
more of the other branches of the Government, and thus indefinitely 
retaining the power to enrich themselves. 

We now come, sir, to the last revision of the tariff, in 1883. If other 
tariffs were indirectly constructed through the influence of the mann- 
facturers’ lobby, this was the work of the lobby itself, so far as it con- 
formed, as it largely did, to the recommendation of the Tariff Commis- 
sion, which was composed almost entirely of manufacturers themse! ves. 
And so far as it was not the handiwork of that commission, it seems to 
have resulted from the labors of a secret conclave of high protection- 
ists, called a conference committee, whose office for once seemed not to 
be to reconcile differences between the two Houses, but to adopt rates 
higher than either House had shown a willingness to accept, and which 
were in direct antagonism to that public demand for tariff reform out 
of which that commission sprang. They lowered the duties on coarse 
cottons, it is true, which, as we have seen, had required no protection 
since 1833, still taking care to leave a duty high enough, if occasion 
should serve, behind it to raise up a richly paying trust. 

But on many othercotton goods, such as hosiery, embroideries, laces, 
trimmings, etc., they had the hardihood to raise the duties from 35 to 
40 per cent. ad valorem, being higher duties than the protectionist 
statesmen and hungry manuiacturers in 1832 and 1842 dared to ask 
for such interests when they could without shame claim to be infants, 
and higher than the manufacturers or their most zealous friends de- 
manded in 1862 or 1864, when raw cotton and its manufactured prod- 
ucts were both subject to Federal taxation which had been before 1883 
removed. It is simply ineredible that such an increase in the rates on 
cotton goods im 1883 could have been honestly asked for and granted. 
It was but another turn in the protection screw to enable its workers 
to press still larger profits out of the people. 

But it is now, sir, in this the hundredth year of the existence of this 
so-called protective system, that the acme of the cotton-manufacturing 
rapacity and of a great party’s subservience to class greed has been 
reached. It has taken the cotton manufacturers and their wise states- 
men one hundred years to find out that certain classes of cotton goods 
can not be manufactured in this country without according them pro- 
tection to the extent of 5, 10, 15, and 20 per cent. higher than mannu- 
facturers, tariff commissions composed of manufacturers, high-tariff 
statesmen of great ability and the fullest means of knowledge, in 1862, 
in 1864, and in 1883 ever dreamed of demanding or even of suggesting 
under all the combined adverse circumstances of our great civil war, or 
under all the false light which a tariff commission, of their 
especial friends, with endless pages of ex parte testimony, taken to make 
out the best case possible, could throw upon their needs. 

It is needless to repeat that the disparity is vastly greater between 
the cotton rates sought to be imposed by this bill and those deemed by 
wise statesmen and ardent friends of protection to be ample encourage- 
ment to our cotton industries under the distinctively protective tariff 
bills of 1832, 1842, and 1861. And this'is sought to he done, too, in 
the faceof the fact that as far back as 1833, fifty-five years ago, dis- 
tinguished manufacturers and protectionist statesmen informed us that 
plain cotton goods thea needed no protection whatever, and that even 
then our manufacturers could successively compete with foreigners in 
the production of the finer grades of such goods, 

To my mind, sir, this proposed cotton schedule is a remarkable legis- 
lative curiosity. General Harrison, in his letter of acceptance, striv- 
ing to be sententious and epigrammatic, stated that the Democrats, in 
their effort to construct a bill te reform the tariff and reduce taxation, 
were more concerned about maxims than markets, and that the Repub- 
licans were looking more to principles than schedules. I concede that 
our Republican friends are diligent to a degree in studying to secure 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Osh 


to the controlling spirits of their party a monopoly of the American 
market, at whatever cost to the masses of the American people. But 
it is equally true that, above all men who have ever studied the pro- 
found mystery of contriving and perfecting monopolies, far beyond all 
old English Tories, and all modern French or German tariff schemers, 
our Republican statesmen, under the lead of the manufacturing gen- 
erals, can beat the world in the art of constructing schedules. If any 
proof of this assertion were needed this cotton schedule would suffice. 

It is a legislative labyrinth, in the construction of which the genius 
of monopoly has run riot. New classifications—the favorite scheme 
whereby the manuiacturer is ever seeking to steal the march on the 
people—are freely introduced. And more and more is the skill of the 
microscopist required to decipher the number of threads in a square 
inch of a piece of cotton cloth. Not only has the minimum system 
been embalmed in this work of art, but the minimum system drawn 
out fine to the highest degree. Thus, cotton yarns valued at 25 cents 
per pound are to be considered worth 40 cents for the purpose of tax- 
ation, and are each taxed 18 cents, which would be on the higher 
price of 40 cents at the rate of 45 per cent., and at the lower price of 
25 cents at the rate of 72 per cent. And this kind of classification is 
further made to work this harsh and unjust result, that a pound of cot- 
ton yarn worth 244 cents would only pay 10 cents per pound duty, whilst 
a pound worth 25} cents would be made to pay 18 cents, 1 cent differ- 
ence in the price calling for 8 cents more in the duty. Plainly here 
lies hid a scheme whereby some people’s purses will be richly filled. 

Still farther, sir, what is the need of the change in the method of 
laying duties on Hamburg edgings, embroideries, etc., from 40 per cent. 
ad valorem to 45 cents per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem, and on 
plushes, velvets, etc., from 40 per cent. ad valorem to 10 cents per 
square yard and 20 percent. ad valorem? I would be willing to lay a 
wager that either a fall in the general prices of one or hoth of those 
kinds of goods has occurred or is surely looked for. Thus a substitu- 
tion of specific in part for ad valorem duties would enable our manr- 
facturers to turn what they no doubt think is an honest penny, but 
what others might think is playing with loaded dice. 

Mr. President, if the cotton manufacturers of the country were to 
come here and all make solemn oath that it was necessary, in order to 
make their business pay a reasonable profit, to increase the duties on 
cotton goods, as is done in this schedule, I might, after a searching 
cross-examination, if their testimony were not shaken, be induced to 
quit the fight with the single remark that the cotton manufacture of 
this country was a mystery I could never hope to solve. But I am not 
prepared, as the Senator from Rhode Island the other day said the Fi- 
nance Committee did in the case of steel beams, to receive the one-sided, 
interested statement of a maker of steel beams or of any other kind of 
goods and make that the basis of taxing the people of this country, or 
rather of granting to that steel-beam maker or other manufacturer and 
his confederates the power of imposing heavy burdens upon the people 
almost ad libitum. 

Mr. President, as the matter now stands I can never be made to be- 
lieve, in the light of the industrial history of this country, that it is 
in any sense requisite, in order to secure reasonable profits to the cot- 
ton manufacturers, again to raise the duties beyond war rates; on cot- 
ton yarns to the extent of 8, 7, and 5 per cent.; on cotton cloths, in- 
cluding from one hundred and fifty to two hundred threads to the 
square inch, to the extent of 9, 7, and 5 per cent.; on other cloths over 
two hundred threads to the square inch to the extent of 7, 6, and 5 
per cent.; on other cloths 5 per cent.; and to make other changes, the 
plain object of which is to increase the burdens of the people and the 
profits of the manufacturers. In the light of the fact that as far back 
as 1833 we could and did make as cheap cotton goods of the plainer 
kinds in this country as they did in England, and had succeeded in 
making cotton prints and many of the finer classes of cotton goods as 
cheaply and as good as could be made abroad, I must hold it to be 
demonstrated that now, fifty-six years later, with all our justly boasted 
inventiveness and superb mechanical skill, we should rather reduce 
than increase the duties on all cotton goods. 

And now, Mr. President, we are told that this Senate tariff bill, which 
had not even been read in the Senate before our adjournment, which 
had only been discussed in a very general way without any attempt at an 
analysis of its provisions, which doubtless were not understood by fifty 
membersof both Houses of Congress at the time of that adjournment, and 
which not one in five hundred of American voters knew anything about 
on election day, and which thechairman of the Finance Committee gave 
notice before such adjournment would beamended in many unspecified 
particulars, was pronounced upon by the people at the Jate election, 
and that we Democrats are kicking against the pricks in daring to dis- 
cuss the details of the measure. The mere statement of such a prop- 
osition carries with it its own refutation. But it is only the beginning 
of the objections te this extraordinary position. 

Such an argument, sir, comes with a bad grace from those who ex- 
hausted the resources of able minds through almost the whole of one 
of our longest sessions of Congress in devising side issues by which the 
minds of the people could be diverted from this main question of ex- 
cessive tariff rates, and could be driven to vote under the impulse of 
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sectional or race or war passions and prejudices. Never before in any 
political contest in this land were more bitter, constant, and unfair ef- 
forts made to substitute a reign of passion in the place of that calm dis- 
cussion due to a great economic issue. The presentation by the Presi- 
dent of a treaty with Great Britain, looking to a settlement of our fish- 


ery troubles with Canada, was made the occasion for brushing aside 
in a summary fashion, under caucus dictation and against the counsels 
of some of their oldest and most accomplished statesmen, the ancient 
and uniform practice of the Senate to consider treaties in secret ses- 
sions; and our doors were thrown open for the making of fiery ad cap- 
tandum speeches to stir the New England heart and to lure to their 


standard Irish-Americans whose minds could be deluded by their sophis- 
tries, and whose bitterness could be stirred up afresh against England 
by their appeals. Much was heard of this outery during the late 
canvass; and from their clamors one would have supposed they were 
hungering and thirsting for retaliation. The election is over and our 
friends are as quiet on these exciting topics as cooing doves. 

And oh, how much was then heard of the Jackson outbreak and the 
Washington County riots! And how grave Senators, striving to act 
the part of Mare Antony holding up the gory mantle of Cesar to arouse 
the fury of a Roman populace, bore aloft in this Chamber and else- 
where the bloody shirts of the negroes then and there killed, to in- 
duce the Northern people to believe that the Southern people are law- 
less cut-throats, and must be suppressed by voting against a Demo- 
cratic President! How little note was then given to these facts, that 
during the last four years, in that whole vast Southern country, among 
many millions of people, where the whites and blacks are living to- 
gether under conditions of race antagonism which Northern policy has 
created and is constantly intensifying, and which render it marvelous 
that such conflicts do not more frequently occur, partisan ingenuity 
and industry could only rake up two collisions between the races out 
of which party rancor could make capital; and that each of them began 
by the killing of a white man, and in one instance at least by his bru- 
tal murder. 

Aud how unfairly and unkindly was this waving of the bloody shirt 
supplemented by the unreasoning and unmanly attacks upon as hon- 
orable men, as wise statesmen, and as patriotic citizens as breathe our 
American air, because having been Confederate soldiers and living 
south of Mason and Dixon’s line, they dared to cross that line to dis- 
cuss before Northern audiences the great economic question of the day. 
You who made this outery knew full well that it bad no bearing on the 
merits of the great question at issue. You knew then and you know 
now that these men are your equals before God and before the world, 
in all that goes to constitute true manhood. But you knew you could 
thus safely appeal to sectional and war passions and prejudices, and 
thereby win a multitude of votes. You played your card and you won 
your trick. But pray do not now insult the intelligence of the coun- 
try by claiminy that such w result thas obtained is the settlement of a 
momentous question like that involved in higher than war taxes in 
times of peace, which will aid, and, we have just reason to believe, are 
intended to aid trusts and combines to plunder the people. No, sir, 
the Democratic party will again and again appeal from such trans- 
parent’ deceptions to the reason and enlightened self-interest of the 
masses of the people. 

It is true, sir, that the contest lately ended has taught us that we 
have no slight task before us. We are not in the least appalled by the 
mere result of the voting at that election. Democrats, whose y 
has so often arisen stronger than ever from defeat, can not be e de- 
spondent from this cause, when the change of a little over 7,000 votes 
in New York would have made Grover Cleveland President the second 
time. But our opponents have shown themselves powerful in an ele- 
ment of strength which they can always command far beyond our 
ability. They have shown how fertile they are in money resources, 
and that they have the men who know how and will not hesitate to 
use them. I must confess, Mr. President, that this is a subject which 
must be inexpressibly painful to every right-minded American citizen, 
and one which I should have hesitated to introduce before the world 
in this high forum. But the evil is such a notorious one that the pub- 
lic press teems with it, and this debate has abounded in allusions to it. 
I will therefore say a word upon the subject, in so far as it may be con- 
sidered as one of the many side influences which controlled the late 
election, 

The Democratic party, sir, has no political nurslings which it has 
built up and inte whose coffers it has by its legislation thrown vast 
wealth, and from whom it can recoup large sums of money in the hour 
of its political need to aid in turning the tide of political battles. But 
you can not cast your eye over our land but it will fall upon vast and 
powerful corporations whose life was drawn from the laepebllens party, 
and which are continually looking to that party for protection and sus- 
tentation, That party, too, by granting unstinted support, which now, 

as ever, it is ready to increase, to our great manufactaring enterprises 
have built up mighty interests with vast aggregations of wealth, many 
of them making millions in the way of profit perannum, and ever look- 
ing to that party for further aid in their efforts to increase their gains. 
And as Front de Benf was prepared to roast old Isaac of York over a 
slow fire to make him disgorge a portion of his wealth, so our manu- 
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facturers, if need be, are threatened with having the fat fried out of 
them if they do not provide for the Republican party the sinews cf war. 

But in the nature of things, whenever any party, in the interest of 
the masses of the people, threatens to dry up any sources of the gains of 
these people which are deemed to be too t, it is not likely that 
much threatening is needed from their political allies, and they stand 
ready to liberally pour out their money as a simple business invest- 
ment to help to sustain the party whichsustainsthem. Thus corrup- 
tion becomes organized, and in fact a part of the business scheme of 
very many of the business men of the country. And thus the Repub- 
lican party will ever be ready, so long as the present condition of things 
lasts, to raise every dollar they want, not only for legitimate but for 
other kinds of expense. No party which relies simply upon the volun- 
tary subscriptions of its members, anprompted by controlling busi- 
ness interests, can compete with the Republican party in raising cor- 
ruption funds. And although T am ashamed to say that I doubt not 
the Democrats raised and spent all they could in November last, it 
does not stand to reason that in any State, more especially in a close 
manufacturing State like Connecticut, could they have met their op- 
ponents upon anything like equal terms in this respect. 

The Republican party had the men from whom the money could be 
raised; these men not only had an unstinted ability to raise it, but 
every incentive to pour it out, and upon every principle of human 
nature we may rest assured that the resources of the Republican party 
were unbounded, And the arguments thus used, I shrewdly suspect, 
gained more recruits to ultra protection than the ponderous logic of 
their campaign orators, though not so many as their fiery appeals, the 
country over, to sectional and race prejudices. 

But, sir, in spite of every obstacle of sectional, race, and war pas- 
sions, in spite of the money wrung from the people by oppressive tax- 
ation to be used in riveting their burdens upon them, the battle will 
go on, and sooner or later tariff reform will commend itself to the good 
sense, the common fairness, the sense of justice, and the enlightened 
self-interest of the masses of the American people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VaNcE], which will be again 
read. 

The Secretary. In line 1320, ph 323, it is proposed to 
strike out, after the word ‘‘ forty,’’ the words “‘five cents per pound 
and fifteen;’’ so as to read: 

nown commercially as Hambu , embroid- 
aa oe Se nian and Oriental ee of cotton, 


, com 
and stitched or otherwise wrought by machines worked by hand or other power, 
40 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary called the roll, 
but before the result was announced, 

Mr. ALLISON said: The Senator from North Carolina having thor- 
oughly tested the sense of the Senate on this amendment, perhaps he 
would consent to withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I am the best-natured man in the 
body. Isetup for that,anyhow. I withdraw the call for the yeas and 


nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent, the roll-call having been concluded, to with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina, pending which the 
Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate do now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will wait until after the vote is taken on the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 


A from the House of yy a ecg by 
its Chief k; announced that Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President tempore: 

A bill (6. 3648) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. 
ceil (Hie 1960 santaloe the Secretary of W: th 

A bi ° au ar to issue to the 
governor of the Terrtiane of Montana military stores for the use of the 
regularly enlisted, oo and uniformed active militia; and 

A bill (H. R. 5009) to provide certain arms, ammunition, and equi- 
page to the State of Oregon, for the militia thereof. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
conte tee ee ao 
of New on the private land in that Territory known as 
Polvaredo grant, No. 131; and a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
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~ es weapaae By supplemental report of the surveyor-general of New 
Mexico on the foregoing private land claim; which were referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committeee on Rules I ask that the 
thirty-third rule of the Senate, providing who shall be admitted to the 
privileges of the floor, may be amended, by unanimous consent, by in- 
serting, after the words ‘the President of the United States, and his 


rivate secretary,’’ the words ‘‘ the President-elect and the Vice-Pres- 
ident-elect of the United States.’’ 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island asks 
unanimous consent that the thirty-third rule of the Senate may be 
amended by the insertion of the words which he has recited, and which 
will be stated from the desk. 

TheSecretary. ‘‘ The President-elect and the Vice-President-elect 
of the United States.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. Let us have the whole rule read, so that we may see 
the context. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule will be read. 
The SEcRETARY. ‘The rule, if amended as proposed, will read: 
Rute XXXIil. 


PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 
1, No person shall be admitted to the floor of the Senate while in session, ex- 
t as follows: 
e officers of the Senate. 


Members of the House of Representatives. The Sergeant-at-Arms, and the 
Clerk of the House. 


The President of the United States, and his private secretary. 

The President-elect and the Vice-President-elect of the United States. 

‘The heads of Departments. 

The Commissioner of A ulture. 

Ministers of the United 

Foreign ministers. 

Ex-Presidents and ex-Vice- Presidents of the United States, 

Ex-Senators and Senators-elect. 

Judges of the Supreme Court. 

Governors of and Territories, 

General of the Army. 

Admiral of the Navy. 

The commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Members of national legislatures of foreign countries. 

Private es of Senators, duly appointed in writing; and the Librarian 
of Congress, and the assistant librarian in charge of the law library. 

Hon. Geo Bancroft. 

Judges of the Court of Claims. 

The Architect of the tol. 

The Sccretary of the Smithsonian Institution. 

2. No person shall be admitted to the floor—— 


Mr. VANCE, I do not ask for the reading of any more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the, pro- 
posed amendment to the rule will be regarded as agreed to by unan- 
imous consent. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After seven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, January 5, 1889, at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 4th day of January, 1889. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Leslie Cullom, of Tennessee, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Puget Sound, in the State of Oregon and Territory of Wash- 
ington, to succeed Quincy A. Brooks, removed. 

' NOMINATION WITHDRAWN. 


To the Senate of the United States: 


I withdraw the nomination, which was sent to the Senate on December 17, 
1888, of keon O. Bailey, to be attorney of the United States for the district of 


Indiana. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 3, 1889. 


DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 
Solomon Claypool, of Indiana, to be attorney of the United States 
for the district of Indiana, vice Emory B. Sellers, resigned. 
UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER. 
T. Carlos Jewett, of Litchfield, Minn., to be a commissioner in and 


for the district of Alaska, to reside at Sitka, vice John G. Brady, whose 
term expired December 19, 1888. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Robert S. Adkins, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the county of 
Jackson and State of Missouri, in the place of George M. Shelley, re- 
moved. 

Francis A. Dowden, to be postmaster at Babylon, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York, in the place of A. Ellis Hopkins, whose 
commission expired December 19, 1888. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 4, 1389. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Mivzsurn, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ASSESSMENT OF DISTRICT REAL ESTATE FOR TAXATION. 


Mr. HEARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 11957) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to levy an assessment on real estate in 
the District of Columbia for the purpose of taxation ;’’ which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF BARVI’S REPORT ON IRRIGATION IN EGYPT. 


Mr. GEAR, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House and Senate 3,000 
copies of Maj. A. M. Miller’s translation of Barvi's report on irrigation in Egypt, 
CHICAGO CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate by the Supervising Architect of 
an appropriation for clock dial and apparatus in the towers of the cus- 
tom-house and subtreasury at Chicago, Ill.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF FISHING VESSELS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with an inclosure, in response to a resolution of the 
House, calling for information relative to the relief, by the Revenue- 
Cutter and Life-Saving Services, of American whaling and fishing ves- 
sels in Behring’s Sea and the Arctic Ocean. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, the resolution on that subject was re- 
ferred originally to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
but it relates to the Life-Saving Service, and I ask that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred. 


EMMA BIDDLE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3628) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma Biddle; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

REPORT ON TRUSTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the House concurrent 
resolution of September 21, 1888, providing for printing 5,000 copies of 
the report of the House Committee on Manutactures in relation to the 
sugar trust and the Standard Oil trust, with the amendments of the 
Senate thereto; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PHELAN, for three days, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. NEAL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Tomas H. B. BRowngE, for the remainder of this week, on 
account of important business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a resolution ordering the printing of the usual number 
and 3,000 additional copies of the final report of the royal commission 
appointed to inquire into the recent changes in the relative values of 
precious metals, and the minutesof evidence and appendices presented 
to both houses of Parliament by command of Her Majesty; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

It also announced the passage of a bill (S. 870) to provide for the re- 
tirement of a certain class of officers in the United States Navy; in 
which concurrence was requested. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
received, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

It was also announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles on the dates indicated: 

On December 22, 1888: 

An act (H. R. 11878) making appropriations to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for public printing and binding for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

On December 24, 1888: 

An act (H. R. 2579) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh United States Cavalry 
and a major-general of volunteers. 

An act (H. R. 6922) for the relief of George W. Graham. 

On January 1, 1889: 

An act (H. R. 7843) granting to Citrous Water Company right of way 
across Papago Indian reservation, in Maricopa County, Arizona. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous consent, the Committee 

on Claims was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
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(H. BR. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, 
Michael Callahan. and the widow of John Waters; and it was laid on 
the Speaker’s table. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill {H. R. 5751) for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch; 

A bill (H. R. 5919) to restore to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan,. deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon; 

A bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension to Aaron R. Gilkison; 

A bill (H. R. 7344) granting a pension to Henrietta Waldron; 

A bili (HL R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7887) granting increase of pension to Jonathan C. Har- 
Tison; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese; 
8521) ior the relief of William A. Mathes; 
8613) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 
A bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool; 
A bill (A. R. 9173) granting a pension to Mary J. Drake; 
A bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension to George Wallen; 
A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 9252) granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Barberick, 
of Watertown; 
A bill (H. RB. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (AH. R. 
A bill (A. R. 
A bill (H. R, 


9296) granting a pension to Bridget Carroll; 

9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley; 
9288) to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 
9653) granting a pension to Jesse Spencer; and 

9668) granting a pension to Jeseph Resier. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7261) granting the right of way through certain lands 
in the State of Minnesota to the Moorhead, Leech Lake and Northern 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 

A bill (8. 3732) granting the right of way to the Pensacola and Mem- 
phis Railroad Company over and through the public lands of the United 
States in the States of Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, 
and granting the right of way to said railroad company over and through 
the United States naval and military reservations near Pensacola, 1 in 
the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 9776) for the relief of Nancy E. Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 9784) granting a pension to Anna Boppell; 

A bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Charles W. Geddes; 

A bill (H. R. 10052) granting a pension to Milton Wallen; 

A bill (H. R. 10199) for the relief of William E. Springstein 

A bill (H. R. 10253) granting a pension to Emanuel P. Temeed: 

A bill (H. R. 10433) for the relief of Leaman L. Bowers; 

A bill (H. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair; 

A bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of A. P. Swineford; 

A bill (H. R. 10494) granting a pension to Emelia Mumm; 

A bill (H. BR. 10515) to increase the ion of William Gal 

A bill (H. BR. 10647) granting a pension to Samuel J. Wright; 

A bill (H. RB. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 10911) granting a pension to Ira E. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. "Towner; | 

A bill (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Mary Jane Jelly; 

A bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; 

A bill (H. BR. 10073) granting a pension to P. F. Jonte; and 

A bill (H. B. 10769) granting a pension to John M. Krunk. 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to call up the bill (S. 1305) to 
incorporate the Maritime Ship Canal Company of Nicaragua; and in 
order to expedite business and avoid conflict, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole be 
agreed to in gross,and that the amendments as to which an agreement 
was had to take a yea-and-nay vote be also agreed toin gross, and that 
the bill so amended be 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that all 
amendments agreed to in Committee of the Whole be voted in 
gross, and that all amendments upon which there is controversy be also 

te in 

M>. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I object. The amendment ought to 
be voted on separately. 

Mr. DUNN. 


business I have asked unanimous consent to agree to each one of the 
amendments. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. If 
ial they be voted on separately I have 


et nag 


in order to avoid a conftict to-day about the order of | 4 


Mr. DUNN. Then I ask unanimous consent to agree to them one 
at a time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is right. Ihave no objection 
to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first amendment reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House. The Chair understands the 
request of the gentleman from Arkansas now to be that the amend- 
ments be voted on separately. 

Mr.BLAND. I think we had better have a yea-and-nay vote on the 
amendments. This bill will go to the Senate, where, I apprehend, all 
these amendments will be stricken off; and this House will be asked 
to pass the bill in that shape. It is therefore well that members of 
the House should now go upon record on these amendments. 

Mr. DUNN. The amendments never can be stricken off without the 
consent of this House. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have a yea-and-nay vote on the amendments. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask that all the amendments be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has directed the reading of the amend- 
ments, and the Clerk is getting them arranged. 

Mr. DUNN. I understood unanimous consent was given to my first 

ition. 
. “the SPEAKER. The Chair first understood the gentleman’s re- 
quest to be that the amendments be voted upon in gross; but upon 
learning the mistake, the Chair corrected it. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] now insists upon having a separate vote, The 
Clerk will read the amendments. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] can have 
a yea-and-nay vote, provided he can get a sufficient number of mem- 
bers of the House to order the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAND. There were certain amendments upon which it was 
agreed there should be a yea-and-nay vote in the House, and as to those 
amendments I shall insist on the agreement. 

The SPEAKER. The agreement made in Committee of thé Whole 
does not bind the House. The yeas and nays are never taken except 
by unanimous consent given in the House, or upon being ordered in 
the manner prescribed by the Constitution. The Clerk will read the 
first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Bayxr 

In line 42, section 1, a just before the word “ value,” the words “ fair and 
reasonable.” 

The amendment was 

Mr. DUNN. sapere SEA a each 
amendment be read it be agreed to, unless there be objection. 

The SPEAKER. The: gentleman from Arkansas requests that as 
each amendment be read it be considered as agreed to unless a vote be 


| demanded. 


Mr. BLAND. I shall demand a yea-and-nay vote in accordance with 
the agreement. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The next amendment, proposed by Mr. HOLMAN, was read, as follows: 


Add at the end of the first section : 

“ Provided, however, nothing in this act contained shall be so construed 
as to commit the United States to any liability whatever for or on account of 
said company, nor shall the United States be held in any wise liabie or 
sible in any form or by any implication for any debt or liability in an 
which aia company may incur, nor be held as guarantying any en ment 
or contract of said company, or as having assumed by virtue of this act, or 
otherwise, any responsibility for the acts or proceedings of said et in 4 
a country, or yeenete or ————— entered into in the oo oa - 
issued by said company. Ys 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was agreed in Committee of the Whole that on 
this amendment the yeas and nays should betaken. I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. OATES. Was not that one of the amendments upon which, by 
agreement in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, a vote by the yeas and nays in the House was to be had? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows nothingabout the agreement in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unicoh. The 
House knows nothing at all about that. Twenty-six have voted in the 
affirmative on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Several MemBers. Count the other side. 

The other side was counted; and there were 58 in the negative. 

So (more than one-fifth having voted in the affirmative) the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

Mr. BREWER. Let the amendment be again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN’s amendment was again read. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
135, nays 36, not voting 152; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Abbott, Biggs, Campbell, T.J.,.N.Y.Crain, 
. \. Cannon, Crisp, 
lowa Catchings, Culberson, 
Blount, Cheadle, Cummings, 
Anderson, IIL , Chipman, Cutcheon, 
Anderson, Kans. Bound, Cobb, Darlington, 
= Brower, b Davenport, 
Baker, Ill. Brown, Ohio vidson, Fila. 
Barnes, Buchanan, Cox, Dockery. 
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So Mr. HoLtMa 


N’s amendment was agreed to. 


During the roll-call, 


Enloe, Johnston, Nelson, " Seymour, 
Finley, Jchnston, N.C. Newton, Shaw, 
Fitch, xk ‘Ontes, Sowden, 
Ford, La Follette, O'Donnell, Spinola, 
Forney, ne, O’Ferrall, Springer, 
Fuller, Lanham, O’ Neall, Ind. Steele, 
Gear, ; O’ Neill, Pa. Stewart, Tex. 
Gibson, Lee, Osborne, Ga. 
nee Long, * Patton, Strable, 
rou ona. Payson, 
Hall, Maish, - Tillman, 
Mansur, \ Tracey, 
Harmer, Martin, Peters, Townshend, 
Haugen, Mason, Pideock, Turner, Kans. 
Heard, Matson, Post, Turner, Ga. 
Henderson, IIL McAdoo, Rayner, % 
Hermann, McComas, Rice, Walker, 
canes, McK — Wheelet 
Ho enna, er, 
Hopkins, Va. McKin Rowell, Witkins, 
Houk, = Ro . ee 
oward, cRae, Ryan, oder. 
Hutton, Moore, Sayers, 
NAYS—36. 
Adams, Crouse, Kerr, Stockdale, 
Allen, Mass. Davis, Landes, Tavior, E B.,Ohio 
N.Y. b> ‘Taylor,J. D.,Ohio 
Bankhead, Grosvenor, Nutting, Thomas, Wis. 
Bayne, Hayden, Plumb, Thompson, Ohio 
Bliss, Hiestand, Reed, Vandever, 
Browne, Ind, Hires, Russell, Mass. West, 
Burrows, Hopkins, N. Y. ‘ White, N.Y. 
Cogswell, Kean, Smith, Wilson, Minn. 
NOT VOTING—I82. 
Allen, Mias. Dargan, Jones, Randall, 
Arnold, Davidson, Ala. Kelley, Richatdson, 
Bacon, De Lano, Kennedy, Rockwell, 
Barry, Dibble, Ketcham, Remeis, 
Belden, Dingley, Russell, Conn, 
Bingham, Dorsey, Lagan, Rusk, 
Boutelle, be Laidlaw, Scott, 
Bowden, Laird, Seney, 
Bowen, Eihett, Lawler, Sherinan, 
Ark, Lind, Shively, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Felton, Ledge, Simmons, 
Brewer, Fisher, Lyman, Snyder, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Flood, Lynch, Spooner, 
Brown,J.R., Va. Foran, . Stahimecker, 
Brumm, French, Mahoney, Stephenson, 
Bryce, Funston, McClammy, Stewart, Vt. 
Buckalew, Gaines, McCormick, Stone, Mo. 
Bunnell, > McKinney, Symes, 
Burnes, Gay, MeShane, Tarsney, 
Burnett, Gest, i Taulbee, 
Butler, Glover, Milliken, Thomas, Ky. 
Butterworth, Goff, ills, Thomas, Ill, 
Bynum, Granger, Moffitt, Vance, 
i,F.,.N.¥. Greenman, Montgomery, Warner, 
Campbell, Chio Guenther, Morgan, Washington, 
Candler, Hatch, Morrill, Weber, 

» Hayes, Morse, White, Ind. 
Caruth, Hemphill, Neal, Whiting, Mich, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Nichols, Wh , Mass, 

. Henderson, N.C. \orw Whitthorne, 
Clark, Herbert, O'Neill, Mo, Wickham, 
Clements, Hitt, v Wilber, 
Cockran, Hess. Wilkinson, 
Goilins, = = = — et, 7 
Compton, opk erry, Vilson, W. Va, 

» Cooper, Hovey, Pwelan, Wise, 
Cothran, udd, Phelps, Yardley, 
Dalzell Hunter, Pugsiey, Yost. 


On motion of Mr. McCREARY, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with, 

The folkewing pairs on all political questions until further notice | 
Were announced: 

Mr. Fe_rx CAMPBELL with Mr. Russet, of Connecticut. 

Mr. TARSNEY with Mr. BREWER. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. Compron with Mr. Dorsry. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. CARL?ON with Mr. DE Lano. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. Carnvuna with Mr. Wickmam. 

Mr, Wise with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. Haren with Mr. Binenam. 

Mr. MILis with Mr. Keiury. 

Mr. Campse., of Ohio, with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. Syyper with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. CLanpy with Mr. Divne.ry. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. T. H. B. Brown r. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. PuGsLEY. 

Mr. Neat with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. CoorEr. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. Grout. 

Mr. Herperr with Mr. Bouretir! 

Mr, ERMENTROUT with Mr. MorRILL. 


Mr. McSHANE with Mr. Lamp. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. Wurrrine, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MorGan with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. Wurre, of Indiana. 

Mr. LaGaw with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. Srons, ef Missouri, with Mr. THomaAs, of Kentucky. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. Dorsry. : 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. Hopxrys, of Illinois. 

Mr. McCLam™My with Mr. Nrcso rs. 

Mr. McKINNey with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. FELTON. . 

Mr. Sexgy with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, for ten days from to- 
day. 

Mr. BREWER. I notice I am paired with my colleague [Mr. Tans- 
NEY], and therefore will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BAYNE. The pair announced of my colleague [Mr. DALZELL] 
did not state which way he would vote. If present, he would vote for 
the bill and vote to free it from all unnecessary incuambrances. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 


To Mr. MatsuH, for the day, te attend the funeral of a friend. 
To Mr. DaRGAN, until Tuesday, January 8. 


NICARAGUA CANAL. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


ment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


The question next recurred on the following amendment, submitted 
by Mr. Payson: 


Add to section 2: “‘All bonds, stecks, and certificates issued for or as part of 
the ital of the company shall be issued at the principal office in the city of 
New York.” 

And add to the above amendment the following: 

“All shares, stocks, bonds, certificates, or other securities of this company 
shall be disposed of only for cash, to be paid into the company treasury and 
used for corporate purposes: Provided, That this shall not apply to bonds or 
securities issued under article 50 of the concession of Nicaragua to the canal 
association.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
Mr. DUNN. There is no objection. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The question next recurred on the following amendment, moved by 
Mr. WiILson, of Minnesota: 


After section 2 add the following words: 

“Sec. 3. That no certificate for stock shall be issued till at least 10 per cent. 
of the same shall be fully paid for in money at the par value of said stovk, and 
the money deposited in the treasury of said company, and said stock so sub- 
scribed shall not be assignable until the whole of the same shal! be so paid in, 
and no payment on account of the capital of said company shall be made ex- 
cept in money, and said company is hereby prohibited from returning er re- 
paying any part of the money so paid. No bonds in excess of the amount of 
capital pa:d and received shall be authorized or issued until such paid capital 
shall amount to the sum of $5,000,000. No part of the capital stock paid in 
shall be at any time withdrawn or returned to the stockholders, or in any 
manner diverted from the proper uses of the corporation. Every person vio- 
lating or aiding in the violation of the foregoing provisions shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a 
fine not exceeding $10,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding five years, or by 
both said punishments, in the discretion of the court.” 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, demanded the yeas and nays. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 73. 
So (more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays 


were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
102, nays 75, not voting 146; as follows: 


YEAS—102. 
Abbott, Forney, Lehlbach, Rowland, 
Allen, Mich, Fuller, Lind, Ryan, 
Allen, Miss. Gibson, Macdonald, Sayers, 
Anderson, lowa Giass, Maish, Seymour, 
Anderson, Lil. Grimes, Mansur, Shaw, 
Anderson, Kans, Grout, Martin, Shively, 

Baker, Ii, Hare, Mason, Sowden, 
Barnes, Harmer, McKenna, Spinola. 
Biggs, Henderson, Il. MeMillin, Springer. 
Blanchard, Holman, McRae, Stewart, Tex. 
Bland, Holmes, Moore, Stewart, Ga. 
Bliss, Hopkins, Va. Morrow, Stockdale, 
Blount, Houk, Nelson, Stone, Ky. 
Catchings, Howard, Newton. Struble, 
Cheadle, Hutton, O’ Donnell, Taylor, J. D.,Ohie 
Cobb, Johnston, Ind. O’ Ferrall, Thompson, Cai. 
Conger, Johnston, N.C. Osborne, Townshend, 
Cowles, Kerr, Outh waite, Turner, Ga. 
Culberson, Kilgore, Payson, Washington, 
Cummings, Laffoon, Peel, Wheeler, 
Cutcheon, La Follette, Pennington, White, N.Y. 
Davidson, Fla. Laidlaw, Perkins, Wilkinson, 
Dockery, Lane, Pidcock, Wilson, Minn. 
Elliott, Lanham, Rice, Wilson, W. Va. 
Enloe, Latham, Robertson, 

Finley, Lee, Rogers, 
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NAYS—%. 
Adams, Crisp, Landes, 
Allen, Mass. Crouse, Lodge, 
Atkinson, Darlington, Long, 
Bacon, Davenport, Matson, 
Baker, N. Y. Davis. McAdoo, 
Bankhead, Dunn, McCreary, 
Bayne, Fitch, McCullogh, 
Boothman, Gear, McKinley, 
Bound, Grosvenor, Nutting, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hall, Oates, 
Browne, ind. Hayden, O'Neall, Ind, 
Brown, Ohio Henderson, N.C. O'Neill, Pa. 
Burrows, Hermann, Owen, 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y.Hiestand, Patton, 
Cannon, Hires, Peters, 
Chipman, Hopkins, N.Y. Post, 
Cogsweh, Hovey, Reed, 
Cox, Kean, Rowell. 
Crain, Ketcham, Russell, Mass. 


NOT VOTING—146, 


Anderson, Miss, Dalzell, 
Arnold, Dargan, 
Barry 
Belden, 
Bingham, 
Boutelie, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, Dougherty, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dunham, 
Brewer, Ermentrout, 
Brower, Farquhar, 
Browne,T.H1.B., Va. Felton, 


Brown, J. R., Va. Fisher, 
Brumm, Fiood, 
Bryce, Foran, 
Buchanan, Ford, 
Buckalew, French, 
Bunneil, Funston, 
Burnes, Gaines, 
Burnett, Gallinger, 
Butler, Gay, 
Butterworth, Gest, 
Bynum, Glover, 


Campbell, F., N. ¥. Goff, 


Campbell, Ohio Granger, 
Cundiler, Greenman, 
Cariton, Guenther, 
Caruth, Hatch, 
Caswell, Haugen, 
Clardy, Hayes, 
Clark, Heard, 
Clements, Hemphill, 
Cockran, Henderson, Iowa 
Collins, Herbert, 
Compton, Hitt, 
ooper, ogg, 
Cothran, Hooker, 


Hopkins, Ml, 
Hudd, 
Hunter, 
Jackson, 
Jones, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 


Lagan, 
Laird, 
Lawler, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
affett, 
Mahoney, 
McClammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McKinney, 
McShane, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 


Nichols, 
Norwood 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Parker, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Phelps, 
Plumb, 
Pugsley, 


So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr, PAYSON. 
ing of the names. 
There was no objection. 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. Jonrs with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, on all political questions 


until further notice. 


Scull, 

— 
pooner, 

Stahinecker, 


Steele, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 


Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Tillman, 


Richardson, 
Rockwell, 
Romeis, 
Russell, Conn. 
Rusk, 
Sawyer, 
Scott, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 


consider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The nextamendment, offered by Mr. LANHAM, was read, as follows: 


In line I1,section 3, after the word “ company,” insert “‘ who shall also be 


citizens and residents of the United States.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Before the vote is taken on that amendment I de- 


sire to ask that it be again reported. 


The amendment was again 


Mr. HOLMAN. A substitute was adopted for that amendment by 
striking out ‘‘a majority of whom shall be citizens and residents of 
the United States,’’ and inserting ‘‘the directors shall be citizens of 


the United States or of Nicaragua.’’ 


The SPEAKER. There is such an amendment as the gentleman 


from Indiana suggests 


Mr. LANHAM. The amendment which has just been read, offered 


by myself, has reference to the vice-president and other officers. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ah! that is different from what I supposed. 


The amendment of Mr. LANHAM was adopted. 
The next amendment, offered by Mr. HOLMAN, was read, as follows: 


Strike out in lines 4 and 5, section 3, “‘and a majority of whom shall be 


zens and residents of the United States,"’ aud insert “ 
zens of the United States or of Nicaragua, and a majority ofsuch directorsshall 


be citizens and residents of the United States.”’ 


The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 


‘She latter motion was agreed to. 
The next amendment, offered by Mr. MACDONALD, was read, as fol- 


lows: 
Add to section 4 the followi 
* Prové 


vided, That no ——- ‘of concessions 


the Nicaracuan and Costa 








directors shal 


heretofore or hereafter granted by 
ca Governments for or in behalf of the construc- 


citi- 
be citi- 
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tion of said canal which in any manner affects the rights of American citizens 
to the use of said canal, or which affects the right of the Government of the 
United States to have a voice in the governmental control of the use of same, 
shall be made until the consent of the Government of the United States to such 
change shall have been first given thereto.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MACDONALD moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment, offered by Mr. BLAND, was read, as follows: 

Add to section 5: 

‘And nothing herein shal] be construed to estop this Government from assert- 
ing at any time any rights or powers that may now exist by virtue of the laws 
of nations or that may be —— through t stipulations with respect to 
the — of transportation of the citizens of the United States or their property 


over this canal or the country through which the same may be constructed, or 
to transport troops or munitions of war in time of peace or war.” 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment, offered by Mr. CULBERSON, was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Add at the end of section 5 the following: 

“ And nothing in this act shall be held or construed to in any manner involve 
the United States in any pecuniary ob! ons whatever, other than in respect 
of the payment of tolls as provided for in this act.” 

The amendment was ge 

The next amendment, offered by Mr. BAKER, of New York, was read 
as follows: 

Add as new section: 

“Said company shall make pre on the first Monday of December in each 
year to the of the In , which shall be duly verified by the presi- 
dent and ——. thereof, giving such detailed statement of its and of 
its aesets and liabilities as may be required by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
any false statement so made shall be deemed perjury and punishable as such. 
And it shall be the duty of the Secre of the Interior to require such annual 
statement and to prescribe the form thereof and the particulars to be given 


thereby.” 

eo lee was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 5], 
noes 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment, offered by Mr. MAISH, was read, as follows: 
ivovt That the structi f said shi al shall be ced i 
good hath within = we on oO; p-can: commen n 

The amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment, offered by Mr. BLAND, was read, as follows: 

Add to section 6: 

“Congress hereby reserves the 

late the toll or tariff rates for 
this company or its assigns.”’ 

Mr. BLAND. That is one of the amendments upon which by agree- 
ment in committee a yea-and-nay vote was to be had in the House. 
According to that understanding I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
adoption of the amendment. 

‘The question was taken on ———— yeasand nays; and 31 mem- 
bers rose in favor thereof—not one- of the last vote. 

Mr. BLAND. Count the other side. No time will be saved by re- 
fusing this demand. 

Those op) to ordering the yeas and nays were 62. 

So (the affirmative ee than one-fifth of the total vote) the 
yeas and nays were orde 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 82, nays 81, not vot- 
ing 161; as follows: 


‘ht to alter, amend, or repeal this act, and to 
e transportation of persons or property by 


YEAS—82. 
Abbott, Enloe, ‘ Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Finley, Lehlbach, Rowland, 
juice hon Gaon Toage me 

nderson, lowa i. ymour, 

Anderson, Miss. Hare, Mansur, Shaw 
Anderson, Ill Harmer, Martin, Shively, 
Anderson,Kans. fF . McKenna, Simmons, 
Atkinson, Henderson, Ill. cM Springer, 
Baker, N. Y. cRae, ‘ 
Baker, Ill, Hopkins, Va. Moore, Stewart, Tex. 
Barry, ouk, Morrow, Stewart, Ga. 
B Howard, Nelson, Struble, 
Bla’ Hutton, O'Donnell, Thomas, Wis. 
Bland, Johnston, Ind. O’Ferrall, Thompson, Cal, 
Booth Johnston, N. C. Osborne, To 
Cheadle, err, Peel, Turner, Ga, 
Conger, Kilgore, Penington, Walker, 
Cow La Follette, Perkins, Wi iF 
Culberson, ec, a Weaver. 
Dockery, Lanham, Pid 
Dunn, Latham, Rayner, 

NAYS—81L. 
A Ky. Cox, Elliott, 
See aes, Browne, y Crain, Farquhar, 
Bankhead, Brown, Ohio Funston, 
Bay Campbell, T.J.,.N ¥Darlington Grimes, 

aN, 
Bliss. — ats ay Ol Grosvenor, 
Blount, vidson, Grout, 
Bound, Cogswell, vis, Hall, 
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Hayden, McAdoo, Rogers, Vandever, 
on Geton - Smith, Whesler 
Hitt, O’Neall, Ind, Sowden, White, N. ¥. 
Holman, O'Neill, Pa. Spinola, Wilkins, 
Hopkins, N. Y. Outhwaite, Spooner. Wilkinson 
Hovey, Owen, Stahlnecker, Wilson, Minn. 
Kean, Patton, Stockdale, Wilson, W. Va. 
Kennedy, Phelps, Stone, Ky: Woodburn, 
Ketcham, Plumb, Taylor, E. B.,Ohio Carlisle, Speaker. 
Landes, P Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Mason, i Thompson, Ohio 
Matson, Richardson, Tillman, 

NOT VOTING—161. 
Arnold. . Jones, Rice, 

n,. Davkison, Ala. = Kelley, Rockwell, 
Belden, De Lano, Laffoon, Romeis, 
Bingham, Dibble, bs Rowell, 
Boutelle, Dingley, diaw, Russell, Conn. 
Bowden, Dorsey, ' Rusk, 
Bowen, Dougherty, Lawler, Ryan, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dun , Long, Sawyer, 
Brewer, Ermentrout, Lynch, Sayers, 
Brower, Felton, man, Scott, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Fisher, acdonald, Seney, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Fitch Maff Sherman, 
Brumm, Flood, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Bryce, Foran, be Stephenson, 
Buchanan, Ford, McClammy, Stewart, Vt. 
Buckalew, Forney, McComas, Stone, Mo. 
Bunnell, French, McCormick, Symes, 
Burnes, nes, McCullogh, ‘Tarsney, 
Burnett, Gallinger, McKinley, Taulbee, 
Butler, Gay, oKinney, Thomas, Ky. 
Butterworth, Gest, McShane, Thomas, Il. 
Bynum, Gibson, Merriman, Tracey, 
Campbell, F., N, ¥. Glover, Milliken, Turner, Kans, 
Campbell, Ohio Goff, Mills, Vance, 
Gaandnen: Granger, Moffitt, Wade, 
Cannon, Greenman, Montgomery, ‘Warner, 
Cariton, Guenther, Morgan, Weber, 
Genwadl Hayes, pay Whitt in iich 
Caswell, yes, orse, ng, le 
Catchings, Heard Neal, Whiting, Mass, 
Clardy, Hem hint, Newton, Whitthorne, 
Clark, Henderson, Iowa Nicho! 4 
Clements, Henderson, N.C. Norwood, Wilber, 
Cockran, Herbert, Nutting, Williams, 
Collins, Hermann, O'Neill, Mo, Wise, 
Compton, Hogg. Parker, Yardley, 
Cooper, Hooker, Payson, Yoder, 
Cothran, Hopkins, Ml. Perry, Yost. 

Crisp, Hudd, Phelan, 

Cutcheon, Hunter, Tussley 

Dalzell, Jackson, Randall, 
So the amendment was adopted. 


On motion of Mr. NELSON, the reading of the names was dispensed 
with. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. SYMEs, on all political questions, until further 
notice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], which was rejected in 
the Committee of the Whole, but on which it was agreed a vote should 
be taken in the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “act,” line 41, page 3, to the word “ may,” in line 
44, and insert: 


“ All shares, bonds, certificates, or other securities which the com- 
pany may issue to the corporate capital shall be executed and issued at 
the principal office in the city of New York; and all such shares, stocks, bonds, 
ce tes, or other securities shall be disposed of only for cash. to be paid into 
the company treasury and used for corporate g : Provided, That this 
shall not apply to bonds or securities issued under Article L (50) of the conces- 
sion of Nicaragua to the canal association.” 


Mr. HOLMAN, It was understood that this should be voted upon 
as a separate amendment in the House. 

The SPEAKER. And when the previous question was ordered in 
the House it was understood that this and another amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BAKER] were to be included and 
voted upon. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is correct. 

Mr. REED. But that is superseded by the agreement made this 
morning. If this doesnot involve any time, however, I shall not inter- 

any objection. If it does, I shall. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it will take but very little time. 

Mr. REED. I do not think that any amendment which can now be 
adopted would injure the bill, anyhow. [ Laughter. ] 

The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now agen the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Baker], and on which a 
vote was also to be taken in the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That at anytime hereafter the Government of the United States shall 
have the sam of its own option, to acquire by purchase the entire property of 


said company in said canal and its appurtenances at a price equal to the actual 
cost thereof, with interest on such cost at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to modify the 
amendment by inserting, after the word ‘‘option’’ where it occurs in 




















Nicaragua.’’ 


upon it? 


House proceeded 
Mr. COX. 


ment as modified 


members as to the amendment. 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. 
of the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were refused, there being 17 members only voting 
in favor thereof—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken, and decided in the affirmative—yeas 160, 
nays 33, not voting 130; as follows: 


There was no objection. 
The question being taken on the adoption of the amendment, the 


to divide. 


The SPEAKER. The amendment as modified by the gentleman 
from Illinois is now being voted upon. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 72. 
I ask the yeas and nays on the adoption 


YEAS—160. 
Abbott, Davidson, Fla, Lane, 
Adams, vis, Lanham, 
Allen, Mass, Dockery, Latham, 
Allen, Mich, Dunn, Lee, 
Allen, Miss. Elliott, Long, 
Anderson, Miss. Farquhar, Macdonald, 
Anderson, Ill. Felton, Mansur, 
Atkinson, Fitch, Mason 
Bacon, Ford, Matson, 
Baker, N. Y. Fuller, McAdoo, 
Bankhead, Funston, McComas, 
Barnes, Gear, McCreary, 
‘ Gibson, McKenna, 
Bayne, Grosvenor, McKinley, 
Biggs. Grout, MeMillin, 
Bliss, Guenther, Moore, 
Boothman, l, Morrow, 
Bound, Haugen, Nelson, 
Breekinridge, Ky. Hayden, Newton, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Heard, Nutting, 
Browne, Ind. Henderson, N.C. Oates, 
Brown, Ohio Hermann, O'Donnell, 
Buchanan, Hiestand, O’ Neall, Ind, 
Burrows. Hires, O'Neill, Pa. 
Campbell, Ohio __ Hitt, Osborne, 
Campbell, T.J.,N. ¥. Holmes, Outhwaite, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Va. Patton, 
Catchings, Hopkins, N.Y. Payson, 
Cheadle, covey, Peel, 
Chipmar, oward, Perkins, 
Cogswell, Hadd, Peters, 
Conger, Hutton, Phelps, 
Cowles, Johnston, Ind. Pidcock, 
ee md a 
rain, err, ‘ost, 
Crisp, Ketcham, Pugsley, 
Crouse, Laffoon, Rayner, 
Cutcheon, La Follette, " 
Darlington, Laidlaw, Rice, 
Davenport, Landes, Richardson, 
NAYS—33. 
Anderson, Iowa Enloe, Jackson, 
Anderson, Kans. Finley, Johnston, N, C. 
Baker, Ill, Forney, Kilgore, 
Bland, Lehlbach, 
Blount, Glass, Lind, 
Clements, Grimes, Martin, 

i Hare, McRae, 
Culberson, Holman, O’Ferrall, 
Cummings, Houk, Penington, 

NOT VOTING—130, 
Arnold, Carlton, Foran, 
Belden, Caruth French, 
Bingham, Caswell, Gaines, 
Blanchard, Clardy, Gallinger, 
Boutelle, Clark, Gay, 
Bowden, Cockran, Glover, 
Bowen, Collins, Goff, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Compton, Granger, 
Brewer, Cooper, Greenman, 
Brower, Cothran, Harmer, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Dalzell, Hatch, 
Brumm, Dargan, Hayes, 
Bryce, Davidson, Ala. Herophill, 
Buckalew, De Lano, Henderson, Iowa 
Bunnell, Dibble, Henderson, Ill, 
Burnes, Dingley, Herbert, 
Burnett, Dorsey, Hogg, 
Butler, Dougherty, Hooker, 
Butterworth, Dun i Hopkins, I). 
Bynum, Ermentrout, Hunter, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Fisher, Jones, 
Candler, Flood, Kean, 


the amendment, the words ‘‘and with the consent of the Republic of 


Mr. DUNN. I hope that permission will be given to modify the 
amendment to that extent. 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the modification of the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Illinois before the vote is taken 


I think there is a misapprehension in the minds of 
We are voting now upon the amend- 


Robertson, 
Rowell, 
Rowland. 
Russell, Mass, 
Sawyer, 
Seull, 
Seymour, 
Smith, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Steele, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stockdale, 
Struble, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohie 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 

ade, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
West, 
Wheeler, 
White, N. Y. 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, Minn, 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Rogers, 
Sayers, 
Shively, 
Sowden, 
Stone, Ky. 
Turner, 


Kelley, 

n, 
I ‘aied, 
Lawler, 
Lodge, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Maish, 
McClammy, 
McCormick, 
McCullogh, 
McKinney, 
McShane, 
Me 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 
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Morsa, 
Neal, 
Nichols, 
Norwend, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Owen, 
Parker, 
Perry, 
Phelan, 
Randall 
Rock well, 


Romeis, 
Russell, Conn. 
Rusk, 
Ryan. 
Scott. 
Seney, 
Shaw, 
Sherman. 
Simmons 
Snyder, 
Stephenson, 


Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Mo. 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taulbee, 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Ili. 
Vance, 
Warner, 
Weber 
White, Ind. 


Whiting. Mich. 
Whiting, Mass. 


So the bill was passed. 

On motion ef Mr. PAYSON, the recapitulation of ‘the vote was dis- 
pensed wita. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMs, until further notice. 

Mr. McRax with Mr. RYAn, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. BUTTERWORTH, on the pending bill. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found traly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. ‘ht. 5009) to provide certain arms, ammunition, and equi- 
page te the State of Oregon for the militia thereof; 

A bill (8. 3646) for the relief of William R. Wheatonand Charles H. 
Chamberlain, of California; and 

A bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue te the 
governor of the Territory of Mentana military stores for the use of the 
regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia. 


CHANGE OF RULES. 


Mr. REED. I desire to call up the proposition changing the rules. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. On that I raise.a point of order and 
also the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The genilefnan from Kansas will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. [i is, thatunder our rules this dayis 
dedicated exetusively to the consideration of private business. 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
ness, unless otherwise determined by the House. 

It is also provided by the rules in what manner the House may set 
aside this order; but until the House has set it aside—namely, by dis- 
pensing with the consideration of private busimess—then no other busi- 
ness than private businessis im order. I submit that this rule even 
goes to the extent of excluding the reception of all reports 
mittees on this day, unless the bills are private bills. 
course, is far move familiar than I with the scope:and intensity of this 
rule. 

The proposition submitted by the gentleman from Maine is a propo- 
sition to amend a certain rule. While it may be in order to consider 
a propositien fera change of those rules that could affect the procedure 
of the Howse wnder this order fer private business to-day, still my 
point is that the change propesed by the gentleman is of rules exclu- 
sively relating to business that may be considered on the first and third 
Mondays; in other words, public business. ‘There is no propesition to 
change any rules that could affect the action of the House for the pur- 
pose of considering private business. That being the case, I submit 
to the Chair that while the gentleman may call up his amendment to 
the rules on any day except Friday, and while he may call it up after 
the House bas dispensed with private business te-day, yet until the 
House does 80 @ispense with that private business he can not call 
a resolution to amend a rule that only applies to the first and thi 
Mondays of the month. That ds the point: First, that the rule dedi- 
cates to-day to private business; second, that the rale provides how 
the House may dispense with this order for private business to-day, 
and that during this day it is net in erder te consider an amendment 
of those rates which only relates te public businessand not to the pro- 
cedure of the Honse as to private business. If the House dispenses 
with private business to-day, then the gentleman can call up his 
amendment. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman will permit me I will state that 
it was my purpese to raise the question of consideration upon the reso- 
lntion offered by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I had already given notice that I 
would do so. 

The SPEAKER. While thereis nothing in the rales themselves giv- 
ing to the Committee en Rules the privilege of reporting at — 
either ior consideration or otherwise, the uniform practiceof the 
has been te receive reports of that committee for immediate considera- 
tion if they related to changes of the rules. Amd in accordance 
that practice the House received yesterday 1 


with 
from the Commit- 
tee on Rules this report to which the gentleman 
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It was under consideration during the whole day and at the time of the 
adjournment; andalthough thisday isset apartby the rules for the con- 
sideration of bills on the Private Calender, yet, in accordance with the 
universal practice, questions of privilege may be made on that day as 
well as on ether days, and the gentleman frem Maime now calls up this 
matter a8 a matter of privilege. The Chair thinks that the—— 

Mr.REED. That it presents matter of privilege, and the House 
was im the act of taking a vote it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to state that, inasmuch as 
‘the House had ordered the yeas and nays on the motion for demanding 
the previous question, and a vote was being taken at the time the House 
adjourned, that isan additional reason why it could be called up to-cay. 

Mr. REED. Can the question of consideration be raised at this 
juncture? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman raises the question of consideration, 
the Chair supposes, upon the demand forthe previous question. ‘That 
is a new question, whether the question of consideration can be raised 
upon a mere motion which is incidental to the motion now pending be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. REED. The question now pending before the House is the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 
question mow pending before the House is upon the demand made by 
the gentleman from Maine fer the previous question upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. REED. Precisely; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to suggest to the Chair 
that the question before the House now is, whether it will consider at 
all to-day the ition of the gentleman from Maine to call up this 
resolution. it does consider that, then, of course, it must go on with 
the order for the previous question and the call of the yeas and nays. 

But to say that the House can be deprived of its right.after an adjourn- 
meut, or after a cessation has imtervened, or rather after an adjourn- 
ment has been taken to another legislative day, is a distinct thing; and 
to say that the House may not determine whether or not it will act 
upon the question is the point that I suggest te the Chair. I make 
the point of order that it is now in order to raise the question o! con- 
sideration as against the first words which the gentleman from Maine 
utters when he takes the floor te call up this proposition. 

The SPEAKER. If the question shall be raised at all, it must be 
raised upon the proposition pending before the House and not merely 
on an attempt by a member tocallit up. The Chair is in some doubt as 
to whether or not the question of consideration can be raised at all after 
the House has ordered the yeas and nays upon ‘the pending ition. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But there wasno quoram. ‘The call 
for the previous question was not sustained. Thereupon the House ad- 
journed, and now we begin a new legislative day. Say that there was 
an appropriation bill to pass; say that the electoral vote 


emergency 
was to be counted; say that some important matter which, in the judg- 


ment of the House, overrode anything it might have ing before it 
should come up te-day; my point is that the House the constitu- 
tional right at the beginning of a new day te say whether or not it will 
SS ee Maine 
calls up. 

Mr. REED. The argument of the gentleman as to the inconvenience 
will melt away at once when I make the suggestion that if appropria- 
tion bills or any great public exigency were presented the men 
who are now making this trouble by filibustering would at once yield, 
so that the argument made as to inconvenience absolutely has nothing in 
it, for I am sure the gentieman from Kansas would be one of the first 
to retrace the wrong steps which he has already taken. But Isuppose 


he feels that there is no great public exigency, and therefore he adds 
to the steps already taken, others. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether thesegentiemen from the Committee on Rules can come in with 


or go on with the river and harbor bill or 
Mr. REED. I little expected to 

from Kansas. I confess some to 

an obstructor of the rules. . 


I thought I was proceeding under the rules of the House. 
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and every rule is based en that idea, that gentlemen will act here from 
a sense of ity as members of the House, but it is im- 
possible to question any man’s action, and therefore if the House finds 
that its are so as to be made means of obstruction to 
prevent the majority from controlling, then the House has the right to 
‘take into its own hands the change of its rules. 

This proposition is so plain that nothing but a very debased condi- 
tion of public sentiment would render it for any member of 
the House to make the observations which have been made by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. I think this House has got into a condition which 
will astonish itself if the members will take time to consider. The 
very fundamental pri of our Government is control by a major- 
ity; and, however wise any individual man may be, the principle of our 
Government is that when one hundred and one men are on one side 
and one hundred men are on the other side the one hundred go to the 
wall, even if they are as wise as the gentlemen who are’ making this 
opposition. That is the principle upoa which we go. Yet we see here 
day a'ter day men taking advantage of the rules of the House to stop 
public business, even that business which requires a vote of two to one, 
so that the people of this country, as represented in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, have ceased to rule the country, and it is governed and 
controlled and its business is stopped by a very few men. Now, this 
concerns me no more than it does any other member of the House. 

I am here in pursuance of a daty which was not sought for by me, 
which was not suggested by me, and in which I act only as the organ 
of the Committee on Rules, by direetion of the chairman of that com- 
mittee; and, standing here as I do as the organ of that committee, and 
to the extent which that committee has rights in this House as ‘the 
organ of this House, I feel that the House owes it to itself, as well as 
to the country, to treat this question in manful fashion. [ Applause. } 
If there is a majority against this rule let them declare themselves, and 
nobody will acquiesce in their decision more gladly than I wiil. If 
there is a majority in favor of it, then, under the laws of this land, that 
majority ought to control, and if it can not control, it ought to do what 
it willdo, publicly abdicate its functions. Now, if any gentleman wants 
to help to do that, let him do it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday this measure was re- 

rted from the Committee on Rules by the gentleman from Maine 
Pate. Reep]}. At that time the gentleman from Maine made a state- 
ment in regard to the action of the committee, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] stated his position in regard to it, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEe] demanded the reading 
of the proposition. The proposition was read and several statements 
were made in regard to its purport, all of which were in the nature of 
debate and consideration. ; 

This proposition was stated yesterday, and the House proceeded to 
consider it. Thereupon the gentleman from Maine[ Mr. Rep] moved 
the previous question, the yeas and nays were ordered upon that mo- 
tion, and the yeas and nays were actually taken, and it appeared that 
oro had not voted; whereupon a call of the House was ordered, 

there the proceedings of that day, so far as this proposition was 
concerned, stopped. If the Chair will refer to page 330.0f the Manual 
he will find that it is there provided that after a question has been stated 
and its discussion commenced, it is too late to raise the question of 
cousideration. 

Now this question, as I have already said, has been stated, its dis- 
cussion has been commenced, it was discussed for a brief time yester- 
day, and its consideration was entered upon, and the question now is 
upon ordering the yeas and nays upon an incomplete vote, which was 
begun on yesterday but not ended, by reason of the failure of a quorum 
to appear. Therefore it is too late to raise the question of considera- 
tion against this privileged report. Its consideration having been begun 
yesterday, it is now the regular business before the House, under the 
rules of the House, and it is that kind of business which grows out 
of the very existence of this body. It is the exercise of a constitu- 
tional right. The Constitution of the United Statesgives to this House 
the right to make its own rules, and the right to make means the right 
tochange, alter, and amend. Therefore we are now engaged in the 
exercise of a great constitutional right and in the performance of a great 
Serene: duty imposed upon us as the representatives of the 
peop 

What, then, is the condition which confronts us? It isthat the rules 
of the House have been and abused. We have a rule which 
provides that on certain of each month—the first Monday and the 
third Monday—the House may by a two-thirds vote suspend the rules 
and pass any proposition. Yet itis contended to-day by the opponents 
of this proposed change that this motion can not be made and submitted 
to the House for its consideration except by unanimous consent; and 
on four or five occasions since this session began, when we have reached 
the period of our business to which this rule refers—the first and third 
Mondays of the month—gentlemen in this House, in the exercise of 
what they claim to be their constitutional right under the rules of this 
House, have when their States were called sent to the Clerk’s desk oid 
bills, as stale as last year’s almanac, and have insisted that we should 
sit here for five hours as the representatives of this great — and 
listen to that nonsense being read, while the time of the House was 





unless he agrees to it. 












consumed at their instance, and nothing else could be done. Now, I 
hold that it is not the constitutional right o. any member of this House 
to say that this House shall do nothing without his consent. 


We are, under our present rules, or hy reason of the abuse of those 
rules, in this ‘condition: that one member claims the right to say that 
no business shall be done on the firstand third Mondays of each month 
This, instead of being a claim for the rights of 
minorities, is a claim for the dictation and despotism of one-man 
power; and if Representatives here whose constituents demand of them 
that they shall execute their will and enact laws in their interest allow 


a Representative from a single district to dictate the whole policy of 


this House, the people of the country will hold us responsible for a fail- 


ure to make the rules so clear that this abuse of power can not be ex- 
ercised. 


I hope, therefore, the Chair will hold that it is too late to raise the 
question of consideration upon this resolution; that it is now before the 
House; and I trust that the resolution will be supported by those Rep- 
resentatives in this body who believe that the American people are 
entitled to be represented here by three hundred and twenty-five mem- 
bers, and that the voice of the majority when spoken here, and when 
agreed to by the other legislative departments of the Government, should 
be the law of the land. We can not be justified by our constituents if 
we aliow our hands to be tied and concede that one man may dictate 
the whole legislative policy of this Government. I believe that the 
proposition now presented isright in itself, being calculated to protect 
minorities as well as majorities, and to enable the people’s Representa- 
tives to execute the popular will. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, what I shall have to say will be respon- 
sive to what has been already said on the part of other gentlemen, al- 
though it may not be strictly pertinent to the parliamentary question 
raised. 

Gentlemen present this matter as though one man were obstructing 
the will of the majority of the House, and as if that were all there is 
in thisquestion. Now, sir, since I have had the honor of serving in this 
House the present rule has obtained, and the obstructive methods re- 
ferred to have frequently been resorted toon suspension days when meas- 
ures are brought before the House with a limited period for considera- 
tion, preventing often the reaching of anything like a healthy conciu- 
sion. Since I have been here the House has time and again kept back 
from the Senate a resolution for final adjournment, with the view of 
escaping from the operation of that rale which allows suspensions of 
the rules during the la-t six days of asession. This suspension day 
has been dubbed in times past, in the House and by the press of the 
country, as ‘‘devil’s day.”’ ; 

It is only in regard to this objectionable class of legislation that these 
obstructive proceedings have been resorted to. Certain gentlemen, on 
the assumption that the measures on which they seek the action of the 
House are overwhelmingly important, have suddenly discovered that 
what has existed here for a decade or perhaps for three decades is a great 
monstrosity, I trust, sir, that we shall not yield one single right that 
the minority now have in this House. The majority has the power to 
adopt appropriate methods for the consideration of any measure they 
may desire topass. The present question relates simply to the matter 
of the suspension of the rules; and when the Committeeon Rules comes 
here divided, when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
with a quarter of a century of service, and the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILs], chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, feel that this measure is improper, I do not think I am in bad 
company or liable to be arraigned and convicted before the bar of pub- 
lic opinion because I am sustaining what is called this ‘‘ one-man 
power ’’ of obstructing legislation in this House. 

There are many things which a minority may do here. The rights 
of the minority have been carefully preserved by those who have pre- 
ceded us and by the wisest men of the land. There has never been a 
House, Democratic or Republican, that has not felt the wholesome in- 
fluences of the minority, and which has not felf the influences of ob- 
structive tactics. 

We have legislation enough. What we need is correct legislation. 
Wherever a measure assumes great consequence, wherever it assumes 
a dangerous character, it is well somebody should obstruct it by pre- 
venting it being disposed of under a suspension of the rules. I am not 
to be restrained and members of the House are not to be restrained by 
suggestion of outrage in this connection from doing what becomes 
really a duty as well as a right. 

Dispose of it for the balance of the session; temporary; whenever an 
emergency arisesremove any rule in the way of the wish of the majority! 
Sir, [am opposed to any such expedient as that. Rules have been 
honored with a long life of approval by wise men. I do not want to, 
and will not under any suggestion as to the consideration of this or 
that measure, become excited and alarmed about the power exercised 
by a few gentlemen in this House under rules we have honored for a 
quarter of a century. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, 1 desire to say a word on the question of 
consideration. I am prompted to this, not so much because I object to 
the resolution reported from the Committee on Rules as because I de- 
sire to enter my protest, feeble as it may be, against any temporary 
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change of the rules of the House for the accomplishment of a specific 
purpose, for the passage of any particular bill. My idea, sir, is that the 
rules of this House are made not only, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Reep], for the orderly conduct of the public business, 
but there is a greater and higher object, and that is to protect the rights 
of the minority, to restrain, in the language of the old law-writers, 
the unbridled license of the majority, to give them time for reflection, 
so that when passion is allayed they may return to a sense of justice if 
they find they have departed from it. 

You will find that every writer on parliamentary law lays down as 
the great object in the establishment of rules the protection of the rights 
ofthe minority. As my colleague has well said, a majority can always 
protect itself. We live in a government, sir, where, while it is a gov- 
ernment, as the gentleman from Maine says, of a majority, yet there 
are liraitations on the power of the majority. Neither in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States nor in the constitution of any State has the 
majority the right to do what it pleases. 

This is a proposition to change the rules. It is not so important 
in its effect upon the general business of the House whether this reso- 
lution be adopted or not. I object to it because it is designed to 
further the passage of some particular bill which some gentleman or 
number of gentlemen fancy the public demand. 

I should like to have the attention of the Chair. 
raise the question of consideration—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will permit me, I would like 
to say a word before he goes to the question of consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. I will yield to the gentleman in a moment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the House it is always in the 
power of a majority of the House to determine whether or not they 
will enter on the consideration of a question. The fact that it may be 
a question of privilege does not change the general rule that the ma- 
jority can always determine whether or not they will consider a case 
or temporarily lay it aside. Theonly trouble I apprehend in the mind 
of the Speaker in this case is that, the House having already entered 
upon the consideration of the question, whether or not it is not now 
too late to raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Georgia 
that that is not the principal difficulty in the mind of the Chair. The 
House had not only entered upon the consideration of the matter, but 
the previous question was demanded, and the yeas and nays were or- 
dered by the House on that demand. The vote was actually being 
taken. Now the question in the mind of the Chair is whether when 
the vote is actually being taken it is not then too late to raise the 
question of consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. Unquestionably, Mr. Speaker, during the same legis- 
lutive day it would be too late. But it may be well enough in decid- 
ing this question to look a little to the matter of convenience, because 
the effect of a ruling must necessarily enter into the mind of the 
Speaker in deciding questions of parliamentary law which have not 
heretofore been decided. If it is too late at this stage of the case to 
raise the question of consideration, then the House finds itself in this 
position: That the gentleman from Maine alone, against the wishes of 
every other member of the House, may hold this resolution before the 
House to the exclusion of all other business, 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘The House can dispose of it in a few minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. Buta majority may determine that they do not want 
to dispose of it. The same majority of which my friend speaks may 
decide that there are other matters to which they desire to address 
their attention. The fact that the gentleman from Maine stated that 
if there was an appropriation bill or any other matter of public im- 
portance pending in the House that he would withdraw this resolu- 
tion shows—— 

Mr. REED. But I did not say that. 

Mr. CRISP. Iso understood you. 

Mr.REED. Oh, na; I was providing, like my friend from Georgia, 
for my neighbors. I said the gentleman from Kansas could get out of 
the way in such event. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. ‘‘The gentleman from Kansas’’ is not 
obstructing the public business in any way. 

Mr. CRISP. The effect of the rule invoked by the gentleman from 
Maine is just this: That if the House had entered upon the considera- 
tion of the question, the previous question having been demanded and 
the yeas and nays ordered, that the House must proceed to transact that 
business before any other business can be transacted. If then the House 
must vote upon this question before any other business can be taken 
up then. as [ submit, one gentleman can absolutely obstruct from day 
to day the business of the House for an indefinite time by calling up 
that resolutien. The response of the gentleman from Maine to thisar- 
gument is that the House can easily get out of that dilemma by pass- 
ing upon the question. But that is begging the question, because the 
House must always have the right to determine whether it wants to 
pass upon it or not. 

Tam aware of the fact that there have been decisions to the effect 
that when you have entered upon the consideration of a question it is 
too late to raise the question of consideration; but a new legislative 
day has intervened, and it seems to be only right and proper when the 
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gentleman from Maine calls up a matter coming over from a previous 
day that any gentleman can raise the question of consideration, that 
is, will the House now proceed with the consideration of the question? 
and it should be and must be within the power of the majority of the 
House to determine whether they will then consider it or not. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois for his question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask my friend from Georgia this ques- 
tion, whether he regards it one of the sacred rights of the minority to 
concede to any member of the House the privilege on the firstand third 
Mondays of the month, when bills are introduced on the call of States, 
to introduce bills, not for the purpose of having them considered, be- 
cause they can not be considered on that call, but merely for the pur- 
pose of — them read, to consume the whole time of the House up 
to the hour of adjournment, and thus prevent the House from reach- 
ing the consideration of any other order of business that is prescribed 
by the rules for that day? Does the gentleman think thatis the right 
of the minority which ought to be preserved? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Illinois asks me a question, and 
I can only answer for myself. I have never resorted to the ee to 
which the gentleman refers, and those gentlemen who have done so are 
responsible alone to their constituents and their own sense of right and 
wrong. They are in no sense responsible to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois or to his constituents. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I am responsible to my constituents. 

Mr, CRISP. And if gentlemen here exercise the right given them 
by the rules or the practice of the House, they are responsible alone to 
their own le. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But does the gentleman think that is a legislative 
right that every member of the House ought to have? 

Mr. CRISP. That depends altogether u the rules of the House. 
Under the rules of the House, existing as they do to-day, and, asI am 
informed, since the very first Congress met, it is the right of any mem- 
ber upon the introduction of a bill to have it read. It is the right of 
all members of the House to present bills which may be of vital im- 
portance to their constituents. You must not forget that the intro- 
duction of a bill is the exercise of a very important right of the people 
of this country. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Georgia knows that the in- 
troduction of bills on Monday can not be for the purpose of consider- 
ation, but for reference only. 

_Mr. REED. Ob, I do not think the gentleman from Georgia is se- 
rious. ° 

Mr. SPRINGER. And there would seem no necessity for occupy- 
ing the time of the House in reading these bills. 

r. CRISP. The gentleman is begging the question. This is a 
proposition to reduce the opportunities afforded to members to intro- 
duce bills. The gentleman from Illinois may say that they are not 
introduced for consideration, or he may say that you can introduce 
them by unanimous consent. That is true, but in such case the intro- 
ducer of the bill is dependent upon the consent of all the members of 
the House, and must get it before he can exercise a right which is of 
importance to himself and to his constituents. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow a question ? 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Will not your construction of the law permit one 
man, on the first call from the first State reached on the list, to con- 
sume all of the time of the session in the introduction of matters 
which he may require to have read ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He may take up the time of the whole Congress, 

Mr. HEARD. Yes, I will say consume the whole Congress in the 
introduction of such matters by requiring them to be read. 

Mr. CRISP. But, Mr. Speaker, that is not the question. 

Mr. HEARD. It is it exactly. 

Mr. CRISP. It is not the question before the House. The gentle- 
man assumes that members will do certain things because they may 
do so, 

Mr. HEARD. They are doing it. 

Mr.CRISP. The gentleman says they are doing it. I do not know 
about that. I am not aware that that has been done to any extent. 

Mr. REED. Well, rather. 

Mr. CRISP. Iam aware of this fact, Mr. Speaker, that certain gen- 
tlemen on both sides of this House have certain measures which they 
wish to pass. I am aware of the fact that there is quite a number of 
gentlemen on both sides of this House who are opposed to these meas- 
ures. 


Mr. REED. And thatsome other members have pet measures which 
want to call. 
r. CRISP. Not at all. 
Mr. REED. It is the same thing—— 
Mr. CRISP. This is the difference, Mr. Speaker, between doing 


To not permit a majority to pass a measure. 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Why not? 


Mr. CRISP. The objection to that is this: That the minority have 
certain rights which they can exercise under the Constitution of the 
United States. If in the exercise of these rights they obstruct the pas- 

of a bill, who can complain ? 
r. REED. I suppose we can change the rules. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Let me inquire of the gentleman from 
Georgia, what right have the minority but to discuss and submit ? 

Mr. CRISP. That kind of argument will not hold in a country where 
the written constitution is the supreme law. Under the Constitution 
of the United States one-fifth of those present have got the right to put 
on the Journals of the House the vote upon every question. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Then what right has the majority if it can 
pass this measure? 

Mr. CRISP. The majority has the right in the House, and under the 
rules of the House as they have existed from time immemorial—— 

Mr. REED. But the rules of the House have not existed from time 
immemorial. 

Mr. CRISP. But the rule that allows a member frequent opportu- 
nities to introduce a bill, every week, perhaps, has existed for many 


Mr. REED. But not from time immemorial. 

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman is frank he will state, or at least he 
will not deny, that the object of a change in the rules at this time is 
to permit the passage of certain bills under suspension of the rules. 

Now, just a word or two more, for I have already said more than I 
had intended, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] and 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. RrEp] will find we live in this coun- 
try under written constitutions. These constitutions are made, not to 
wen the rights of majorities, but to protect the rights of minorities. 

ey ave to protect the life, liberty, and the property of the citizen— 
against what? Amongst other things, against the unbridled acts of 
majorities, The gentlemen will find on reading the Constitution of 
their country that a minority of only one-fifth of this body can cause 
to be put upon the record the vote of every member who votes on any 
question. ey will find that it requires a majority of the whole House 
to pass any bill. If demanding the yeas and nays on any bill defeats 
its , who can complain? If refusal to vote by a minority de- 
feats the of a bill, who can complain? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Does the gentleman from Georgia think 
that in this House or any legislative body under the Constitution of 
the United States the minority should dictate to the majority? 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, I submit to my friend that that is begging the 
question. I am replying to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED], that a majority may do what it pleases and that 
a minority must gracefully submit. I submit, sir, that constitutions 
are made to protect minorities, that rules are made to protect minori- 
ties, and I say to the gentleman that in this country, country of ma- 
jorities though it may be, we find this anomalous state of affairs, that 
the incoming President of the United States is elected by a minority of 
the people of the United States. [Applause on the Democratic side, 
and cries of “Oh, no!” on the Republican side. } 

Mr. REED. And I suppose the State of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia and several other States at the South might have made the minor- 
ity much more striking if had seen fit. It is to their forbearance 
that the country is indebted for the minority being so small. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to know whether this discussion as to the 
rights and powers of majorities and minorities is germane to the ques- 
tion now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] is re- 
plying to an argument made on the other side. 

Mr. LANHAM. Extending even to the question of Presidential 
majorities and minorities. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia seems to have re- 
ferred to that merely as an illustration. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I have only a word or two more to say. 
I shall not undertake to follow the gentieman from Maine now, but I 
hope on an early occasion to have something to say upon the question 
which he has just raised here. The gentleman from Maine need not 
be disturbed about Georgia. I can assure him, and the other members 
of this House, and the people of this country, in the utmost sincerity, 
that in no State in the Union is the right accorded by the laws and 
by the e to all classes of voters to go to the ballot-box and de- 

t their ts for the candidates of their choice more freely and 
ully than it is in Georgia. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. And for the minority to rule. 

Mr. REED (to Mr. Crisp). You distinguish Georgia from the rest 
of the Southern States, then ? 

Mr. CRISP. I do not, sir. 

Mr. REED. Credat Judxus. 

Mr.CRISP. Idonotdistinguish Georgia from the other States, but I 
am one of those who try to talk of matters that I know something about. 
I know about Georgia, and therefore I speak for Georgia. 
J am not one of those, who being two or three thousand miles away, pre- 


any despotic power claimed for a majority. 
occasions take care of itself; and the theory of our form of govern- 
ment in its legislative relations provides for rules to prevent injustice 
to a minority. 





sume to criticise a community in relation to matters of which they 
know nothing except what they read in a 
on the Democratic side. ] Ido know Georgia, and therefore I undertake 
to speak for Georgia here. 


partisan press. [Applause 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I think there is some confusion 


here as to the rights of minoritiesand majorities, I thinkit ought te 
be understood what constitutes a minority. Ihold that oneman is not 
the minority which the Constitution contemplates. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. What is? 
Mr. SPRINGER. The rule contended for here is that one man has 


the right to dictate all the legislation of this body, and this House has 
no right which one man is bound to respect. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not feel it incumbent upon me 


to detain the House with a recital of the reasons which induced me to 
differ on this question from a majority of the Committee on Rules—a 
bare majority; but I rise to combat a thought which seems to have 
taken possession of some gentlemen here, that with the responsibility 
of the majority should be given the power to ride over the minority 


rough-shod. I assert that any one who will take the trouble to read 
the history of the enactment of the rules of this House from the First 
Congress down, will find that the governing principle in their forma- 
tion has been that they should be made to protect the minority from 
The majority can on all 


Mr. SPRINGER. What constitutes a minority, in the gentleman’s 


judgment? 


Mr. RANDALL. The rules say what shall be the respective rights 


of a majority and what shall not. 


I say here that I can well remember much wrong, in my judgment, 
which would have been done but for the obstruction allowed by the 
rules of the House, while on the other hand I do not recall ever hav- 
ing known any serious harm to come from the exercise of those rights 
which the rules have given to the minority. I state distinctly that 
upon this occasion and upon all occasions which may arise hereafter, I 
shall adhere, so far as I may be able, to that principle which guided 
our forefathers in the formation of the rules which have been handed 
down to us—the principle of -protecting a minority in this House 
against the undue acts of an arbitrary and despotic majority. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire toask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr, RANDALL] whether he thinks it is the right of a minority con- 
sisting of one man to say that no business shall by done in this House 
unless he agrees toit? Is that ‘‘the right of the minority?”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I answer the gentleman that I can imagine great 
hardships to come from the vicious or unwise purpose of a minority in 
that connection; but I say that I would not change the rules to meet 
any particular case of that kind, because I believe that such a change 
might do still greater harm by giving the majority the right to over- 
ride the minority. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did not the gentleman himself favor in a former 
Congress a change of the rule which then made every Monday suspen- 
sion day? The gentleman himself succeeded by the aid of the majority 
he represented in this House in limiting that right. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did everything I could to make the rules so that 
the minority would have the power to prevent wrongful or unconstitu- 
tional legislation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman has succeeded in making the 
rules so that one man can prevent anything being done here unless he 
wants it to be done—if that be the ‘‘ right of a minority ’’—then I have 
but little respect for such a right. 

Mr. RANDALL, What any individual member does under the rules 
he does on his own responsibility. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But one member has no right to take the respon- 
sibility of dictating all the legislation of this great body. 

Mr.REED. Mr. Speaker, I very much regret the course which this 
discussion hastaken. There is an evident effort on the part of gentle- 
men opposed to certain measures to give a partisan aspect to this de- 
bate. I trust that anything which may be said may not influence in 
that view the minds of members, because the question now before us 
is in no sense a partisan question. It is a question of the orderly con- 
duct of the business of the House. 

Neither is there involved here any question of what may properly be 
called the rights of the minority. Minority rights in this country are 
guarded by a written Constitution. The rules of this House are not 
for the purpose of protecting the rights of the minority, but to promote 
the orderly conduct of the business of the House. They can have no 
other object. It is because in their application they have been per- 
verted from the purpose for which such rules are intended that we have 
this great trouble to-day. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] undoubtedly thinks that the obstruction which the rules 
at present allow to be exercised operates only for the prevention of un- 
wise or unconstitutional measures. But, sir, I have been here fortwelve 
years, and during that time I have seen more honest measures killed 
by the operation of these rules than dishonest measures defeated. 
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A declaration that in order to prevent the passage of bills which are 
unconstitntional itis necessary to stop the whole business of the House 
of Representatives and deliver its work over to the hands of any noisy 
minority is a reflection upon the integrity of the members of this body. 
Representatives here, if they were allowed to act upon their responsi- 
bility, would give to the country better work than they do to-day. 
The present system consists in skillful maneuver by the assistance of 
a minority to kill bills which the wisdom of the majority of the House 
regards as suitable and proper. They are made for that purpose and 
they are used for that purpose, and it is the stronghold of the older 
members. They know what the rules are; they know how they can 
be used to murder bills the majority believe in, and they use that 
power mercilessly. It has been the history of the legislation of this 
country from the very inception until now that we have changed rules 
constantly if the oldrules were found to impair the will of a deliber- 
ate and determined majority. 

The sole object of making rules at all, I repeat, is to facilitate the 
orderly management of business, and if a rule is put in solely for the 
purpose of enabling one man or twenty men to obstruct the action of 
the majority, I say that is a violation not only of the Constitution of 
the United States, but of the principles of human liberty as expounded 
by our forefathers. No such doctrine as that stated by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL) can be found in the pages of the 
Federalist. No such doctrine as that can be found in the writings of 
Thomas Jefferson. No such doctrine can be found in the writings of 
any believer in human liberty in this land. [Applanse. ] 

Who are we? We are the representatives the people have chosen, 
because we are supposed at least to be honest, to be manly, to be straight- 
forward, and here we are put under rules where a few can govern us, 
and we get into the habit of trying to dodge every question by the as- 
sistance of the rules of the House. [Laughter and applause.] If this 
is the courage-center of the United States—and I have not looked atit 
with much closeness—we know what we have. To-day there is not a 
man who listens to me who does not know the eflect of the rules of the 
House on the members is to wake them less manly and less courageous. 
[Applause.] Who does not know that a few men who understand the 
rules can block almost anything which the majority wants? Why, 
take the case ia point. The great majority of this House, to the ex- 
tent of two to one, desire to go on with the public business on suspen- 
sion day, Undercolor and by the aid of a rule of this House certain 
members propose—for it would be unparliamentary to refer to what 
they have done after I have characterized it—certain members propose, 
by the introduction of bills in which they have no interest, simply to 
prolong the time and wipe out that day, and thereby stop two-thirds 
of this Heuse from doing business. Thisis evidently so, because their 
very action in opposing the new rule shows they know the House is 
trvo to one in favor of the bills they op . 

And yet the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] with this plain example in front 
of them, get up and talk about therightsoftheminority. Why, right 
here is the tyranny of the minority. They have no rights in such a 
case as that, What right have they tostop the business of the people ? 
Was there any tyranny ever greater than that, that one man should be 
allowed to do this? [ Applause. ] 

And what is the remedy we propose? Simply for the rest of the 
session no bills shall be introduced on two Mondays ina month. All 
the other Mondays are open for the introduction of a thousand bills, not 
one of which can ever be reached for action. And the gentleman from 
Georgia | Mr. Crisp] seriously, and soberly, and without a smile, or a 
ghost of a smile on either corner of his mouth, talks about the depri- 
vation of the right to present a bill which might deeply affect his con- 
stituents. If he has not got them all in, he never will, [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have nearly twelve thousand bills in now. 

Mr. REED. I should like to address myself now for a moment to 
the question before the House. [Great laughter.] The gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ] has already stated what is the real point. 
He says heraises the question of consideration. It was not I who called 
this matter up. It came up automatically [laughter], and it would 
have come np before had it not been for the unanimous consent given 
to the transaction of the Nicaraguan business. 

That unanimous consent having exhausted itself, this question comes 
up, and it comes up because we are executing the order of the House, 
which was (o proceed with the yeas and nays. We had partly exe- 
cuted that erder of une House and found there was no quoram, where- 
upon we adjeurned; and the question comes now just where we left it 
on yesterday, and there can by no possibility be a question of consid- 
eration. The whole argument of the gentleman from Georgia upon 
that poiut is just as good an argument in favor of raising the question 
of consideration in the midst of debate upon a proposition as it is now. 
Tt is an argument of the same character, It is an argument from the 
inconvenience of the thing. But there is no real inconvenience. We 
can dispose of this question at once, as we can of any other question 
when it is before us, and then, after passing upon the question and dis- 
posing of it, we can go on with the business of the country. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 











JANUARY 4, 


Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Suppose you enter upon the consideration, say of the 
river and harbor bill. The House resolves itself into Committee of the 
Whole, proceeds with the consideration for a time, the committee rises, 
the House adjourns, and another legislativedaycomes. I suppose the 
gentleman from Maine will admit that the question of consideration 
of that measure can be raised ? 

Mr. REED. Beyond all peradveniure. 

Mr. CRISP. If in that case, why not now? 

Mr. REED. Because this presents a very different question. We 


are now executing an order of the House. In the case the gentleman 


cites no order had been made, and the House in his supposed case was 
not in the midst of yeas and nays. You can not raise a question of 


consideration in the middle of yeas and nays. You are trying to inter- 


pose your question of consideration after the order for the yeas and nays 
on the part of the House; and the gentleman must remember that it is 


a well-known parliamentary rule when the call of the roll has been 


commenced nothing can interrupt it. It can not even be interrupted 
by the arrival of the hourof 5 o’cleck. The hour of adjournment does 
not stop it. 

Mr. CRISP. But that is not the question. The gentleman is aware 


of the fact that under our rules the intervention of another legislative 
day interferes with many propositions that can not be interfered with 
except by such intervention. 


Mr. REED. And this is one thai can not be so interfered with, 
Mr. CRISP. I think it can, and therefore I invoke the same rule in 


this case that applies to so many other similar cases. 


Mr, REED. t is you undertake to invckea rule and apply it to 


this case that is applicable solely to a different case. 


Mr. CRISP. Not at all, but Ido invoke that rule which on the 


arrival of another legislative day gives the House the right to say 


whether it will proceed with the consideration of a measure or whether 
it will not proceed with it. That is the sole question presented here. 
Mr. REED. This is very different from the order of business to 
which the gentleman refers. 
Mr. SPRINGER. And the limitation which the gentleman from 
Georgia makes in regard to the river and harbor bill is net applicable, 
because the river and harbor bill is in the Committee of the Whole, 


and can not be reached in the House at all, except by an order to go 


into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend todiscuss at length the ques- 
tion which has been raised on the part of the gentleman from Texas as to 
the consideration of these bills on the Private Calendar, but wish to re- 
fer briefly to the pending question. The resolution presented by the 
gentleman from Maine comes over as a matter of privilege from yester- 
day. Itis before the House regularly, and what remains of the un- 
finished business of yesterday comes up and attaches to that proposi- 
tion. The Speaker has rightly stated that the yeas and nays having 
been ordered on the demand for the previous question, that was the 
unfinished business; and the House was about to go on with that call 
when the gentleman from Texas intervened with the question of con- 
sideration as to business upon the Private Calendar. I presume that 
the Speaker will decide that question properly in the interest of the 
orderly transaction of the business of the House, which is, of course, 
the business of the country. 

We have debated, somewhat irrelevantly and with some lit- 
tle apprehension of the future, what is to be the result of the change 
in the rules proposed by this resolution, and as to how minorities, not 
simply now, but possibly in the next Congress, may fare under action 
similar to that of to-day. Iwill not go into thatquestion now. All I 
propose to discuss is the question with reference to that condition of our 
rules. Asthey now exist and as proposed to be amended by this resolu- 
tion, they permit one member, and that is one of the special grievances 
complained of here, to interpose an obstaele to the transaction of the 
public business on certain daysin the month, by having bills read until 
the hour for adjournment shall come, and thus prevent the transaction 
of the other business prescribed by the rules for these days. Theques- 
tion here presented involves the rights of majorities and minorities 
somewhat, as we have been told in this debate, although I must con- 
fess I can net see the relevancy of the question as thus far presented ; for, 
according to my idea of ouraystem of public policy here with regard to 
legislative enactments, a system adopted at the very formation of the 
Government, thé minority and the majority are one. By our theory if 
not our practice, and, thank God, it is the most shining of all the jewels 
in our crown of sovereignty, we have the acqui@scence of the minority 
in the will of the majority on all oceasions; so that even if the minority 
be an imposing factor, yet when the vote is taken here under the rules 
of the House, there is no majority or minority as distinctive elements 
of the legislative will, but there is unanimity in the political order, the 
minority bowing to the will of the m , and the vote becomes 


unanimous. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the permit me to ask, 
taken, what then is the 


when the minority prevent a vote from 

OM cox Tf it does t it, it is, I accorded 
r. : prevent i suppose, a privilege 

under the Constitution. Oh, yes! It is one of the limitations—— 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Pardon me a moment just there. Is the 

quite sure that is in the Constitution or in the rules? 

Mr. COX. Well, if it is not it ought te be. I will take occasion to 
read it up again some time. [Laughter. ] 

Now, we have a great deal of talk here in felation to the rights of 
the minority. I never saw, and I have been here some time, any spe- 
cial advantage, except on three or four great occasions, where public or 
— liberty was at stake, when this obstructive filibustering policy 

ught any good. 

But we have generally seen that the men who have inaugurated these 
filibusters dre the first men to retreat and retrace their steps. I be- 
lieve in facilitating business, the business that we come here for; and 
although I do not know as I am now instructed whether I will vote ior 
the Oklahoma bill and the bill of the gentleman from Ohio, and I may 
not vote for these bills, there are other bills pending, matters involving 
other interests besides these, which demand that we get rid of the bill 
or bills or the rule which prevents the proper consideration of measures 
which we must consider. Now, the minority come up and say, ‘‘ We 
must be protected against the majority riding rough-shod over us,’’ to 
use the language of my friend from Pennsylvania. Gentlemen behind 
me say, ‘‘ We must protect the minority from undue embarrassment on 
the part of the majority.”” Now, whois to decide what is undue leg- 
islation ? 

Mr. REED. These three or four gentlemen who are interposing. 

Mr.COX. I donot know how many there are; but when the minor- 
ity have once spoken under the rules their duty is only to secure a 
proper record of their vote. Now, as it is laid down here in the his- 
tory of our rules and the rales drawn from English parliamentary prac- 
tice, I never saw it held that a minority were to be protected from a 
majority except in pursuance of the rulesof the House. There is such 
a limitation. Whenever, by the caprice of a bad Speaker, or by the 
capriciousness of members, our rules are broken, then, and then only, 
can this power be invoked; but not in pursuance of the rules. When 
the rdles are pursved the minority are supposed to be safe. 

Now, what is the propesition here? Why, to change the rules; not to 
break them. To make them conform toan orderly expedition of bus- 
iness, and to do that we have to break up one of the worst abuses which 
I have ever seen in connection with parliamentary life; and that is this 
puerile, small, little, uneducated idea of trundling up to the Clerk’s 
desk a big bill or bills to be read on Monday. This calls for no 
intellectual force [laughter and applause]; not as much intellect as it 
would require for a prize fighter. [Renewed langhter.] They send 
the largest bills up here to be read, and cali that statesmanship [ laugh- 
ter}, and deliberation, and carrying onthe businessofthe country. [ ke- 
newed 


laughter. 

lam glad that the Speaker and gentlemen here, irrespective of party, 
come here and say we will break down that abuse and make the rule 
conform with what is good order and a business proceeding; and then 
there is no minority which will not be protected. The majority will 
be held responsible to the people. By our theory of representative 
government the minority and the majority become one, even as the 
thought of God is one. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to call the attention of 
the Chair to what I think is a precedent for this case—— 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman from Kansas permit me to call the 
attention of the Chair to a matter on which I think there has been a 
decision of the Chair? On page 95 of the Calendar I find this state- 
ment: 


A bill to previde for the issue of cireulating notes to national-banking asso- 
ciations. Ja iuary 12; considered. Yeas and nays ordered on previous ques- 
oe the engrossment and third reading. January 31, continued to Febru- 
ary 14. 

I am informed that the oo in charge of the measure has re- 
peatedly attempted to call it The question ef consideration was 
raised, and the Chair held that it might be, notwithstanding the pre- 
vious question had been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. That bill eame up in the hour for the considera- 


tion of bills, and the hour being consumed it became unfinished busi- 
ness. 


Mr. CRISP. There has been a ruling —— 

sa REED. The gentleman from Georgia seems to transgress his 
rules. 

Mr. CRISP. It has been frequently held that the question of con- 
sideration might be raised against a privileged motion. That being 
so, the fact that the pending resolution is privileged cuts no figure, 
and the question before the House seems to be on all fours with that 
heretofore decided by the Speaker. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, that is the case to which 
I was about to refer as one which has been ruled upon. The facts in it 
were the sameasin the onepending. Thedemand forthe previousques- 
tion had been made, the yeas and nays were called, a quorum was not 
developed, and the House adjourned. On subsequent days the ques- 
tion of consideration was repeatedly raised, and held to be competent, 
by the Chair, as Iremember. If so, it seems to me that ruling would 
be an exact precedent for this case; because it does not matter whether 
that bill came up on a motion to suspend the rules or whether it came 


over from the morning hour as unfinished business. The question 
is not how it got before the House, but what was its attitude when be- 
fore the House, the yeas and nays having been called upon the demand 
for the previous question. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word or two in regard to 
this general question. This is a government by the majority, but itis 
not a government by majorities exclusively. It is a government of 
majorities and minorities; of amajority under check of a minority; not 
of a majority unchecked, but of a majority as checked by the minority 
under constitutional or parliamentary provisions. 

The amendment to the rules proposed by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] is this, that on a given day, namely, suspension day, a day 
which is an anomaly in all parliamentary proceedings, a day which 
performs the capital operation upon all rules, suspends them all—— 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Notnow, please. Isay, Mr. Speaker, 
that on the Mondays to which this resolution applies the House acts 
under anomalous and extraordinary rules, namely, that the previous 
question at once be ordered on the measure proposed by a member; in 
other words, the motion to suspend the rules is an ordering of the pre- 
vieus question. The right is given to the minority to make simply 
one motion, a motion to adjourn; but they have no right te move an 
amendment to the measure, and they are limited to fifteen minutes’ dis- 
cussion. On that day you lay asidecommon procedure and privileges 
and suspend all the rules; you de not allow a bill to go inte the Com- 
mittee of the Whole under tive minute debate and amendment, or tobe 
carefully diseussed and perfected; not at all. You suspend all that, 
and you at once bring the minority to vote upon a measure invelving, 
as in the Pacifie railroad bill, $60,000,000, with only fifteen minutes’ 
diseussion, or at the rate of $4,000,000 to the minute, and without the 
power toamend. That is what suspension day means. 

New it is propesed that on this day, when the ordinary rights of the 
minority have been thus obliterated, when a minority is so restricted 
that it can not discuss a question fairly and fully, and can not even 
move to amend, it shall be still farther deprived of what small ability 
remains te it under the call ef States te impose some check upon the 
majority. My observation has been that when the minority are per- 
mitted discussion, when gentlemen are permitted to offer amendments 
and to support them, then in due time there is but little disposition 
to filibuster. If the pending proposition applied to all the proceedings 
of the House on all days I sheuld not ebject, but it applies to suspen- 
sion day. I regard the whole system of suspending the rules on that 
day as an infamous parliamentary outrage, and the proposed destruc- 
tion of the rights of a mjnority on that day as inexcusable and danger- 
ous. Therefore, under these circumstances, I shall certainly claim the 
right as one man to do just what any other man can do here, namely, 
make a motion or demand the enforcement of any rule. 

Gentlemen talk about a ‘‘majority,’’ and about the power of ‘‘one 
man’’ to stand in the way of a majority. Can more than one. man 
make a motion at the same time? The majority does not submit it; 
only.one individual. Not till action is taken can the matter ef major- 
ity or minority bedeveloped. When the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] or any other one member makes a motion to pass an ap- 
propriation bill he is only exercising a right which I equally possess 
and claim for myself as one man, namely, the right to make a motion. 
I have that right under the rules. It is inherent in the office I hold, 
and in no wise dependent upon the will of other gentlemen; and to 
say that Iam to be deprived of that right because numbers of other 
gentlemen may feel that I am unwise in exercising it is upon the part 
of those gentlemen not only to arrogate to themselves all the wisdom 
they have but to attempt also to take against my will the small part that 
Ihave. Now, while my wisdom does not amount to much, I want it 
understood that it is mine; itis for me, and not for them, to determine 
when and how I shall avail myself of the rules, and I want it distinctly 
understood that I will exercise that right precisely as I please, more 
especially when you attempt to gag a minority on suspension day. 

Look for a moment at another anomaly and hardship of that day. 
The measures then considered do not come up on the Calendar or by 
the direction of the House. The very function of the Speaker enables 
him bya choice in recognizing members to say what bills shall be con- 
sidered and what shall not be considered. And all that I have to say 
on this subject applies simply to the office and not to the present occu- 
pant of the office, because I have the highest regard for the gentleman 
in the chair [Mr. CARLISLE}. 

But here you have, on suspension day, this function exercised by the 
Speaker, a rightgiven toone man—a ‘‘ one-man’’ power—to call up any 
measure hedesignates; it may involve a hundred million dollars, it may 
involve seats in the House, it may involve the gravest and most impor- 
tant legislation. Now, to say that you will wipe out the limitations 
which at present characterize suspension day, and will farther destroy 
the few rights which the minority still have under our rules is, it seems 
to me, going too far. If one man in the chair can exercise that power 
under the rules, then one man on the floor may equally exercise such 
power as the rules grant him. And while it requires no great states- 
manship to introduce a bill or to call for the reading of it, nor to vote 
ay or no, yet it does sometimes require some statesmanship and some 
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Speaker of the House. With the fact of the passage of bills you, sir, 
have nothing whatever todo. It is a singular argument to my mind 
in discussing a naked question of law, a question as abstract in its con- 
sequences as any other question of law, gentlemen should undertake 
to point out its effect onthe legislation of the country. 

There were two questions presented here in the beginning of this de- 
bate. The first was, does the character of a privileged question adhere 
to this resolution to-day? and if it does, the next question is, what is 
the present statusof the matter? I donot wish to discass the first sub- 
division of the question. The Chair has already decided it. I say in 
deciding the first question the Chair has virtually decided”both ques- 
tions. In other words, having arrived at the conclusion the Chair has 
already announced, that its character of privilege adheres to this reso- 
lution and is projected over into the next day or any other day when- 
ever the — it sees fit to call it up, he has, in my judgment, de- 
cided against this point of order. 

This resolution comes here, therefore, in what condition? What is 
its status after itis called up? Isay itis here exactly in the condition 
in which it was when the hammer fell on the adjournment of the House 
yesterday. Whatcan you take away from it? What element of its 
on the parliamentary features of the question now underconsideration, | status can be stripped away by the adjournment of the House?’ If you 
but I feel it due to myself to make one or two remarks in reply to ob- | take away from it the fact the previous question had been demanded 
servations which have fallen from gentlemen criticising the conduct of | and the yeas and nays had been demanded and called and the House 
those members who have sought to avail themstlves of their rights | was simply e in procuring a quorum, you may as well take away 
under the rules of the House. The rules of this House, Mr. Speaker, | the fact that a bill was ordered to a third reading, and read the third 
adopted for the orderly conduct of business, are weapons of offense as | time, and go along its pathway and undo the legislative steps which 
well as defense, and for one I do not intend to be driven from a proper | have already been taken. 
resort to them—and by ‘proper resort’’ I mean resort which commends | Now, my point is that the Chair having decided, and having decided 
itself to my jadgment, not to the judgment of others, as proper— | properly, this resolution is here as a privileged question, called up as a 
whether I use them on the offensive or on the defensive side of any | matter of privilege, it comes up in exactly the same condition in which it 
question. was laid down; and if that is true, then the question of consideration 

I am responsible to my constituents alone for my conduct, and how- | can not be raised against it. 
ever puerile it may be in the estimation ofsome gentlemen who appear | The SPEAKER. So far as the Chair is advised this is entirely a 
to set themselves up as special critics of the conduct of others, I do not | new question. The general rule of the House is that the question of 
intend to surrender this right. I shall bow to the rules of this House | consideration can be raised against any proposition when reached on 
with all due respect so long as they subsist in their present form; when | the Calendar or called up, even though a privil measure. 
they are changed I shall bow respectfully to the change. But while In the present instance the question is this: This resolution was re- 
the rules now existing continue in force I shall avail myself of my | ported from the Committee on Rules yesterday as a matter of privilege 
right as a member of this House, whether these gentleman regard the | and its consideration entered upon. The previous question was de- 
method exercised under the rules as an intellectual performance or not, | manded by a member and the yeas and nays ordered by the House, 
to make use of such method whenever [ see fit. I shall exercise this | and the vote was actually being taken; in fact, according to the recol- 
right regardiess of criticism, manfally and openly, either for the pur- | lection of the Chair, two or three efforts were made to take a vote and 
pose of opposing or promoting any measure I may deem it right either | secure a quorum, but they failed. Now, when the matter is called up 
to oppose or promote, and more especially whenever I see fit to do so | again to-day, still being a matter of privilege under the rules of the 
in the defeat of legislation which I believe to be unjust, iniquitous, and | House, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] raises the ques- 
unholy. tion of consideration against it; and the Chair rules, though he an- 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. For what Ishall say, Mr. Speaker, I alone | nounces this decision with some hesitation and some doubt, that under 
am responsible. I have been informed that what I am about to say | the circumstances the question of consideration can not be made against 
will not meet with the approbation of some of my particular friends. | it. 

But I wish to call to mind this fact, that we have been in session now Mr. REED. Let us have the regular order. 

some weeks and nothing has beenaccomplished. Why? Becausesome The SPEAKER. The question is on seconding the demand for the 

few men have taken advantage of the rules (I make no objection to | previous question. 

that) and have prevented any legislative action. * The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 21, not vot- 
Now, regardless of the question immediately before us, and hardly | ing 196; as follows: 


courage to fight bad measures, even in this way, and when we are con- 
fronted with picked measures, which are, in my judgment, detrimental 
to the interest of the people, I propose to fight them, even though I 
have to resort te the reading of a bill or to the simplest parliamentary 
methods. 

We are not mere babes here. We all look a little bit ahead. And 
all of us very well know what lies beyond this proposed amendment. 
This resolution carries much more than appears on its face. It means 
the passage of at least one enormous bill and its passage, how? Afler 
discussion? No. Under theright toamend? No. Butsimply under 
fifteen minutes’ debate, and then acompulsory vote of yeaor nay. It is 
easy to swim with the current, to go with the majority and talk loftily 
about the wisdom of the majority, but that clothes no man with the 
right te criticise a minority or take away its parliamentary power. I 
have the same right to be in a minority that another gentleman has to 
be with the majority. And I protest vigorously against any increase 
of the present autocratic power of the majority on suspension day, or 
any further destruction of the ability of a minority to apply checks 
and brakes on that day. 


Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to indulge in debate 






































knowing how far it may go, I have a word or two to say in the expres- YEAS—106, 
sion of convictions in which I have been very earnest in years past and Aten’ — hema totes, ——_ Mass. 
shall be in the years to come. Atkinson, Ford, Macionald, Scull 
I should like to know—I should like to have somebody tell me— oenaee e ao ish, Smith, 
what it is in this body but our zepresentation of the people at home Blanchard, Rea Mason,’ Spooner, 
that gives us any power atall; and if this representation of the people | Boothman, Grosvenor, McCreary, Sprieger, 
at home is to be defeated by one man or two, then what is there in | Breckinridge, Ky. Grout, a Inecker, 
legislation that is worth contending about? Any man who has looked | Brower, nea McKinley, Stockdale, 
at the history of this country, or dreams of knowing anything about | Browne,T.H.B.,Va.Hermann, Merriman, Stone, Ky. 
what a representative government is, must understand that a minority —— — a orrow, Taylor m Onis 
has ne rights at all except the right to discuss, the right to protest, Buchanan, Hitt, O'Donnell, Taylor,J.D., Ohio 
and the right to vote, while the majority bas the right to decide. If | Burrows, Holmes, O'Neill, Pa, Townshend, 
anybody can tell me any other rule than this, I shall be glad to know | Butterwort! NY oe Se —— —_ 
what itis. I have stood here day by day anxious to learn what our pee ae eo aio Patton - am Wade, 
laws were to be; and I have found out, Mr. Speaker, that we have no | Cogsweil, Howard, Payson, Walker, 
laws unless four or five men who do not know any more than I—four | Conger, ee a Perkins, was 
or five men of similar copaeition to my owe aig that it nen be et 2 Kean, : Pe Whesler, 
protest against this; and from this time on I have no mercy for it Cutcheon, Kennedy, elps, -¥. 
no wercy for them. eae —, Sinise, Plumb, Woodburn, 
Mr. Speaker, will some. of these gentlemen—the gentleman from Laidlaw, 
Georgia, or the gentleman from Pennsylvania, tell me what, in a rep- | Dockery, Landes, Rice, 
resentative body, a minority rightis? Idonot mean that ——s. ee NAYS—21. 
turn his ears away from any suggestion or ent w may Abboit, Davidson, Fla. Lehlbach, 
submitted by a aieanig? but can any one tell me what a minority | Adams. Glass, a Shively, 
right is as defined by law—as a lawyer or astudent of the Constitution | Raxer.m. mame, . —.” ' 
would learn it? ssdpeaanic 16 Caeaeen, Lanbaas, Fadagtes, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, in contending for the rights of a majority, I do . : 
not mean tw speak of a party naeties I am very far from suggesting NOT VOTING—196. 
that; I mean the majority in favor of any bill—not a party majority. | Allen, Mise. = = Arnold, Hdl Bie” 
Why should not such a majority pass the bill and be responsible for it ? | 4 nderson, Miss. eakhead, — Biggs, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. The question here is for the decision of the 
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Boutelle, loe, Lane, Russell, Conn. 
wden, Ermentrout, Lawler, Rusk, 
wen, Finley, Lee, Ryan, 
Breckinridge,Ark. Fisher, Lyman, Sawyer, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Fitch Lynch, tt, 
Brumm, Flood, e Seney, 
Foran, Mahoney, Seymour, 
Buckalew, Forney, Martin, Ww, 
Bunnell, Fuller, Matson, ‘ Sherman, 
Burnes, Gaines, McAdoo, Simmons, 
Burnett, Gallinger, M % Snyder, 
Butler, Gay, McCo' . Spinola, 
Bynum. McKinney, Stephenson, 
Campbell, F.,N. Y. Gibson, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
anes, o Glover, McRae, Stewart, Ga. 
Candler, Goff, McShane, Stewart, Vt. 
Carlton, Granger, Milliken, Stone, Mo. 
Caruth, Greenman, Mills, Symes, 
Caswell, Grimes, Moffitt, Tarsney, 
Catchings, Guenther, Montgomery, Taulbee, 
Cheadle, 1, oore, Thomas, Ky. 
Clardy, » Morgan, Thomas, Ill. 
Clark, Hatch, Morrill, Thomas, Wis. 
Clements, Hayes, Morse, Thompson, Ohio 
n, Hemphill, Neal, Thompson, Cal, 
Collins, Henderson,Iowa N n, Tillman, 
Compton, Henderson,N.C. Nichols, y, 
Cooper, Henderson, Ill. Norwood, Turner, Kans, 
= eo eae 
wiles, : ; . ashington, 
Crain, elites. O’Neall, Ind, Weber, 
Hooker, O'Neill, Mo. White, Ind. 
Oniberson, Hopkins, Il. Owen, Whiting, Mich. 
Cummings, ore Parker, Whiting, Mass. 
Dalzell, Hudd, Perry Whitthorne, 
Dai ‘ Hunter, Phelan, Wickham, 
Dav n, Ala. Hutton, di 4 Wilber, 
De Lano, Johnston, N. C. Pugsley, Wilkins, 
Dibble, Jones, Randall, Wilkinson, 
Dingley, Kelley, Richardson, Williams, 
Dorsey, Ketcham, Robertson, Wilson, Minn. 
\ Kilgore, Rockwell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Du . oon, Rogers, Wise, 
Dunn, n, Romeis, Yardley, 
rd, Rowland, Yost. 


RECORD—SENATE. 


No quorum voted. 

During the roll-call, on motion of Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous 
consent, the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HARMER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. KeTcHAM, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Pending the announcement of the vote, I desite to 


ask that my colleague, Mr. O’NEILL, be granted indefinite leave of 
absence on account of sickness. 


There was no objection. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp in the chair). No quorum 
has voted. 


Mr. REED. I move a call of the House. 
_ Mr. WILKINS. Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 7 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills and a joint resolution of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CRAIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 245) directing the Sec- 
retary of War toappoint a board of to select the most eligible 
point on the coast of Texas where a safe deep-water harbor can be se- 
cured and maintained in the shortest time and at the least cost—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

._By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 11958) for the relief of Mary 
E. Jones and Fanny Burgess—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 11959) granting an increase of pension 
to Abraham Dally—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 11960) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the White River at or near Aber- 
deen, Prairie County, Arkansas—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11961) for the relief of 
Wil B. Burnet—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 11962) for the relief of William Karger— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 11963) for the relief of Sarah 
A. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 11964) for the relief of L. T. Will- 
iamson— to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 11966) for the relief of Edward D. 

- _~ Aeon ell on nn90T) Pensions. 

r. : A bill (H. R. 11967 & pension to William 

Vv. Cronk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 11968) to increase the pension of 
James Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.. By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11969) for the relief of 
the heirs of A. G. and B. P. Lee—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of Michael Marchelroad, for reference of 
his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Elisha P. Minshaw and of Daniel H. 
Wilson, of Cherokee County, and of Thomas Caldwell, of De Kalb 
County, Alabama, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of the board of county commissioners 
of Grand Forks County, Dakota, for amendment of the act of July 30, 
1886, restricting special legislation in the Territories—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Robert P. Porter, late first lieutenant 
Company A, Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, for correc- 
tion of record of service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWTON: Petition of P. C. Berry, heir of J. M. Berry, of 
Richland Parish, Louisiana, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Papers in the case of Joseph Grantham, of 
Clark County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, for an appropriation for the construction of houses at Point 
Barrow, Alaska, and East Cape, Siberia, for the protection of those en- 
gaged in the whale fisheries, and for repairs to the steamers Bear and 
Thetis—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Joseph Grantham, of Clarke 
County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Palina Vignes, of St. Landry 
Parish, Louisiana, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Of William A. Fields, of Hillsborough, and of 
W. A. Garner and Philip H. Hale, of Fort Worth, Tex. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Of J. J. Goodenow, of White Pigeon, Mich. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Of Brussey Biven, of Phelps, N. Y. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Of C. B. Pendleton and of Frank H, 
Stout, of Florida. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of Charles F. Heller and others, of Read- 
ing, Pa. 

By Mr. FITCH: Of printers and others, of New York and Brooklyn. 

By Mr. FULLER: Of E. M. Ricker, of Riceville, Iowa. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of Brush & Brown, of Cambridge, Vt. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: Of printers and others, of New York and 
Brooklyn. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: Of printers and others, of New York and Brook- 
lyn. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Of W. H. Wonder, of Whiting; and of A. C. 
Satterlee, of Hall, Iowa. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 5, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
JosEPH E. Brown, a Senator from the State of Georgia, appeared 
in his seat to-day. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ANDREW M’DONOUGH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of December 19, 1888, a report of the Adjutant-General of the 
Army in regard to the date of enlistment and discharge of Andrew Mc- 
Donough, late a soldier in a New York regiment in the Mexican war; 
which, with the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF JOSEPH NEUMANN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Agriculture, transmitting, in pursuance 
of the act of Congress of July 18, 1888, making appropriations for the 
Agricultural Department, and for other purposes, a report by Professor 
Joseph Neumann, of San Francisco, Cal., upon the results of his study 
of and experiments with the wild native silk-worm of California; 
which, with the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DETROIT RIVER AND ST. CLAIR FLATS, 


Mr. CULLOM. A communication was sent to the Senate in answer 
to a resolution of the body some time ago from the Secretary of War, 
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which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, without printing. 
It is a pretty important document, and I ask leave to have it printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If the Senator will indicate the docu- 
ment, the order to print will be made. 

Mr. CULLOM. It isa communication from the Secretary of War 
in relation to the St. Clair Flats, in answer to a resolution which I my- 
self introduced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be printed, 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the common 
council of Seattle, Wash., praying for the admission of Washington 
Territory as a State; which was referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 

OFFICE OF SUPERVISING ARCHITECT. 


Mr. PADDOCK. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate I report favorably the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr], from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, in regard to the employment 
of a stenographer, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The-resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and are 
hereby. authorized to employ a stenographer under the resolution of the Senate 


of December 20, 1888, the expenses of the same to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (5S, 1305) to in- 
corporate the Maritime Ship-Canal Company of Nicaragua with amend- 
menis, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3770) for the relief of Daniel W. 
Boutwell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S, 3771) for the relief of John Wagner; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3772) granting a pension to William 
Watkins; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, STEWART introduced a bill (8S. 3773) to reconvey certain lands 
to the county of Ormsby, State of Nevada; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
In*ian Affairs. 

VENEZUELAN AWARDS. 


Mr, EDMUNDS. I offer two resolutions, parts of one series, really 
one resolution, and I ask for their present consideration. 


The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and heis hereby, requested 
to communicate to the Senate, if not in his judgment incompatible with the 
poutte interest, any correspondence between the Government of the United 
States and the Government of Venezuela, or between the Secretary of State and 
owners of Venezuelan certificates of award or their attorneys in regard to 
the exchange of rat fications of the claims convention of December 3, 1835, be- 
tween the United States and Venezuela, since the message of the President of 
the United States to the Senate of April 25, 1888. 

Resolved, That the President be, and heis hereby, requested, if in his opinion 
not incompatible with the public interest, to inform the Senate what steps. if 
any, have been taken by the Government of the United States to collect the 
monthly quotas of the customs receipts due to the UnitedStates under Venezue- 
lan law on account of the Caracas awards, or to ascertain what disposition of 
the said monthly quotas has been made by the Venezuelan Government since 
the passage of the joint resolution of March 3, 1883, requesting the President of 
the United States to open negotiations with Venezuela fora review of the said 
awards, 

MINING_OPERATIONS IN NEVADA. 


Mr. STEWART. Ioffer the following resolution and ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be instructed to inquire 
ifany interruptions in mining or obstruction of mining operations have occurred 
in the State of Nevada on account of prosecutions recommended by the Com- 
missioner of the General Laud Office and institated in the name of the United 
States; and ifso, to ascertain all the facts and circumstances connected with such 
presecutions: and for that purpose said committee shall have power to send for 
persons and papers and administer oaths, and report by bill or otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the resolution had better lie over until to- 
morrow. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be printed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rales, and be printed. 
INTEROCEANIC CANALS, 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there farther morning business ? 
If there be none, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 


Mr. SHERMAN. In pursuance of the notice I gave yesterday, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (8. 
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R. 122) declaring the sense of Congress in’ respect of the connection of 
European governments with interoceanic canals at the Isthmus of Darien 
and in Central America. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let it be read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempoie. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not desire, unless some Senator wishes me to 
do so, to say anything in regard to this matter. 

This joint resolution is a statement of a line of public policy adopted 
by the United States nearly seventy years ago. It has been announced 
in a more or less forma! manner by almost every President of the United 
States since that time in the annual messages to Congress. It has al- 
ways been sanctioned in various ways by Congress. It is the simplest 
declaration of public policy, that the Government will not view with 
satisfaction the establishment by any foreign government of the con- 
trol over the construction of any canal across the Isthmus of Pana 
or in Central America. : 

‘Phe declaration is ina very moderate and simple form. I think the 
joint resolution ought to be agreed to unanimously by every member 
of both Houses of Congress, and I have no doubt it will receive the ap- 
prebation of the President of the United States. 

To discuss the subject at length would be very interesting, but we 
should have to go into a long and elaborate history, and I have not 
deemed it necessary to do so on this occasion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio as chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations whether there are any special 
reasons at this time for the reassertion of this principle? I shall vote 
for the resolution; I think itis right; but Ido not know of any special 
call in the conduct of foreign governments for it. If the Senator does 
I should be glad to know it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state the occasion that gave rise to the in- 
troduction of the joint resolution. 

Undoubtedly the Panama Canal scheme is laboring under very great 
embarrassments, It has recently, in a measure, failed or suspended, 
and the authorities of France have provided for its suspension. A great 
many French people as well as Americans and Englishmen and people 
of other countries are interested in the building of the Panama Canal 
under a local charter. The Government of France has hitherto always 
disclaimed any connection with the enterprise as a government, but it 
has been conducted by the private management of De Lesseps and others 
under a Central American company. However, recently, on account of 
the failure of De Lesseps and the necessity of large sums of money 
being raised, it has been proposed by a friendly power, the Government 
of France, that it should itself assume the construction of this canal 
or undertake some control or ownership or jurisdiction over it, or exer- 
cise some power which is inconsistent with the established doctrine of 
the American Government. 

We thought that under those circumstances it was but an act of 
friendly caution to express the opinion so often expressed in this coun- 
try that the Government of the United States would not look with 
satisfaction upon the exercise of any such power. To use the language 
of the resolution, for it is very simple— 


That the Government of the United States will look with serious concern and 
disapproval upon any connection of any Eu government with the con- 
struction or control of any ship-canal across Isthmus of Darien or across 
Central America, and must regard any such connection or control as injurious 
een rights and interests of the United States and asa menace to their 

It was thought by the Committee on Foreign Relations, this public 
fact being known asa matter of history, that we should at least say 
that we can not allow the French Government to proceed to assume 
an act of authority or power over this canal as a government; and we 
announce our well-known decision upon the subject. That was the 
occasion. If there ever was an occasion demanding the exercise of the 
announcement of this doctrine it is now. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if the French Gov- 
ernment did not disclaim some years ago any intention to participate 
in the work against the protest of our Government? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe in the administration of Mr. Hayes, by 
Mr. Evarts the attention of the French Government was ed to 
the position of the United States in regard to this subject-matter, and 
the French Government then did disclaim any purpose at all as a gov- 
ernment to control or deal with this question; that French citizens, 
like the citizens of America and all othercountries, contributed means 
and money, but that they had no governmental jurisdiction or power 
over it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I thought I observed some ten days ago, perha 
two weeks ago, that the French Chamber of Deputies had ex y 
refused to lend theassistance of the government to this canal company, 
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and I was impressed with the fact that the French Government was 
really declining to assert its authority, if it had any, or to extend au- 
thority over it. Still, that does not affect the propriety of passing the 
resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the subject of party contest and party de- 
mand in France. Thereare certain interests in France that would un- 
doubtedly favor the project of the government assuming the construc- 
tion of the work; at least,we have every reason to believe so. But at 
ali events it is well enough for us to announce our opinion about it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio, the 
chairman of the committee, whether there was any minority report or 
any dissent in committee from this resolution or concerning the necessity 
of its immediate . 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There was no minority report. There was some 
conversation, but it was hardly in the nature of dissent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All the members present concurred. 

Mr. SHERMAN, All present concurred in the report. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to say, in response to what the Senator 
from Indiana has said about the probability of the French Government 
refusing to take charge of this canal, that there is a very strong party 
in France which insists that the government shal] take charge of it. 
I do not think there can be any question that when the people of France 
realize that unless their government does take charge of it the entire 
money put into it will be lost, they will compel the government to 
take charge of it unless we interfere. That has been apparent, to people 
who have studied this question, for the Jast three years. I had the 
honor nearly thre years ago to assert on the floor of the Senate that 
we should be compelled to meet the question whether we are willing 
that the French Government should take charge of the canal and com- 

lete it or not, I think the resoluticn is perhaps not timely, because 
F think it ought to have been passed long ago. 

Mr. VEST. Iam compelled to state with entire frankness that I 
do not see why this resolution has not come here hefore this time, 
based, as it is, upon the reasons given by the Senator from Ohio. As 
the Senator from Colorado has just remarked, it has been very well 
known that for more than two years past great exertion has been 
made in France to secure the assistance of the government towards 
the Panama Canal enterprise. 

As is known, the Nicaragua bill has just come to us this morning 
from the House of Representatives with most important amendments 
upon it, put there by the House, and whilst that debate was pending 
in the House of Representatives this resolution was introduced in the 
Senate. 

Whilst I indorse the general principle of the Monroe doctrine as 
enunciated in the pending resolution, I think with the Senator from 
Colorado that it is untimely, and I must be permitted to say that it 
seems to me very much as though the resolution is an adjunct to the 
Nicaragua Canal scheme, to which bill as it passed the Senate I have 
very grave and insurmountable objections, and for which I shall never 
vote unless amended as it has been in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I can dissipate the Senator’s alarm about 
that by looking at the date. As far as I know this is the first time the 
subject of Nicaragua has been mentioned in connection with the pending 
resolution. The failure of the Panama Canal scheme occurred, I think, 
in the first week or twoof December. It was looked upon asa doubtful 
enterprise for some time, but the failure occurred about the first week 
or two of December. On the 19th of December the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EpMuNpDs] introduced this joint resolution. The Committee 
on Foreign Relations thought best not to act upon it until after the boli- 
days, so that public attention being called to the importance of the res- 
olution, if there was any objection to it we would probably hear from 
it. Therefore, after the holidays were passed, the Committee on For- 
eign Relations took up the question and found that they agreed tiat 
the time was opportune, that the occasion was important, and that it 
ought to be promptly reported; and I hope it will be promptly passed 
by beth Houses, without respeet to the Nicaragua Canal bill, which, I 
imagine, in the course of things, will gointo a committee of conference, 
and the differences, whatever they are, will be either adjusted or the bill 
will fail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish tosay with absolute candor 
to my friend from Missouri, as I was the author and introducer of this 
resolution, that the subject of the Nicaragua Canal bill to which he 
alludes was not in my mind at all. when I offered the resolution. I 
gene it and it was presented to the committee, and we considered 

t, having no other relation to it than it has to the Panama Canal or 
any other intervention of a foreign power in that passage way, if it be 
one, between the two oceans. So I beg him to dismiss from his mind 
the suspicion or any apprehension he may have that this is intended to 
have or that it can have any bearing upon the question of the passage 
or non-passage of the Nicaragua bill. 

The joint resolution was induced in its introduction by the cireum- 
stance that I thought the honor and candor of the United States required 
us in a formal and friendly way to restate the American doctrine upon 
this subject before our friends and neighbors, the Republic of France, 


sum of money. 
United States who had carefully examined this matter who did not 


know when the canal was begun that if it were ever completed it must 
be completed by governmental aid. 


while to do this, and it ought to be done now, because it is better to 
do it now than not to do it at all. 


adopted. 


ment and proper consideration for prohibiting any great work of benefi- 
cence to mankind I can notsee how it can be brought to bear upon this 
question. 





very necessary step for us to take. 





now to complain;’’ and that the honorable thing to do as between 
friendly nations was for us to say now in a friendly and temperate way 
how we should regard the intervention, not only of France, but of any 
European power in the matters to which the resolution alludes. 


I ask on the passage of the joint resolution, when we reach that 


stage, the yeas and nays. 


Mr. TELLER. When I said this was not a timely resolution, I did 


not desire that anybody should think I thought it should not have 
come here now. 
is that it did not come here long ago. 
there ought to have been adeclaration from this body or from the'Gov- 
erment somewhere to the French Government (as I understand there 
was from the executive department of the Government, but it should 
have come from the legislative department of the Government long 


ago) that we would not permit this canal to be constructed by a for- 
eign government. 


The fault I have to find, if any, with the committee 
It ought to have come here and 


If we had done that we should have saved the French people a vast 
I doubt very much whether there was a man in the 


I think we have waited a good 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope the joint resolution will not be 


If there is any reason which can be vindicated upon argu- 


The construction of a canal across the Isthmus of Panamais a work 


that will promote the we'lfare of every human being in the world. 
That this Government should interpose obstacles upon the plea thatit 
may promote the extension of monarchical institutions or the systems 
of government that prevail in Europe does not address itself to my 
mind with any kind of reasonableness. 


The Monroe doctrine was predicated entirely upon the assumption 


that the system of European governments might be promoted by their 
colonization upon this hemisphere. 
to defy without fear of results any efforts of that kind; and it can con- 
trol the matter in its diplomatic relations without preventing or ob- 
structing the construction of this great work necessary to the commerce 
of the world, necessary to the cheapening of the articles of necessity, 
of human consumption, to every human being in this country and in 
every other country. 


This country is now strong enough 


Why should not the Panama Canal be built? 
the power of this country? Does it in any way interfere with any of 
its public policies? Does it increase the power of the French or any 
other government to restrict the extension of republican institutions or 
the colonization of this country by people of republican sympathy and 
friendly to our form of government? Its influence in that respect 
amounts to nothing. 

In my judgment, for us to interpose any obstacle, to say that any 
European nation shall not contribute as a government to the construc- 
tion of a great public work, is yoing back to the barbarous ages. 

Sir, for one I am free to say that i shall regard with pleasure any ef- 
fort on the part of the French Government or any other associated 
power to build this great work, which can only promote the welfare of 
every family and every human being, and increase the number of their 
comiorts, and cheapen the productions which are necessary for them. 

Mr. President, I hope that we shall not be bound by the prejudices 
and fears which originated years ago when this country was weak now 
when we can defy the world, that we should be restricted within nar- 
row limits by European colonization upon the western hemisphere. 
Sir, if France should establish a monarchical government in Panama 
or Central America, and this country should see fit to declare that it 
should not be done, it would disappear ina moment. But what con- 
nection has the construction of this great work with the establishment 
of monarchical systems or institutions on this hemisphere? 

It is not difficult to see that it has none whatever. The question of 
the construction of a water way over the Isthmus of Panama for the 
commerce of the world, and the question of monarchy or republic, of 
aristocratic or democratic institutions, have no connection with each 
other. It is even difficult to see how any one can even make a pre- 
tense to that effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is open to 
amendment as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I shall vote for the joint resolution 
with a great deal of pleasure. I regard it as a very important and a 
We have very grave and very 
momentous domestic problems, the solution of whieh requires that no 


Does it interfere with 


had been drawn into an official support of the De Lesseps scheme at | power, certainly no European power, shel) have any influence or con- 
Panama, so that they could not say to us afterwards, ‘* You sat silent | trol on any part of the North American continent; I do not care 
and acquiescea in our engaging in this enterprise, and you ought not | whether it be a monarchical government or a republican government. 
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I think our position and our interest require that we should so act 
that American influence and American power shall predominate in all 
parts of the North American continent, not only south of us bat north 
of us. For that reason I shall vote with great pleasure for the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should be glad, if agreeable, that the joint reso- 
lution may lie over a little while so as to let us have time to look atit. 
It bears upon a very interesting and important subject. 

The governments of Europe as well as of America for the last two 
or three hundred years have been trying to find a passage way through 
the Isthmus. The project under the control of Mr. De Lesseps has 
gone on until many millions of dollars have been spent in trying to 
force a passage way through the Isthmus of Darien. 

It seems to me that it is deserving of great consideration, after hav- 
ing permitted that work to go on until such a large amount of money 
has been expended, whether we should now declare it against the pol- 
icy of this country to permit it to goon. What would we mean by 
such a declaration? Is it simply tointerrupt the financial operation of 
carrying on that work, or if we make such declaration, is it that we 
mean to carry out the logic of the declaration and prevent the execu- 
tion of the work? 

The joint resolution presents such grave questions that it seems to 
me there ought to be a little time to look at it, and I trust it will be 
permitted to go over until the next meeting of the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I appeal to the Senator from Ohio to allow the joint 
resolution to stand over for a week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The joint resolution has been pending here two 
or three weeks already. If it is to be acted upon, it ought to be acted 
upon promptly. Isupposed that it would receive a unanimous vote 
without any further delay. If it is put off, it will interfere with the 
tariff bill. I got the consent of the Senator from Iowa to call it up 
this morning, and to put it over now would interrupt business and de- 
lay it. I trust, therefore, the Senate will not postponeit. Is there 
any doubt about it? The General Government of this country has 
passed time and time again upon the question. 

Mr. CALL, I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that there are 
some of us upon this side of the Chamber who have very decided opin- 
ions in regard to this matter, and we should be glad to have an oppor- 
tunity to mature them and express them in a more full form than we 
have been able to do to-day with the joint resolution suddenly called 
up in this way. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senatorfrom Ohio does not see proper to let 
the resolution go over, and demands a vote now, I will state that I 
just came into the Senate and did not know of the intention to move 
such a resolution, but I shall feel compelled, unless time is given to 
consider the resolution, to vote against it, because it seems to me it is 
too great a problem to be precipitated upon the Senate and passed with- 
out due consideration. 

Mr.GRAY,. Mr. President, [agree with what the Senator from Texas 
has just said, that this is too important a matter to be considered here 
in the few moments that are allowed by the intermission of the con- 
sideration of the tariff bill. .* 

The policy of the United States in regard to the interference of foreign 
governments on the North American continent is one that has been 
pretty well established, and I do not know whether this joint resolu- 
tion is in exact line with that policy. Viewing this subject in its eco- 
nomic aspects it seems a very monstrous thing that after many millions 
of dollars, nearly $100,000,000, I believe, have been expended in the 
prosecution of this great work of uniting the Pacific and Atlantic Oceans, 
making a great highway for the commerce of the world in which all 
the civilized peoples of the earth areinterested, in regard to one of those 
great schemes that are the advancers of the civilization of the world, 
we should seek to interpose by our protest without great consideration 
any obstacle to the consummation of so great a work. 

This work at the Isthmus of Darien has so far been prosecuted, J be- 
lieve, by the private enterprise and wealth of citizens of Europe and of 
the United States. Whether we should take any steps to oppose the 
control by the governments of Europe or the interference or co-opera- 
tion of the governments of Europe in this great work is a matter to be 
very gravely considered. 

I should like time to consider it in all its bearings, and would feel 
compelled, if the vote is forced now, to vote against the joint resolu- 
tion, not knowing how! should feel called upon to vote if we had time 
for mature consideration. Certainly it seems to me that we should 
not press the resolution at this time unless some very important exi- 
gency is made apparent to the Senate for a declaration of the policy of 
the United States in to the interference of foreign governments 
on the territory of the North American continent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I was detained from the Senate by 
illness for more than two weeks, and the same cause prevented me from 
attendance on the Committee on Foreign Relations, of which I am a 
member. So I do not know the situation in this case. I do not know 
whether the resolution has been to that committee or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was reported yester- 
day from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. MORGAN. I was not aware of the fact. I have not had any 
opportunity to examine it except as I saw it in print in a newspaper. 

My impression was that the clause was inopportune and prema- 
ture. I refer to that part which instructs the President of the United 
States to communicate the declaration of Congress to foreign countries. 
I think that the diplomatic functions of the United States are intrusted 
by the Constitution to the President of the United States, and that it 
is his privilege (it would be the privilege of the outgoing administra- 
tion and also of the incoming administration) to shape for itself and 
without any distinct reference to the opinions of Congress what would 
be the policy of that administration upon a great subject of diplomatic 
intercourse between other countries and the United States. What we 
do here, whether we do it in the form of a joint or concurrent resolu- 
tion—I suppose this is a concurrent resolution—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. What we do in the form of a joint resolution here 
is to endeavor to embody as a part of the law of the land our opinion 
upon a question of policy in respect of the application of the Monroe 
doctrine to some part of the American hendagioena. It would be very 
much better, if the Senate and House are determined that they will ex- 
press an opinion to a foreign government, that they should do it in the 
form of a concurrent resolution rather than a joint resolution, which 
under our Constitution has the force and effect of a law. It would be 
an unfortunate category that we would find ourselves involved in if a 
law should be put upon the statute-book at this time which was de- 
clarative of the policy of the United States in regard to the pafticular 
enterprise which we are considering, the constructiorf of a canal by the 
authority and through the intervention of a foreign government, and 
after we had come to that resolution and put it in the form of a law 
the incoming administration would not see proper to execute it, but 
would fall back upon the constitutional powers, which unquestionably 
will belong to the incoming President, to shape that policy so far as his 
administration is concerned for himself. 

I think that we ought not to go further in any declaration that we 
make than to adopt a concurrent resolution, because, after all, any dec- 
laration that we may make upon this subject is only a matter of opin- 
ion, not binding upon any subsequent Congress, not binding upon the 
outgoing or the incoming President, unless the outgoing President 
should see proper to put his signature to the joint resolution and there- 
by become compromitted in respect of its terms and his duty of acting 
upon it. 

Mt seems to me that this is wrong; that we are going too far; that 
the Senate of the United States is usurping to itself, in the form and 
shape that the resolution now is, a part of the diplomatic function of 
this Government intrusted by the Constitution to the President of the 
United States. 

The declarations of the Senate upon subjects of this kind, whenever 
they become in the least degree practical and obligatory, are declara: 
tions that must command the support of two-thirds of this body; other. 
wise they are of no validity. r think it is decidedly premature that 
we should undertake now, in the form of a law, to forestall whatever 
action the Senate might see proper to exercise hereafter, after the 4th 
of March, for instance, when quite a considerable body of new Senators 
are to be here. The furthest we ought to go in this direction would 
be to declare what our opinions are upon this subject and let them go 
for what they are worth. I think t opinions would be worth a 
good deal in the impression that they would make upon foreign coun- 
tries. They would be somewhat in the nature of a restatement of the 
Monroe doctrine, to which I am a firm adherent. 

But I object to putting these opinions in such form as would tram- 
mel any part of the Government of the United States in the legitimate 
exercise of its constitutional powers hereafter. I do not think that it 
is a proper thing to be done. The Senate of the United States is too 
much given to attempting the control of the diplomatic enterprises of 
this country. When this resolution goes, as it is required to go by the 
last clause in it, if I remember it correctly, to the foreign countries as 
a declaration of Congress, approved by the President of the United 
States, it goes as a measure originating in the Senate of the United 
States and ex g the of the Senate and of the Congress 
of the United States if it become alaw. - 

The requirement that this shall be sent to foreign countries is equiv- 
alent toa demand on the of Congress that the President of the 
United States shall not only conform his diplomatic action to the ex- 

ressions that are contained in this resolution as to matters of principle, 
but that he shall go further than that and commit himself to it ab- 
solutely and commit the Government toitabsolutely. It is a forestall- 
ing of ae action on the part {of the President of the United 
States in his future intercourse with foreign countries. 

Now, it seems to me, Mr. President, that while we are entirely free 
to express our opinions, and will be entirely free always to express our 
opinions, we should abstain from putting them in this manda form. 
It is not a partof our province to command the President of the United 
States to make any special communication to foreign countries in re, 
spect of a matter which is the proper subject of diplomatic conf 
and discussion, and when we assume to ourselves the function 
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instructing and commanding the President of the United States to ob- 
serve a certain line of diplomacy, and communicate it as an authentic 
matter established by the votes of the two Houses, it occurs to me 
that we may very well question whether we are occupying that precise 
attitude under the Constitution which is assigned to us in respect of 
our diplomatic functions and diplomatic power in this Government. I 
do not believe in the policy or the propriety of our taking in hand the 
diplomatic action of the Government of the United States, and thus, 
through legislative action on our part, requiring it to be communicated 
by the President of the United States in solemn authentic form to for- 
eigu governments. I think there is danger in such a movement as that, 
and that we had better not make it. 

Now, sir, I am heartily in accord with the first part of the resolu- 
tion, and have no hesitancy in expressing the opinion, as it is expressed 
here, that it is the duty of the United States to intervene to prevent 
any foreign government from getting any such hold upon this western 
nag a as will give it, in consequence of its committal to a certain 
line of enterprise, governmental authority that it does not now possess. 
I very well understand, I think, that if the Government of France 
should, for the pa of relieving the necessities and distress of Mr. 
De Lesseps and of his coadjutors in this work, come in as a govern- 
ment to aid them by any assumption it may make of the responsibili- 
ties he has already incurred and under which he has failed so far—I 
can very well understand that the Government of France in such a 

roceeding would necessarily exercise its governmental functions in 

‘anama. You would have to make room for the authoritative action 
of two governments there before France could carry this enterprise 
into execution. 

The Government of Colombia, with its present power and authority, 
its sovereignty over that country, would be forced to yield, either by 
treaty engagements, concession, or in some other way, to the govern- 
mental authority that France might choose to exercise in promoting 
this enterprise in Panama which the French Chamber would decree 
that government should engage in. That would necessarily, it seems 
to me, sooner or later bring about a conflict of authority between the 
governments; and I can not fail to understand that the weak power 
of Colombia would succumb to the greater military power of France 
in such an event as I have stated, and that the ultimate result would 
be French domination in Panama, and perhaps an extension of that 
domination to other States in what is now the Republic of Colombia. 

So I would resist in the beginning, I would resist always, the intru- 
sion of a trans-Atlantic government into Panama for any purpose of a 
governmental character connected with the construction or, if you 
please, the operation of a canal. But that is not the question that is 
presented upon the face of this resolution to my mind, or at least it is 
not the only one. That question, which is a very clear one to my com- 
prehension, is embarrassed by the form in which this resolution is pre- 
sented and reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. It is 
embarrassed by the fact that it is a joint resolution when it should be 
no more, at least, than a concurrent resoluion. It is further embar- 
rassed by the fact that it is a dictation to the executive branch of this 
Government that it shall observe in t to this matter a certain 
line of policy which cuts off all negotiation or explanation, which cuts 
off in fact all diplomatic intercourse between two governments on this 

int. It is a dictation, adirect and mandatory dictation to the Presi- 

ent of the United States, not only that he shall conform his policy to 
what is here prescribed, but that he shall make a communication of 
that policy in solemn form to a foreign government; and that is an 
attitude which I think the Congress of the United States has no right 
to occupy at this particular moment upon this particular question. I 
think the circumstances would have to be very extreme to justify such 
action in any case whatever. 

So, Mr. President, if the resolution is pressed in its present form I 
shall vote against it. 

Mr. REAGAN. If I may be indulged one moment, I wish to say 
that the resolution, it seemsto me, needs something to explain the 
meaning of the particular words in it before we commit the Senate and 
the Government of the United States to its adoption. It is: 

‘That the Government of the United States will look with serious concern and 
disapproval upon any connection of any European government with the con- 
struction or control of any ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien. 

Now, sir, what is meant by “ connection?’ IfSenators mean that 
we shall look with disapprova! on any attempt at political control on 
this continent, then I am ready to agree with them fully; but itseems 
to me that if we had time to consider this question it would be worth 
while to reflect on the distinction between aid given an enterprise pre- 
sented by a corporation made up of citizens of France, the United 
States, and perhaps other countries, where po political control is in- 
tended. ‘I understand there has been some proposition for action by 
the French Republic; I do not know how that is; I am ignorant of it; 
but if this language means that the French Republic should in no way 
guaranty bonds to aid this company in carrying out the great work in 
which it hasspent so many millions of dollars, and in which the world at 
yor and the United States have such a large interest, I must dissent 

rom it. 


It seems to me that the language is too broad, too unrestricted, to be 
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justified at all; that it does not discriminate between pecuniary aid to 
a commercial enterprise like that and the assumption of political con- 
trol over the enterprise or the territory through which it passes. And, 
Mr. President, the memories of a conan years ago Ought to inspire 
us with some respect for the French people. The knowledge that itis 
the only prominent Republic in Europe ought to give us some sym- 
pathy with that Republic. We ought not to be willing tooffer an un- 
necessary offense to a government which has under the greatest trials 
proven itself the greatest friend of this Republic. 

It seems to me, sir, that the very broad general language used here 
would be calculated to offend the sense of right not only of France but 
of any other government or people, unless it is restricted so as to sim- 
ply limit the declaration to political control. 

I donot know-how many millions have been spent in the construction 
of the Panama Canal, but its completion will work a larger revolution 
upon the commerce of the world than the completion of the Suez Canal did. 
I do not know to what extent there has been diplomatic correspondence 
with reference to the action of this company on that canal, or whether 
there has been any; but whether there has been or not is not material 
to the view I take now, that it would be going too far for us to make 
® pronunciamiento against any connection of that or any other govern- 
ment with the construction of a ship-canal—I will omit the word ‘* con- 
trol’’—with the construction of a ship-canal across the Isthmus. No 
country is so much interested in the success of that work as the United 
States. Here westand on thehalf-way ground between Western Europe 
with ail her vast wealth and commerce and the teeming millions of Asia. 
It places our country in the gateway of that great commerce; and shall 
we uselessly, shall we unnecessarily, shall we officiously attempt to 
interfere with and arrest the progress of that work ? ? 

I feel very sure that the introducer of this resolution and the com- 
mittee who reported it would not lend themselves to a mere stock-job- 
bing proposition to discredit that work in order to increase the value 
of the stock of an enterprise engaged in by anotherconcern. I can not 
conceive that they would be influenced by such a consideration as that. 
I am disposed to guard the rights of this Government upon the conti- 
nent of North America as declared in what we call the Monroe doctrine, 
but the Monroe doctrine never went to the extent that this resolution 
goes. It looked to the exertion of political control on the American 
hemisphere, not to any mere effort to aid in an enterprise to develop 
the commerce of the world and promote the welfare of mankind. 

I regret that we are to be called upon to act and voie upon a ques- 
tion like this without at all having had time to consider it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, in whatever view this resolution is con- 
sidered, it ought not to be passed by this body without careful consid- 
eration. If there be anything in the resolution of sincerity, if it is in- 
tended to declare a public policy on the part of this Government, we 
should be careful to see whether it does not enunciate a ground for 
war on the part of other people, and of unjust war, a war in which we 
could not besustained by the moral sentiment of the age and the world. 
What is it that this resolution declares? 





That the Government of the United States will look with serious concern 
and disapproval upon any connection of any Euro n government with the 
construction or control of any ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien or across 
Central America. 

What harm will the construction of a ship-canal across the Isthmus 
of Darien or Central America do to the people of the Isthmus of Darine 
or of Central America that we shall say to them, ‘‘You shall not if you 
desire it have the aid ofany foreign government to constructthis canal?”’ 
What harm to the people of Europe will a ship-canal across the Isth- 
mus of Darien or Central America do that we shall say to them at the 
point of the cannon’s mouth, ‘‘ We forbid the construction of a ship-ca- 
nal or the connection of any European government with the construc- 
tion of that canal?’’ How can we in the face of the world sustain our- 
selves in defying every foreign government upon a proposition of this 
character, and saying to them, ‘‘You shall not do that which the people 
of Central America or the Isthmus of Darien require, and which their 
welfare and happiness require shall be done?”’ 

These people have a sovereign government of their own, in all respects 
resting on the basis of their own sovereign will, as our Government does 
on the sovereign will of our own people, and on the ground of rightful 
authority of their own people, which we have declared in the face of all 
the world that we will respect and honor. 

And we say further by the passage of this resolution notonly that we 
willdeny tothem the right todo that which the interests of all Europe 
and of every man in America require to be done, namely, the con- 
struction of that canal, but also that we will make war upon them and 
on all Europe, and thereby prevent the construction of a canal required 
by the commercial interests of every people in the world and of every 
man, woman, and child in the United States. In whose interest is it 
that commerce shall be obstructed by preventing a canal or water way 
across the Isthmusof Darien, or that the transit across the Isthmus shall 
be in the hands of a private corporation either here or abruad? Is itin 
the interests of the people who consume the articles which will be the 
subject of that commerce, or is it in the interests of monopoly, of op- 
pression, of privileged classes, of privateindividuals? Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, there can be no question ordoubt upon that subject. The oppo- 
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sition to the construction of a ship-canal, whether by oneform of asso- 
ciated effortor another, is a movement in the interest of the few against 
the many, against the progress of civilization, and against all the best 
interests of mankind. 

Why talk about the Monroe doct¥ine to preserve this continent for 
popular government, and under cover of it propose the most gigantic 
monopoly in the interests of aristocracy the world has ever seen? 

It is attempted to be justified here by alluding to the Monroe doc- 
trine, by saying that we are opposed to any European people in any 
form of government exercising or acquiring any influence upon this 
hemisphere. Mr. President, is there anything in that proposition ? 
What do you mean by influence? Who now control the social, com- 
mercial, the industrial interests everywhere in this hemisphere outside 
of the United States of America? Foreign nations and European na- 
tions, European money, European commerce, European social infiu- 
ence. We have none whatever over them. If it is to be asserted that 
no Puropean people shall do it, it isa mere idle declaration, because 
to-day the commerce, the financial interests of every people upon this 
hemisphere, except the people of the United States, are within thecon- 
trol of European governments. 

Why, then, issue a brutum fulmen? Do you propose to make war to 
annex forcibly those people? I have no opposition to the project of 
annexation, but whatever we do let it be done sincerely, and not as 
mere vain braggadocio and an untruthfal assertion. You do not con- 
trol it, you do not propose to assume military or political control of it. 
What is it that you propose in this resolution? Why, only tosay that 
no Europe. n government shall contribute anything to a work of great 
internationa: ecessity. It is to have no ‘‘ connection’’ with such a 
work. Why sould not a European government have connection with 
it? If you wish te preventany injuriouseffects from French influence, 
or English influence, or German influence, or European influence—and 
I can see no injery whatever to come from it—-why not say that the 
great canal across the Isthmus of Darien or Central America shall be 
controlled by the nations of the earth, under some form of interna- 
tional commission, so that neither separate and selfish national policies 
nor private interests or monopolies may advantage one people over 
another in the use of that great artery of commerce? 

Mr. President, the people in all the Gulf States are greatly inter- 
ested in the construction of this canal. They are interested to pre- 
vent its arbitrary use to their exclusien and to their injury; but this 
resolution does not look in that direction. It does not affirm any- 
thing as to the proper use of the canal. Its only effect and apparent 
purpose is te prevent the construction of any canal across the Isthmus 
of Darien or Central America, except a canal in the interest of some 

rticular corporation designated and created in our own a 

ybat man is there, what Senatcr here, that can give a reason why 
constraction of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama or Central Amer- 
ica, properly used, would not be a benefit to every citizen of the 
United States? There can be none given. The assumption is that a 
foreign government might make an improper use of it. 

What is the answer to that proposition? The sensible answer is to 
introduce a resolution here that the canal shall be under the control of 
some international regalation in which this Government shall have 
a voice, with power to prevent it from beingso used. That is thereply 
to that which is the only possible reason for the of any reso- 
lution on this subject. So far from doing that which the Senate resolu- 
tion proposes, as a civilized people, instead of saying that these people 
of Central and South America shall have none of the advantages of in- 
dustrial development, of civilization, of railroad interests, or of the great 
combinations which produce these public works, instead of saying 
that they shall not have them unless they can get them without a 
‘‘eonnection ’’ with European governments, we should be willing tocome 
forward and contribute our pari.asa government if we wish their friend- 
ship. This resolution asserts a right to deny to the people of Central 
ami South America and all over Americaany assistance trom any Euro- 
pean government in any of their public enterprises. It is entirely in- 
defensibie, having no foundation unless it be the idea that these people 
are not strong enough to resist any demand, however capricious and un- 
reasonable, that we may make of them. When the day comes to re- 
quire it, whatever is necessary will be done to prevent any —— ei 
ernment that may have acquired influence or 
with the people of this hemisphere from the use of that tne up- 
friendly to our people. We may then assent our right to a voice in se- 
curing whatever the interests and the welfare of this people may right- 
fully demand to be done. But to say now, afternearly a hundred years 
of vain and false assertion, that no government shall have any 
connection with or any influence upon this hemisphere, industrial, 
commereial, or political, is to repeat a false assertion in the face of the 
fact that every day the influence of European governments upon this 
continent has been increasing over the governments and the people of 
this continent and the hemisphere. It is not only vaia but it is ridic- 
ulous, In Mexico, in all Central and South America our commercial 
reports, the reperts of commissiouers which we have sent there state 
the fact that to-day the governments u this continent and their 
people outside of the United States are dependent upon the influence 
of Eurepean governments and their connections with their affairs. 
They largely shape even their political relations and their policy as 
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states. It is to our shame that it should be said, but it does not need 

to strengthen us in those directions that we shall declare that no great 

industrial improvement such as a canal across the Isthmus of Panama 
shall be constructed. 

Why, Mr. President, if there be one work in all the world which 
the civilization of this age demands, which the future welfare of the 
population that is now inhabiting our country and is soon to increase 
to such vast numbers requires, it is thiscanal. If there is one thing in 
the world that is absolutely necessary to the population that shall soon 
cover the whole of Mexico and Central America, largely derived from 
Europe, if there is one thing in the world that is necessary to the com- 
fort of all of Europe and all of Asia, it is the construction of a canal 
across the Isthmus of Panama, no matter by whom it is done, whether 
it is by governments or private associations; and the only important 
thing is how shall that canal be managed so that it shall be used fairly 
and justly and equally in the interests of all nations and upon terms 
easy for the commerce of the world that is to bear the cost of the con- 
struction and maintenance of it, and that means easy to the consum- 
ers of the products of that commerce, wheresoever they may be. 

It is the one great work of the age, and De has immortalized 
himself as a man who stands high on the list of human beneiactors. 
What has the Suez Canal done! What a contribution has that great 
work made to the welfare of mankind! How it has altered commercial 
relations, how it has disturbed some of the great connections of com- 
merce and of transportation and business, has been pointed out by Mr. 
David A. Wells in his able review of this question. While the dis- 
turbance from this cause has been a present loss, it is a future gain the 
proportions of which can hardly be estimated to every man, woman, 
and child in the world. This other great work of his should be en- 
couraged instead of being discouraged by the idle assertions of this reso- 
lution, which are utterly untrue, for no Senator now dares to assert that 
he would pledge this Government to an offensive war for the purpose 
of preventing the construction of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama; 
but if that resolution is sincere that is what it says if it says anything 
and if it means anything. If you wish to deter a foreign government 
from any eonnection and control over the canal why not say ‘any im- 
proper control,’’ any ‘‘ arbitrary control,’’ or “‘ political control ?’’ 

The construction of the canal and the improper or unfair use and con- 
trol of it, either for commercial or political purposes, are very distinct 
and different things, but this resolution assumes that they are the 
same. 

It is easy to adjust these relations. The old idea was to assert that 
no forcible control or domination by European governments should be 
had on this continent; aud certainly it was very wise policy to declare 
that no hostile action of any government should establish 
its monarchical and aristocratic system upon this continent against the 
wishes vf the people. In view of the historical relations oi the races 
in Panama and Central America, of the conquest of Spain, and the 
forcible occupation of the different portions of this hemisphere by 
European nations, it was proper that this Government, a republic based 
upon another and different system, and recognizing the right of the 
people alone to rule, ee the forcible exercise 
of sovereignty over them hy a European power; but how can we, main- 
taining the doctrine of free speech, of free institutions, and the 1i ht of 
every people to their own government, say to these people, “‘ You shall 
not have any connection with European governments if )ou desire it?’’ 
Wat ee Se ee 

The Monroe doctrine never went tothatextent. It would have been 
absurd, It is a violation of the eee upon which this Gov- 
ernment is based, the principle that a vea right to choose their 

of a as an independent 
foreign people. It was 


own form of government, and the 
people to establish their own connections wi 
never asserted, and you can not put that as a predicate for this resolu- 
tion asserting our right to say that the people of Panama and of Central 
America shall net accept the aid of a foreign government for the con- 
struction of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama, and that we, the 
people of the United States, will make war upon them to prevent them 
from doing it. Ourown Declaration of I asserts the right 
of every people to establish their own form of government and man- 
their own affairs; and tosay that it threatens, menaces our existence 
and our welfare for a people to exercise the right of self-government and 
of managing their own affairs, with this declaration of our own right of 
sovereignty and independence, is to stultify ourselves. The Monroe 
doctrine made no such statement as this. The wise men who directed 
our public affairs were too near the war of the Revolution, in which 
they had risked their own lives to maintain a contrary doctrine, to have 
made such a declaration. 

Mr. President, there is no reason from any point of view, either of 
the future growth and prosperity of this country or the friendly rela- 
tions with other countries, with South America or Central America, 
the friendly relations of this country with the people of Europe, why 
this resolution should be passed. It defies equally the beneficence of 
this work itself, the welfare of the people of this country or of the world, 
and the right of all the nations and governments of the two Americas. 
There is no point of view in which this resolution is not utterly inde- 
fensible and without a reason to support it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the objections made by the Sena- 
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tor from Alabama [Mr. MorGANn] to this resolution are rather tech- 
nical in their character, and it seems tome are not very important. The 
form of the resolution is a matter, to me at least, of indifference, al- 
though I think the proper way is to put it in the strongest form, to 
give it the highest sanction possible. A joint resolution is the act of 
the President, the House of Representatives, and the Senate; and as 
this is a declaration of public policy, it ought to emanate from all the 
branches and departments of the Government that participate in mak- 
ing laws from the President down. If a concurrent resolution only 
was adopted, it would be simply the expression of the opinion of the 
two Houses of Congress, to which the President would not have to as- 
sent. His assent would not be called for, nor would it be proper for 
him to assent. I do not see any difference whether it shall take the 
form of a Senate resolution and only be the expression of the opinion 
of one body, a very important body, though, in making treaties, or a 
resolution of the two Houses, or of the two Houses conjoined with the 
President. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] draughted 
this resolution, put itin the form ofa joint resoluticn, and so it stands. 

I think there is nothing in that point, but I am rather surprised that 
the Senator from Alabama should take the ground that we can not dic- 
tate the policy of the President so as to restrain him tosome extent in 
the direction of his negotiations. Wecan not take from him the treaty- 
making power; no one proposes to do that; but Congress can define the 
policy of this Government upon any question within its power, clearly 
80; and it is rather surprising to me that the Senator irom Alabama 
should seem to care so much for the power of the President, which is 
purely an executive power, sharing with us, it is true, the legislative 

wer only to a certain extent. When Congress (which includes the 

resident) declares a public policy, the President is bound to conform 
in his negotiations to that policy; otherwise he would violate the will 
of the people as expressed in Congress. There is not anything, there- 
fore, in the point made by the Senator from Alabama as to the form of 
the resolution. 

I am absolutely indifferent about it as a member of the committee, 
but as the committee reported it as a joint resolution I hope it will so 
stand, because it combines the strongest form of expression in which 
we can declare this public policy, that is, by a joint resolution of Con- 
gress instead of a mere concurrent resolution or a resolution of the Sen- 
ate alone. 

As to the matter to be declared, I am happy to say that the Senator 
from Alabama agrees with me entirely. J find that he introduced a 
resolution in 1881 which was finally reported unanimously from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, of which he was thena member. I 
will read the first part of the report embodying the resolution: 


That the subject embraced in the resolution is one of great national impor- 
tance, and worthy of the most careful consideration. 


This report was made by Mr. Burnside from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations May 16, 1881. I will say that was the time when De 
Lesseps was beginning his work on the Panama Canal. It was the 
subject of discussion, and a correspondence had occurred between the 
then of State, now present, a member of the Senate [ Mr. 
Evarts], and the Government of France, in which France disclaimed 
any purpose to exercise any power or control over the canal, and the 
matter proceeded upon that disclaimer. Then this resolution was in- 
troduced by the Senator from Alabama: 

Resolved, That the interests of the people of the United States of America and 
the welfare and security of their Government are so involved in the subject of 
the construction of shi s and other ways for the t rtation of sea-go- 
ing vessels across the mus ¢onnecting North and South America that the 
Government of the United States, with the frankness which is due to al! other 
peoples and governments, hereby asserts that it will insist that its consent is a 
Saeseeany stedesmanesedent te he guestiiot of exv cask t; and also as 
to the rules and regulations under which other nations participate in the 
use of such canals or other ways, either in peace or in war. 

This resolution in some of its provisions goes further than the propo- 
sition now made to the Senate. present resolution simply declares, 
in language which I think can not be made plainer—I will read in 
connection with the resolution just read: 

That the Government of the United States will look with serious concern and 
disapproval any connection of any Eu vernment with the con- 
struction or control of any ship-canal across Isthmus of Darien or across 


Central America, and must any such connection or contro! as injurious 
ee rights and interests of the United States as a menace to their 
we 


It must be perceived that the resolution of the Senator from Alabama 
was much strenger, much more comprehensive than the Janguage of 
the resolution now before us. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask a ques- 
tion? I want to ask bim about the resolution he has been reading, 
whethe. it was a concurrent or a joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A resolution of the Senate, as I understand. 

Mr. GRAY. Did it pass the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That Iam not prepared to say. I am reading 
from the report. I donot know. TheSenator from Alabama can say. 
It was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not understand the Senator from Ohio to say that 
is a resolution that has passed the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. TheSenator from Delaware must understand that 


I am now replying to the Senator from Alabama as to the form of the 
resolution, not whether another resolution was formerly passed or not. 

Mr. GRAY. TheSenator will pardon meforinterrupting him. The 
resolution he has just read is a matter of interest, and I asked for in- 
formation whether the resolution he has read, offered in 1881, passed 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am not able to inform the Senator, because, as I 
said before, the correspondence which had gone on between the two 
governments made the question a comparatively unimportant one, as 
the French Government announced in the most decisive manner its 
purpose not to interfere with the construction or control of the canal, 
and as a matter of course that ended the matter. I do not believe that 
the resolution passed the Senate, but it is in the form of aSenate reso- 
lution. I quote from the report: 

This resolution was unanimously reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations by Hon. William W. Eaton, its chairman, at the last session of the 
Senate, but was not acted upon for want of time, and was again brought before 
the Senate at this session by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. More@an], 

Whether it was passed or not I do not know. I merely show that 
the form of the pending resolution is less objectionable than any other 
proposition which has ever been made on this subject. 

lI am surprised at the Senator ‘rom Florida {[Mr. CALL]. He says 
that this resolution simply decsares that nobody shali aid; that the 
Government of France shall not aid the construction of this canal; that 
nobody shall aid; that, like the dog in the manger, we are standing 
here and will not build this canal ourselves and wiil not let anybody 
else build it. That isnot the position I wish tooccupy. Ishouild like 
to see all the peoples of the world contribute by voluntary means, by 
private corporations, by any agency whatever that does not involve 
governmental control, in the construction of the Panama and Nicaragua 
Canals. I believe the construction of both of these canals is a necessity 
of the progress of our country and of the continent of America, and 
that in time, however far distant, it will be accomplished. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorn in the chair). 
Senator from Ohio yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather not in the midst of a sentence. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Just in that connection I wish to ask 
the Senator a question. According to my understanding of the state- 
ment of what he would like, he would be perfectly willing to have all 
the nations connected with the construction of this canal, but no for- 
eign governmeuts to have any control of it, as I understand. If this 
resolution should be amended by striking out the words *‘ construction 
or,’’ where they appear in the fifth and seventh lines, it would seem 
to me te make it much less objectionable, and I suggest that change 
to the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whenever a government like that of France, or 
the United States, or Great Britain, steps in and is allowed to assert 
its power to do a thing asa nation, to assist in the construction of a 
public improvement in another country, the assertion of that power 
by the government can be followed by the exercise of the power of 
defending that improvement. Therefore, as a matter of course, if you 
once yield the ground you occupy and say that the Government of 
France may step in and guaranty the loan of the De Lesseps company 
and furnish the money, then by all the laws ef war and of peace the 
Government of France may follow that money and protect it and de- 
fend it against all the powers of the world. If you allow it to be done, 
if you allow this rule which you were so anxous to observe for seventy 
years to be once broken down, you depart from the old idea that no 
longer shall foreign governments exercise a domination or power in this 
hemisphere except so far as they then exervised it; when you abandon 
that doctrine you abandon a)! the safeguards of the future. 

So far as private contributions to these enterprises go, I make no ob- 
jection. I think that Mr. De Lesseps is entitied to the greatest sym- 
pathy.. Indeed, I am very sorry hecan not go on and finish this work, 
if it is possible to be finished, though I have some doubts whether, 
without the expenditure of a fabulous sum, a canal can be made from 
sea to sea across the Isthmus of Panama. If he can do it, everybody 
will be glad. 

What I object to, and what this resolution objects to and expresses 
the opinion of the people of the United States upon, the general opinion 
of this country, is that any European government, whether republican 
or monarchical, shall step in there and have control and power over this 
canal, That is all there is of it. 

I do not think that the passage of this resolution would have a bad 
influence. I think it would have a friendly influence. The Govern- 
ment of France evidently hesitates about action, and if we only open 
the door a little wider they will step in, in sympathy with their citi- 
zens who have invested their money here, and then you will have one 
of the great European powers planting its flag and its money and its 
commerce on that narrow isthmus between the Pacific and the Atlan- 
tic Oceans. That is against the policy declared by Mr. Monroe, reaf- 
firmed by General Jackson, and in more or jess distinct form by every 
President of the United States from that time to this, especially by Mr. 
Buchanan, who maintained it, and also by the administration of Presi- 
dent Hayes and by the declaration of General Garfield in his inaugural 
address. But the Senator from Florida [Mr. CAL] proposes to aban- 
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don that policy. It seems to me that it is not wise todoso. For one 
I am ready, in any form in which it may be presented, whether in the 
form of a resolution of the Senate or of a concurrent resolution or a joint 
resolution, to declare that the public policy of our fathers shall be the 
policy of the future. 

I have so much respect for the Senator from Alabama that when he 
asserted that he would like torelieve the President of the United States 
from joining in this declaration, I should be very glad to say, ‘* Very 
well. If that is all the difficulty in the way, and that will let the 
President out and relieve him from that responsibility, make it a con- 
current resolution.’’ It will be just as strong in effect, but I do not 
think it is the best, nor do I doubt but what the President of the 
United States will upon an examination of the question be very willing 
to underscore his name to the action of the two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, as I remarked awhile ago, I have 
not had an opportunity to look over the history of this transaction and 
recal! all the tacts connected with it that I should like toe be possessed 
of in this debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I do not interrupt the Senator, I should like to 
make one remark further, which I intended to make before I sat down, 
and that is that so far as I am concerned—I am but one member of that 
committee who reported this resolution—I shall be willing to let this 
go over until Monday and let the Senator, who is not at present pre- 
pared to consider it, examine it,"bat I do not think we ought on a 
question of this kind to procrastinate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall be glad to let it go over until Monday, but 
before I take my seat I wish to make an observation. 

As I remember the history of this matter, in 1881, when the Senator 
from New York [Mr. EvARTS] was, Secretary of State, the President 
sent ina very urgent and decisive declaration of policy on the subject 
of this Panama Canal and the general question of transit across the 
Isthmus by a ship-canal, which seemed to require some response on 
the part of Congress. As I remember, Mr. Eaton, then a Senator from 
Connecticut, was chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and he brought in a resolution at one session of Congress, which went 
before the committee and was reported back favorably without any 
further action, I believe, on the part of the Senate, and at the nextses- 
sion the same resolution, or one perhaps a little modified and in the 
form jast read by the Senator from Ohio—a resolution of the Senate, 
not even a concurrent resolution, as I recall the fact—was presented, 
and that resolution was reported back unanimously by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations at that stage of the proceeding and was not acted 
upon, as it should have been. The Senate ought then to have madeits 
declaration, which is in terms, I think, equivalent to the declaration 
found in the first of these resolutions. I do not see the difference. 
‘There is no marked difference certainly, but we did not respond as a 
Senate to that resolution or to the suggestions made by the then Exec- 
utive, Mr. Hayes. It would have been very fortunate, I expect, if we 
had then taken that ground, for perhaps it would have checked at that 
time the expenditure of large masses of money. Of course we donot 
care so much about that as far as the United States or the people of 
the United States are concerned, but it would have avoided the com- 
mittal of the people of a foreign country to an enterprise that was 
always impracticable and in such a way that it was very apt to draw 
the Government of France at a later day inte the support of that 
measure. 

Now, we find that that canal has been constructed in part after an 
expenditure of largely over one hundred millions in money—I do not 
know how much, but it must be considerably over one hundred mill- 
ions of money—and we encounter the question—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was not all spent on the canal, my friend will 
allow me to state, for a very enormous sum, as the statistics show, was 
spent in the United States for some purpose or another. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know. I understand there was a syndicate in 
the United States for such purposes as we know not of, to operate in 
conjunction with Mr. De Lesseps in the promotion of this canal project. 
I understaad that. 

When that money had been expended the people of France were 
very much concerned in it, and to them it is a very serious and prac- 
tical matter, and we interpose a resolution here—to which I do not ob- 
ject; I do not object to an expression in it—which is to the effect that 
notwithstanding the people of France have got into this embarrassing 
attitude about this canal and the expenditure of money upon it, the 
Government of France must not assume to control and construct it, asa 
government; otherwise we will hold that that is a violation of the 
Monroe doctrine, or whatever doctrine you may please to call it, the 
essential doctrine of the people of the United States in respect of the 
intervention of foreign governments upon this hemisphere. We look 
upon it as a step which once taken can not be recalled, but will be ad- 
vanced upon and will result in the political domination of the Central 
American isthmus. 

Now, however, the Senator from Ohio will allow me to suggest that 
there is a very serious difficulty in the way of passing a joint resolu- 
tion—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Alabama will pardon me for 
suggesting as this matter is to go over until Monday—and I consent to 
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that with the hope and understanding on my part that it will he fin- 
ished then—that this is business which if done at all ought to be done 
promptly and finished, as the other ought to have been, I think if 
my friend will withhold his opposition to the second section of the 
joint rosolution, I can convince him from reason and from historic prec- 
edents that it is not only important in point of dignity and the im- 
pression of the whole body of the Government of the United States, but 
that it is entirely consistent with the constitutional attitude of the 
President of the United States as regards his relations with the two 
Houses of Congress. I think I can convince my friend that that second 
section is important as a matter of substance and is correct in respect 
to the relations that exist between the two Houses and the President. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator from Vermont, then, adhere to his 
determination to press this as a joint resolution? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is my present duty to do that, and I 
think I can convince my friend between nowand Monday, and that he 
will be satisfied that it shall go in that way, and that it is right to do 
it in that way. 

Mr. MORGAN. I intended to offer some amendments to the reso- 
lution, but at the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont, as the mat- 
ter is to go over, I will not offer the amendments until later. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Ohio to allow the resolution to 
stand over until Monday week. I shall be compelled to be absent 
next week, and I feel some interest in the matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is impossible. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This declaration ought to be made promptly or 
not atall. I have noobjection to a postponement to Monday next, but 
can not let it go beyond that. 

Mr. CALL. I do not know that it will make any difference, but as 
I can not be here on Monday, I will now add a few words to what I 
have already said on the subject. 

The Senator from Ohio in the discussion of this joint resolution and 
the reasons why it should be passed has not, in my opinion, given a sin- 
gle one which touches the merits of the question. He says that this 
resolution does not object to any connection whatever on the part of a 
foreign government, but only to the improper control or use of this 
canal when built, that he would be in favor of a control by the nations 
of the earth, the commercial peoples, fixing the terms upon which this 
canal should be used, and that this resolution does not mean to say 
that we will not do it ourselves as a government and that no other peo- 
ple shall, although the people of Panama and Central America may, in 
their sovereign right and capacity, demand it, but that it means some- 
thing else. Then this body owes it to its own dignity, to its own in- 
telligence, the Senator from Ohio owes it to his own great reputation 
that he should express the resolution in that way. Itsays clearly— 

That the Government of the United States will look with serious concern and 
disapproval upon any connection of any European Government with the con- 
struction or control of any ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien or across 
Central America, etc. 

Mr. President, is it dignified for those who represent and control the 
sovereign powers of legislation, of peace and war, of a t nation in 
this age, to put forth a declaration of this kind, that Government 
looks with serious disapproval upon any connection of a European gov- 
ernment, at the solicitation reqnest of a sovereign le inde- 
pendent themselves in all the powers that we possess, with the people 
of Central America and of the Isthmus of Darien. and that we deny 
to them and disapprove of their acceptance of any ' vnnection with any 
foreign government in this great work of constructing a highway for 
all the world? We are supposed to use language {vr intelligible pur- 
poses. Who can justify such a declaration? What portion of the - 
ment of the Senator from Ohio upon this resolution ds to justify 
or defend that proposition? But it is plainly in the resolution. 

Have not the people of Central America the right to accept aid from 
a foreign government in the construction of this canal? Have they 
not the right to negotiate for a connection with France, as they have 
done, by the exercise of their sovereign power as a people? Who de- 
nies it? But this resolution says that it isa menace to the people of 
the United States that the people of Central America should in their 
sovereign legislative national capacity accept any connection of a for- 
eign government in the construction of a canal across the Isthmus ot 
Darien. That is the unquestionable of the declaration, and 
what does that mean but a sovereign declaration of this people by the 
two Houses of Congress, unless it isa false declaration, that we will 
make war upon the people of any portion of this hemisphere, upon the 
people of Central America especially, who shall exercise their powers 
in such a way as to about a connection of that kind with a Euro- 
pean government? And that is the declaration that we are told is the - 
Monroe doctrine. I deny it. 

The doctrine of our fathers never asserted a tion of this kind. 
They never asserted our absolute right of domination over the people 
of this hemisphere, over the people of Central and we know 
that this is a false declaration and is not intended, and ought not to be 
intended, to be observed. We know that a European government has 
forcibly established its domination, since the Monroe doctrine was pro- 
claimed, over a part of Central America, and maintains it in full and 
absolute and undisturbed sovereign power to-day without war on the 
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le of the United States, without our support of that declaration, 
it was intended so to apply, and it has existed for years and gears in 
British Honduras. 

Mr. President, after submitting to that, when a great work of benefi- 
cence, which can only be opposed in the interest of private corporations 
and private monopoly, in the interest of the oppression of the people, 
we can not now assert this doctrine. You can not make this comport 
with the dignity of the Government of the United States. Shall we, 
having submitted to this violation of the Monroe doctrine, as declared 
by this resolution, when a great work for the benefit of the civilization 
of the world, for the better comfort of every human being, is com- 
menced and ially built, intervene and say we will thrust the Mon- 
roe doctrine in your face, and we deny the right of the people of any 
of these governments to accept of any connection with or aid from any 
Euro government in the construction of this great work ? 

That is the question. It is not a question about the doctrine of our 
forefathers. That we have not maintained that as the doctrine of our 
fathers the history of the country establishes. It is not true; itisa 
mere assertion. The Monroe doctrine in its terms declares that the 
Government of the United States is opposed toe the domination—that 
is the word—the domination, not the connection, not the contribution 
of any foreign government, not the expenditure of its money, but to 
the domination upon any portion of this continent where it had not 
previous to that time obtained power and control. 

But, Mr. President, it is said if the Government of France expends 
its money in the construction of this canal it will have a right to de- 
fend the rights which it has so acquired. Well, that may lead to war. 
Has not the Government of France or the Government of England the 
right'to defend the rights of their citizensin all these countries of Cen- 
tral and South America when they have invested their money there, as 
they have done under the treaty regulations with those countries, and 
would not that lead to war? There is nothing in it; whether it is the 
money of the people or the money of the government is the same thing, 
and South America and Central America and Mexico are full of the 
money of British subjects and French citizens and German subjects to- 
day, and there is none of the money of the people of the United States 
there. They are doing the work of civilization under treaty regulations 
and under the exercise of the sovereign power of the people of those 
several governments to-day; and the assertion that we propose forcibly 
and by war to forbid it is equally unwise, equally untrue, and unjusti- 
fiable in every view of public policy. 

The Monroe doctrine has nothing to do with the question of the con- 
struction of a ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien or Central Amer- 
ica. The interest and dignity of the Government of the United States 
have nothing to do with it except that they should promote it, should 
expend their money for it, should encourage it. There may be some 
question of wise public policy in saying that it shall be controlled by 
an international commission, by regulationsestablished by the nations 
of the world, and the resolution of the Senator from Alabama wisely so 
declared. 

But that is a different thing from this resolution and this enuncia- 
tion. I should be willing to support sucha proposition as that. The 
interest of mankind may require it. The progress of thiscountry may 
require it. Our States on the Gulf of Mexico, and all the otherStates 
of the United States, especially California and the Pacific coast, are vi- 
tally interested in the great fact of the construction of a canal across 
the Isthmus of Panama. When the comfort of every citizen and of the 
family of every producer upon the Pacific coast of the United States 
demands this interoceanic connection, when all the interests of our 
people favor it, and nothing opposes it except the interest of a few pri- 
vate co tions engaged in transportation by rail and rival canal en- 
terprises, when nothing else opposes it, for us to say that we object to 
the construction of it, orof any foreign, European government being con- 
nected with it or aiding it in any shape or formis suicidal. For myself 
I wish to say that while I know nothing about the syndicates said 
to have existed in this country, and never heard of them before, con- 
nected with the De Lesseps enterprise, I consider that the great work 
of the age. I regard the construction of this canal across the Isthmus 
of Panama, if it be practicable—and upon that we have no right to ex- 
press a prejudiced judgment; it has been pronounced practicable by the 
most distinguished engineering ability of the world; it has been under- 
taken, like the canal at Suez, in the face of opposition and criticism, 
and it has had the support of the best intelligence and the highest 
ability—as highly desirable and of the first importance to the people 
of the United States and of all the world. So far from obstacles being 
interposed, we should invite and encourage European governments to 
do the work, and should join them and assist in the work. 

It may have been ep and uneconomically managed, but it is 
the great work of the age. If it be possible to accomplish it, no amount 
of human labor, noamount of human effort or of financial ability should 
fail to be expended upon it. 

Mr. President, I shall welcome for one the aid of any European 
government or the aid of any private corporation or of any individ- 
ual citizen in any great public work which will benefit the great 
masses of mankind. I wish these old fictions that related to the bar- 
barous ages had disappeared. This is the age of industrial triumph. 





This is the age of intellectual success. It is the age of benevolence and 
beneficence. For this country to undertake to say that we will deny 
the right of the people of Central America to accept of any aid, of any 
connection with any European government in the construction of the 
great works necessary for their industrial development and for the in- 


dustrial development of all the peoples of the world, is, I think, going 


back to the dark ages, and unworthy of that Government and that 
people which should be foremost in all that advances civilization, the 
arts of peace, the triumphs of mind over matter, and the subjagation 


of the earth and the seas and all the elements to the use and comfort 
and happiness of all nations and peoples of the earth. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I desire for a moment to call atten- 
tion to the broad distinction between the resolution before the Senate 
and the Monroe doctrine as expressed in the note of Mr. Frelinghuysen, 
Secretary of State, to Mr. Lowell, May 8, 1882, and I quote from Mr. 


Frelinghuysen an extract from Mr. Monroe’s message of 1823. Mr, 
Frelinghuysen said: 


In 1823 Mr. Canning, with the concurrence of the cabinet of London, informed 
Mr. Rush that Great Britain could not see with indifference the intervention of 
foreign power in Spanish America, or the transfer to those powers of any of 
the colonies, and suggested ajoint declaration to that effect by the United States 
an¢é Great Britain. This suggestion grew out of the relations then existing be- 
tween France and Spain, their attitude towards the South American republics 
then struggling for independence, and the injuries to the colonies and commerce 
of Great Britain which would result from a successful prosecution of the pclicy 
of those two governments. President Monroe did not adopt the proposal for 
a joint declaration; but in his message of December 2, 1823, after stating that it 
was our policy not to interfere with the internal concerns of European powers, 
speaking of the war which the revolted colonies were carrying on against 
Spain, and of contemplated interference by the “ Holy Alliance” in behalf of 


the latter, said, in language which has gone into history under his name, 
us. 


Now comes the language of President Monroe: 


“ Butin to these continents circumstances are eminently and conspicu- 
ously different. It is impossible that the allied powers should extend their po- 
litical system to any portion of either continent without endangering our peace 
and happiness, nor can any one believe that our southern brethren, if left to 
themselves— 


That is, the South American republics— 
would adopt it of their own accord. It is equally impossible, therefore, that we 
should behold such interposition in any form with indifference.”’ 

So we see that the Monroe doctrine had reference exclusively to the 
political control of the Spanish colonies of South America, to the polit- 
ical influence and interference of the governments of Europe, and 
of the Holy Alliance, which was composed of several of the powers of 
Europe. If we have a precedent on which to predicate such a reso- 
lution as that before the Senate, it is probably based upon the idea of 
enforcing the Monroe doctrine. It will be seen thatit goes far beyond 
the Monroe doctrine and excludes any connection with a commercial 
enterprise which may not involve the exertion of political influence 
or the control of American governments. I thought it right in the 
brief consideration of this subject to call attention to the distinction 
between the Monroe doctrine, which relates to political influence and 
control, and the mere aiding in a commercial enterprise of this kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dora in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, being House bill 9051. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask unanimous consent to offer at this time, for the 
purpose of having it printed, an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the joint resolution (S. R. 122) declaring the sense of Congress in 
respect of the connection of European governments with interoceanic 
canals at the Isthmus of Darien and in Central America. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be received and printed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the amendment be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the joint resolution by 
striking out the first section and inserting in lieu thereof: 


That any connection of any European government with the construction or 
control of any ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien or across Central Amer- 
ica which involves any political control whatever of the territory through which 
such canal passes, or interference with the government or system of govern- 
ment of any portion of this continent, will be viewed by the Government of the 
United States with serious concern and disapproval, and will be considered as 
dangerous to our peace and safety. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lieon the table 
and be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the com- 
mittee on inaugural ceremonies flags, etc.; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. VEST presented two petitions of citizens of Boonville, Mo., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made for the improvement of the Missouri 
River at that place; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


Mr. CALL. I present the petition of A. Berger, M. D., of Tampa, 
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Fia., in relation to the introduction of epidemic disease in the State o1 
Florida, and I ask that it be inserted in the Recogp, as it is very 
short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that the petition which he presents may be printed in 
the REcorD. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is it about? 

Mr. CALL. It relates to the introduction of epidemic disease into 
this country, and is a matter of general public interest. 

Mr. MORRILL. It had better be printed in pamphiet form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed as a document, 
if there beno objection. Shall the petition be referred to a committee ? 

Mr. CALL, I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3774) for the relief of 
Maggie 8. Chapman; which was read. twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (8. 3775) for the establishment of a 
light-ship with a steam fog-signal at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor; 
which was.read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3776) for a customs commission; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (8. 3777) to authorize the board of 
county commissioners of the county of Whitman, Washington Terri- 
tory, to issue bonds and to build a court-house and jail, and to selland 
acquire real estate for such purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

CLASSIFICATION OF GILL-NETS. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is apo & directed to 

© 


transmit to the Senate copies of all rulings of his Department made within the 
yoar iast past relative to the i ex revenue laws of 


proper classification in 
yill-nets made by machine in Scotland and imported into this country, and es- 
pecialiy used in the salmon fisheries on the Pacific coast. 
MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amend ments of the House of R tatives to the bill (S. 1305) 
to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the bill had better be printed with the 
amendments and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. TURPIE. I offer the following amendment to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Do.ra in the chair). 
ment will be reported. 

The Cater CLerk. It is proposed to add to section 322 the follow- 
ing: 

Provided, That fron and after the 
tions engaged in the manufacture or maki 
section an ee to the persons employed them an increase of 10 per cent. 
upon weges y are receiving at the time of the passage of this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I look upon paragraph 322 as one of 
the most sweeping in the bill. 16 reads as follows: 


822. Or cottemn damask mmo pp tre apm td ee 
posed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, 


jefs, and not 


amend- 


of this act all persons or corpora- 
of the articles mentioned in this 


for in this act, #0 per cent. ad 


After the very able and instructive speech of the Senator from Mary- 
jand [ Mr. WitLson]} yesterday evening I may be safe in assuming that 
this manufacture is one of the largest and oldest in our country. It 
originated daring the colonial period, and has continued to increase to 
this day. 

I presume that the object of increasing the rates upon this class of 
goods in paragraph 322, which is now under consideration, is to en- 
hance the price of the articles at first hand. It may probably be, if it 
has not been already asserted, that this is for the exclusive benefit of 
those engaged in the manufacture of these articles—the or cor- 
porations so engaged. I am willing for the present to take that pre- 
sumption as unfounded, and to say that in good faith the paragraph 
was offered for the purpose of benefiting labor, for the purpose of add- 
ing to the wages of the men and women employed in manufacturing 
the articles therein named. I wish, therefore, that this purpose be 

“nominated in the bond,’’ or, in other words, named in the bill. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 5, 


I am aware that very much can be said upon the subject and against 
the policy of legislating on the question of wages, but justas much can 
be said against legislating upon the price of commodities. This being 
an old-established industry, further legislation therein is not sought for 
the purpose of collecting revenue; neither is it sought for the purpose 
* ee _— ee engaged in the a ofthearticle. All 

ese things have se ong since. It must be legislation 
se upon the subject of the price of commodities, and if this legislation 
upon the price of commodities can be right and justifiable, legislation 
upon the price of wages ought to be equally so. 

It is assumed that this measure is for the benefit of labor. I think 
it may be taken for granted that we can make this section at least con- 
form to that assumption by enacting expressly that the increase in the 
price of the commodities shall not be exclusively for the benefit of 
those engaged in the manufacture, but shall also inure to the benefit 
of their employés, though I await the defeat of this amendment with 
spout aap EEERS Lae a en One eS 

te. 

We have heard a great deal said lately here about home things and 
about the necessity and propriety of en ing the use and manu- 
facture of home things. Who has uttered a word against home indus- 


try? What is home industry? Our home in that sense is nothi 


H . 


upon our side, bere or elsewhere, has attempted 

these home industries? What American has not taken a just 

ide and felt his blood quicken and his heart glow in reading of the 
id achievements of the genius, ingenuity, and skill of our coun- 


i as in arms? 
psalmody, and whatisits true 


ig 


arts 
then, is the useof all this homing 
i t and meaning? Is it that while we are invited to join in the 
‘* Home, Sweet Home’’ in this Chamber, the beneficiaries 
to 


be at liberty to absorb the substance of our 
t of the i i 
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entertained with a very fanciful picture of the present 

American laborer, artisan, and mechanic, represented 
give it entire credence it is impossible to con- 
could be improved even by imposing upen him 
y additional taxes herein provided for. It is said that 

here higher than it is in any part of Asia, 

ways has been so, under ail kinds of tariffs and 
under every kind of administration. I trust it will always remain so. 
We think that the whole legislation of the country ought to be di- 
rected to maintain and’secure that superiority. But supposing wages 
here were three times higher than they are in any of Europe, is 
that any reason why a portion of such should be taken from the 
man who earns them and merely tossed into the dividends of an in- 

trust without return and without consideration? 

The central idea of a prohibitory tariff is not the exclusion of foreign 
merchandise. That is simply a pretense. And itis not the protection 
te home labor. That is pretense as groundless and as inexcusa- 
pg eae to tax of 40 per cent. ad val: 

propose a per orem 
upon the cheapest kind of cotton They will send to Ireland 
for the finest li and to France for the finest silk, and to Belgium for 
the most delicate hose and trimmings for their own use. They care 
nothing about the protection of home labor or home products. 
care no more for these than for the procurementof governmental! revenue, 
They simply use these two things as pretexts to increase their own privi- 
lanes andl ceartened. sights Wendet Uele Mill nied Uhaiian spubaares. 

Of course the monopolist sa 
entitled tothe home market; 
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“‘T am an American arid consequently 
have my establishment and employ my 
have the option, the use, and the 

” Butthe moment he gets posses- 
the inhabitants. 

use of the American market, but to revel 

the abuse of it, such as 100 per cent. upon hoop-iron and 
t. upon table and pocket cutlery. What he really desires 


, ’ 
the unjust advantage of this market, so that the trust and its 
allied syndicates may have absolute command of both the price of 
wages and the price of commodities. 

This is his demand. He moans and mourns about the pauper labor 
of Europe, but what he means is, ‘‘ Let us charge our own prices forour 
own goods and compel the people by law to buy and to pay accordingly.”’ 
Now, sir, it is as to thisdemand that we of ee peer ate 
if anything be wrong in the world, it is wrong; if anything be dishon- 
est and dishonorable, full of self-seeking, low design, unworthy of this 
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home, unworthy of humanity, if there be anything indescribably mean 
and mercenary, sordidly corrupt and corrupting, itis this demand of 
the monopolist that he shall be by law authorized to tax without limit 
the wages of our people and to fill with unearned shekels the treasury 
of his corporation. 

Iam admonished, however, to be brief by two considerations. In 
the first place, the honorable Senator from the State’ of Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], in the beginning of this discussion, informed the Senate 
that, as to the general principles of the bill, they had been decided by 
the vote of the Senate upon the motion of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris] to lay the substitute upon the table, and at the same 
time the honorable Senator informed the Senate that, as to the details 
of the bill, he and his colleagues felt themselves beund to follow the 
recommendations of the committee, and thus far this has come to pass. 
But this was an instance in which the seer had the power to fulfill very 
largely his own prediction, and it does not argue a very marvelous en- 
dowment of prophetic vision. It rather intimates that all discussion 
is futile if not presumptuous. 

But there is a second consideration. Iam not very certain but that 
myself and others upon both sides of the Chamber who have engaged 
in the debate have done so in violation of a very old and well-estab- 
lished rule of this body. Itis very truethat theSenate has occasiona!ly 
in public legislative session considered the stipulations of a treaty, but 
never without having resolved to do so in advance. It might be weil 
enough for us before we proceed further to determine whether or not 
there was a treaty concluded last summer upon this subject between 
high contracting parties or their duly accredited plenipotentiaries, in 
which it was agreed upon the one side that the choice of the electoral 
colleges for President should be controlled in a certain interest, and on 
the other it was bargained that in exchange the entire taxing power 
of the Government should be bodily transferred to the party of the first 





























Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called).. Iam paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS], and therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Puums]}. Otherwise I should vote “* yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. re eam Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Grsson ], but that pair has been transferred to the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. Jones]. Therefore I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I have a general pair with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLArr], but it has been arranged so that he and the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] are paired together, and therefore 
I vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
PuGH], but with the liberty to vote te makeaquorum. Understand- 
ing that it is necessary that I vote to make a quorum, I vote *‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. SABry] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna}. . 

Mr. HALE. I havea pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Co_quirr]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the negative). If I correctly 
understand it now, my vote is not necessary to make a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it be not, I beg leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Verment with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
I confess, sir, that some of the provisions of this bill haveavery | Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 

close resemblance to what I should deem to be stipulations in such a | Berry. >on Morgan, bo aaa 
treaty. I am not as yet myself prepared to say that I shall advise or | G,j) 0’ Gas, cal Wiens ws. 
consent to any of the provisions in this instrament. Cockrell, Hampton, Saulsbury, 

As to the whole measure in its totality, using words already used in NAYS—22, 
this presence, I regard it as a cowardly surrender of one of the great | Aldrich, Dolph, Mitchell, Stewart, 
constitutional prerogatives of the Government to the dictation of an un- | Allison, oe Palmer, . Stockbridge, 
principled cabal, who seek in it only their own aggrandizement and Sain, Hiscock, Soper, Wien. of Scum: 

hcoming dynasty ef unrestricted Davis, Hoar, Sherman, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of | P*wes: Manderson, coe 

the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. ABSENT—S. 
: Beck, Daniel, Hearst, Pugh, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I shall be compelled to vote Blair, tee. i osien, one 

— the amendment of = — from oo 1 on ee Blodgett, Eustis, ' Jones of Nevada, Kansom., 
it is a proper thing to do, or that it is in the power is Govern- wen, arwell, tenna, iddle berger, 

ment to undertake to regulate the compensation between employers | Brow” coaiiaee, — —— 
and employés. I think it would be a great misfortune for us to un- | Cameron, Gorman, Paddock, Vest, 
dertake to distribute the benefit of these duties to the employés in the | Chace, Hale, Pasco, Voorhees. 
factories of this country. I am opposed to these high duties being paid | Cola™'tt. Maret, ae 


to the manulacturing interestsofthe country. I think they are wrong; 
and I am opposed to any attempt on the part of Congress to interfere 
with the contracts between labor and capital. That is a private mat- 
ter which the parties themselves should settle. 

For this reason I am compelled to differ with an amendment offered 
on this side of the Chamber, and I shall cast my vote against it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be again read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to paragraph 322: 


Provided, That from and after the passage of this act all persons or corpora- 
tions engaged in the manufacture or making up of the articles mentioned in 
this section shall pay to the persons employed by them an increase of 10 per 
cent. upon wages they are receiving at the time of the passage of this bill. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The eee OFFICER: The reading of the substitute will be 
resumed, 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 324, as fellows: 

324. Plushes, vel l and all pile fabrics of 
other wanetabie eon Deceaiaeeeeaee ane and 20 as comenene? ry 

Mr. VANCE. In lines 1323 and 1324 I move to strike out the words 
— aoe per square yard and twenty” and insert “‘ forty ”’ in lieu 

ereof. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Carer Cierx. In lines 1323 and 1324 it is proposed to strike 
— cents per square yard and twenty” and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so 
as to read: 


324. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, 
sapuiio teen ibmes ead ak aes a fabrics composed of cotton or 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina, which has just been read. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Oa” ence testament. and the Secretary proceeded to call 

Mr. HAMPTON (when Mr. BurLEeR’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. BuTLER] is paired with the Senater from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Cameron]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

325. Cotten cords, braids, gimps, galloons, webbing, goring, suspenders, and 


braces, any of the foregoing which are elastic or non-elastic, 35 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, 


326. All manufactures of cotton not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I offer a proviso to come in at that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. At the end of paragraph 326 it is proposed to 
add: 

Provided, That upon no article in this schedule shall there be collected a 
higher duty than 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I announce for the day 
the pair between the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArIr] and 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danrex]. I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harrts}. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB], or I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. My colleague [Mr. Butter] is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania { Mr. CAMERON }. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. CHACE] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitT]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I repeat what I said a moment ago, that I am 
paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGcH]. I very much fear 
that there is not a quorum yet voting, and therefore I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague [Mr. FARWELL] is paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If my colleague were here, he 
would vote “‘nay.’’ 
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Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). I voted “‘ nay,” 
but I do not see the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAan] in the 
Chamber, and as I am paired with him I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson] is paired 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jongs]. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to ask the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] 
if his colleagre [Mr. BowEN] is now paired with any one? I hada 
pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN], but in the last few 
days it has been transferred to another Senator, and I desire to know 
how the pair stands now. 

Mr. TELLER. Idonot know. My colleague [Mr. BowENn] has been 
paired part of the time with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON]. Whether he is now or not I do not know. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I was paired with the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
BOWEN], but the pair was transferred to the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS], as arranged between the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] and myself, allowing us to vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis}. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL. Under the statement of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] that the pair has been changed so that the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN] is paired with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], I now cast my vote. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Payne, ance, 
Ransom, Voorhees, 
Reagan. Walthall, 
Saulsbury, 

NAYS—22. 


Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Platt, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Spooner, 
ABSENT—3%5. 
Hearst, 
Ingalls, 
Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 
McPherson, 
Mo n, 
Gorman, Paddock, 
Hale, Palmer, 
Harris, Pasco, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


SCHEDULE J.—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE. 
827. Flax straw, $5 per ton. 


Mr. VEST. I move to strike out ‘‘ $5 perton’”’ and insert the word 
** free,’’ so as to put flax straw on the free-list. I have not been able 
to find that there is any importation of this article or that there is any 
necessity for putting a duty on it, exceptas a matter of form. It does 
not affect any particular interest, and, unless this is a sort of show busi- 
ness, to put on a duty just because it is a duty, I can not imagine any 
reason for it. If there is any reason for it I should like to know it. 
None of this flax straw is brought into this country, and the manu- 
facturers testify, and I haveexamincd the evidence, thatit does not affect 
them at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be stated from the desk. 

‘The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 327, line 1332, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘*$5 per ton’’ and insert ‘‘ free;’’ so as to read: 

Flax straw, free. 


Mr. VANCE. By the testimony of a number of witnesses who ap- 
peared before the subcommittee of the Committee on Finance, I find 
that the flax straw in the Western States, after the seed is obtained 
for the making of oil, is burned up or spread out upon the ground for 
manure, thrown away. One witness, Mr. Edwin A. Hartshorn, of 
Troy, N. Y., says: 


The flax fiber now wasted in the Western States and Territories is of great 
value. It is far superior to jute in strength and durability, and can be made a 
souree of large profit. The native word for jute in India, where it is grown, is 
equivalent to our “sham” or “ humbug,” and its cheapness is its principal 
merit. It can be sold cheap, because it is grown and cleaned by cheap labor. 

The farmer in India is quite content with 6 or 8 cents a day for labor, and can 
live on rice at a daily cost of less than 2 cents. Hence it is ible to purchase 

ood clean jute at 2} to 3} cents a pound, delivered in New York, freight, duty, 

nsnrance, and all charges paid. 

At these prices it is not strange that the Western farmer makes the most 
money out of his flax crop by burning the fiber up. Itis, however, only a ques- 
tien of labor-cost,as this wasted fiber is excellent material for carpet yarns, 
twines. cordage, canvas, burlap, toweling, crash, and many other g b 

The flax fiber now wasted in Minnesota and other Western States and Terri- 


tories is of great value. 

Mr. President, there has been a duty standing all the time upon the 
statute-books of $5 a ton on flax straw, and the farmer saw fit to burn 
it up rather than take the $5 duty and the price of the foreign article 


Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Call, . 
Cockrell, 


Coke, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gray, 
Hampton, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Chandler, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dawes, 


Dolph, 
Edmunds, 
Hawley, 
Hiscock, 
Hoar, 
Manderson, 


some, 
Stockbridge, 
Teller, 

Wilson of Iowa. 


Beck, 
Blair, 
Blodgett, 
Bowen, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Oarmeron, 
Chace, 
Colquitt, 


Daniel, 
Eustis, 
Evarts, 
Farwell, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 


Plumb, 
Pugh, 

Quay, 
Riddleberger, 
Sabin, 
Stanford, 


Vest, 
Wilson of Md, 
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added, which would enable him to compete. If he would not prepare 
any flax straw for market at the old duty of $5 a ton (but we got all 
of our supplies, or most of them, from abroad), why keep the duty on 
unless we need the revenue? 

lt seems to me that there is no earthly use, as was said by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in this duty, for, in the face of the 
duty, we have the testimony of these witnesses that they continually 
burn up the flax straw after they have extracted the seed. There can 
be no use for this duty except it be because we have got into such a 
habit of taxing ourselves that we should not feel good unless we had a 
tax on everything that we use. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorRHEEs]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). My pair with the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee fo HARRIS] having been transferred to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen], I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr, VEST (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLums], or I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Repeating the statement of my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. PuGex], but being at liberty to vote when itis 
evident that my vote is required to keep the business going on, I vote 
“nay. 

Mr. HAMPTON. My colleague [Mr. BuTLER] is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. BATE. I announce that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is paired 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. CHAck] is paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurir}. 

Mr. HALE. My colleague [Mr. FRYE] is absent and paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN }. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As I announced, I am paired with the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES], but the pair was with the understand- 
ing that I could vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—15." 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Call, 


Cockrell, 
Coke, 
George, 
Gray, 


Hampton, Reagan, 
Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Payne, Walthall. 
Ransom, 


NAYS—24. 
Manderson, 
Dolph, Mitchell, 
Edmunds, Morrill, 
Chandler, ey. Palmer, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Platt, 
vis. Hoar, Sawyer, 


ABSENT—37. 


Jones of Nevada, 
Ken 
McPherson, 


Aldrigh, 
Allison, 
Brown, 


Dawes, Sherman, 


Spooner, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Teller, 

Wilson of Iowa. 


Beck, 
Blair, 
Blodgett, 
Bowen, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 
Chace, 
Colquitt, 
Daniel, 
Eustis, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read paragraph 328, as follows: 

328. Flax, not hackled or dressed, $20 per ton. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike ont ‘‘$20 per ton’”’ and insert the 
word “‘ free.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 328 it is proposed to strike out 
the words “twenty dollars per ton’’ and insert the word ‘‘ free;’’ so 
as to read: 

Fiax, not hackled or dressed, free. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the overwhelming weight of testimony 
on this subject from the manufacturers themselves is that flax not 
hackled or dressed should be upon the free-list, that there should 
be no duty upon 1t at all. I know there has been a great deal of as- 
sertion, particularly in the Northwest, that the ye flax from 
abroad comes in competition with the flax raised in the United States, 
especially in the Northwestern States, but that is net true. The flax 
that is brought from Scotland and the Netherlands principally into this 
country for manufacturing oe and which is used in the New 
England manufactories for and flax thread and other_manufact- 


Evarts, 
Farwell, 
Faulkner, 


e, 
Gibson, 


Sabin, 
Saulsbury, 
Stanford, 
Turpie, 

Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Wilson of Md, 


Quay. 
Riddleberger, 
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ures of flax, is a very different article from that produced in the United 
States. Not one pound of flax that is raised in the Northwest is con- 
sumed by the New England manufactories. It is used for some very 
coarse carpet and for the covering of furniture, but even that is a 
limited manufacture. The imposition of this duty benefits neither 
the flax-raiser nor the manufacturer. Some flax is raised in the State 
of Missouri, and avery inconsiderable portion now compared with what 
was raised there twenty-odd years ago. 

There have been two factors which have almost eliminated the cult- 
ure of flax in the Western States, and particularly in the State of Mis- 
souri, which was one of the flax-growing States prior to 1861. 
In the first place, I think the overwhelming reason which has done 
away with the culture of flax and hemp in my section of the country 
has been the introduction of jute and jute-butts, which have taken 
the place of manufactures of flax and hemp for the covering of cotton- 
bales and for other textiles in which flax and hemp were used. An- 
other reason which has operated with us in my State, rather local in 
its character, is that we can not induce free labor to go into the culture 
of hemp and flax. When there was slave labor in Missouri and in 
Kentucky the hemp and flax culture was much larger than it is now. 
There is no culture in the world as hard upon physical life as that or 
hemp and flax. When we hadslave labor in Missouri the slaves would 
be hired upon a hemp farm on the Missouri River for $75 more annu- 
ally than upon a grain farm, because it was the most wearing and ex- 
haustive labor, and there never was a machine made on the face of the 
earth that entailed as much physical exhaustion as the old-fashioned 
hemp-rake that was used in the hemp and flax fields, 

I speak after deliberate examination of this question, and I do not 
think that a majority of the Finance Committee will controvert the 
position. I reassert the proposition that putting this duty of $20 a ton 
upon flax benefits neither the flax-raiser in the United States nor the 
American manufacturer, and if it does not there can be no conceivable 
reason for putting this duty upon it. Instead of being a benefit to the 
American manufacturer, it isan absolute detriment. It handicaps him 
to that extent in his competition with the foreign manufacturers, and 
at the same time there is no compensation in the duty to the raiser of 
flax in the Northwestern States. 

I quote now from page 821 of the testimony of the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Finance. Here is the testimony of a committee of 
flax manufacturers from Paterson, N. J., signed by a number of them, 
John Stephen, James W. McVeigh, and others, a committee represent- 
ing that flax interest. Here is what they say: 

Now, what we would suggest in the way of assisting us would be to increase 
the duty on dressed line, th twines, and yarns, or failing that, take 
the duty off the raw material. The flax grown in this country not being 
suitable for the making of threads and fine yarns, it can not compete with Irish, 
French, Dutch, and Belgian flax, all of which are required in the making of those 
fine goods. The large importation of manufactured goods (especially the finer 

es) proves that we have not protection enough, for although we sometimes 


ve ressions because of accum still there is never any de- 


crease of the foreign importation, 


But the point which I propose to emphasize is that the American 
flax does not at all come in competition with the foreign flax, and the 
aman flax is absolutely necessary for the manufacturers of the United 

tates. 
~ In the debate had in the House of Representatives upon the Mills 
bill, a member from Massachusetts living in Worcester, representing a 
district more interested in flax manufacture than any other in the 
United States, made the following statement : 


I will again remind the gentleman that this isa question of flax and flax fiber, 
and I do not propose that he shall leave that question and take up any side issue. 
I stated in the interest of the consumers of flax and flax fiber in this 
coun there was no flax or fiber raised by our farmers that was a raw 
material for that manufact' interest. They do not raise fiber that is fit to use, 
because — object is the ripening of the seed; and, second, if they 

raise it for fiber, there are climatic conditions in our flax-grow- 
ing States unfavorable to the Oe Nee ten a © not succeed in producing a 
fiber fit for the manufacturers of New land in the linen industry. ‘ 
oe genes gone away from the matter before the House to the duty on 
man ured taking up that ion before itstime. When wecometo 
am willing to it with him, 

But now the question is upon a raw material with which the farmers of this 
country have no possible competition and which should be made free. The 
farmers of the West will not lose a y if flax straw and fiber are put upon 
the free-list. It is nota qonstion of ; it is not rice; it has nothing to do 
with the side issues the feaenee. raises. It isthe question solely of the free 

for a heavily-taxed industry. It isa useless tax, because we do 
not hon the money and the tax does not benefit any grower of flax in this 
country. 


That assertion was uncontradicted in the whole of that acrimonious 
debate, and I undertake to say that the testimony is absolutely con- 
clusive in regard to the truth of the statement. Yet right in the face 
of these statements and of petitions from manufacturers asking that 
this foreign flax come into the country free to assist them to make 
Se for the American consumer, $20 a ton is put back upon it. 

t been the experience of the people of the United States in 
regard to the removal of duty from the raw material? Some years ago 
the duty was taken off of hides and they were ee on the free-list, and 
what was the result? I have the statistics here before me. The 
leather industry was in this country prior to the taking 
off of that duty. Hides were put on the free-list. What has been the 
tesult? A steady increase in the amount of manufactured goods and 


of exports of leather manufactures, until in 1887 we exported from this 
country over $10,000,000 worth, and last year, in 1888, within a frac- 
tion of $10,000,000 worth. 

We had the same sort of experience in regard tocotton. Cotton was 
put upon the free-list, and the cotton manufacturers of the United 
States to-day are in a flourishing condition. The only losses in the 
factories that amount to anything, except in sporadic instances, have 
been in the woolen factories. Not longer ago than two days a manu- 
facturer said to me, ‘‘I am interested in a woolen factory and in a cot- 
ton factory in the same town, and if it were not for what I make in 
the cotton factory I would be a bankrupt by reason of my losses in 
the woolen factory.’’ 

What sort of reason can be given that would stand an analysis for a 
single instant for putting the duty on flax at $20 a ton, when manu- 
facturers come here and almost unanimously ask that the duty be 
taken off, and when it is beyond any sort of successful contradiction 
that no farmer in the United States is benefited to the extent of a dol- 
lar by keeping it on? Here is the testimony of Messrs. Murphy and 
Anderson, of Paterson, N. J., who are flax-dressers, in regard to this 
matter: 

Mr. Felix Murphy, of Paterson, N. J., flax-dresser. said: 

“Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the importation of dressed flax now leaves 
900 men around Paterson idle. bour Bros., of Paterson, N. J., one of the 
leading firms in the flax business in this country, import 45,000 pounds of 
d flax weekly, and 10,000 pounds of rough flax. The duty on dressed flax 
is $40 a ton, and the duty on rough flax$20a ton. Weare desirous thatthe duty 
shall come off the rough flax, so as to induce the manufacturers in this country 
to import all rough flax and get it dressed in this country, The next leading 
firm in the flax business is Finlenson & Co., of Grafton, Mass. That firm imports 
all its dressed flax, and does not import any rough flax at all. It imports 18,000 

unds of dressed flax weekly. That would give employment to about 500 men— 

mean the converting of rough flax into dressed flax.”’ 

And so it runs through the whole testimony, the point of their testi- 
mony being that they want the duty taken off of rough flax in order 
that it may be dressed and hackled in the United States and thereby 
give employment to American workmen, which I understand to be the 
great ery of our friends upon the opposite side of this Chamber. They 
say that they want more opportunity for American labor, more chances 
for the development of American industry and American enterprise. 
Yet from the very same persons who invoked this principle and used 
it in the canvass we find the extraordinary proposition that this raw 
material shall be taxed, which does not assist by the duty upon it a 
single farmer to the extent of a dollar, but does handicap the manu- 
facturer. 

Mr. President, look at what we are able to do even with the duty 
upon the rough flax. I see from the export tables of 1887 and 1888 
that upon flax, hemp, and jute manufactures of bag twine and all 
other of these manufactures we exported in 1887 $1,402,118 worth, 
and in 1888 $1,391,216 worth. The imports show these facts: In 1888 
we imported $1,802,084 worth of flax. From Scotland we brought in 
$404,584 worth. From Ireland we brought in $573,220 worth. That 
was imported as rough flax for the purposes of the manufacturers, show- 
ing beyond any sort of question that the American-raised flax does not 
suit the purposes of the manufacturing interests in New England. 
About that there is no sort of question. 

So upon every phase of the question the argument is overwhelming 
in favor of putting this raw material, rough flax, upon the free-list. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 328 it is proposed to strike out 
‘*$20 per ton’’ and insert ‘‘free;’’ so as to read: 

328. Flax, not hackled or dressed, free. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on this amendment. 

Big yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY]. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana[Mr. VoorRHEES]. If he were here I should 
vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], but I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN] and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. 
the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. My colleague [Mr. BuTLER] is paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. I should vote ‘“‘nay’’ if he were present. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. Hargis] 
is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Rhode Island. [ Mr. CHAcE] is 
paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurtt]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
PuGH]. I should vote “nay” if he were present. 


I am paired with 


I am paired 
I do not see him in 
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The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 23; as follows: 
YEAS—16, 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Osi, Gray, Payne, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, Walthall, 
NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Ingalls, 
Allison, Dolph, Morrill, Spooner, 
Brown, Evarts, Palmer, 
Chandier, Hawley, Piatt, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Plumb, Teller. 
Davis, Hoar, 


Sherman, 


Sawyer, 
ABSENT—37. 


Reck, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Biackburn} Eustis, Kenna, Sabin, 

Biair, Farwell, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Manderson, Stanford 
wen, Frye, Mitchell, Voor 
Butler, Gibson, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 

Cameron, Gorman, Pasco, Wilson of Md. 
Chace Hale, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Harris, Quay, 
Daniel, Hearst, Ransom, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

229. Flax, hackled, known as “dressed line,” $40 per ton. 

330. Tow, of flax or hemp, $10 per ton. 

331. Hemp, $20 per ton. 

332. Cables er cordage, and twine, including binding twine, composed wholly 
of manila, or sisal-grass, |} cents per pound. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to inquire of the Senator in charge of the 
bili whether the qualifying clause in line 1340, in paragraph 332, refers 
to the words ‘‘cables or cordage, and twine,’’ as well as to the words 
“including binding twine.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. They were intended to do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is rather a faulty construction. 

Mr. ALLISON. To make it certain, say ‘‘all of the above”’ or ‘‘all 
the foregoing.”’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. Say “‘all the above.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert the words “all of the above,’’ in 
line 1340, before ‘‘ composed.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curey CLERK. It is proposed to insert in line 1340, before the 
word ‘‘composed,’’ the words ‘‘all of the above;’’ so as to read: 

352. Cables or cordage, and twine, including binding twine, all of the above. 
composed whoily of manilla, or sisal-grass, 1} cents per pound, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. With a comma after “ above?”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed to, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. In lines 1340 and 1341, I move to strike out “‘1} cents 
per ponnd”’ and insert “25 per cent. ad valorem.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed, in lines 1340 and 1341, to strike 
out ‘‘1} cents per pound’’ and to insert *‘25 per cent. ad valorem;”’’ 
80 as to read: 

332. Cables or cordage, and twine, including binding twine, all of the above, 
composed wholly of manilia, or sisal-grass, 25 per cent, ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vist}. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call attention to the fact without argument, 
for | know what has been the resuit heretofore. In 1888 we exported 
of this article of flax bags $235,351 worth, of cordage $733,050 worth, 
and of twine $270,478 worth. We imported of the two articles of 
bags and cordage for the same year $6,531 worth as against an export 
of nearly $1,200,000 worth. Besides this we exported of all other 
articles of flax $152,337 worth. 

it seems to me that under that state of case there is no necessity for 
this increase of i} cents per pound. I take it for granted that it is an 
increase from what I see here. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was aboutto say to the Senator that the only ob- 
jection I have to his amendment is that it will increase the duty, par- 
ticularly on binding twine, which is an article of universal consump- 
tion in the West and ought to come in at a very low rate. The rate 
fixed in the bill on binding twine is from 12 to 15 per cent. I think 
that it would be an increase also on cordage and on cables. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mest certainly it would. The present valuation 
of the importations of cables and cordage varies from 7.7 to 11.6 cents, 
Tt would be an increase of at least'a cent a pound on all cables and 
cordage, 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I will withdraw the amendment until I examine it 
further. I am very certain that one part of the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island is not correet, although it is possible the Sen- 
ator from lowa may be correct. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know I am correet on the question of binding 
twine, because I made a special examination of the matter. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Missouri will examine the table 
before him he will find that the unit of value on importations of cord- 
age last year varied irom 7.7 cents to 11.6 centsa pound. Twenty-five 
per “ent. would therefore be from 2 cents to nearly 3 cents a pound 
duty. 

Mr. VEST. That would not apply, however, exclusively to the ar- 
ticle of cordage. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would apply to cables and cordage. Binding- 
twine costs quite as much as either of those. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Missouri to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; I withdraw the amendment. Let the para- 
graph be passed over, and I will ask the liberty of recurring to it. 

Thé PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn and 
the paragraph will be passed over. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

333. All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, excopt 
cotton, or of which flax, ae. or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, is 
the component material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, valued at 5 cents pound or less, 2 cents per pound; valued 
above 5 cents per pound, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES. of Arkansas. In line 1346 I move tostrike out all after 
the word ‘‘act,’’ and to insert ‘'25 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The Cuizr CLerK. It is proposed, in line 1346, after the word 
“‘aet,’’ to strike out the words— 


Valued at 5 cents per pound or less, 2 cents per pound; valued above 5 cents 
per pound, 40 per cent. ad valorem, 
;’’ so as to read: 


And to insert ‘* 25 per cent. ad v. 
333 All manufactures of flax,hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, 
or of which flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, ithe com- 
ponent material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this 


act, 25 per eent. ad valorem 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator trom Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have not the slightest 
idea that the amendment which I propose will be a The an- 
nouncement made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in the 
beginning of the discussion of this bill, which was referred to by the 
Senator from Indiana [ Mr. TuRPIE] a few minutes ago, that the inten- 
tion of the majority was to follow the committee on all these questiuns, 
of course settles this; and it makes no difference how palpably wrong 
we may show a provision in the bill to be, I am satisfied there will be 
no change upon any motion of ours. Senators in this body, representa- 
tives of sovereign States, representing millions of the consumers of this 
country, have offered amendment after amendment, and each one has 
been steadily, persistently, and consistently voted down. It matters 
not what the reasons given for any change may be, it matters not how 
plainly it may be shown that there is no necessity for any particular 
provision to remain in the bill or how clearly it may be shov-n that 
there is no necessity for raising any item of revenue, still, as ‘he Sen- 
ator from Missouri has just shown in the flax schedule, the majority go 
persistently forward and adopt the recommendations of the committee 
without regard to right or merit. Thereseem to besome people in this 
country more fortunate than the members of the Senate. 

In an article published in the Manufacturer, a periodical published, 
I believe, by the Manufacturers’ Club, bearing date the 1st day of this 
month, I find the following: 

AMENDMENTS TO THE SENATE TARIFF BILL, 


The committee appointed by the textile seetion of this club at a special meet- 
ing some dayssinee, after aconference with manufacturers from New York and 
New Engiand, agreed upon the following amendments to the Senate bill, and 
laid them before the Finance Committee of the Senate on the 19th ultimo. The 
committee have reason to believe that these amendments will reeeive favorable 


consideration, 

Then come 320 and 321 of the tariff bill as the Manu- 
facturers’ Club intend to have them amended. Yesterday the Senate 
in considering the bill reached those phs, and the Senator from 
Iowa stated that they would pass over them, as the committee would 

haps havesome changes to make in connection with those paragraphs. 
t seems that the committee appointed by this club when preparing an 
amendment to the bill can have it considered. ‘The inflexible rule sug- 
gested by the Senator from Ohio does not count when the proposition 
to amend the bill comes from the manufacturers, but when the repre- 
sentatives of the States and the people stand here and offer amendments 
there is no attention whatever paid to them, and they are voted down 
steadily. 

I notice in that same paper some admonitions given to the majority 
a > Wiehe eee of them in another paragraph, which | shall 
now : 


It is well for the iron manufacturers of this country to keep an eye on the 
Senate tariff bill as it moves along towards its Be 


Says this paper : 

t Bb, of Kansas, wants reduction of the duties on structural iron, and as 
he is threatening to make trouble unless his wishes are heeded, there is some 
talk of appeasing him 
may be to 


in the late election for maintenance of the protective system. 
not make any serious cut in the iron duties without betraying 
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ople in the party controlling the Senate. There is no necessity of any kind 
lor compromising with Mr. PLums, because there is no necessity that the Senate 
shali pass a tariff bill at all. No objection could be made if it should adopt a 
measure; but if it can pass a bill only by making sacrifices of American 
erests to gratify the whims of such persons as Mr. PLums it had much better 
drop the whole business at once and permit the work of tariff revision to go 
over to the next Congress, where indeed it properly belongs. 

This comes from the same high authority which first agreed on 
amendments to paragraphs 320 and 321 of the bill, and which, it would 
seem from circumstances that occurred in the Senate on yesterday, are 
likely to be adopted. The same paper has, among other interesting 
things, the following. In speaking of the great services of Mr. James 
M. Swank, the secretary, J believe, of the Iron and Steel Association, 
it says: : 

During the past year, in connection with the Industrial League, which is also 
managed by Mr. Swank, it has sent out— 

Speaking-of the organization of which he is secretary— 
toall parts of the country 1,387,864 tracts or pamphlets, many of which were 
writien by the general manager. 

Yet the distinguished Senator from Vermont stands in his place in 
the Senate and tells us that tariffs imposed upon goods do not increase 
the cost to the consumer, and the Senator from Massachusetts tells 
us that the only object in levying a tariff is to make the price of arti- 
cles consumed by American consumers cheaper. Yet here is the secre- 
tary of the Iron and Steel Association sending out 1,300,000 pamphlets 
in a year for the purpose of securing cheap goods to the American con- 
sumers. The association of which he is secretary of course has no in- 
terest in circulating these pamphlets, but they are <1] unselfishly sent 
out for the public good. 

I happen to be one of the fortunate recipients of one of these million 
three hundred thousand pamphlets distributed by Mr. Swank, and I 
think a good deal of what might be vulgarly called the ‘‘true inward- 
ness’’ of this bill can be found in a half page of that tract. I propose 
to call the attention of the Senate toit. I read from page 23 of the 
—- It isstamped on the outside in red ink ‘‘ Please read this.’’ 

t is styled ‘‘Our Bessemer Steel Industry,’’ and seems to have been 
sent from the American Iron and Steel Association. 

Mr. VANCE. How is the word “ steel’’ spelled? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. He spells it s-t-e-e-1. 

Mr. VANCE. Thatis wrong. Why did he not spell it right? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is like a good many other false pre- 
tenses. 

“* The tariff revision which is needed ”’ is the heading of the partic- 
ular article which I now propose to read, and it proceeds as follows: 

Let those who have in their hands the welfare of American industries beware 
’ that they do not imperil their very existence. Let them beware that they do 
not recklessly fan that spirit of discontent among the workingmen of this 
country, the a of which, were it fully aroused, no patriotic citizen 
would wiliingty id. Duties on many manufactured products, instead of 
being too high, are now too low to be protective. The industries of this coun- 
try are to-day far from being in a highly prosperous condition. Some of them 
are in a state of depression, and a leading cause of such depression as now ex- 
ists and of such apprehension as prevails is found in the increased importations 
which the present tariff makes possible. Another cause of depression and ap- 
prehension is found in the late message of the President and his threat of tariff 
reduction. If our legislators would invite prosperity for our country for many 

rs to come, and at the same time would reduce the surplus in the Treasury, 
them increase duties and not reduce them. 

This is precisely what is done through this bill. Isimply read these 
things to show the animus running through this entire attempt at tariff 
revision, so far as the other side are concerned. But while we are on 
the subject, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] a day or 
two ago was stating that it was a difficult matter to find where polit- 
ical parties stood, and that he had been unable to find out what the 
Democratic party wanted on this question of tariff reform, it may not 
be out of place for me to call attention to the official declarations of the 
Republican party upon the question of tariff taxation from 1472 down 
to their last official declaration. In 1872 the seventh section of their 
platform was as follows: 

7. The annual revenue, after paying current expenditures, pensions, and the 
interest on the ey debt, should furnish a moderate balance for the reduction 
of the principai, and that revenue, except so much as may be derived from a 
tax upon to’ and liquors, should be raised by duties upon importations, 
the details of which should be so adjusted as to aid in securing remunerative 
wages to labor, and to promote the industries, prosperity. and growth of the 
whole country. 

From that it would seem that they recognized the fact then that the 
purpose of levying tariff taxes was to raise revenue and not for private 
tribute. At that time I take it a Republican convention could not 
have been induced to have openly declared that it was in favor of any 
such purpose as the latter. Iu 1876 section 8 of their platform, re- 
ported by Mr. HAWLEY, said: 


8, The revenue necessary for the current expenditures and the obligations of 
the public debt must be largely derived from duties upon importations, which 
as far as possible should be adjusted to promote the 
and advance the prosperity of the whole country. 


In 1880 they said in section 5 of their platform: 


5. We affirm the belief avowed in 1876 that the duties levied for the purpose 
of revenue shal! so discriminate as to favor American labor. 


And ‘‘ Applause ’’ was put in parenthesis after that declaration. 

Mark you, Mr. President, here was a declaration by this national 
convention of the Republican party in 1880 that taxes levied for reve- 
nue should be so adjusted as to give labor some protection. The lead- 


interest of American labor 
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ing purpose was public revenue to the Government. But in 1884 a 
new light seems to have dawned. They had begun to change materi- 
ally their position and to tend towards the declaration that the prime 
purpose of levying national taxes was for private tribute instead of 
public revenue. Hear it. Section 4 of the platform adopted in 1834 
was as follows: 

4. It isthe first duty of a good Government to protect the rights and promote 
the interests of its own people. The largest diversity of industry is the most 
productive of general prosperity and of the comfort and independence of the 
people. We therefore demand that the imposition of duties on foreign imports 
shall be made not for revenue only, but that in raising the revenues for the 
Government such duty shall be so levied as to afford security to our diversified 
industries and protection to the rights and wages of the laborer to the end that 
active and intelligent labor, as well as capital, may have its just reward andthe 
laboring man his full share of the national prosperity. 

In 1888, as we all remember, came the broad, unqualified declara- 
tion that— 

We favor the entire repeal of the internal taxes rather than the surrender of 
any part of our protective system. 

Here, Mr, President, there is written in the official declaration of 
their party the fact that in 1872 they began with a declaration that 
whatever taxes were necessary for public purposes which were not 
raised from tobacco and liquors ought to be raised by a tariff tax. They 
affirmed again and again that the purpose of levying a tariff was public 
revenue, and that it should be so adjusted as to favor their industries. 
But now for the first time comes the declaration made by the Kepub- 
lican party, and sanctioned by its Committee on Finance in the Senate, 
that the purpose of a national system of taxation was to increase the 
gains of the manufacturers, and they propose to increase taxes when 
they propose to reduce revenues. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator state in what resolution or in what 
language he finds his authority for the statement which has just fallen 
from his lips, that the convention held in 1888 declared for protection 
in order to increase the profits of manufacturers? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think that the Senator from Connecti- 
cut did not do me the honor to listen carefully to what I said. I said, 
or intended to say, that the declaration of the convention of 1888 was 
that they favored the entire repeal of the internal taxes rather than 
surrender any part of the protective system, and that the conduct of the 
Finance Committee here and the action of the majority in the Senate says 
“*as plain as a whisper in the ear’’ that the purpose of this system is 
to increase private fortunes, to levy these taxes for private tribute and not 
for public revenue. Ihave just read from the wordsof Mr. Swank that 
the way to make this country prosperous is to decrease revenue by in- 
creasing taxation, and your tariff is carrying it out in every provision 
of the bill that we have under consideration. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but I should 
like to have him—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 





Does the Senator from Arkansas 


Does the Senator from Arkansas 


yield? 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is no interruption. 
Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to have the Senator give me this oppor- 


tunity to say that as I understand this question, the whole talk to 
which we have listened for the last week or fortnight, to the effect 
that the purpose of protection and the purpose of this bill is to increase 
the profits of the manufacturers, which are already excessive, has no 
foundation in fact, not the slightest. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have no objection to my friend, the 
Senator trom Connecticut, making a declaration of that sort, but there 
is high authority for saying, ‘‘ By their fruits ye shall know them,”’’ 
and I propose now for a moment to weigh his declaration by the action 
of the Finance Committee. 

In the paragraph under consideration the proposition is that— 

All manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, 
or of which flax, hemp, jute, or other vegetable fiber, except cotton, is the com- 
ponent material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
thi- act, valued at 5 cents per pound or less, 2 cents per pound; valued above 5 
cents per pound, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

According to the analysis submitted to this body, and which I pre- 
sume is in the main correct, the divisions under this paragraph are 
analyzed as follows: We have ‘‘ bags and bagging except bagging for 
cotton ’’ at 2centsa pound. In paragraph 334, which we have not yet 
reached, the provision is that burlaps not exceeding 60 inches in widta 
shall be taxed 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

In the report made by the Committee on Finance they stated that no 
friend of the Mills bill was heard by that committee. They heard man- 
ufacturers and their friends, and among them they heard a manufact- 
urer of jute bags. He stated on the last page of his testimony, and he 
was cross-examined by the chairman of the committee, the Senator 
from Iowa, that if you put a tax of three-quarters of a cent on burlaps, 
then he wanted a tax of 1 cent a pound on bags; that this difference 
was necessary to his protection. Then the Senator from Iowa said, ‘It 
we make a tax of 1} centson burlaps then you want 2 cents on bags?’”’ 
He answered, “‘Or1{ cents."’ He was hardly willing to go to the extent 
the Senator from Iowa proposed. 
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This witness testified that he was a large manufacturer of bags, the 
very article that is included under this paragraph of the bill, and upon 
which you propose to levy a tax of 2 centsa pound, He stated that 
burlaps was his raw material, and that an ad valorem tax of 15 per 
cent. was the equivalent of three-eighths of a cent a pound. Therefore 
@ tax of 30 per cent. ad valorem is equivalent to a tax of three-fourths 
of acenta pound. Now I will read from his testimony: 

The CHAIRMAN. If we put a duty of three-fourths of a cent a pound on bur- 
laps, then you want a duty of 1 cent a pound on bags ? 

Mr Bemis. I have said 1 cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. One cent? 
Mr. Bemis. Yes. - 


The CuarmMan. And if we put a duty of 1} cents on burlaps, then you wanta 
duty of 2 cents on bags? 


Mr. Bemis. Yes, or 1f. Three-eighths of a cent onthe 
glaim, Other manufacturers do not agree with me. 
any reasonable man ought to ask. 


Now, Mr. President, what is the result? The committee comes in 
ith this bill providing for a tax of three-quarters of a cent, the lowest 
lax suggested between the chairman of the subcommittee and the wit- 
ness here, and when the witness testified that a tax of 1 cent a pound 
is enough, if three-quarters of a cent is levied then you give him not the 
one-quarter of 1 cent protection that he asks, not the quarter of a cent 
between his raw material and his manufactured product that he him- 
seif said was enough, but you give him five times as much, and give 
him 2 cents a pound protection upon his bags, making 1} cents differ- 
ence, when the manufacturer himself only asked for one-quarter of 1 
cent difference. 

It oceurs to me that I have seen just such an instance in a book that 
may possibly have escaped the attention of members of the Finance 
Committee. It is pretty high authority in the Democratic party and 
is a law book. I shallread just a paragraph or two, showing the spirit 
that it seems to me enters into this thing of giving these people more 
than they ask. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator commences the reading, let me 
ask whether I understand him to state that we have placed a duty of 
three-quarters of a cent a pound upon the raw material for bags? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I say that you have placed a tax of 30 
per cent. ad valorem upon burlaps, and that this witness stated that a 
tax of 15 per cent. ad valorem was equivalent to aspecific tax of three- 
eighths of a cent, and therefore 30 per cent. ad valorem is equivalent 
to a tax of three-quarters of a cent, and you have, in effect, levied a 
tax of three-quarters of a cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Arkansas think that the 
witness made a correct statement? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I can not say whether the statement is 
correct or not, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Arkansas believe everything 
that he sees in the testimony taken by the subcommittee without any 
confirmatory evidence? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am very sorry to say that I believe very 
little of it. What part of it I have taken the trouble to investigate 
I have found to be in the main a tissue of falsehoods from beginning 
toend. It is the testimony of a lot of men whocame here for the pur- 
pose of presenting special pleas, to invent excuses for taxes to be levied 
upon people to enrich themselves. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had received that impression from some remarks 
I heard the Senator make before. I was a little surprised at his blind 
faith in this statement, and I wanted to see whether he confirmed it by 
other collateral evidence. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. . I have not blind faith in the statement; 
but will the Senator tell me what specific rate a tax of 30 per cent. ad 
valorem is equivalent to? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would depend altogether upon the price abroad. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. At the present price? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It would be a cent and a half a pound, I imagine, 
or somewhere in that neighborhood. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator imagines. If the Senator 
will investigate it he will find the figures in this paper. Of course I 
understand that when any particular figures are found in any of these 
documents that are against the Finance Committee they are immedi- 
ately determined to be wrong; but he will find that these figures from 
the Treasury Department do not sustain his statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that the t price of burlaps is in the 
neighborhood of 5 cents a pound abroad, in Dundee. The Senator can 
figure it out. That would make the duty amount to 1} cents a pound. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Of what quality? 

Mr: ALDRICH. Of the quality ar in making bags. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I shall call the attention of the Senate 
in a few minutes toa statement made by this witness on that ques- 
tion. Possibly I had best do so at once. I do not know whether one 
cf the witnesses who comes before this committee to give them informa- 
tion will ever tell the truth at all under any circumstances, but I pre- 
sume that when they speak of specific facts they would hardly make 
untree statements of prices, etec., i their own interest. 
I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode who has just in- 


terrupted me if these people were sworn when they were examined ? 
Mr. ALLISON. They won not. ah 


und will protect us, I 
ne cent a pound is all 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. They were not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nobody was sworn, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The practice has been or the committees 
that I have noticed in these examinations, in order to make them ag 
nearly reliable as possible, to put the witnesses on oath, so as to come 
as near to getting the truth out of them as possible. I do not suppose 
an obligation of that sort would be very binding on some of these peo- 
ple, however, and upon the whole I commend the wisdom of the com- 
mittee in not making them perjure themselves. 

You asked this man the price of these burlaps. I do not know 
whether you knew more about it than he did or not. If you did, you 
did not contradict him when he made the statement, and you printed 
it and brought it into the Senate for its information, and you certainly 
will not propose to impeach your own witnesses. 

I quote: 

The CHAIRMAN, You think that these goods should come in by weight and 
not ad valorem? 

Mr. Bemis. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. I mean a specific duty, which would have to be by weight, 


of course. 
Mr. Bemis. That is it exactly ; that is just the point I would like to make. 
any one of these specimens would be worth 


The CHAIRMAN. Tell me w 
per pound abroad. 

Mr. Bemis. Very well; I will tell youexactly. The 8}, which is the one-notch 
piece, would be worth to-da: it pence. 

The CHAIRMAN. Sample No.2 is what? 

Mr. Bemis. Bight and one-half. 

The CuarrMAN. What do you mean by 8}? 

Mr. Bemis. Eight and one-half ounces to the yard of 40inches. Isuppose you 
only want the com ive market. I will give it at 1} pence for 8 ounces. 

The CHarrRMAN. Give me the value per pound, on the other side, for each of 
these three specimens which you have shown me. 

Mr. Bemis. The value of the 8} is about 143 pence, 

The CHarnmMan. What would that be in cents? 

Mr. Bemis. It would be about 2.66 cents. The next quality is worth three 
forty-eighths more, which would be mee. The grades by three forty- 
eighths of a penny every half ounce, © 7 would 14%. I simply say that 
these prices are lower than the present market; they have advanced. 

‘he CoarmMan,. The highest of these, 1}§ pence, isonly about 3 cents a pound. 

It would be equal to 3 cents a pound, and a pound has 2 yards of 
the stuff in it. Here is a witness, a manufacturer, large 
quantities of this article, in the presence of the Senator from Rhode 
Island stating to the committee that the foreign cost of this stuff is 3 
cents a pound, while the Senator now says that the cost of the material 
abroad now is 5 centsayard. Yet the witness was neither contradicted 
nor corrected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Five cents a pound, I said. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought 
he said 5 cents a yard. However, as the Senator was present and heard | 
this witness testify, and as he allowed the testimony to go uncontra- 
dicted into the records, and gives it the high sanction of the Finance 
Committee in bringing it into the Senate, I respectfully submit that 
he ought to stand by it now. 

Now, I want to go back to this piece of law that I had just begun 
to read to my distinguished and very y-honored friend, the chair- 
man of the subcommittee. The Senate will remember that when I 
was diverted by the Senator from Rhode Island I was calling attention 
to the fact that the Senator from Iowa and the committee in this 
case given the man five times as muchas he hadasked. He asked you 
for the difference between three-quarters of a cent and a cent, and 
instead of one-quarter of 1 cent, you gave him five times what he 
asked. I said there wasa to it I had read in a book which 
I feared had escaped the tion of the Committee on Finance, but 
which was recognized as authority by the Democratic party, and 
anita pa eaggnrn Pi ted extent. I read from the sixteenth 
chapter of Luke, as follows: 

1. And he said also unto his disciples, There was a certain rich man, which had 
a steward; and the same was accused unto him that he had wasted his goods. 

2, And he called him, and said unto him, How is it that I hear this of thee? 
give an account of thy stewardship; for thou ma: be no lo steward. 

3. Then the steward said within himself, shall I do? for my lord tak- 
eth away from me the stewardship: I can not dig; to beg I am ashamed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must interrupt the Senator on a t of order. 
EO ee er ee nited States 
in that way. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not understand the observation of 
the Senator from Vermont. 
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rapt me again until I can finish the quotation, there being only a line 
or two more of it. Iam sorry that quoting a few lines from the Bible 
should so disturb and stir up the gentlemen on the other side. 

3. Then the steward said within himself, What shall Ido? for my lord taketh 
“a from me the stewardship: I can not dig; to beg I am as 


hamed. 
am resolved what to do, that, when I am put out of the stewardship, they 
may receive me into their houses. 


5. So he called every one of his lord’s debtors unto him, and said unto the 
first, How much owest thou unto my lord? 


6. And he said, An hundred measures of oil. And he said unto him, Take thy 
bill, and sit down quickly, and write fifty. , 


When the Senator from Iowa called this man up, if he had been a 
debtor of the United States, he would not have said, ‘‘Sit down, take 
thy bill and write quickly one-half of what you owe, but one-fifth 
only,’’ but when he undertakes to agree with him how much he is to 
be allowed to tax other people—what the Finance Committee is to 
agree that the people of the United States shall contribute to his for- 
tune, the committee says, “‘Take thy bill and sit down quickly and 
write down, not twice as much as what you want, but five times what 

ou ask, because you belong to the sacred few whose fortunes are to 
be made great at the expense of the many all over this broad land and 
upon whom we are to rely in every em — 

When you have been doing just such things was it any wonder that 
the Senator from Indiana the other day should exclaim that ‘‘the ox 
knoweth his owner and the ass his master’s crib?’ When we under- 
stand that the aor of building up these interests, when we know 
the result to which they all lead, there can be no mistake in the pur- 
pose for which these things are done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now that my friend from Arkansas has finished 
reading from his newly-discovered-—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is very old to us, Mr. President. It 
may be new to the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, it is old, so far as obeying it is concerned. 
But I wish to ask the Senator a practical question for my own informa- 
tion, because I have great respect for his knowledge of this subject. 
I wish to ask him simply and plainly whether he thinks that putting 

on the free-list entirely, so that there is no customs duty at all, 
would reduce the price in the United States to the people who use bur- 
laps and have them to buy? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. As my mind would lead me to walk 
right out of the door if I wanted to get out of the room, Ido. But I 
have not a in my amendment that burlaps should be put on 
the free- 

There is another fact connected with this business that I propose 
right now to bring out, and the inquiry of the Senator from Vermont 
is pertinent and makes it fit exactly. It is shown by the evidence 
submitted by the committee that a manufacturer engaged in the man- 
ufacture of these burlaps said if he could have 15 per cent. protection 
on his bur! over the duty he had to pay for jute he could manufact- 
ure burlaps in this country. Now you have jute-butts free. You pro- 
pose to give them that material at least free. If that can be used in 
the manufacture of this class of burlaps he then not only has his 15 per 
cent., his 20 per cent., but he has 30 per cent. of protection. In other 
words, you do for him like the unjust steward did in the other case. 
When he asks you for one you give him two. When he asks for 15 
per cent. to enable him to make these burlaps, you give him 30 per 
cent. and give him his raw material free at the same time. 

Mr. ED DS. Will my friend yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. JONES. of Arkansas. az 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we havegiven the burlap manufacturer a greater 
benefit than he thought he would need in order to compete with foreign 
manufacturers, then on the principle that my friend has stated, that 
ps burlaps on the free-list would reduce the price, it would enable 

by so much more to make them still cheaper and sell them still 
cheaper. If in one case it would reduce the price, why would it not in 
this case reduce it by so much more? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is no answering a theory so effect- 
ually as to present a fact in reply. There are burlap manufacturers in 
this country who manufacture cotton- i They have had high 
_— an absolute monopoly of this market, and yet the Senator 

seen this last summer that a very wicked and outrageous combina- 
tion has been made by the manufacturers of that article by which the 
farmers of this country have been absolutely robbed of millions of dol- 
lars. That is a sufficient answer to the Senator’s question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask another, then? 

Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator think that the customs duties 
have ay. effect upon combinations, such as my friend refers to in re- 
gard to keeping up the price of the commodities? Are not these com- 

just as complete, indeed more complete, in what are called 
free-trade countries, although there is not really any thoroughly free- 
trade country, and never ought to be any? Are not those combina- 
tions just as complete, just as commanding, just as monopolistic as 
they are in this country, and a good deal more? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think not. I will say frankly, how- 
ever, that the combination of cotton-bagging manufacturers last sum- 
mer was possibly not affected at all by the fact of the tariff, because 
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the mills abroad were not being run in the manufacture of that article 
at the time, and the conspirators by shrewdness and cunning kept 


their combination hid until it was so late that ing could not be 
imported from abroad. What I submit is that it is an outrage that 
people who have had their industries built up by an absolutely pro- 
hibitory tariff in this country, who have the absolute control of all the 
markets in this country in any given article, shall have the power tc 
make this sort of combination by the protection of the United States, 
and the Government becomes a party to that robbery whenever it helps 
to build it up. The Government having been put upon notice and 
having seen the effect of such a combination in this instance, ought to 
make haste to wash its hands of any connection with it in the future, 

and the tariff ought to be so reduced as at least to give the cotton pro- 
ducers of this country the opportunity to go abroad and buy cotton- 
bagging if they choose. There certainly is no reason why a member 
of this Chamber should hereafter say that there ought to bea prohibi- 
tory tariff or any tariffat all upon cotton-bagging. Itseems to me the 
infamy of the record these people have made is of itself sufficient to 
deprive them of every particle of respect they ever had, and they ought 
to be rebuked and punished. 

But I do not propose to be drawn into a discussion of that question. 
When paragraph 339 is reached I intend to move that that article be put 
upon the free-list, and then we can discuss the right and the wrong of it. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to make an 
inquiry of him for information? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. In paragraph 339, which he says he expects to make 
@ motion concerning, I see the duty on cotton-bagging is put at three- 
fourths of a cent a pound, provided that it shall not exceed in value 
3centsapound. I should like to ask him asa Senator well acquainted 
with the value of that article if for twelve months past the price has 
not been more than 3 cents per pound in this country ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; it has been so for twelve months 
past and at all other times; and what is more—— 

Mr. VANCE. One more question. Would not that refer jute bags 
back to paragraph 333, and make them subject to a duty of 2 cents a 
pound instead of three-fourths of a cent? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Jute bags or bagging? 

Mr. VANCE. Bagging. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. There is no question of that, 

Mr. VANCE. So—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps there is some question about that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Ishould like to hear what the Senator from 
North Carolina has to say. 

Mr. VANCE. I think it is hard to see any person in such a fix that 
something can not be said on his side of the question. 

Mr. ALLISON, If I may interrupt the colloquy between the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas and the Senator from North Carolina—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to say that bagging for cotton, which 
I understand is the article the Senator from Arkansas names, has not 
been higher than 3 cents a pound in the last year. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. What was the statement? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Arkansas will permit me—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Missouri allow 
me to ask the Senator from Iowa to repeat what hesaid? I can hardly 
believe my ears. 

Mr. ALLISON. I say the price of jute bagging for cotton during 
the last year, the foreign valuation, which is the basis of this rate, has 
not been to exceed 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. COCKRELL. “Foreign valuation.’’ 
matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what this tariff is based on, and what the 
question of the Senator from North Carolina was based upon. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa a question, because 
this is a very important partof thisschedule, the most important point 
in it. Isee upon the opposite page, in Schedule J, flax, hemp, etc., 
which is the estimate by the committee, that the unit of value on this 
article is 2.8 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. On what article? 

Mr. VEST. On cotton-covering, bagging. 

Mr. ALLISON. Bagging for cotton, gunny-cloth, and all similar 
material? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The unit of value is 2.8 cents now. That is the 


That is a very different 


average. 
Mr. VANCE. That was on the importations of a year ago, 1887. 
It has been much higher since. 

Mr. VEST. I understand in 1887 that was the average, and it shows 
that there must have been a considerable portion of it valued at over3 
cents, because there is only two-tenths of a cent margin between 2.8 
cents and the 3 cents fixed in paragraph 339. 

Mr. ALLISON. A very large part is greatly under it. 

Mr. VEST. Still there must have been a large portion above it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot think there wasa pound above it. I vent- 





ee eel 


= tl OI PO A NE OS I 


(yp EE 


ss 


ae 


Se 


eee se 


ee 


a. ck 


eee 


oot SR te pe IE i ae APNE RIA a. 


— 


gre ae ae 


Sg EY PES Ne 


Se 


——_* 


ena Nae itt TET ODED) a 


pe gene 


ila Pati 


SSR NE SRE I SS SB. Oper «! 


wnete ar, x Om 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ure to say that that statement of valuations covers every pound of cot- 
ton-bagging made in India. 

Mr. VEST. Then an advance of two-tenths of a eent would bring 
the whole of it under paragraph 339? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; it would. 

Mr. VEST. That wouid be the operation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In the testimony taken by this commit- 
tee they examined a Mr. Murdock, and I should like to state to the 
Senate that he is not a ‘‘floor-walker’’ either, nor, to accept the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island, is he a ‘‘ walking delegate; ”’ 
but he is a manufacturer and must, of course, tell the truth. A man 
of that high dignity and calling of course could not be guilty of false- 
hood. That man, in reply to a question presented to him, stated the 
present cost to the manufacturers of 2-pound jute bagging delivered at 
Southern ports from Caleatta. He sets out each item of cost. The 
present cost to the manufacturer and the total cost to the Indian manu- 
faciurer at Calcutta, according to this statement, is 3.1 cents per pound; 
yet you come here with a proposition in this bill that bagging valued 
at less than 3 cents-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. What page is the Senator reading from ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. From page 103 of volume 2 of the testi- 
mony taken by your committee. Iam reading from the testimony of 
Mr. Murdock, who said that he was a manufacturer of this article in 
Charleston, 8. C., and connected also, I believe, with Appleton Stur- 
gis, in New York City, a man who could not be suspected of any bad 
motive in connection with this business. Being a manufacturer he 
belongs to that higher and better class of people who always know 
what they talk about. That man states the cost as follows: 

Cents per yard. 
Jute-butts, 2 pounds, at 1.08 cents per pound 1008C...............00:ccccereeeeenes 2.16 
Waste, 10 per cent -22 
Gpth et CERNE. aciereqemonireneninnndindeintadinnn elie -72 

Making 3 cents and 1 mill as the actual cost to the Calcutta manu- 
facturer per pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is about as near correct as he usually 
is. Thatisso much per yard, and it weighs 2 pounds per yard. The 
Senator wants to divide it by 2 to find out the price per pound. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, I did not intend—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to have the Senator to say whether 
he insists upon his remark that this statement as read by him is cor- 
rect as to the cost of this bagging in Calcutta. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; the statement read by me is 
correct. 

Mr, ALLISON. The statement of Mr. Murdock, which the Senator 
was just now quoting, is the cost per yard, and it takes 2 pounds to 
make a yard. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. ‘‘ Present cost to the manufacturers of —_ 


2-pound jute bagging delivered at Southern ports from Calcutta.”’ 
Two-pound jute bagging, I presume, means by the yard, but it does 
not say so. , 

Mr. ALLISON. It says at the top the cost per yard. 


Da 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. ‘** Present cost to the manufacturers of 


2-pound jute bagging.’’ Yes, I suppose it means by the yard. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It says so a little further up. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Itsaysso. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I presume that is correct, though I do 
not see it. Iam satisfied that it is per yard, and that I was in error in 
taking it to be a valuation by the pound, and that under that there 
would be a reduction under the bill. But I bad not intended to enter 
iuto the discussion of that upon this question of bags. I propose to 
leave that for subsequent consideration. 

No matter what the bill may propose, I do not believe that the cot- 
tou-hagging manufacturers have conducted themselves in such a way 
in the last twelve months in this country as to justify any levy of a 
tax for their protection. Itmay not be amiss, as I have gone as far as 
I have into this question, to state someof the reasons why. However, 
some. data that I intended to use in the discussion of that question I 
have not with me, and I will leave that for the t. 

I think I have shown snfficiently that under the present provision of 
the bill the committee levies a tax of three-fourths of a cent a pound 
upon burlaps and that that is 15 per cent. ad valorem—more than the 
manufacturers of that article wanted—and when that was fixed as the 
tax, instead of levying 1 cent a pound bags, as the manufacturers 
themselves asked, you have levied a tax of 2 cents, which is five times 
as much difference as was asked for by the manufacturers. This is a 
discrimination against the consumers of bags, inst the farmers of 
the great Northwest, who ship nearly all their products abroad in these 
jute bags. It seems to me that there can be no defense for raising this 
duty higher than the absolute necessities for the protection of these 
people require. 

We were told that one of the dangers to be incurred in having the 
duty on these articles brought down was the danger of combinations. 
Let me read what this same Mr. Bemis, in testifying before the com- 
mittee, stated in regard to a combination in this indusiry; 


Tho CHarkMax. Competition sharp 

Mer. Beas. Yes; there is eae . 
Senator HARRIS. And never has been? 
Mr. Beas. Never has been 


Senator Harri. How long have you been in that business? 

Mr. Bemis. Ever since 1859. I do not wish to r myself before you gen- 
tlemen, but I believe to-day four parties [holding up four * could make a 
combination in the West. Within a week I have been asked to join one, but I 
join no combination or trust. 


When this man states frankly that he can within a week organize 
a combination in this great interest it certainly does seem to me that 
the committee ought to see to it that no such tariff is placed on these 
bags as to make such a trust easy of accomplishment, as this certainly 
does. We ought not to offer a premium for this kind of acombina- 
tion. The interests of the great West demand and the interests of the 
farmers require that this course should not be pursued. Yet it is be- 
ing done and will be done, and our protests will be unavailing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonxEs]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
alu and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). The junior Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is absent, and I withhold my vote, as lam 
paired with him. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voornexs]. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Hargis], but have transferred that pair 
to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN] and vote “‘nay.”” * 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Eustis}. If he were here, I should vote “ nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] 
is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. The 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cuace] is paired with the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTT]. 

Mr. HALE. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck]. I transfer the pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs] 
and vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BATE. I wish toannounce that my colleague [Mr. Harris] is 
paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowery]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—16, 


‘ Vance, 
a a. ae 
Wal 


Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—23. 
Evarts, Morrill, 
Hale : 
aor: a 
. Plumb, 
Hoar, Sawyer, 
Ingalls, 
Col 
Gell” 
Eustis, 
Farwell, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 


Gray, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
B , not exceeding 60 inches ing ey by yb hemp, or of 
ute, or or of 


334. Bur 
wich fax Jute, or em, as may te ‘sulteble for 


Feo 7 
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mentioned in the act of 1883, as they are now in the Senate substitute, 
and the effect of this proposed legislation by mentioning them specially 
under the jute and hemp schedule is to increase the duty from 35 to 50 
per cent. The Senator admits that to be true. 

Now, Mr. President, some of these articles, I find upon an examina- 
tion of the testimony, are very low in value. None of them is very 
high priced. They are commoa articles used by persons who are not 
in affluent or luxurious circumstances; and it seems to me there is no 
sort of justice in taking them out of the basket clause, where they 
could be taxed 35 per cent. ad valorem, and putting them under this 
clause with a 50 per cent. tax imposed upon them. 

I shall move to strike out, in lines 1357 and 1358, ‘‘ neck-rafiling 
and ruchings;’’ and also to strike out, in line 1361, the words ‘‘ cotton, 
or other vegetable fiber;’’ and if that motion prevails, I shall then 
move to insert, in line 1360, after the word ‘‘flax,’’ the words ‘‘ hemp 
or;’’ so as to read: 

And other similar tamboured articles composed of flax, hemp, or jute. 


That would take articles made from cotton or other vegetable fiber 
out of this paragraph and would leave this paragraph as it ought to be, 
applying alone to flax, hemp, and jute. 

l am not able to say now, with my limited knowledge on this sub- 
ject, what would be the entire effect of keeping the word ‘‘cotton’’ in 
this section, I have not been able in the examination I have had time 
to make to see how many articles would be covered by this paragraph 
of the schedule, because it is very broad. How it was ever put in 
under this hemp and flax schedule I have never been able to under- 
stand. Why the committee did not dispose of all cotton articles under 
the cotton schedule, and leave hemp, flax, and jute and those articles 
in a schedule by themselves I am not able to explain, and I have heard 
no reason for it. 

It will be seen that in lines 1360 and 1361 the broadest sort of lan- 
guage is used—‘“‘ composed of flax, jute, cotton, or other vegetable fiber 
not specially enumerated.’’ Any article that does not happen to be 
specially enumerated under the cotton schedule would come in under 
this clause and be taxed 50 per cent. ad valorem. Those specially 
enumerated, ‘*neck-rufflings and rachings,’’ are the commonest sort of 
cotton fabrics, and are put in under the flax schedule and put up from 
35 per cent. under the basket provision in the existing law to 50 per 
cent., and I should like to hear some reason for that. If these were 
fine laces and embroideries that were used by the rich, I could under- 
stand it; but here is an article or fabric that is only used by people in 
the most moderate circumstances. Wedo not need the revenue and it 
seems to me it is unjust. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SecReTary. In paragraph 336, line 1357, after the word ‘‘in- 
sertings,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘neck-raffling and ruchings,’’ 
and in line 1361 to strike out the words “ cotton or other vegetable 
fiber;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


336, On laces, emb 4 trimmings, lace window-curtains and 
other completed articles of lace, and tamboured window-curtains and other 


milar u les, a : : . 
TMA a" 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the two 
amendments will be treated as one question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated the other day, in answer to a suggestion 
made by the Senator from Missouri, that it was trae that the present 
duty upon cotton laces was 30 per cent. ad valorem, and upon linen 
laces 40 per cent. ad valorem, and it was the purpose of this paragraph 
to consolidate the two. It is very difficult for an expert to tell the 
difference between cotton lace and linen lace. It can only be told by 
microscopical examination of the fibers. They are identical in pur- 
pose, identical in cost, and most of those covered by this paragraph 
are the most elaborate articles of luxury, which certainly are entitled 
to pay a high rate of duty if there is anything in the whole bill that 
is to do it, and I am greatly surprised that the Senator from Missouri, 
with his economical views, should seek to reduce the rates of duty upon 
articles of pure luxury. There is not a single thing referred to in this 
paragraph that is not an article of luxury. 

The Senator intimates that cotton laces are less articles of luxury 
than linen laces. That is not true. There are some articles of em- 
broideries and edgings made by machinery from cotton which are of 
small value, and which are simply used by the common people of this 
country. Those are not covered by this ph at all, but by para- 
graph 323, where the rate of duty on goods of that description is fixed 
at 45 cents per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

It was necessary, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
which was submitted to the Committee on Ways and Means at the 
game time, to make the duty in paragraph 323 specific. It is neces- 
sary that these two items, which are descriptions of laces, should be 
made at one uniform rate of duty and in the same paragraph. It makes 
no difference whether this paragraph is inserted under the jute sched- 
ule or under the cotton schedule. We simply put it under the jute 
schedule, as I explained the other day, because the importation of linen 


is more than the importation of cotton Ices, It issimply a mat- 
ser of convenience. 











In regard to neck-ruffling and ruchings to which the Senator refers, 


‘I would state that the manufacturers of those articles who are iocated 


in the city of New York have been a number of times before the com- 
mittee, urging that the rate we have fixed of 50 per cent. ad valorem 
is not adequate to protect that industry, which is quite a large one in 
this country. 

The Senator is not correct in his statement that these are altogether 
inexpensive articles. Some of them, if he will examine the samples 
in the committee-room, he will find are very expensive articles of lux- 
ury. I certainly think the rate fixed in the bill is not excessive. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary called the roll, 
but before the result was announced, 

Mr. VEST said: I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the amend- 
ment, as I understand there is doubt as to the presence of a qnorum, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been 
ordered and the roll-call completed, it will be necessary to ask unani- 
mous consent to rescind the order for the calling of the yeas and nays, 
to which the Chair hears no objection. The question will then again 


be taken on the amendment (unless the Senator withdraws it) by the 
sound. 


Mr. VEST. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 34 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 7, 1889, at 12 o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 5, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MizBury, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
INDEMNITY TO CERTAIN JAPANESE. 


The SPEAKER lJaid before the House the following communication 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

{ transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a report of the Secre- 
tary of State, with accompanying papers, recommending’an appropriation for 
the relief of the Japanese subjects injured anu of the families of Japanese sub- 
jeets killed on the Island of Ikisima, in consequence of target practice directed 
against the shore by the United States man-of-war O.naha, in Mareh, 1857. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 3, 1889. 


SURVEY OF ARID LANDS 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Interior of an appropriation, to be immediately available, for the 
survey of arid lands; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 870) to pro- 
vide for the retirement of a certain class of officers in the United States . 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a Senate concurrent resolution directing the printing (in addi- 
tion to the usual number) of 3,000 additional copies of the final report 
of the royal commission appointed to inquire into recent changes in the 
relative value of precious metals, etc. ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

REPORT ON THE WILD SILK-WORM. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the report of Professor 
Joseph Neumann, of San Francisco, Cal., under the act of July, 1883, 
upon the stady of the wildsilk-werm; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. PENING- 

TON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. FORD, by unanimous consent, the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union was discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 10422) to provide for the pur- 
chase of the Fort Brown military reservation, Texas, and to extinguish 
all claims for the use and occupation of said reservation; and the same 
was recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PURCHASE OF SCHOOL SITES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimous consent, introduced a resolution 
of inquiry calling for formation relative to the purchase of school sites 


in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 
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CORRECTION, 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the 
of the Speaker on yesterday on the point of order raised by the gentle- 
man from Kansas, in order to correct the Recorp, inasmuch as I think 
it does not contain the exact language used by the Speaker at that 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentl_aan will state the correction. 

Mr. BLAND. The Recorp reads as follows: 

The previous question was demanded by a member and ordered by the House, 
and a vote was actually being taken. 

As I understood the Chair, and as the condition of the question ex- 
ists, the previous question had been demanded, and the yeas and nays 
had been ordered upon that demand by the House; but the previous 
question had not been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. That is the fact, and that is what the Chair in- 
tended to say. Of course the Chair is not prepared to say that that 
was the exact language used, but that was the fact. The previous 
question was demanded, and the yeas and nays were ord by the 
House upon that demand. . 

Mr. BLAND. The Recorp therefore does not really state the fact, 
nor do I think it states correctly the language used by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the Recorp, and cause 
the proper correction to be made. 


SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit a re- 
port from the Committee on Indian Affairs. Next Thursday is the day 
set apart for the consideration of bills from that committee, and I de- 
sire to have this bill printed so that the members can examine it. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the report will be sub- 
mitted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PEEL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 11645, a bill (H. R. 
11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations, and secure the relinquish- 
ment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 11645 was ordered to be laid upon the table. 


LIGHT-SHIP AND FOG-SIGNAL AT SANDY HOOK, 


Mr. BRYCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R, 11971) 
for the establishment of a light-ship, with steam fog-signal, at Sandy 
Hook, New York Harbor: which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF RULES. 


Mr. REED. I ask the regular order, which is a vote upon the de- 
mand for the previous question on the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Rules. 


Mr. LEE. Iask the gentleman from Maine to yield to me fora 
moment. 


Mr. REED. I have declined to yield to a number of gentlemen who 


have appealed to me, and I must insist upon the demand for the reg- 
ular order. 


The SPEAKER, The regular order is the question on the demand 
for the previous question, on which the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered. The Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 98, nays 20, not vot- 
ing 205; as follows: ree 
YEAS—98, 

Allen, Mass. 
Alien, Mich. 
Atkinson, 
Baker, N. Y. 
Bayne, 
eee McCreary 

ne ; " 
Boocthman, McKenna, 
Brewer, erbert, McKinley, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Hermann, McKinney, 
Browne, Ind, Hiestan 
Brown, Ohio 
Bryce, 
Buchanan, 
Burrows, Hopkins, Va. 
Campbell, T.J.,.N.Y.H ins, N.Y. 
Cogswell, Houk, 
Conger, Hovey, 
Cox, Ho 
Crouse, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, 
Dockery, 
Farquhar, 
Flood, 


Ford, 

French, 

Gear, 

Glover, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Harmer, 

rg Ti. 


Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Russell, 
Scull, 


Seymour, 


Morrow, 
Nutting, 


Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa, 
Osborn 


Jackson, 
Kean, 
Kerr, 


K ° 
La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 


Abbott, Cummings, 
Adams, Enloe, 
Anderson, Il. Ga 

Baker, Il. Hall, 
Cothran, Haugen, 
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NOT VOTING—205. 


. , 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fitch, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Foran, 
Brower, Forney, 
Brown, J. R.,Va. Fuller, 
Brumm, Funston, 
Buckalew, Gaines, 
Bunnell, Gallinger, 
Burnes, Gay, 
Burnett, 
Butler, Gibson, 
Butterworth, Goff, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. 
a Ohio 
Candler, 

Cannon, 


Granger, . 
Greenman, Turner, Ga. 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Warner, 


White, Ind. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 


will 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Ww 

¥ , 

Yost. 


, Conn, 

During the roll-call, 
On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, by unanimous consent, 
the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs on all political questions, until further notice, 
were $ 

Mr. MrLts with Mr. KeLiey. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. HooKkER with Mr. CoopPEer. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. Fecrx CAMPBELL with Mr. RussELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr. BREWER with Mr. TARSNEY. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. WILBER. 
. Mr. CARLETON with Mr. Dg LANo. 

Mr. CaRvUTH with Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. Hatcu with Mr. BIneH aM. 

Mr. Norwoop with Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. BSLpDEN. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. Grovrt. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. Larrp. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BuRNES with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MorGAN with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 

Mr. LAGAN with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. DouGHERTY with Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. of Missouri, with Mr. THomas, of Kentucky, 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocK WELL. 

Mr. HAYEs with Mr. DorsEy. 

Mr. MonTGOMERY with Mr. Horxuys, of Illinois, 

Mr. McCLamMy with Mr. NIcHOLs. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. SyMEs. 

The following pairs for this day were announced: 

Mr. Compron with Mr. WEBER. 

Mr. McMILiiIn with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. Moors with Mr. DARLINGTON. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. Fe.Ton, on this vote. 

Mr. Sengy with Mr. Stewart, of Vermont, for ten days from to- 


“is. BREWER. It is announced by the Clerk that I am paired on 
oD pn eee. Not deeming this a political question, I have 
vo 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
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The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. REED. I ask for a call of the House. 


965 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (at 1 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.). Mr. Speaker, I think it is quite evident that we can not do 
any business here to-day, and therefore I move that the House ad- 
journ. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that 
the ayes seemed to have it. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for a division. If we can have unanimous 
consent for the adoption of a resolution instructing the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to telegraph to absent members, requesting them to be present 
on Monday, I shall not object to an adjournment now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to that. 

Mr. WEAVER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 

Mr. REED. I do not think it will be possible to do any business 
until the attention of the country is called to this procedure. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And to the great big Pacific Railroad 
bill that is behind it. 

Mr. WEAVER. And the cattle syndicates. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and there were— 
ayes 83, noes 22. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 72, nays 100, not vot- 
ing 151; as follows: 





The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called, when the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 
Arnold, Darlington, Kelley, Rusk, 
Barry, Davenport, Lagan, Scott, 
Belden, Davidson, Ala. Laird, Seney, 
Bingham, De Lano, Lawler, Shaw, 
Bliss, Dibble, Lyman, Sherman, 
Bound, Dingley, Lynch, Simmons, 
Bowden, pean Macdonald, Snyder, 
Bowen, ete, affett, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dun . Mahoney, Steele, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Ermentzout, McClammy, Stephenson, 
Brumm, Felton, McShane, Stewart, Vt. 
Buckalew r, Merriman, Stone, Mo. 
Bunnell, Fitch, Milliken, Symes, 
Bu Foran, Mills, Tarsney, 
Butler, Forney, Moffitt, Taylor, E. B., Ohio. 
Bynum, Gaines, Montgomery, Thomas, Ky. 
oengnent, F., N. Y. Gallinger, organ, Warner, 
Candler, Gay, Morse, Weber, 
Carlton, 4 Neal, White, Ind. 
Caruth Granger, Norwood Whiting, Mass. 
Caswell, Greenman, O'Neill, Mo. Whitthorne, 
Clardy, Guenther, Parker, Wickham, 
Clark, 3 Penington, Wilber, 
Cockran, Hayden, Perry, Wilkins, 
Collins, Hayes Phelan, Williams, 
Compton, Hemphill, Phelps, ise, 
Cooper, b deock, Yardley, 
Crain Hooker, Rayner, ost. 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Ml. Rock well, 
Dargan, ones, Russell, Conn, 

The SPEAKER protempore. The doors will be closed, and the Clerk 


will call the roll of absentees for excuses. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. CRAIN, be excused 
on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. DALZELL, be excused. 
He is absent on account of im t business. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COBB. Iask that my colleague, Mr. ForNry, be excused on 
account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask that my colleague, Mr. CARLTON, be excused 
on account of sickness, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MORROW. I ask that my colleague, Mr. FeELTon, be excused 
on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
aaa ADAMS. Iask that Mr. HAYDEN be excused on account of 

ness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LATHAM. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Simmons, be excused 
for the rest of the day on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. MILts, be excused for 
the rest of the day on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. REED. I ask that my colleague, Mr. MILLIKEN, be excused 
pn account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The result of the ro!l-call was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. REED. Mr. —_ er, I ask the adoption of the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the House such of its members as are absent without the leave uf the House. 

The question was taken, andthe Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 42. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

The following members were absent with leave of the House: 


Breckinridge, Ark. Dalzell, Hooker, Penington, 
Garath a Phelan, 
ys elan, 
Clardy, Felton, Yair, Phelps, 
Clar , orney, man, nom b 
Cariton, ‘ affett, Weaser. P 
Gibson, Moftitt, Weber, 
Dinsien, neue Nan Whitthorne. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. While we are waiting for the report of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms I desire tomake a request. The House has assigned 
Tuesday next for the consideration of business reported from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and I ask unanimousconsent to present a report at 
this time in order that it may be printed in advance. 

Mr. REED. I shall have to ask for the regular order. The only 
way in which the House can be brought to understand the inconven- 
ience to which it is liable to be put by such a course of action as has 
been adopted by the minority here is by being put to that inconven- 


YEAS—72. 
Abbott, Cothran, Hovey, Payson, 
Andersen, Miss. Cox, Hudd, Plumb, 
Anderson, U1. Crain, Hutton, Randall, 
Anderson, Kans. Crisp, Kerr, Robertson, 
Bacon, a Fla, Kilgore, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Dunn, Laffoon, Ryan, 
Barnes, Elliott, Lanham, Sayers, 
Biggs, Enloe, Latham, Spinola, 
Blanchard, French, Lee, Stewart, Tex, 
Bland, Gibson, Lind, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Glass, Long, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes, Maish, ‘Thomas, Wis. 
Bryce, Hall, Martin, Thompson, 
Burnes, Hare, Matson, Tillman, 
Cheadle, Henderson,N.C. McKinney, Turner, Kans, 
Chipman, Henderson, Ill. Nelson, Turner, Ga, 
Clements, Hermann, Oates, Walker, 
Cobb, Hiestand, O’Ferrall, Washington. 
NAYS—100, 
Adams, Farquhar, Lodge, Reed, 
Allen, Mass. F k Macdonald, Rice, 
Alien, Mich. Fuller, Mansur, Romeis, 
Anderson, Iowa Funston, Mason, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Gest, McAdoo, Scull, 
Baker, N. Y. Harmer, McComas, Seymour, 
Baker, Il. Henderson,Iowa McCreary, Shively, 
Bayne, Hires, McCullogh, Smith, 
Bliss, Hitt, McKenna, Sowden, 
Boothman, Holman, McKinley, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Holmes, McRae, Springer, 
Brewer, Hopkins, Va. Newton, Steele 
Brower, Hopkins, N. Y. Nichols, Stockdale, 
Browne,T. H.B., Va.Houk, Nutting, Struble, 
Brown, Ohio Howard, O’ Donnell, Taulbee, 
Buchanan, Jackson, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Burrows, Johnston, Ind. Osborne, Tracey, 
Butterworth, Johnston, N.C. Outhwaite, Townshend, 
Cogswell, Kean, Patton, ade, 
Cowles, Kennedy, Peel, Weaver, 
Crouse, Ketcham, Perkins, est, 
Cummings, La Follette, Peters, White, N. ¥ 
Cutcheon, Landes, Phelps, Whiting, Mich, 
Davis, Lane, Post, Wilson, Minn, 
Dockery, Lehlbach, Pugsley, Woodburn. 
NOT VOTING—151. 
Allen, Miss, Daizell, Heard, O'Neill, Mo, 
Arnold, Dargan, Hemphill, Owen, 

Try, Darlington, Herbert, Parker, 
Belden, Davenport, Hogg, Penington, 
Bingham, Davidson, Ala. Hooker, Perry, 

Bound, Lano, Hopkins, Il. Phelan, 
Bowden, Dibble, Hunter, Pideock, 
Bowen, Dingley, Jones, Rayner, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dorsey, Kelley, Richardson, 
Browne, Ind, Dougherty, Lagan, Rockwell, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Dunham, Laidlaw, Rogers, 
Brumm, Ermentrout, Laird, Russell, Conn, 
Buckalew, Felton, Lawler, Russell, Mass, 
Bunnell, Finley, Lyman, > 
Burnett, Fisher, Lynch, Sawyer, 
Butier, Fitch, Maffett, Scott, 

Bynum. Foran, Mahoney, Seney, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Ford, McClammy, Shaw, 
Campbell, Ohio Forney, McCormick, Sherman, 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y.Gaines, MeMillin, Simmons, 
Candler, Gallinger, McShane, Snyder, 
Cannon, Gay, Merriman, StahInecker, 
Carlton, Gear, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Caruth, Glover, Mills, Stewart, Vt. 
Caswell, Goff, Moffitt, Stone, Mo. 
Catchings, Granger, Montgomery, Symes, 
Clardy, Greenman, Moore, Tarsney 
Clark, Grosvenor, Morgan, Taylor, BE. B., Ohie 
Cockran, Grout, Morrill, Thomas, Ky. 
Collins, Guenther, Morrow, Thomas, Ill. 
Compton, Hatch, Morse, Thompson, Ohio 
Conger, Haugen, Neal. Vance, 
Cooper, Hayden, Norwood, Vandever, 
Culberson, yes, O’Neall, Ind, arner, 
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Weber, Whitthorne, Wiikinson, Yardley, 
Wheeler, Wickham, Williams, Yoder, 
White, Ind. Wilber, Wilson, W. Va. Yost. 
Whiting, Masa Wilkins, Wise, 

Soe the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


Mr. SPRINGER offered the following: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be instructed to telegraph all members 
who are absent, stating that the House of Representatives requests their at- 
tendance on Monday next. 

The resolution was adopted—ayes 60, noes 41. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I stated awhile ago that if this resolution were 
adopted I would move that the House adjourn, and I intend to make 
that motion, but I will first move that all further proceedings under 
the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FLAGS FOR INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimons consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the in- 
augural committee certain flags, etc.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the joint resolution. 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of tp oey of the United States in Con- 
pm azsembled, That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy are 

ereby authorized and empowered to loan to the committee on inaugural cere- 
monies the flags and bunting in the Government depots, for use in decorating 
the city of Washington on the 4th of March next: Provided, that if any loss or 
damage results from the use of said flags or bunting the said committee shall 
pay therefor, 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I move to strike out the word ‘‘ loan’ and in- 
sert ‘*‘ lend.’”’ 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 

Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 247) proposing an amendment to the Constitution authorizing 
the Congress to make a uniform law of marriage and divorce; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SPRINGER (at 2 o’clock and 18 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: A bill (H. R. 11972) for the relief of James 
W. Snyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. 8, T. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 11973) granting a pension 
to Melissa V. Case—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 11974) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Pillow—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, @ bili (H. R. 11975) for the relief of Michael A. Dace—to 
Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were Jaid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ; 

By.Mr. BROWER: Petition of Benjamin Daniel, late of Stewart 
County, Tennessee, for referenceef his claim tothe Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of citizens of Ocean County, New 
Jersey, in faver of increased pay for Life-Saviag Service—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of George W. Campbell and 84 others, 
citizens of Centre, Ind., opposing the reduction of the revenues of the 
Government until all pensions are provided for—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. - 

Ky Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of C. E. Sears and 30 others, citizens 
of Circleville, Ohio, for the enactment of a law authorizing the - 
ment of a drawback on tin-plates imported into this country—to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McOCOMAS: Petition of S. J. Zimmerman, of Frederick 
County, and of Aaron G. Showman, administrator of Catherine Show- 
man, late of Washington County, Maryland, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Resolution of the Vessel Owners and 
Captains’ Association, of Philadelphia, favoring such an appropriation 
as will extend the usefulness of the Hydrographic Department—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of Vessel Owners and Captains’ As- 
sociation, in favor of increased appropriation to the Hydrographic De- 
partment—to the Committee on Appropriations. 





The following petitions against the of the international copy- 
right bill were réceived, and seve 


referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 


By Mr. DAVIS: Of William 8. Robertson, of Fall River, Mass. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Of T. M. Gannier, of Urbana, Ohio. 

By Mr. POST: Of G. E. Nixon, and of J. S. Barnum and others, citi- 
zens of Peoria, Ill. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 7, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in pursuance of the 
provisions of the act of February 3, 1887, certified copies of the final as- 
certainment of the electors for President and Vice-President appointed 
by the States of Illinois, Tennessee, Colorado, and Nebraska; which 
were ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying certificates, 
to lie on the table. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


Thé joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to loan to the committee on inaugural ceremonies flags, etc., was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of New 
Mexico, praying that New Mexico be admitted into the Union as a 
State; which was referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Cass County, Territory of 
Dakota, praying for a submission to the States of a national prohibit- 
ory constitutional amendment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of W. E. Bennett and other citi- 
zens of Clay County, Minnesota, praying for the submission to the 
States of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture and 
sale of alcoholic liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Klamath County, 
Oregon, praying that compensation be made to Joseph Pennig, of Link- 
ville, Oregon, for personal injuries suffered by him at the hands of In- 
dians in the Modoc war; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions adopted by the Vessel Owners 
and Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring an increased 
appropriation for a branch h ic office at Philadelphia; which 
were referred to the Committee on Ap’ i 

He also presented resolutions by the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the abolition of the entire system of in- 
ternal-revenue taxation; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. oe presented a . the a ees 
States, praying for a change in raseology of paragraph 2503 o 
the pending substitute for bill for the revision of the tariff; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. : 


TRIAL OF CAPITAL CAUSES, 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 3733) to abolish circuit-court powers of 
certain district courts of the United States, and to provide for writs of 
error in capital cases, and for other purposes, to report it favorably, 
with amendments. 

I ask unanimous consent to make a statement about the bill, to 
which I desire to call the attention of the Senators from Arkansas, 

A similar bill was at the last session of Congress. It was very 
carefully considered in both Houses, and very carefully considered by a 
conference committee. It becomes necessary to remove a 
which exists in the State of Arkansas and the territory lying west of 
Arkansas with reference to the trial of capital causes, in which, as the 
law now is, the exceptions in capital causes can only be argued before 
the district judge who sat at the trial. Everybody is agreed that 
there should be a remedy. 

The bill failed to become a law by reason of not receiving the signa- 
ture of the President before the adjournment. This bill has been com- 
pared with the bill heretofore and is the same, verbatim et lit- 
eratim, except that it substitutes the Ist of May next instead of the 
ist of January last past for the time of its taking effect. 

I desire that the bill shall now be put on its passage, and I ask that 
it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro t The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the bill just reported from the Committee on 
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the Judiciary may be now considered. It will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before theSen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. The amendments proposed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 6, line 21, after the words ‘‘ at 
the,” to strike out ‘‘time”’ and insert ‘‘term,;’’ so as to read: 


Any such writ of error may be filed and docketed in said Court at 
any time in a term held prior to the term named in the citation as well as at 
the term so named; and all such writs of error shall be advanced to a speedy 
hearing on motion of either party. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 32, after the word ‘‘same,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘time’’ and insert ‘‘ term;’’ so as to read: 

No such writ of error shall be sued out or unless a tion therefor 
shall be filed with the clerk of the court in w the trial have been had 
during the same term or such time, not exceeding sixty days next after 
the expiration of the term of the celeb oh eat tho orinlahall have been hed, 
as the court may for cause allow by order entered of record. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out the word “‘ That ’’ in the be- 
ginning of section 7; so as to make the section read: 


Src. 7. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after the Ist day of 
May, A. D. 1889. 


The amendment was agreed to. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I report from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
a communication from the Secretary of State, transmitting resolutions 
adopted October 31, 1888, at a conference of members of the British 
Parliament and the French Chambers in respect to international arbi- 
tration, and ask that an order to print the communication, with the 
accompanying papers, as a document be made, and that it be again re- 

to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro The order to print will be made, 
and the communication, with the accompanying papers, will be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

LAKE BORGNE OUTLET. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River and Tributaries, submitted a report to accompany 
the bill (8. '742) to make the Lake Borgne outlet, to improve the low- 
water navigation of the Mississippi River from New Orleans, La., to 
Cairo, IIL, and incidentally to reclaim and protect the valley lands of 
the Mississippi River and tributaries from overflow without levees, and 
the bill (S. 3324) to make the Lake Borgne outlet, to improve the low- 
water navigation of the Mississippi River from New Orleans, La., to 
Cairo, Ill., and incidentally to reclaim and protect the valley lands of 
the Mississippi River and tributaries from overflow, heretofore reported 
by that committee; which was ordered to be printed. 

LINCOLN LAND DISTRICT. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3676) to create the Lincoln land district in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, have instructed me to report it back adversely, 
and in lieu of that bill to report another. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill reported adversely will be 
indefinitely postponed if there be no objection, and the new bill re- 

by the committee will be read by its title. 

The bill (S. 3778) to establish the Lincoln land district in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill is just the same as one that was re- 
ported favorably by the Committee on Public Lands at the last session, 
which was passed by the Senate, by the Hvuse of Representa- 
tives, and went to the President, but did not reach him in time to be 
considered, and so was not acted upon. 

I trust that the bill may now be taken up by unanimous consent and 


passed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length for infor- 


The bill was read tue second time at length, and by unanimous con- 
=e as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. As I understood the language of the bill as 
it was read, it provides that the i t shall be made with the 
advice of the Senate, but the words ‘‘and consent’’ are omitted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The second section provides that the appointment 
of register and receiver shall be made by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The seeond section will be read as 
ita in the bill. 

he Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 2, That the President of the United States shall nominate and, by and 
with the advice of the Senate, appoint—— 


Mr. COCKRELL. The words ‘‘and consent’’ should be inserted, 


Their omission is a clerical error in drawing the bill. 
words were in. I move to amend by inserting them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River and Tributaries, reported the following resolution; 
which was reférred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River 
and its Tributaries be,and is hereby, authorized to continue its investigation 
into existing and proposed methods of work, including the whole subject of 
the improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries; that it be, and 
is hereby, authorized to sit during any recess of the Senate until the first Mon- 
day in December next, employ a clerk, a stenographer,and a messenger, send 
for persons and papers, and summon and examine witnesses; and that the ex- 
penses of the inquiry shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3779) for the relief of Fred- 
erick N. Kress; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3780) to perfect the sanitary service of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3781) for the relief of George W. 
Bishop; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


MINING OPERATIONS IN NEVADA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no resolutions offered, 
the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution offered by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. STEWART] coming over from a previous day. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Stewart January 5, 1889, was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be instructed to inquire 
if any interruptions in mining or obstruction of mining operations have occurred 
in the State of Nevada on account of prosecutions recommended by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and instituted in the name of the United 
States; and if so, toascertain all the factsand circumstances connected with such 
proseewtions; and for that purpose said committee shall have power to send for 
persons and papers and administer oaths, and report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. STEWART. Theresolution is offered in consequence of a large 
number of prosecutions in Eastern Nevada of persons for cutting wood 
which they used for mining and domestic purposes. This action has 
occasioned the closing down of many mines and is creating great hard- 
ship.. I desire to have the facts investigated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there farther morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIIT 
is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (S. R. 122) declaring the sense of Congrrss 
in respect of the connection of European governments with interoe- 
anic canals at the Isthmus of Darien and in Central America, which 
was pending on Saturday at the expiration of the morning hour. 

The motion was . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr, President, I offered on Saturday an amendment—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the Senator from Delaware proceeds, I move 
that on the consideration of the joint resolution the doors be closed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there a second to the motion? 

Mr. HOAR and Mr. MORRILL. I second the motion. 

Mr. GRAY. What isthe motion? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
in the consideration of the joint resolution the doors of the Senate be 
closed. That motion is seconded by the Senator from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Hoar] and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrr]}. It is so 
ordered. The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the galleries and close the 
doors of the Senate. 

The doors of the Senate were closed for five hours and five minutes, 
during which time the joint resolution was considered. It wasamended 
and ordered to a third reading in the following form: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
tin Congress assembled, That the Government of the United States will look 
with serious concern and disapproval upon any connection of any European 
government with the construction or control of any ship-canal across the Isth- 
mus of Darien or across Centra! America, and must regard any such connection 


I thought the 


or control as injurious to the just rights and interests of the United States and 
as @ menaceto their welfare. 
Sec. 2. That the President be, and heis hereby, uested to communicate this 


expression of the views of the Government of the 


nited States to the govern- 
ments of the countries of Europe. 





068 


The joint resolution was read the third time, and ; 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution declaring 
the sense of the government of the United States in respect of the con- 
nection of European governments with interoceanic canals at the Isth- 
mus of Darien and in Central America.” 

The vote on the passage of the joint resolution was—yeas 49, nays 3; 
as follows: 


YEAS—49, 


Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Manderson, Sawyer, 
Mitchell, Sherman, 
Morgun, Spooner, 
Morrill, Stewart, 
Paddock, Teller, 


Palmer, Vv 
Walthall, 


Payne, 
Wilson of Iowa. 


Platt, 
Plumb, Wilson of Md, 


Aldrich, 
Allison, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Brown, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Colquitt, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dawes, 
Dolph, 


Edmunds, 
Eustis, 
Evarts, 
Farwell, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 
NAYS—3. 
Vance, 
ABSENT—2. 


Hiscock, 

Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 
McPherson, 
Pasco, 

Reagan, 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called) stated that he was paired 
generally with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPTE], but the 
question not being political he would vote in the affirmative, as he was 
informed that the Senator from Indiana would also vote in the affirma- 
tive if he were present. 

A pair was announced between the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES]} and the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], the former being 
in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. CHACE was stated to have a general pair with Mr. CoLquirt, 
and Mr. CAMERON with Mr. BuTLER; but how the respective Senators 
would vote on this question was not understood. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The doors having been opened, 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of citizens of Clear Lake and 
other places in Wisconsin, remonstrating against the passage of the in- 
ternational copyright bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

He also presented the petition of W. P. Atwell, late first lieutenant 
Company G, Thirty-seventh Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, praying 
for the passage of a special act for his muster as captain of that com- 
pany from November 18, 1864, to November 22, 1864, date of his dis- 
charge, in order to correct his military record; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


* BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3782) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act declaring that certain water-reserve lands in the State of Wis- 
consin are and have been subject to the provisions of the act of Con- 
grees entitled ‘An act granting to railroads the right of way through 
the public lands of the United States,’ approved March 3, 1875,’’ ap- 
proved September 10, 1888; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


MRS. CHARLOTTE CRUMBAUGH. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask consent to withdraw from the Committee 
on Pensions the papers on file in the case of Mrs. Charlotte Crumbaugh. 

There bas been ne report made in the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 


Blackburn, Hampton, 


Beck, 
Blair, 
Blodgett, 
Bowen, 
Butler, 
Call, 


Cameron 5 wee leberger, 


Hearst, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. BLACKBURN, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of citizenacf Frankfort, Ky., for changing urisdic- 
tion of Federal courts in certain counties, be withdrawn from the &) the Sen- 
ate on Jeaving a copy with the Secretary. 


LAKE BORGNE OUTLET, 


Mr. PLUMB. On the 2ist ultimo the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
PADDOCK] reported from the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River the bill (S. 742) to make the Lake burgne outlet, to 
improve the low-water navigation of the Mississippi River from New 
Orleans, La., to Cairo, Ill., and incidentally to reclaim and protect 
the valley lands of the Mississippi River and tributaries from over- 
flow without levees, and the bill (S. 3324) to make the Lake Borgne 
outlet, to improve the low-water navigation of the Mississippi River 
from New Orleans, La., to Cairo, Ml., and incidentally to reclaim and 
protect the valley lands of the Mississippi River and tributaries from 
overflow, and on his report and motion the bills were indefinitely 
postponed. I ask unanimous consent that that vote may be reconsid- 
ered with a view of asking that the bills go upon the Calend:r. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, With the adverse repo + 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I object. Would it not serve the purpose of 
the Senator just as well to enter a motion to reconsider? 

Mr. PLUMB. The trouble is that I can not do that except by unan- 
imous consent, the regular time for such a motion having elapsed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The rules require that a motion to 
reconsider be entered within the next two legislative days. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By unanimous consent, I suppose, the motion 
may he entered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I prefer that the Senator should take that course, 
if he sees fit. 

Mr. PLUMB. Why not let the bills go on the Calendar? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to their going on the Calendar for 
re which I doubt not would be satisfactory to the Senator from 

ansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. If unanimous consent be given, I will 
enter a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; there is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the bills S. 742 and 8. 3324 were indefi- 
nitely postponed, the question of time being waived by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the motion is to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. The motion is entered and lies over. 

. THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reducé taxa- 
tion and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. AL N. lLask unanimous consent, in pursuance of an un- 
derstanding had with Senators on the other side, that one day’s time 
may be added for the consideration of the tariff bill in view of the time 
consumed to-day in another matter. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HOAR. The understanding is to continue in all other respects. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is understood, of course, that the order formerly 
male in all other respects shall continue as entered on the Journal. 


Mr. CHANDLER. ‘That makes the date the 22d instant for the final 
vote. 


Mr. ALLISON. The 22d of January at 1 o’clock, instead of the 
21st. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
the oa adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 8, 1889, at 
12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 7, 1889. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, W. 
H. Mrusury, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read an? ap- 
proved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. REED. Unless the Chair desires to submit some executive 
communication, I will call up the privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House several 
personal requests of members. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. BOWDEN, for this week, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. GUENTHER, indefinitely, on accountof sickness in his family. 

CHANGE OF THE RULES. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine[ Mr. Reep] calls up 
the privileged report which was under consideration at the last adjourn- 
ment. The question is upon ordering the previous question on the res- 
olution reported from the Committee on Rules. On this question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 22, not vote 
ing 189; as follows: 

Allen, Mass. 
Allen, Mich. 
Baker, N. Y 


YEAS—112. 
Brewer, Cannon 
Browne, T.HLB. Va.Conger, 
* , 
Brown, J. R., Va. Cox, 
Bryce, Crouse, 
Buchanan, Cutcheon, 
Burrows, Dalzell, 
Davenport, 
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ne, ase —— 
ermann, ; yson, 
Hiestand, Mansur, Peters, 
Hires, Mason, Plumb, 
ew al n, Post 
Hopkins, Va. McCreary, Reed, 
Hopkins N. tk McKenna, Rice, 
ouk, McKinley, Romeis, 
Howard, McRae, Rowell, 
Hunter, Merriman, Russell, Conn, 
Jackson, Morrill, Ryan, : 
Johnston, Ind, Morrow, Scull, 
Kean, Nelson, Seymour, 
Kelley, Nutting, Sherman, 
Kennedy, ates, Smith, 
Kerr, O’ Donnell, Springer, 
La Fo O'Neill, Pa. Step \ 
Laidlaw, re, Struble, 
Landes, Outhwaite, Taulbee, 
NAYS—22. 
Abbott, Cothran, Hatch, 
Adams, Culberson, Haugen, 
Auderees, Ii. Cummings, Johnston, N.C, 
Baker, Ill. loe, Lane, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Glass, Lehlbach, 
Compton, are, Rayner. . 
NOT VOTING—189, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Ala. pages, 
Anderson,Iowa Davidson, Fia. joon, 
Anderson, Miss. —_ . 
Anderson, De Lano, rd, 
: Dibble, Lanham, 
A nm, Dingley, ham, 
n, Dorsey, Lawler, 
Bankhead, Dougherty, Lee 
es, Dun Lind, 
, Dunn, Lyman, 
— — . Lynch, 
entrouw! re) 
Bland, Finley, Maffett, 
Bliss, Fisher, Mahoney, 
Blount, Fitch, Maish, 
Boutelle, Foran, Martin, 
wden, — McAdoo, 
Bowen, Forney, McClammy, 
n Ark. Fuller, eCo 
Browne, Ind, Funston, McCormick, 
Brown, O Gallinger, McCullogh, 
Brumm, y; cKinney, 
Buckalew. ‘ MeMillin, 
Bunnell, Gibson, McShane, 
Burn Glover, Milliken, 
Barnett, ‘ Mills, 
Butler, Granger, Moffiit, 
utterworth, Greenman, Montgomery, 
ae Ohio Grimes, Moore, 
Can x Guenther, Morgan, 
Carlton, 1, orse, 
a Hayden, Neal, 
ell, ne Newton, 
Catchings, Nichols, 
Cheadle, Hons hill, Norwood, 
Chipman, Hen erson, lowa O’ Ferrall, 
Clardy, Henderson,N.C, O’Neall, Ind, 
Clark, Henderson, Ill. O'Neill, Mo. 
Clements, H Owen, 
Cobb, Hogg, Parker, 
Cockran, Holman, Peel, 
Collins, Hooker, Peni ° 
epeees, me, Perkins, 
Cowles, Hoar’ Perry, 
Crain, a ; —— 
Or isp, utton, elps, 
Dargan, Jones, Pidcock, 
Darlington, Ketcham, Pugsley: 
Mr. WHEELER, I ask unanimous consent that the ea of the 
names be with. 
Mr. WEAVER. I object. 
The vote ha 


Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Taylor, J. e “Ohio 


? 
Trace 


Randall, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Russell, Mass. 
_—. 

wyer, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Seney, 
Shaw, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Sowden, 
— 

ner, 

Stahinecker, 
Steele, 


Stone, Mo. 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
ae Ey. 
Rem 
ompson, 
Tillman, 
Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
ashington, 
White, Ind. 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mich. 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilkins, 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Yost. 


ving been read, 
The SPEAKER said: The Clerk will now announce the 


The following members were announced 


questions until further notice: 


Mr. MILLs with Mr. HAYDEN. 


pairs. 
as paired on all political 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. GUENTHER. 
Mr, BURNES with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Gorr, 


Mr. HooKER with Mr. CoopEr. 


Mr. CARLTON with Mr. Dg LANo. 
Mr. CARUTH with Mr. WICKHAM. 


Mr. WISE with Mr. BUNNELL. 


Mr. CLarpy with Mr. Dineiry. 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr. McCormick. 
Mr. NEAL with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. Grovrt. 
Mr. McSHANE with Mr. Larep. 
Mr. MoRGAN with Mr, PARKER. 


Mr. WHItrHorNE with Mr. Wurre, of Indiana. 


hr. LAGAN with Mr. CLARK. 
Mr. CoTHRAN with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 
Mr. Hayes with Mr. Dorsgy. 
Mr. MonTGoMERY with Mr. HopxK.ns, of Illinois. 
Mr. McCLammy with Mr, NIcHOLs.” 


Mr. DARGAN with Mr. SyMEs. 

Mr. HALL with Mr. Tuomas, of Kentucky. 

Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. BowDEN. 

Mr. Seney with Mr. Srewakt, of Vermont, for ten days. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. SowDEN, on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 112, the nays 22. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

Mr. REED. I move that there be a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Theroll wascalled, and the following members failed to answer to their 
names: 
Arnold, 


Dunham, Lind, Pidcock, 
Belden, Dunn, Lyman, Pugsley 
Boutelle Ermentrout, Lynch, Rock weil 
Bowden, Felton, Macdonald, Russel), Mass, 
Bowen Fisher, Matfett, Rusk, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fitch, Mahoney, Scott, 
Brumm, Foran, McComas, Seney, 
Buckalew, Gallinger, McCormick, Snyder, 
Bunnell, y, McCullogh, Stahlnecker, 
Butler, Glover, McKinney, Stewart, Vt. 
Butterworth. . McShane, Symes, 
Campbell, Ohio Granger, Milliken, Tarsney, 
Caruth, Greenman, Mills, Thomas, Ky. 
Caswell, Guenther, Moffitt, Thomas, Wis. 
Clardy, be Montgomery, Washington, 
Clements, Hayden, Morse, White, Ind. 
Cockran, Henderson, N.C. Neal, White, N. Y. 
Collins, Hitt, Norwood, Whiting, Mass, 
Crain, Hooker, Owen, Whitthorne, 
Dargan, Hovey, Parker, Wickham, 
Darlington, Jones, Penington, Wise, 
oe lane, Ketcham, — Yost. 

ibble, Lagan, erry, 

Dorsey, * Laird, Phelan, 
Dougherty, Lawler, Phelps, 


During the roll-call the following occurred: 

Mr. STEELE. I move that Mr. Fircu be excused on account of 
illness. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that my colleague [Mr. MILLs] be excused 
on account of illness. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. I move that my colleague [Mr. 
ILAYDEN] be excused on account of illness. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HIRES. I move that Mr. De LANo be excused on account oi 
illness. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I move that my colleague [Mr. WIsE] be ex- 
cused on account of important business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. I move that my colleague [Mr. 
BOWDEN | be excused on account of illness in his family. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GAINES. I move that my colleague [Mr. BowEn] be excused 
on account of important business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that my colleague [Mr. Gay] be ex- 
cused. 

The SPEAKER. Mr. Gay is already excused. 

Mr. PETERS. I movethat mycolleague {[Mr, PERKINS] be excused 
on account of important business. 


Mr. WEAVER. 1 object. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SPINOLA. 


I move that my colleague [Mr. CockRAN] be ex- 
cused on account of important business. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I move that my colleague [Mr. MAno- 
NEY] be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. MAHONEY] 
is already excused. 

The vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

Mr. REED. There seems to be a quorum present, and I move that 
all further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. I think we 
had better try another vote. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on ordering the previous question, upon which 
the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— yeas 136, nays 15, not vot- 
ing 172; as follows: 


YEAS —136., 
Allen, Masa, Browne, Ind. Cox, Gaines, 
Allen, Mich. Brown, Ohio Crouse, Gear, 
Atkinson, Brown, J.R., Va. Cutcheon, Grosvenor, 
Baker, N. Y. Buchanan, Dalzell, Grout, 
Bayne, Burnett, Davenport, Heard, 
Bingham, Burrows, Davis, enderson, Iowa 
Blanchard, Bynum Dingley, enderson, Ii], 
man, Campbell, T. J.,.N.¥. Dockery, Herbert, 

d, Canno Ermentroui, Hermann, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Clark. Farquhar, Hiestand, 
owe, Cogewell, Flood, Hires, 

French, Hitt, 
ieee T.E.LB. va0eene Funston, Holmes, 
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Hopkins, 01. 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hopkins, N.Y. 
Houk, 
Howard, 
Hunter, 
Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind. 
Kean, 
Kelley. 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 

La Fo 
Taidiaw, 
Landes, 
Lodge, 

Long, 

Mac donald, 
Maish. 
Mansur, 
Mason, 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
Baker, Tl. 
Culberson, 


Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, towa 
Anderson, Miss. 
Anderson, Ii. 
Anderson, Kans, 
Arnold, 

Bacon, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 

Barry, 

Beiden, 

Biggs, 

Blaud, 

Bliss, 

Blount, 
Boutelle, 
bhowden, 
Bowen, 


Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brumm, 
Bryce, 
Buckalew, 
Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 


Campbell, F., N.Y. 


Campbell, Ohio, 
Candler, 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
Olardy, 
Clements, 
> 
Cockran, 
Collins, 
Compton, 
Cothran, 
Cowles, 


McCreary, 
McKenna, 
McKinley, 
McRae, 
Merriman, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Nelson, 
Nichols, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 

O’ Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outh waite, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 


Giass, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 


Johnston, N.C. 


NOT 
Crain, 
Crisp, 
Cummings, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davidson, Ala, 
Davidson, Fla. 
De Lano, 
Dibble, 
Dorsey, 
Dougherty, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Elliott, 
Enloe, 
Felton, 
Finley, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Foran, 
Pord, 
Forney, 
Fuller, 
Gallipger, 
Gay, 
Gest, 
Gibson, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grimes, 
Guenther, 
Hall, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hayden, 


Hayes, 
Hemphill, 
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Phelps, 
Plamb, 
Post, 
Pugsley, 
Reed, 
Rice, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 


Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Mass. 


Ryan, 
Seull, 
Seymour, 
Smith, 
Sowden, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 
Struble, 


NAYS—15. 


Lane, 
Lanham, 
Lehibach, 
Lind, 


VOTING—172. 


Hovey, 
Hudd, 
Hatton, 
Jones, 
Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
Laffoon, 
Lagan, 
Laird, 
Latham, 
Lawler, 
Lee, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
Matffett, 
Mahoney, 
Martin, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McCilammy, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCullogh, 
McKinney, 
MeMillin, 
McShane, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 

M ’ 
Neal, 


O’ Ferrall, 
O' Neali, Ind. 
0’ Neill, Mo. 


Henderson, N.C. 


Hogg, 
Holman, 
Hooker, 


est, 
Wheeler, 
Wilber, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


Newton, 
Sawyer, 
Shively. 


Randali, 
Rayner, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rock well, 
Rogers, 
Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Scott, 
Seney, 
Shaw, 
Si , 


Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Stahin 


Stone, Mo. 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 
Turner, 


Adama, 
Allen, Mass. 
Allen, Mich. 
Atkinson, 
Baker, N. ¥. 
Baker, Il. 
Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Bliss, 
Boothman, 
Bound, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, 
Brower, 


Henderson, Towa 


Browne, T.H.B., Va.Henderson, IL 


Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio. 
Buchanan, 
Burnett, 
Burrows, 
eateocegeith, 
By nu 


Cannon, 
Clark, 
Cogswell, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Crouse, 
Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Davenport, 
Davis,* 
Dingley, 


Allen, Miss. 
Arnold, 


Hermann, 


Seema. 
Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind, 
Kean, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 
Ketcham, 
La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Landes, 


Mok iniey, 
McRae, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 


Nutting, 
Oates. 


0’ Donnell, 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Patton, 

ee : 


Perkins, 
Peters, 
Post, 
Pugsley. 
Reed, 


Rice, 
Ro 


Rowell, 
Russell, Conn, 
Russell, Mass. 
Ryan, 
Sawyer, 


NOT VOTING—111, 


Felton, 
Finley, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Foran, 
Ford, 


Breckinridge, Ark. Gaines, 


Brumm, 

Bryce, 
Buckalew, 
Bunnell, 
Burnes, 

Butler, 
Campbell, Ohio 
Candler, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 


Dibble, 
Dorsey, 
Dougherty, 
Dun 

Dunn, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 


Gallinger, 
Gay, 
Gibson, 
Glass, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Guenther, 
Hayden, 
Hayes, 
Herbert, 
Hogg, 
Hooker, 
Hovey, 
Howard, 
Hudd, 
Hutton, 
Jones, 
Laffoon, 
Iagan. 


Laird, 
Lawler, 
Lyman, 
Lynch, 
Macdonald, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 


- Maish, 


Mansur, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
McCullogh, 
McKenna, 
McShane, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Moore, 
Morse, 
Neal, 
Newton, 
Nichols, 
Norwood, 
O'Neill, Mo. 
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Seull, 
Seymour, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Smith, 
Sowden, 


Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 


Taylor, E. B.,Ohio 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thom pson, Ohie 


racey, 
Townshend, 
Vance, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
— ker, 

arner, 
Weaver, 
WwW L 
‘West, 
White, Ind, 
Wilts 

ilkir 
See. 


Yardley 
Yoder. 


Phelps, 
Pideock, 
Plumb, 
Rayner, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rusk, 
Scott, 
Seney, 
Snyder, 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, vt. 
Sy mes, 
Tarsney, 
‘Thomas, =~. 
Thomas, Ii. 
Thomas, Wis, 
Tillman, 
Whiting. Mich, 
ting, 
Whiting, Mass. 
Whitthorne, 
Wickham, 


Mr. MonTGOMERY with Mr. De LANo, until farther notice. 
Mr. Foran with Mr. PARKER, until further notice. 


Mr. Hooker with Mr, Dorsry, until farther notice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore(Mr. Cox in the chair), The question re- 
curs on the motion of the gentleman from Maine fora call of the House, 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 72, noes 


eee 
x 


No quorum voting. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

‘The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Moore with Mr. DaRLineton, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. REED. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. COX. Pending that I move that the Honse do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 74, nays 138, not vot- 
ing 111; as follows: 


So the motion was agreed to. 
The roll was called; and the following members failed to answer to 


their names: 
=<" : 


Dunn, 


Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Foran, 
Gallinger, 


Buckalew, 
Bunnell, 
Butler, bie 
YEAS—74, a 
Abbott, Clemente, Cannon, 
Anderson, Iowa Cobb, N.C. Caruth 
Anderson, Miss. Compton, Holman, Caswell, 
Anderson, Til. Cothran, Johnston, N.C, Catchings, 
re, 


Anderson, Kans. Cowles, Ri Clardy, 


Bowon, Cox, ™, Cockran, 
Bankhead, Crain, Lee, Collins, 
Barnes, Crisp, Lehlibach, Compton, 
Barry, Culberson, Lind, Dalzell, 
Biggs, Davidson, Ala. Matson, Da . 
Biand, Davidson, Fila. McAdoo, Darlington, 
Blount, Eliiott, McClammy, De Lano, 
Bree kinridge .Ky. Enloe McCreary, 
Brown, J. R. Va. Ermentrout, McKinney, 
Campbell, T. 5. .N.Y.Forney, MeMillin, 
Gor ae ee h, Nelson, 
datchings, #rimes, 0’ Fe 
Cheadle, Hare, A 
Chipman, Hatch, Randall, 


Hayden, 
Hooker, 
Hovey, 
Jones, 
Kean, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doers will now be closed, and the 
names of the absentees called for excuses. 

Mr. REED. What does the call disclese? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. Two hundred and twenty-six members 
have answered to their names. 





1889. 





Mr. REED. 
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I move that further proceedings under the call be dis- 


pensed with. I think we had better have another vote. 
The motion to dispense with farther proceedings was agreed to, 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask in behalf of my friend from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. Scorr—— 
Let us have the regular order. 
Mr. McMILLIN. This is the regular order, and isa matter of court- 
I wish to state that I have received a tele- 
gram from Mr. Scott, stating that he is detained at home on account 
of sickness in his family, and I desire to ask an extension of his leave 
of absence. I ask also, on behalf of my colleague, Mr. WHITTHORNE, 


Mr. REED. 


esy to a fellow-member. 


an extension of his leave of absence on account of sickness. 


Mr. REED. But proceedings under the call have been dispensed with. 
T am aware of that, but I want the RecorD to 
show these facts; and the request has no connection with the present 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


cali. 


There being no objection, the leave of absence in each case was 


granted. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and there were—ayes 74, noes 109. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The yeas and nays. 
The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. Twenty-six gentlemen have arisen in support of 
the demand for the yeas and na: 


Mr. McMILLIN and others. The other side. 


The other side was counted. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 26 and noes 116— 


not a sufficient number. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLouNT and Mr. REED were appointed 


as tellers. 


The tellers reported—ayes 49, noes 79; so the yeas and nays were 


ordered 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 74, nays 126, not vot- 


ing 123; as follows: 


YEAS—74. 
Abbott, Cothran, Holman, 
Anderson,Iowa Cowles, Hutton, 
Anderson, Iil. Crain, Johnston, N.C. 
Anderson, Kans. Culberson, ilgore, 

n, Cummings, oon, 
Bankhead, Davidson, Ala, Lanham, 
Barnes, Davidson, Fla. Latham, 
Biggs, ibble, Lind, 
reeak Ermentrout, Maish, 
Breck is ridge, Ky. Fore Siemees 

ved n orney, atson, 
Burnett, lass, McAdoo, 
Cam bell, T.J.,M.¥. Grimes, McClammy, 
Cand} Hare, MeMillin, 
Carlton, Hayes, O’Ferrall, 
Cheadle, pn Rayner, 
Chipman, ne erson, N. Richardson, 
Clements, Herbert, Robertson, 
Cobb, Hiestand, Rogers, 
NAYS--126. 
Allen, Mass. uhar, Lane, 
Atki Flood’ . 
nson, fe 
Baker, N. Y. Fuller, oo 
—— Gear, McCreary, 
yne, ear, 
Bingham, McCullogh, 
Bound, Grosvenor, McKenna, 
Boutelle, Grout, ew 
Brewer, ~ McRae, 
Brower, Hauge Merriman, 
Browne, T. H.B.,Va. i. Morrill, 
Browne, Ind. Henderson, Iowa Welson, 
Brown, Ohio Henderson, Ill, Nichols, 
Brown, J. R., Va. ruses, Nutting, 
Bryce, res, 
Buchanan, Hitt, O’ Donnell, 
Burrows, Holmes, O'Neill, Pa. 
Bynum, Hopkins, Ill. Osborne, 
Campbell, F., N. ¥. Hopkins, Va. Outhwaite, 
Cannon, Hopkins,N.¥, - Owen, 
Clark, Houk, Patton, 
Cogswell, Hunter, Payson, 
Conger, Jac » Perkins, 
Cooper, Johnston, Ind. Peters, 
Kean, Plumb, 
Kelley, Post, 
Daizell, Kennedy, mee” 
Davenport, Kerr, 
Davis, La Follette, mee 
Dingley, Laidlaw, Romeis, 
Dockery, Landes, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—123. 
Adams, Brumm, Collins, 
Allen, Miss. Buckalew, Compton, 
Anderson, Miss. Bunnell, Cox, 

ld, Burnes, Crisp, 
Barry, Butler, Dargan, 
Belden, Butterworth, Darlington, 

Campbell, Ohio De Lano, 
Bliss, Caruth, Dorsey, 
Boothman, Caswell, Dougherty, 
Bowden, Catchings, Dunham, 
Bowen, Clardy, Dunn, 
Ark. Cockran, Elliott, 





Rowland, 
Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Shaw, 
Simmons, 
Spinola, 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stone, Ky. 
‘Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 
Turner, Ga. 
Walker, 
Whiting, Mich. 
Wilkins, 
Yoder, 


Russell, Conn. 


Seal,” 
Seymour 


Sherman, 
Shively, 
Smith, 
Sowden, 


Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Struble, 
Taulbee, 


Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
hio 


Taylor, J.D.,0) 


racey, 
Townshend, 
Vance, 
Wade, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 


« Weber, 


‘est, 
Wheeler, 
Wilber, 
Wilkinson, 

Williams, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley. 
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Granger, Lynch, O’Neall, Ind. Symes, 
Greenman, Mattett,.” O'Neill, Mo. Tarsney, 
Guenther, Mahoney, Parker, Thomas, Ky. 
Hall, Mansur, Peel, Thomas, |\!. 
Hatch, MeComas, Penington, Thomas, Wis. 
Hayden, McCormick, Perry, Thompson, Ohio 
Hogg, McKinney, Phelan, Turner, Kans, 
Hooker, McShane, Pheips, Vandever, 
Hovey, Milliken, Pidcoek, Washington, 
Howard, Mills, Randall, White, Ind. 
Hudd, Moffitt, Rock well, White, N. Y. 
Jones, Montgomery, Russell, Mags. Whiting, Mass. 
Ketcham, core, Ryan, Whitthorne, 
Lagan, Morgan, Scott, Wickham. 
Laird, Morrow, Seney, Wilson, Minn. 
Lawler, Morse, Snyder, Wilson, W. Va. 
Lee, Neal, Stewart, Vt. Wise, 
Lehlbach, Newton, Stockdale, Yost. 

Lyman Norwood, Stone, Mo. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. NELSON said: I move to dispense with the reading of the 
names. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 74, the nays 126; 
the noes have it, and the motion is notagreed to. The question is now 
= _ demand for the previous question, and the Clerk will call the 
roll. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Pending that, I move that when the 
House adjourn it be to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. REED. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And pending that, I move that when 
the House adjourn it be to meet on Wednesday. 

Mr. REED (to Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas). You are developing your 
tactics too soon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion that when the House 
adjourn it be to meet on Thursday is in order. 

Mr. REED. When we had a vote pending? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. And pending that I move that when 
the House adjourn to-day it be to meet on Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not make the two motions at 
the same time. 

Mr. REED. I make the point of order that we were in the midst 
of a roll-call, which can not be interrupted by such a motion. 

TheSPEAKER. A motion tofix an hour or aday to which the House 
shall adjourn is of higher privilege than the simple motion to adjourn, 
and the Chair is bound to entertain the motion of the gentleman from 
Kansas. 

Mr. REED. In the midst of a roll-call? 

The SPEAKER. Unless the call of the roll is in process. 

Mr. REED. But we were in the midst of a roll-call. 

The SPEAKER. One roll-call has been completed and the House 
would next proceed to take a vote as ordered; but if a motion to adjourn 
can not be made the House could be held here indefinitely. Under the 
rules of the House, a motion to fix a day is oi higher privilege than the 
motion to adjourn itself. 

Mr. REED. I had sup 

The SPEAKER. The noes seem ema to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes 61. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. SPRINGER were appointed as 
tellers. 

During the count, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: Have we not the right tocount the teller who 
is opposite in the affirmative? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Certainly not. The gentleman in 
the affirmative will vote when he pleases, and will not vote if he 
chooses. 


The tellers —ayes none, noes 67. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The yeas and nays, then. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I hope the gentleman will not take 
up time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAND. Pending that motion I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore(Mr. DocKERY). The motion to adjourn 
to Thursday is a question of higher privilege than the motion to ad- 
journ. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 5, nays 172, not vob- 
ing 146; as follows: 


YEAS—5. 

Bliss, Henderson, N.C. Laffoon, Lehlbach, 
Ford, 

NAYS—172. 
Adams, Bingham, Browne,T.H.B,, Va. Gontions 
Allen, Mass, Blanchard, Brown, Ohio Cheadle, 
Allen, Mich. Bland, Bryce, Chipman, 
Andersen, Dil. Boothman, Buchanan, lark, 
Baker, N.Y. Bound, Burrows, Cobb, 
Baker, Iii, Boutelle, Bynum, Cogswell, 
Bankhead, Breckinridge, Ey. Campbell, F..N.¥. Conger, 
Bayne, Brewer, Campbell, T, J. »N,.¥.Cooper, 


ek Ba eo 


eee 


ea 


Cee ne 


——— 
git Fae ce ASDA TE AS UPFC ITA I ia a ARS pe 


| 
3 


{i 
é 


; 


Rie ee RS oer 


Cothran, 
Cox, 
Orouse, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
OCutcheon, 
Dalzell, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Fla. 
Davis, 
Dingiey, 
Dockery, 
Ermcntrout, 
Farquhar, 
Finley, 
Flood, 
Forney, 
French, 
Fuller, 
Funston, 
Gaines, 
Gear, 

Gest, 

Glass, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Il, 
Hitt, 

Hogg, 
Hoiman, 
Holmes, 


Abbott, 
Alien, Miss. 
Anderson, lowa 
Anderson, Miss. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Arnold, 
Atkinsoa, 
Bacon, 
Barnes, 
Barry, 
Belden, 
Biggs, 
Biount, 
Bowden, 
Bowen, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Brower, 
Browne, Ind. 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Brumm, 
Buckalew, 
Bunnell, 
Burnea, 
mgd 

utier, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, Ohio 
Cannon, 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 


Clements, 
Cockran, 
Collins, 
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Smith, 

Sowden, 

Spooner, 

Springer, 

Steele, 

Stephenson, 

Stewart, Tex. 

Stewart, Ga. 

Stockdale, 

Stone, Ky. 

Stone, Mo. 

Strubie, 

Taulbee 

Taylor, I. B., Ohio 

Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
, Ohio 


Hopkins, Va. 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
Houk, 

Hudd, 
Hunter, 
Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind. 
Johnston, N.O, 
Kean, 

Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Landes, 

Lane, 
Lanham, 
Latham, 

Lee, 

Lind, 

Lodge, 

Long, 

Maish, 
Mansur, 
Martin, 


Morrow, 
Nelson, 
Nichols, 
Oates, 
O'Donnell, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neall, Ind, 
O’ Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Piumb, 
Post, 
Rayner, 
Reed 


Mason, 
Matson, 
McAdoo, 
McClammy, 
McCreary, 
McCOullogh, 
McKinley, 
McKinney, 
McRae, 
Morrill, Simmons, 
NOT VOTING—146, 


Hooker, 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hovey, 
Howard, 
Hutton, 


Ketcham, 
Kilgore, 
rd,” 


Cowles, 
Crain, 
Crisp, 
Dargan, 
De rlington 


Davidson, Ala. 


Euioe, 
Felton, 
Fisher, 
Fitch, 
Foran, 
Gallinger, 
Gay, 
Gibson, 
Glover, 
Goff, 
Granger, 
Greenman, 
Grimes, Montgomery, 
Guenther, Moore, 

Hall, Morgan, 


Mc Millin, 
McShan: 


2, 
Merriman, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Moffitt, 


Hare, Morse, 
Hayden, Neal, 

Hay: Newton, 
Hemphill, Norwood, 
He n,Iowa Nutting 
Herbert, O’ Neill, Mo, 
Hermann, Parker, 
Hiecstand, Peel, 


Adams, 
Allen, Mass. 
Allen, Mich. 
Atkinson 
Baker, N. .Y. 
Baker, Il. 
Bingham, 
Boothman, 
Bound 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, 


NAYS—125. 


Haugen, 


Browne,T.H.B., Va. Heard, 


Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brown, J. RB., Va. 


Henderson, Ill. 


res, 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, Il. 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hopkins, N.Y. 


. Houk, 
H 


vis, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Farquhar, 


Allen, Miss, 
Arnol 


d, 


Belden, 


Bowden, “. - 


Bowen, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 


Brower, 
Brumm, 
Buckalew, 
Bunnell, 
Burnes, 
Butler, 
Butterworth, 
Campbell, Ohio 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 

wr 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Cooper. 


Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind. 
ean, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
ia lette, 
°° 
Laidlaw, 
Lane, 
Lehlbach, 
Lodge, 


Long, 


NOT VOTING—1%6. 


Dunn, 


Gallinger, 


Gay, 
Glover, 


Granger, 
Greenman, 
Guenther, 

Hall, 

Hare, 

Harmer, 

Hatch, 

Hayden, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N.C. 
Herbert, 
Hermann, 
Hiestand, 


~ 


ot 
Lawler, 
Lee 


Lyman, 
Lynch, 
acdonald, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Martin, 
Mason, 


MoCo ick, 

4 vm 
McShane, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 

Moffitt, 
Montgomery, 
Moore 


Morse, 
Seni 
Nichols, 


Norwood, 

O’ Neall, Ind. 
O'Neill, Mo. 
Parker, 
Peel, 
— 
Phelan, 
Phel 

Pid : 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. 


to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 75. 


JANUARY 7, 


Russell, Mass. 
Sawyer, 
Scull 


Seymour, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Smith, 
Seeeen, 
pooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 


Struble, 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thompson, Ohio 


‘Tracey 
Townshend, 
ance, 
Wade, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
Weber, 
West, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 


Symes, 
‘Tarsney. 
Taylor, E.B.,Ohie 
Thomas, Ky. 
‘Thomas, I/l. 
Thomas, Wis. 
‘Turner, Kans, 
Vandever, 
Wheeler, 
White, Ind. 
White, N. Y. 
Whiting, Mass, 
Whitthorne 


Wickham, ’ 
Wilber, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Wise 


Yoder, 
Yost, 


I move that when the House adjourn 


Compton, Hires, Penington, Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. No quorum. 


$e, Mr. REED. I call for the — and nays. 


So the motion was not The yeas and nays were 


agreed 
During the roll-call the following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. Nerwoop 


with Mr. KercuaM, for the remainder of the day. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. REED. I make the point that that motion is not in order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker ruled awhile ago that it 


was in order. 


Mr. REED. I 


The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] that the House do now adjourn. 


call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 72, nays 125, not 
voting 126; as foliows: 


Abbott, 


Anderson, Miss. 
Anderson, Il. 
Anderson, Kans. 


eon, 
Bant head, 
) 

try, 

Biggs, 
Bianchard, 
Biand, 

Bliss, 
Breckineid 
reokinr .K 
Burnett, one 
Campbell, T.J.,N.¥ 
Candler, 


YEAS—72, 


Holman, 


Hudd, 


Cheadle, 
Chipman, 
Clements, 
Cobb, Hutton, 
Compton, Johnston, N.C. 
— 
Cowles, nm, 

Cox, 

Crain, 

Culberson, 

Davidson, Ala. 

Davidson, Fila. 

Elliott, 

Ermentrout, 

Ford 

Forney, 


-Gibson, 


Grimes, 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 12, nays 156, not 
voting 155; as follows: 


Allen, Miss. 


YEAS—12. 


Grimes, 
Hiestand, 
Hudd, 


NAYS—156. 


Heard, 
— 
Hitt, 
on 

oO 
Hopkins, Ill. 
Hopkins, Va. 
Hopkins, N. Y. 
—— 


Hunter, 
Hutton, 


Jackson, 
Johnston, Ind. 
atm, N.C, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, 

La Follette, 

‘Ww, 
Lanham, 
Latham, 
Lee, 


K re, 


O’ Ferrall, 
O’Neall, Ind. 
Osborne, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, 
Patton, 


Payson, 
Peel, 
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Perkins, Sawyer, Stewart, Tex. Walker, 
Peters, Sayers, Stockdale, Warner, 
Plumb, Scull, Stone, Mo. Washington, 
Post, Seymour, Struble, Weaver, 
Pugsley, Sherman, Taulbee. Weber, 
Rayner, Shively, | Taylor, 3D ,Ohio West, 
Reed, Simmons, Thompson, Ohio Whiting, Mich, 
Rice, Smith, Thompson, Cal. Wilber, 
Romeis, Sowden, lman, Wilkinson, 
Rowell, Spooner, vy, Williams, 
Rowland, q Tewnshend, Wilson, Minn. 
Russell, Conn, le, Tarner, Ga, Woodburn, 
Ryan, Stephenson, Wade, Yardley. 
NOT VOTING—155, 
dams, Cooper, Hooker, Phelps, 
Anderson, Iowa Cowles, Hovey, Pidcock, 
Anderson, Miss, Cox, Jones, Randall, 
Anderson, Ill. Crisp, . Richardson, 
Anderson, Kans. Cummings, Laffoon, Robertson, 
oa " ’ —" 
Barnes, De Lano, Landes, Russell, Mass, 
ree Dibble, Lawler, Rusk 
er. eee. ie ee 
’ u , ’ : mey, 
Bloun Denken. Lynch, Shaw, 
Bou Duna, acdonald, oe 
Bowden, Elliott, Maffett, Spinola, 
Bowen, oe, Mahoney, Stahinecker, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ermentrout, Mason, Stewart, Ga, 
Brower, ‘elton, McComas, Stewart, Vt 
Brumm, rien” tomniats, Stone, Ky 
Bryce, reary, mes, 
Buckalew, Foran, McKinney, mey, 
Bunnell, Gal A MeMillin, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Burnes, Gay, McShane, Thomas, Ky, 
Gibson, Mills, Thomas, Ill. 
Butler, Glover, Moffitt, Thomas, Wis. 
Butterworth, fY, Montgomery, Turner, Kans. 
Cam , Ohio Granger, Moore, Vance, 
Can \ reenman, Morgan, Vandever, 
Cannon, Guenther, Morrow, Wheeler, 
Carlton, Hall, Morse, White, Ind 
Caruth Hare, Neal, White, N.Y. 
Caswell, Harmer, Nichols, Whiting, Mass. 
Catchin Hayden, Norwood, Whitthorne, 
Cheadle, Hay: Nutting, Wickham, 
Olardy, Hem 1, O'Neill, Pa. Wilkins, 
Clements, Henderson,Iowa O'Neill, Mo. Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockran, Henderson, . Parker, Wise, 
Collins, enderson, Penington, Yoder, 
Compton, . Perry, Yost. 
Conger, Hogg, Phelan, 


So the motion of Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, was not agreed to. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unaninsous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. REED. I object. : 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3778) to establish the Lincoln land district in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico; and 

A bill (S. 3733) to abolish the circuit-court powers of certain district 
eourts of the United States, and provide writs of error in capital cases, 
and for other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the 
a REED. Teall f th and 

, ‘or the na 

The yeas and nays were wheel. 4 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
70, nays 111, not voting 142; as follows: 


Gaines, Kerr, Peel, Stephenson, 
Gear, La Follette, Perkins, Stockdale, 

’ Laidlaw, Peters, Struble, 
Grosvenor, Lane, Post, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Grout, Lodge, Pugsley, Thompson, Ohio 
Haugen, Long, Reed, y; 
Henderson, tl, Mansur, Romeis, Townshend, 
Hermann, Mason, Rowell, Vance, 

Hires, McCullogh, Russell, Conn. Vandever, 
Hitt, McKinley, Ryan, Wade, 
Holmes, McRae, Sawyer, Warner, 
Hopkins, Il. McShane, Scull, Weaver, 
Hopkins, Va. Morrill, Seymour, Weber, 
Hovey, Morrow, Sherman, West, 
Howard, O’ Donnell, Shively, Wheeler, 
Iiunter, Osborne, Smith, Wilber, 
Jackson, Outhwaite, Sowden, Williams, 
Johnston, Ind, Owen, Spooner, Woodburn, 
Kean, Patton, Springer, Yardley. 
Kennedy, Payson, Steele, 
NOT VOTING—l42. 

Arnold, Dibble, Jones, Plumb, 
Bacon, Dorsey, Kelley, Randall, 
Bankhead, a, tga Ketcham, Rayner, 
Bayne, Dunham, Laffoon, Rice, 
Belden, Dunn, Lagan, Richardson, 
Blanchard, Elliott, Laird, Robertson, 
Bland, Enloe, Landes, Rockwell, 
Bound, Ermentrout, Lawler, Rusk, 
Bowden, Felton, Lee, Scott, 
Bowen, Finley, Lyman, Seney, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Fisher, Lynch, Snyder, 
Brower, Fitch, Macdonald, Stewart, Vt. 
Brown, J.R.,Va. Foran, Maffett, Stone, Mo. 
Brumm, French, MeComas, Symes, 
Bryce, Gallinger, MeCormick, Tarsney, 
Buckalew, Gay, McCreary, Taulbee 
Bunnell, Gibson, McKenna, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Barnes, Glover, Merriman, Thomas, Ky. 
Burnett, Goff, Milliken, Thomas, Ill. 
Butler, Granger, Mills, Thomas, Wis. 
Cam pbell, Ohio Greenman, Moffitt, Thompson, Cal, 

non, Guenther, Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
‘Caruth, Hall, Moore, White, Ind. 
Caswell, Harmer, Morse, White, N. Y. 
Catchings, Hatch, Neal, Whiting, Mich, 
Clardy, Hayden, Nelson, Whiting, Mass, 
Clements, Heard, Nichols, Whitthorne, 
Cockran, Henderson,Iowa Norwood, Wickham, 
Collins, Henderson,N.C. O'Neill, Pa. Wilkins, 
Compton, Herbert, O’ Neill, Mo. Wilkinson, 
Cooper, Hogg, Parker, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cox, Hooker, Penington, Wise, 
Crisp, Hopkins, N. Y. Perry, Yoder, 
Dargan, Houk, Phelan, Yost. 
Darlington, Hudd, Phelps, 
De 2, Hutton, Pidcock, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. McCREARY said: I ask that the reading of the names be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am sorry that I have to object. 

The roll having been read, the following additional pair was an- 
nounced: 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. Hopkins, of New 
York, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move that when the House adjourns 
it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question). 
seem to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call for a division. 

Mr. REED. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
8, nays 159, not voting 156; as follows: 


The noes 


YEAS—70. 

A Cothran, Lanham, Rogers, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, — Rowland, 
Anderson, Iowa Crain, Le le Russell, Mass, 
Anderson, Miss, Culberson, Lind, Sayers, 
Anderson, Il. ne Mahoney, Ww, 
Anderson, Kans, Davidson, Maish, Simmons, 
Barnes, Davidson, Fla. Martin, Spinola, 
Barry, Ford, Matson, Stahinecker, 
ae Forney, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex. 

Glass, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Grimes, McKinney, Stone, Ky 
Campbell, ..N.¥. Haven, en Turner i 

~J.,N.X, . ans. 

Candier,” a il, = . a 
Carlton, iestand, utting, ashington, 
Cheadle, Holman, Oates, Wilson, Minn. 
oe Johnston, N.C. O’Ferrall, 

Kilgore, O’Neall, Ind. 

NAYS—111. 

Adams, Boutelle, Bynum, Daven 
Allen, Mass. Brewer, ee, F.,N.Y. Davis, oars 
Allen, Mich. Browne, T.H.B., Va. 6 Dingley, 
Atkinson, Browne, Ind. Cogswell, Dockery, 
Baker, N.Y. Brown, Ohio ‘ Farquhar, 
Baker, Ill. Buchanan, Crouse, Flood, 
pollens, ham, Burrows, Cutcheon, Fuller, 

Butterworth, Dalzell, Funston, 


YEAS—8. 

Anderson, Ill, Browne, Ind, Kilgore, O’Neall, Ind, 
Bliss, Culberson, Lind, Richardson, 

NAYS—159. 
Abbott, Clark, Gear, Kerr, 
Ad Cobb, Gest, La Follette, 
Allen, Mass. Cogswell, Glass, Laidlaw, 
Allen, Mich, Conger, Grosvenor, Landes, 
Atkinson, r, Grout, Lane, 
Baker, N. Y. : Haugen, Lanham, 
Baker, Ill. Cox, ayes, Latham, 
Bayne, Henderson, Ill. Lee, 
Biggs, Cummings, Hermann, Leblbach, 
Bland, Cutcheon, Hiestand, Lodge, 
Boothman, Dalzell, Hires, Long, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Davenport, Hitt, Maish, 
Brower, Davidson, Ala. Holman, Mansur, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Davidson, Fla. Holmes, Martin, 
Brown, Ohio Davis, Hopkins, Il. Mason, 
Brown, J.R.,Va. Dingley, Hopkins, Va. McClammy, 
Buchanan, Dockery, Houk, McCreary, 
Burrows, Elliott, Hovey, McCullogh, 
Butterworth, Farquhar, Hunter, McKinley, 
Bynum, Flood, Hutton, McKinney, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Forney, Jackson, Me . 
Campbell, T.J.,N.Y.French, Johnston, Ind, Milliken, 
Cannon, Fuller, Johnston, N., C. Morgan, 
Cheadle, Funston, Kean, Nelson, 
Chipman, Gaines, Kennedy, Nichols, 
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Wade, 


O’ Donnell, Rowland, Steele, Walker, 
O’Ferrall, Russell, Conn, Stephenson, Warner, 
Osborne, Ryan, Stewart, Ga. Washington, 
Onthwaite, Sawyer, Stockdale, Weaver, 
Peel, Sayers, Stone, Ky. Weber, 
Perkins Scull, Struble, West, 
Peters Seymour, Taylor, E.B.,Ohio Wheeler, 
Plumb, Shaw, Thompson,Vhio W hiting, Mich, 
Post Sherman, Thompson, Cal, Wilber, 
Pugsley, Shively, Tillman, Wilkinson, 
Reed, Smith, Tracey, Wilson, Minn, 
Rice, Sowden, Townshend, Yardley, 
Rogers, Spooner, Vance, Yoder. 
Romeis, Springer, Vandever, 

NOT VOTING—156. 
Allen, Miss, Crisp, Howard, Peningten, 
Anderson, lowa Dargan, Hudd, Perry, 
Anderson, Miss. Darlington, Jones, Phelan, 
Anderson, Kans. De Lano, Kelley, Phelps, 
Arnold, Dibble Ketcham, Pidcock, 
Bacon, Dorsey, Laffoon, Randall, 
Bankhead, Dougherty, Lagan, Rayner, 
Barnes, Dunham, Laird, Robertson, 
Barry, Dunn, Lawler, Rockwell 
Belden, Enloe, Lyman, Russell, Mass, 
Bingham, Ermentrout, Lynch, Rusk, 
Blanchard, Felton, Macdonald, Scott, 
Blount, Finley, Maffett, Seney, 
Bound, Fisher, Mahoney, Simmons, 
Bouteile, Fitch, Matson, Snyder, 
Bowden, Foran, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Bowen, Ford, McComas, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gallinger, McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 
Brewer, Gay, McKenna, Stone, Mo. 
Brumm, Gibson, McMillin, Symes, 
Bryce, Glover, McShane, Tarsney, 
Buckailew, Goff, Merriman, Taulbee 
Bunnell, Granger, Mills, Taylor, J.D., Obie 
Burnes, Greenman, Moffitt, ‘Thomas, Ky. 
Burnett, Grimes, Montgomery, Thomas, I il. 
Butler, Guenther, Moore Thomas, Wis. 
Campbell, Ohie Hall, Morrill, Turner, Kans, 
Candler, Hare, Morrow, Turner, Ga. 
Cariton, Harmer, Morse, White, Ind. 
Caruth, Hatch, Neal, White, N. ¥. 
Caswell, Hayden, Newton, Whiting, Mass, 
Caitchingas, Heard, Norwood, Whitthorne, 
Clardy, Hem bill, Nutting, Wickham, 
Clements, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Pa. Wilkins, 
Cockran, Hendersen, N.C, O'Neill, Mo, Williams, 
Collins, Herbert, Owen, Wilson, W. Va. 
Compton, Hoge, Parker, Wise, 
Cowles, Hooker, Patton, Woodburn, 
Crain, Hopkins, N.Y. Payson, Yost. 





Also, a bill (H. R. 11984) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen Suther- 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H.R. 11985) for the relief of John A. 
Camalier—te the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11986) for the relief of Harriet M. Herrick—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 11987) for the relief of Wiley T. 
Burge—te the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11988) for the relief of George W. Williams & Co.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 11989) for the relief of Henry W. 
Edwards—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11990) granting a pension to Martha Ree—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 11991) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah G. Stroud—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST (by request): A bill (H. R. 19992) granting certain 
rights in the waters of the Mississippi River at Des Moiues R:pids to 
James G. Madden and William R. Johnson—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 11993) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Long—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. Kk. 11994) granting a pension te Peter Revellett—to 
~ Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 11995) for the gelief of James H. Hal- 
lin, Suheee Avery, and Joseph Tesson-—to the Commuiittee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H.R. 11996) to authorize the construc- 
tion of two bridges across the Green River, at or near the cities of Dela- 
ware and Morgantown, in the State of Kentueky—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 11997) granting a pension to Caleb 
Craw ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LATHAM: A bill (H. R. 11998) for the relief of Martin 
Golding—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 11999) granting a pension to 
William Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 12000) for the relief of Peter Kee- 
nan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORROW: A bill (H. R. 12001) granting a pension to Belle 
Ogden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 12002) granting imerease of pension to 
Isaac G. Bruskit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

































So the motion of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, that when the House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet on Thursday next, was rejected. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J.CAMPBELL. I move to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If this farce is to go on, let us have 
the accompaniment. 

The vote having been read, the result was announced as above stated. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. REED. What was the last vote? 

The SPEAKER. The last vote was on the motion that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Weare now within ten minutes of 5 o’clock. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 54. 

Mr. REED demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Reep and Mr. McMILLIn were ap- 
pointed, 

The hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived, in accordance with pre- 
vious order the House adjourned. 


I object. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

Ry Mr. GLFPORD: A bill (HL R. 11965) granting the right of way 
to the Yankton and Missouri Valley Railway Company through the 
oe Indian reservation in Dakota—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 11976) granting a pension to Patrick 
Burk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. A, ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 11977) granting a pen- 
sion to John G. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 11978) for the relief of Dun- 
can 8. Cage and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bitl (HL. R. 11979) for the relief of Fanny Mason L. Janney— 
to the ‘Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (A. R. 11980) for the relief of Francis E. Feray—to the 
Committee on ‘War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11981) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas H. 
Maddox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 11982) granting a pension to Cath- 
wi inte ae on Invalid Pensions. 

isa, a 1983) granting a ion to Elfen A. Mc 
to the Committee on ined Feaees. — 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12003) for the relief of Hiram H. Meeker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 12004) for the relief of Maggie B. 
Chapman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 12005) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Richard Murphy—to the Committee on Military A flairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: A bill (H. R. 12006) granting a pension to Leonard 
Schaefer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensivns. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 12007) for the relief of Josiah Can- 
ningham—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and rhage laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referzed as 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Vessel-Owners and Captains’ 

of Philadelphia, requesting increased appropriation to the 
Hydrographic Bureau—to the Committee on A tions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of citizens of idge and Cherry- 
field, Me., for drawback on tin-plates used for canning purposes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of the Eyeless Pensioners’ 
Association, for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of E. P. Everett and others, and of Wil- 
liam Thorne andothers, of Miebigan ; of Gale and others, and 
of M. D. Huntley and others, of Ohio, for refunding the license tax 
eee steam-vessels—to the 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of B. F. Ashley, of St. Clair County, Ala- 
bama, for reference of his claim te the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mitteeon War Claims. 

Also, petition of E. D. Dodson and others, and of the Woman’s Chris- 
eee Union, of Des Moines, Iowa, for an amendment of the 
Co —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Board of Trade of Council Bluffs, Iowa, in ~— to 
a world’s exposition in 1892—to the Committee on Foreign A 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Dakota, for a constitutional amendment—to the Caccaaiilion 
on the Judici 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of P. B. Edmonds, of Gibson County, Ten- 
nessee, for reference of his claim to the Court ef Claims—to the 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 





1889. 





Union of Salem, N. J., for a prohibitory constitutional amendment— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of Peter Revellett, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of James L. Barbour and others, 
for the passage of House bill 11695, for the construction ef a bridge 
across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River from the foot of South 
Capitol street to Giesborough—to the Committee oa Commcrce. 

by Mr. LONG: Petition of Mary A. Curley, fora pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Peter Keenan, for the removal of the 
charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Resolutions of Cedarvale Post, No. 99, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Kansas, to erect monuments on battle- 
fields—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’ NEILL: Petition of Henry Balder Wood, ask- 
ing for an increase of his pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Club of Phil- 
adelphia, for the abolition of the internal-revenue system—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of Phila- 
delphia, requesting the repeal of the internal-revenue system—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Thomas Trotter, for a special-act pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of Elijah Brown, for a special-act pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles Gouzer, Company D, One hundred and 
thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of the Farmers’ Alliance of Whitaker's, 
N. C., for more general distribution of the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Resolutions of the National Patrons of 
Husbandry, relative to pure food and pure lard—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition asking for a drawback on tin used for 
canning purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The following petitions against the passage of the international-copy- 

nent bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
nts: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of John W. Arnold & Co., of A. Derfey, and 
of Sherwood & Williams, of Ohio. 

By Mr. CLARK: Of H. W. Meyer, of Appleton, and,of John Hicks 
and others, of Oshkosh, Wis. 
wae Mr. CHEADLE: Of R. J, and L. R. Thompson, of La Fayette, 


d. 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: Of printersand others, of New York and Brook- 


yp. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of Irmonde & Son, of Aba, Mich. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of E. G. Warden, of Eden, Dak. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Of John A. Jones, of Waverly, Ohio. 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Of D. J. Goodshalk and other citizens of the 
Tenth district of Pennsylvania. 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 8, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burien, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL—INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 

The Journal Pe ee ae wed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Assomething in the nature of a correction in the 
Journal, I will move that the amendments offered to the Senate joint 
resolution 122, which is printed as passed on the second page of the 
Recorp of to-day, be also printed, together with the vote upon them. 

The PRESID protempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the amendments that were proposed to the joint resolution (S. R. 122) 
declaring the sense of the Government of the United States in respect 
of the connection of European governments with interoceanic canals at 
the Isthmus of Darien and Central America be printed in the Journal 
and also in the RECORD. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And the votes upon them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And the votes thereon. It will be 
so ordered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There were no yea-and-nay votes; it was simply 
& viva voce vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the Senate thereon 
will be shown, and the Journal as thus amended will be approved. 


NEW YORK CUSTOM-HOUSE SITE. 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in accordance 
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with a resolution of December 19, 1888, certain information in regard 
to advertisements inviting proposals for the sale of a public building 
site to the United States in the city of New York, etc.; which was 
read. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the communication be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I think 
that committee was charged with the investigation of certain similar 
questions the other day. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of James L. Barbour and 
1,030 other citizens and firms in the District of Columbia, praying for 
the passage of Senate bill 3673, for the construction of a bridge across 
the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River from the foot of South Capi- 
tol street to Giesborough; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER presented resolutions adopted by the State 
Grange, Patrons of Industry, of Virginia, favoring additional protec- 
tion to agricultural products and indorsing the tariff system of taxa- 
tion; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Oren Holmes, of Clacka- 
mas County, Oregon, praying to be allowed a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN. I present the petition of Bedney F. McDonald, of 
Gainesville, Ga., praying foran increase of his pension, and also state- 
ments in support of his application: one signed by General Henry R. 
Jackson, one by Judge C. C. Hammond, one hy J. E. Redwine, one by 
John R. Winters, and another by Dr. J. M. Austin. 

I move that the petition, with the accompanying papers, be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I present by request papers to be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims in connection with an old 
claim pending before that committee. I desire to say in behalf of 
those who are interested in the claim that though a very old one, it 
has been recognized by both Houses of Congress, having passed sundry 
times both Houses; at one session one House and at another session 
the other House. It isa very interesting claim. Itis a ciaim origi- 
nating out of the service rendered by Hugh Montgomery, a native of 
my State, in 1775, who was part owner of a vessel which was chartered 
by Robert Morris, then managing the financial affairs of the colonies. 

In 1775 the vessel was sent to the West Indies with a cargo of flour, 
and returned with gunpowder and munitions of war. The vessel was 
overtaken and captured with her cargo of gunpowder near the capes 
of Delaware. Thecaptain succeeded in landing 240 barrels of ganpowder, 
when he was attacked by British vessels, and had to abandon his ves- 
sel. He, howeyer, laid a train of powder, and after leaving his vessel 
it was boarded by sailors of the English men-of-war. After they got 
aboard the fuse that had been laid exploded and blew up the vessel 
and the remainder of the cargo of powder and killed a number of Brit- 
ish sailors. . 

Captain Montgomery’s daughters subsequently filed a petition here, 
which has been pending perhaps for forty years. Various reports have 
been made upon it, copies of which I have in my hand. One is a fa- 
vorable report of the Senate committee in 1856, I believe, recommend- 
ing the passage of the bill. The war came on and the matter was 
suspended, and it has never yet been acted upon. 

I make the statement with a view of calling the attention of the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims to this particular case, which, ac- 
cording to the judgment of the committees that have examined it 
heretofore, is a very worthy claim. 

I move the reference of the papers to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. 3463) granting a pension to Patrick H. McNamee, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which were agreed to, and 
the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2462) for the relief of Charlotte Crumbaugh; and 

A bill (8. 3170) granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Crumbaugh. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3611) granting a pension to Anna W. Smith, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3618) granting a pension to Meryah Watts, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

SPECIAL-DELIVERY LETTERS. 


Mr. SAWYER. Iam directed by the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11794) to amend the 
postal laws of the United States in reference to letters bearing special- 
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delivery stamps, to report it without amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be considered now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be ii enacted, e(c., That section 3, chapter 342, of the act of Co: 


March 3, A.D. 1885, be, and the same is hereby, amended by add 
tio yn the following proviso: 

‘* Provided, however, That the omission by the sender to place a kite 
age upon & letter bearing such special-delivery stamp and otherwise entitled to 
nae diate delivery under the provisions ef this section shall not hinder or de- 

lay the transmission and delivery thereof as —— herein, but such lawful 
postage shall be collected upon its delivery, the manner now provided by 
law for the collection of deficient postage resulting from the overweight of let- 


ters.’ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN P. MURDOCK, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Committee on Pensions at the last ses- 
sion reported adversely the bill (8S. 2758) granting a pension to Susan 
P. Murdock, and it was indefinitely postponed. My attention was not 
attracted to the report until recently, when I received additional evi- 
dence in support of Mrs. Murdock’s application for the passage of the 
bill. I ask unanimous consent that the action of the Senate in in- 
definitely postponing the bill be reconsidered; that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the committee; and that there be referred to the committee 
the additional evidence Ihave in support of the claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been indefinitely 
postponed and the time for reconsideration having expired, the Sen- 
ator from Iowa asks unanimous consent that the vote by which it was 
indefinitely postponed may be reconsidered and the bill recommitted to 
the Committee on Pensions, with the accompanying evidence filed by 
him to-day. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 

PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 

he 4th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1786) to regulate ap- 
pointments in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3783) to make and alter regu- 
lations as to the times, places, and manner of holding elections for 
Representatives in Congress; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to state that the bill has been prepared 
by a very able gentleman, familiar with the election laws of both 
Northern and Southern States. It is absolutely non-partisan in its 
character. Itcontains all the provisions, so far as I know, that have 
ever been suggested with a view to securingan absolutely fair and just 
election in every partof the United States. It is confined to the elec- 
tion of members of Congress. It is uniform, and modifies the regula- 
tions and laws of the several States so as to embody, I think, as per- 
fect a form of election law as can be devised or gathered from the 
election laws of the several States. Many of its provisions are rather 
novel to me because they are founded upon the laws of the Southern 
States, with which I am not familiar, and many of its provisions are 
drawn from the laws of the Northern States, where they have been 
proven by experience to be necessary. 

I am not at liberty to give the name of the author of the proposed 
law, because it is not material and he does not wish to be mentioned in 
connection with it. He lets the measure stand upon its own merits. 

I merely make this statement to show that I am not entirely respon- 
sible for the bill, although I believe its merits are very marked and 
deserving of the consideration of the Senate. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3784) to refer the claim of the 
owners of the brig Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3785) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to cause to be mustered William P. Atwell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (8. 3786) to change date for 
the commencement of the March terms of the district court for the 
northern district of Georgia; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (8.3787) granting a pension to 
Oren Holmes; which was read twice by its title, ard referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 
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DUTIES ON SUGAR. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 
the of the Treasury be directed to send forthwith to the 


Resolwed, That 
_, | zane a complete astea’s e Toanuscript report of fade in Sa York 


as T.A 

nd that the ete tins tirey further directed 
with the resolve of the Senate dated Mach. en noletinn tothe evasion of gut 
duties in New York, or, if there be any reason for not complying wi th said 
resolve, to state the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the sieatodion ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should liketoask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether the word “‘ forthwith,”’ directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to forthwith send papers here, i is inthe usual form. Itseems 
to me ee ee summons here upon 
the Secretary of the to produce papers. He ought to oa 
such reasonable time as is in his judgment proper and right. 

Mr. HOAR. A resolution was passed by the Senate at the last ses- 
sion, the date of which is mentioned in the resolve, March 1, 1888, 
asking the Secretary of the Treasury to send in certain information. 
The Secretary replied to that resolve that the information called for by 
the resolution would require the copying of numerous documents, that 
it would take several weeks, and that it would be sent in when the 
documents were copied. The resolution has not been answered fur- 


ther. 

This resolution directs the Secretary of the Treasury to send in at 
once & pees document; that is all. That is the reason for the 
word ‘* with.” It is not for the purpose of making any unusual 
emphasis in the direction of the Senate, but it is to indicate the desire 
of the Senate that that particular document, which contains a good deal 
of information on the subject, may be sent at once, without delaying 
for the other information which was requested in the former order. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not think the expression is a one 
to use as a direction to one of the Cabinet officers of the Government, 
and I move to strike out the word ‘‘forthwith.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I object, unless it is modified. 

a. HOAR. The use of the word ‘‘ forthwith’’ is, I understand, 

in such cases, but if the Senator from Delaware makes a 

point on t, I will consent to striking it out. I will modify the reso- 

Se sisting out the word “‘forthwith.”’ I will substitute the 

Into ‘as soon as may be,’’ which perhaps will satisfy the Senator 
from Delaware. 

a pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 
sta 

The Carer CLERK. In the third line of the first paragraph, sirike 
out the word ‘‘forthwith’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘as 
soon as may be,’’ and in the third line of the second paragraph, strike 
out the aoa “‘forthwith’’ and insert the words ‘‘as soon as may 
be.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro These are not amendments, but are 
modifications by the oF me, pel of the resolution. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the joint resolution (8. 
R. 104) to t additional copies of the United States map of the edi- 
tion of 1 Lege smo by the Commissioner of Public Lands. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing concurrent resolutions of the Senate: 

A resolution of March 22, 1888, to print additional copies of the re- 
port of the Senate select committee appointed under resolution of March 
3, 1887, = of business in the several Execu- 


ee to 5 ee copies of the 


managers at the the 
Houses on the bill (8. 858) to forfeit lands 


ted to the State of Michi- 
gan to aid in the construction of a rai 


from Marquette to Ontona- 


gon, in said State, in place of Mr. STOCKDALE, excused. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there farther morning business ? 
If there be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule 
VIII is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9051. 

ie een ee ee es ee ene 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the Jaws in relation to the collection of the reve- 
nue. 


* 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance as a substitute will be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

337. On collars and cuffs for men’s wear, composed entirely of cotton, 15 
cents per dozen piecesand 35 per cent. ad valorem ; composed in whole or in 
part of Jinen, 30 cents per dozen pieces and 35 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I do not know how I can reach my objection to that 


paragraph 7 vote, but I wish to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact under the latter part of this paragraph on any collar 
which has in it any linen at all a duty is imposed of 30 cents'a dozen 
pieces and 35 eent. ad valorem. 

It is a no us fact that the larger portion of the collars that are 
used in this country have what are called linen facings. The body of 
the collar iscomposed entirely of cotton, but there is a very smail por- 
tion of linen used upen the of the collar, and under this para- 

ph these would come in as linen collars with this tax of 30 cents a 
Tena ond: 26 gan eunt..o8. elena. It is unjust. 

This provision, or-one like it, is not in the present law, and it seems 
to me that it ought.to be changed. I call the attention of the major- 
ity of the committee to what I have stated in regard to it, which is un- 
guestionably the fact. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam informed by people who know that many of the 
goods named by the Senator from Missouri, partly linen and partly cot- 
ton, cost 30 cents a dozen, and the duty would be about 150 per cent. 
That is altogether too high and can answer no purpose in the world ex- 
cept the interest of certain manufactffrers. I hope that purpose will 
be avowed and that we shal] proceed with the bill. 

I move to strike out, in line 1366, the words ‘‘30 cents per dozen 
pieces and 35 per cent. ad valorem’? and to insert ‘‘ 40 per cent. ad 
valorem’’ in lieu thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In line 1366, it is proposed to strike out the 


words—— : 

Mr. VANCE. To save the time of the Senate, if in order, I will 
make one motion applicable to both the matters mentioned in para- 
graph 337. In line 1364 I move to strike out the words ‘‘15 cents 
per dozen pieces and 35 per cent. ad valorem,’’ and in line 1366 the 
words ‘‘ 30 cents per dozen and 35 per cent. ad valorem,’’ and substi- 
tute ‘‘ 40 per cent. ad. valorem’’ as the duty for the whole paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In both cases? 

Mr. VANCE. In both cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the two 
amendments will be treated as one. 

The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTaRy. In line 1364, after the word “‘cotton,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the words ‘‘ 15 cents per dozen pieces and 35 per 
cent, ad valorem,’’ and to insert ‘‘40 per cent. ad valorem;’’ and in 
line 1366, after the word ‘‘ linen,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ 30 cents 
per dozen pieces and 35 per cent. ad valorem,’’ and to insert ‘‘ 40 per 
cent. ad valorem ;’’ so as to read: 

337. On collars and cuffs for men’s wear, composed entirely of cotton, 40 per 
cent,ad valorem; composed in whole or in part of linen, 40 per cent. ad valo- 
rem, 

The PRESIDENT 77 tempore. The question is on 


ing to the 
amendment 


yy the Senator from North Carolina | Mr. VANCE]. 
Mr. SAU URY. Mr. President, I hope the amendment will pre- 
vail. Cuffs and collars are a very small item, as a matter of course, 
but it will be seen that the duty proposed is 15 cents per dozen pieces, 
not per dozen pairs, and 30 cents per dozen pieces, not per dozen pairs, 
aaiied this tax a heavy one. For instance, it is about 4 cents for each 
cotton collar, and in the last item 30 cents per dozen pieces, which 
seems to me to be excessive. 

I hope the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina will pre- 


The question is on agreeing to the 
m North Carolina. 
Mr. VANCE. LIask for the yeas and na: 


ys. 
cur and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
unior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. Not seeing him present, 


Mr, FARWELL { 
Mr. FAR (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were here, I 


vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Biarm]. If he were present, I 


should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 
I am paired with the Sen- 


Mr, HALE (when his name was called). 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
WEN], and vote “‘nay.’’ 


Colorado [ Mr. 
GER (when his name was called). During my 


RIDD 
I have been informed, has been several times, 
neues, those who have 


not know whether I am at liberty to vote, I 
that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 


an = of — whether I shall vote. 
RIDDLEBERGER] is paired with the junior Senator from New Jersey 
xX——37 


esi 





[Mr. BLopGetr], and has been forsome time. The junior Senator from 
New Jersey is absent. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Ptums]. If he were here, I should vote 
se yea. 2? 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the senior Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. McPHERsoN], but will take the liberty of transferring that 
pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs], and vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [ Mr. 
SABIN] with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. Bown]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired generally with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If the Senator from Nebraska rr 
PADDOCK ] will transfer his pair with the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Eustis] to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] it will en- 
able both the Senator from Nebraska and myself to vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will consent to that. I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The pair having been transferred, I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL (after having voted in the negative). I wish to with- 
draw my vote, being paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 


HARRIS]. I supposed the pair had been transferred to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. BowEn }. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from Tennessee 


[Mr. BATE] announced a pair between the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. 
HARRIS] and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand that the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. 
BECK] is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 

Mr. HALE. That pair has been already announced. If the Sen- 
ator withdraws his vote, that leaves it right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote of the Senator from Ver- 
mont is withdrawn. F 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Berry, Colquitt, Payne, Voorhees, 
Blackburn, el, Reagan, Walthall, 
Butler, Faulkner, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Gibson, Turpie, 

NAYS—2., 
Aldrich, Dawes, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cameron, Hale, Paddock, Stewart, 
Chace, Hawley, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Quay, Teller, 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 

ABSENT-—33. 
Beck, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Blair, Farwell, Kenna, Ransoni, 
Blodgett, Frye, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, George, Manderson, Sabin, 
Brown, Gorman, Morgan, Stanford, 
Call, Gray, Morrill, Vest. 
Cullom, Hampton, Palmer, 
Edmunds, Harris, Pasco 
Eustis, Hearst, Plumb, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


338. Hemp or jute carpeting, 6 cents 
Bagging 


The reading will proceed. 


er square yard. 

q for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for 
covering cotton, com in whole orin part of hemp, jute, or jute-butts, valued 
at not more than 3 cents per pound, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In line 1371, after the words ‘‘jute- 
butts,’? I move to strike out the words ‘‘valued at not more than 3 
cents per pound, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound,’’ and to insert 
**shall be admitted free of duty.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas will be stated. 

The SecreTARY. In line 1371, after the word ‘‘butts,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out the remainder of the paragraph in the following 
words: 

Valued at not more than 3 cents per pound, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound, 

And to insert: 

Shall be admitted free of duty. 

So as to read: see 

Baggin similar material suitable for cov- 
ann cotton, “= es me jute, or jute-butts, shall be | 
admitted free of duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My colleague [Mr. BERRY] desires to 
submit some remarks on this question, and I yield the floor to him, in- 
tending to resume it when he concludes what he has to say. 

Mr. BERRY Mr. President, if I understand the amendment of- 
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fered by my colleague, the proposition is to place bagging used for bal- 
ing cotton upon the free-list. 

The testimony taken before the Committee on Finance shows that 
there are about 50,000,000 yards of this cotton-bagging manufactured 
annually in the United States. There is at present a tariff duty or a 
custom-house tax of 3 cents per yard. The substitute reportéd by the 
committee proposes to make that 14 cents a yard, reducing it one-half. 

The testimony shows that there is none of this bagging used for bal 
ing cotton raised in America manufactured outside of the United States, 
but it is wholly manufactured here, as I understand it. 

The testimony also shows that there are certain mills in India used 
for manufacturing other kinds of bagging, which, with a very little 
alteration at very little expense, could be made to manufacture this 
character of bagging, and that they would so manufacture it if the 
tariff duty was not prohibitory, as it is at present. 

The testimony shows in addition to that that it could be mannufact- 
nred at Calcutta, the freight paid on it, all charges and expenses of 
manufacture and every other charge, and delivered in the city of New 
Orleaus for 4} cents per yard, and that the duty of 3 cents per yard 
now added to it makes it cost the importer 7} cents. 

Mr. Murdoch, who represented the combined manufacturers of this 
cotton-bayging, and who appeared before the committee, testified that 
in making up the cost of this cotton-bagging delivered in New Orleans 
he added the 3 cents per yard tariff, making it 7} cents. He seems to 
have differed with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], who 
said in his remarks some days ago that the duty did not enter into the 
price of protected articles; but Mr. Murdoch places as part of the cost 
of this article the 3 cents per yard. He testifies that in effect the pres- 
ent duty is absolutely prohibitory, and that this cotton-bagging is man- 
ufactured now wholly in the United States. 

The Senator from Massachusetts stated that it the protective system 
was put in force so that the market could be occupied by American 
manufactures it would tend te cheapen the article sold rather than to 
increase the price. Here is a fair illustration of his idea. Here isa 
tax which has been prohibitory, by which this bagging’is alone manu- 
factured in the United States. Here is a representative of these manu- 
facturer§’ who testified that it could be manufactured abroad ana placed 
in New Orleans at 44 cents a yard, and that during the last season the 
planters throughout the South paid to the American manufacturers, 
who now occupy the market, to use the language of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, 13, and I believe in some cases 14 cents per yard. That 
is the manner in which this protective system, when carried to its 
legitimate results, tends to cheapen the articles of which the Senator 
from Massachusetts has spoken. 

This same witness in testifying in regard to this matter said that 
cotton-bagging was a charge against the planter. It is true that he at 
first tried to evade it, but finally when he was forced to answer the 
question by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], as I will now read 
from his testimony, be admitted that whatever this cost may be it 
comes out of the pockets of the planters and the laborers in the South- 
ern States. 

Senator Beck, Who pays for them? Somebody pays for them. There is 6 
per cent, deducted for tare, who pavs it? 

Mr. Murnpocs. As you say, somebody pays it. 


Senator Beck. Is it not deducted from the purchaser always? It must be. 
Everybody can tell that as well as 


Mr. Murvoca, Itis the same way when they ship rice; they do not charge 
for the tierce. 


Senator ALpaicn. In this country who pays the 40 cents if it is reduced ? 
Mr. Murpoca., I pee it would go to the planter. 


Senator ALDRICH. How would it go tothe planter? He sells his cotton for the 
same price. 


Mr. Murpocs. Yes; he gets the same price for his cotton. You can make a 
very nice argument about it, but it is so, 

Senator Hiscock. There is no doubt but it must affect the price of cotton. 

Then the witness, after some other testimony, says: 

When an article is sold it always carries the cost of the But when 
& planter puts 450 pounds of cotton into a bale, puts the bagging and ties on. 
and then bas 475 pounds of stuff which he hauls 5 miles to mar and sells 
SS pont at 10 cents a pound, you can not persuade him that he is not being 
pa 


for his ngandties. You mightargue with him fora year and it would 
not have the slightest effect on him. 


Senator Hiscock. He does not appreciate the fact that that is taken into con- 
sideration in establishing the price of the article? 

Mr. Murpocn. No; but of course that is so. 

Or, in other words, this representative of these American manufact- 
urers says that it is true that this tax comes out of the pockets of the cot- 
ton-planters of the South, but he says that the laborer is willing to pay it 
because be is ignorant of the fact and thinks he is getting 10 cents a 

and, and therefore because he does not know that he is paying it they 

ave the right to make this imposition upon him. That is the legiti- 
mate conclusion to be drawn from that testimony. 

The cotton-planters in the South, the laborers of the South, are not 
80 ignorant of their rights as Mr. Mardoch seems to think; but even if 
it were true, is it any excuse for him that this Government should use 
the law of the land to take from laborers that which belongs to them 
end deliver it to him because they may be ignorant of the effect of the 
law upon the product which they raise? 

Here, as I said before, is a tax imposed upon this cotton-bagging 
which is levied directly upon the laborers of the South. The Senator 
from Massachusetts says that the protection thus extended goes 
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throughout the entire country and benefits al] parties and all sections; 
and yet here it is admitted that you impose by this Government, un- 
der the present law, 3 cents upon every yard of cotton-bagging manu- 
factured in the United States, and the present bill proposes to con- 
tinue it at 1} cents, to take it directly from the laborers in the 
Southern States for the purpose of paying it to the cotton manufact- 
urers. 

But it is said by Senators on the other side of the Chamber that it 
does not go tothe manufacturer; that it goes to those who areemployed 
in laboring in these manufactories. Suppose that to be true ( 
it is not true), is there any reason why the laborer*on the cotton plan- 
tation of the South should contribute part of his earnings to the la- 
borer engaged in the manufacture of cotton-bagging? Is the labor 
performed in those manufactories any harder or more exhaustive than 
it is upon the farms of the South? It is known to every one that it is 
far less so. Do the laborers in these manufactories work more hours 
in the day than the laborers on the cotton plantations? Every one 
knows that they work far fewer hours. Are the wages paid to those 
engaged in the manufacture of cotton-bagging less than the amount 
paid to the man who works upon the cotton plantation where the cot- 
ton is raised? We all know that it now is at least double what the 
jaborer upon the farm receives. 

If that be true, by what rule of justice, even admitting that it was 
going to the laborers in these manufactories, can you say the laborer 
in the cotton-field shall pay 3 cents upon a yard or 14 cents upon a 
yard for the purpose of taking that from his wages and giving it to 
the laborer engaged in some the pursuit? 

Those who labor upon the cotton plantations labor from twelve to 
fourteen hours a day. They labor for the very smallest wages of any 
laborers throughout the United States. They have their families to 
protect and to provide for, and they have the same right, or at least 
should have under this great Government of ours, that is given to the 
laborers in any other pursuit of life. Why make a discrimination 
against these laborers and take from them that to which they are en- 
titled for the purpose of giving it to other laborers? You can not say 
that this tax is for revenue purposes, because there is no revenue that 
comes in under the present tariff. Even if it was needed, the 3 cents 
a yard duty is absolutely prohibitory, and no benefit accrues to the 
Treasury of the United States under the present law. Then why levy 
this tax upon these poor laborers who labor far more than those en- 
gaged in the manufacture? Why take from them 3 cents a yard or 1} 
cents? 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Hrscock] some days ago, in speak- 
ing on the question of cotton-ties, said the amount was small. Can 
that argument be brought to bear in this case? Is thatany 
reason? Under the present law it amounts to 21 cents upon every bale 
of cotton baled in the United States. Under the Senate bill it will 
amount to 10} cents upon every bale of cotton baled in the United 
States. Six millions of bales at 10} cents, I believe, would be $650,000. 
Add to that the 21 cents, the cost of ties, and we have $1,250,000 more 
to be added—$2, 000,000 levied on those two items alone on the laborers 
and cotton-planters of the South. In addition to that, you levy a tax 
upon their plows, their hoes, their scrapers, their farm implements, the 
clothing that they wear, and the salt that goes into their bread. Is 
this justice? Is this the kind of justice that you say this Government 
should extend alike to all the laborers throughout the United States? 

It does seem to me if there is any class of laborers who have the right 
to have their labor untaxed it is the farm laborers of this country. 
Then why not give them this cotton-bagging free of duty? And if it 
can be laid down in New Orleans at 4} cents a yard, why not permit 
them to purchase it at 5 or 6 cents, which would be the cost otherwise? 

But this Mr. Murdoch, who represents these manufacturers, says if 
the tax is taken off they can not continue the manufacture; that they 
have large capita! invested in it, and that they are entitled to the sym- 
pathy and protection of the Government and ought not to be interfered 
with. Mr. President, if the injury should fall alone those en- 
gaged in the manufacture of the cotton- ng in the United States, 
I do not think thas they should command sympathy of any very 
large portion of our Only last year onan article which heswears 
to be manufactured by them at 7 cents per yard, they combined and 
confederated together, being the laws of the land, there 
being no mills in foreign countries operating in making this particular 
kind of bagging—these American manufacturers who now come to Con- 
gress and seem to have obtained the ear of the committee and command 
their sympathy united and by a combination put up the price of cot- 
ton-bagying until the cotton-planters of the South paid 13 and 14 cents 
a yard it. 

Is that class of men to be entitled to the sympathies of this Congress, 
and are we to legislate for them at the expense of those who work from 
twelve to fourteen hours a day upon the farms of the South? Have 
we the right under the law to take money direct from the pockets of 
these people and hand it over to those manufacturers ? 

Isaw the other day—it was paraded through the papers of the country— 
that a had come from the State of Alabama calling upon the 
President-elect advocating a high tariff. Mr. President, I can not 
conceive how any man who lives in the South and has any sympathy 
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A. Lehman, president of the Peru Bagging Company, dated March 10, 
1888, and addressed ‘‘ Hon. GrorGe W. STEELE, Washington, D. C.,”’ 
and was read, I believe, in the House of Representatives. In this letter 
he states: 

Our factory employs at present over one hundred hands, and we turn out 


over 3,000,000 yards per annum, and we have an investment in this business of 
over a hundred thousand dollars. 


I take it that this manufacturer has stated the case fully as much in 
his interest as he could. So we have one hundred hands producing 
3,000,000 yards of bagging a year upon an investment of $100,000. If 
he is correct the 50,000,000 yards of bagging produced in this country 
could be produced by an investment of $1,600,000 and by the employ- 
ment of sixteen hundred hands. 

But Mr. Gratz, in the course of his testimony, stated that in one of 
the mills he was connected with they employed about two hundred 
hands; that they produced 4,000,000 yards of bagging a year. This 
of the amendment, or of the reasons why I offered it. would, if correct, indicate that twenty-five hundred hands are required 

The statement was made by members of the combination of bagging | to produce 50,000,000 yards of bagging. 
manufacturers who appeared before the Finance Committee when they Mr. Sturgis made quite a different statement, however, on this point. 
were making the investigation of this trust some weeks ago that they | In answer to a question by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. Harnis], 
expected to get enough during the season to pay them for their mills. | which I will read, he said: 

I presume they have done so. I think if they had not frankly said what Senator Harris. About how many people are engaged in the produetion of 
they expected to do that t could camly de thas they have ay five and six thousand, I sheuld think, with eighteen 
a oan = enone 2 aE cpoapnameiianaiaiotete-samen — or twenty root dependent upon fat families, wives and children. 
price of bagging by decreasing production. Now that the cotton-grow-| Mr. GEORGE. How many hands? — s 

ers have paid for all these bagging mills, as I presume they have, it Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Between five and six thousand, he stated. 
seems to me there can be no reason why they should not be allowed in | Mr. Gratz stated, as I have just read, that in a mill where they em- 
turn to shut them down if they choose. The cotton-growers should, | ployed about two hundred hands the product was about 4,000,000 yards 
if they desire it, have access to the markets of the world and be al- of bagging. This taken in connection with the statement of Mr. Leh- 
lowed to buy their cotton-bagging wherever they can get it cheapest, | man plainly shows that the claim of Mr, Sturgis that five or six thuu- 
even if the result should be the closing of every cotton mill in the | Sand hands are employed is absurd, and I take the deduction that six- 
United States, because the property in these is certainly fairly their | teeD hundred hands all told are employed is correct. 

own. Whether the title is in them or not, having paid for them they Now, Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the Senate toa 
fairly own them. few of the statements made by these people themselves. In the ex- 

The operation of the tariff upon this article has been remarkable in amination of Mr. Sturgis, who appeared in the interest of these manu- 
some respects and plainly illustrates what we may look for in all other facturers, the Senatorfrom Kentucky [Mr. Beck] asked him this ques- 
cases of the kind. We have had a tax of 3 cents a yard upon cotton- | tion, as will appear on page 7 of the testimony taken by the committee: 
bagging, which the manufacturers state has given them a monopoly of | Senator Beck. And still went to Congress to ask Congress to give them a 
the cotton-bagging production in the United States, so that the result a in nag 4 that they might perpetuate this action; is not that so? 
of this tariff has been that the American manufacturers of this article } mdr et The present law would give it to you? 
produce all the bagging used in packing the cotton crop of the United | Mr. Srurais. The present law as it stands, yes. How long is that law going 
States, and that there is practically no manufacture of this article any- _—— Siiesel Mivteiahsen iene tilik Giintins th dade Wetieend 
where else. The consequence was that the manufacturers were able Mr, Srunets. This smovement is a temporary mavement It will be all over 
to combine at the beginning of the last season and increase the price of | in a couple of months. 
this product to quite 14 cents a yard—twice its former price—thereby, Senator Beck. After you have sold the bagging for this crop? 
as I believe, robbing the cotton-growers of this country of millions of | ™M* STC®6!. Yes; and you can not help it. 
dollars, The most extreme protectionists must admit that even if it This was given in answer to a question asked these people about why 
should be held to be proper and right that a tax should be imposed by | it was that they had come to make thiscombination. They stated that 
Government for the purpose of building up an industry, it ought never | they did it because of the threatened passage of the Mills bill, and that 
tocarry that policy to the extent of allowing the wholesale robbing of that would destroy their product, and therefore they went into the 
one class of citizens by another. combination to raise the price, and defied the committee and Congress, 

The history of this transaction all the way through shows the most | 4dmitting the conspiracy and the purpose, saying ‘‘ Yes; and you can 
flagrant injustice. If the bagging manufacturers have been enabled by | 20t help it.”’ : 

this tariff to increase the price of their product 3 cents a yard, the | On page 23 of the same report, Senator Beck, conducting the exam- 
amount of the tariff, as it seems they have been, then the American | ation, says: 

people have been compelled to pay them annually, under the operation Senator Beck. The cotton is now about to be moved, and there is no foreign 
of this law, a million and a half of dollars over and above the amount | 8'ng op bang? 

of money which would have been necessary to buy their bagging if| Senator Beck. And by reason of that fact, in addition to your protection that 
they had the liberty of buying it where they could buy cheapest. So a ye there is no bagging on hand to compete with you? 
about one million and a half of dollars has been given by the law to > s ae : a 
the manufacturers annually under the pretense that it was to enable | oly in producing bagging for three-quarters of the cotton of the world, if T am 
— on pay high — to a working people; yet an investigation enevert in my Sguses., ‘ . eID 

wi w, in my opinion, that the total amount of paid by all| ™r-* oe oo oe 

the Dstacens of this ‘cle in the United 8 caine aka abe he ngen oo Seen eg an yo gme could not made bagging for the 
will be found to be less than half a million dollars. Mr. Sturets. They could not, under the present tariff laws, 

But assume, for the sake of argument, that the claim of the manu- 

facturers themselves is correct and the cost of producing a yard of bag- 

ging in this country, including labor “‘and everything else of that sort,”’ 

to use an expression of their own, is 2cents a yard. That would make 
the total labor-cost of Deseing ® million dollars; and yet we have the 





with the agricultural laborers and planters of the South could ask that 
their labor be taxed, that their life may be made more burdensome in 
order to take $2,000,000, or any other amount, out of the pockets of 
these poor laborers, both white and colored, and place it in the pockets 
of the men who show themselves willing by combination to force out 
of them during the last year at least two and one-half or three millions 
of dollars of their own hard-earned money. 

I believe that this amendment ought to be adopted, and that these 
manufacturers should be taught a lesson, that when they have a tariff 
tax which is prohibitory in its character, and then are unwilling to 
take a fair and just profit, the Government should step in and say we 
will not continue a law that will enable you to fleece these laborers, 
whether they be engaged in farming or any other pursuit in which 
Americans engage. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. After what has been so well said by my 
colleague, it is scarcely necessary for me to say a word in explanation 








































































Senator Beck. I am speaking of the laws asthey exist. They could not make 
jae hay Ay ce (tame re gam they only make the bagging that is 
. Mr. Stureis. Of see : 
—— a you caught them without any supplies? 
Senator Beck. This contract was made in April, was it not? 
eee lars is paid by the farmers to the manu- ee Fa nei teen 
facturers on pretense of increasing the wages paid tolabor. If the ~~ See oes were hes ie Suir? 
farmers are to be compelled to pay this amount of money te the bag- Seceges fevavic hand sees kept the fact concealed from this committee, then ? 
p the Senator from Indiaua [Ms Tourin] thesther dey: ernie ta: | _ Senator vuck. And you aid fy ou purpose to Keep the people of the country 
the + r. PIE other ° jring t : ber tai t F urpose reep the people a _ - , 
ceetiaienen to pay increa-ed wages to their ee re ar the existence of your pool, so that no bagging could be made 
pretended this tax is laid, ought to be adepted and enforced, and the 
manufacturers ought not to be allowed to collect a million and a half 
dollars for the increase of wages when the whole amount they pay on 
that account is only one million, according to their utmost claim. 
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorcr] asks me how many 
laborers are engaged in the production of bagging. A letter was writ- 
ten last sammer by the president of a bagging company, which I read 
the time I offered a resolution here directing. the Committee on 
to inquire into this bagging trust. This letter was signed by 













Mr. Sturcis. Most certainly. We were in to make money, as I have testi- 
ied. 


Senator Beck. And you were in toconceal from this committee facts that they 
ought to know, were you not? 

Mr. Sturers. No, sir. It was none of the committee’s business. 

Senator Beck. You thought we had no business knowing it. 

Mr. Srureis. That is so. 

Senator Beck. But now you have told us about this. 

Mr. Sturcis. You asked me to come before you on this subject, and by your 
invitation I have done so. 

Senator Beck. We asked you before to give us all the information you had 
about the business. 
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= Srurais. No; youasked us to come before you to give you facts in regard 
“he tariff. 

ee Breck. Did you come by invitation, or did you ask to be allowed to 
come? 

- Mr. Srurers. I think we were invited to come, 

Senator Beck. By whom? 

Mr. Srurais. I do not remember; perhaps Senator ALLIson can tell. I know 
we were invited to direct our attention to the tariff. 

Senator ALpricu. I think the hearing came about by the request of Senator 
Bor.er, from South Carolina, that we would hear one of his constituents, 

Senator Beck. No matter how youcame. Did you not understand, when you 
were requested or asked to come—whatever it was—that you were to tell us the 
whole situation, so as to enable us to legislate propezly? 

Mr. Srurers. On the tariff business, yes, sir; but not on my private business, 

Senator Beck. Your private business is protected by the tariff, is it not? 

Mr. 8rurers. It is at the present time. 

Senator Beokx. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. Stuner, Yes, sir. 

Senator Beck, Very well. You came here, or were invited to come, to ad- 
vise us in regard to the tariff, were you not? 

Mr. Srureis. Yes, sir. 

Senator Beck. And you had at that time formed a trust or combination, 
whatever you call it? 

Mr. Srurass. We had signed our contract. 

Senator Becx. Months before; and yet you desired us, so far as you were 
concerned, to legislate in regard to the tariff as ifno such trust existed? 


Mr. GEORGE. He stated that? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It was a fact. . He admitted it; he never 
denied it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who stated it? 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. I have the answer to that question. Let 
me read it, 

Mr. Strurats. We desired legislation for the future, not for the present. The 
Mii!s bill will wipe us out of existence, » just as I have stated, completely. What 
were we going to do asa body of sensible business men? We were going to 
do the best possible for ourselves. If you tread on a worm he willturn, If you 
drive a business man into a hole he will get out of it ifhe can. 

The insincerity of this pretension that these people feared any unfair 
legislation is plainly shown by the fact that this combination was made 
weeks before they were here urging that the Mills bill be changed. 
They could not say that the Mills bill would not be changed. They 
knew perfectly well that that bill would not become a law, because 
there was a majority in this House of Congress that would not pass any 
such law, that would not pass any law reducing the burdens of taxa- 
tion imposed by our tariff laws, and theyas well understood that then 
as utey understand it now. The fact is that they had put their money 
into the purchase of mills and the purchase of stocks of bagging, as 
they testified before the committee weeks before that time. They took 
the chances. They were deliberately going to make this combination 
with the purpose of letting it be developed, when it wus so iate that 
bagging could not be manufactured abroad and brought here and sold 
in competition with them. 

They had a monopoly by reason of the tariff. They could not raise 
it above 8 cents unless they kept the mills of the outside world in ig- 
norance of the facts, because the testimony here shows that whenever 
the price was raised above 7 cents foreign baggingcamein. Their pur- 
pose, then, in concealing the matter when they were here urging both 
Houses of Congress to legislate in their interest, when they were here 
making piteous appeals, presenting petitions of workingmen asking 
that they should not be sacrificed by the Mills bill, they were conspir- 
ing, every single man of them, to get control of the bagging of the coun- 
try, and keeping that knowledge from the public, from Congress, until 
it waa so late that foreign producers could not manufacture the bagging 
and send it here in time to be used for the crop of last year. 

It seems to me when they did this vhey put themselves in such a 
position that they have no right to ask any favors at the hands of the 
American Congress. You placed the power in their hands of making 
this combination by giving them such a protective tariff as to drive out 
all other bagging mills and giving them the monopoly of the bagging 
production in this country; and after giving them that all they had to 
do was to make a combination quietly and secretly, to be done in so 
short a time before the cotton crop came that the foreign bagging- 
makers would have no notice and could not enter into competition with 
them. When they have put themselves outside of the Jaw, when they 
have undertaken by this iniquitous and unjust combination to rob a 
large class of the people of this country, it seems to me that the oo 
gress of the United States ought not longer to extend to them an 
of protection, Butif you are to give them any protection at all, 1 i sub. 
mit that it onght not to be of the same nature and character as chet 
which they have had for years past. 

There are some other statements made by these people, however, u 
this question of their combination and the purpose and intention o it, 
that I wish to call to the attention of the Senate. On page 27, Mr. 
Sturgis was questioned by Senator JonEs, of Nevada: 


Senator Jonzgs. Under existing circumstancesand under the existing tarifflaws 
could this arrangement be made at all perpetual? 

Mr. *rurers. No, sir; not under any circumstances. 

Senator Jonns. It could not be made to last ? 

Mr. Srunem, No, sir. 


. = Aupricn, It is only intended to cover the consumption of the present 


a Srorers. That is it. If it will last two months longer we will be satis- 


And they state in another part of the testimony that they intended to 
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raise the price about high enough to pay them out of last year’s crop for 
all their mills. 
On page 28, Senator Beck conducting the examination, this ere. 


Senator Beck. I want to bring out just what you are out of 
American cotton-planters under the operation of a law sent say p 
American labor. 


Mr. Stureis. We are going to get back a little of the mousy ouecened out of 
us during the last two years, when we were obliged to sell 

Senator Beck. During all that time you had a protection that waa an abso- 
lute prohibition as you ar 

Mr. Srurars. It resul in so many American mills that cut each others’ 
throats, and ran the price of the cloth down until we had to sell it below cost. 

Seaator Beck. You ran the price down with en absolute monopoly against 
oon competition? 


My. Strureis. For the good of the American planter, but we do not pro- 
pose to do it forever. 
Senator Beck. That was a sympathetic movement in favor of the cotton- 
planter and not the result of the law, then? Your sympathies were with the 
people, but did not remain there. 


r. Srurais. We needed the sympathies ourselves, and didn’t have any to 
ound for anybody else. This year we shall not need so much sympathy. 
Senator Jones. You sold at a loss in former years, and are getting back 
some of the money now? 
Mr. Sturers. That is exactly what we are doing. 

Mr. President, there could not be a more complete answer to the 
theory presented by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] the 
other day, that the purpose of protection was to increase production in 
this country and by increased production to decrease the price to the 
consumers of goods. Here we have an instance of a high protective 
tariff increasing the production of cotton-bagging to an enormous ex- 
tent and that increased production resulting in a beeen price, and 
that reduction in price resulting in its turn in a combination of manu- 
facturers which put the price back away beyond what it was even by 
a high protective tariff. In other words, you devise a system of pro- 
tection under the pretense of building up industries and impose a 
higher cost of goods on the consumers of the country to carry out your 
plan, and when the mills are built and a temporary reduction in price 
comes about, they are permitted by your high protective tariff to or- 
ganize a combination among the producers and the price is put back 
beyond and higher than it was before the inception of the original high 
tariff. That is the result of the operation, and here it is shown as 
plainly as can be in this case, and I respectfully submit it will always 
be the case in every effort of the same kind. 

On page 40, the chairman of the subcommittee asked Mr. Gratz, 
who was a witness upon this question, a St. Louis man, this: 

The CHarmMan,. Whatisthe price of baggingnow? IbelieveI have not asked 

Mr. Gratz. Twelve and one-half cents a yard to-day; will be one-fourth of a 
cent higher Monda 

The CHAIRMAN, What is occurring to advance the price? 

Mr. Gratz. We thought we could get that much more 

Senator Beck. You have the market effectually commaved! ? 

Mr. Gratz. We have it effectually cornered, and there is no power on earth 
can stop us except some of us die or turn thieves on the rest. : 
It seems to me that that was almost a confession on the part of Mr. 
Gratz that so far as the rest of the country was concerned they were 
all occupying at least an equivocal position, and the only danger to 
their combination was that they should turn thieves on each other, and 
they stated further that they intended to continue it, for he used this 

language: 
Mr. G After buyi h bagging and ri trol of 
mills to get two-thirds of all the bagging required for this Fear'scrop, we we waited 
to see Ww er the Mille bill wou ve us a rate of protection 
able us to continue in business ryear. It was ot ta ede 
was protection sufficient to insure us the continuance of our business the price 
Id not be ver, in case no sufficient 
of from time to time 
, in order to get out of the business this year 
ble enough money to pay for our machinery. This po'i-y has 
to this dave and we heme and expect to continue it. 


Now, Mr. President, I believe that the present tariff of three-fourths 
of acent a yard is more than ought to be allowed this article, even if 
we are determined to keep it on the tariff-list. I think I have shown suf- 
ficiently why there be no protection whatever to these people 
why they have forfeited ail claim to any protection from the United 
States Government. But if you should protect them, if you intend to 
protect them to the extent of the difference Se ame 
Tilt tak eaccomen hich otenl as there onght to be, ore higher 

as a or even 

wT oaaie ae er in just a minute or two, if the Senate will indalge 
me, what the difference in this cost is. eee en eee ae 
are produced in this country. If that is increased in 

a half ra as it would be under the operation of this bill, it will be 

of $750,000 annually. 

"r do not believe, as I said in the 
of labor in the production of 50,000,000 of cotton-bagging in this. 

a million because if, as the letter 
of the Peru Cotton 


50,000,000 in twelve months. 
te of a dolar a day-—and dll 

Soman testimony of Mr. Gratz, 
of Mr. Sturgis, and the otger witnesses who were examined was that 
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85 per cent. of the labor employed in the mills in the production of 
cotton-bagging was that of women and boys, and that they paid from 
60 cents to $1.10 a day for hands; that there werea few hands who got 
$2 to $2.50 a day, mechanics and so on, but the testimony shows that 
a dollar a day would be a fair average for the number of hands they 
have employed in the production of this article—then $300 a year is the 
averate of wages of each hand, and $300 a year for 1,600 hands would 
amount to $480,000 a year, the total amount of wages paid for the pro- 
duction of 50,000,000 yards of bagging. And the testimony of Mr. 
Murdock, who coh before the committee for the American manu- 
facturers, was that the labor cost to the India manufacturer was 7.2 cents 
per yard, which would give as the actual labor cost of 50,000,000 yards 
of bagging in India $360,000, or only $120,600 less than the labor cost 
here, while to compensate for this we authorize the collection of $750,- 
000, as shown above. 

It will appear that $500,000 is a fair estimate of labor cost in this 
country by considering this matter in another aspect. Mr. Gratz’s 
statement that two hundred hands in his mill produced 4,000,000 yards 
makes about 20,000 yards per hand per year; and the statement made 
by the Peru Mills, by Mr, Lehman, its president, that about one hun- 
dred hands produced about 3,000,000 yards would make 30,000 yards 
to the hand in a year. Then, if Mr. Gratz paid $200 per year for his 
hands, orif the Peru Mills paid $300 for a year’s wages, this would 
amount to 1 cent per yard as the labor cost, or an aggregate of $500,- 
000 for the entire production of 50,000,000 yards. 

The cost of the material used by these people in this country and in 
India can not vary very much. On page 103 is a statement made by 
= Murdoch to the committee investigating this question, in which 

@ Says: 
*'Jute is exclusively a product of India and is marketed as long or “loose” 
jute in and near Calcutta. 

Jute-butts are the root or “butt” end of the jute-stalk cut off because of un- 
fitness for fine work. 

American a is made from jute-butts. : 

Loose jute is n the Calcutta native bazaar, and is worth 25 cents 
ee or one-quarter cent per pound less than jute baled and ready 

Loose jute is brought down the rivers by the natives in small quantities and 
bought by large ers. 

We have the statement that loose jute is worth 25 cents a hundred 
pounds in India, and when packed for shipment one-fourth cent per 

und more; that would be about $12 a ton for jute-butts in India. 

timate ocean freight at the same amount, and the raw material of 
this product costs, laid down in New York, $26 per ton. The state- 
ment was made by Mr. Gratz, I believe, that the loss in jute in the 
manufacture of was about 10 percent. In the manufacture, 
then, of 3,000,000 yards of ing, weighing 6,000,000 pounds, if 10 
per cent, was lost the weight of the jute required would be 6,600,000 
poundsofjute. Divide that by 2,200, in round numbers, as the number 
of pounds in a ton, and you have 3,000 tons as the quantity of ju 
butts necessary to produce the 3,000,000 yards of bagging made at the 
Peru Mills. That would cost, then, putting the prime cost at $13 a 
ton and adding $13 for freight, $26 a ton delivered in New York. 
Twenty-six dollars a ton is a fair price, asshown by the testimony here. 


Mr. Durree. Jute is now $40 a ton, and jute-butts are now $27 a ton. 
Senator Beck. Where? 
Mr. Durres. That is the foreign price of them. 
Senator Beck. Is that price made up from the price in London and Liverpool 
or where the stuff grows? 
Mr. Gratz. It is Calcutta jute and jute-bniis. . 
Mr. Durresz. It is the English ets that govern, I presume. 


This statement shows that $26 a ton would be a fair price for the 
butts delivered in New York. Add, then, to the $78,000 which the 
jute-butts would be worth in New York $9,000 for domestic transpor- 
tation from New York to Muncy, Ill.—and that is what Mr. Gratz 
stated it to be—then add 2 cents per yard for labor, etc., their own 
statement, and we get the total cost for the manufacture of 3,000,000 
i of bagging, $147,000, or less than 5 cents a yard cost in the 

nited States. Mr. Gratz’s statement of domestic freight and cost of 
manufacture is as follows: 


The Cuarmmay,. Do you remember what the freight is on a ton of jute from 
New York to Muncie? 
ae Gratz. Let us ee the hundred-weight, and I can get at it. 


CHAIRMAN. Very ls : 
Mr. Gratz. It is about 15 cents hundred pounds by way of the canal. 
Brcx. Nigh price. 


CHAIRMAN. Is not that pretty high? 
Mr. Gratz. That is the lowest transportation known in the world by rail. 
Fifteen cents per hundred pounds is $3 a ton. 
fie, Guan, When yen tenet tn 188% 
r. GRATZ. you on . 
The CHAIRMAN. Three dollars a ton iciineceratal tous? 
Mr. Gratz. Yes, sir; that is compressed to a very close capacity, and they 
load it on an ra ae 30, wt ye mony on @ car. 
naanator BEcK. would be 15 tons at 2,000 pounds to the ton. About 15 
Mr. Gratz. It measures 40 pounds to the cubic foot. 
CHAIRMAN. Forty pounds to the cubic foot as it is compressed ? 
Mr. Gratz. As it is compressed. 
The CHArrMAN. It is compressed in Calcutta and sent in that way? 
Mr. Grarz. Yes, sir. 
The Is it also baled? 
Mr. Gratz. It is baled in Calcutta in 7 closely compressed bales, and 
ce to each bale, and weighing 400 pounds to each bale; and 
80 that it is an expensive and difficult process to open these bales. 





























































































The CuArmmMan. What are they bound with; with iron? 

Mr. Gratz. With pape. and when the ropesare taken off the bale is about as 
hard to splitas a pine log. It has been packed so long and so hard it is matted 
together. 

Again, on pages 34 and 35: 

The Cuarrmman. What do you say would be the cost, including pretty much 
everything—management at St. Louis, and cost of selling at a fair estimate? 

Mr. Gratz. We figure that if we can get over and above the costof the raw 
material 1} to 2 cents a yard for the Muncie mill we are getting out even or a 
little better. But then we have to pay a little more freight than if we were lo- 
cated elsewhere and where first cost is higher. There are mills that make their 
bagging at a cost of 2} cents nearly, and some ata cost of 2and2} cents per yard, 
In going through and getting information on that subject this year we set the 
price as being 2 cents a yard, that being low enough to cover in absolute good 
Seen ® well-located, good mill, and being high enough to make a reasonable 

owing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Two cents a yard added to the cost of your material ? 

Mr. Gratz. Yes, sir. 

The CHArRMAN. That is, the 2 centsa yard would be the cost of labor? 

Mr. Gratz. Labor, supplies, and all those things that come in, and a reason- 
able allowance for wear agd tear. 

The CuarrnMan. What is the cost of the raw material, say at Muncie? 

Mr. Gratz, The raw material varies always. 

The CHarrMay. Two pounds to a yard; how much raw jute would that take? 

Mr. Gratz. It is estimated that jute loses 10 per cent. 

. ae CHAIRMAN, It would take 2 pounds and two-tenths of a pound of jute, 
then ? 

Mr. Gratz. Two and four-tenths on that basis. 

The CHAIRMAN. He will lose one-tenth? 

Mr. Gratz. Yes; youareright. We drew upfor you last year and submitted 
an estimate of the cost of making bagging and delivering it at the markets, 
Muncie is not a market. 

The CHArrnMAN. Delivered at New Orleans? 

Mr. Gratz. Delivered at New Orleans; and that is as nearly fair and accurate 
as an estimate can be made. 

The CHarrMANn. That was 7.08 cents. 

Mr. Gratz. Seven and eight-hundredths cents a yard on 2pound bagging at 
the markets. 

The Cuarrmay, That included, of course, transportation from Muncie to New 
Orleans or St. Louis? 


He states 2 cents as the labor cost, and says he includes in the labor, 
the ‘‘labor, supplies, and all those things that enter into it, and makes 
a reasonable allowance for wear and tear.’’ Then, allowing 2 cents a 
yard, which includes everything in addition to the actual labor costs 
you have the cost of this product to the manufacturers in the United 
States less than 5 centsa yard. All these facts show that a tariff of 
three-eighths of a cent a pound, as proposed in the Mills bill by the 
House of Representatives, is ample protection, and would give $30,000 
more than the difference between the cost paid to labor in the United 
States and that paid in India, even when you accept as true the state- 
ment of the American manufacturers of the labor cost of their product. 

There are a number of things that might be referred to in this con- 
nection, but I will content myself with a reference to one or two other 
points. 

The spirit with which these witnesses appear before the committee, 
is one that, it strikes me, will not make a favorable impression upon 
the Senate. Mr. Gratz made this statement in reply to a question put 
by the chairman of the subcommittee: 


The additional price now being charged amounts to about 35 cents a bale on 
cotton, and as the average cotton-planter raises about five bales annually, the 
additional tax on the average planter amounts to $1.75 a year; somewhere in 
the neighborhood of the same amount of money he spends per month for to- 






The CHAIRMAN. That is, if he uses it? 

Mr. Gratz. He mostly uses it, and mixes it with whisky. 

This man testifies that he had been engaged in this trade for years. 
It has been, I suppose, a business in which he has made his living, and 
perhaps a fortune. Those to whom he has been selling his goods for 
all these years, and with whom he has been having these business re- 
lations, he sees fit to appear before a committee of the Senate of the 
United States and to slander in this infamous way. A viler slander 
never fell from the lips of any human being. The awful warning in 
the case of Ananias seems to have been lost upon him. I do not be- 
lieve there is any more sober, any more industrious, or any more hon- 
est people in the United States, or on the face of the earth, than are 
these people; and when this man goes out of his way to attempt to 
traduce them, and gratuitously attacks them, .as he does here, he de- 
grades himself, if he is capable of degradation, but he does not hurt 
the men whom he slanders. He further says, and I ask the attention 
of the Senate to this expression by this same dealer who has been living 
off these cotton-planters all these years: 

But in this country the cotton is baled and Jaid on the ground for perhaps a 
month ; then it stands out in the rain until it getssufficiently wet to market it; 
it is then driven to market carefully on a damp day and sold there. The buyer 
stands it on the sidewalk or delivers it at the railroad station, where it is ex- 
posed to the rain again on the platform. 

There is an evident purpose on the part of this man to have the com- 
mittee of the Senate believe that it was the deliberate practice of the 
cotton-planters to put their cotton out and have it rained on to make it 
wet for the purpose of increasing its weight and thereby robbing the 
purchaser. That man knew when he uttered it that he was utter- 
ing as base a slander as any human being ever originated on the face 
of the globe. He knew and I hope the committee knew well enough 
that it would be nonsense to undertake to impose on dealers wet cct- 
ton. Cotton must unavoidably becomedampand wetsometimes. There 
is no doubt about that. But when this man intimated that these peo- 
ple deliberately put their cotton in this condition for the purpose of 
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wetting it he uttered a slander that ought to call upon his head the 
anathema of every intelligent man in the cotton country. I hope he 
will be remembered by the people he has sought an opportunity to 
defame. 

There is ove bright spot to this ugly picture. The Ludlow cotton 
mit], I believe, situated in Boston, Mass., refused to enter this com- 
bination and stood outside of it, as I understand. I do not know that 
it is trne, but I understand they sold their product at about the old 
prices. I take very great pleasure in mentioning that mill by nam 
and I hope that it too will be remembered. I hope their conduct wil 
command the respect and admiration of this whole country, as it de- 
serves to do. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the name of that mill? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Ludlow mill, of Boston, Mass. I 
understand that is the name and location. Iam not sure of it, but 
I understand they refused to raise the price of their product and sold 
it at the regular price. The owners and managers of that mill ought 
to be treated with respect and consideration as honest men, and I 
should sincerely regret any injury done them in legislation or other- 
wise; but I believe if there is any way te reach the others whe entered 
into this combination to raise the price of cotton-bagging, if there is 
any way to punish them or of preventing a repetition of their rascality 
I am in favor of doing it. 

If the committee are unwilling to place this article on the free-list, 
I respeetfully submit that the amount of the tariff in the Mills bill is 
ample, and, as I have shown, more than enough to pay the labor cost 
between this product in India and in the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I represent in part a State which 

roduces more cotton than any similar area of land in the world, the 
Caen eotton-producing State in the Union except Texas, which has, I 
believe, about five times the area of Mississippi. This imposes upon 
me, Mr. President, the duty of saying something on the subject of the 
particular question now before the Senate, and if I can have, which I 
am sure I shall not have, the attention of Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber toa plain statement of the facts which ought to be 
considered by the Senate, I should have some hope at least that this 
great injustice done to the laborers of the South would not be perpe- 
trated 


I have listened with pleasure to the very instructive and interesting 
debate upon this subject from the Senators from Arkansas, whose State 
is also largely interested in this question. They have given us facts 
and figures of a most interesting character and well calculated to stop 
the majority of the Senate in its purpose to pass this bill as it now 
stands. 

I had the curiosity, Mr. President, whilst that debate was going on, 
to cast my — over the other mes of high duty of to see if there oa 
one single tor charged with the uty 0 upon 
question which interests so many people, as I will or tees I sit 
down, who was paying the slightest attention to what was being said. 
I failed to discover any Senator upon that side who was not either 
reading or writing or engaged in conversation. So I take it that the 
very interesting and the very able presentation of the side of the ques- 
tion in favor of free has not been heard and will therefore 
not be considered by the majority of the Senate. 

I do not expect a better fate than was accorded to the Senators from 
Arkansas, yet. I believe the facts are such that if all were considered 
calmly and fairly there would be a unanimous judgment of this Sen- 
ate in favor of the relief asked by the Senators from Arkansas. 

{ do not intend to make a partisan Mr. President, though 
there is great provocation for doing so. If anybody upon the other 
side will do me the honor of listening to what I say, I say noth- 
ing te offend his sensibilities, and all I can say will be to persuade him 
from doing this injustice. 

I understand that it is the theory upon which protective duties are 
levied that we wish to benefit American labor. So far as benefit can 
come to the American laborer from an imposition of duties upon foreign 
prodacts it hae my sympathy. If I can be persuaded—— 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, may—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not want to be interrupted now. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senater—— 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not want to be interrupted now. If I can be 
persuaded that it is for the benefit of the great mass of the toilers of 
the United States, the toilers in the factories, the toilers in the mines, 
the toilers in the fields, that protective duties should be levied, I for 
one shall cast my vote for protective duties. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator now allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; I want to get through. 

This tax of three-quarters of a cent a yard is levied in the name of 
American labor. It is justified, because, as I understand it, the great 
mass of American labor will be benefited by the levy of the tax. Iam 
willing to try the question before the Senate upon the simple proposi- 
tion, does this tax, not the general protective system, but does this par- 
ticular tax benefit the American laborer? I say thatso far from bene- 
fiting the American laborer, it is to the extent of the tax levied an 
onerous and un unjust imposition upon American labor. I asked the 
Senator from Arkansas who last addressed the Senate, and who had gone 
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to the pains of gathering and presenting to the Senate a 
useful rmation upon this subject, how many laborers in United 
States were engaged in manufacturing jute- He assured me 
1,600. Put it at 5,000; I will take the largest number claimed by 
the men who in the name and under color, the dishonest color, of these 
laberers come before the American Congressand ask for the imposition 
of this tax. How many laborers are taxed? I will give you 5,000 as 
the number of the men interested as laborers in making this baggi 
and I go further, and against the truth of the case, too, as I “oleoieal 
it, I will admit that 5,000 laborers are benefited by the tax, 
though I believe only the manufacturers are benefited by it, but I will 
concede that. How many laborers on the other side contribute to this 
tax? 

The cotton crop of the United States last year was a little over 
7,000,000 bales. This year it will be in that neighborhood; I mean 
this fiscal year, this cotton year; I mean the year 1889. The esti- 
mates are in the neighborhood of 7,000,000 bales. I undertake to 
say, and I will verify it by the experience of every Senator in this 
Chamber who has any knowledge of cotton-planting, that three bales to 
the laborer, that is, to the person who works on the farm and raises 
cotton, though he may raise other things, is a large estimate; that is 
to say, for every three bales of cotton raised there is a laborer in the 
Southern Stetes of this country. directly engaged in producing. Divide 
7,000,000 by 3 and you have 2,333,333 laborers engaged in raising 
cotton, upon every one of whom is imposed this tax. 

Bat Senators may think that it is the cotton-planter, that it is the 
man who owns the land, who is the person that paysit. I will state 
now in the hearing of the Senate and before the public of the South, 
who are to judge of the correctness of my statements, that more than 
one-half, largely more than one-half, of the 7,000,000 bales of cotton 
is raised by men who work with their own hands in its production 
and who are the owners of the cotton after it is raised; or in other 
words, of the 2,333,333 laborers engaged in the production, more than 
one million and a quarter of them plant the cotton as their own, raise 
it as their own, gather it as their own, and pay all the expenses of gin- 
ning it as, their own, and therefore pay this tax directly. If gentle- 
men suppose that there exist in the South to any i extent— 
I put it in that way—men with large plantations who employ labor for 
wages to raise cotton for them, the cotton being the property of the 
owner of the land in all its stages from the time it is planted to the 
time that itis sold—I say if gentlemen suppose that state of affairs to 
exist to roa extent, they are mistaken. 

I speak from observation, from a long familiarity with the 
of cotton in the richest cotton district in the world, where nine- 
tenths of the cotton raised in that district from the time the seed goes 
peg ge until the time the cotton is ginned and baled is the prop- 
erty of the man, of the child, of the woman, whoraised it. I happen to 
havea small interestinsome plantations, which produce probably 1,500 
bales of cotton, and not one bale, not one pound, not one lock, of that 
cotton belongs to the owner of the plantation. It all belongs to the 
laborer. 

So then I want the Senate to understand when they impose this tax 
upon bagging they are imposing it directly, not indirectly; immedi- 
ately, not mediately, through circumventions and all that sort of thing, 
but directly upon the man, or the woman, or the child—lI use all these 
terms because men, women, and children are in the production 
of cotton—who furnishes the manual labor to the cotton. Sowe 
come to this point: Assume that the Senator from Arkansas was mis- 
taken in su ing that only 1,600 hands were engaged in the man- 
ufacture of jute bagging, that the witness from whom he read was 
correct—that there were 5,000—and then assume, in addition to that, 
contrary to the facts of the caseas he read (because they only got from 
85 cents to $1.10 a day), that these 5,000 laborers receive the benefit 
of this tax in that they get from 85 cents to $1.10 a day, then you im- 
pose this burden upon more than a million and a quarter of laborers 
who, I am sorry to say, in many instances where the land is not 
productive, do not earn by their work when they are working for them- 
selves as much as 85 cents, $1, or $1.10 per day. 

going, in the false name of labor, 


raass of 


to impose this unjust tax upon 
women and poor children who are in raising 
I think you will do it; I am afraid you will do it; but when voudo 
it you will, in the plainest and most unequivocal manner, put your 
hands into the pockets of poor, struggling, laboring people to the num- 
ber of more than a million and a quarter, for what? To give 5,000 
men higher wages than the average of the laborers who pay the tax. 
If these 5,000 men got it all I might be content; but there is nota 
man on this floor who.does not know that the laborers, these 5,000 
laborers, do not get it all. They get a small partofit. Whom, then, 
do you benefit? Andif I can not call the attention of Senators on 
the other side to that fact I will take the liberty of calling 
the attention of the country to it. If you have determined in your 
caucus that you will put bill through without reference to its 
tice, that you will ‘‘steal the livery of heaven,’’ the garb of the 5,000 
laborers, for the purpose of serving the devil, the robbery of the million 
and a quarter laborers in the South, I will tell the country where it 
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has gone. I need not tell the South; I need not tell any of the poor 
laborers in the South, many of whom you upon the other side assume 
a special wardship and guardianship for—I need not tell them for 
whose benefit it is. 

You have heard the story of the cotton-bagging trust as it was so 
fally and so truthfully expounded by the Senator from Arkansas. 
Why, sir, these poor laborers, a million and a quarter of them directly 
interested, had been in the habit of getting the cotton-bagging to clothe 
their cotton in at from 8 to 9 cents by retail. They paidit. Last year 
something happened that has been detailed by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas; a secret combination was made between the manufacturers of 
bagging, whose interests are now endeavoring to advance and fur- 
ther at the expense of the millions of the laborers of the South, by 
which they shut up a large portion of the mills. Was there any ben- 
efit to the laborers in the mills that were closed up? They were dis- 
charged; they were turned out to take care of themselves in an over- 
crowded labor market, or possibly subsisting on the cold charities of 
the millionaire manufacturers of the North. They were not protected. 
They went ont. Cot ing was raised in price just about 100 per 
cent., and they did it, and I want the country to understand that. I 
would like Senators upon the other side to give it a little reflection if 
they would do me the honor and the poor people of the South engaged 
in raising cotton and for whom they are legislating the honor to con- 
sider a moment about this matter. 

These men formed their trust; they shut down the mills; they raised 
the price of bagging 100 per cent. at a time when it was impossible for 
the people of the South, the laborersof the South, to take any steps 
to counteract the robbery. It was robbery, pure, simple, undisguised. 
If there is a man on the other side of the Chamber who believes that 
this cotton-bagging trust was not robbery, when I get through I in- 
vite him to make that declaration to the country atlarge. They were 
robbers; they were conspirators. They met together in secret; they 
signed a bond to rob the laborers of the South in secret. They came 
before the Committee on Finance of the Senate with that bond sigrred 
and sealed in their pockets, but refused to make known the conspiracy 
in which they were engaged,and they made their millions. They 
stopped part of the factories; they threw out on the cold charities of 
the world a large number of laborers, and then under the name, the 
faise pretenses of benefiting the laborers who had been turned ont on 
the streets, they came before the Finance Committee concealing their 
conspiracy and at the proper time proceeded to go through with the 

of the rest of thelaborers of the country. They robbed half 
of their own and then proceeded to the delicate and interesting, shall I 
say Christian-like, patriotic—because I believe, sir, everything is patri- 
otic and everything is Christian-like that is on the side of a protective 
tariff and everything is devilish and mean which is on the other side— 
then they proceeded deliberately to rob more than a million, more than 
a million and a quarter of laborers, in the South; and they come here 
now and ask what? Thatisthe point. They ask what? Inthe name 
of the laborers whom they have thus ou and robbed they claim 
from the American Senate—mark what I say—they claim from the 
American Senate the means, the instrument, by which they can repeat 
the robbery in the future. 

That is where the thing stands. Having been convicted by their 
own confessions as well as by the current history of the country for the 
last three or four morths of the most infernal and most infamous con- 
spiracy against the rights of the poor laborers of this country, North 
and South, they ask the American Senate to furnish them with the 
a to give them the opportunity of continuing the robbery in the 

‘ture. 

Mr. President, is the American Senate ready for that sort of an oper- 
ation? I hope not. If you are to become the aiders and abettors of 
these conspiracies, you are just as guilty as they of this robbery, with 
less excuse. They rob that they may put pelf in their pockets. If we 
do it we must do it because we like the principle upon which the oper- 
ation is performed. That is the way that thingstands. Are you ready 
for it? Are you ready, because the million and a of laborers 

iNage live in the South, to rob them in order that the fort- 
rs, every one of whom ought to be in the peni- 
iary and would be there under any system of just and wise eco- 
ws, may be still further built up? ‘You rob this million and 
@ quarter that these its, these conspirators may enhance their 
profits by the million. 85-cents-a-day man, the dollar-a-day man, 
and the dollar-and-a-q man out of their little hard earnings 
must be made to contribute to the ov wn fortunes of a set of in- 
conspirators against the welfare of the people of the United 
Btates. That is the attitude of this question. 

So, sir, I believe that if Senators upon the other side could dismiss 
party feeling, dismiss party prejudice, would open their eyes, honest, 
sympathetic men forthe misfortunes of 


that voice would be that for the future, from this day 
laborers of the country should not be made the subject of 
robbery by the conspirators in the cotton-bogging trust. 

. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] began his argument on this question by an unjust and gra- 
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tuitous fling at this side of the Chamber by calling attention to the al- 
leged fact that we had not listened to all the arguments made by the 
two Senators from Arkansas. If he considers that a proper and deco- 
rous course of debate in this Chamber, he is welcome to his opinions 
upon that subject. I listened with interest to the statements made by 
the Senators from Arkansas on this question. It is not a question 
without some difficulty. The Committee on Finance examined it 
with as much care as they could during the last session, with a view 
to fix a proper rate of duty upon this particular article. The present 
duty is 14 cents per pound. The proposed duty in the substitute is 
one-half of that, or three-fourths of a cent. A part of this reduction 
was made because under this bill we provide that the raw material of 
this manufacture shall come in free of duty, that raw material being 
jute-butts, now paying $5 per ton. 

I think, taking this testimony by and large, taking all the statements 
made by all the persons who appeared before the committee, it is plain 
that this rate of duty proposed in the committee’s substitute is the 
lowest rate that can be fixed by the bill if cotton-bagging is to be made 
in the United States. I will say that every manufacturer of cotton- 
bagging unites in the statement that this duty is too low as placed 
here by the Committee on Finance, and my own judgment is that it 
is rather lower than it ought to be fixed at. I think another eighth 
of a cent per pound perhaps would be necessary in order to enable the 
manufacturers in this country to compete successfully with manufact- 
urers in others. So this question is one that practically relates not to 
this paragraph alone but to every paragraph in the bill. If you will 
take the arguments of the two Senators from Arkansas, and notably 
the argument, or statement, rather, of the Senator from Mississippi, 
this bill in detail would be cut off and destroyed. 

This is not a question of contest between five thousand laborers on 
one side, if you please, and a million of laborers on the other. Itisa 
question whether or not under existing conditions it is wise for all 
these laborers to have cotton-bagging and other things manufactured 
in this country, or whether it is wiser for us in detail to root up every 
manufacturing industry in the country and have all these things manu- 
factured elsewhere. That is all there is in this question; and when 
Senators argue upon cotton-bagging they are simply illustrating the 
case with an example which applies practically to the whole system of 
schedules in the bill. Therefore, I accept the gage laid down by the 
Senator from Mississippi; and will say to him that in the judgment of 
this side of the Chamber it is wise to have thisarticle manufactured in 
our own country rather than have it wholly manufactured in other 
countries, because we believe (certainly I believe) that it is wiser and 
better and more profitable to the millions of people who are engaged 
in producing cotton that this industry should exist here rather than 
that it should be destroyed, as the Senators from Arkansas and the 
Senator from Mississippi boldly avow their intention to do. 

The raw material of cotton-bagging is not produced in this country 
practically, although I believe it is stated that there is some jute now 
produced in Texas. I do not know how that fact may be. It is so 
claimed, I believe, by gentlemen who have been before the Committee 
on Finance. This is a raw material produced exclusively in India. 
It enters largely into the consumption of every civilized country. This 
manufacture on the whole amounts to many millions of dollars. This 
manufacture has grown up in this country, so that there is now ma- 
chinery sufficient to produce twice the amount of cotton-bagging needed 
for the covering of all the cotton in the United States, and up to this 
last year competition in this product was so close that the manufact- 
urers sold their product practically at a loss, or at least without profit. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. ‘Will the Senator state at what price they 
sold that was without a profit? 

Mr. ALLISON, The price was from 7}, I believe, to 8 cents per 
yard. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Does the Senator state that that was 
without a profit ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I said that I believed it was without profit, upon 
the representations made to the committee on this subject and state- 
ments made before it. I will come to tli Senator’s figures later on as 
to the cost. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me say right there that in my own city there is a 
cotton-bag mill which has been lying idle now for four years and can 
not manufacture and make a profit by any possibility. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Was that cotton-bagging mill idle as a 
part of the agreement of this recent conspiracy, or because it would 
not pay to make cotton-bagging? 

Mr. FRYE. It di-appeared from business four years ago, and has 
not started up since. It was recently offered for sale at $90,000, when 
its original cost was $800,0v0. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I repeat that prior to last year, as 
appeared at least to the satisfaction of Senators upon the Committee 
on Finance, cotton-bagging was produced ata loss in this country, ow- 
ing to the sharp competition between our own manufacturers. Now, 
the Senators from Arkansas say that it is wise for them to utterly de- 
stroy this manufacture in our country. What will become of them 
when that is done? They will be relegated back to the situation be- 
fore these manufacturers produced cotton-bagging, when they paid from 
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12 to 18 cents a yard for what they have been getting for the last five 
or six years at from 7 to 8. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator alow me—— 

Mr. ALLISON. In a moment. They will be relegated not toa 
trust in the United States that can be controlled at will if we have the 


resolution to doit, but they will be relegated to a trust that is now in 
existence 10,000 miles away, who can then impose such charges upon 
this cotton-bagging as they may choose to impose by combinations 
which now exist in Calcutta as wellasin the United States. Instead of 


having two competitors at least, they will have turned over this great 
industry (for it is a great industry as applied to our people) to a foreign 
people 10,000 miles away, to impose upon them just such conditions 
as they choose. That is the alternative that the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas presents to the American Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator stated that the bagging which is now 
used had formerly been sold at 12 or 14 centsa yard. That, I be- 
lieve, was the statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated from 12 to 18 cents. 

Mr. BERKY. I ask the Senator if that was not a wholly different 
character of bagging, much more expensive than the present bagging 
that is used; and is not the bagging used now a different bagging? 
At that price it was made of hemp and made a different way; not so 
coarse, and more expensive in the making. I ask, further, if the man- 
ufacturers who appeared before this committee did not so testify ? 

Mr. ALLISON, I state without fear of contradiction that bagging 
masie of jute and hemp, whether it was a different bagging or not— 
they are improving these articles all the time—that the covering for 
cotton cost from 12 to 18 cents a yard until this industry was devel- 
oped in the United States, and then it was reduced to from 7 to 8 cents 
ver yard. 

' Now, we have reduced this duty one-half, and I have stated also— 
which is a matter perfectly well known—tkat there is a combination 
or trust in Calcatta which is the competitor of our manufacturers of 
this article, which combination is as close a compact as was the unjust 
combination made by these manufacturers in our own country last 
year, and which regulates the amount of output of bagging in Calcutta 
and fixes the price; and but for the competition in this country it 
would impose a much higher rate upon the cotton-planters and cotton- 
producers of the South. 

Now, because we impose here a moderate duty of three-fourths of 
a cent a pound in order to enable our own manufactures to exist in 


_ this country, the Senator from Mississippi rises up in his place in ab- 


solute indignation at the idea that American labor shall be protected 
in this industry. 

Why, Mr. President, in the making of this bill we have not mar- 
shaled men on one side or the other. We have believed and do be- 
lieve that there is sufficient enterprise, and energy, and activity among 
sixty-five milliens of ple to induce proper competition in the pro- 
duction of these articles and make them as cheap as they naturally 
would be to the consumers of them. That is the difference between 
this side of the Chamber and that. The Senator from Mississippi 
would cut off this industry. The nextindustry that he would cut or 
if possible, would be cutlery, the next another, and thus he would 
higgle at this tariff until every industry in this country would be de- 
stroyed in detail. That is what the Senator from Mississippi proposes 
in his argument. That is his meaning and p because he is a 
free-trader. He believes in destroying our industries one by one, and 
begins at cotton-bagging. 

Mr. President, I have just one word to say as respects the combina- 
tion of last year—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him before 
he takes his seat, as he has made a reference to me about my opinions? 
And I just want to say that he has no authority for the statement he 
has made—none in the world. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have as much authority derived from the argu- 
ment of the Senator as he has to say to me that I had not listened to 
the argument he put on record, that I did not listen to the argument 
of the two Senators from Arkansas. 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not observe the Senator, and I looked over 
_ If the Senator was listening, I omitted to see it. I am sorry 

‘or it. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me say a word. 

Mr. ALLISON. Just one word, and I shall yield to the Senator. 

The Senator from Mississip 
the free-list. That is free trade in cotton-baggi 
of the industry in the United States. I say, 
tion as an example, he is a free-trader. 

Mr. PLATT. I know—— 

Mr. GEORGE. All the Senator wants to put—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAtMerin the chair). The Sen- 
— from Connecticut is recognized, the Senator from Iowa yielding to 

im. 

Mr. PLATT. If I have the floor I propose to keep it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut first. 

Mr. PLATT. I avail myself of the courtesy of the Senator from Iowa 
to say what the Senator from Mississippi would not let me say when 


and the destruction 
his own illustra- 
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he was malty Sts apeseh; samt thes Se thal Ide net wish it to go in tho 
RECORD that I did not listen to the statements of the Senators from 
Arkansas, I think I heard every word that either of them said. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Iowa says I am a free-trader be- 
cause I want cotton-bagging to come in free of duty. Iam pro /antoa 
free-trader. By the same argument the Senator isa free-trader, because 
he wants jute-butts to come in free. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator argues in a curious circle. The Sen- 
ator wants cotton-bagging to come in free, the inevitable effect of which 
will be to destroy the cotton-bagging industry in this country; and no 
man knows it better than he does, if he knows anythin ones it, be- 
cause it is as — asa pike-staff. Now he says, by the same argu- 
ment, because I am for letting jute-butts in free, I am also a free-trader. 
I am for letting jute-butts in free because that is a raw material neces- 
sary to this manufacture which is not produced in this country ont 
which will not be produced in this country. I am for agenniny bag 
raw material free in order that the price of aniien-eans may be re- 
duced to the people who consume cotton- i that the cost of 
production Sean be wdineal so as to com with those who are pro- 
ducing this article in Calcutta, and, as Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
CULLOM] very well remarks, in order to preserve our labor system. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator one moment to ask 
him, carrying out the logic of his own tion that he would impose 
a tax upon jute-butts, if he does not think that the American people 
might be stimulated to go into the cultivation of jute in this country? 
It can be made here. 

Mr. ALLISON. IftheSenator from South Carolina, whois familiar 
with these matters, would assure me that in his opinion jute can be 
produced in this country in a sufficient quantity within a reasonable 
time for the uses of our country, I might entertain that proposition; 
but for myself I do not believe jute will be or can be produced eco- 
or this country. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no doubt about the fact that jute can be 
produced in this country, and if the Senator will give me reasonable 
time I think it very likely I can give him the assurance that quite a 
sufficient quantity will be produced here to make all the bagging nec- 
essary to wrap the cotton crop in this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very glad to hear the Senator say so. We 
have had a duty upon these articles fora great many years, and I have 
not heard of the successful production here. I paused to hear of the 
success of this industry in Texas. No response came from the Senators 
from Texas, and therefore I went on with my argument on the assump- 
tion that jute is not produced in this country. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word respecting the combination of 
last year. I think it was a combination that every good man ought to 
condemn. It was a combination of speculators in an article which they 
knew they could corner. That is all there was about it. They came 
to this city; undertook to have a hearing elsewhere as respects this sub- 
ject. As theystated in the testimony, they saw a bill which 
would absolutely destroy their industry and the money had in- 
vested in it. They said, as an excuse (which was no excuse, I admit), 
that because they saw a disposition in to destroy their indus- 
try, coming as they su from the where this article was 
most used, they did e a combination for time being to advance 
the price of the article. 

. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator has just stated that these 
speculators saw the possibility of a corner in thisarticle. 1 wish to ask 
him if that did not result from the previous tariff that had been im- 
posed for on this article by the Government? Did not that pos- 
 * t from the tariff? 

. ALLISON. No, sir; it had no more relation to the existing tariff 
than the Koran had. They produced the article in this country, hav- 
ing a duty of 1} cents a pound, and as fast as any appeared in the 
market for sale they p it until they had accumulated in this 
combination the entire stock, and then when the 


pi says he wants to put cotton-bagging on | si 


one did every man who 


Mr. ALLISON. Nobody stated that, orif: 
the it was an absurdity. 


uestion would have known 


bination was the result of the tariff, it seems to me, can not be sustained 
for a moment, because if the ters had known this combination 
was to be made they could have imported the at the rate of 9 
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in Calcutta that enabled them temporarily to levy this tribute = 
the cotton-producers; and now the Senators want us to destroy these 
manufactures and ali others in our country and relegate their whole 
constituency to the combination in Calcutta, which is 10,000 miles 
away. In other words, they want to put themselves in the power ofa 
combination 10,000 miles away, because temporarily a few men com- 
bined to raise the price of cotton-bagging here last year. 

That never can occur again. That combination never can be made 
again. I undertake to say that the Senators from Arkansas and the 
Senator from Mississippi for his 1,500 bales of cotton can now buy all 
the cotton-bagging necessary to cover it for8 centsa pound. Thatwas 
an exceptional situation which never can occur again. Nobody, it 
seems to me, ought to have any doubt —— that subject. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Why not, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator? Why not? 

Mr. ALLISON. That situation is not likely to occur again, because 
the men who consume cotton-bagging will not let it occur again. Do 
you suppose that the Senator from Mississippi will sleep and lie by 
until next year and allow these men to combine? What does it cost to 
put up a jute-mill? Will not thecotton planters and producers put up 
mills of their own which will not enter into such acombination? It 
is perfectly absurd to suppose that an interest of this magnitude is 
going to lie by for any considerable number of years and allow four or 

ve men to pocket a million dollars or two million dollars per annum. 
To state that is to show its absurdity. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. TheSenator a few minutes ago stated that 
the combination did not result from the tariff laws. If he will permit 
me, I should like to read half a page of the testimony taken before the 
Committee on Finance on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no objection to the Senator reading it, and I 
will yield to him in a moment. I will not yield to him just now. I 
said that no matter who states that the combination resulted from the 
tariff, the very nature of things shows that it could not have resulted 
from the tariff; that a tariff duty of 1} cents a pound certainly could 
not 7 the reason or excuse for raising the cost of an article 10 cents a 

and, 

The matter is perfectly clear to me. It may not be to the Senator 
from Mississippi. It may be that the cotton-planters will fold their 
arms and allow the combination of last year to get them in a corner 
again, as Mr. Hutchinson, of Chicago, a few weeks ago got into a cor- 
ner every man who had sold wheat on ’change there. These corners 
at successive intervals come in, but they are never repeated except to 
the loss of the men who make the attempt. Therefore, I say, in the 
ordinary course of events the combination of which the Senator speaks 
is not likely to occur again. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me one word? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has alluded to me as having an inter- 
est in preventing these combinations. I thought I stated, if I did not 
I will state now, that the recent high price of bagging, owing to the 
cotton-bagging trust, never affected me. It did not affect my personal 
interest to the amount of one cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I made no such intimation, or it never occurred to 
my mind that it did. The Senator stated awhile ago that he was in- 
terested in the production of 1,5C0 bales of cotton. I merely alluded 
to that statement for the purpose of showing that a man who was in- 
terested in the production of 1,500 bales of cotton would not be likely 
to lie by again until October or November before he purchased his cot- 
ton-covering; that he would purchase it within a reasonable time in 
order that he should not be duped by a set of men who had combined 

on it at the last moment. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator misunderstood me. I said I had a 
smallinterest in a plantation on which 1,500 bales of cotton were raised, 
and that no owner interested in the plantation had the slightest inter- 
est in one pound or evenone lock of cotton raised. That was my state- 
ment. It all belonged to the laborers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Whoever the cotton belonged to, here 
are seven or eight million bales of cotton produced annually; a few 
men bought up the cotton-bagging, and when it was too late to pur- 
chase it from other men, they squeezed the planters, just as people have 
been squeezed about wheat and about other productions. For Senators 
to say that that is likely to occur again is to say that the men who pro- 
duce 7,000,000 balesof cotton do not know what they are about. They 
will buy this cotton- g in the market, either at home or abroad, 
by importing it before time comes to put it around the cotton which 
they are picking. That is all I mean to say, and that is all there is in 
this question. 

I have occupied a longer time on this subject than I intended, but I 
repeat that the rate of duty which we have imposed here is the lowest 
possible rate to allow the industry to exist in this country. I believe 
myself, and the majority of the Finance Committee believe, that it is 
wise for the producers of cotton to have home competition in the article 
which they must purchase, and not relegate all the consumers and pur- 
chasers to Calcutta for their uct. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator before he 
takes his seat to state to the Senate why he believes that three-quarters 












































of acent a pound is as low a tariff duty as ought to be placed on this arti- 
cle, and is as low as is consistent with the interest of the manufacturer of 
cotton-bagging in view of the statement made by the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], the other day, that the witnesses examined by 
the committee were not entirely reliable, and that they were to be re- 
garded with a good deal of suspicion. I should like to know how he 
comes to that conclusion, and why the ipse dixit of those witnesses should 
be sufficient to satisfy him after the witnesses have been discredited by 
a member of the committee, as they were the other day. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know what the Senator from Rhode Island 
said the other day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say so. 

Mr. ALLISON I did not hear him say what the Senator from 
Arkansas refers to, but he may have said something on the subject. I 
simply state that in this matter of cotton-bagging, knowing the great 
interest that was felt in it by Senators from Southern States, knowing 
that it was a matter of great interest to our people, and especially in 
the faceof the combination of last year, the committee took great pains 
to put the rate of duty at the lowest possible point consistent with the 
existence of the industry in this country. Without going into detail 
about this testimony (it is all here in print; Senators can read it), I 
am satisfied that we have placed the duty at the lowest possible rate, 
and I willsay that it is aquarterof a cent a pound below the rate which 
the producers of this article say they can produce it for in competition 
with Calcutta. That is my statement in brief. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator if he 
made an investigation to satisfy his own mind as to what it cost the 
American manufacturers to produce this article? 

Mr. ALLISON. Such an investigation was made as the committee 
could make. Of course I did not go to any of these manufactories, nor 
did the committee. I did not go to Peru, Ind., or to Charleston, 8. C., 
or to Alabama, or to St. Louis, where these industries are located. We 
simply took the statements of these men, as we supposed honest and 
reasonably fair statements, making due allowance, of course, for their 
interest in the matter, and we were satisfied that the rate we have fixed 
here is the lowest possible rate under which they can exist. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Taking the statements made by these wit- 
nesses I am satisfied that the rate is entirely too high. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the Senator will vote against the proposition 
of the committee, of course. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; I shall vote against it, and I 
shall also give the Senate my reasons for believing that the rate fixed 
is too high. I shall not make the statement simply in a round way 
that I believe it, but I shall give my reasons for thinking so. 

I stated a short time ago that the testimony of the witnesses exam- 
ined by the committee was that the price of loose jute in Calcutta was 
25 cents a hundred pounds, and that that was one-fourth of a cent less 
than the price of it after it was baled. If that is correct, the cost of 
jute in India is about $12 less than $12 a ton. I showed that the cost 
of the jute brought to this country, with the domestic transportation 
added from New York to the mills, together with the amount which 
they claim that they paid to labor for the manufacture of this article, 
including in the word “‘labor’’ not only what is legitimately labor, but 
also all those things that enter into the manufacture of it, as they say, 
would amount to less than 5 cents a yard. 

If that is true, if it can be produced in this country at the rate of 5 
cents a yard, the cost as given by the same witnesses examined by the 
committee as the cost in India, it is clear that three-fourths of a cent 
per pound is too great a difference between the foreign and domestic 
cost of this article, if you propose only to provide for the difference in 
labor entering into the domestic and foreign manufacture. I should 
like to ask the chairman of the subcommittee, if he can give me his at- 
tention fora sufficient time, to answer the question whether he proposes 
to do more by this tariff tax than to cover the difference in labor in the 
United States and abroad ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The language of the Senator is, ‘‘ difference in la- 
bor.’’ That is only one of the elements. The allowance is made by 
considering the cost of plant, the rate of interest, insurance, and all the 
incidents that are necessary to the maintenance of an industry here 
and elsewhere. Taking those things into account we do not propose, 
in this paragraph or any other, to make a higher rate of duty than will 
put our own people on a par or give them a slight advantage over the 
people who are working elsewhere, equalizing all the conditions in the 
situation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The statement has been recently made 
by protectionists and by Republicans that the purpose of a tariff was 
simply to equalize the labor between the United States and foreign 
countries. We have always believed that that was not a sincere pro- 
fession on their part. We have always believed that the intention ofa 
protective tariff was to give to the capital invested in the production 
of manufactured articles in this country some sort of an advantage over 
capital invested abroad. 

Appeals have been made to the laborers of this country to the effect 
that the intention of this whole business was to take care of them; that 
the whole purpose of a protective tariff was to enable the American 
manufacturers to pay high wages to American workingmen, as has been 
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again and again stated in resolutions adopted by Republican conven- 
tions, I have never believed that to be true, I havealways believed 
that the other purpose entered into it, and the figures in this caseamply 
justify the declaration just made by thechairman of the subcommittee, 


and Iam glad that at last we have the frank declaration from one in au- 
thority that the intention is to protect the capital of our manuficturers. 

But I respectfully submit to the Senate that the tax levied in this 
case gives an unreasonable profit to these manufacturers. Theystated 
to the subcommittee, when asked what sort of profit they thought they 
ought to be allowed to make, that they ought to have a centin a pound 
profit, and if they could sell for 7 or 8 cents a yard they could get that 


profit. I have just stated to the Senate my reasons for believing that 
this product may be produced by American manufacturers for less than 
5 cents a yard, and that a duty of 14 cents a yard would give them an 
unreasonable profit. A profit of 2 cents per yard would yield to the 
entire manufacture in this country a profit of $1,000,000—a million 
dollars profit per year upon an investment of $1,600,000, if the caleula- 
tion which I submitted some time ago is reasonable, and I submit that 
it is amply justified by the statement of the Peru Mills. 

Again, allowing a liberal amount for every claim that the manufact- 
urers make, the total amount of wages paid is less than half a million 
dollars, and the amount of tariff collected is somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of a million and a half dollars a year as the tariff now stands. 
But if the reduction is made as proposed by the committee, and 
you levy a tax of 1} cents a yard instead of 3 cents a yard, you will 
then collect $750,000 a year by this tariff tax out of the producers 
of cotton in this corntry, to be paid to the manufacturers of cotton- 
bagging, when the total amount of wages they pay their labor is less 
than half a million dollars. You have the very same principle in- 
volved as when you paid them a million and a half a year, and you 
stand in danger of a repetition of the same combination you had last 
summer every succeeding year as long as you keep up this system of 
tariff taxation, which will give a larger profit to the manufacturers 
than the total amount paid by them for labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas in the 
course of his remarks stated that I sought the other day to discredit 
the testimony of the gentlemen who appeared before the committee 
in behalf of the manufacturers of jute bagging. 

I said nothing that could possibly be construed into a statement of 
that kind. The Senator from Arkansas, at the time to which he al- 
ludes, read from a statement made by a manufacturer of bags as to the 
cost of burlaps in Dundee. I stated inferentially that I did not think 
that statement was correct; and the man himself who made the state- 
ment has since appeared before the committee and admitted it was not 
and that he misapprehended the question, or else there is a misprint in 
the testimony of “* yards’’ for *‘ pounds.”’ 

The Senator must see, in the first place, that the subject then under 
consideration and upon which the witness was examined was entirely 
foreign to this. Burlaps are made from jute and not from jute-butts. 
They are used in making grain-bags and for other purposes and not in 
covering cotton, and the subject was as distinct from that now under con- 
sideration as would be the question of cotton manufacture. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator will permit me I will say 
with a great deal of pleasure that it was altogether upon a matter that 
we had under discussion at the time. When 1 was rash enough to quote 
frum the testimony taken by the committee, the Senator from Rhode 
Island asked, with the manner that is peculiar to that Senator, ‘* Does 
the Senator from Arkansas believe everything that these witnesses 
state?’’ or words to that effect. By his manner and by his method of 
speaking of the witness at the time, he created distinctly the impres- 
sion upon my mind that that witness at least was not to be believed. 
I asked if the witnesses were sworn, to find what degree of credibility 
was to be given to the testimony, and the chairman of the subcommit- 
tee stated that they were not. I certainly understood the general tenor 
of the Senator’s criticism at that time to reflect upon the witnesses ex- 
amined by the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator misunderstood me. I do notsee how 
he could possibly have inferred any such thing either from my manner 
or from what I said. The Senator from Arkansas has constantly re- 
peated in the hearing of the Senate that the people who appeared be- 
fore the Committee on Finance were manufacturers, interested parties, 
and that their testimony was not to be taken on this account, and it 
appeared strange to me that because one witness had made a statement 
which seemed to agree with his own peculiar views he should bring 
before the Senate the statements of that witness to confront the com- 
mittee, and assert that the testimony of this witness was conclusive 
evidence upon the point. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think I have the right at any time to 
construe the testimony of a witness most strongly against himself. 
That is a principle well recognized by lawyers everywhere, and I have 

® right to take the testimony of a witness most oot against his 
own interest. ‘That is what I did in that case, and that Ihave a right 
to do in any case. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the witness was not testi 
cotton-bagying or upon anything which had anything to do, directly 
or indirectly, with the question now before the Senate. So the Sen- 
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ator was entirely mistaken in saying that I undertook to discredit the 
witness upon this particular question. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will excuse me—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 


yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is one peculiarity in the arguments which 
have been made this morning by the Senators from Arkansas and Mis- 
sissippi, who appear as the special representatives and advocates of the 
colored laborers of the South, which I think deserves the attention of 
the Senate. These Senators state with more or less distinctness that 
the duty upon cotton-bagging fixed ‘in the bill at three-quarters of a 
cent a pound, increases the cost of cotton-bagging to the purchaser in 
this country, and that that additional cost is paid ultimately either by 
the cotton-planter or by the colored field laborers. 

Now, let us examine this claim. I admit that the question of the 
incidence of tariff taxation is an intricate one, but the President of 
the United States has distinctly stated in his famous message a doc- 
trine which has been followed, so far as I have observed, by Democratic 
speakers and by Democratic writers. That doctrine is this: That tariff 
taxes, as they call them, increase the cost alike of imported and do- 
mestic products, and are paid by the ultimateconsumers. The Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], who is now honoring me with his 
attention, has made the Senate resonant with his eloquence in state- 
ments that these taxes are all paid by the people, which he assumes the 
right to represent, who are the consumers of these articles. Take the 
question of wool, for instance. He will undoubtedly tell us to-day or 
to-morrow, whenever the woolen schedule is reached, that the duty 
levied upon wool is not paid by the woolen manufacturers, that it is 
not paid by the operatives in the woolen mills, but that it is paid by 
the person who buys clothing; that the ultimate burden falls upon the 
consumer. 

If this is a sound doctrine, how does it happen that in this case this 
particular tax is paid either by the cotton-planter or by the laborer? 
Why is not this tax paid by the consumer? How does it happen, 
if this particular tax is paid by the laborer in the cotton-fields of the 
South, that the tax upon wool is not paid by the operative in the woolen 
mills of the North? Have you one kind of philosophy to apply to 
articles that are affected by your own interest and another to apply 
to articles that are manufactured north of Mason and Dixon’s line? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
that the cotton-growers are the consumers of this article, and they pay 
for it, and there is the end of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means. 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course they are. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by me means. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. think there are very few people who 
will deny that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Here is one who denies it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I knew that the Senator had denied it 
for a good many years, but your own witnesses on your own side stated 
again and again that the planter got nothing whatever from this duty 
on cotton-bagging. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How can the Senator say that the cotton-planter 
or the laborer in the cotton-field is the consumer of cotton-bagging? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Because he consumes it. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. He consumes it in a certain sense. He purchases 
it and uses it fora certain purpose as the woolen manufacturer pur- 
chases and uses wool. for certain purposes. The laborer in the cotton- 
fields does not use itorconsumeit. The laborer in the press-room puts 
it about the bales of cotton and sends it to New England and we pay 10 
cents a pound for it. Whether we buy our cotton cheaper than the 
Englishman on this account is an intricate question, but certainly the 
man who labors in the field does not consume the cotton-bagging. He 
may never see a pound of it except he sees it through the windows of 
the press-room at the cotton-press. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
that the between the cases he states is that when the woolen 
manufacturer consumes the wool and it enters into clothing he sells 
that identical thing again; but when the cotton-grower takes the cotton- 

and puts it around his cotton bale he does not sell it, as has 
been plainly shown here again and again. While as a matter of fact 
the cotton is weighed and paid for pound by pound for the amount of 

put on the cotton, the price of the cotton, which is fixed by 
the Liverpool price, as protectionists have again and again testified in 
your committee, makes the price that much lower by reason of the fact 
that 26 pounds of it have to come off as tare, ont 2e8 Bey Se much 
less per pound because the tare goes on it, and because rice is fixed 
for less is the reason why you do not deductit. That is very well 
known to everybody. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It happens that jute or jute-butts are used not 
only for cotton-bagging but for wrapping cotton of various grades and 
fabrics at the cotton mills of the N Will any Senator on the other 
side undertake to tell me that because jute bagging is used to wrap 
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print cloths, for instance, the operative in the print-cloth mill pays 
that tax? 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. He does. 

Mr. BUTLER. He does not sell by the pound. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly they sell by the pound. That is the 


basis of the price. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will yield to me I will state that one 
man in this country ought to know who pays this duty or tax, and that 
man is the gentleman who constructed this cottun-bagging trust, Mr. 
Gratz, one of my constituents. He swore before your committee that 
the average production of cotton in the South was five bales to the man, 
and he said he made 35 cents a bale, which would be $1.75 on each 
one of these cotton-planters; and he said that that was no more than 
they would consume in a month for tobacco. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri will permit me to say 


that I am not now discussing the question as to whether when the 
manufacturer buys a bale of cotton and pays for 8, 9, or 10 pounds 


of bagging, as the case may be, at 10 cents a pound, he has an equiva- 
lent reduction somewhere of the price which will offset that addition, 


but I am discussing the question as to where the incident of the tarift 
tax rests, whether it is, as the President says, and as you say, upon the 
consumer, or whether it is upon some intermediate purchaser, as the 


Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from Mississippi now say. I 
want to see whether this new doctrine, which has been promulgated 
here to-day, is to receive the assent of all Senators upon the other side 
of the Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. It is not a new doctrine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is an entirely new one. 

Mr. VEST. The man who ultimately pays the cost is for the pur- 
poses of the argument the consumer. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the cost comes from the consumer, does it not 
come from the consumer who in the end uses the article ? 

Mr. VEST. In this case it does not, for the simple reason that the 
eotton-planter loses the price of the cotton-ties. We have proved that 
here beyond any question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It adds so much to the cost of cotton, and in the 
end, if there is anything in the Senator’s theory, it comes from the 
manor woman who wears the 

Mr. VEST. But this theory does not apply to the manufacture. 
This is an exceptional case in the entire range of commerce, it being 
well established in the discussion had here before, heyond any sort ot 
successful contradiction, that the ecotton-planter loses the cost of his ties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who pays itin the caseof printcloths? Who con- 
sumes it when it is used in the production of print cloths? Does the 
cotton manufacturer pay it, or the operative in the mill? That is one 


of the cases where there is an additional cost involved on account of 


duty. 

Mr. VEST. I know nothing about the commerce usages in regard 
to print cloth, but as to cotton-bagging and ties, if the same rule pre- 
vails, then the man who uses the cotton does not pay for them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is a difference in this regard, that the man 
who sells print cloths does not get pay from the next purchaser for the 
cotton-bagging as bagging, while the man who sells the cotton does get 
his pay ten times over out of the next purchaser. Whether it comes 
back to him in any other form or not I shall not stop here to argue, 
but I want the Senators on the other side to say why a different rule 
applies and why all this sympathy breaks forth this morning for the 
poor colored people of the South, who, they claim, pay ultimately and 
finally this tax upon cotton-bagging and cotton-ties, when in every other 
case they say it is the poor consumer, the people, who pay it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Again and again witnesses stated to the 
Committee on Finance that the wrappings do not enter into the price. 
That has been again and again stated, and it is exactly the case with 
the cotton bale as it is with anything else of that character. The man 
who puts up the cotton bale buys the cotton-tie and the bagging, and 
he consumes it. It is not seld as an article of commerce afterwards; it 
is mere bagging, like the hogsheads that carry sugar and like the wrap- 
ping of all other baggage; it is simply rubbish or waste. It is cotton 
sold, and not bagging; it is cotton sold, and not ties, just as if a man 
buys a hogshead of sugar he may use the hogshead for kindling wood, 
or make any other disposition of it. The hogshead does not enter into 
the price of the sugar. 

ae een I should like’ to ask the Senator who pays the 

1S 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The consumer pays it in every instance. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But ultimately, whom do you call the consumer? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The man who buys the cotton bale and 
who buys the cotton-bagging that was put on the cotton bale puts it to 
its last use. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Its last use is the wearing of the cotton. 
wet JONES, of Arkansas. No; the wrapping of the cotton is its 

it use. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The man who wears the shirt or the woman who 
wears the dress makes the last use of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Shirts are not made out of bagging; shirts 
are made out of cotton. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I will take the very illustration which the Senator 














from Arkansas has now alluded to. 
in packing sugar. They do not use them in these days, but they did 
years ago. We will suppose that you put a tariff tax upon hogsheads 
which doubles the price of sugar hogsheads; who pays that additional 
tax? Is it the sugar-planter or the men who werk upon the sugar 
plantation? The Senators on the other side will not make such an 
absurd claim as that. It would be addi:fg to the cost of sugar, and it 
would be paid by the consumer of sugar. There can be no sort of 
question about that. The man who paid in the first instance would 
collect it from the next purchaser, and so on. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then you have absolutely given up the doctrine 
that tariff taxation ultimately rests upon the consumer. Take the 
article of wool. How does the Senator explain that? If the manu- 
facturer who pays the duty upon wool in the first instance is the man 
who pays it ultimately, why do you say that consumers are badly 
treated by an increase in the duty upon wool? Where do you draw 
the line as between these different products? Is it a question of local- 
ity or of section? 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, it seems to me that we are thrashing 
over some old straw that we sufficiently thrashed out when we were 
discussing the question of cotton-ties. It was certainly established to 
the satisiaction of everybody on that occasion that the tare was de- 
ducted from the Liverpool price of the cotton. 

Iam somewhat familiar with the methods by which cotton is sold 
in the Southern country. At the offices of the cotton dealers in any 
of our Southern cities every morning telegrams are received from Liv- 
erpool by way of New York, giving the quotation of the Liverpool prices 
the day before, and then the prices which are paid for the article at 
home are sufficiently far below the Liverpool price to embrace the tare, 
the transportation, the insurance, etc. When a bale of cotton thus 
sold arrives at Liverpool it is stripped stark naked, with only one tie 
or fastening to keep the bale in shape, and then it is weighed, after 
sampling to ascertain its quality, and the naked piece of cotton is paid 
for, and all the loss of transportation, insurance, tare, etc., is deducted 
before the article is paid for in Memphis, New Orleans, Mobile, or 
wherever it is sent from. 

For that reason, the planter, beyond any question or doubt, must be 
supported by the old-fashioned rules of mathematics, and the planter 
alone pays for the wrappings of his cotton, and it is his loss. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose that the Senator from North Carolina will 
admit.that cotton-bagging and cotton-ties are elements of cost in pro- 
ducing cotton. 

Mr. VANCE, I deny that it should be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, it is. 

Mr. VANCE. It is not sold ascotton. Itis not sold atall. The 
ties and the wrappings are the perquisites of the man who strips the 
bale naked in Liverpool. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are elements of cost to the producers of eot- 
ton? 

Mr. VANCE. Asa matter of course it is one of the elements of cost 
to the producer of cotton. He has to prepare hisarticle formarket. It 
is one of the elements of cost, just as much as hauling it from his gin- 
house on the plantation into town to sell is a part of the cost of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I am to infer that 2 duty which adds to the 
cost of manufacturing or producing any article must be paid by the 
manufacturer or the labor he employs. 

Mr. VANCE. In this case I think it does. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is an exception, then. 

Mr. VANCE. Here the cost is made not by the production of cot- 
ton-ties,mind you. Far from it. Not by the producer of jute bag- 
ging, mind you. Very far fromit. The man who produces cotton is 
the consumer of cotton-ties. He buys that much to put his article in 
a marketable shape, and that much is deducted from the price of his 
article when he selis it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. DolI understand that all the Senators on the other 
side are willing to concede that this is an exceptional case, and that it 
is taken out of the usual rule? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It is not exceptional at all. 

Mr. VANCE. It is not an exceptional case, but it is exceptional as 
the Senator undertakes to make it by confounding the producer of the 
cotton and the consumer of the article which wraps the cotton for 
market. That is where the Senator undertakes to confound the ques- 
tion, 

Mr. ALDRICH. He is no more a consumer than the man who buys 
wool for manufacturing purposes is aconsumerof wool. Heisno more 
a consumer than the man who buys cloth and -nakes it into clothing is 
a consumer of cloth. 

Mr. VANCE. Is not the man who buys woo! and makes it up into 
cloth a consumer of the wool, and would you not call the man who 
wears the cloth a consumer of wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question at issue is whether he is the con- 
sumer who ultimately pays the tax. 

Mr. VANCE. He is the consumer who pays ultimately all the taxes 
accumulating up to that stage of the existence of the article. Then 
the man to whom he sells the cloth is the consumer of the cloth, and 
he pays all the taxes that are imposed upon that stage of the article. 


Take hogsheads which were used 
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Mr. ALDRICH. Is that true as to cotton, then? Does the man 
who produces the cotton and sells it pass it on to the next man, or is 
there an exception in this case? There is the whole question at issue. 

Mr. VANCE. We are talking about the tax upon the article that 
wraps the cotton, of which the cotton-producer i3 the consumer, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator can evade my question if he wants to 
do so. 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I am not trying to evade the Senator’s ques- 
tion. Iam trying to make the Senator comprehend a very plain mat- 
ter, which I declare I have not the ability to do, and so I shall qnit. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, let us follow it up and see. The Senator 
from North Carolina says that the man who purchases wool is a con- 
sumer of wool for the purpose of making it into cloth; and the man- 
ufacturer who buys the cloth is a consumer of cloth for the purpose of 
making it into clothing, and that he pays the added cost which there 
may be up to that time, but that he passes it on to the man who pur- 
chases from him. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not care to be interrupted just now. I will 
ask, if that be true as to the manufacture of clothing is it or is it not 
trae as to the production of cotton? Does the producer of cotton, who 
is a consumer of cotton-bagging, pass the cost on to the next man, or 
does it rest with him ? 

Mr. VANCE, If I could make the Senator understand the difference 
between the iron ties and the jute bagging and the cotton that is inside 
of the bagging, I might perhaps be able to answer his question. The 
man who eventually consumes the cotton that is in the first place con- 
sumed by the cotton mill of course pays all charges that have been 
accumulated upon that cotton in the course of its commercial history. 
So the man who consumes and puts out of existence as a commercial 
article these cotten-ties and this bagging pays all the taxes that have 
accumulated upon those cotton-ties and that bagging in the history of 
their commercial existence; and there is the end of it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps I can make myself a little plainer to the 
Senator from North Carolina if I illustrate it by another phase of 
woolen manufacture. Take olive-oil, for instance, which is largely 
used in the manufacture of worsted goods, and which disappears en- 
tircly in the process of manufacture. Suppose the duty upon olive-oil 
which the manufacturer consumes is increased, thus creating an addi- 
tional cost on that article, does the woolen manufacturer or the laborer 
in woolen mills pay that additional cost, or does it appear afterwards 
in the additional cost of cloth or of clothing, to be paid by the ulti- 
mate consumers? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BUTLER. It has not been answered yet. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the amendment may be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Curer CrerK. In line 1371, after the word ‘‘butts,’’ it is 

roposed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ pound,’’ 
in line 1373, as follows: 

Valued at not more than 8 cents per pound, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

And to insert: 

Shall be admitted free of duty. 

So as to read: 

‘ f e . 1 similar mate: uu 
ae Sk Es one Fe jute, el ee 
be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Bresident, the manufacture of jute bagging is 
one of the industries of our country, and the manufacturers of that ar- 
ticle ought to be protected precisely like any other manufacturers. I 
think the gentlemen representing the Southern States greatly misrep- 
resent the interests of their section in proposing such an amendment as 
this. In my judgment, their remedy is not in having cotton-bagging 
admitted duty free and thus destroying the industry in this country, 
but their efforts should be directed to prodacing in their favored land 
ramie and jute, which can be produced there as cheaply as in India. 
I have some information upon the subject derived from friendly sources 
in the South, which surprised me and perhaps will be somewhat new 
to them, although it can not be entirely so to the Senators from Texas. 

I believe if a reasonable duty were put upon ramie and jute-butts in 
the rudest forms and maintained, that under the present condition of 
things all the raw material would be produced in the South and it would 
be one of the most valuable industries of that country. It is certainly 
the interest of the Northern people and the interest of the whole coun- 
try that. the South be enlisted in manufacturing as well as the North. 
Indeed, every development of manufactures in any branch of industry 
in the South is just as beneficial to the whole country as if it was de- 
veloped in New England or the Eastern States. 

It is perfectly obvious by the facts which have been made public re- 
cently that in the South, especially in Texas, they have the means of 
raising jute and ramie to an extent amounting te millions of dollars a 
year. That industry has been started upon by enterprising men of 
the South, and if they will only give the same to the develop- 
ment of that industry that they do to the of cotton and 
the increase ef the cotton supply they will have a source of wealth in 
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the South that is almost incalculable, probably almost as valuable as 
that which has been developed in Alabama at Birmingham. 

I will read a letter from a gentleman of very high standing in St. 
Louis, who, I believe, is connected with the Washington University, 
the president of it, or a professor in it at least. This letter will give 
the facts much better than I can state them, and I shall fortify it also 
by some other references: 


a fatuity of Southern statesmen is only equaled by the inertness of Southern 
planters. 


Senators will pardon the criticism at the beginning. 


Great textile wealth isthe easy reward of Southern enterprise, yet a false theory 
of political economy and the natural sluggishness of the people regard the prize 
with indifference. My chief hope now lies in Northern men and immi- 
grants. A few days ago a wealthy young man from Milwaukee called on me. 
He has since gone to Texas to make the culture of fibers his life-work. He is 
above the need of labor, and chooses this business because he thinks it will be 
publicly useful. The man who is most actively promoting a success of tex- 
tile industries in the South is an educated German. He was formerly the ed- 
itor of a journal on fibers in Germany, and later of a similar publication in New 
York. He is now in Texas and doing efficient work in urging the German 
planters to en in the new ind . He is connected with an organized 
company which only need larger capital to be sure of success, Doubtless after 
the cultivation of jute and ramie has become a profitable business, etc, _ 


I shall omit parts of it. 


Heretofore these efforts in raising jute and ramie have been mostly experi- 
mental. In my last letter mention was made of a crop of 400 acres ofjute. The 
plants were as fine as ever grew in India, but the whole harvest was lost be- 
cause the unthrifty planter to get a defibrator till the stalks had be- 
come too woody to treat, Thus almost every crop has been lost by the ig- 
oem oe aie - fw ie. But next year = —- will ve 

erently managed. Intelligence rect every step 0’ process. 

company enlightened by Thanena, and guided by skilifal supervision will 
unde’ e the cultivation of jute and ramie in Texas. When one recollects the 
discouragements which for many years disheartened the culture of cotton in 
the United States he need feel no despair with regard to the success of jute an 
ramie. There are now better machines for the decortication of these fibers than 
have ever before existed, and recently improved processes of extraordinary 
efficiency have been invented. 


He refers to an invention, but I shall not read what he says about it, 
as the invention has probably not yet been developed. He then pro- 
ceeds as follows: 


I was in India in 1872. At that date less than 1,000,000 acres were devoted to 
the culture of jute; but the product brought an annual revenue of many mill- 
ions, and encircled the commerce of the world. What would 1,000,000 acres 
be in Texasalone? It would oy oan spot on the surface of that great 
State. The range of lands sui to this til extends from the Rio Grande 
to North Carolina. Jute has grown to the 
not supposed that the seed would even germinate sofarnorth. Still, the plant 
can be profitably cultivated only in a warmer climate than that of this latitude. 


He writes from St. Louis. 


plicit confidence in my statements. If they are inexact, it 

an excess of caution me to make ns which are 

facts would warrant. In the face of this avowal, it is my firm 

belief, based upon personal observation in India and China, that our Gulf States 
can annually raise at least $100,000,000 from each of these new industries. This 
aggregate is not mere extravagant conjecture ; itis an estimate justified by sober 
aa upon known facts. But a publication of this statement might be 

mpolitic. 


That is one of the statements which I have omitted. It is in regard 


| to the discoveries which have been made in treating jute. He pro- 
i ceeds: 


Jute is every yt growing more im t and various in its range of uses, 
It is now one of the great elements facilities of the world’s commerce. But 
the value of this textile has been fully set forth in documents which have al- 
ready been sent to you. Later facts only prove its increasing importance. 


Here is what he says as to ramie: 

But raime is one of the most beautiful and extraordinary fibers in the world. 
According to one scientific authority, it is nearly three times as strong as hemp, 
four times as strong as linen, more than six times as strong as silk, and more 
Sion oie Epa Snes 66 oes. In almost eountry on the globe 
where climate permits its oe tigh on’ vernment encouraged its cul- 
tivation. in some cases as as $25,000, have been offered to stimulate 

ters. Emperors, kings, prime minist 
and church dignitaries have promoted ile culture by their powerfu 
But the Congress of the United States, singular in its impoli 
not only does not seek to develop so fruitful a 
by new encouragements, but is strenuously trying to 
of exquisite beauty are made of ramie. Inclosed isa bit of ramie— 
plush worth $20 a yard. 

It is evidently a very fine and beautiful fabric, although I have but 
a small specimen of it. [Exhibiting.] 

The nap does not pull out, insects do not attack it, and the cloth wears almost 
like fii of steel. In many respects itis superior to seal-skin plush. There is 
no statement with regard toramie. I have recently written an article 
on this osen. but it has been sent away for publication. It may not be 
in season for your use. If it is, a copy will at once be forwarded to you. This 
letter has been too hastily written for public use, but I have no denies to your 
showing it, etc. 

I was very deeply interested in this statement from a gentleman 
whom I know—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator if he 
knows whether the writer of that letter was ever south of St. Louis? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will now read another letter, and the question 
will probably be answered as I go on. nee state- 
ment, which is a very important one if true, I wrote to the gentleman 
not only for further information on the subject but for details as to the lo- 
cation and as to the persons who are raising and developing this industry. 
and I have this letter which goes into details, The Senator from Texas 
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must be familiar with some of these facts, and he can state as to the 
matter. This gentleman says: 

I have never attempted to ascertain the exact amount of jute planted in the 
but since my last letter to you several factshave been commu- 

I known your d for information on this point, 
it would have been we for me to add a long list of similar statistics. It may 
be well to state that in India jute ordinarily grows to a height of 7 to 10 feet. 

G. A. Doss, Rockdale, Milan County, Texas, says that in 1888 several farmers 
in his vicinity raised 7 or 8 acres of jute each. 

The jute grown by Friedrich Natho, Yorktown, DeWitt County, Texas, was 
9 or 10 feet in height. If my memory serves me, Mr. Natho planted about 20 
acres. is was year’s acreage. In 1889 he will, besides cultivating jute, 
plant 7 acres of ramie. 

In 1888, F. L. Marshall, of Weatherford, Tex., raised 20 acres of jute, the stalks 


of which were grown 7 to 9 feet high. 

George P. Levy, president of the Jute Poting Company, Parker County, 
Texas, states that last year his company ted acres of jute. The stems 
sug ton pean est 805 feet, He adds important fact that the crop was 


- The jute which was raised by Mr. Stuebner, of Stuebner, Tex., reached the 
t of 15 feet. 


are twenty-three jute factories in the United States, chiefly employed in 
the manufacture of the coarser of Cotton-baling is the main prod- 
cient quantities, 
ure of finer fabrics. 


has already 

F. O. Matthiessen, 
offers to buy at $80 a ton all the ramie which the Southern 

A few years ago Senator Ferry, of France— 

A very eminent man, as we know, as a matter of course— 
made through the agency of the American minister a f@Pmal proposition to 
Southern planters to of them at stipulated rates 20,000,000 pounds of 
ramieamontb. But the indifference of Southern farmers, and the inefficiency 
of the defibrators which then existed, prevented an acceptance of the overture. 

The following facts will show how rapidly ramie grows in Texas: 

* Late in the summer of 1887 several thousand ramie plants were set on the 
plantation of Mr. Natho. The very next year, in spite of a drought of nine weeks 
of great intensity ,the mass of roots of a single t were in some instances 2} feet 
across and the number of shoots from paicals teas was frequently from 100 to 
150. In one case it was by actual count 168. In France, even on the oldest 
plantations, the number of stems from a single root rarely exceeds 40, and the 
average is 25 or 30. In fourteen days after the stalks on Mr. Natho’s plantation 
were cut the new —— were 30 inches high.”’ 

ubsel puter be tude Doageuneteats leghiiesion oe Will ellecdively promote the 
eeas sleet interests of the nation. ae 

If this be true, it does seem to me that the real interest not only of 
the South but of this whole country would be to encourage the produc- 
tion of these two important textile fibers in the South. The South is 
the great producer of cotton, the people there can compete with all the 
countries in the world. Protection to cotton would be nothing, but 
protection to these fibers would have the same influence as protection 
to cotton in the early growth of cotton, for it must not be forgotten 
that cotton was for years protected in the South like any other produc- 
tion of the country. 

Isay if as em | of this country is to be pursued on a broad and sure 
foundation, the course would be to encourage, to protect, to foster even 
by premiums and by bounties and by protective duties the growth of. 
these important fibers. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me just one mo- 
ment in connection with the statement he has just read? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to say that I have no doubt that ramie at 
least can be cultivated in cae Mpg. 2 portions of the South as well per- 
oo as in India, and I think it very likely that jute could also be 

tivated, particularly in the old rice-fields on the seacoast in ‘my 
State, in North Carolina, and in Georgia, and I dare say in Texas. A 
good many experiments have been made in that direction. I heard of 
one within the last ten days in the neighborhood of Beaufort, S. C., in 
the direction of cultivating ramie, and those who have embarked in it 
—— satisfied that they can grow the ramie as cheaply and as 
well perhaps as it can be grown anywhere else. 

But the trouble is that no has yet been discovered by which 
it can be what is called decorticated; that is, by which the fiber can 
be from the bark. In India, as I understand, where they 
make jute, it isputinto vats or ponds of water, and there it goes througha 

ial decomposition, and the natives go into the water up to their necks 
almost and twist it out. That could not be done in this country. So 
the difficulty has heen that no method has been found by which this 
decortication can take place within such limits as to justify its large 
cultivation. Possibly something will be invented, as I very much hope, 
which will obviate that difficulty. 

I will state further to the Senate in this connection that the simple 
ocher stalk, which will make, I am told, as much as from two to three 
tons of fiber per acre, would make as fine matting, as fine bagging for 
cotton as jute bagging, but the same difficulty presents itself there. A 
friend of mine in my owncounty has sent mesome of the fiber twisted 
up from the inside bark of the common ocher, which is very much like 
the cotton stalk, by the way, and grows wherever cotton will grow, 
and at a very great height where the land is rich. That may be util- 
ized for the purpose the Senator is now referring to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me finish my statement, and then I will give 


way. 
Mr. BUTLER. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I thought he had finished. 
Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 


produce 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will go on and finish my statement before the 
Senator from Texas proceeds, bechuse it will be by way of explanation. 
The Senator from Texas no doubt knows a great deal about this in- 
dustry. 

There is no difficulty about invention. Invention always follows 
production. This gentleman, in a partof the letter which I did not read 
because I did not know but that it might affect interests which are be- 
ing developed, refers to several important discoveries in the process of 
eliminating or separating the fiber from the straw. 

Mr. CHACE. Decorticating. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is too big a word for me to learn quickly. 
At any rate, he states that inventions have been made that would solve 
that problem. But whatever any nation in the world can do Amer- 
icans can do. There is no task of invention, or no mystery of produc- 
tion, or no process of manufacture that the Americans can not im- 
prove upon. Certainly they can adopt any. There is no mystery 
about it at all. 

As to the labor, the labor in the South is admirably adapted for this 
product; and I have no doubt myself that every pound of ramie and 
the coarser material of jute could be sold for exportation, if neces- 
sary, until processes were discovered. I assure you if you let the 
Yankee understand that he can go down there and by machinery and 
with the use of capital make money out of separating the fiber from 
the raw product, when your jute-butts and your ramie grow, he will 
be there by the hundred, with plenty of money to help you. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Yankee has been notified and we would be de- 
lighted to see him, but he has not turned up yet. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He will not come until he sees a chance to make 
money. Then he willcome. There is no trouble about that. 

The gentleman who writes me is evidently, as you see by his letter, 
a man of intelligence. Now, there is the road to prosperity. Instead 
of breaking down our protective system, the time will soon come, I 
hope, when the Southern Senators will be here not only seeking pro- 
tection on sugar and rice but on a thousand other things in their coun- 
try, when they may manufacture to a large extent their own cotton, 
when they may adapt themselves to these new discoveries and raise 
other fibers which their semi-tropical climate enables them to do. In 
that way they will advance the interests of their section far more than 
by an abortive-effort to break down the manufacture of cotton-bag- 


ging. 

Sir, if you developed these industries mills would be established in 
the neighborhood of these raw materials, capital would go there and 
invention would follow, and then you would have these things manu- 
factured in your midst. In the mean time it may be very vital to 
these starting industries to be protected by a reasonable duty on cot- 
ton-bagging, and also upon the coarse fibers. 

I wish only to say that now is not the proper time to do it, but if 

Senators from the South where these raw materials can be produced 
desire jute-butts or ramie to be put upon the dutiable-list I shall very 
cheerfully vote for it. It seems to me that is the direction in which 
they should move. I should rather see the Senator from Arkansas 
with his energy and zeal rise up here and offer a reasonable duty, I do 
not care what it is, on jute-butts and on ramie, and I would vote for 
it with great pleasure with a certainty that his section would not only 
in a short time produce these raw materials, but that they would have 
establishments among themselves at home where it could to be used 
for the manufacture of all the cotton-bagging that is necessary for 
binding 7,000,000 bales of cotton, which is an immense market in it- 
self. In that way they can beat the Yankee, and only in that way. 
They can not doit by growling about protective duties, because the 
area of protective duties is settled upon and the policy is settled upon, 
_ they should seek to avail themselves of the advantages of that 
policy. 
Mr. COKE. Mr. President, there is no trouble about the growth of 
ramie and jute in Texas. The soil and the climate there are adapted 
to it, but there is no capital there employed in such factories as would 
be necessary to make the cultivation of these plants profitable. The 
capital is not there. Those who would engage in the cultivation of 
these plants of course are deterred from it because there is no way to 
realize from it. They are commencing in several places in Texas to 
build factories for the manufacture of bagging, and these will be fol- 
lowed by the planting and raising of enough of the textile products 
to keep them going. As factories are erected, and as capital is invested 
in the manufacture of these plants, agriculture will not be behind in 
furnishing the material to operate them. 

The Senator from Ohio says that the Senators from the South are 
grumbling; that we had better go to work and emulate Yankee en- 
ergy and enterprise and be producers ourselves. He suggeststhat he 
would be glad to vote for a protective duty on jute and ramie and 
plants of this sort that may be cultivatedin the South. Iwillsay to the 
Senator from Ohio that if he has been an observer of the recent indus- 
trial statistics of this country, he knows that the South is not lagging 
in industrial development, and has not been since the war. In the 
South all values were destroyed; all prosperity was banished. The 
— that had accumulated for generations was sunk by the result 
of the war. 
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No people were ever so prostrated as were the people of the South 
by the result of the great civil wary After we obtained some sort of 
government in which we have some voice, we went to work, and the 
statistics show that no other people have ever accomplished so much 
in so short a time as have the people of the South. iculture, man- 
ufacturing. mining, every branch of human industry grown as it 
has never grown before in other countries since we commenced to re- 
cuperate after the war. 

‘The Senator from Ohio ought not to make flingsatus. We have had 
a poor chance, but we have done splendidly with it and we are doing 
well now. Let him travel down South, and where there was desolation 
fifteen years ago he will be greeted with productive, wide-spread, highly- 
cultivated fields. He will find mining, he will find manufactures, he 
will find cotton and woolen factories and iron foundries. Mr. Presi- 
dent, this thing has just commenced to get under way in the South. 
We shall develop the South. We shall make it the greatcountry that 
nature intended it should be. We have vast, unlimited, unrivaled 
resources, and we have the blood, the energy, and the brain that will 
develop and show te the world what can be done with them. 

We have Yankees in the South, plenty of them. oe are coming 
down there every day and becoming of us. We can not do everything 
in a day, or ina year, or in five years. We have done more already 
than any other people ever did in so short a time, commencing upon 
such basis. We have plenty of energy there and plenty of live South- 
ern and Yankee people. We have a great deal to do there, and while 
we have not ramie and jute factories and plantations, we are beginning 
to have them, and we will have them, and we shall not come to Con- 
gress for a bounty nor for a protective dutyeither. All we wantislow 
taxes and honest government, and the balance we will do for ourselves. 
We want no tariff duty for our protection. We desire to pay our taxes 
for the support of the Government, and pay them through the custom- 
house, if you please, but we desire to pay no more than is absolutely 
necessary for an economical support of the Government. We do not 
wish to accumulate a surplus in the Treasury. We desire to have the 
money in circulation among the people as a help and an aid to industry 
and to enterprise, and asan encouragement to energy and development. 

The Senator says he is willing to vote for a duty to protect us in 
the raising of ramie and jute. For one, representing in part one great 
State, I say I thank you. We shall cultivate these products in due 
time. We shall get tothem after awhile. We aredoing other things 
right now that are more profitable. Weshall get to them in a little 
while, and we shall make them without a protective tariff and with- 
out the aid of the Government. 


All we ask of the Government is to keep your hands off of us and 
let us alone, and we shall do the rest; we want no protective tariff. 


The tariff is no protection tous. It adds nothing to our wealth; it 
subtracts every time. Weare taxed on everything and in every way. 
The taxes on the ties that go around our cotten have been increased from 
35 per cent. to 108 per cent.ad valorem. We are bearing all this tax- 
ation, and yet we are doing well, and we will continue to do well. 

Mr. President, the South has learned a great deal. She has been 
through oa great peried of adversity. She has seen all her idols cast 
down. She has seen her wealth depart. She has seen everything ex- 
cept the honor of her men and her women destroyed, and she has had 
to commence a new career op a new basis. If you will only deal justly 
we ask no liberality, we ask no concession, we ask no protection. If 
you will only take from us what is necessary for the support of the 
Government it is all we ask; we will be satisfied; we s! do the rest; 
and we will bring the Southern section of this country proudly up 
abreast with the East and West and North in industrial and material 
development, and contribute our full quota to the honor and glory and 
well-being of the Government and people. 

Mr, SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I have often had occasion to ad- 
mire the ability and the skill of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
in debate. His ability and his skill in debate are fully recognized in 
this part of the Chamber, as I presume they are throughout this entire 
eountry. It dees not need an illustration of that ability and skill in 
this discussion, because the country has already acknowledged it, and 
it will acknowledge it hereafter; but the Senator from Ohio saw that 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] was being pressed in 
the discussion of the question of cotton- ing and cotton-ties, and 
with that ability and that skill in debate which have been observed 
of him heretofore he deliberately switches off this discussion upon 
enother issue. It was able, it was skillful; but what has the ques- 
tion of raising jute 30 feet high to do with the question of whether a 
tax upon cotton-bagging is proper or not? What has all the advice 
which the Senator ‘rom Ohio volunteers to the of the South in 
reference to their interests to do with the simple question of whether 
this tax upon cotton-bagging should be continued or net? It was in- 
genious in the Senator from Ohio to divert attention from the iniqui- 
tous proposition in this bill as to the duty upon cotton- ing, but it 
adds nothing to the proper discussion of this question for the r 
to rise in his place and tell us about the ability of the South to 
duce jute and to manufacture jute hereafter and to become the recipient 
of the protective policy which he advocates. 

If anything is capable of being demonstrated, or if any t is 
capable of demonstrating it, it has been demonstrated clearly in this 


debate that the tax upon cotton-bagging is a tax the 
labor of the South; that labor never can remunerate i in the 
sale of the cotton because the is stripped from the cotton itself 
and is a complete loss to the es ae aanen. That 
demonstration has been made to the of every one who has 
listened to the arguments of my friends from North Carolina and from 
Arkansas. If that is trae, what becomes of your argument that the 
protective policy is for the P30 of protecting labor? 

I said in a few remarks that I made some time ago that it was im- 
— by legislation to protect labor, and I hold to that doctrine yet. 

ou can increase the price of the manufactured product, but you can 
not increase the price of labor, for that is to be determined by the sup- 
ply and demand for it in every avocation and calling of life, not only 
in the agricultural communities, but in the man communi- 
ties. Labor will be procured at the cheapest rates that it can be by 
employers in every calling and avocation of life. Whilst it is true that 
by your protective system you give greater profits to all the manufactur- 
ing interests of the country and thus enable them, if they are so dis- 
posed, to increase the wages of their employés, yet have not human ex- 
perience and the observation of everybody demonstrated that they do 
not do it? Why do strikes exist if your laboring interests have been 
properly remunerated ? 

You may legislate until doomsday, and unless you have the power to 
fix the wages and determine what should be given to the employer and 
the employé, respectively, all your legislation so far as labor is concerned 
is but trivial and vain. 

Mr. President, this very item demonstrates the unsoundness of the 
view which has been advocated by the protectionists. Here is one in- 
terest employing two million and a quarter of laborers, according to 
the estimates and calculations of my friend from Mississippi (Mr 
GEORGE], and yet you propose to burden that two million and a quar- 
ter of laborers with a tax under the pretense that you are legislating 
in the interest of labor. 

I simply rose to call the attention of the Senate to the question at 
issue, and not have it diverted by the ingenious and able views pre- 
sented by the Senator from Ohio, for he is always able and I always 
listen to him with a great deal of pleasure, but I could not fail to de- 
tect the ingenuity by which this debate was to be led away from the 
question pending in the Senate to an issue which is not before the 
Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I must have been very unhappy 
in what I said, certainly unintentionally so, thatI stirred up my friend 
from Texas [Mr. Coxe] to the defense of the South, which was a very 
eloquent and beautiful description of her progress, etc. I appreciate 
that as much as anyone. I have had the pleasure since the war of 
traveling through every Southern State, and everywhere I noticed signs 
of progress and prosperity. I said nothing to the contrary. 

My friend from Texas made one or two remarks which nearly led me 
to believe that he looked upon the South almost as a separate country 
from ours. The South is a part of our country, and will be forever, no 
doubt. Whatever else we may differ about, there is no doubt about 
the unity, power, and greatness of our country; and, therefore, I take 
as much pride in the prosperity of the South as I do in that of New 
England or Ohio or the Northwest, with its marvelous prosperity. 
What I meant, and what I intended to say, was that different ideas of 
political economy—a different line of public policy—would tend to 
promote the interestof the South more even than the North. The Sen- 
ator and I differ as to that line of policy; but if ever in the world a po- 
litical-economic tion was plain, it is that the South, a section 
of the country that for two centuries at least was a region with a single 
oceupation—that of agriculture—where manufactures were scarcely 
developed and whose commerce was not developed except by the use 
of great natural rivers, should change that policy. It was a country 
of raw resources, where cotton and wool and various artieles of that 
kind, the rawest material and the basis of manufactures, were pro- 
duced in great abundance and at great cheapness and with great ease, 
as is the case now; and there labor abounds to a great extent. In such 
a distriet the economic theories that I believe in would be better for 
that country. 

It was not in the least to underrate or to lower the standard of 
Southern pride or Southern feeling that I made that remark, but sim- 
eee nae my conviction that had you not been trained 

that school which taught you that you not loek to the Gov- 
ernment of the country for protection and support to aid in your de- 
velopment but should look alone to yourselves, but if you had been 
trained to believe that you have a right to look to your country and 
claim the support and aid that has developed the North, your condi- 
tion would be better to-day. You sometimes complain that this system 
of public policy is beneficial to the North only ee 
the benefit of it. Why? Itis because you turn your backs upon it. 
The gentlemen of the old school down th, who still adhere to the 
economic ideas and traditions of their still stick to theold idea 
that they must go on raising cotton and i Eurepe and buy- 
ing from Europe or any other country the cheapest ble form of 
their supplies, may think that that isa line of pu policy which 
will develop a country. 

That is not my idea. My idea is that in a country separated from 
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the rest of mankind by a separate form of government, distinct in its 
character, it is the right and the _ of the people to so conduct their 
affairs as to develop the resources of their whole country. Our busi- 
ness here in Congress is not what may benefit land or other portions 
of the world, or to indulge in notionsof free- for the good of man- 
kind, but rather we ought to develop the resources and power and 
strength of the United States of America, North and South, East and 
West, and that by a line of public policy which will protect and foster 
the industries of all portions of this country, whether of agriculture, 
manufactures, or commerce. : 

If that is a wise line of public policy it should be fairly and justly 
applied to all sections. Any line of policy that would be beneficial 
only to the North would be unjust and wrong. Therefore it is that 
every opportunity to extend this policy in the South meets with my 
most hearty approval and sincere support. . 

Now, I do believe that the time is not far distant—this generation 
may pass away meanwhile—when in the South there will be men of 

erent ideas, and perhaps the older men of the present age may catch 
the spirit of the future that is coming upon us; when the South will 
not only be rich in agricultare—it never can be excelled in agriculture 
in those articles which her climate enables her to produce so bounti- 
fally—but also in manufactures, when the jute-mills and the ramie- 
mills will be side by side in the same region where the cotton is grown, 
where the bountiful fruits of nature, richer by far than in almost any 
other portion of the world, will be produced and furnished to the mar- 
kets of the world. In the mean time, until theyare able to sell in com- 
petition with the production of other countries, they should be sup- 
ported by a reasonable and proper duty. 

Now, let me say to my friend from Texas that a duty on ramie would 
undoubtedly start in the South the growth of ramie. It is sometimes 
said that there was a duty on jute for several years, but it was at a 
period of time when the South was not prepared for this development, 
when the South was coming out of that crucible of fire which the Sen- 
ator from Texas described, and it was not prepared to engage in the 
production of these articles; but now all that is past and gone. There 
is overflowing wealth there, notwithstanding the plea of poverty some- 
times held up to us, because there is the wealth of nature, there are 
bountiful fields, productive of rich harvests and crops almost unknown 
before the war, where 7,000,000 bales of cotton are produced in a single 
year. There are the sources of wealth. 

Why should we not adopt a policy which will induce your people and 
turn the minds of your people to the manufacture of your cotton and 
other raw products in the South? 

Mr. President, I certainly have no desire to do anything that is un- 
just to the Southern people, either white or black, but I should be glad 
to see them all prosper. Their road to prosperity is the same road that 
the people of Great Britain have traveled, that the people of France 
have traveled, that the — of Germany are now traveling, and that 
the people of the North have traveled—by diversifying their industries 
and availing themselves of every opportunity furnished by nature or 
discovery to enrich and add value to the productions of their soil, to 
diversify their industries and mingle manufactures with agriculture, 
so that their commerce may bear not only to the North but to all the 
nations of the world the richest fruits of a bountiful progress. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, for one, as a Southern man, I am 
obliged to the Senator from Ohio for his good advice. He talks wisely 
and talks well, but in the language of Captain Bunsby ‘‘ the point of 
his observations lies in the application on them;’’ and the whole is a 
soothing dose to keep the South quiet under this system of taxation 
by which the pockets of his constituents are filled. That is the mean- 
ing of it all. Se long as we will be quiet and believe that taxation 
increases our wealth and that it is the only road to wealth, we shall 
satisfy him. : 

As to the sincerity of the advice which is constantly given us on that 
side of the Chamber, that we must emulate them by manufacturing 
everything that we consume and buy nothing from anybody else, I 
would simply ask the very pertiment question, suppose we did that, 
what would become of them? There was a fellow once during the 
war who in a burst of patriotism volunteered, and he went home and 
told his wife about it, and she burst into tears. ‘“‘Why, John,’ said 
she, ‘‘suppose yon get killed, what will become of me?’”’ ‘‘ Become 
of you! The devil,”’ says John, ‘‘you had better ask what will be- 
come of me.”” [Laughter. ] 

Suppose we were to manufacture all that we use, suppose we were 
to boycott your patent medicines and your hair-dyes and your wooden 
hams and hickory natmegs, your left-handed razors, your dotble- 
bladed gimlets, and all the contrivances of Yankee ingenuity, which 
oa protect from home competition by patents and from ail the world 

y protective duties; what would become of you and how long would 
it be before there would come a change o’er the spirit of your dreams, 
and the things which delighted you once would afford you no longer 
any pleasure? As the Englishman said about his horse, you would 
be off your feet. and would clamor for a change. 

Mr. President, I am tired of that paternal advice; I am tired of see- 

the spirit of it carried into the Government and enacted into law. 
itis found necessary to teach people their own interests, when 


it is found necessary to tell the Southern planter, for instance, that he 
must abandon making cotton on which he can make a profit of $50 per 
acre and go to raising ramie that is worth but a quarter of a cent a 
hundred pounds, with competition with India labor at 8 cents a day, 
I am tired of being advised that instead of devoting the energy and 
genius of our people to the production of those things which will give 
labor from a dollar to two dollars per day, and make the pauper labor 
of the world contribute to us, we should drop that and emulate the 
labor which yields to the pauper 8 cents a day. There is no sincerity 
in that kind of advice; there isno philosophy in it; there is no wisdom 
in it; there is no statesmanship in it. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VANCE. Anything you please. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the benefit of his opinion, which he seems now 
to have matured. 4 

We have in Massachusetts 262,000 male persons out of 450,000 of our 
total males over twenty-one years old who are engaged in factories, 
earning wages. Now, what occupation does the Senator reeommend 
that they shall engage in? If these industries of which he has spoken 
are closed and left to their competitors abroad, what is the business 
they had better do, according to the Senator’s judgment ? 

Mr. VANCE. Does the Senator give way for an answer? 
want an answer now, or is he through ? 

Mr. HOAR. I meant to ask the Senator a courteous quesiion. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam ready to answer it courteously, of course; but 
I did not know whether the Senator was through with his question or 
not. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; Iam through with the question. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator asks me what those people ought to do. 
I say, in the first place, they ought to attend to their own business, 
and that business is manufacturing. Butt». Senator’s question goes 
upon the supposition that they could not manufacture anything and 
they must all starve to death or have to leave the ceuntry and seek 
other employment, unless I and my constitutents are taxed to support 
them. Thatis the basis of his question. Now, my advice to the Sena- 
tor and to his constitutents is never to engage in any kind of business 
that will not pay its own way, that will not furnish its own lubri- 
cation, and whenever he sees a business that he thinks will enable his 
people to make a living honestly by their own exertions, I would ad- 
vise them by all means to go into it and stick to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to call his attention to the 
fact that he does not answer the question I put? These persons are 
engaged in these protected industries now. The Senator, as I under- 
stand, thinks that is a species of robbery, at any rate that it is an in- 
justice to his constituents and the rest of the country. 

Mr. VANCE. I do. 

Mr. HOAR. These industries are protected. Oursideof that argu- 
ment, of course, has been debated over and over again. What I want 
to know, if I can get it from the Senator from North Carolina, is what 
he thinks is the business they should engage in? Hesays they had 
better mind their own business. That, I suppose, is a jocose remark. 
What I want to know is what they had better manufacture? What is 
the business which they had better mind when they give up this pro- 
tected business? Suppose we all agree with the Senator now that this 
is robbery and that we repent, what shall we do? What has he gotin 
his mind that these men can get their living by beneficially to them- 
selves and this country? That is the question I should like to have 
an answer to. 

Mr. VANCE. I thought I had at least intimated my answer to the 
Senator’s question, if I had not given it directly. I said if they found 
manufacturing profitable to continue atit. If they find manufacturing 
cotton profitable, continue at it. 

I showed the other day, as I thought, from sufficient authority that 
you could manufacture cotton cheaper than the English, or the Ger- 
mans, or the Swiss, and therefore you did not need to tax us. I ex- 
pect to be able to show when the wool schedule is reached that you 
could manufacture wool, but for the tax on the rawwaterial itself, cheaper 
than other people, and so with many other things. 

I admit the Senator’s country is not an agricuitural country, that it 
is not adapted to agriculture, and perhapsif all its population were en- 
gaged in that line they could scarcely support the people of the State, 
and therefore they must manufacture, they must do something else 
besides engaging in agriculture. 

I object to being put in the position—which is constantly undertaken 
by that side of the Chamber—that I am an enemy to manufactures. [ 
am only anxious that the manufacturing interests of this country shall 
be conducted on their own expense and not on mine, just as the agri- 
cultural interests of my country are conducted on their own expense 
and bearing likewise yours. That is the objection that I have. 

As a matter of course, manufactures are absolutely necessary not 
only to the welfare but to the civilization of mankind; and every ar- 
gument made on that side assumes, as a matter of course, that if any 
attempt is made to reduce this taxation it is an utter destruction to all 
these manufactures; every one of them will die, so they say, if these 
duties are reduced. 

Well, if they can not live upon such a reduction as is proposed by 
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the House bill which is before us, then they ought to die, and no threat 
of any lingering pauper in the poor-house, if the overseers do not give 
him turtle-soup and venison he will die, will ever have the effect on 
the keepers of the poor-house to make them give him turtle-soup and 
venison. I shall never be diverted from my intention to support every 
reasonable reduction of taxes by a threat that the men who are sup- 
ported by those taxes are going to die if I do so. It has no terrors for 
me—none in the world. I occupy in that respect somewhat the posi- 
tion of an absentee landlord whose agent represented to him that he 
could not collect the rents and said that everywhere he tried to collect 
them he did so at the risk of his life; that even yesterday he had a 
bullet shot through his hatand one through the sleeve of his coat, and 
‘‘T can not collect the rents;’’ whereupon the landlord replied to him, 
** Collect those rents, I tell you, and tell those fellows who refuse to 
pay that no amount of shooting at you is going toscareme.’’ [Laugh- 
ter.] I want to say to the Senators on that side that no amount of 
threats to die isgoing to scare me from my duty in these matters, which 
is to reduce these rates as faras it is possible and safe to do so with due 
regard to vested rights and to the great changes which would follow 
any violent or considerable reduction of the taxes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonxs]. 

Mr. BROWN. Before the vote is taken, as I have not participated 
in the discussion I desire to ask one question of the Senator from Iowa 
in charge of the bill. What is the present rate of duty on bagging for 
cotton ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The present duty is 1} cents per pound. 

Mr. BROWN. What is the proposition of this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. This bill is to reduce it to three-fourths of a cent 
per pound. 

Mr. BROWN. Then the bill proposes to reduce the tariff just one- 
half of what it now is. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; but before the vote is taken I think that I 
should add one other word. 

I was interested in the letters which were read by the Senator from 
Ohio as respects these fibers, though I had the pleasure of knowing 
many of the details before. The committee have put jute-butts on the 
free-list, which accounts for a small portion of the reduction, I will say 
to the Senator from Georgia. Now, whilst I have no doubt that the 
jute itself can be produced in many of the Southern States, the real 
difficulty thus far is not in the production of the jute, but the jute fiber. 
I know vf no other country now except India where the fiber can be 
recovered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here isa piece of it made in Texas that is more 
than 2 feet long. [Exhibiting. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. This fiber, or the jute, isput in water 
and allowed to soak there for some time, and then the persons who strip 
it go into the water and strip it with great care. It is all done by 
hand, and therefore it is done in different parts of India where their 
canal system has been developed and where the reservoirs are near the 
place of production, and where, as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] very properly says, labor is 2 cents a day, or certainly not ex- 
ceeding 8 cents. 

This is a very frail fiber, and therefore the stripping can only be done 
in water. It has been stated that machines have been or will be in- 
vented todo the stripping. Those who appeared before the Finance 
Committee, who were most familiar with this subject, doubted whether 
any machine can be produced that will strip this fiber from the bark 
without destroying its tenacity. Therefore the committee have put 
jute-butts on the free-list, believing that until some machine can bedis- 
covered to do the stripping, which is now done entirely by hand in the 
water, it will not be produced in this country to any great extent. 

Mr. BROWN. What is the difference between jute and jute-butts? 

Mr. ALLISON. The jute-butts are the stumps of the jute. The 
jute itself is cut off about 15 inches from the ground, the lewer fiber, 
or that nearest the ground, being too coarse for the ordinary fabrics that 
are now made of jute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Having much more wood in its composition? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. Jute-butts are used entirely for the manu- 
facture of the coarser bagging and for paper-making, as cotton-bags 
and paper stocking. This fiber is separated in the interior of India, 
and it is brought down loosely to the great cities like Calcutta, and 
there it is made, as stated by the Senator from Arkansas. So the diffi- 
culty is not in raising the jute, but the difficulty is in separating it 
under our system here as it is separated in India, and it comes in as a 
very cheap fiber for the purposes for which it is now Used. 

Under these conditions and with this information the committee 
have put raw jute or jute-butts upon the free-list in the hope of in- 
ducing the manufacture of the article here. If at any time, as this 
intelligent gentleman writes, it shall appear that this stripping can be 
done by machinery, then I sec no reason why that industry can not be 
carried on here with great profit to our people; but until that time 
comes I doubt very much whether we can produce the raw jute or 
jute-butts here, and that is the reason why the committee have pro- 
posed in this bill the placing of jute-butts on the free-list. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator a question before he sits 





























down. I find in an English publication commenting upon the jute man- 
ufacture in this country, which I accidentally have on my table, this 
statement: 

During the American fiscal year 1884 upwards of $33,000,000 worth of flax, 
hemp, and jute were imported into the United States either in a raw or manu- 
factured state. More than 120,000 tons of these materials were imported in an 
unmanufactured condition, and more than three-fourths of the whole supply 
were received from the United Kingdom. 

I want to ask the Senator what he understands about the unmanu- 
factured jute. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the unmanufactured is the jute fiber, 
such as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] now has in his hands, 
which is baled in Calcutta. 

Mr, TELLER. You understand that it has already gone through a 
process ? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. That is entirely done in India. There are large 
jute mills in Scotland, in Dundee, where perhaps ten or twelve or 
fifteen million dollars’ worth of jute is manufactured each year, but 
they draw from India entirely the fiber from which the manufactures 
are made, and so it is with every other country so far as I know. 

I know the writer of this letter believes that it will be practicable to 
invent a machine whereby this stripping can be done, and when that 
time arrives I think we can make a prosperous industry in this coun- 
try. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, we heard a great deal in the last can- 
vass about the doctrinaires and the college professors, and we were 
told that the Republican party wanted markets and not maxims, and 
yet the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] brings in to-day letters 
from a doctrinaire, a gentleman who believes that this country will go 
to utter ruin unless the highest possible duties are placed upon all the 

ucts of the United States. He knows nothing about the South. 

e is a mere theorist, and he pretends or thinks—I will do him the 
justice to say he thinks—he has made a discovery as to the production 
of jute and ramie in this country when that matter was discussed fif- 
teen years and experiments have been going on for the last fifteen 
years in different parts of the South, and it has been ascertained be- 
yond any question that jute and ramie can be produced; but no ma- 
chine has ever been discovered, after repeated attempts, that could 
take the place of the hand labor of India. 

If that gentleman, the president of a coll I know him—had 
simply gone back even as far as the evidence taken by the Tariff Coni- 
mission in 1882, he would have discovered that all his theory amounts 
to nothing. There is no trouble about the raising of jute and ramie 
in this country, but there has never been a machine discovered which 
could do the work of separating the fiber and take-the place of the 
cheap hand labor near Calcutta. 

In the first volume of the report of the Tariff Commission here is 
the testimony of Mr. John Sloane, who has given his immediate atten- 
tion to this matter. Mr. John Sloane is of the Dolphin Manufactur- 
ing Company, of Paterson, N. J. He says: 

Q. Where is the jute culture in the United States carried on most extensively f 

This is in 1882. 

A. There have thus far only been experiments made. I understand from a 
friend who has a plantation in Mississippi that he has this year planted some 12 
or 15 acres as an Me my re Heretofore, for a year or two past, there have 
been only small es of a quarter of an acre or so planted to see if it would 
grow. They have demonstrated the fact that the plant can eter: and grow 
well, and that the climate and soil of America are more favorable for its growth 

the climate and soil of India. The whole question, however, after 
the plant is grown. So far, there has been no mechanical device s to 
chea’ the process of getting the fiber. Jute is a cane with wood inside, and 
the is the inside of the bark. The whole question is a question of labor to 
get that fiber separated and put in merchantable condition. hand labor 
they all confess in this country, wherever it has been tried, that it can not be 
done. The lowest-priced labor in the South will not compete with the low- 
priced labor of In weeeRem Dena Ser 

Q. Do you know of any one whois cupontnsntiog di attention to 
the opps of machinery which would hackle it or separate fiber? 

A. I have heard of one or more machines that are either invented or in proc- 
ess of invention by which they hope to overcome that difficulty, and I sincerely 
hope they will be able to do it. 


. The only difficulty, then,is in preparing it for the manufacture after it is 
are 

And soon. And here is the evidence of another witness before the 
same Tariff Commission, and twenty-five or thirty gentlemen testified 
in regard to it that for ten years prior to 1882 they had endeavored to 
invent one of these machines, but on account of the peculiar natare 
of this fiber it could not be done and has not been done. Upon that 
commission was Duncan F. Kenner, one of the most advanced men in 
thé South, and he devoted himself to this question of raising jute in 
Louisiana, and the result was that about 15 or 20 acres were raised 
there with great success, but at an absolute loss to the man who raised 
it, because no machine could be found to take the place of the cheap 
labor of India. 

We have heard a great deal of this sort of sympathy for the Seuth 
and its backwardness and lagging behind. I have heard a great deal 
of it in regard to my own State, which happens to be a Democratic 
State, and to free trade. Why, sir, in Southeast Missouri we 
are to-day every e of the timber grown there which has 
heretofore been worthless. We are taking the gums, the 
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sweet-gums and the red-gums, and making them into furniture which 
rivals the best furniture made anywhere in the world. We are even 
utilizing the cottonwood, which has heretofore been considered an ab- 
solute nuisance, and it is found to make the best fruit-boxes in the 
world. I visited not long since, just after the election, a stave factory 
in Southeast Missouri, employing four hundred and fifty men, and the 
superintendent told me he had just entered into a contract with the 
manufacturer of Bass’s ale to supply him with all his casks for some 
nine months to come, that he was rting his casks to the West Indies 
and sending them to California for their wines and their California 
brandies. I asked him then, ‘‘Do ee need protection ?’’ ‘* Not one 
cent.’’ That stave factory has been built up there without the assist- 
ance of this high protective duty, built up in poor old Missouri, and 
yet we are told by the Senator from Ohio that the people of the South 
are | behind and false to themselves because they do not adopt 
this system and rush frantically in to secure their portion of its benefits! 

Mr. President, we attack the because it is unjust to the peo- 
ple of this country. We attack it upon principle, because we believe 
that, instead of being equal in its operation upon all sections and upon 
all the people of this country, it is unjust and unequal, and no sort of 
— will induce us to give up that opinion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

PEs * ag and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquiTT]. 
vote ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Delaware[Mr. Gray]. If he were present, Ishould 
vote ° 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Buarr]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON (when the name of Mr. Jonzs, of Nevada, was called). 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs] is paired with the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore can not vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumMB], or I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam requested to announce that the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. DoLPx] is paired with the junior Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I was paired with the senior Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER], who is now absent from the Chamber, 

ut I understand from the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] that 
the Senator from Virginia is paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. BLopGerr], who is absent. I will therefore vote, and an- 
nounce that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] is paired 
with the Senator from New Je {[Mr. BLoneert]. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague | Mr. Bowen] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [ Mr. Grsson }. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, he would 


I am paired with 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Eustis, Payne, Vance, 
nk! Gorman, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Bh ‘burn, Hampton, Reagan, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Morgan, Turpie, 
NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Frye Mitchell, Spooner, 
Brown, Hawley, Paddock, Stewart. 
Davis, H > Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Dawes, Hoar P Teller, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—33. 

Beck, Colquit Hale may, 
Blair, Cullom.” Harris, a, 
Blodgett, > Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Dolph Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 

\ Farwell, Kenna, Stanford, 
Call, Faulkner, MePherson, Vest. 
Cameron, George, Morrill, 
Chace, Gibson, 
Chandler, Gray, Plumb. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move, ih line 1372, paragraph 339, that 
the words ‘‘three-fourths’’ be stricken out and the words “ three- 
eighths’’ substituted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 339, line 1372, after the word 
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‘pound,’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘three-fourths’’ and insert 
‘*three-eighths;’’ so as to read: 

839. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for cov- 
ering cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, jute, or jute-butts, valued at 
not more than 8 cents per pound, three-eighths of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I call for the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion. 

ee yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. d 

Mr. CHACE {when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. CotquitT]. If he were present, I should vote 

nay.’”’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], and therefore am not atlib- 
erty to vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 
should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], and therefore withhold my 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I 


ote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumsB], or I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

aa Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck]. 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the negative). 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 
he has not voted, I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi is not 
recorded. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. WAL- 
THALL] is absent from the Senate attending a committee of confer- 


I am paired 
As I understand 


ence. 

Mr. TELLER. The seniorSenator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] is 
paired with my colleague [Mr. BowEN]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire tosay, once for all, that the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jongs] and the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER- 
SON] are paired. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. FARWELL] 
is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Bate, Eustis, Morgan, Turpie, 
Berry, Faulkner, Payne, Vance, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—25. 
Aldrich, Evarts, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Allison, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Hawley, Palmer, Teller, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Hoar, Quay, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Edmunds, Manderson, Sherman, 

ABSENT—32, 

Beck, Colquitt, Hale, Plumb, 
Blair, Cullom, Harris, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Daniel, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Butler, Farwell, Kenna, Spooner, 
Call, George, McPherson, Stanford, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morrill, Vest, 
Chace, Gray, Pasco, Walthall. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ators in charge of this bill to the words in lines 1371 and 1372 of para- 
graph 339, ‘‘ valued at not more than 3 cents per pound.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator willallow me a moment, to make it 
perfectly certain and that there may be no mistake about that, I will 
suggest an amendment of 3} cents, or I might make it 4. 

Mr. VEST. I was going to ask the Senator to make it 4 cents. I 
would suggest that that be made 4 cents. 

Mr. ALLISON. Three and a half cents, the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] reminds me, may cover another class. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may cover burlaps in some conditions. 

Mr. ALLISON. Three and a-half cents will unquestionably cover 
every question as respects cotton- bagging. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will make that 4 cents I shall be satis- 
fied. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will make it 3} cents, and will move that amend- 
ment if the Senator will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, for I can not help myself. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
the floor? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. 
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The Curer CierK. In paragraph 339, line 1372, after the word 
‘‘three,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ and one-half ;”’ so as to read: 

239. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and all similar material suitable for cover- 
ing cotton, composed in whole or in part of hemp, jute, or jute-butts, valued at 
not more than 3; cents per pound, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Before we proceed, with the consent of the Senate I 
wish to go back to paragraph 334, relating to burlaps. 

We have heard a great deal to-day about a portion of my constituents 
who have been engaged in the cotton-bagging trust, and who have cer- 
tainly sucveeded admirably in making what our friends on the other 
side call ‘‘a corner’’ upon cotton-bagging. Isaw inapaperaSt. Lonis 
dispatch the day before yesterday about this combine, or, as one of the 
gentlemen who fabricated it said before the committee, ‘‘ the sympa- 
theticmovement.’’ He was asked whether it wasa trast or a combine. 
*“Oh, no.’’ ‘Well,’ said the Senator who was interrogating him, 
‘what do you call this thing, then?’’ ‘* Well,” hesaid, ‘‘I would call 
it a sympathetic movement.’’ Well, the ‘‘sympathetic movement’’ 
has terminated, and a division of profits was made on the Ist day of 
January. The ‘sympathetic movement’’ came to an end by virtue of 
no defect in its construction, but by the terms of the limitation in the 
articles of agreement, which I have before me and can read if neces- 
sary, which put an end to this ‘‘sympathetic movement’’ on the Ist 
day of January. 

The principal gentleman engaged in it said in this interview in St. 
Louis that they had divided the profits, that they were not as large as 
they had fondly anticipated, but they would do, and intimated pretty 
strongly that on the next cotton crop another ‘‘sympathetic move- 
ment’’ would be inaugurated in the same direction. 

Now, from a portion of my constituency in St. Louis I have a tele- 
gram directed to my colleague, which is as follows: 


Sr. Lovis, January 7, 1889. 





















































































Hon. F. M. CockRELLL: 


A materia! reduction in duties on burlaps is strongly advocated by all inter- 
ested irrespective of party, including bag manufacturers. We look for your 
rty co-operation. 


E, O. STANARD, 
5. W. COBB, 
D. P. GRIER, 
HENRY C. HAARSTICE, 
J. W. KAUFMAN, 

I want to commend this telegram to the kind consideration of the 
gentlemen in charge of this bill, who have absolutely the control of 
these provisions. These bagging manufacturers now ask for a reduc- 
tion of the duty on burlaps; and when I propose in a spirit of fairness, 
and I think of equity, to the managers of this bill to put the value at 
4 cents instead of 3, in paragraph 339, the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALDRICH] objects, because he says it might include burlaps. If 
I have understood the argument here to-day in regard to cotton-bag- 
ging, it is in favor of American manufacturers, and the very men who 
control this movement, who manipulate it, who divided the profits on 
the Ist of January—some of them, at any rate—now ask their party 
assoviates here to reduce the duty on burlaps in their interest, in the 
interest of the American manufacturers. 

When this matter was up in the House of Representatives we were 
told that more than one-half of the cotton-bagging manufactured in 
the United States was manufactured in the city of St. Louis, and that 
1,500 operatives were engaged in that manufacture; and it is interest- 
ing in this connection to know the opinion of Mr. Gratz, how he was 
enabled to manipulate that ‘‘sympathetic movement’’ and divide the 
profits on the ist of January. I do not propose to go over the whole 
testimony, but here is what he said in answer to interrogatories, and I 
give it for what it is worth: 

Q. And I suppose you simply began an investigation of this arrangement? 

A, iknow I myself refused to go into any kind of an arrangement, and I 
would not do anything, and I stated that I would be for oe = starting 
for myself if they would make a combination in bagging. Further than 
a year ago I found there was a desire to make an arrangement in baggiug, an 
I had a friend who was the editor of the Missouri Republican, and I went to him 
and told bim that the only way to avoid trusts was io make articles that went 
into combinations free by the mere act of combination, and if such a law could 
be passed through Congress it would absolutely destroy chances for trusts, and 
I got him to publish an editorialat one time ad the passage of a law by 
Copgress making the mere proof of a combination of 75 per cent. of an article 
of commerce sufficient to remove the duty for twelve months after that combi- 
nation was dissolved. If you will do that now you will get rid of combines. 

Q. Suppose this bill should not become a law, would this association dis- 
solve? 

A. This association dissolves itself the Ist of January, whether there is a law 
or not, 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] argued this afternoon with 
great force that the tariff had nothing to do with this ‘sympathetic 
movement,”’ using the language of the principal fabricator; that whether 
there was a high or low tariff these ‘‘corners,” as he expressed it, 

would be made upon all articles of commerce hout the country. 
We heard in the late canvass from the most distinguished authority 
that these trusts were nota public matter, but a matter entirely of 
private management and private concern, and afterwards the same dis- 
tinguished leader of the Republican party declared that trusts existed 
in Great Britain, ‘‘in free-trade Engiand,’’ as he called it, and there- 
fore the tariff had nothing to do with them, differing entirely with Mr. 
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Gratz, who isa 


the subject, having just carried out the most successful ‘‘ sympathetic 
movement”’ that has ever been known in this country. 


























the difference between trusts in ‘*‘ free-trade 
protected-tariff United States is simply this: 
cates who attempt to make a trust or a “‘sym 
must corner the product of the entire world, and it takes almost a 
fabulous amount of capital for them to carry out their project as did 
Mr. Gratz. But the tariff is an adjunct to the system of trusts; it is 
the most valuable auxiliary they can have, for this simple reason, that 
when it comes to be an exclusive duty, as it is on cotton-bagging, ac- 
cording to the testimony of men engaged in it, it excludes foreign 
competition, and thereby enables a smaller amount of capital and a 
smaller syndicate to carry through successfully their ‘‘sympathetic 
movement,’’ and under the same tariff these same gen 
ner the next cotton crop, and continue to do so at their own sweet 
will and pleasure. 


insert the word ‘‘free.’’ 
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gentleman of the largest experimental knowledge on 


Permit me to observe, without any elaboration of the argument, that 

”? and in the high 
at the English syndi- 
pathetic movement”’ 


tlemen can cor- 


Now, sir, 1 move to reduce the duty upon burlaps. 
Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. Vzest). Why not state who Mr. Stan- 


ard is? 


Mr. VEST. Governor Stanard has a national reputation. He was a 


Republican lieutenant-governor of my State, and afterwards a Repub- 
lican member of Congress, and is one of the acknowledged leaders of 
the Republican party in Missouri. 
tional ,reputation in the Republican party. Mr. Grier is also a very 
prominent Republican, although his reputation is hardly as extensive 
as that of Governor Stanard. 


Governor E. O. Stanard has a na- 


I move to strike out ‘30 per cent. ad valorem’’ upon burlaps, and 
It will then read: 


Burlaps, not exceeding 60 inches in width, of flax, jute, or hemp, or of which 


flax, jute, or hemp, or either of them, shal] be the component material of chief 
value (except su 


as may be suitable for bagging for cotton), free. 


On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 


stated from the desk. 


The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 334, line 1352, it is proposed to 


strike out ‘‘30 per cent. ad valorem’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘free.’’ 


Mr. ALLISON. Under the existing tariff, which is 20 per cent. ad 


valorem, a very small amount of what are known as burlaps has been 
manufactured in this country. The entire consumption of burlaps in 
this country is made by those who manufacture what is called bagging. 
These burlaps are chiefly made now in Dundee, Scotland. Though I 
have not the figures before me, I think the importations are very large 
and increasing. ; 


The reason they have not been made in this country is that with the 


existing rate of duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem on raw jute, which is 
the raw material, it has been impossible to manufacture these burlaps 


under the existing rate of duty. It was so stated by those who en- 


gaged in the business and who are familiar with the subject. 


With free jute and 30 per cent. ad valorem, the committee believe 


that burlaps can be manufactured in this country, although the jute 
manufacturers say that the margin is too close. I am aware that the 
cotton-bagging manufacturers who have a 
ing law of 40 per cent. ad valorem, and who, of course, under this 
proposed bill, if it becomes a law, will also have 40 percent., very much 
prefer to import their burlaps. Itis one of those beautiful illustra- 


protection under the exist- 


tions of how men of high character in the disposition of a bill look very 
carefully at their own interests. The men who are in the 
manufacture of bagging being protected by existing law with a duty 
of 40 per cent., find a very fair protection in that, so that no bags are 
imported, or very few, but their raw material, burlaps, are imported 
very largely. The committee in making up this schedule believed 
that the rate proposed in this was a fair rate to enco 

the manufacture of burlaps in our own country, and that is what it is 
designed for. 

The reason that the cotton-bagging manufacturers, largely in the 
city of St. Louis, are in doubtabout this 30 per cent. on burlaps is that 
they are afraid that the men who make burlaps will also make 
and thus the bagging industry will have an impetus that they do not 
care to encourage. 

Sol think on the whole the general interests will be better subserved 
by leaving the rate of duty as it now exists in the substitute, and unless 
some rate certainly very nearly approaching this tax shall be adopted, 
then I shall follow the Senator from Missouri and put burlaps on the 
free-list, because under existing conditions and under the existing law 
burlaps are now made in Dundee and not in the United States prac- 
tically, and we are building up and have built up in the last ten or 
twelve years a great city and an enormous industry in Scotland. Ifit 
is wiser and better that we should continue to prosper Dundee rather 
than our own country, then burlaps ought to be put on the free-list 
absolutely. If we intend to make it possible to manufacture burlaps 
in this country and thus make our own country prosperous instead of 
Dandee, Scotland, then the present rate of duty, 30 per cent., on bur- 
laps ought to be maintained in this bill. That is all I have to say. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not think in all my experience, 
which has been rather extensive on this tariff question, that I have ever 
heard a better illustration of the whole tariff business than that given 
by my friend from Iowa. The rule is that which seems to be derived 
from the ocean, that the big fish are continually eating up the little 
ones, and every fish is taking care of itself, feeding for itself, without 
regard to the remainder. 

The gentlemen who sent this telegram—two of them at least—are 
most distinguished Republicans. No men stand higher in the Repub- 
lican party, and they are both estimable gentlemen—Governor Stanard 
and Colonel Grier—and yet, according to my friend Iowa, like all 
the balance, they are looking, not to the general interests of the coun- 
try in a broad spirit of patriotism, but they are simply looking to their 
own pockets and to their own interests. 

I do not know that we are building up any great city in Scotland. 
I confess very frankly that my entire interest in this matter is for the 
consumers of this country. I avow very frankly that I am opposed to 
this protective system, as our friends on the other side propose to put 
it upon us without limitation, and from my standpoint, without re- 

to the personnel of these manufacturers, I am for cutting down 
uties because they are now far beyond any legitimate limits, and if 
this bill passes we shall have thrown away entirely everything like re- 
strictions, and we shall be upon the broad, open ocean of protection, 
without any sort of regard to the place where we shall land or what 
will become of the vessel. 

I present here a telegram from these gentlemen of high character, 
manufacturers, protectionists per se, and I ask their friends on the 
other side of the Chamber either to regard their petition or to disre- 


it. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the testimony taken by 
the Finance Committee upon this question shows that in the opinion 
of some, at least, of the manufacturers a difference in duty between 
the raw material and the manufactured burlaps of 15 per cent. is 
enough to promote the manufacture of that article in this country. It 
was so stated, and the statement has been made that they have not 
been manufactured heretofore because the tax on the raw material, jute, 
was only 10 per cent. below the tax on burlaps. 

Now, you have the raw material made free absolutel:, with 30 per 
cent. on the burlaps, which gives a difference between the raw ma- 
terial and the burlaps of 30 per cent.; whereas the statement made to 
the committee by the manufacturers was that 15 per cent. was enough. 

But while this matter is under consideration, it may not be out of 
place to call the attention of the Senate to another fact that this par- 
ticularly bears upon, and that is in the paragraph previous to the one 
under consideration you have provided a tax of 2 cents per pound on 
the bags which are made from these burlaps, and you bave a protec- 
tion of 30 per cent. on the burlaps, which is equivalent to three-fourths 
of a cent a yard. 

The testimony of manufacturers of bags before the committee was 
that the expense of making a thousand bags from burlaps was $5. 
One thousand bags weigh 1,000 pounds. So we have a tariff, a pro- 
tection of $20, on a thousand burlap bags. The bag manufacturer im- 
porting his burlaps pays upon them three-quarters of a cent a pound, 
or $7.50 for the material used in 1,000 bags. Deduct this $7.50 from 
the $20 on a thousand bags and you have $12.50 of net protection al- 
lowed to the manufacturer of a thousand burlap bags, wuo pays but $5 
for the total expense of manufacture, including labor. 

In other words, you give him in protection 250 per cent. on the total 
cost of his manufacture, and this under the pretense of enabling him 
to increase the wages of his operatives. On the theory that the com- 
mittee proceeds upon a tariff of 15 per cent. on burlaps is ample, and it 
will succeed in building up that industry, and then a tax upon bags of 
three-eighths of a cent in excess of the tariff on burlaps the bag manu- 
facturers say isenough for them, soa tariff three-fourthsofa cent a pound 
would be ample on with 15 per cent. on burlaps, and this reduc- 
tion would give the farmers of the West grain-bags $10 to $12.50 per 
thousand cheaper than under the proposed rates. ; 

I have no idea that any change will be made or that these arguments 
will make any difference with the committee, but it is proper that the 
attention of the Senate and the country should be called to these facts. 
The people may take notice of what the committee will not, and unjust 
stewards may yet be called to account. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vesti. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 
inne ease nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e ro 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I do not see him 


present. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Co.quitt]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], but I have transferred that 


pair to the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], and there- 
fore vote ‘‘nay.’’ 


Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLare]. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). The Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Ransom] asked me last night, if he should be absent at 
any time during the next few days, if I would not pair with him, to 
which I assented. I have voted once or twice and I am afraid the Sen- 
ator has been absent depending upon that pair. I decline to vote, there- 
fore. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I should vote “‘ nay’”’ 
but that I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HArrrs]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] who is absent on a confer- 
ence committee, but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Stewart], and I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLums], or I should vote “‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CHACE. Iwill transfer my pair with the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. CoLquitt] to the Senator from Nebraska {[ Mr. MANDERSON], the 
Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. BLACKBURN ] and I having agreed to trans- 
fer our pairs, and I will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to 
vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON ] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 23; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—16. 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, Eustis, Morgan, jance, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Pugh, Voorhees. 
Cockrell, Hampton, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—23. 
Aldrich. Davis, Hiscock, Quay, 
Allison, Dolph, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Brown, Edmunds, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Evarts, Paddock, Teller, 
Chandler, Frye, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, 

. ABSENT—37. 

Beck, Farwell, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Blair, George, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Gibson, McPherson, Sherman, 
Bowen, Gorman, Morrill, Stanford, 
Butler, Gray, Pasco, Stewart, 
Call, Hale, Payne, Vest, 
Cameron, Harris, Plumb, Walthall. 
Colquitt, Hearst, Ransom, 
Daniel, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

340. Oil-cloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, including linoleum, cor- 
ticene, cork carpets, figured or plain, and on all other oil-cloth (except silk oil- 
cloth), and on water-proof cloth, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, 10 cents per square yard and 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish the Senator from Iowa would kindly yield 
to one or two matters of current business. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there are no dmendments to be offered to par- 
agraph 340, so that we can understand that the flax, hemp, and jute 
schedule is now disposed of, I will yield. Then I will ask that Sched- 
ule K be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
where? 

Mr. ALLISON. At ‘“‘Schedule L, silk and silk goods;’’ and ifthe 
Secretary will read paragraph 372, so that Senators may know that 
that is the schedule to be considered to-morrow—— 

Mr. VANCE. Before we pass from the flax and jute and hemp 
schedule, I desire to offer an amendment to the last paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed to paragraph 340 by the Senator from North Carolina. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to paragraph 340 the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That the duty on no article mentioned in this schedule shall exceed 
the rate of 50 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. When the paragraph embracing embroideries, cuffs, 
collars, etc., was under consideration, the opinion was expressed that 
it would on the cheaper grades increase the duties very largely, over 
100 per cent., and in confirmation of that I have received a letter from 
a large importing house in New York giving the rates of duty, the cost 
of the articles abroad, etc., which I will ask the Secretary to read in 
support of my motion. Fifty per cent. is the largest rate which has 
been ascertained, or calculated, by the Treasury officials, and I pre- 
sume it is not desirable, if the higher-class goods come in at 50 per 
cent., that the lower class should be charged one hundred and odd 
per cent., and therefore this proviso will effectually cure that damage 
to the cheaper articles or that heavy imposition on the cheaper article. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

Mr, ALLISON. Before the reading of the paper proceeds I will ask 


The reading will proceed. 


And that the reading be resumed 
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the Senator from North Carolina if it is his purpose to insist upon a 
yea-and-nay vote upon this amendment he now proposes? 

Mr. VANCE. I presume so. I regard it as an important proviso. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, if it will be satisfactory to the Senator from 
North Carolina, I suggest that that letter be printed in the REcorp, 
so that Senators can see it to-morrow, and then I will yield to the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLey], who desires to take up 
some business, 

Mr. COCKRELL, 
up to-morrow? 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes; but I find it is impossible to dispose of this 
schedule to-night if the Senator from North Carolina insists on his 
amendment, 

Mr. VANCE. Iam willing to adopt the suggestion of the Senator 
from Iowa and let the letter be printed in the RecorD without read- 
ing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “The letter will be printed in the 
REcORD. 

The letter is as follows: 


Do I understand that the silk schedule is to come 


New York, January 4, 1889. 
DEAR Stir. I beg to inclosea calculation showing how the proposed new tariff 
would affect this commodity. The bulk of impurted hosiery ($6,000,000 annu- 
ally) ranges from 2.50 to 6 marks, and under the new tariff the ad valorem duty 
would be as follows: 


On goods costing— 


Per cent. 
120 





Seneabess 


rted, ranging from 50 cents to $1.50 cost 
vanced from a cent. ad valorem to 80 per cent. 





eenereee 





On the greater part of goods im 
price, the duty would be ad 

ad valorem, and for whose benefit? The domestic manufacturer's? Hardly, 
since searcely 5 per cent. of the whole output are regular-made goods. The 
domestic manufacturer might, under the increased prices for foreign articles, 
advance the prices of his goods, but would the laborer, the factory hand, benefit 
by it? They are paid by the piece, and demand, competition, improved ma- 
chinery. and supply of labor decide his wages. The commonest kind of domestic 
half-hose, so-called open-tops, sold in 1865 for $1.10; in 1875 for 65 cents; to-day they 
are selling for 40 to 45 cents. Since thirty years no similar goods have been 
imported. 

Respectfully, yours, 
SCHNARR. 
Hon, 7. B. Vance, Washington. 


New York, January 5, 1889. 


Calculation showing landing cost of cotton hosiery wnder the present tariff of 40 per 
cent. ad valorem and the proposed tariff of 20 per cent. ad valorem and 60 cents per 
dozen. 

40 PER CENT, AD VALOREM, 
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DRI cadet attra 3; 4 5| 6 7| 8 | 9; 10 11 
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At 24 cents, .......0. $0.48 $0.72 $0.96 $1.20 $1.44 ($1.68 [$1.92 $2.16 40 | $2.64 
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 saieliteed cam  asadennlhincunesillhscetitieendianamaasithnieadslisilivaeaes 
Landing cost....... .67 | 1.00 | 1.34 | 1.68 2.02 | 2,35 | 2.69 | 3.02 | 3.36 3.70 
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20 PER CENT. AND 60 CENTS. 
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SS SSS ES LS OLS aS SS SSS oe SSS 

Or per cent. ad | ' 
VAOreM..........| 120) 108 73 | 70 68 6 | Sl; 48) 4 41 

! ! 





Goods paying now 40 per cent. ad valorem— 
On 2 marks (90.48) pay under proposed tariff 120 per cent. 
On 3 marks ($0.72) pay under proposed tariff 108 per cent. 
On 4 marks ($0.96) pay under proposed tariff 72 per cent. 
On 5 marks ($1.20) pay under proposed tariff 70 per cent. 
On 6 marks ($1.44) pay under proposed tariff 63 per cent. 
On 7 marks ($1.68) pay under proposed tariff 55 per cent. 
On & marke ($1.92) pay under proposed tariff 51 per cent, 
On 9 marke (82.16) pay under proposed tariff 48 per cent. 
On 10 marks ($2.40) pay under proposed tariff 45 per cent. 
On Ll marks B00 pay under proposed tariff 41 per cent. 
On 20 marks ($4.80) pay under proposed tariff 32 per cent. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina to paragraph 
340. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now yield to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY], and when the matter he has in hand and such other little 


besiness as Senators may desire is disposed of, I shall move that the 
Seuate adjourn, 
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LOAN OF FLAGS TO INAUGURAL COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HAWLEY. One or two matters of current business I should be 
giad to have disposed of. 

I report favorably from the Committee on Military Affairs the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to 
the committee on inaugural ceremonies flags, etc., upon which I shall 
be glad to have immediate action. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 


Mr. COCKRELL. If it is understood that this resolution only refers 
to depots here it*would be all right, but it would hardly be right that 


the Government should be at the expense of transporting from depots 
at Chicago and at Leavenworth and other places flags simply to be used 
here on the occasion of the inauguration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I supposed it referred to only what we had in 
storage here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If that is the understanding it is all right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will ask the question at the War Department in 
the morning. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCE. 


Mr. HAWLEY. A letter transmitting the report of the National 
Academy of Science was referred to the Committee on Printing. I re- 
port thie usual annual resolution for printing that report. It is a report 
made in accordance with law, and is annually printed. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senale (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the National Academy of Sciences for the year 1887, with its appendices, be 
emper te in the usual octavo form, and that 1,000 copies of the report and memoirs 


printed for the use of the Senate, 2,000 forthe use of the House of Represent- 
atives, and 1,500 copies for the Academy of Sciences. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
one of itsclerks, announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 2305) to 
authorize and provide for the disposition of useless papers in Executive 
Departments. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the resolution of the House to print extra copies 
of the rtof the House Committee on Manufacture on the sugar and 
Standard Oil trusts. 

The m farther announced that the House had passed the concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate of October 12, 1888, to print the annual 
volumes of the Astronomical Observations of the Naval Observatory for 
1886, 1887, and 1888. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the concur- 
rent resolution of the Senate of the 4th instant, to print additional 
copies of the final report of the royal commission appointed to in- 
quire into the recent changes im the relative values of the precious 
metals. 

The message further announced that the House had to the 
resolution of the Senate to print additional copies of the work known 
as ‘‘Growth of Industrial Art,’? with an amendment in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had a resolu- 
tion for the printing of 10,000 additional copies of the third annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Labor, for the use of the Department of 
Labor; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITION. 


Mr. EVARTS presented a preamble and resolutions adopted by the 
Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York at a meeting on Jan- 
uary 3, 1889, favoring the construction by the Government of harbors 
of refuge near Point Judith, Rhode Island; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GEORGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3788) for the relief 
of Martha A. Dochterman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3789) for the relief of R. C. 
Oglesby, of Uvalde, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (8S. 3790) authorizing the pur- 
chase of the dressing and shaving table of General Washington used 
by him during his life and mentioned in his will; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (8. 3791) for the allowance of 
a claim in favor of Milton J, Durham, administrator of Leonard Tay- 
lor, deceased, of Boyle County, Kentucky, for stores and su 
taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by the Court 
of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as 
the Bowman act; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr, EVARTS introduced a bill (8S. 3792) for the establishment of a 
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light-house with a fog-bell on Oyster-Bed Shoal, in the Hudson River, 
near New York; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 


COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That two Senators be added to the standing Committee on the Cen- 
sus, to be appointed by the President of the Senate. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Hovse of Representatives (the Senate That there be 


printed, in er Te for mailing, 10,000 maaithe et copies of the 
ird annual report of Commissioner of Labor, for the use of the Depart- 


ment of 
GROWTH OF INDUSTRIAL ART. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the resolution of the Senate for the 
mace. by 10,000 additional es of the work known as ‘‘ Growth of 

d Art;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before moving an adjournment I think I ought 
to say that we are not making the progress with this bill which we 
ought to make in order to reach a vote Pag on the 22d of the 
present month, which we of course must do, There are a number of 
matters passed over, and important matters, which ought to be de- 
bated more or less in the interest of reaching a proper conclusion. Un- 
less we can make more rapid progress to-morrow, I think I shall be 
obliged, on the next day at least, to ask for a night session or that we 
begin our sessions at 11 o’clock and continue until 6 or half past 6, so 
as to avoid night sessions. 

I now move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 9, 1889, 
at 12 o’clock m. 

INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 

The Senate having ordered the publication of its action on the various 
amendments proposed to ne resolution (S. R. 122) declaring the 
sense of Congress in respect of theconnection of European governments 
with interoceanic canals at the Isthmus of Darien and in Central 
America, considered on Monday, January 7, 1889, it is given, as follows: 

The joint resolution being under consideration, 

Mr. GRAY submitted the following amendment in lieu of section 1 
of the joint resolution: 

That any connection of any Euro: government with the construction or 
control of any ship-canal across the Isthmus of Darien or across Central America 
which involves any political control whatever of the territory through which 

nterferes with the government or system of government 


such canal pam 
of any portion of this continent, will be viewed by the Government of the United 
States with serious concern and di 


isapproval, and will be considered as danger- 
ous to our peace and safety. 

Mr. FAULKNER moved an amendment, in line 4 of the amendment, 
to strike out the word ‘‘ whatever ’’ and to insert the words ‘‘ thereof or,’’ 
and in line 5, after the word ‘‘ passes,’’ to insert ‘‘ without the consent 
of the United States.’’ 

Mr. GRAY accepted the amendment. 

After discussion, 

Mr. GRAyY's amendment was rejected by a viva voce vote. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to amend section 1 of the joint resolution, in 
line 4, after the word ‘‘any,’’ where it first occurs, by striking out 
the word ‘‘connection’’ and inserting ‘‘action,”’ and in line 5, after 
the word ‘‘Government,’”’ by striking out the word ‘‘with,’’ and in- 
serting “‘looking to the assumption of;’’ so as to read: 

a That the Government of = States will look with costone comenes and 
w action 
sumption of orpapeieeatianan auatech olttaag cetpagael arens the ietoenee of 
or across Central Americas, and must any such connection or 
control as —— to the just rights and in of the United States and as 
a menace to their welfare. 

The amendment was rejected by a viva voce vote. 

The joint resolution was, on motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, amended by 
striking out ‘‘Congress’’ and ‘Government of the United 
States’’ in the second section; so as to read: 

Resolved by the Senate and Hi Representatives United States merica 
fa eae That tan devcioeen of he Gaited States will look 
with serious concern Se uw any connection of any European 
government with the or cambeal of any ship-canal across the Tsth- 
mus of Darien or across Central and m' any such connection 


regard 
or control as injurious to the just rights and interests of the United States and 
as a menace to their welfare. 
Sec, 2. That the President be, and he is Raceby , seamented Se communicate 
this expression of the views of the Government of the United States to the gov- 
ernments of the countries of Europe. 


The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution declaring 
the sense of the Government of the United States in respect of the cun- 
nection of European governments with interoceanic canals at the Isth- 
mus of Darien and in Central America.’’ 


The vote on the passage of the joint resolution was—yeas 49, nays3; 
as follows: 


YEAS—49. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Jonesof Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Eustis, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Bate, Ev Mitchell Sherman, 
Berry, Farwell, Morgan, Spooner, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morrill, Stewart, 
Chandler, Frye, Paddock, Teller, 
Cockrell, George, Palmer, Vest 
Coke, Gibson, Payne, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Platt. Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hale, Plumb, Wilson of Ma. 

vis, Hawley, Pugh, 

Dawes, oar, Quay, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Ransom, 

NAYS—3. 
Blackburn, Hampton, Vance. 

ABSENT—24, 

Beck, Cameron, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 
Biair, Chace Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blodg: tt, Daniel, Kenna, Stanford, 
Bower, Gray, McPherson, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Harris, Pasco, Turpie, 
Call, Hearst, Reagan, Voorhees. 


Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called) stated that he was paired 
generally with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], but the 
question not being political he would vote in the affirmative, as he was 
informed that the Senator from Indiana would also votein the affirma- 
tive if he were present. 

A pair was announced between the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Voor- 
HEES] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], the former being 
in favor of the resolution. 

Mr. CHACE was stated to have a general pair with Mr. CoLQuirtt, 
and Mr. CAMERON with Mr. BuTLER; but how the respective Senators 
would vote on this question was not understood. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 8, 1889. 


The House met at120’clock m. Prayer by theChaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBuRN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


TESTING HEAVY ORDNANCE. 


Mr, HIRES, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 248), authorizing the Secretary of War to purchase a suitable 
site for testing heavy ordnance and making experiments in gunnery; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FOG-SIGNAL, MOUNT DESERT ROCK, MAINE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House 
Board of an appropriation for establishing a fog-signal upon Mount 
Desert Rock, Maine, for the fiscal year 1890; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE TENDER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of an appropria- 
tion for the construction of a light-house tender for the ninth and 
eleventh light-house districts; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FOG-SIGNAL, DOG ISLAND, ST. CROIX RIVER, MAINE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Light- 
House Board in reference to an estimate of appropriation for establish- 
ing a light and fog-signal on Dog Island, entrance to St. Croix River, 
Maine, fiscal year 1890; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPPORT OF SIOUX INDIANS, MINNESOTA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropriation 
for the support of Sioux Indians of Minnesota; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED. , 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting schedules of claims allowed by 
the accounting officers of the Treasury under appropriations balances 
of which have been expended or carried to the surplus fond; which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered toe be 
printed. 
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DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficiency appro- 
priations for expenses of United States courts for the fiscal year 1889 
or prior years; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POLVAREDA GRANT, NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, a report of the surveyor-general of New 
Mexico on private land claim No. 131, the Polvareda grant; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILD NATIVE SILK-WORM OF CALIFORNIA. 

‘Che SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, transmitting the report of Joseph Neumann upon 
the study of the wild native silk-worm of California; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES, AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture, transmitting a statement of expenditures for 
that Department for the fiscal year 1888; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

LINCOLN LAND DISTRICT, NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3778) to estab- 
lish the Lincoln land district, in the Territory of New Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be read a first 
and second time and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I hope, by unanimous consent, the bill will be con- 
sidered and disposed of at once. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it go to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

The SPEAKER. The Chairso ordered it to bereferred, but the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico [Mr. Josep] asks for its present considera- 
tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it remain on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana insists it shall be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not object to its remaining on the Speaker’s 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be returned to the Speaker’s table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. Wrison, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave of absence for three days. 

Mr. Fircn, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence for 
one week, on account of illness. 

HARRIETT P. FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. ROSSELL, of Connecticut, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies 
thereof, papers in the case of Harriett P. Farnsworth, no adverse re- 
port having been made thereon. 

MARQUETTE AND ONTONAGON RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 
Mr. STOCKDALE, at his own request, was excused from further 


For the present it should go to the Committee on 





The SPEAKER. The 
order, which is equivalent to an objection. 
The Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 188, nays 19, not vot- 
ing 116; as follows: 


service as one of the House conferees on the disagreeing votes of the | Burnett, 


two Houses on Senate bill 858, to forfeit lands granted to the State of 
Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to 
Ontonagon, in said State; and the Speaker appointed in his place Mr. 
MacvponaLD. 
CHANGE OF THE RULES. 
Mr. REED. 


I call up the privileged report from the Committee on 
Rules, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the roll on the 
demande for the previous question on the resclution reported from the 
Coumittee on Rules. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ° I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A few days ago the House set apart this hour 
for the Committee on Printing with leave to call up such measures re- 
ported from that committee as it thought proper to bring before the 
House for consideration. I would like to know if that matter can be 
brought forward this morning as against the privileged question raised 
by the gentleman from Maine. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The privileged question 
displaces everything else while it is pending in the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I ask, Mr. Speaker, what will be the 
status of the order made with regard te the Committee on Printing 
after the privileged matter under consideration shall have been dis- 
posed of? 

The SPEAKER. The order to which the gentleman refers was not 
a continuing order, and will fall unless it is executed now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be made a continuing order. 

Mr. REED. Regular order. 


from Maine demands the regular 


The following pairs were announced: 


Mr. MILs with Mr. HAYDEN. 
Mr. Hooker with Mr. Dorsry. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, ‘with Mr. Gorr. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. Wurrrne, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. GUENTHER. 
Mr. Ha. with Mr. THomas, of Kentucky. 


Mr. DaRGAN with Mr. Symes. 


Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 
Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. Lamp. 

‘Mr. NEAL with Mr. BELDEN. 
Mr. Carnuts with Mr. WICKHAM. 


Mr. Foran with Mr. PARKER. 


YEAS—18s. 
Allen, Mass. Dalzell, Laidiaw, Romeis, 
Allen, Mich. Daven Landes, Rowell, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Ala. Lawler, Rowland, 
Anderson, Ill. Davidson, Fia Lee Ryan, 
Baker, N's Docks oy coon 
Baker, N. Y. ) ery, ng, ers, 
Barnes, neh, Soull, 
Barry, Ermentrout, nald, Se 5 
Bayne, Farquhar, Maish, Shaw, 
Biggs, ee. a. — 
‘orney, . 
Blanchard, French: Mason, Sowden, 
Bland, Funston, Matson, Spinola, 
Blount, Gaines, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Boothman, Gallinger, Springer, 
Routetie Glass ieee Stepiee 
utelle, , ’ 
Bowden, Goff, Ste wart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes, McKinley, bi 
Brewer, Grosvenor, cKinney, Stone, Ky. 
Brower, ut, McRae, Stone, Mo 
Browne, Ind. Hatch, McShane, Tarsney, 
Brown, Ohio Heard, Montgomery, Taulbee 
Brown, J.R.,Va. H u, Moore, Taylor, E.B., Obio 
Brumm, Henderson,Iowa Morgan, lor, J. D., Ohio 
Bunnell Hond ak ne Thompson, Ohio 
unnell, enderso le n, . 
Burrows, Hi ” Nichols, Tillman, 
Butterworth, Hiestand, : Townshend, 
pum, Hires, o b Turner, Ga. 
Campbell, F.,N. ¥, Hitt, O’Ferrall, Vance, 
Candler, Holman, O' Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Va. rne, Walker, 
Catchings, Hopkins, N.Y. ite, Warner, 
Chipman, n Patton, Washington, 
Clark, Howard, Payson, Weaver, 
Clements, Hunter, 1, Weber, 
Cobb, Hutton, Perkins, West, 
Cogswell, Jackson, Peters, Whee 
Conger, Johnston, Ind. Post, White, N. ¥ 
Cooper, Kean Pugsiey, Whiting, Mich 
Cothran, Kelley, Randall, lliams, 
Cox, e 4 Reed, Wilson, Minn. 
Crisp, Kerr, Rice, Woodburn, 
Crouse, Ketcham, Richardson, Yardley, 
Cummings, Laffoon, Robertson, Yoder, 
Cutcheon, La Follette, Rogers, Yost. 
NAYS—I9. 
Abbott, Gibson, Lanham, Shively, 
Adams Hare, Lehibach, Stewart, Tex. 
Baker, I). Haugen, Lind, Stewart, Vt. 
Bankhead, Johnston, N.C. MeMillin, Wise. 
Culberson, Lane, Seney, 
NOT VOTING—1L16. 
Anderson, Iowa De Lano, Hopkins, Ill. Phelan, 
Anderson, Miss. Dibble, Hovey, Phelps, 
And ,Kans. Dingley, Hudd, Pid ; 
| Arnold, Dorsey, Jones, Plumb, 
| Bacon, Do y, Kilgore, Rayner, 
| Belden, Dun ; Lagan, Rockwell. 
| Bliss, Dunn, Laird, Russell, Conn. 
| Bowen, Enloe, Latham, Russell, 
Reetnaniies Soe. Felton, Lyman, Rusk, 
| Browne, T.H.B.,Va.Finley, Maffett, Scott, 
Buchanan, Fisher, Mahoney, Simmons, 
Buckalew, Fitch, McComas. Snyder, 
B Foran, cCullegh, Stahlnecker 
Ford, . ble, 
Butler, Fuller, Milliken, Symes, 
Campbell, Ohio Gay, ills, homas, =. 
Campbell, T.J.,N.Y.Gest, Moffitt, Thomas, Wis. 
Carlton, Glover, Morrow, Thompson, Cal 
Caruth, Granger, Morse, y, 
Caswell, Greenman, Neal, Turner, Kans 
Cheadle, Guenther, Newton, ade, 
Clardy, Hall, Norwood, ite, 
Cockran, ae, bn hae Whiting, Mas« 
Collins, yden, ie, 
a Hayes, 0’ Neiil,'Mo. i 
Cow Hermann, ™ Wilber, 
Crain, Hoge, Parker, Wilkins, 
Dargan, > Penington, Wilkinson, 
Darlington, Hooker, * Wilson, W, Va. 
So the previous question was ordered. : 
On motion of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 


Mr. Forp with Mr. Tuomas H. B. Browns, of Virginia. 
Mr. Wiison, of West Virginia, with Mr. AkNoLp. 
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Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. De LANo. ee O’Neil!, Mo. Russell, Mass, West, 
: McComas, Outhwaite, Rusk, White, Ind. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. Morrirr. McCullogh, Owen, Scott, Whiting, Mass. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. DARLINGTON. MeMillin, Parker, Snyder, Whitthorne, 

Mr. McSHANE. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. Larrp, but neem, Seanad Reneaceber, Tena, 
being satisfied that if present he would vote as I have voted, I shall Mills” Phelan, Seno Wilkins, 
permit my vote to stand. Moffitt, Phelps, Thomas, Ky. Wilkinson, — 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. Morgan, Fidcock, ey. sa Wilson, W. Va. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move torecommit to the Committee on Rules the | yo" Rockwell, — 


pending resolution, and upon that call the previous question. 
Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. 


Norwood, Weaver, 


Russell, Conn. 


So the previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. On motion of Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
ey oe te i y uns s sent, the reading of the 
Pb. See: . Is it in order at this time to move to recommit with names was dispensed with. ? 
The SPEAKER. It would be in order to move to recommit with | The following additional pais were announced: 


Mr. JONES with Mr. McCoMAs, on all political questions, until fur- 
ther notice. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. Symes, on all political questions, for the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered. The question 
now is on ordering the resolution to be recommitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 


instructions if the previous question is not sustained by the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. Butunder the rule, as itstands, does not that motion 
take precedence of the motion to commit ? 

The SPEAKER. The rules provide that one motion shall be in order 
to commit, with or without instructions. The gentleman from Indiana 
moves to recommit without instructions, upon which he demands the 
previous question. If that demand issustained of course it cuts off all 
amendment to the motion. 

The question was taken on the demand for the previous question; 


and on a division there were—ayes 132, noes 3. 
Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 


yeas 120, nays 118, not voting 85; as follows: 


YEAS—120. 


Mr. REED. I demand the yeas and nays. Abbott, Crisp, Laffoon, Richardson, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 7 Allen, Miss. Culberson, Landes, Robertson, 
Th : em: th o Anderson, Iowa Cummings, Lane, togers, 
e question was taken; and there were—yeas 218, nays 4, not vot- Anderson, IIL Dargan, Lanham, Rowland, 
ing 101; as follows: Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Ala. Latham, Sayers, 
YEAS—218. Bacon, Davidson, Fla. Lawler, Seney, 
A co Baker, Il. Dibble, Lee, Shaw, 
Abbott, Davidson, Ala, Kilgore, Rogers, Bankhead, Dockery, Leh!bach, Shively, 
Allea, Mass. Davidson, Fia, Laffoon, Romeis, Barnes, Dunn, Lynch, Simmons, 
Allen, Mich. Davis, La Follette, Rowell, jarry, Elliott, Maish, Sowden, 
Allen, Miss. Dibble, Laidlaw, Rowland, 2iggs, Enloe, Mansur, Spinola, 
Anderson, Iowa Dingley, Landes, Ryan, Blanchard, Ermentrout, Martin, Stewart, Tex. 
Anderson, Ill. Dockery, Lane, Sawyer, Biand, Finley, Matson, Stewart, Ga. 
Anderson, Kans. Dunn, Latham, Sayers, Blount, Forney, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Bacon, Elliott, Lanham, Scull, Breckinridge, Ky. Fuller, McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Baker, N. Y. Enloe, Lawler, Seney, Bryce, Gest, McCreary, Stone, Mo. 
Baker, Lil. Ermentrout, Lee, Seymour, Burnett, Gibson, McKinney, Taulbee, 
Bankhead, Farquhar, Lehlibach, Shaw, Campbell, F..N. Y. Glass, MeMillin, Thompson, Cal, 
Barnes, — —_. Shorman, Campbell,T.J.,.N.¥.Grimes, McRae, Tillman, 
Barry, Inley, wodge, mmons, Candler, Hare, Montgomery, ‘Traccy, 
Bigs, nd Flood, Long, Smith, Catchings, Hatch, Moore, Turner, Kans. 
Blanc 1 Forney, Lynch, Sowden, Cheadle, Heard, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Bland, French, Macdonald, Spinola, Chipman, Hemphill, Newton, Vance, 
Blount, Fuller, Mansur, Spooner, Clements, Henderson,N.C. Oates, Walker, 
Boothman, Funston, Martin, Springer, Cobb, Herbert, O’Ferrall Washington, 
Bou Gaines, Matson, Steele, Compton, Holman, O’Neall, Ind, Wheeler, 
Boutelle, Gallinger, MeAdoo, Stephenson, Cothran, Hudd, Peel, Witkins, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gear, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. Cowles, Hutton, Phelan, Wilkinson, 
Brewer, Geat, McCormick, Stewart, Ga. Cox, Johnston, N.C, Randall, Wilson, Minn. 
Browne, Ind. Gibson, McC > Stewart, Vt. Crain, Kilgore, Rayner, Wise. 
Brown, Ohio Glass, McKenna, Stockdale, an 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gof, McKinley, Stone, Ky. NAYS—118. 
Brumm, Grimes, McKinney, Stone, Mo. Adams, Felton, La Follette, Ryan, 
Bryce, Grosvenor, McRae, Tarsney, Allen, Mass. Fiood, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 
Bunnell, Hare, McShane, Taulbee, ) Allen, Mich, French, Lind, Scull, 
Burrows, Hatch, Montgomery, Taylor, E. B.,Ohio | Atkinson, Funston, Lodge, Seymour, 
Butterworth, Haugen, Moore, Taylor, J.D., Ohio | Baker, N. Y. Gaines, Long, Sherman, 
Bynum, Heard, Morrill, Thomas, Til. Bayne, Gallinger, Macdonald, Smith, 
Campbell, F.,N.¥. Hemphill, Morrow, Thomas, Wis. Boothman, Gear, Mason, Spooner, 
Campbell,T-J..N.Y.Hen erson, Iowa Nelson, Thompson, Ohio Bound, Grosvenor, MeCormick, Springer, 
Candler, Henderson, N.C. Newton, Thompson, Cal. Bouteile, Grout, McKenna, Steele, 
Catchings, Henderson, Iil. Nichols, Tillman, Brewer, Haugen, McKinley, Stewart, Vt. 
Cheadle, Herbert, Nutting, Townshend, Brower, Hayes, Morrill, Tarsney, 
Chipman, Hermann, Oates, Turner, Ga. Browne, Ind. Henderson,Iowa Morrow, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Clark, Hiestand, O*Donneil, Vance, Brown, Ohio Henderson, fil. Nelson, Taylor, J. D., Ohic 
Clements, Hires, ©’Ferrall, Vandever, Brown,J.R.,Va, Hermann, Nichols, Thomas, Il}. 
Cobb, Hitt, O’Neall, Ind, Walker, Buchanan, Hiestand, Nutting, Thomas, Wis. 
Cogswell, Holman, O'Neill, Pa. Warner, Bunnell, Hires, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, Ohio 
Hopkins, Va. Osborne, Washington, Burrows, Hitt, Osborne, Townshend, 
Conger, Hopkins, N. Y. Patton, Weber, Butterworth, Hopkins, Ill. Outhwaite, Vandever, 
Cooper, ouk, Payson, Wheeler, . Cannon, Hopkins, Va. Owen, Warner, 
Cothran, Howard, Peel, White, N. Y. Clark, Hopkins, N. Y. Patton, Weaver, 
Cowles, Hudd, Perkins, Whiting, Mich. Cogswell, Houk, Payson, Weber, 
Cox, Hunter, Peters, Williams, Conger, Hovey, Perkins, White, N. Y. 
Crisp, Hutton, Post, Wilson, Minn. Cooper, Hunter, Peters, Wilber, 
Crouse, Jackson, Pugeley, Wise, Crouse, Jackson, Post, Williams, 
Culberson, Johnston, N, ©. Randall, Woodburn, | Cuteheon, Johnston, Ind. Pugsley, Woodburn, 
Cammings, Kean, Rayner, Yardley, Dalzell, Kean, Reed, Yardley, 
Cutcheon, Kelley, ° Yoder, Davenport, Kelley, Rice, Yoder, 
Dailzell, Kennedy, Rice, Yost. Davis, Kennedy, Romeis, Yost. 
Dargan, err, Richardson, Dingley, Kerr, Rowell, 
Davenport, Ketcham, ° ° Farquhar, Ketcham, Russel}, Conn, 
NAYS—4. NOT VOTING—S. 
Adams, Atkinson, Bayne, Shively Anderson, Miss. : ell, Greenman, McShane, 
y Arnold, Clardy, Guenther, Merriman, 
HOT VOTING—2. Belden. Cocke, Hall, Milliken, 
Anderson, Miss. Butler, Z Dunham, Hayes, ; Binghans, Collins, Harmer, Miblis, 
Arnold, Campbell, Ohio Fisher, H . Bliss, Darlington, Hayden, Moffitt, 
Belden, Cannon, Viteh, H Bowden, De Lano, Hogg, Morse, 
Bingham, Foran, Hooker, Bowen, Dorsey, Holmes, Neal, 
—_. Caruth, Ford, Hopkins, Il! Breckinridge, Ark. Dougherty, Hooker, Norwood, 
Bowden, Caswell, Gay, lovey, Browne,T.H.B.,Va.Dunham, Howard, O'Donnell, 
Bowen, Clardy, Glover, Jobnston, Ind. | Brumm, Fisher, Jones, O'Neill, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cockran, Granger, Jones, Buckalew, Fiteh, Lagan, Parker, 
Brower, li Greenman, " Burnes, Foran, Laird, Penington, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va.Crain, Grout, rd, Butler, Ford, Lyman, Perry, 
Buchanan, Darlington, Guenther, L n, Bynum, Gay, Maffett, Phelps, 
Buckalew, De . Hall, ‘elt, Campbell, Ohio Glover Mahoney, Pidcock, 
—_—a Dorsey, Harmer, Mahoney, Carlton, Goff, McComas, Plumb, 
Bu Dougherty, Hayden, ish, Caruth, Granger McCatlogh, Rockwell, 
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Russell, Mass Stephenson, West, Wickham 

Rusk, Struble, White, Ind. Wilson, Ww. Va. 
Scott, Symes, Whiting, Mich, 

Snyder, Thomas, Ky. Whiting, Mass. 

Stahinecker, Wade, Whitthorne, 


So the resolution was recommitted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. STRUBLE, on this vote. 

Mr. LAGAN with Mr. LYMAN, until farther notice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was recommitted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. * 

Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. R1cHARD- 
#0N] now calls up the special order made for this morning setting 
apart one hour for the consideration of measures reported from the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The first measure I desire to call up is on the 
twentieth page of the Calendar (S. 3162) providing for the printing of 
Government publications upon private orders. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have the special order read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. [After a pause.] The 
Chair has sent for the order, and it will be brought in and read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not know there was such an order, and I de- 
sire to hear it read, as I wish to raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to raise the question 
of consideration on each bill as it comes up. 

The Clerk read from the REcorD, as follows: 

Mr. Ricnarpsoy, I ask unanimous consent that on Tuesday next, immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal, the Committee on Printing be allowed 
one hour for the consideration of its business by the House. 

The Speaker. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unanimous consent a 
on Tuesday, immediately after the reading of the Journal, one hour be set 
for the vonsideration of measures reported from the Committee on Prin 
Is there chjection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the order, then, is such a one as 
will only permit the question of consideration to be raised on each bill 
as it is cailed up. 


GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS ON PRIVATE ORDERS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman now calls up for consideration in 
the hour a bill the title of which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S, 8162) providing for the printing of Government publications upon 


private orders. 
I ask to have the report read in this case. 


/ 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 


The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not require an erin, and I ask 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be 


from the further consideration of the measure, and that it be considered 
in the House. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have the bill read so that I may deter- 
mine whether I shall raise the question of consideration. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That lif any person desiring 
printed at the Government Printing Office b authority of ay! shall, previous 
to its being put to press, notify the Public Printer, in writing, of the number of 
copies wanted, and shall pay to him, in advance, the eee thereof, an 
10 per cent. thereon, the Public Printer may, under i direction of te dont 
Committee on Public Printing, or, when Co: is not in session, under the 
direction of the Secre of the Interior, fu the same. 

Suc, 2. That the Public Printer is hereby authorized, under the direction of 
the Joint Committee on Printing or Secretary of the Interior, as above provided, 
to print from any stereotype poten in his m such number of books or 
documents as may be orde: by persens ng the es senares the num- 
ber so ordered shail justify putting said stereotype plates to press, the same to 
be paid in advance, as above provided. And the ic Printer shall annually 

sold by him, the 


extra copies of any document 


report to Congress a list of al! documents and publications . 
amount received m, and the d tion made thereof. 
Sxc. 3. That section 3809 of the Rev Statutes is hereby repealed. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I wanted to raise the a of consideration 
with a view of reaching another bill, but o peculiar word- 
ing of the order, I shall not raise the’ question a ain on each 


bill. 

The question was taken on the Committee of the Whole 
from the further consideration of the , and it was agreed to. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON) was "read, as follows: 

The committee have considered the bill (S. = pouetting eotaioget Gov- 
ernment publications upon private orders, and report the same with a recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
The first only changes the title of the per- 


There are two sections in the bill. 
son formerly known as Printer so as to make it conform to the 
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existing law, wherein he is called Public Printer, a ding that when Con- 
gress is not in session the books may be nyo m4 n of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, which is also to e the with existing 
law. The new legislation in the = is in phe Day theres —— a that at any 
time after books or documents have been 


printed Printer may have 

printed from the stereotype and in the Government Printing Oftien ento boo 
or documents for any person desiring same whenever the number desired will 
justify putting the p! Rose press, the same to be paid for at the estimated cost 
thereof and 10 per cent. thereon, to be paid in advance. The section also pro- 
vides for the Public Printer making proper report to Congress of all such sales. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move the previous question on the third 
reading of the bill, if no one desires to speak on the question. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will withdraw his motion for a few minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to my friend that we have only an 
hour altogether aud there is quite a number of these measures, and I 
a if he will pay close attention to the report he will not further ob- 


jec 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if the previous question 
is ordered there will be, under the rules of the House, thirty minutes 
for debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield the gentleman any time he de- 
sires if he wants to discuss this bill. I do not wish to cut off debate. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I thank the gentleman, but I know he can not 
cut off debate anyway. I want to state to this House, as I stated 
once before when this bill was up for consideration, that it is estab- 
ton a precedent which will do great harm. The Government Print- 

was originally established to do Government work alone, but 
it hes gradually, by means of enlarging the number of copies of docu- 
ments a. thrown, in many instances, two-thirds of the whole of 
the publications into ‘the hands of outsiders. That of course has 
wrought great injury to the printers of the country. The price of 
printing paper, the price of composition, the price of press-work, the 
price of clerk-hire in that Government Printing Office are not taken 
into account in estimating the cost-—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. r. Speaker, I forgot that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] had opposed this measure when it 
was up before. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Oh, I always have o penne it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. J now remember that the gentleman once be- 
fore made the same speech which he is now making, and, as I do not 
desire to waste time, I beg leave to withdraw the bill. I will not 
press it this m 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope you will withdraw it, because I think 
it an abuse of the American Government to bring such a bill as this in 
here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I differ very widely from the gentleman, but 
under the circumstances I think it better to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I am right, though. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the Senate con- 
current resolution to print the report of the Co oner of Educa- 
tion for 1888, and I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be put 
upon its passage. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE Usrrep States, September 26, 1888. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 
rt of the issioner of Education for 1887-88 there be printed 6,000 copies 

‘or the use of the Senate, 2 the use of the House, and 20,000 copies 
for distribution by the Commissioner. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimogs consent that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the concurrent resolution, and that it be put 
upon its passage. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


Pi. petzo conciGienst he Beeate _ poe ym ey 
tee seen the concurrent resolution Sn loens Pensa site 
= upon the same subject, which is ‘cate 


herewith returned, do lie 
The estimated cost of printing said copies of this report is $18, 
ee ee ere wen otaiet. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider vote by which the con- 
current resolution was ad ; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House concurrent resolution on the same subject (introduced by 
Mr. Cops) was laid on the table. 


RED CROSS ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I call up the concurrent resolution to provide 
, in relation to the international 


from 
of the resolution and that it be put upon its passage. 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 
ele,, That there be printed 5,000 copies of Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 231, first session Fiftieth Congress, being a letter of the Secre' of 
State, transmitting a report of the fourth international conference of the 


Cross A: , and report transmitted ; said copies for the use and to be 
delivered to the president of the American National Association of the Red 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee have considered the resolution and report the same back with 
ae petemnentotion that it pass, The estimated cost of printing said copies is 


The concurrent resolution was to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I call up the House concurrent resolution to 
print the annual volume of the Astronomical Observations of the Naval 
Observatory. . 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved of latives (the Senate concurring), That the an- 
nual volumes of the Astronomical Observations of the Naval Observatory for 
1886, 1887, and 1888 be printed, and that 1,800 additional copies of each report be 
printed ; of which 300 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 800 copies for the use of the Navy De- 


nt. 
The committee have considered the resolution and report the same back with 
the recommendation that it pass. The estimated cost is $4,750. 


The concurrent resolution was adopted. 
Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 


current resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
METHODS OF DEPARTMENTAL BUSINESS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I call up the next resolution on the Calendar 
=. from the committee. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UnrreD Srares, March 22, 1888. 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of 


pointed under resolution of March 3, 
ness, etc., in the Executive Departm 
copies; 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the 
House tatives. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 


to inquire into the methods of busi- 


lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
LAND OFFICE MAP OF UNITED STATES. 
The next business on the Calendar reported by the Committee on 


Printing was the joint resolution (S. 104) to print additional copies of 


the United States of the edition of 1887, prepared by the Commis- 
sioner of Public oe 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
* Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to cause to be printed 7,500 copies of the United States ma 
the General Land Office of the edition of 1887, at a rate not enueet 
; 2,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 
for the use of the House of pauscgemtativen, ond 500 copies for the use of 
Commissioner of the General Land Office; that 1,000 copies be printed 
of the Secretary 


be uose the — a Interior, . 
sum , or so m thereof as , 
a ore may necessary 


Mr. RICHARDSON. This resolution has been referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. I ask that the com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration, and that it now be 
considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro (Mr. Cox). If there be no objection, 
that order will be made. e Chair hears none. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. _I wish to say in regard to this measure sim- 
py one word. During the first session of the present Congress the 

ouse passed a joint resolution for printing this map for 1886. That 
joint resolution was vetoed by the President on the ground that a later 

had noe eee the General Land Office—the map for 1887. 
resolution, re, was introduced for the purpose of printing 
this later map. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. This is the latest edition? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The latest edition of a map which, as we all 
know, is very valuable. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
a resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 


resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Repr 
one, That there be printed of ee of the Senate select committee ap- 


ents,and accompanying documents, 6,000 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 11794) 
to amend the postal laws of the United States in reference to letters 
bearing special-delivery stamps. 

It farther announced the passage of a joint resolution (S. R. 122) 
declaring the sense of the Government of the United States in respect 
of the connection of European governments with interoceanic canals 
at the Isthmus of Darien and Central America, in which concurrence 
was requested. 


THIRD ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR, 


The next business on the Calendar reported from the Committee on 
Printing was a resolution; which was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 


printed, in cloth binding, wrapped for mailing, 10,000 additional copies of the 
third annual report of the Commissioner of Labor, for the use of the Deparment 


of Labor. 
The report (by Mr. RicHARDSON) was read, as follows: 


The committee have considered House concurrent resolution to print and bind 
in cloth 10,000 additional copies of the third annual report of the Commissioner 
of Labor for the use of the Department of Labor, and report the same to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. The estimated cost of the 
same, including weerene for mailing, is $5,265.50. 

The necessity for publication is shown by the following letter from the 
Commissioner of Labor: 

“ DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
“* Washington, D. C., December 13, 1888, 

“‘Srm: I have the honor to hand you herewith a draught ofa concurrent resolu- 
tion providing for the printing and binding of 10,000 copies of the third annual re- 

rt of the Commissioner of Labor. This report relates entirely to strikes and 
ockouts, and the demand for it by the workingmen of the country is so great that 
our edition is now almost exhausted, we having but a few hundred copies left. 
I trust the resolution can be adopted atan early day. 
“Tam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 


“ Commissioner. 
* Hon, J. D. RicHARDSON, M. C., 


“ Chairman of the Committee on Printing, 
“* House of Representatives.” 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. How many copies of this work have been 
printed for distribution by members of Congress? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The number originally published, if I recol- 
lect correctly, was 38,000. This resolution is to provide for printing 
an extra number. ‘The Commissioner of Labor, Mr. Wright, has ad- 
dressed to the committee a letter, just read by the Clerk, asking that 
this additional number be printed, because of the value of the docu- 
ment to the laboring men of the country, relating as it does almost ex- 
clusively to ‘‘lockouts’’ and ‘‘ strikes.’’ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then these additional copies are to be dis- 
tributed by the Commissioner of Labor? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will not object, though I very much 
doubt whether the distribution here proposed will be as wise and 
equitable as if made through members of Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The usual number of copies for distribution 
by members of this House and the other branch of Congress have al- 
ready been supplied under a resolution passed at the last session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole will be discharged from the further consideration of 
this resolution, and the question will be taken on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF VISITORS TO MILITARY ACADEMY FOR 1887. 


The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Printing, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be directed to print for the use of the House 
of Representatives 5,000 extra copiesof the report of the Board of Visitorsto the 
Military Academy for the year 1887. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This resolution relates, as will be observed, 
to the report of the Board of Visitors for 1887. As I remember, we 
have already published the report for 1888, and I take it that the pub- 
lication of this report for 1887 is unnecessary. I therefore move that 
this resolution be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNIFORM OF ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The next business on the Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Printing, was the joint resolution (H. Res. 182) to print 3,000 sets of 
plates illustrating the uniform of the Army of the United States from 
the organization of the Government to the present time. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, e(c., That there be printed 
for the use of Congress 3,000 sets of plates illustrating the uniform of the Army 
of the United States from the organization of the Government to the present 


time, which plates have been prepared and copyrighted by the Quartermaster- 
General, United States Army, for public use, of which number 1,000 shall be 
for the use of the Senate of the United States, and 2,000for the use of the House 
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of Representatives; the said plates to be placed in portfolio form, or other suita- 
ble covers, and to be printed under the direction of the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing; and that there be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to pay for same. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask that the joint resolution be considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and I hope there will be no objection, therefore, to discharging 
the Committee of the Whole from its further consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox in the chair). TheChair hears 
no objection, and the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union is discharged from the further consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion, and it is now before the House to be considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, these plates have been copy- 
righted by the Quartermaster-General of the Army. They illustrate 
the uniform of the Army of the United States and of the Continental 
army. There are forty-four of these plates, or there will be when they 
are completed. They show the uniform of the armies of the United 
States, beginning with the Continental army and ending soon after the 
late war between the States. 

These plates are on the Clerk’s desk, and I would be glad if gentile- 
men would avail themselves of the opportunity toexaminethem. They 
have been prepared under the control of the Quartermaster-General of 
the Army. I think they are a valuable acquisition to the Government 
and that the resolution be passed. The report of the Committee on 
Printing gives a full explanation of the measure, and I ask for its 
reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee have considered the Ho2use joint resolution introduced by Mr. 
RicHarpson, June 18, 1888, being No. 182, to print 3,000 sets of plates illustrating 
the uniform of the Army of the United States from the organization of the Gov- 
ernment to the present time, and report the same, with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

The plates provided for in said resolution consist of illustrations of the uni- 
form of the military forces of the United States from the time of the American 
Revolution to the present date. 

With the view of ascertaining the propriety of this publication, the committee 
addressed a commuuication on the subject, on July 26, 1888, to the Quarter- 
master-General of the Army. 

This officer submitted a reply, which the committee beg leave to submit here- 
with as a part of this report: 


“War DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE 
“ Washington, D. C., July 26, 1888. 

“Sm: The publication to which your resolution appliés consists of illustra- 
tions of the uniform of the military forces of the United States from the time of 
the American Revolution to the present date. They have been prepared and 
drawn so as to represent all arms of service, including those in the 
Revolutionary war, the war of 1812, and the Mexican war, etc. y are 
founded upon such records, official and private, as are now accessible, and are 
believed to be as correct as circumstances it. 

“Some of the plates have been found necessary in carrying out the laws of 
Congress in the preparation of monuments to military men of the Revolution 
and of wars since that time. 

** As the result of careful study they are of valuc historically to the country, 
and are of speciai interest to the veterans of the various past wars and to the 
militia and volunteers of the country, and the publication of the number of 
copies proposed is strongly recommended. 

“It may be stated that no officer or employé of the Government has any pe- 
cuniary interest in this publication. 

> Respectfully submitted. 

‘Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“S. B. HOLABIRD, 
** Quartermaster-General, U. 8. Army. 
“Hon. J. D. Rrowarpsoy, 


“ Ohairman Committee on Printing, 
“ House of Representatives.” 


The committee will also here insert a letter from G. I, Buek & Co., of New 
York, dated a, 26, 1888, addressed to Colonel am Deputy Quarter- 
master-General, United States Army, giving the cost of reproduction of de- 
signs Of historical uniforms of United States Army: 


“New Yor, May 26, 1888, 
“ Dgan Stn: In reply to your inquiry we would state that after ha made 
a careful computation as to cost we will furnish you adee of designs 
of historical uniforms of the United States Army, on q and weight of paper 
as approved, at the fcllowing prices : 


Per set. 
2,000 sets of 44 plates each, at 15 cents per plate OF...........cccceessesenereneeeer sewers $6. 60 
4,000 sets of 44 plates each, at 10 cents per QE nccicceee seccocccvrecnessooesvoconesies 4.40 
6,000 sets of 44 plates each, at 8 cents ver p: GBB rrcocnevsoces eevvenescnssineqensenstts | aD 
8,000 sets of + tes each, at 7} cents per Plate OF......0.+..ccccsserecceserenreeeecseses 3.19 
10,000 sets of 44 plates each, at 6} cents per plate OF............ccccscssceseerseeeseese 2,86 


“ We will fernish portfolios to hold each set at 50 cents each ; of which wesub- 
mit sampies for approval. 
“ Very truly, yours, 


“G. H. BUEK & CO. 
“Col. M. I, Lupiveron, 
“ Deputy Quartermaster-Ger@ral, U. 8S. Army, Philaddphia, Pa. 


“True copy. 
“M, I. LUDINGTON, 
** Deputy Quarlermaster-General, U. 8. Army. 


“S. B. HOLABIRD, 
“* Quarlermaster-General, U. S. Army.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. CANNON, I wish tosee if i understand this matter. As I un- 
derstand it these plates have been made by private publishers. They 
have already been fully published and the country is in possession of them, 
so that any one who wants them can go to the private publishers and 
get them without any difficulty. They are copyrighted, as I under- 


“True copy. 


stand the gentleman’s statement, and his proposition now is 
more nor less than to purchase 10,000 sets of these piates, if that be the 
a a private “aos ae which the Government of the 
ni ites is to pay. t to be the pendi: roposition. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Substantially that. _ 
Mr. PAYSON. It is that identically. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Messrs. G. H. Buek & Co. are the lithograph- 
ers of these plates, and of course if this resolution passes they will sup- 
ply the War Department with these plates for distribution by Con- 


gress. 

Mr. CANNON. Who prepared them? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘They were prepared under the direction of the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army by the firm just mentioned by me. 

Mr. CANNON. At the Government’s expense? 

— RICHARDSON. He has paid already for 1,500 sets of these 
ates. 
: Mr. CANNON. How? . 
- Mr. RICHARDSON. Under an appropriation for the War Depart- 
ment, as he had the right to do. 

Mr. CANNON. Were these plates made by private individuals, or 
were they made by officers of the Government at the public expense? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They were prepared by a private firm in the 
city of New York. It was done by the authority and under the direc- 
tion of the Quartermaster-General of the Army. He has already paid 
for a small number of them to be furnished to the War Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Then there has been no expense to the War Depart- 
ment for preparing those plates. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No expense on the part of the Government, 
but, as I have said, the Quartermaster-General has paid for the copies 
the War Department has already received. 

Mr.CANNON. Iunderstand, then, the Quartermaster-General, from 

general appropriation, has paid for 1,500 sets of these plates. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘That is my understanding. 
Mr. CANNON. What did he pay for them? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. He paid for the 1,500 copies much more than 
these lithographers are now proposing to furnish the copies provided 
for in this resolution. The copies furnished to the War Department 
cost some $6 a set, and the price now asked is about $3.52 a set of 44 
lates. 

: Mr. CANNON. What did the plates cost? 

x Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not answer the question, asI do not 
now. 

Mr.CANNON. Weareall familiar with the map of the United States, 
which is about the size of the portrait of General Washington on the 
wall near the Speaker’s chair, and that large map which is printed for 
distribution by members of Congress costs 90 cents a copy. In view 
of the price paid for that map, does not the gentleman from Tennessee 
think the price of $3.52 asked for these plates is rather high? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I willstate in reply to the gentleman that the 
proposition now by the owners of those stones upon which the plates 
are engraved is to furnish 2,000 sets of plates at $6.60 per set; 4,000 
sets at $4.40 a set; 6,000 at $3.52 a set, and that is the number we 
recommend; 8,000 at $3.19 a set, and 10,000 sets at $2.86 a set, show- 
ing that the price declines very rapidly as the number is increased. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman any estimate from the Public 
Printer or any other competent authority as to the actual cost of pro- 
ducing these plates ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave no such estimate, but I imagine that 
they are as cheap as can possibly be furnished by any or re- 
sponsible firm. ‘The Quartermaster-General says the price is rea- 


sonable. 

Mr. CANNON. These plates being in existence, so that every indi- 
ee a ae pees One ees sare Se blication if 
ioe taints tices of Gieaanh % tader ok eden to 
good legislation on part to e an to 
purchase the number indicated in report of the committee, or any 
other number? . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In response to that question, all I can is 
that I think individually it is a measure, and, so thinking, I re- 

rted it to the House as a mem ee I 

reported it to the House t ought to be adopted, 
sai caine: uate cease. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam sorry that my friend from New York 
from the Buffalo district [Mr. FarquHar], who was to 
address the House a few moments ago upon another bill 
the Committee on Printing, the honorable gen from 
Tennesee withdrew, is not present to give us his knowledge 
this matter. I dare say if he was present there is at least a suspicion 
that the gentleman would withdraw this also. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 
Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time does the gen want? 
Mr. ENLOE. Only a very few moments, as my will be 


very brief on this question. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Ten 


nessee. 
Mr. ENLOE. I want to say in regard to the proposed expenditure 
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that I do not think itis.a good time for Congress to engage in the busi- 
ness of publishing Santa Claus books. We have passed that period; 
and if any man. wants to obtain a copy of this publication, 
let him go to the proper place and buy it for himself, ahd pay for it. 
I do not want it to be paid for out of the public Treasury, and it cer- 
tainly will not be so paid by the assistance of my vote. 

I reserve the unexpired time yielded to me. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox in the chair). The gentleman 
will state it. ete 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. These goods, wares, and merchandise dis- 
played on the desk in front of the Speaker take upso much of the time 
of the members and lead to so much confusion that we can not hear a 
word that is said. I hope they will be taken out of the Hall until this 
matter is discussed and settled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order made by the gen- 
tleman is well taken. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time does the gentleman from 
Maine want? ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not want any time, but rise to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

I understand the War Department has already provided all the copies 
of these pictures that are required for public military purposes; is that 
correct? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir; the War Department was limited in 
funds, and only purchased a small lot of these plates. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, how many? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Personally I do not know, but I think 1,500. 
The Quartermaster-General, however, calls the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Printing to the measure, which he indorses and recommends, 
and very earnestly desires that an additional number should be pur- 
chased. We take his statement as being worthy of consideration in 
that connection. 

I will state further that the firm which owns these stones desires, of 
course, to utilize the investment, and if there is no intention on the 

t of Congress or the Government to purchase additional numbers of 
the plates it will at once convert the lithographic stones to other 
uses; and the Quartermaster-General wishes this number purchased 
before that change is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is the gentleman advised as to what purpose the 
War Department will apply the 1,500 copies? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Iam not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then what purpose is to be subserved by the 
distribution of these pictures? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can only refer the gentleman to the letter 
of the in addition to what his own ideas and 
intelligence would suggest to him. The Quartermaster-General says: 

As the result of careful they are of value historically to the country, 
and are of special interest to veterans of the various past wars and to the 
militia and volunteers of the country, and the publication of the number of 
copies proposed is strongly recommended. 

Undoubtedly they will be of historic value to the militia and veter- 
ans all over the country, and to the volunteer organizations through- 
out the various States. These, if ordered, will be distributed by mem- 
vit, BOUTELLE. 

Mr. BO These really were military fashion-plates, were 
they Be for the preparation of the garments of the Army at various 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not hear what the gentleman says. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. These, I say, really represent fashion-plates pre- 
pared for the purpose of regulating the eut of the clothes of the Army 
at different epochs in our history? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not say as to that. These cuts have 
been copyrighted by the Quartermaster-General. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And it is now to print extra copies for 
the use of Congress, to be distributed pro rata? 

Mr. BRUMM. To be distributed amongst the tailors, I suppose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The — is to print additional copies for 
distribution by Congress, as it is believed that the work is of value to 


many 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And the gentleman has come to the conclusion 
that this will meet some public want? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. committee are of the opinion that Gen- 
eral Holabird is competent to give information that subject, but 
Sr ee eee that is a matter for 
each gentleman to decide for himself. 

I ask a vote. 

Mr. PAYSON. One moment; has any estimate been made covering 
the binding of this work ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir; the cost of the binding, er rather 
mounting, these plates has been estimated, and it was found it can be 
done for about fifty or sixty cents a copy; and that includes, ofcourse, 
the mounting of the plates. 

Mr. PAYSON. Canit be bound under that legislation which au- 
thorizes each member to have one volume bound at his pleasure ? 


a RICHARDSON. It is just the same as that of any other publi- 
on. 









— 


Mr. PAYSON. Iam advised in reference to this publication that 


the expense of the ordinary binding of one volume would be $5. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no. 
Mr. PAYSON. Iam toldso by gentlemen connected with the Print- 


ing Office, and I assume that the Public Printer knows what it will 
cost to bind them. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Itis impossible. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is evidently misinformed, for 


I have a letter here from the estimate clerk of the Government Print- 
ing Office, in which it is estimated that it will cost from fifty-five to 
sixty cents to pay for mounting them. 


Mr. PAYSON. But I refer to binding in the ordinary form of half 
morocco or half calf. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘They will be bound in portfolio form. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the estimated cost of the whole thing? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Twenty thousand dollars for 6,000 sets. I 
call for the previous question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I had not yielded my time. I had reserved the bal- 
ance of my time. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to add that it seems to 
me the gist of this whole report is contained in the sentence: 

As the result of careful study they are of value historically to the country, 
and are of special interest to the veterans of the various past wars and to the 
militia and volunteers of the country, and the publication of the number of 
copies proposed is strongly recommended. 

I want to say that I think the milk of this cocoanut is simply to 
provide some picture-books to distribute to our constituents; and the 
time has passed for doing this at the expense of the public. They fill 
no public necessity thatI can see. If any tailor desires to learn ex- 
actly how to manufacture a uniform there will be no difficulty in his 
obtaining a copy. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not care to reply to my colleague; but it 
may be there are some people in this country who could be taught by an 
object lesson and by pictures more than they can in the ordinary way. 
I yield for a question from the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that this publication is desired by 
the members of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

Mr. WARNER. From whom does the gentleman understand that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have been so informed, and that a number of 
requests for them have come from posts. 

Mr. WARNER. I have never heard of any such requests by any 


Mr. SPRINGER. If the commander of the Grand Army does not 
want them I shall oppose the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. WARNER. It isnot wanted by our order. If Congress has no 
other way to get rid of the surplus than to provide fashion-piates, then 
we had better have them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now ask for the previous question on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I hope the gentleman will yield to me. 
I want to submit one consideration in connection with the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Only a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield one moment to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. There was one feature of the proposi- 
tion that at first disposed me to be against it—that they are a matter 
of historical importance. Now, there has been an erroneous impres- 
sion as to the occupation of the Army at times. I see in one of these 

lates an illustration showing the officers engaged in playing checkers. 
Laughter. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Chess. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. That corrects a very erroneous im- 
ression. I have examined the plates and can not see cards anywhere, 
FLaughter. It shows that the officers played with nothing but check- 
ers. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WARNER. 
tails of the officers? 

Mr. SOWDEN (to Mr. Baker, of New York). 
cards. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Another is shown playing cards; and I 
take back all I have said, and withdraw my objection. | Laughter. } 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I simply want to say in answer to the remark 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] that if hesaw no cards 
on the plate he examined it must be that the artist failed to get his 
picture while in the service. [Laughter.] I now move the previous 
question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and there 
were—ayes 63, noes 19. 


Does not show that they were played on the coat- 


Here is one with the 


Mr. PAYSON. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will let it be recommitted. 
[Cries of “No!” “‘No!’’] 

Mr. PAYSON. I insist upon the motion to lay it upon the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 


USELESS PAPERS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I now call up Senate bill 2305, to authorize 


and provide for the disposition of useless papers in the Executive De- 
partments. 
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The bill was read, ‘as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That whenever there shall be in any one of the Executive 
Departments of the Government an accumulation of files of papers, which are 
not needed or useful in the transaction of the current busines: of such Depart- 
mentand have no permanent value or historical interest, it shall be the duty 
of the head of such Department to submit to Congress a report of that fact, ac- 
companied by 2 concise statement of the condition and character of such papers, 
And upon the submission of such report, it shall be the duty of the Presiding 
Officer of the Senate to appoint two Senators, and of the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives to appoint two Representatives, and the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives so appointed shall constitute a joint committee, to which shall be re- 
ferred such report, with the accompanying statement of the condition and 
character of such papers, and such joint committee shall meetand examine such 
report and statement and the papers therein described, and submit to the Sen- 
ate and House, respectively,a report of such examination and their recommen- 
dation. And if they report that such files of papers, or any part thereof, are not 
needed or useful in the transaction of the current business of such Department, 
and have no permanent value or historical interest, then it shall be the duty of 
such head of the Department to sell as waste paper, or otherwise dispose of such 
files of papers upon the best obtainable terms shes due publication of notice in- 
viting proposals therefor, and receive and pay the proceeds thereof into the 
Treasury of the United States, and make report thereof to Congress. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the previous question upon order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed to be read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, how much of the hour is there 
remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twelve minutes remaining. 

GROWTH OF INDUSTRIAL ART. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I send up a resolution which I ask the imme- 
diate consideration of. I will state that it is for the reproduction of 
the work known as ‘‘ Growth of Industrial Art,’’ which is one ef the 
best publications the Government has ever made. I ask the attention 
of the House to the resolution and the report. The committee have 
reported a substitute for the Senate concurrent resolution, which I ask 
the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, That there be printed for the use of Congress 10,000 addi- 
tional copies of the work known as “Growth of Industrial Art; of which 
3,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, and 6,000 for the use of the House of 


Kepresentatives, and 1,000 copies shall be turned over to the Socmnteny o 
Interior, to be sold by him under the general provisions of the resolution 


f the 

viding forthe sale of public documents by said Secretary approved March 8, ise. 

Be ut further resolved, That the plates on which the work has already been 

printed shall be used to do this work, unless it be found that the work can be 
obtained more cheaply py wes other plates; and 


Be it further resolved, at there be appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
the sum of $26,500, 


The substitute was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Speaker, I think the value of this docu- 
ment is well understood, and I therefore demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELATIVE VALUES OF THE PRECIOUS META 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I now call up the Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion to provide for the reprinting the official report of the Royal Brit- 
ish Commission appointed to inquire into recent changes in the rela- 
tive values of the precious metals. 

The concurrent resolution and the report of the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Resolved, eie., That there be printed the usual number, and 3,000 additional 
copies, of the report of the royal commission appointed to inquire into the re- 
cent changes in the relative value of the precious metals, with minutes of evi- 
desce aed appendixes presented to both eames of Parliament by Her Majesty 
in octavo form and bound in cloth, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use o: 
the Senate and 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the resolution. The estimated 

the printing and the binding of the same is: For the usual number, $589; 
for the 3,000 extra copies, $732.60. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see whether this is a proposition to reprint the report of the royal com- 
mission appointed by the British Pariiament. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. Itis a proposition to reprint that 
report. The resolution is a Senate concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. Is there any provision in the of the committee 
for increasing the number of copies provided for in that resolution? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No, sir; the committee have recommended the 
printing of the same number. 

Mr. BLAND. I shall not move an amendment; but I think the 
document is a very valuable one, and we really ought to have a greater 
number of copies than is authorized by the resolution. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the vious question u agree- 
ing to the resolution. - . a 


The previous question was ordered, and the concurrent resolution 
was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUGAR TRUST AND STANDARD OIL TRUST. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I now call up the House concurrent resolution 
to print the testimony taken by the Committee on Manufactures in re- 
lation to the sugar trust and the Standard Oil trust, and I ask unan- 
imous consent that the House concur in the Senate amendment to the 
resolution. : 

The concurrent resolution and the amendment of the Senate were 
read, as follows: 

In THe Hovsr oF REPRESENTATIVES, Seplember 21, 1888. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed for the use of the House and Senate 5,000 copies of the report, with evi- 
dence, lately made by the Committee on Manufactures of the House, in relation 
to the sugar trust and the Standard Oil trust; 3,000 copies for the use of the 
House and 1,500 for the use of the Senate. 


In THE SENATE OF THE Unitep States, December 21, 1888, 


Resolved, That the foregoing resolution of the House of Representatives do 
, with the following amendment: Line 3, strike out “ five thousand,” and 
nsert “four thousand five hundred.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Isee that this resolution is limited by its terms 
to the printing of the evidence taken in regard to two of the trusts. 
But there was also testimony taken in reference to the whisky trust 
and the cotton-bagging trust. Why is it not proposed to print the 
whole testimony? , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ican not answer that question. This is the 
form in which the resolution came to our committee, and we recom- 
mended its passage. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to move to insert the words ‘‘ and other 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Imake the point of order that the amendment 
is not germane. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is a House resolu- 
tion with a Senate amendment. The only question at present is upon 
agreeing to the Senate amendment, which relates alone to the number 
of copies to be printed. An amendment to the body of the resolution 
is not now in order, that having been agreed to by both Houses. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I was notawareof the status of the resolution, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to the gentleman from New Jersey 
that if he desires to refer to us a further resolution on this subject the 
committee will cheerfully consider it. I hope the House will concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have noobjection to the adoption of this reso- 
lution, but I see no reason of making ‘two bites of one cherry.’’ 

amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago a concurrent 
resolution of the House for printing the Astronomical Observations of 
the Naval Observatory for 1886, 1887, and 1888 was adopted. ‘There 
is on the table a Senate concurrent resolution providing for the same 
matter. I ask unanimous consent that the action of the House in 
adopting the House concurrent resolution be reconsidered, and that the 
Senate concurrent resolution be substituted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the 
vote by which the House resolution on this subject was adopted be re- 
considered, and that the resolution be laid on the table, in order that 
the House may take up a Senate resolution on the same subject. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The two resolutions are in terms literally the 


same, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection; and the House reso- 
lution will be laid on the table. The will read the resolution 
of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UnirEep SrarTes, October 12, 1888, 


The concurrent resolution was agreed to, 
Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which. 


lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider b 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask to submit a report, simply to go on 
Calendar. 








1889. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to call the committees for 


reports. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask unanimous consent that members having 
reports to present may hand them to the Clerk. If this be agreed to, 
I propose to move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
asks unanimous consent that gentlemen having reports to make from 
committees be permitted to file them with the Clerk for appropriate 
reference. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 


KEEPING OPEY THE POTOMAC RIVER. 

Mr. L from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the bill 
(H. R. 5697) to provide an ice boat or boats to facilitate the navigation 
of the Potomac River, with a substitute (H. RK. 12009) to provide an 
ice boat or boats to facilitate the navigation of the Potomac River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
with amendments joint resolution (H. Res. 198) providing for the 
rinting of The Military Policy of the United States, by the late Bvt. 
aj. Gen. Emory Upton, United States Army; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5638) to amend section 5263 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA H. LYON. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11757) granting a pension to Rebecca 
H. Lyon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES A. PLATZ. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11414) granting a pension to 
Charies A. Platz; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. TOLLY. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 11861) to place the 
name of Charles H. Tolly on the pension-roll; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 10516) increasing the pension of 
Edward Williamson; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

JACOB SURERUS AND WILLIAM H. BEHRENS. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 3853) for the relief of Jacob Surerus and William 
H. Behrens; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

LEVI M. LINCOLN. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 11899) granting a pension to 
Levi M. Lincoln, of Glen Allen, Mo.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMPSON D. HATFIELD. 


Mr. PIDCOCK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D. 
Hatfield; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CHARLES WAGEMANN. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1153) for the relief of Charles Wagemann; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIA A. NUTT. 


Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committeeon War Claims, reported, as 
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a substitute for the bill H. R. 11580, a bill (H. R. 12010) for the relief 
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of Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of the estate of Haller A. Nutt 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com’ 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT KELLEY. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 








MRS. PHILENA T. CARPENTER. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3042) graating a pension to Mrs. 
Philena T, Carpenter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

EDWIN W. WARNER. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3561) granting a pension to Edwin 
W. Warner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printeck 

MARY SAEGER. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to Mary 
Saeger; which was referred to the Committee of*the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANK D. WORCESTER. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3451) granting a pension to Frank 
D. Worcester; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MATHEW S. PRIEST. 

Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6936) for the relief of Mathew S. Priest; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] states 
that he rises to a question of privilege. He will state it. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up for present consideration the contested-elec- 
tion case of Smalls against Elliott, from the Seventh district of South 
Carolina. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
sideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


Upon that I desire to raise the question of con- 


I also raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. One gentleman has already raised that question. 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. What has 
become of the consideration hour? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia calls up a question 
of privilege, which, if the House determines to proceed to its consider- 
ation, cuts off all other business. The Clerk will report the resolutions 
which the gentleman from Georgia desires to call up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Robert Smalls was not elected a Representative to the Fiftieth 
Congress from the Seventh district of South Carolina. 

Resolved, That William Elliott was duly elected a Representative to the Fif- 
— Congress from the Seventh district of South Carolina, and is entitled to 
nis seat. 


Mr. ROWELL. I desire to have considered as pending the resolu- 
tions reported on this subject by the minority of the Committee on 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing is pending yet. The question of consid- 
eration is raised by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
against the resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections. The 
question is, Will the House now proceed to the consideration of that 
report? 

The questéon having been put, 

The SPEAKER said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 73, noes 41. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. WEAVER and Mr. CRISP were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 100, noes 
63. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the substitute proposed by 
the minority of the Committee on Elections will be considered as pend- 
ing. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Before proceeding to the consideration of the 
election case I ask unanimous consent to have an order made to which 
I think the gentleman will not object when he hears it read. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to hearing it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thursday, January 10, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, be set apart for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize 
the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pur 8, now in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and at 3 o’clock p. m, of said day the same 
shail be reported to the House with such amendments as may have been agreed 
upon in the committee, and the previous question shall then be considered as 
ordered upon all such amendments, and upon ordering the said bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, and upon the passage of the same, and the votes 


thereon shail be taken in the House before adjournment and without interven- 


ing metions or busi 
The SPEAKEI 
business, 
Mr. SPRINGE 


The SPEAKER, 


from Llinois ? 


ness. 


t. That day is already assigned to another order of 


R. Then I will modify therresolution and make it 
Wednesday, January 9. 


Mr, Cxatn and Mr. FINLEY objected. 


Mr. SPRINGER, 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


Then I give notice that I will call this up again 


to-morrow morning and ask its consideration under Rule XXVIII. 


Mr. WEAVER. 


I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 


determined to proceed with the contested-election case of Smalls vs. 


Elliott. 


Mr, CRISP. And I move to lay that motion on the table. 
The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 101, 


noes 9. 


Mr. WEAVER 


No quorum. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. WEAVER and Mr. Crisp as tellers. 
I ask the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 190, nays 15, not vot- 
ing 118; as follows: 


Mr. BRUMM. 


YEAS—19, 
Adams, Culberson, La Follette, Rice, 
Allen, Mass. Cummings, Laidlaw, Richardson, 
Allen, Mich Cutcheon, Lane Robertson, 
Anderson, lowa Dargan, Lanham, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss, Davenport, 2e, Romeis, 
Anderson, I). Davidson, Ala. Lehlbach, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans. Davis, Lind, Rowland 
Atkiason, Dibble, Lodge, Russell, Gonn, 
Raker, N. Y. Dingley, Long, Ryan, 
Baker, lil, Enloe, Lynch, Sayers, 
Barry, Ermentrout, Macdonald, Scull, 
Bayne, Farquhar, Maish, Seney, 
Biggs, Finley, Martin, Seymour, 
Bingham, Flood, Mason, Shaw, 
Bianchard, French, Matson, Sherman, 
Blount, Fuller, * McAdoo, Shively, 
Boot! man, Funston, McClammy, Sowden, 
Bou: Gallinger, MeCormick, Spooner, 
Boutelie, Gear, McCreary, Steele, 
Bowden, Gest, McKinley, Stewart, Tex. 
Brewer, Grosvenor, MeMillin, Stewart, Ga, 
Brower, Grout, McRae, Stewart, Vt. 
Browne, Ind. Harmer, Milliken, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Ohio Hatch, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Haugen, Moore, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brumra, Hayes, Morgan, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Bryce, Heard, Morrill, Thomas, Ill. 
Buchanan, Hemphill, Morrow, Thomas, Wis. 
Bunnell, Henderson,Iowa Nelson, Thompson, Ohio 
Burrows, Nenderson,N.O. Newton, Thompson, Cal. 
Butterwerth, Hermann, Nutting, Tillman, 
Bynum, Hitt, Oates, Tracey, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Holman, O'Donnell, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Oampbell,T.J.,.N.¥. Holmes, O’Ferrall, Turner, Ga. 
o ter, Hopkins, Dl. O’ Neali, Ind, Vandever, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Va. O’ Neill, Pa. Wade, 
Cariton, Hopkins, N.Y. Osborne, Weber, 
Catchings, Houk, Outhwaite, West, 
Cheadle, Hunter, Owen, White, N. Y. 
Chipman, Hutton, Patton, Wilber, 
Clark, Jackson, Payson, Wilkinson, 
Cogswell, Johnston, Ind. . Williams, 
Conger, Johnston, N.C, Peters, Wilson, Minn, 
Cooper, Kean, Phelan, Wise, 
Cowles, Kennedy, Post, Yardley, 
Cox, Kerr, Pugsiey, Yost. 
Crain, Kilgore, Randall, . 
Orisp, Taffoon, Reed, 

NAYS—15, 
Bankhead, Forney, Hudd, Washington, 
Bland, Grimes, Taulbee, Weaver, 
Oobhb, Herbert, ‘Townshend, Wheeler. 
Dockery, Howard, Walker, 

NOT VOTING—I18. 

Abbott, Burnes, Crouse, Fitch, 
Allon, Miss. Burnett, Dalzell, Foran, 
Arnold, Butler, Darlington, Ford, 
Bacon, Campbell, Ohio Davidson, Fla. Gaines, 
Barnes, Caruth, De Lano, Gay, 
Belden, Caswell, Dorsey, Gibson, 

* Bliss, Clardy, Dougherty, Giass, 
Rowen, — Clements, Dunham, Glover, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cockran, Dunn,. Goff, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Collins, Elliott, Granger, 
Brow ne, T. H.B.. Va. Compton, Felton, Greenman, 
Buckalew, Cothran, Fisher, Guenther, 


Hall, Maffett, Perkins, Stockdale, 
Hare, Mahoney, Perry, Stone, Mo. 
Hayden, Mansur, Phelps, Strubie, 
Henderson, Ili, MeComas, i Symes, 
Hiestand, MeCullogh, Plumb, ol Ky. 
Hires, McKenna, Rayner, Vance, 

Hogg, McKinney, Rockwell, Warner, 
Hooker, McShane, Russell, Mass. White, ind. 
Hovey, Merriman, Rusk, Whiting, Mich. 
Jones, Mills, Sawyer, Whiting, Mass. 
Kelley, Moffitt, Scott, Whitthorne, 
Ketcham, Morse, Simmons, Wickham, 
Lagan, Neal, Smith, Wilkins, 
Laird, Nichols, Snyder, Wilson, W. Va. 
Landes, Norwood, Spinola, Woodburn, 
Latham, O'Neill, Mo, Springer. Yoder. 

Lawler, Parker, Stahinecker, 

Lyman, Penington, Stephenson, 


So the motion to lay on the table was adopted. 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of 
the names. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BuRNETT with Mr. KELLEY, on political questions, for the re- 
mainder of the day. 

Mr. WILKINs with Mr. KrTcHaM, for the day. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr. Crousg, on the election case of Smalls vs. Elliott. 

Mr. SprvoLa with Mr. Waite, of New York, on all political ques- 
tions, until Monday next, including the contested-election case of Smalls 
vs. Elliott. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House do now adjourn, and pend- 
ing that I move that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Thursday next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hatcu in the chair). The first 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Iowa, that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Thursday next. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 2, noes 
143. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

Mr. BRUMM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and ayes were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is made that no 
quorum has voted, and the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. WEAVER and Mr. Crisp were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 4, noes 159. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Friday next. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—aye 1, noes 
127. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed Mr. WEAVER and Mr, Crisp 
tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 5, noes 94. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will resume their places 
and continue the count. 

The tellers —ayes 5, noes 106. 

Mr. WEAVE There is no quorum voting, but with the under- 
standing that the gentleman from Georgia will now make the motion 
to adjourn I will withdraw the point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to adjourn is pending. 

The tellers’ final report is—ayes 6, noes 125. So the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa is not agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP, Mr. Speaker, it is apparent, at least by the vote just 
taken, that we have not a quorum present, and being late in the after- 
noon I will not ask a call of the House, but I give notice that I willask 
the House to-morrow to consider the report of the Committee on Elec- 
tions in this case. 

I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. COX. Before that I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill 
for reference to the gentleman’s committee. 

Mr. CRISP. I will withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF REFUGE STATIONS. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 12011) for 
the establishment of refuge stations at or near Point Barrow, Alaska; 
at or near Point Hope, Alaska, and at or near East Cape, Siberia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Rrcorp the bill (H. R. 1860) to amend section 683 of 
the Revised Statutes, as amended by the Senate, with the report of the 
Senate committee thereon; and also certain letters bearing upon the 
subject, for the information of the House. 


There was no objection. 
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The bill as amended by the Senate is as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

* That section 683 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the same 
is hereby, so amended as to provide for the distribution, by the Secretary ofthe 
Interior, of one set of the o: reports of the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, or an exact reprint of the same, comprising volumes 1 to 
122, inclusive, or so many volumes as may be needed with those already sup- 
plied to make one such set, to each of the places where the circuit and district 
courts of the United States are regularly held: Provided, That where a circuit 
court and district court are both holden at the same place, only one such set, or 
60 many volumes as may be needed with those already supplied to make one 
such set, shall be distributed to that place: Provided further, That forthe sets or 
parts of sets distributed as aforesaid not exceeding $2 per volume shall be paid; 
and said report shall be kept by the clerks of said courts and their successors 
in office for the use of said courts and the officers thereof; and the sum of $28,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated to carry out 
the above provision. 

“Spo. 2. That, beginning with volume 123, the reporter of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States shall deliver to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, in addition to the number heretofore required by law to be so delivered 
by him, 26 copies of each volume of the reports of said decisions, for which ad- 
ditional copies he shall be allowed not exceeding #2 per volume. And hereafter 
all thecopies of said reports furnished by said reporter shall be distributed by 
the Secretary of the Interior in the manner heretofore authorized by law: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of the Interior shall also distribute to each of the 

laces where the circuit and district courts of the United States are regularly 

olden one copy of the re so furnished, to be kept by the clerks of said courts 
and their successors in office for the use of said courts and the officers thereof: 
Provided further, That where a cireuit court and a district court are both holden 
at the same place, only one copy shall be distributed to that place, and the resi- 
due of the copies shall be di ited in the Library of Congress. And the said 
reports, in all cases where the same are distributed as aforesaid, shall remain 
the property of the United States, and be preserved assuch by the above-named 
officers, and by them to be turned over to their successors in office ; andso much 
of section 386 of the Revised Statutes as charges the Department of Justice with 
the distribution thereof is hereby repealed.” 


The report of the Senate committee is as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, !o whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1860) to 
amend section 683 of the Revised Statutes, respectfully report the said bill with 
the recommendation that all after the enacting clause be stricken out, and the 
bill submitted herewith be substituted therefor. 

The bill (H. R. 1860) was referred to the Attorney-General for his views thereon, 
and that official submitted for the consideration of thé committee the substitute 
— submitted, with the following letter, addressed to the Secretary of the 

nterior: : 

‘The first-mentioned bill (H. R. 1860) provides for distribution of sets of the 
reports of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States to places 
where the circuit and courts are held, exclusive of such places where 
the jud. of said courts reside, and for that the sum of $20,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is appropriated. This provision is made the 
second section of the draught referred to above, while the first section thereof pro- 
vides for the distribution of copies of the same reports as they may be hereafter 
published, beginning with volume 123. You suggest the advisability of distrib- 
uting the copies covered by such first section directly from your (Interior) De- 
partment to the officers, etc., designated therein, and you also inquire what 
number of sets will probably be needed to meet the requirements of such second 
section, and whether $20,000 is sufficient. 

“In regard to the distribution of the reports, I concur in the view suggested by 
you that it would better subserve the convenience of all concerned and save 
much time and labor if the copies designated for the use of the judiciary and 
the officers of the courts were distributed directly from your Department in- 
stead = being sent therefrom to this Department and redistributed here as at 
presen 

“To your inquiry as tothe number of sets needed I submit the following state- 
ment in reply: Irrespective of the Territories there are one hundred and forty- 
two places at which circuit and district courts of the United States are held. 
Many of these places, it may be assumed, are already supplied with partial sets, 
consisting of volumes ofre heretofore distributed for the use of the courts. 
Making allowance for such partial sets (which probably reach 20 per cent. of 
the number of volumes that would be Seyenees to supply each of the one hun- 
dred aud forty-two places mentioned with one set), I think thatabout one hun- 
dred and fourteen sets will be needed, each containing volumes 1 to 122, inclu- 
sive. To supply that number of sets of the official reports of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court, or exact reprints of the same, each set embracing 122 volumes, 
separately bound, in good law sheep (and I assume that none others are con- 
templated to be supplied), it will require, so far as Iam able to judge from in- 
formation received, nearly $28,000. 

“T herewith submit osrenam. by way of amendment to the aforesaid bill now 
before the Senate, which embraces the new matter prepared in your Depart- 
ment, and alsoadditional provisions. The amendment presented in this draught 
aims to enable your Department to ounply each of the places at which circuit 
and district courts are regularly held with one set of said reports, complete to 
date, for the use of such courts and the officers thereof, and at the same time to 

ide for the distribution by your Department of copies of each volume of 
_ = apes published, to these places and to the various officers, 
., designated,’ 

The committee also recommend that the title of the bill be amended by add- 

ing the words ‘relating to the distribution of the reports of the Supreme Court.” 


The letters referred to by Mr. LANHAM are as follows: 


1621 H Srrretr, Washington, January 7, 1889. 
Dear Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 
6th instant concerning House bill 1860 as amended by the Senate. 
Having no personal interest in the subject, I have not followed all the steps 
in this legislation, but I think the following may be relied upon as substantially 


The courts of the United States have increased in number since the passage 
of the existing laws respecting the distribution of the reports of the Supreme 
Court. The House bill 1860 was introduced and with a view of supply- 
the deficiency. On reaching the Senate it was referred to the Committee on 

ting, by whom it was sent to the Secretary of the Interior for information. 
Secretary of the Interior being only the distributing officer under the law, 

not having the necessary information as to the wants of the courts, referred 

to the Attorney-General. The Department of Justice put itself in communi- 
with the officers of the various courts on the one side, and with the pub- 
lishers on the other, and ascertained that the deficiencies were larger than were 
supposed when the House bill was passed, and that they could be met by the 
jate appropriation of $28,000, to fil! all deficiencies up to and including 
volume 122, and a further provision for the annua! payment of $2 a volume for 
76 sets in the future. With the great increase in the business of the court there 
are now annually published from three to four volumes. At three volumes a 
Cw the annual appropriation would be $456; at four volumes a year it would 


Anamendmenttothe House bill was accordingly draughted in the Department 
of Justice, embodying the result of this information. This bill was returned to 
the Senate committee as the answer to its inquiry, and it was passed, as I am 
informed, substantially as it was reported from the Department. 

Hoping that this may be of use to you, I am, sir, very respectfully, your obe- 
dient servant, 

J. C. BANCROFT DAVIS. 

Hon. 8. W. T. LANHAM, M. C, 

WASHINGTON, January 7, 1889. 

Dear Sim: We have seen by the Recorp of the 4th that Mr. Blount objected 
to the unanimous consent of the House being given to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1860) which provides for the distribution of United States Supreme 
Court Reports. 

It is quite evident to us that Mr. BLount has a misconception of the intent of 
the bill. The approximate cost of furnishing the number of sets considered by 
the Attorney-General to be sufficient will not exceed $28,000. Mr. BLountT labors 
under the idea that the work of furnishing these reports will be over $1,000,000. 
We think that Mr. BLovunr is led to believe that so much money will be needed 
for this purpose by the fact that in the Forty-sixth Congress, upon recommenda- 
tion of Attorney-General Brewster, in the sundry civil bill passed in the third 
session, a co was made to supply district judges, district attorneys, and 
others with sets, and to fill uncompleted sets with Reports of the Supreme Court. 
This provision lapsed by reason that the Attorney-General found it impossible 
to collect the desired number of volumes at a reasonable price. At that time 
fifty-eight volumes were entirely out of print and very scarce, selling from 
twelve to fifteen dollars per volume in the auction-rooms. 

The fact of this appropriation having been made induced us to acquire the 
copyrights by purchase from the various parties owning them and to begin a 
verbatim reprint of the volumes. We also secured as editors Hon. F. C. Bright- 
ley, of Philadelphia, and Hon. Stewart Rapalje, of New York, who were ap- 
proved by the Attorney-General. On account of the labor involved in the edit- 
ing of these early volumes, which took several years, it was found impossible 
to avail ourselves of the provision enacted by the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Our net price for the reprints is $3.50 per volume. We have offered them to 
the Government for $2 per volume, and in our judgment the volumes needed 
to complete all the sets at the various courts will cost from $24,000 to $28,000. 

I inclose a copy of the section of the sundry civil bill which was passed in 
the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Yours, respectfully, 
BANKS & BROTHERS. 

Dictated by Joseph G. Jennings. 

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


To supply district judges and district attorneys who have not already received 
the same with the Reports of the Supreme Court and Statutes at Large of the 
United States, and also to furnish complete sets of the same where there are 
none, to such points where United States courts are authorized to be held, and 
tosupply broken sets where there are missing volumes, a sufficient sum of money 
is hereby appropriated. (Forty-sixth Congress, third session, chapter 133, page 
454, volume 21 U. S. Stats.) 

Hon. 8, W. T. Lanna, 

House of Representatives. 
1621 H Street, WASHINGTON, January 8, 1389. 

Dear Sir: Since writing yesterday I have ascertained that Mr. Biounr is 
quite correct in his recollection that some years since it was proposed to sup- 
ply the courts with complete sets of the reports, and that the project was aban- 
doned in consequence of the great expense. 

At that time there had been no reprint of Wheaton, and no late editions of 
Dallas or Cranch or Peters. Many of the volumes were out of print and com- 
manded enormous prices, even if they could be got at all in the number wanted. 
The proposition was to reprint full sets, but it was found to be too expensive. 
Since then private enterprise has produced an excellent reprint, volume for 
volume, with the same paging, head-notes, reports of arguments, and indices, 
and with the addition of fall notes embodying the more recent learning. It is 
to this edition that the estimate of the Department of Justice embodied in the 
Senate amendment applies. 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


J. C. BANCROFT DAVIS, 
Hon. 8S. W. T. LAnnam, M. C. 


OFFICE OF THE CLERK SUPREME CouRT oF THE UNITED Sratrs, 
Washington, January 8, 1889. 

DEAR Str: In response to your personal inquiry relative to the matter of H. 
R. bill 1860, I have to say that the official edition of the reports of the Supreme 
Court of the United States down to and including the one hundred and twenty- 
fourth volume are advertised by the present publishers—Bank Bros., of New 
York—for the sum of $306 per set of 124 volumes. 

The Attorney-General states that the circuit and district courts are held at one 
hundred and forty-two places. To supply each of these one hundred and forty- 
two places at the publishers’ advertised price the cost would be $43,452. Tosup- 
ply each (one hundred and forty-two places) at the price and number of volumes 
specified in the bill ($2 per volume—122 volumes) would cost $34,648. 

As partial sets have already been distributed, it is estimated that 114 sets will 
be sufficient, which, at $2 per volume, will cost $27,816. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. 8. W. T. LANHAM, 
House of Representatives. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent this 
morning when the vote was being taken on the motion to recommit the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Rules, one ef the few occa- 
sions when I have been absent from the House during my service here, 
and I ask unanimous consent that my vote may be recorded in thenega- 
tive upon that motion. I will state that it does not change the result. 

Mr. CRISP. It makes no change whatever in the result of the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE, POINT JUDITH. 


Mr. COX. - I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the REcoRD 
a memorial from the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York 
with reference to a harbor of refuge at or near Point Judith, Rhode 
Island. 

There was no objection. 


JAMES H. McKENNEY, Clerk. 
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The memorial is as follows: 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF New York. 


At the monthly meeting of the Chamber of Commerce held January 3, 1889, 
the following preamble and resolutions reported by its committee on the harbor 
and shipping were unanimously adopted: 

Whereas the section of the Atlantic seaboard at and near Point Judith, Rhode 
Island, is considered by mariners one of the most dangerous parts of the coast; 
and 

Whereas there is no harbor at present for 29 miles along the shore where 
passengers, crews, cargo, or vessels in distress can with safety make a landing, 
and ip consequence disaster in this locality has generally resulted in total loss 
of vessels and cargoes and the destruction of human life; and 

Whereas by the construction of harbors of refuge at the locality lives and 
property will be saved and the coastwise commerce of the Atlantic seaboard be 

snefited: Therefore 

Be it resowed, That harbors of refuge at the point designated seem to this cham- 
ber to be urgently required by the coastwise commerce of this part of the Atlantic 
seaboard, whereby the safety of the lives of seamen and the property of its citi- 
zens will be greatly enhanced. 

Resolved, That our representatives be requested to urge upon Con the 
importance of immediate construction of such harbors of refuge, and at such 
points as, in the judgment of the United States engineers, are required in the 
neighborhood of Point Judith, and that the appropriation required to carry the 
same into effect be made, 

A true copy. 

CHAS, J. SMITH, President. 
GEO. WILSON, Secretary. 


Mr. CRISP. I now renew the motion that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 41 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: A bill (H. R. 12012) for the relief of H. 
C. Brewster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

sy Mr. CHIPMAN; A bill (H. R. 12013) for the relief of Jesse N. 
Farweill—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CONGER: A bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to Irving 
W. Combs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 12015) granting section 36, town 
ship 140, in range 49, Cass County, Dakota, to said Territory for agri- 
cultural-college purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 12016) granting a pension to Anna 
Haarstick—to-the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 12017) grauting a pension to Malinda Shelby—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. L. 12018) granting a pension to David 
Dudley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H.R. 12019) granting a pension to Mrs. John W. Web- 
ster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (1. R. 12020) granting a pension to Mary E. McKenney— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 12021) for the relief of De 
Witt Eastman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 12022) granting a pension to 
William H. Hendly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 12023) for the relief of the heirs of H. 
C. Boyd,” deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
nuder the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Resolutions of the National Grange, Patrons 
of industry, indorsing House bills 11027 and 11266—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Ky Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Clubof Phila- 
del phia, requesting the adoption of measures for the early abandonment 
of the entire internal-revenue system—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Statementof H.S. Brewster insupport of 
bill to place his name on the pension-roli—to the Committee on Invalid 
Peusions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of Thayer & Lincoln and 400 merchants, 
underwriters, shipmasters, and owners of vessels, for the establishment 
of a harbor of refuge at Edgartown, Mass.—to the Committee on Rivers 
ant Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition for the admission of Dakota, but protest- 
ing against the Sioux Falls constitution—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of the heirs of Sarah A. Price, late of 
Butler County, Alabama, for reference of her claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of Cedar Vale Post, No. 90, of Kansas, 
favoring the erection of monuments on the battle-fields of the late war— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBER: Petition of citizens of Wilson, N. Y., for harbor 


Serene and light-house—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
rs. 


By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of the heirs of C. A. Shelton, late 
of Maury County, Tennessee, for reference of their claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Petition in favor of the bill providing 
for the construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


The following petition against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill was received, and referred to the Committee on Patents: 

By Mr. BRYCE (by request): Of printers and others, of New York 
and Brooklyn. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 9, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EDMUND RANDOLPH’S ACCOUNT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 2d instant, a statement in*regard to the account of 
Edmund Randolph, formerly Attorney-General of the United States; - 


which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. , 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 
port of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company, 
submitted in compliance with the fifth section of the act of Congress 
approved September 26, 1888; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 
of Trade, praying for the enactment of laws providing for the constitu- 
tional celebration in 1889, the world’s exposition in 1892, and for the 
permanent exposition of the three Americas; which was referred to the 
Select Committee on the Centennial of the Constitution and the Dis- 
covery of America. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of farmers and grangers of Den- 
mark, Lewis County, New York, praying for protection to agriculture; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Cc. M. STINSON. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The Committee on Military Affairs con- 
sidered the bill (H. R. 3595) for the relief of C. M. Stinson, and re- 
ported it to the Senate adversely, and it was indefinitely postponed. 
The time has now passed for a motion to be entered for a reconsideration, 
and I ask unanimous consent that the action of the Senate in that re- 
spect nay be reconsidered and the bill be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, as the claimant desires to file additional evi- 
dence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the action 
of the Senate indefinitely postponing the bill will be reconsidered and 
the bill recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (=. R. 48) authorizing acceptance by 
Dr. W. J. Hoffman of certain decorations from foreign powers, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, repoited them severally without 
amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Com . 

A bill i. R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer; and 

A bill (S. 3779) for the relief of Frederick N. Kress. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William F. C. Ninde- 
mann, y a seaman in the Navy, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2797) in recognition of the merits and services of Chief Engineer 
George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of the other officers 
and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1605) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Edward E. Eyres, 
asked that the committee be d from the further consider- 
ation of the bill and that it be to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was to. . 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 120) authorizing Capt. 
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George 8. Anderson, Sixth Cavalry, to accept from the President of the 
French Republic a diploma confe the decoration of Chevalier of 
the National Order of the Legion of Honor, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4351) to provide for the deposit of the savings of 
seamen of the United States Navy, reported it without amendment. 

MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Mar- 
itime Canal Company of Ni with the amendments of the House 
of Representatives thereto, to report it back with the recommendation 
that the amendments of the House of Representatives be disagreed to, 
and that a conference be asked on the disagreeing votes of the two 
— the conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed by the 

air. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio, from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, reports back the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal Company of Nicaragua, with the recommendation that the 
Senate disagree to the amendments and ask for a conference thereon. 
It will be so ordered, if there be no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
— the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. SHERMAN, 

MUNDS, and MORGAN were appointed. 


JESSE DURNELL. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Durnell have in- 
structed me to report it without amendment, and I have been requested 
to ask for the immediate passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 


information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It pro- 
poses to pay Jesse Durnell, of Effingham, IIl., $1,237.50, being the 
amount due him for seventeen and one-half months’ difference in pay 
between that of first-class and second-class pilot in the Mississippi 
squadron. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 3793) to amend the ‘‘act to author- 
ize the Denison and Washita Valley Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved July 1, 1886; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3794) 
granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Company a right of way 
through a part of the Crow Indian reservation in Montana Territory; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3795) granting to the Big 
Horn Southern Railroad Company a right of way across the Fort Cus- 
ter military reservation, Montana; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. It to go across a military reservation ? 

Mr. JONES, of Yes; and I ask that it be referred to the 
Military Committee. The first bill I introduced proposed to grant a 

ight of way across the Indian country, and it was referred to the Com- 
m = on a 

second bill proposes to grant a right of way through the Fort 

ee ee and I ask that it be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Se 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be so referred if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 127) directing 
the Chief of Engineers of the Army to proceed in the construction of 
the building for additional accommodations for the Library of Con- 

in accordance with certain plans; which was read twice by its 
and referred to the Select Committee on Additional Accommoda- 
tions for the Library of Congress. ; 


AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil a on bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents, to be printed. 


STREET IMPROVEMENTS IN WASHINGTON. 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 


sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the of Columbia be directed to 
furnish to the Senate an estimate of the cost of ing and regulating Bound- 
ary street from Fourth street west to North Capitol street. Also, the cost of and 
a plan for the opening of the extension of Eleventh street west from Boundary 
to Mount Pleasant avenue 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
VANCE to Schedule J, flax, hemp, and jute, paragraph 340, by adding 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That the duty on no article mentioned in this schedule shall exceed 
the rate of 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

— and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were here, I should vote 

‘nay. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Barr]. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM] unless some other arrange- 
ment be made. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 
ac nay. ” 

The roll-cail was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY (after having voted in the affirmative). 
with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 
to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws his vote. 

Mr. MORRILL. If I were not paired with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. HARRIS], I should vote ‘‘ nay.*’ 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. BowEn] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [ Mr. Greson }. 

Mr. COLQUITT (after having voted in the affirmative). 
if the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAcE] is recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _ He is not recorded. 

Mr, COLQUITT. I then withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should vote 


I am paired 
I therefore ask leave 


The Senator from Arkansas with- 


I inquire 


him. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Georgia withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand there is as yet no quorum, and I am 
therefore at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Breck]. Iam informed that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs], 
who is absent, has no pair. If that be the case 

Mr. ALLISON. Idid not announce it at this vote, but I paired men- 
tally the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Jongs] with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. Of course, if the Senator from Maine de- 
sires to transfer his pair, I shall withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HALE. No; I will announce my pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 23; as follows: 





YEAS—14, 

Bate, Gray, I n, Walthall, 
Brown, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, Wilson of Md, 
Butler, organ, Vest, 

ke, Payne, Voorhees, 

NAYS—23. 
Aldrich Dawes, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Allison, Dolph, Palmer, Stewart, 
Cameron, Evarts, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hawley, Plumb, Teller, 
Cullom, issowk. Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hear, Sherman, 
ABSENT—39. 

Beck, Daniel, Hampton, Pasco, 
Berry, Edmunds, Harris, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Hearst, Quay, 
Blair, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Bl Faulkner, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Frye, McPherson, Sabin, 
Call, George, Manderson, Sauisbury, 
Chace, Gibson, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Morrill, Turpie. 
Colquitt, Hale, Paddock, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being ascertained by the state ot 


the vote that a quorum is not present, the Secretary will call the roll 
of the Senate. 
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The Secretary called the roll of the Senate, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 






















Aldrich, Dawes, Manderson, Spooner, 8 ounces per square 
Allison, Evarts, Morgan, 5 yard, containin 25 per cent. and not less than 10 per oe t! 
Bate, Farwell, Morrill, Teller, silk, 75 cents per pound and 15 eent. ad valorem; the 
Berry, Faulkner, Paddock, Turpie, less than 50 per cent. and not less 25 per cent. in weight of silk. $L25 per 
Frown, George, Palmer, Vance, pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem; the same, 50 per cent. or more in 
Butler, Gray, Payne, Vest, weight of silk, if black, $1.60 per and 15 valorem ; if white 
Cameron, Hale, Platt, Voorhees, or colored, or partly black or cle ale til ncspedaeileneanen 
Chandler, Hawley, Plumb, Ww valorem. 
Coke, Hiseock, Reagan, Wilson of Iowa. 
Colepatte ——, =a leberger, Wilson of Md. Mr. VEST. Iam not sufficiently an expert in the tariff schedules’ 
Culiom, ngails, er, j 
Davin” Sefer Asana, Shean Ss ened eee ces Seana tabeane nia ats aaa 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators having answered | Wanamaker, of Philadelphia. I see in the this that’ 
to their names and a quorum being present, further proceedings under | Mr. Wanamaker has his suit in the court of the United 
the roil-call will be dispensed with, if there be no The 


States, and that the litigation is now taken by the Government on ap-. 
peal to the Supreme Court. 

Without ing inspected that record, or speaking accurately as a 
lawyer, I take it from the newspaper accounts that the question in 


tary will again call the roll upon the question of agreeing to theamend- 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mrrewe.s.]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Dear} Tf he were present, I 
should vote “* yea.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I will withheld my vote 
until it is ascertained whether there is likely tc be a quorum on this 
call. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN], who is absent. I 
therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I should vote “ nay”’ 
but for the fact that I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS}. 

Mr. PAIDDOGK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
**' ng 2 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I was paired 
yesterday, as I understood, with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CockRELL]. My pair has been changed so often that I hardly know 
whether I am at liberty to vote or not. 


part of the tariff act in regard to for hats and bonnets, and 
therefore have a less duty upon them the ribbons which are 
named in the schedule now before me. 

The newspapers also represent—for whose statements I am not re- 
sponsible, but reputable journals state—that Mr. Wanamaker is manu- 
facturing these goods in France, although I think he is one of the most 
distinguished advocates for Ameriean labor and the protection of Amer- 


ican workingmen. 

Mr. VANCE. In Berlin, 

Mr. VEST. In Berlin; excuseme. Itisabroad, notin this country. 
It is stated that he is the largest merchantin the United States. Isaw 




























i during the 
that be correct or not I do not know. I quote it for what it 
is worth. 
It seems that when he imported these ribbons a controversy arose 
between him and the custom-house officers as to the construction of 
this item, and he contended that there was a less duty upon these rib- 


B Mr. CULLOM. I think the wadesstoediing te that the Senator from | bons by reason of their being trimmings for hats and whereas 
‘4 Virginia [Mr, RIDDLEBERGER] is paired the Senator from New | the officers of the Government contended, as I understand, that the 
i Jersey [Mr. Buoperrt]. ribbons come under this item of the tariff law. I hope that my friend 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Very well. 

The roli-call was concluded. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Hargrs] to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrouEL1], 
and vote “nay.” 

Mr. BERRY. My pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mrren- 
ELL] having been transferred, I vote ‘‘yea.” 

ir. HALE. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Brox} to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs] until further 
notice, and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. Bown] is paired with the Sen- 
ater from Louisiana { Mr. Grsson ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—I18. 


yee $a 


Mr. CHACE. Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him a ques- 
tion? F 
Mr. VEST. Not at all. 
Mr. CHACE. Did I understand him to say that Wanamaker’s sales 
were $1,000,000 a day? 
Mr. VEST. During the Christmas holidays I saw that statement 
in a paper. I was very much astonished at it and read it over again. 
M: CHACE, The Senator believes that, does he? 


‘oe. 


Pa ee 


upon 
Mr. HOAR. I think either the Senator’s memory has misled him, 
or more probably that he was misled by a misprint a on 



























Bate, Colquitt, =. Yosehons, cause I saw the Pama eet ~. = a in which W. _ 6 
rry, Tay, ’ —" Christmas holidays 
Browi, Jones of aa . Vance Wilson of 34d. nen bod coemnan to nearly 000. 
Coke, — Payne,’ Vest, Mr. VEST. I Sey it stated at a million dollars a day. 
Mr. HOAR. Senator saw a misprint. 
ore Mr. VEST. But it is not It is a very large establish- 
ene Delph’ a, Somat, ment, and covers, I believe, an entire block in the city of Philadel- 
Cameron, Evarts, Piatt, | Teller, phia. I have been in the house and it is by far the largest establish- 
Chace, Hale, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, ment that I have ever seen, even including the city of New York. 
ee, ar: sere. But whether the sales amounted to $1,000,000 or $100,000 a day dees 
Davis, | Ingalls, Spooner, not matter. The oe I make in the matter is ee Sys oe 
from my friend Rhode Island whether item 
ABSENT—33. 
gation, and whether this bill has removed that matter out of contro- 
Beek, Eustis, Hearst, Pugh, the future. 
ae ——. =, of Nevada, Quay, ALDRICH. The controversy to which the Senator from Mis- 
Blodgett, Frye, - Kenna, Riddleberger, souri refers is in regard to the construction of 448 of Schedule 
Bowen, George, McPherson, Sabin, it 
a —— Bondereen, Stanford. 
Daniel, Hampton, Paddock, 
Edmunds, Pasco, Mr. ‘ a 
So the amendment was rejected. Mr. ALDRICH. Not 448 of the Senate bill, but 448 of the existing 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the amendment re- | !@w, which is one of the paragraphs of L, which reads as fol- 
ported by the Committee on Finance as a substitute will be resumed, 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


SCHEDULE L.—SILK AND SILK GOODS. 


372. SUK partially manufactured from cocoons or from waste-silk, and not 
further advanced or manufactured than carded or combed silk, 50 cents per 













The Department has held and the courts have held that the proper 
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admits ribbons and other articles of 
for hy iuntead of ab the rate of 50 p which 
instead of at the rate of 50 per cent. 

ad valorem, as now provi in the silk schedule for ribbons, or the 
aes which rk in the paragraph which has just been 


Mr. anes. Then I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to 



































$461,792.31, and so on throughout the schedule. That, it seems to me, 
ought to have been taken into consideration by Senators who framed 
this bill. Itseems to me there should be no political consideration 
that would interfere with our duty in reducing this surplus, if for no 
other reason because it is a standing temptation to the legislation of 
the country. It is an abnormal condition of affairs. ‘There can come 
no good from the surplus in the Treasury of the United States. No 
private citizen would conduct his business as we are conducting the 
public business of our constituents now. And yet this bill in thissilk 
schedule makes an increase in a large number of items, and conspicu- 
ously in the one just read of nearly a half million dollars. 

What I rose particularly, however, to say was this: Some years: ago, 
in the State of Missouri, I had a very pleasant acquaintance with a 
very enterprising young German who was then in very humble cir- 
cumstances and who disappeared from the West and now renews his 
acquaintance with me as a large merchant in the city of New York— 
not an unusual thing in our country, I am glad to say. He is a very 
large corset-maker and belongs to the firm of Mayer, Strouse & Co. 
He is a manufacturer of corsets, and writes to me upon the subject of 
the increase of duty upon silk materials that go into his manufacture. 
He states substantially that if the materials are allowed to come in 
free or with decreased duties he can compete with the manufacturers 
of the finer corsets in Europe, and I ask the Secretary to read the 
papers which Isend to him, in which Mr. Strouse makes his statement 
much more accurately thanI can. A great many of the articles which 
are in this schedule—for instance, laces and embroideries—enter into 





= ALDRICH. Certainly. . 
Mr. GRAY. Which was a lower duty than that attached to ribbons 
this schedule. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; 20 per cent. ad valorem, when the duty 
on ribbons would be 50 per cent. 

Mr. GRAY. What was the result of that suit? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not aware. The suit is still pending. I 
think it has been appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. It was decided in the court below in favor of Wana- 
maker, and the Government took an appeal. 

Mr. GRAY. The ribbon manufacturers were interested on the other 
side of that subject. They were deprived by this decision, indirectly, 
of the protection of that section. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That defect in the anes law is entirely and 
radically cured by the provisions of the Senate b: 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Speedin wilt peasst. 


5 


pa Chief Clerk read as follows the manufacture of the finer corsets. 
mashes. cx ether pilefabricain the including ribbo »| Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the object of the Senator from Missouri 
exw ise spetally provided f poh this act, w -- ee 1 — ~— is to place this on record. I see no occasion for reading it. It might 
pes © nue et 7 a ise than 25 per cent. and not | be printed in the RecoRrD without reading. 
same, co ee — taining less than se pre a ondiniiinepennt: oe wana Mr. VEST. I would rather have it read, because it is am argument 
of silk, $1.50 per ae eae the containing 60 pee and a statement. 


coma, | 
cent. or more eit to of silky 8.50 = ae De dand 15 per cent. 
under 


valore: . 
“his seb the watahht - aie she a The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


HOW THE TARIFF PINCHES—-THE LARGEST CORSET-MAKERS OF THE COUNTRY 
DISCUSS IT—MAYER, STROUSE & CO. SAY THEY AND THEIR WORKMEN WOULD 
BOTH BE BENEFITED BY A REDUCTION—HOW THEY COMPETE WITH ENGLISH 
MANUPACTURERS NOWADAYS. 


“* Ours isanother of the industries where protection does not protect,” said one 
of the firm of Mayer, Strouse & Co., one of the largest corset-manufacturing con- 
cerns in the world, to a re resentative of the Star yesterday. ‘“‘ Instead of pro- 
tecting us,” he continued, ‘ the tariff is a direct tax of at least 10 per cent. on the 
American corset manufacturer and his workmen.” 
Mayer, Strouse & Co. are among the pianeers in corset manufacturing in 
America, and their business has one to enormous proportions. They are the 
largest manufacturers of corset 


Mr. aaa On behalf of the committee I move, in line 1604, to, 
strike out the words ‘‘ . ne not less than 1 ounce nor more than 


"The PRESIDENT pr protempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. In lines 1604 and 1605 it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘‘ weighing not less than 1 ounce nor more than 8 ounces 
square yard;”’ so as to read: 

375. hp poesia, or other pew pile fabrics in the nee Goetading ribbons), not 


ie 


asps. They emplo ploy at New Haven about two 
pe ey em cent. and usand five hundred men, women, and girls, and they turn out daily five 

not less > oe 10 per cent. in puns of silk, $1 per pound and 16 per cent. ad | hundred dozens of corsets and three hundred gross of corset clasps. 
valorem. ‘ opqcteenme 2 groves? = = = = + a rotected indus- 
ries—an industry in which a high tariff on the finished article is supposed to 
The amendment was agreed to. > enable the manufacturer to pay high wages for his labor. Mr. A. Strouse and 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading will proceed. Mr. 8S. J. Mayer are the New York partners of Mayer, Strouse & Co., and Mr. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: Max Adler is the New Haven partner, and has entire charge of the manufact- 
uring department. All these gentlemen say that the tariff does a ee the 

aan — eee ore bindings, braids, gal- | American manufacturer of fine goods or enable him to pay high we 

ening a are or non- On the contrary, they say that the tariff as at present constituted mits their 
pm tye a buttens, and Se of silk, or of w silk is the component | market, restricts their production, and reduces their demand for labor, and,with 
— of chief value, 00 per oc pet ones. ad val — a reduced demand for labor, there must always come lower wages. Messrs. 


aun leek cal sof apparel of ee ieee . 

es oe eve made up or manu- 
factured wholly of in poet ee tailor, ‘of every descr Seoauiineinaen on mposed 
of silk, or of which sil is the component mate cuaaeind of enter value, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, 60 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. When the Presiding Officer of the Senate has formally | "* 
stated that if there be no objection then the item under consideration 


would be adopted, ae for myself, I have made no objection, but. 
I wish to say now 


Mayer, Strouse & Co. are not theoretical revenue reformers. They are hard- 
working, close-tiguring, hard-headed business men, and years of experienceand 
careful observation have convinced them that undue Government interference 
in business alwaysresults disastrously. 

= hie Senaka® cow how it is that the present tariff is a tax upon you instead of 

uested the reporter. 
oe . can do that. very easily. We are forced to pay a tremendous duty on 
everything we use in the manufacture of fine or good corsets which come into 
competition with the imported article, except horn strips, which come in free, 
but which are only 8 per cent. of the cost for raw materials. On the coutil, 
which is used for the body of the corset, we pay 40 per cent. duty; of this mate- 
rial none but the coarsest qualities are made in Amen, though when com pet- 
ing with the imported qoute the finer qualities of coutil must be imported. On 
a we pay 35 per cent. duty; none are madein America. On satins 
“=e per cent.; on laces and trimmings 40 per cent., and on the steel of 
we he clasps we pay a duty of 4 per cent. ad valorem and a weight 
duty of a quarter of a cent a pound—this amounts to an ad valorem duty of 54 
per cent. on our steel. 

“We have recently made a careful calculation of all the elements of cost of 
our goods, and we find that the duties we are forced to pay on the materials we 
use amount to an average tax of 45 per cent. of the value of our finished product, 
while foreign corsets are taxed only 35 per cent. on the European value. So you 
see that this boasted protection really results in taxing us (American manufact- 
urers and American working people) atleast 10 per cent. in favor of European 
labor and European capital. 

“Here is one of the thousand inequalities of our tariff that interfere with the 
legitimate development of trade and manufacture. These inequalities are a 
natural outeome of an excessively high tariff. The only solution isin a gradual 
reduction of our import duties on the materials used in the manufacture of cor- 
sets. The fundamental laws of commerce demand that there should be no arti- 
ficial restrictions on trade. The needs of Government demand a revenue of 
which commerce pays its share, but this tax should be so adjusted as to inter- 
fere as little as possible with the international exchange of commodities. Our 
tariff seems constructed with a view to placing all possible obstacles in the way 
of commerce.” 

es inane is it that you are enabled to co ~ at all with the foreign manufact- 

pped as you are by the tari 

“Th ‘is because our labor, combined with our machinery, is so much more pro- 

ve. Our work-people are so skillful and intelligent and our machinery is 
so perfectly adjusted to our work that we produce as much with ourtwenty-five 
hundred people as the European manufacturer produces with five thousand peo- 
ple. Last year the manufacturer of corsets in England wentto New Haven 
to visit our works, We gave him every facility and he investigated our machin- 
ery and ——- ae Sores When he got through he said, ‘IT am amazed at 
the su effectiveness o' your work-people, your machinery, and yoursys- 


tem. nigga os ee can turn out three times as many corsets as we 
do with the same number of hands.’ 


i of luxury. [have or wt S Soaonaal letters from 

OF eae ees ee this increase of duties; 

I have not seen proper to act upon their letters for the reason that 

ies in this entire ma Salitiname alittle anaes diaees of. the 

and I am not speaking with the view of securing favor with 

but because I believe on . te ee re 

as possible upon the 

‘oattntles elenlg should be put, if duties must be imposed, 
able to bear them. 

That is exactly the framework and idea of this 


not accept the statement of my friend from Iowa 
issue between us on every schedule has 
— a ae not ee: bill is in the 
country. contrary, I must 

~ gay, and say it , that this hill is made in the interest of the 
manufacturers, without regard to the consumers of the country. I be- 
lieve that as much as I ve that I am now speaking in the Senate | “"S™ 

of the United States. 
Thereisone other thing, however, which should be considered in fram- 
sone schedules. Weare confronted—very little has been said about 

this debate—with au enormous surplus in the Treasury constantly 

These increases upon this schedule will largely swell that 

surplus. For instance, upon the items which have just been read the 
increase of 10 per cent. over the existing law makes an increase of 
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Mr. GRAY. My impression was that it was lowered, and I under- 
stood the Senator from Massachusetts to say it was lowered in conse- 
quence of this. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not say so, because my impression is that it was 
not. The argument was that silk should be left free like those prod- 
uets of foreign countries that we could not profitably introduce into 
this country. My impression is that under the act of 1872 the same 
tariff that existed before on manufactures of silk was continued, but I 
am not entirely positive. Under the operations of the tariff as it was 
maintained in 1872 the cost of the fabric had in 1880 become reduced 
34 per cent., the manufacture had increased to an annual product of 
$41,000,000, and tal to the amount of $19,000,000 had become in- 
vested, and it had given employment to thirty-four thousand one hun- 
dred and odd men, women, and children in this country, paying them 
an annual amount in wages of $9,000,000. Since 1880 all these things 
have increased in an immense ratio. The annual product has very 
largely increased. The capital invested has likewise very largely in- 
creased, and the number of hands employed has more than doubled, 
and the wages paid are very much larger than before, and the cost to 
the consumer is to-day less than it was in 1880. 

So the argument that was presented to the committee in 1872, and 
which it isa great pity was not recorded, practically failed. It was 
the argument of a philosopher and honest man, although his dealing 
with statistics sometimes reminds me of those men who deal in assort- 
ing statistics so often here in this SenateChamber. Nevertheless what | average ad valorem duty of 47 per cent. upon imports into the United 
he stated then he is repeating to-day in the face of these statistics right | States, and the cry is still, like that of the daughter of the horse-leech, 
before him. 4f the committee in 1872 had followed his advice, which | give, give, give to the manufacturers. 

is urged this moment here on this floor, the whole attempt to manu-| My friend from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] says they do not think 
facture silks in this country would have been necessarily abandoned, | they have made an increase except in regard to this $461,000 to which 
and the whole production relegated to foreign hands and foreign capi- | I have alluded in paragraph 377—that with that exception there has 
tal and foreign production, and the employment of these thousands of | been no material increase in the schedule. Now, I want to call the at- 
people in this country would have been at an end. tention of the Senate to what appears all through this bill—that in- 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a | creases have been made with reference to importations, which clearly 
— I understood the Senator to say that there had been a large | demonstrates the truth of my statement that the manufacturers have 

ecrease in the price of silk in this country. I did not understand | dictated their increases. Take this silk schedule, and the first large 

whether he said that had resulted from the tariff imposed or not. importation we strike is— 

Mr. DAWES. I thought I would abstain from drawing any infer- 375. Velvets, plushes, or other pile fabrics in the piece (including ribbons), 
ences myself upon these statistics, and simply throw them out as a | not otherwise specially provided for in this act. 
matter that anybody could draw such inferences from as he thought Of this the importation is $6,343,086.33in value. The present duty is 
the statistics themselves would teach. 50 per cent. ad valorem. The Mills bill makes nochange. The Sen- 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the Senator if in in- | ate bill puts the first item at $1 a pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem. 
vestigating this question he has ascertained what the relative price of | The next is $1.50 a pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem; and the next 
domestic and foreign silks was in 1872, and whether there has been as | at $3.50 per pound and 15 percent. ad valorem. Does my friend from 
great a decrease in the price of foreign silks as there has been in do- | Rhode Island say that this is not an increase? 
mestic silks in the same time? Mr. ALDRICH. I say it is not in the opinion of the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I have not investigated that in reference to this par- Mr. VEST. That $3.50 a pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem is no 
ticular production, but I have no doubt that to some extent the for- | increase over 50 per cent. ad valorem ? 
eign product has come downincost. They are obliged to keep it down Mr. ALDRICH. I think not upon the higher class of goods which 
when it is produced here in this country; but you extinguish the pro- | that would cover. 
duction in this country and they are under no obligation to keep it Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, I do not know; but the experts 
down. They can set their own price in the foreign market for us and | report to me that that is a very large increase upon any basis of im- 
we are as helpless as children in the consumption of any product that | portations. 
is produced solely abroad, just as we are as helpless as childrenonany | Now we take paragraph 377, which is laces, embroideries, etc, 
importation of anything produced abroad that can not be produced here, | The importation is $4,617,933, and the Senator admits that there is 
like tea and coffee and anything that can not be produced here, and | an increase of duty there of $461,000, or nearly half a million dollars, 
we are dependent upon the foreign producer, and he knows that he| Take the largest increase in the whole schedule, in paragraph 373: 
can set his own rat here. We are as helpless as children as to them, Thrown silk, not more advanced than singles, tram, organzine, sewing-silk, 
and so we should have been as to manufactures of silk. twist, floss, spun silk, and silk threads or yarns of every description. 

There is another consequence which has arisen outof thisadherence | There is the largest importation in the whole list, an importation of 
to that policy in 1872. We are beginning to produce the raw silk all | over $15,000,000. The present duty is50 per cent. ad valorem. There 
about this country, and in the near future the question is whether we | is no change in the Mills bill, and under the Senate substitute it is 75 
can not supply all our manufacturers with the raw silk, whether we | cents a pound and 15 per cent., which, according to my calculation, is 
shall not be producing the silk-worm and the food of the silk-worm | an increase on the 50 per cent. ad valorem duty. 
here, and thus declare our independence in thisregard of all foreignin- | So I think I am authorized in stating that the duties have been in- 

creased in this schedule, and all through the whole bill. In other 


terference. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert, in Pega a 377, line 1623, after | words, the point to which my friends are steadily inclining—not in- 
uding clining, but going—is to exclude foreign importations, and that is the 


the word ‘‘description,”’ the words ‘‘ in knit goods.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from | end to which the Republican party in this country intends to go. They 
propose to put around this country a wall through which nothing can 


the desk. 
The Cater CLERK. After the word “description,” in line 1623, it | come that will compete with the manufacturers, and when the manu- 

is proposed to insert the words “‘ including knit goods; ’’ so as to make | facturers are to be satisfied passes the imagination of mortal man. 
We had an example of that yesterday. My conservative friend from 


the paragraph read: 
































Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; all these articles are articles of silk or of 
which silk is the chief component material. 

Mr. VEST. On sucharticles I believe the present rate is 50 per cent. 
ad valorem, and this makes it 60 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But all articles of knit goods are articles of wear- 
ing apparel of some description; and that it should be put beyond the 
possibility of any misapprehension of the meaning of the committee 
those words should be inserted. 

Mr. VEST. It makes a difference of 10 per cent. in the duty; that 
isall. Ifit comes under the basket clause it will be 50 per cent., and 
if put in here it will be 60 per cent. 

Mr. President, I listened with a great deal of interest to the remi- 
niscences of my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs], and I always 
hear him with pleasure; but what he said seems to me not to throw 
any light on the present situation and does not touch the matter at is- 
sue now hefore the Senate. What should have been done with any 
particular manufacture in 1872 presents a very different question from 
what should be done in 1889. When our fathers constructed the first 
tariff law, in the very caption of it they said it was an act to raise reve- 
nue for the support of the Government and protect American manu- 
factures. Mr. Clay, the father of the American system, declared first 
that three years would be enough to put the infant industries of this 
country on their feet, and afterwards he enlarged it to nine years. 
That declaration was made in 1824, and here we are in 1889 with an 


377. Laces and embroideries, neck-rufflings and ruchings, clothing ready | Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was forced to admit that this whole thing was a 
made, and articles of wearing of every description, including knit | scramble when, as the REcoRD this morning shows, he stated here that 
g made up or manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, or 


men of the highest characterin thiscountry could not resist the tempta- 
tion to consult their own personal greed, and would tax other importa- 
tions or other branches of industry in order to increase their own profits. 

So it goes from schedule to schedule and item to item. It is a des- 
perate contest between men who propose to build up enormous fortunes 
at the expense of the consumers. That is the whole of it; and toshow 
that to the American people is my highest political ambition. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I desire to answer more fully the in- 
terrogatory put to me by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. I 
was not able at the moment to speak with confidence as to whether the 
duty on silk fabrics was or was not reduced in 1872. My friend from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has the record, and he finds that there was no re- 


man , cony of silk, or of which silk is the component material of 
— value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 60 per cent. ad 
rem. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Knitgoods are undoubtedly included by the words 
which are used prior to the word ‘‘ description,’’ but so that there shall 
be no possibility of any misunderstanding about it the committee 
thought the insertion of the words I have offered should be made. 

Mr. VEST. Would not that be included in the basket clause, 376 ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; inthe phrase ‘‘articles of wearing apparel of 
every description.”’ 

Mr. VEST. ‘Or manufactures composed of silk or of which silk is 
a component material of chief value.’ 
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duction in 1872 ner was there in 1870. Neither in the tariff of 1870 nor 
in that of 1872 was there any reduction upen silk fabrics. That was 


my impression when I made ‘the statement. 

Mr. GRAY. 1 understood the Senator from Massachusetts to say 
that there had been a reduction, and that was the reason I put the 
question. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not mean to say it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vust] to say that the schedule now under consideration was 
by the manufactarers for their own benefit, and that it would result in 
a substantial increase of the present duty. 


Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. I do not think I used the words “by 
the manufacturers.”” I know who prepared the schedule, but I believe 
that it was made to meet the demands of the manufacturers, and I 
think they went before the committee and instigated these changes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will say that this schedule, in almost ex- 
actly the words in which it is found in this bill, was prepared by the 
Treasury experts, and, so far as I know, without any connection or 
consultation with the manufacturers except such as werefound. They 
probably consulted the memorial and the draught of an act which the 
manufacturers submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me te ask him whether the 
Sccretary of the Treasury recommended these changes, or was it the 
‘Treasury experts? 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘The present Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Fair- 
child, in a commanication which I hold in my hand and which I will 
not stop to have read because it is quite lengthy—a communication ad- 
dressed to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives—submitted a schedule fixing the rates of 
daty on manufactures of silk which is almost in identical terms with 
that which is in rated in the Senate bill. That is where it came 
from. That was the origin of this schedule, and it was the 
of the Treasury Department and the purpose of the Committee on Fi- 
nance that there should be no substantial increase in the present rates, 
bnt that we should substitute 
the present ad valorem rates for the purpose of a more honest and effi- 
cient administration of the law. 

Now, the Senator says that it is obvious the face of it that this 
is an increase, that this bill does provide an increase over the present 
law, and he cites as conclusive evidence of that fact that upon silk- 
velvet plushes containing 50 per cent. in weight of silk, we have im- 
posed a duty of $3.50 a pound and 15 percent. ad valorem. All these 
silk piushes must contain more than 50 per cent. of silk. ‘They may 
contain 90 or 95 or 100 per cent. of silk, and most of them do contain 
a very large percentage. Ata valuation of $10 a pound, I will say to 
the Senator from Missouri, the duty fixed by this bill would beexactly 
equivalent to 50 per cent. ad valonem—$3.50 a and 15 per cent. 
ad valorem. On all goods valued at more than $10 a pound—and there 
are many of this character—it would be less than 50 per cent. 

‘* Raw silk not farther advanced or partially manufactured from co- 
coons or from waste silk ’’ is valued, according to the Treasury’s state- 
ment, at $2.62 per pound in a comparatively raw state, and the Sen- 
ator, if he is at all conversant with the manufacture of silk, must be 
aware that $10 a pound for these very fine manufactures of silk is a 
con:paratively low price. We had a mannfacturer of certain articles 
of silk before the committee who asked to have a specific duty of $17 
a pound levied apon the article of silk which he manufactured for sale. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by the ‘ienaeeleen 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH]. 

Mr. VANCE. Let the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment, 

The SkcRErARY. In line 1623, after the word “ description,’’ it is 
preposed to insert “ inclading knit goods; ”’ so that the paragraph will 
read: 


S77. Lacesand embroideries, neck-ruffli ati chi mad 
and resticupet wanahunr a lof every deser on = tor, ef ding ni renit i goods, made ie 
up ct manufactured wholly or in gw 
of silk, or of which bythe tailor seumatreas or man umcturer 
specially ennmerated or provided for in this act, 60 per cent. ad valorem. 
The amendment was agreed te. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


278. All manufectures of silk, of which silk is the component mate per 


re see not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 50 per cen 
eae SCHEDULE M.—BOOKS, PAPERS, ETC. 

378. Bocks, incleding biatik-books of all aeons engravings, 
bound bo Se 
ter no apecially enumne aan ieee ae for in this act, 25 per cent. ad va- 
orem 

880. Paper envelopes, 25 cents per thousand. 

381. Manutestanes of of paper, or of which paper is the component material of 
aiet value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad 

orem, 

Mr.VANCE. In line 1640 I move to strike out the words “‘twenty- 
five’’ end insert in lieu thereof ‘“‘fifteen;’’ so as to restore this duty 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE, 


specific and compound duties in place of | junior 





JANUARY 9, 





to the present om ond avoid a useless increase of the revenue to the 
extent of some 

The SECRETARY. “ line 1640, after the Word “act,” it is proposed 
to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’ and insert ** fifteen; ’’ so as to read: 

Manufactures of paper, f which component material of chief 
vaben, aebapediely amemaaiion ~lkieis det hee 
rem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays upon that amendment. 

oe errs and the Secretary proceeded to cali 
the roll. 


therefore vote “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
_ from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were here, I should vote 

Mr. FAULKNER (when kis name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). My pair with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. — , who is absent, has been transferred to the 
Senator from Nevada [M ONES], who isalso absent. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL ( : hie nee wn ello: Iam paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], and therefore can not vote. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopa@xrr]. If he were here, 
I should vote “nay.”’ I make this announcement for the day or until 
that Senator returns. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). ee 

Senator from Kansas [Mr. Pivums], or I vote “‘ yea.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

that I have with the 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will transfer the pair 

Senator from Tae 
New Jersey [ Mr. McPHEEson ] and vote. I vote “ 
‘ with the Senator from Alshama [Mr 
MorGan], and therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr Be s I am paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
Mr. ATR 
Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
(Mr. BLacksvrn]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—is. 


Bate, Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, woathess, 
Butler, Faulkner, Sage, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, ; a Vance, 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Delph. Paddock, Teller, ; 
Chace Frye, Palmer, Wilson of Lowa. 
Chandler, Hale, Platt, 
ABSEN T “35. * 
Beck, Farwell, Kenna, Ransom, 
Blackburn, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Simon, Manderson, Sabin 
Blodgett, ; Somme, Saulabury, 
Harris, Sherman, 
" Hoar, Plumb, Slantord, 

Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Quay, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with the 

of the substitute. 
The read as follows: 
382, Papers known commercially as.surface-coated and manufactures 


thereof,card-boards, Se prints from 
ither sto zine, bound bound (except illustrations in printed books) 
| Sadia od either in whale ante path 29 inagenehio passes, 0 
per cent, 


Mr. VANCE. In line 1646, I move to strike out “35” and insert 
“ABs ? go ws to read “15 per cent.” This is an increase of over 250 
cent. on the present duty, for which I see no earthly reason except 
to manufacturers. 
2 RLLIBON. Would the Senator make a duty lower than the 
duty on paper itself? 

Mr. VANCE. . SE ee Sere ee ay ents eee 
ideemnn whom < Aiieer Vasant Ww. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina will be stated. 
Mr. VANCE. I will modify it so as to say “25 per cent.’’ instead 
of ‘15 per cent.”’ 
The Secretary. In line 1646, it is proposed to strike out “35”’ 
and insert ‘‘25;’’ so as to read: ‘'25 per cent.” 
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Mr. VANCE. That will obviate the objection of the Senator from 
Iowa, and will enable him to vote against it as usual. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. Task for the yeas and nays. 
nee yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERsoN], but by an arrangement 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] I have trans- 
ferred the pair to the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], 
and therefore I am at liberty to vote. I ask that the pair between the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. Quay] may stand during the day without further 
announcement, I vote *‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HaRrris]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLums], or I sh 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. TuR- 


PIE]. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. BowEn] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana | Mr. Gipson ]. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 


Pasco]. 

a HISCOCK. Is the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonES] re- 
co ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam paired with that Senator, 

Mr. GEORGE. I announve now for the day that Iam paired with 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLarp]. 

Mr. PAYNE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
league [Mr. SHERMAN] voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sena- 
tor’s coll e has not voted. 

Mr. PAYNE. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (after having voted in the negative). I desire 
pe Tpke the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wi1son] is re- 
co 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I then withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wiison]. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 20; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 


d with the jun- 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 


Has my col- 


YEAS—15. 

» Cockrell, Gray, Saulsbury, 
Bers, Coke, Tate, Vance, 
Butler, Faulkner, Reagan, 

NAYS—20. 7 
Allison, oon Hawi Baws, 

‘ wes, wile wyer, 
Cameron, Dolph, Mitchel), mer, 
Chace Evarts, Paddock, kbridge, 
Chandler, : Palmer, Teller. 

ABSENT—41L. 
Beck, McPh Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Manderson, Stanford, 

r, Gorman, Morrill, Stewart, 

‘ Harris, Pasco, ie, 
Bowen, eee, Payne, Vest, 
Call, bss q Plumb, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Quay, of 

munds, Jones of Nevada, ' Riddieberger, 
Farwell, na, in, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, No quorum having voted, the Secre- 
will call the roll of Senators, 
Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Dawes, Hiscock, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Dolph, Moar, Sawyer, 
Bate, Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 

. Farwell, Morgan, 

Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Teller, 
. George, Payne, Vance, 

dier, Gorman, Platt Vest, 
Cockrell, Gray, Plumb, Voo 
Coke, Hale, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hampton, gan, Wilson, of Iowa. 
Davis, Hawley, Riddleberger, —- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary will again call 
the roll on the question of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Vance]. 

Mr. GEORGE. I shcald like to call the attention of Senators on the 
other side to the fact that Iam paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [| Mr. Bain], and if any Senator on the other side who is 


4} drawing-paper, 


paired with an absent Democrat wishes to do so, the pairs can be ex- 
changed so as to help to keep up a quorum. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonxs]. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jonrs, of Arkansas, was called), 
My colleague [Mr. Jonzs, of Arkansas] is absent on a conference com- 
mittee, and is paired with the Senator from New York [ Mr. Hiscock}. 
My colleague would vote ‘‘ yea’’ if he were present. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I give notice for the 
day that I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS}. 

Mr, PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps] with a right to vote to make a 
quorum, As there seems td be a lack of a quorum, I vote “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPoonER]. 

The roll-eall was coneluded. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the Senater from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] who is absent, and I recall 
my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 22; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—19. 
Bate, Coke, Hampton, Vance, 
Berry, Colquitt, yne, Vest, 
Brown, Eustis, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Butler, Faulkner, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Gray, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—2". 
Aldrich, Dawes, Paddock, Stewart, 
Allison, Dolph, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, . Piatt, Teler, 
Chace, Hale, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Mitchell, Sherman, 

ABSENT—35. 

Beck, Evarts, Ingalls, Quay, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blair, George, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Kenna, Sabin, 
Bowen, Gorman, Manderson, Spooner, 
Call, Harris, McPherson, Stanford, 
Daniel, Hearst, Morgan, Turpie, 
Davis, Hiscock, Morrill, Walthall, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Pasco. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading of the substitute. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

883. Pa gs and paper for screens or fire-boards, writing-paper, 


tering-paper, letter-press-copying paper, and all other paper 
not specially commpenned or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. Before we proceed further, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to paragraph 379. I move to insert at the end of line 1636 the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That Bibles printed in any language shall be admitted free of duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator irom North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE]. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the Senator from North Carolina to 
explain why it is that he wishes to make this amendment. As I un- 
derstand, Bibles are printed now in this country in a number of dif- 
ferent languages by the American Bible Society and distributed free 
of charge to any person who applies. I suppose there must be some 
object for the amendment. I have a statement, which I sent to the 
committee-room for, upon this subject, showing that Bibles are practi- 
cally free now, not only free of duty, but free of cost in our own coun- 
try. 

Mr. VANCE, It is provided in the free-list of this bill that ‘‘ books 
and pamphlets printed exclusively in languages other than English’’ 
shall be admitted free of duty. That would admit German Bibles, 
French Bibles, etc., for the use of our citizens who speak those tongues, 
but would exclude the common English Bible. The greatest Bible so- 
ciety in the world is the British and Foreign Bible Society, which dis- 
tributes gratuitously more copies of the Scriptures than any other, [ 
suppose, in the world, especially in the English language, and all por- 
tions of our country are always glad to receive donations of that kind. 
The bill as it stands would exclude that English Bible and the publi- 
cations of that great society. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As the American Bible Society distributes Bibles 
in America gratuitously, what practical result does the Senator expect 
by putting Bibles upon the free-list? Does he think that the English 
Bible Society will pay people to take Bibles on this side? 

Mr. VANCE. I do not see exactly why our protectionist friends 
want a tax imposed even upon the Word of God to encourage Amer- 
ican industry in this world. It might result in the encouragement of 
an industry in the next world that would perhaps be regretted by a 
great many members of the protection party when it is too late to have 
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a revision of the duties. It seems to me that this is carrying the doc- 
trine of protection not only into the ground but under the ground and 
into the final resort of all protectionist people. [Laughter. ] 

I hope that the Word of God in all tongues will be admitted free. 
I have no doubt that a careful perusal of it would militate somewhat 
against the doctrines of these gentlemen, and would tend to a reduc- 
tion of duties in this world, but still I hope for the sake of humanity 
and morality that this amendment will be 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLArR]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name wag called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTMALL]. I do not see him in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. GEORGE. He is absent on conference-committee work. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco}. If he were here, I should vote in the negative. 

Mr. PAYNE. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were present, I should yote ‘‘ nay.’ 

a DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. Tur- 
PIE}. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. RANsom], reserving the right to vote in orderto makea quorum. 
As there is no quorum, I will vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Bate, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, V: 
Berry, Eustis, Morgan, oorhees 
Butler, Faulkner, n, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Gray, * Saulsbury, 
Coke, Hampton, Vance, 

NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hiscock, Plumb, 
Allison, Dolph, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chace, - Frye, Paddock, Teller. 
Chandler, Hale, Palmer, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, 

ABSENT—36. 

Beck, Edmunds, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, Sabin, 
Blair, George, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Morrill, ford, 
Rowen, Gorman, Pasco, 
Brown, Harris, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Call, Hearst, . Turpie, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Quay, Walthall. 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the substitute will be 
proceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


384, Priating-paper, unsized, used for books and newspapers exclusively, 15 
per cent,’ad valorem, 


Mr. VEST. Inline 1653 I move tostrike out ‘‘15”’ and insert ‘‘12;” 
so as to read: 


Printing-paper, unsized, used for books and newspapers exclusively, 12 per 
cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name wascalled). IfI werenot 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] I should vote 
“nay ’’ on this question. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL], who is absent from the 
Chamber in the service of the Senate. If he were present, I should 
vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PtumsB]. I should vote ‘‘ yea” if I were 
not paired. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the negative). I desire to in- 
quire if the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones) is recorded ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas is not recorded. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. RATE. I wish te announce that my colleague [Mr. HARRIs] is 
paired with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 


The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Bate, uitt, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Wilson, of Md, 
Cockrell, Faulkner, : 
Coke, Hampton, Vance, 

NAYS—21. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Allison, Dolph, Paddock, Teller, 
Cameron, Evarts, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chace, Frye, Platt, 
Chandler, Hale. Plumb, 
Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—4L. 

pot. Farwell, pee of Nevada, ote, 

TT, George, enna, ner, 
Blackburn, Gibson, McPherson, Stanford, 
Blair, Gorman, Manderson, a, 
Blodgett, Gray Morrill, Stock ge. 
Bowen, Harris, Pasco, Turpie, 
Brown, Hearst, Payne, Voorhees, 
Call, Hiscock, Pugh, Walthall. 
Daniel, Hoar Quay, 

Davis, Ingalls, Ransom, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote disclosing the want of a 
quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their‘names: 


Aldrich, Dawes, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Berr; aan Paddock Stock brid 
Sean, Paulkner, Palmer, ' foes ~ 
Butler, Frye, Payne, Vance, 
Chandler, George, Platt, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hale, Pugh, Walthall, 
Salle Haw _ Rid eberger. Willen pes ua * 
om, ’ ’ . 

Daniel, Hiscock, isbury, 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum being nt, the Secretary will again call 
the roll on the question of cpoctente the amendment of the Senator 


from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. —— to the Senator from Missouri to withdraw 
the call for the yeas nays. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to put the vote on record. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The te has voted once. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire again to call the attention of Senators on 
the other side to the fact that I am paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLArR]. I am present here and prepared to vote, and 
I am very willing, in order to keep up a quorum, which seems very 
difficult to do, if any Senator on that side is paired with an absent 
Democrat, to make a transfer of pairs so as to allow us both to vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Mississippi how it would do 
to exchange for the day the pair of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURPIE] with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], so that the 
Senator from Indiana would stand paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]? 

Mr. GEORGE. Both the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turrre] and 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] are absent. That ex- 
change will do. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will allow the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE] and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] to vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. I have no special desire to vote; but I 
dislike to be here and not vote, and thus break a quorum. 

Mr. VEST. Iask unanimous consent to wi w the call for the 
yeas and nays, as I have no wish to delay the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. We have had one vote on the same subject. 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to ask unanimous consent to withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “If there be no objection, the call will 
be considered as withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], which will 
be read for information. 

The Secretary. In line 1653, it is proposed to strike out ‘15’ and 
insert “‘12;’’ so as to read: 


Printing- , unsized, used for books and newspapers exclusively, 12 
cent, ad mm ml - 


The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the substitute will 


proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

385. Paper, sized or glued, suitable only for printing-paper, 20 per cent, ad 
valorem. : 
oon. Pee Bick ter poperaaakiore ene, 20 yor cent, ad valorem. 
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SCHEDULE N.—SUNDRIES. 


389. Brushes, and brooms of all kinds, including feather dusters, 30 per cer t. 
ad valorem; broom-corn, $4 per ton. 


Mr. VEST. In line 1662, in paragraph 389, before the words “‘ per 
cent.,’’ I move to strike out ‘‘30”’ and insert ‘‘20;’’ and if the Senator 
from Iowa is willing, I will make two motions in one, and in line 1663 
move to strike out ‘‘ $4 per ton”’ and insert the word “‘ free.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the two 
amendments will be considered asone. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 1662itis proposed tostrikeout ‘‘30’’ and 
insert ‘‘20,’’ and in line 1663, to strike out ‘‘$4 per ton’ and insert 
** free ;’’ so as to read: 


389. Brushes, and brooms of all kinds, including feather dusters, 20 per cent. 
ad valorem; broom-corn, free. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. VEST. r. President, here is an article of universal consump- 
tion. It is no luxury, but an article that goes into every home and 
workshop and every place of business throughout the entire country. 
The present rate of duty on brooms is 25 per cent. ad valorem. That 
rate is increased to 30 per cent. ad valorem, which is an increase of 5 
= cent, upon brooms over the existing law, leaving the duty upon 

rushes at the same rate. 

In 1880 the census report showed that of brooms and brushes there 
were produced in the United States $10,560,855 worth, the labor cost 
in the production of which was 23 per cent. The table of exports from 
the United States for 1887 shows that of brooms and brushes we ex- 
ported in 1887 $172,883 worth and in 1888 $164,483 worth. Of broom- 
corn we exported in 1887 $170,534 worth and in 1888 $160,651 worth, 
— a decrease in theexport of broom-corn from 1887 to 1888 of $9,883 
and in brooms and brushes of $8,450, whilst the product in the United 
States even in 1880 was over $10,000,000 worth. 

This increase in duty can not certainly be required. The domestic 
manufacturers seem to control the market almost absolutely at the 
present rate of duty. 

But aside from that, if there is any principle in regard to this tariff 
tax to which Iam devoted it is to give us free material. I believe that 
what the manufacturers need to-day is freer markets. I believe the 
time is rapidly coming in this country when the greatest curse that 
will fall upon domestic manufacturers and the whole people will be 
the intense competition which comes from excluding all foreign im- 
portations and shutting the products of American labor out of foreign 
markets. 

Here is broom-corn. I come from a Western State, one of the largest 
agricultural States in the Union. If any people in the world are in- 
terested in the production of broom-corn it is the people of Missouri, 
but I stand here to-day and plead for the introduction of that raw 
material free. Andwhy? Because raw material free means an increase 
in the manufacture, and the cheap manufacture by the American 
manufacturer, and that means increased cheapness to the American 
consumer. 

Yet our friends upon the other side of the Chamber, whilst they are 
the especial friends per se of the domestic manufacturers, still handicap 
them at every turn with an increased cost upon the raw material, of 
which they are the consumers. 

I move, therefore, to reduce the duty to what it is in the existing law, 
striking off the 5 per cent. put upon brooms, and to give the American 
manufacturer the free raw material, broom-corn, in order that he may 
successfully compete with the foreign manufacturer. 

Mr, ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri says he moves to re- 
duce the duty to what it isin the existing law. The present duty upon 
brushes is 30 per cent. ad valorem, which is the same rate fixed by the 
Senate bill in the paragraph now under consideration. 

Mr. VEST. On brooms. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On brushes. 

Mr. VEST. But I say on brooms you increase the duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We increase the duty on brooms 5 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Mr. VEST. That is what I said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The purpose of the committee was to make a uni- 
form rate on both brushes and brooms, ‘because at the custom-house it 
is very difficult to draw the line between brushes and brooms. There 
are many kinds of brushes made from broom-corn which are in a cer- 
tain sense brooms, and vice versa, and it is very difficult to distinguish 
between them. There should be a uniform rate upon the two articles, 
and as the duty upon brushes can not be reduced without injury to 
American manufactures, the committee have placed the duty on both 
brushes and brooms at the same rate. 


I say the present duty on brushes is 30 per cent. ad valorem, and 
notwithst that duty, brushes to the value of $557,000, or more 


than half a million dollars, were imported in 1887. The total amount 
of brooms imported was only $4,000 in value, upon which $1,000 was 


collected. 
Mr. VEST. I the Senator’s pardon. What does he say about 
the importations of ms and brushes? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I say that in 1887 there were brushes valued at 
$557,347.54 imported. 

Mr. VEST. I have before me the official table sent to me from the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have before me the official table sent from the 
Treasury De ent, which shows what I state. 

Mr. VEST. There is a discrepancy between them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There can not be any discrepancy, if the Senator 
will look carefully. There were only $4,000 worth of brooms imported. 
We have almost the entire American market, and will continue to have 
it whatever rate of duty there is. We have a considerable portion of 
the brush trade of the country, but there is a large number of expen- 
sive brushes, toilet and other brushes, which are now imported. Ifthe 
duty should be reduced to 20 per cent. ad valorem the brush industry 
of this country would be destroyed. The brush manufacturers are 
anxious to secure an advance over the present rate of 30 per cent. ad 
valorem. I trust the Senate will not follow the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I have two tables here, one of exports and one of im- 
ports, and my argument is much stronger than I thought it was when 
I made it. This is an export table, which accounts for what I thought 
to be a discrepancy, and is not a table of imports. I find now that we 
not only supply the home market in brooms and brushes, but we ex- 
ported, in 1887, $172,183 worth, and in 1888, $164,433 worth. Over 
and above the consumption here at home, we send those articles abroad, 
and yet there is this increased duty pro The argument that I 
wanted to make is strengthened by the fact of these exports. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Missouri must be aware, 
if he is familiar with the subject, that the brooms exported are the 
coarser kind of brooms and brushes made from broom-corn. The im- 
ports are tooth and other tvilet brushes, and itis the purpose of the 
committee to retain the duty with the hope that the American manu- 
facturers may supply hereafter a considerable portion of the market 
which is now held by foreigners. We put bristles upon the free-list 
and retain the present duty on brushes with the hope that that indus- 
try might be further developed in this country. There are no expor- 
tations of this class of brushes, but very large importations. 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator from Rhode Island in forming this 
paragraph ought to have made some sort of distinction between the 
two articles and between the material that is used in them. He has 
increased the duty upon all sorts of brooms 5 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, on brooms, but we left the duty on brushes 
where it is. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that; but you have increased the duty 5 
per - on brooms, and you put a duty of $4 a ton upon the raw ma- 
terial. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The present duty is 10 per cent. ad valorem. So 
far as the information of the committee went, it was that $4 per ton is 
less than 10 per cent. ad valorem. We were told that broom-corn is 
worth about $60 a ton. 

Mr. VEST. Itis hardly worth that now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So instead of increasing the duty on broom-corn 
we have reduced it. 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably there is an increase of 5 per cent. on 
brooms. I understand the Senator to say that the exports of this coun- 
try are made principally out of the coarser raw material or broom-corn, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say to the Senator very frankly that the increase 
of duty of 5 per cent. on brooms will not affect either the importations 
or the exportations. There are no importations at present, and there 
will be none on that rate. 

Mr. VEST. Then why is there necessity for putting on this in- 
creased duty when there is a surplus in the Treasury ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not affectthe surplus one way or the other. 

Mr. VEST. Then it ought to be left alone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. It is done for the sake 
of uniformity of classification, because the custom-house officers tell us 
they can not distinguish in many cases between what are brushes and 
what are brooms. 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senators who framed this bill ought not to 
have adopted what they call this vicious system of ad valorem duties. 
It is based on valuations, and these they denounce all the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VeEsr]. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBURN]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Sanin] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Wisccnsin [Mr. Spooner]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN ], and therefore I withhold my vote. 


Iam paired with 
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The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 22; as follows: 





a coasting trade furnishing the most t domestic marine on 


YEAS—18. the face of the earth. Is that an infant industry? Is that entitled to 
Bate. Daniel, Dagne Sinton this drawback of 75 cents, or in other words, free coal? Why is it? 
Sony, Eustis, Pugh,’ Vest, Mr. ALDRICH. There is no drawback provided for in this bill. 
Cookre sll, Gey, Reagan, Wilson of Md. Mr. VEST. I know there,is not in this bill, butit is in the existing 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, Tir. ALDRICH. It will not be after this bill passes. 

NAYS—22. 

Mr. VEST. ‘There is no repeal of it specifically. 
Aldrich, oa =e. Stockieldee, Mr. ALLISON. It is left out entirely. 
Chace,” Frye, Piatt, . Mr. VEST. I do not know what the effect of lea it out will be. 
Chandler —_, —— Wilson of Iowa, Does the committee understand that that is a repeal of it? 
a Silenoek’ on Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. ‘This is a substitute for the provisions 
, . ansEnT—se as to coal in the existing law. 
— Bamunds Hoar meee Mr. VEST. Then Isubmitto the committee that the safe way would 
Blackburn, Everts, | : be to repeal that clause specifically, and not leave it in a nebulous and 
. . Ingalls, Quay, 
Blair, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, uncertain condition. 
Blodgett, Faulkner, aaa Riddleberger, But outside of this fact, that the committee intend to re- 
Brown, Gibson’ oder’ io peal that drawback as it exists now on the statute-book, I say that we 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, Stanford, =. have free coal and we a have free lumber. Pm, is an a 
Harris, — oorhees, e used in manufacturing; it is an article used in the warm 

“Glo the smestinadinat —e a dwelling-houses and places of business; it isan absolute yo 


rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

290. Butter forme: yp mohair cloth, silk twist, or other manufactures 
of cleth, woven or made in patterns of such size, shape, or form, or cut in such 
manuer as to Se fit for buttons exclusively, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move tostrike out the words “silk twist,’’ in line 
1664. it does not to this paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrEerary. In live 1664 it is proposed to strike out the words 
“silk tyist.*? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are there by inadvertence, 

The amendment was 

The PRESIDING OF icER. “The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


country enormous deposits of 
compete with foreign countries in that article? ‘What article is 
if not this, in which the people of the United States are able to 
independent and without any artificial aid? But I suppose we 
be met*with the statement that this is done in the interest of Ameri- 
can labor, Se ee ee ee ree, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President— 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator wishes to ask mea question, I will yield, 
“Mr. FAULKNER. 1 ‘thought the Senat 

Mr. FA I thought the Senator had concluded, and I 
wished to make some remarks on the subject. 


Mr. FRYE. Not in the same however. 
Mr. VEST. I have stated my 


Mr. President, in regard to the condition of the labor in 
2 ea nk. ts wonie per square foot Wie © conte PEF | taicing out bituminous coal in the United States, I want onal tem 
Mr. VANCE. I ask that that paragraph be over until some | *®* Sry pene army ie ln Seen ee garennsds Ss 
time later in the day, as there are some records I wish to have here, | +7 , a8 I believe it is called, of Iron and Steel 
and I have sent for them. Ss des puntan af sumtis the duhonet Oe Wlieas te, Meenas’ aod 
The a acu | — If there be no objection, the para- abo enone es eBerenr tn the en bus er 
The Secretary read as follows: ° 
Mr. FRYE. And he succeeded. 
200, Chsenematens, Sess or chiete, and paste Greet, eent.ad valorem. 
bituminous, and shale. 75 cents ton of 80 to Mr. VEST. Yes, I am ashamed eee a eens 
the ass Co 7 ~ oa of the manufacturers in debanching that district, which this year elected 
Mr. VEST. I move to strike out all of paragraph 393, after the | # Democrat. 
word ‘‘shale,”’ im line 1673, and to insert ‘‘free.’’ CULLOM. Oh, no. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment | _ Mr. VEST. .Morrison’sdistrict, in Mlinois, toMissouri. Mr. 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. John Jarrett, this gentleman from whom I to read, was the 
Mr. VEST. I wish to say a few words on this subject, which is a the of the protected interests, and he boasted of it. 


He went into that district with money and used it to defeat Colonel 
Morrison, as brave and gallant a man as ever lived anywhere on any 
peer ten oud thie peur dhomuesiact dubdictaabanmans 


Mr. CULLOM. So far as the latter statement is concerned, I beg to 


mest impertant one. I make this motion upon my own responsibility 
and upon personal convictions as to what is right. I do not make it 
as ® politician er with a view to any local or sectional effect. I be- 
lieve that coal ought to be on the free-list, as well as lumber, and for 
that reason I make this motion. 


Now, sir, in the testimony of Charles F. Mayer before a committee | *@Y that is a question yet to be settled. It may turn out on investi- 
of the House of on March 5, 1886, I find the following EE ORE ae Eee SSS San east! 
eae ehee cet beeeeieeenne ton ; the act of 1842 Mr. VEST, I know thero is a contest, and wherever there is. mar- 
it at 81.75 per ton; this rate was continued until 1846, when it was toan inside of 300 votes everybody is going to contest, relying on the 
ad vaiorem duty of 39 cent., which, by a fal scale provided fell, in the next House. 
uated icons Ye was ten, im Sonar Sr eee sen; Sane Mr. CULLOM. We are on the merits of the case; and the 
until 1873, when it was fixed as the at 7 cents per op npralneginenn only has it by 16 majority on the 
ment, apart from the of the returns. 


of 

The single ex te the 
special exception in the act of Sa iad scsaeken non 
provinces, which were admitted Soe Se 
Sweety 26 S286, ,and so eantinued the of that treaty in 

This exception, it is claimed, was unfairly obtained by parties interested in 
on males tt bo thet on 8 2 it ma , Oe oreass of , ores ee ee 

have pers tently worked, Se tale adkiedndaaa 
upes 

Pithc epbolal tend extraordinary) exeroption to which I refer was that 
in the act of 3d March, 1883.by which “a drawback of 75 cents 
lowed on al] bituminous eoal impcrted imto the United States, which is after- 
‘ward used for fuel on board vessels propelled by steam which are engaged in 
the coasting trade of the United States or in the trade with foreign countries.” 


- VEST. If he had been a Republican that would have been 
ample. 
‘Mr. CULLOM. I may be allowed to say that so far as the conduct 
of Mr. Jarrett is concerned, and the statement that there was a vast 
ete money spent there two years ago, it is also very greatly ex- 
aggerated. 
Mr. VEST. Soe ay te einen datdaan an 
and both of us about that election—will 
my Saiement that Mr, darnett was there 
x Mr. Jarrett was there, as I understand. 


Se ern oe ee Ces © are not en inthe| Mr. VEST. A citizen of lvania, the president of this associa- 
coasting trade are under existing law to duty of | tion, and he admitted and beasted in the public prints 
75 cents on the ton to monopoly and also to in the foreign | that he wen ne ere ne 
trade, of which there are very few. Tiere is a drawback allowed of 75 


cents to these ship-owners, or in other words, as to them, coal is put on 
the free-list. 


ons that sort of privilege is given to the owners of vessels ne “a necoGk Allow me to that the State of New Yok thi 

foreign trade or the eeas it eonght to be given to all the was stumped by a great many 

— of the United one ype such diserimination ‘Sects be be made. | States, and it never to be ble for a gen- 
have heard my friend from Maine [Mr. Frye] in the most nent | tleman to go from one State to another to make political speeches or 

and vehement terms eulogize the coasting trade, and I have him | render aa service. 

state here the marvelous increase of that trade, and that to-day we have {| Mr. . That is ingenious, but it is not ingenuous, When an 
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orator goes into a State, when a man has a talent for stump speaking, 
we know he does not rely on money, but when Mr. Jarrett went there 
he did not rely on his oratorical abilities. 
aa Pik ag Sato fig 4, og wether 
y erestima r. Jarrett. isa strong speaker. 

r. VEST. T will end that discussion, if the Benatos from New York 
pleases, with Mr. Jarrett’s own statement. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to that the ed 


say furthermore distinguish 
— the author of what is called the Mills bill, spent a good 
eal of his time in that district this year. 


ly, and good ones, and he did not 
an association and a lot of monop- 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Jarrett went there and visited specially the 
class of men te which he belongs, that is, the laboring class of that dis- 
trict, believing that he had influence with them, being oae of them, 
and it turned out that he seems to have had some influence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, the Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
interject one remark. The Senator from Missouri says that Colonel 
Morrison is a good man and a brave man, which I admit; but Colonel 
es ee ee ee een eae 


My convictions are 

question. deal of coal in the State 

there is a great deal of lead, a great deal of iron; but my 

without assuming for myself any extraordinary courage or 
always on the same line. 

Yes; but that makes no di with me. That 
would er for mitigating what my 
friends on the other side call my free-trade tendencies, but I propose 

blicans are ae there to make my arguments a little 


stronger in the direction in Iam now, and I intend, to use 
fo See © ee and soldier, to fight 
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takes ten summers instead of one. 


States. the other side always wind 
very Columbian oration with an appeal on behalf of the working 
people of this country, the factory operatives, the miners, and I want 
Soin wes Oe Mr. Jarrett a little testimony as to the effect 
of this high tariff upon these people: 


trades than your own? 
A. T have not given that one-tenth of the attention that I have given 
to the condition of the workers in my own yi 
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Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; it does not apply to the anthracite-coal min- 
ers , but to all the coal-mimers. 
. HISCOCK. Not the anthracite-coal miners? 
Mr. VEST. Not particularly, but it applies to ali of them. 
Mr. HISCOCK. ‘That testimony applies exclusively to the anthra- 


miners, 
Mr. VEST. No; it applies to all of them. 





the persons 


cite coal is on the free-list. 








Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator tell us how much bituminous 


coal is mined in Pennsylvania? 


Mr. VEST. I have the statistics here in this testimony, but I have 


not referred to them lately, nor is it material. 


Mr. HISCOCK. It is very material in describing the condition of 
in mining coal. 
Mr. VEST. We know that both bituminous and anthracite coals 


are mined in Pennsylvania, and why does the Senator from New York 
seek to interject that sort of statement here now to make the impres- 
sion that this applies to anthracite-coal miners alone? 
all, to the miners of bituminous coal and to the miners of anthracite 
coal; and if there is any industry in this country, I might be permitted 
to say if I followed him now in the line of his inquiry, that ought to 
have their miners in comfortable houses and in good condition, it is 
the anthracite-coal-mine owners. That makes the argument much 
worse against the protective-tariff system than if it applied to bitumi- 
nous coal alone. 


It applies to 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Missouri will aliow me to suggest to 


him that the anthracite-coal miners have an absolute monopoly of that 
industry of anthracite coal. So far as I know it is confined to the State 
of Pennsylvania—there may be deposits in other parts of the country, 


but they have an exclusive monopoly by reason of the distribution of 
the bounties of nature. 


Mr. VEST. That is why I stated that in the coal business, if there - 


is any branch of it which ought to pay large wages and make their 
miners comfortable, it is the anthracite-coal-mine owners; and if the 
Senator from New York says that this testimony applies to them, so 
much the worse for them. 


Mr. HISCOCK. ‘What has the tariff to do with it in the case of an- 


thracite coal? ‘There is no tariff on anthracite coal. ‘There is free 
trade in that. 


Mr. VEST. I supposed, and I have heard that stated her?‘over and 


over again, that the tariff system applied to all the people of this 
country. 7 


£ 
Mr. HISCOCK. This illustrates your doctrine certainly, Anthra-— 


Mr. VEST. I supposed from what I had learned that the blessings 
of the tariff descended, like the rains of heaven, upon the just and un- 


just alike. 


Mr. HISCOCK. It does upon everything where protection is needed; 
and where it is needed, there we have its benefits. 

Mr. VEST. Iam obliged to the Senator from New York. That is 
the whole of this question. I have said all the time that it applies 
only to these protected people, to the manufacturers; but I have been 
told here over and over, ‘‘Oh, no; it applies to the entire population of 
the country; it is like the broad canopy of heaven, which covers us all 
and is over us all.”’” Now, the Senator from New York says it only 
applies where protection is needed. Of course that is the whole truth, 
and I have been destroying my health here trying to make the Senator 
from New York believe it. [Laughter. ] 

We have heard a great deal about the horrible condition ‘of the En- 
glish miner and the decrease of wagesin free-trade England. I have 
before me a statement from the Philadelphia Bulletin of December 12, 
1888—that is pretty good protection authority—which gives the wages 
paid to the coal-miners in England, who, Mr. Jarrett says, are in a 
better condition than they are under the high tariff in the United 
States. We have heard continually that wages are going down in all 
the different industries in Great Britain and that free trade is murder- 
ing the industrial system of that kingdom. Here is what the Bulletin 
says: 

= WAGES OF COAL-MINERS IN ENGLAND. 

The London Colliery Guardian, for November 23, 1888, publishesan elaborate 
tabulated statistical statement illustrative of a paper on ‘“‘The Coal Trade,”’ 
which was recently prepared and read by Mr. ohn Knowles before the Man- 
chester Geological Survey. Among the tables is the following, which gives the 


average weekly wages paid to each employé in the Manchester district from 
1852 to 1887: 





















| 
| Aw Average 

i Persons Persons 

Date. | ‘weekly | employed.| Date. | week'y | empioyed. 
wages. wages. 
omens — = = Seated 
} s. d.} se. d. 

16 7 2,340 || 1870 20 10 8,151 
18 7 2, 697 eal 23 2 2, 808 
18 3) 2,814 | 28 0 8, 047 
6 8) 2, 650 32 0 3, 106 
16 7) 2, 843 29 1 3, 185 
16 9} 2,747 29 2 3, 400 
16 7) 2, 846 5 2 3, 197 
17 8 2, 825 | 3 1 3,143 
20 1] 3, 186 23 8 3, 184 
18 9| 3,223 |) 22 9 3, 553 
15 9} 2, 963 22 2 3,539 
16 6| 2, 607 21 i 3, 680 
18 7 2, 745 23 6) 3,615 
18 11 | 2,897 || 24 4) 3, 442 
21 9! 3, 063 23 10 | 3,586 
23 3 3, 299 22 4} 3, 385 
21 0 3,212 , 21 4) 3,391 
19 7 2, 915 } a 21 9) 8, 067 
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Mr. Jarrett says their condition is a great deal better than that of 
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the American coal-miners. One would suppose from the excitement 
on the cther side of the Chamber that it requires a great deal of cour- 
age to move to take the duty off coal. Why, Mr. President, I think 
Senators are mistaken. That proposition has been several times ad- 
vanced before the people of the United States and received the support 
of the most eminent Republicaus, many of whom are in this body 
now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator tell me why it is not in the House 
bill as it came to us? 

Mr. VEST. I am taking care of the interests of the people of this 
country in my own way. I am not answering for the motives of other 
people or for what other people do. I have not consulted the commit- 
tee of the other House or the members of the other House, and I do 
not propose to doso. The only people I am responsible to are those 
of Missouri and of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed the Senator had some information on 
that subject. 

Mr. VEST. Not the slightest. I was not inconsultation with those 
gentlemen when they framed that bill, and I have never been influ- 
enced by its provisions. I would go below the duties in that bill to- 
day ifI could. I can not do it, but I am doing the best I can and cut- 
ting down whereverI see achance todoso. The Millsbillis no criterion 
of political excellence forme. There are provisions in it that I never 
indorsed, still I have to take what is in it because I can not get any- 
thing better. 

This monstrous proposition to put coal on the free-list has been be- 
fore the Congress of the United States before. On March 26, 1872, 
Mr. Trumbull, of Illinois, moved to put coal on the free-list. 

That from and after the passage of this act coal shall be placed on the free-list, 
and no further import duty shall be collected upon the same. 

Mr. T'aumeciw. Let us have the yeas and nays upon that. 

Mr. DAWES. Did the Senator say that the condition of things in 
1872 was no criterion of the condition of things in 1888? 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, I am ready to meet the Senator 
from Massachusetts as to any change in conditions, if he can show 
me one single reason why coal to-day should have a duty upon it. If 
he can add one single reason to what existed in 1872 I shall very gladly 
hear him, but I can give him reasons why the duty should be taken off 
to-day that did not exist then. 

Mr. DAWES. I only called to the Senator’s mind the argument 
that was se potently made two years ago. 

Mr. VEST. I should not be fit to hold a seat on this floor if I laid 
down a Procrustean rule on an economical question, and the Senator 
from Massachusetts knows it. 

Mr. DAWES. I know the Senator’s versatility. 

Mr. VEST. We will see who has the versatility. I want to read 
the vote the Senator gave on coal. He will need all his versatility. 
I have the record, and if he has not performed some acrobatic feats 
that were worthy of the professors of that art on this coal question, I 
am mistaken. In 1872— 

ie yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken resulted—yeas 17, nays 25; 
tienes Blair,Hamilton of Texas,Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Kell , Kelly 
: ‘ ean, M ee, Norwood, Pratt, Schurz, Spencer, Sumner, Trumbull, Wilson.and 

‘indom—17. 

A majority of whom were Republicans and voted to put coal on the 
free-list. In the nays there were 25. 

Mr. DAWES. Who were the nays? 

Mr. VEST. The nays were: 

NayYs—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Rob- 
ertson, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, West, and Wright—25. 

That was in the Senate. On June 6, 1870, Mr. Ward, in the House 
of Representatives, made a motion to put coal on the free-list. 

Mr. Ward submitted the following resolution,én which he demanded the 
previous question : 

* Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means is hereby instructed at 
the earliest moment practicable to report a bill to this House to abolish the tarift 


= coal so as to secure that important article of fuel to the people free from all 
axes,”’ 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 112, 
nays 78, not voting 40; as follows :— 

Now here comes the roll of honor, for itis a roll of honor with me— 

Yeas—Messrs. Adams, Allison—— 

Mr, COCKRELL. Is that W. B. ALLison, the Senator from Iowa 
now ? 

Mr. VEST. As amatter of course it is our friend from Iowa, and he 
is in heart with us yet. 
Ames, Atwood, Bailey, Banks, Beatty, Beck, Bennett, Biggs, Bird, Boyd, George 


M. Brooks, James Brooks, Buffinton, Burchard, Burr, Benjamin F. Butler, 
eee, Sidney Clarke, Coburn, Cook, Conner, Cowles, Cox, Crebs, Cul- 
omn-—— 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the Senator from Illinois, 8S. M. CULLoM? 
Mr. VEST. I think it is. 
Davis, Dawes-—— 
Mr, COCKRELL. 


Is that H. L. Dawes, the present Senator from 
Massachusetts ? 


on a ton. 
I therefore claim, Mr. President, that in opposing the amendment 


Mr. VEST. Our friend from Massachusetts talks of versatility-—— 


Mr. HISCOCK. How long ago was that? 

Mr. VEST. The statute of lamentations has run, as my friend from 
North Carolina says. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HISCOCK. How many years ago? 

Mr. VEST. Eighteen hundred and seventy-two. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to put on record here a prophecy that in an 
equal number of years there will be an equal change in the views of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, “sufficient unto the day,’’ ete. 
I will take my chances on the change, and I undertake to say in an 
equal number of years it will not concern me much. 

Mr. DAWES. Does not the Senator see the force of what I said ? 

Mr. VEST. It seems that my friend from Massachusetts has felt 
something hurt him already. 

Degener, Dixon, Dox, Dyer, Ela, Eldridge, Farnsworth, Ferriss, Finkelnburg, 
Fisher, Fitch, Fox, Griswold, Haight, Hale—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; the Senator from Maine. He belonged to the 
body-guard of the people then. 

Hamilton, Harris, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Heflin, Moor, Mtssen, Hotchkiss, In- 


rsoll, Jenckes, Johnson, Alexander H. Jones, Judd, Kellogg, 


Kerr, Ketcham, 
Cnott, Laflin, Lash, Lawrence, Logan , Lynch, Marshall. May- 
ham, McCormick, McCrary, McNee 


» Loughri 
Niblack, Orth, . Paine, Peck, Pe son eamevens Patios teples. tea 
Sherrod, Slocum, Joseph 8S. Smith, William J. Smith, Wo m ©. 
William Smyth, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Strong, Sweeney, Tan- 
ner, Twitchell, ‘Tyner, Van Trump, Ward, William B. Washburn, 
Te Wilkinson, Williams, Eugene M. Wilson, Winans, Winchester, and 

This resolution, Mr. President, was agreed to by the enormous vote 
of 112 in the affirmative to 76 in the negative, and not vo' 40. One 
hundred and twelve to 78! So it did not require much political cour- 
age for me, with increased necessity for free coal, greater manufactur- 
ing, enormous increase of population, to move to put this article of 
prime necessity on the free-list. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I feel a deep interest in the action 
which the Senate may take upon the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], as my State is so y interested in the de- 
velopment of the coal industry, especially of bituminous coal. If we 
have any we have very little anthracite coal in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, but I am satisfied that there is no area of country in the United 
States that —— West Virginia in its deposits of bituminous coal, 
the coal area of that State covering 16,000 square miles in a total area 
of 24,645 square miles embraced within her limits, 

I would not oppose the amendment simply because I represent a 
State which is so deeply interested in the development of the coal- 
mining interest, but I feel confident that in opposing it I am sustained 
by the declaration of principles of the national Democratic party and 
the action of its representatives in form the Mills bill. 

Mr. President, in that platform of principles the Democratic party 
announced to the people of this country that the reduction of revenue, 
which was an imperative necessity, should be made “in a spirit of 
fairness to all interests.’’ That declaration was accepted by the peo- 
ple of the country as a leading and cardinal principle that should gov- 
ern in the framing of the details of a bill for the reduction of the rey- 
enue. 

With confidence in the good faith and honest purpose of that party 
the people decreed the overthrow of the Republican party by the elec- 
tion of a Democratic President and House of Representatives. 

Coal was on the dutiable-list at $1.25aton. Su uently and in the 
process of reduction of the rates of duty upon the v protected ar- 
ticles the duty on coal was reduced from $1.25 to 75 cents per ton; but 
even then, as the Senator from Missouri has stated, drawbacks were al- 
lowed in favor of all steam-vessels in the coasting trade, and therefore 
protection was only afforded to coal of American production as — 
foreign coal that was brought to the seaboard for the —— > ing 
utilized in the manufacture of articles in cities on the . That 
was the only protection practically given to coal under the provisions 
of the revenue laws. 

In accordance with the of revenue reduction announced in 
the platform of 1884, the ttee on Ways and Means of the House 
formulated a bill at the last session, which was substantially indorsed 
by the national Democratic convention of last year, and on which the 
canvass was made before the people of my State. tative 
of that party maintained that the provisions of the bill ane | 
and honestly gave expression to the policy of the party as é 
in its platform, to wit, that the reductions therein made were prompted 
and controlled by ‘‘a spirit of fairness to all interests.’’ 

Congress having reduced the duty on coal 50 cents a ton, the framers 
of the House bill, recognizing the fact that a further reduction of duty 
upon that article would be a violation of that declaration, that reduc- 
tions would be made ‘‘in a spirit of fairness to all interests,” refused 
to interfere with the duty then existing on coal, leaving it at 75 cents 
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e the Senator from Missouri I am standing on firm, solid, Democratic 
octrine. 

Mr. President, I would ask the Senator from Missouri whether he is 
not asking this side of the Senate to do that which is unjust and unfair 
in this respect? Who would be benefited, I will ask the Senator, by 
the abolition of this duty upon coal? Would any man in the interior 
who purchases a ton of coal be benefited one dollar by this reduction ? 
No, sir; notonecent. The benefit, if hisamendmentshould be adopted, 
would be received by whom? By the manufacturers on the seaboard, 
who would have the privilege of purchasing foreign coal, which could 
then compete with the coal from the interior, by purchasing it from 
vessels which brought it to the shores of this continent as ballast, or 
under very low hts, but the consumer of the interior would not 
be benefited one dollar or one cent by reduction in the price, and why? 
Simply because when you come to compete with American coal, and 
have to transport the foreign article which is landed upon our shores 
at the seaboard into the interior, the cost of transportation would cause 
the price to stand as it stands to-day; and the consumer, except upon 
the seaboard, would pay exactly the same price, because coal at the 
mine is now selling at a low price. erefore there can be no benefit 
resulting to any one but the manufacturing interests on the seaboard 
in the amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri. 

Thatis the way it strikes me, and I am satisfied that would be the prac- 
tical effect of this amendment, and I appreciate the attitude of those 
Senators representing the East, the New England States, and large 
manufact interests on the seaboard who are willing to stand by a 
fair and reasonable duty on coal, when they alone can be benefited by 
placing it on the free-list. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to ask the Senator from West Virginia whethex 
he knows of any movement that has originated upon the seaboard de 
manding that coal be put upon the free-list? In connection with that 
I may say that while it would undoubtedly of itself and standing 
alone be a benefit to the seaboard of New England, to the people 
whom I represent here, still I do not know of any movement that has 
been made in the direction of putting this article on the free-list. We 
believe that this and other articles are a part of a great general system 
that it is necessary to protect in the interest of American labor and 
American industry, and, as the Senator knows, we are making no raid 
upon coal. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In answer to the Senator from Maine, I have no 
hesitation in saying that I have heard of no movement or any effort, 
either upon the part of the people of that locality or upon the part of 
their representatives in the Senate, in any way to reducethe duty upon 
coal as fixed under the present law and as set forth in the Senate sub- 
stitute, which is the same duty as provided for in the Mills bill. 

I was proceeding to state that there is an additional reason why those 
gentlemen should not do it in all fairness and in all justice to the great 
coal interest of the interior of the country. They are highly protected 
on all articles which they are manufacturing, and if there are any per- 
sons who can fairly pay tribute, if this is to be considered a tribute, 
those who are reeeiving 42 per cent. protection on the articles which 
they manufacture should not complain (and I am glad to say they do not) 
to a reasonable duty of 24 per cent. to foster and develop so important 
an interest as this—an interest which employs a large number of labor- 
ers and from the bowels of the earth over a hundred millions of 
tons mage 

I am satisfied, Mr. President, from the examination I have made of 
Mr. Jarrett’s testimony, to which the Senator from Missouri refers, as 
he will be if he examines it carefully, for I have had occasion to refer 
to that evidence. I repeat, I am satisfied Mr. Jarrett in his testimony 
is alluding to the miners of the anthracite region, and not to the miners 
of the bituminous fields. There is, relatively speaking, a small section 
of the coal region of Pennsylvania which is bituminous, it being that 
section which is known as the Connellsville region, and which extends 
on into West Virginia. There will bedeveloped within the next year 
in the State of West Virginia a coke interest that will be equal, if not 
superior, in quality and output to the Connellsville coal interest, which 
now has a reputation for fineness and quality superior to all others. 

Only a few days ago, to my knowledge, 60,000 acres of the 
most magnificent coal land that can be found in this country was ar- 
ranged by the owners of it to be sold to a syndicate of gentlemen who 


are going to develop it. Throughout that portion of the State of West 
Virginia “Froma Fairmont, in Marion County, down towards 


Clarksburgh, in the interior of the State, great progress in the develop- 
ment of this important interest is made, — 
eee I can state to the Senate, as 
an evidence of the erful coal t found there and the progress 
of this industry in West Virginia, that since the first of last April in 
one district of one county the population has increased three thousand, 
and to-day, for10 miles, where a year ago there were only a few habita- 
tions and a sca po on there are now 10 miles of coke ovens as 
close together as they can be built, and I am informed that in the exca- 
vation of a tunnel for a road to that product to market the 
cost of the excavation was paid for from the that was excavated. 
I desire only to add a‘few words. I think it is a recognized fact by 
all those with this subject that 90 per cent. of the cost of coal 


ELE 


is in labor. I claim, therefore, that under the principles of the party 
to which I have the honor to belong, that in the reduction of the tariff 
duties in accordance with the views of that party we should treat all 
interests with fairness, and that as the duty on this industry has been 
reduced to an amount far greater than any other protected interest 
since the inauguration of these high tariffs, it is unfair and unjust to 
ask us now, when it would result in increasing the profits of a few 
highly protected manufacturing industries on the seaboard, that coal 
should be placed on the free-list. Especially is this so when those af- 
fected by it are not asking for this reduction. I hope the Senate will 
vote down the amendment of the Senator from Missouri and allow bi- 
mee coal to remain at 75 cents a ton, as it is under the present 
aw. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this seems to be a very pretty quarrel 
as it stands on the other side of the Chamber, and I have no disposition 
to interfere with it. I simply desire to say, as representing a New 
England State, that it affords me great satisfaction to cast one vote in 
which it can not be accused that the selfishness of the New England peo- 
ple is at the bottom of the matter. 

If we were to argue as our Democratic friends are in the habitof argu- 
ing, and as they seem to delight in arguing, we should say that every- 
body who wanted to burn bituminous coal in Connecticut was being 
robbed for the benefit of West Virginia and Maryland. But we donot 
look at itin that light, Mr. President. 

Undoubtedly we could obtain our bituminous coal cheaper if it were 
on the free-list. We are near to NovaScotia where labor is cheap, and 
from whence the transportation is exceedingly cheap; and if all we 
were looking at was as to how our blacksmiths and our manufacturers 
and all the people who desire to use’ bituminous coal could get it cheap- 


| est, of course we should be in favor’of free coal. But we have been led 


to believe that it is better that the bituminous-coal industry should be 
prosecuted in the United States than in Nova Scotia, and we are will- 
ing to contribute (if it be a contribution) to the general welfare by 
paying any additional price that coal may cost us for the purpose and 
object of having this industry perpetuated and enlarged in the United 
States. As I said when I rose, it gives me great pleasure to cast a vote 
in one matter where we can not be accused of selfishness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question recurs on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. VEsT]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I think my position upon this mat- 
ter is perfectly well understood. Iam in favor in every schedule em- 
braced within this bill of levying such duty as to give fair protection 
to American interests. I have stood and I stand now precisely where 
my party has always stood when it has been victorious, and that is upon 
the declaration that in levying this tax it should be so levied as to pro- 
tect the labor engaged in the various enterprises and the capital in- 
vested in them. When this very question of the duty on coal was un- 
der discussion in 1883 I made precisely that declaration upon this floor. 

We went before the country in 1884 with that specific declaration 
embodied in our platform, at the same time drawing the line as sharply 
as it was possible to draw it between our position and that of the Re- 
publican party, which we held had, and which I believe it now does 
in many items of this bill, fixed rates beyond the revenue limits—far 
in excess of the amount required to protect labor and the capital in- 
vested in manufacturing and other industries, the result of which must 
be excessive profits, increased prices to the consumers, and then mo- 
nopolies and trusts. The average duty, which we proclaimed every- 
where, made by the Mills bill was about 40 per cent., and on that the 
Democratic party stood. The duty on coal, 75 cents per ton, is less 
than 25 per cent. ad valorem. Why does the Senator from Missouri 
strike at this industry when the rate of duty is but about one-half that 
levied on other articles? 

Mr. President, the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] 
says truly that 90 per cent. of the cost of coal from the mines to the 
furnace goes to labor. There are more than one hundred thousand men 
engaged in mining bituminous coal, and these hard-working men, who 
bring it from eo hewels of the earth, get under the present tariff from 
30 to 50cents per ton, their wages not exceeding $600 perannum. The 
owners of the property, the men who have invested their hard earnings 
in this enterprise, do not realize more than 10 cents perton. The trans- 
portation lines, the railroads and canals, carry these products from the 
mines east of the Alleghanies to tide-water at less than one-half cent 
per ton per mile, so sharp is the competition, even with the duty at 75 
cents. There is no monopoly; there can be no combine or trust in the 
bituminous-coal trade. The deposit is too extensive and the competi- 
tion too sharp to allow it. To open the door and admit foreign coals 
free of duty can only result in disaster to the owners of the mines and 
bring lower wages to the men employed in this great enterprise. 

Mr. President, under the moderate duties that were levied by the 
first act ever passed for levying duties on foreign imports the duty on 
bituminous coal was placed at 84 cents. It was increased to $1.25 by 
&@ Democratic Congress, and at no time from the date of the passage of 
the first act until now have the representatives of the Democratic party 


when in power ever proposed a lower duty than the present rate of 75 
cents per ton. 
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From 1824 to 1843 the duty was $1.68 per ton; 1843 to 1846, $1.75 
per ton; 1846, 30 per cent. ad valorem; 1847 to 1861, 24 per cent. ad 
valorem; 1862 to 1864, $1 per ton; 1865, $1.10 per ton; 1866 to 1872, 
$1.25 per ton; and since 1872, 75 cents per ton. 

With this moderate pretection what has been the result? Thenumber 
of long tons produced in the United States in 1887 was 116,049,604, 
about: 36,000,000 less than all of Great Britain. 

Mr. President, I doubt whether such a result could have beenattained 
by any other people under like conditions. 

The deposits of the soft coals on the Atlantic seaboard are on an aver- 
age 220 miles from tide-water. To mine this coal and transport it 
by railroad or canal to the manufacturing establishments of New Eng- 
land in competition with English coals was no ordinary undertaking, 
But so rapid and great has been the development and so perfect the 
agencies employed that coal is now sold free on beard for less than $3 
per ten, which is about one-half of its cost in 1860. 

Mr. President, during the period from June, 1854, to March, 1866, the 
reciprocity treaty was in force and the coal from the British possessions 
in North America was admitted into the United States free of duty, 
and in response to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr] and the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawns], I think it due to say that 
when you gentlemen of the New land States who want cheap coal 
saw that even the coal from the British possessions in North America, 
free of duty, was jeopardizing this interest, embarrassing and 
impoverishing hundreds and tho of laboring men, you agreed to 
the imposition of this small duty of 24 per cent. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who seems to have gone 
beyond nearly everybody on this side of the Chamber, proposes to put 
coal upon the free-list, to strike all this mining interest that is east of 
the Alleghanies, and which must continue necessarily to furnish the 
fuel for New Engiand and the Atlantic coast, knowing, as he does: very 
well, that when it comes to the interior, to his own State, and to Ili- 
neis, and to Indiana, where there are immense deposits of it, the cost 
of transportation by rail would prevent English coal from hurting their 
interests. But he must know, if he has carefully examined the ques- 
tion, that it would impair if not destroy the interest east of the Ohio 
River. 

Mr. President, the people of the State whom I in part t do 
not advocate excessive rates of duty, but they will not willingly sub- 
mit to pay 40, 50, and 100 per cent. on articles they consume, and have 
the small duty of 24 per cent. on coaltakenoff. It is not fairnor just, 
and I say to my friend from Missouri that he will find the lessons of the 
past repeated; whenever we depart from the old declarations of the 
Democratic party, whenever we depart from the declarations made in 
the platform of 1884, to which he subscribed and upon which we went 
to vietory, so long will we remain the pore of minority. The 
time will never come when the people of the States bordering upon the 
Potomac (and who are advancing now as no vther three States of the 
Union are in manufacturing and mining interests), will depart from 
the declaration— 

That reduction in taxation canand must be effected without depriving Ameri- 
can labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign labor and without 
imposing lower rates of duty taan will be ample to ewes cost of 


production which may exist in consequence of the of wages pre- 
vailing in this country. 


Mr. President, I am a Democrat; I cam not be i but a 


this bill, re ing it in a time of excitement, have a bill that is ex- 
treme upon the o side—to vote upon these amendments i 

on party lines. I hope, however, before we get through the con- 
sideration of this matter we shall regard it asabove party, for the great 
interests of the country are depending upon this legislation to an ex- 
tent that I fear my friend from Missouri does not entirely appreciate. 
It ought to be settled; it ought to be considered fairly, and as a busi- 
ness propesition; and I hope, now that we have come to an item where 
the Senators from the Virginias and my own State can come out and 
say precisely what we mean, that it will yet be considered independ- 
ent of partisan considerations. 

We want a reduction in the revenue; we want a reduction upon these 
schedules. I know no section in veting them. Where an article 
was not and could not be manufactured I have voted to it 
uper the free-list freely on the motion ef my friend from 
[ Mr. Jowns }; but I doask our friends on this side of the Chamber to look 
at the history of the past tosee what it has brought us to, and I ask them 
te come up to thisquestion, treating each item and every article with fair 
consideration, reeognizing, as we must, that these great interests that 
have been inaugurated, manufacturing and mining, and all the various 
traces of the country, can not be taken and treated in the way my 
friend from Missouri would treat the coal interest. 

i want to say that I hope the chairman of this committee, whom I 
know to be fair upon all questions of legislation outside of mere party 
considerations, before we reach the final votes in the Senate on this 
bill, will agree to modify his proposition, reduce these taxes, and stop 
this flow of money into the Treasury, and not put us in the position— 
T mean myself and others—of being compelled to vote against a bill 
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because it increases in many items, as I believe, unnecessarily, the 
— rates of duty, which are high enough to protect all interests 
country. 

Now, sir, my State has a decided interest in the soft-coal trade, but 
be ee It would be unwise, in 
my j to reduce the duty, but if you should repeal the tax and 
destroy it we would still prosper in Maryland. Our agricultural inter- 


ests and great ing interests in all branches are increasing 
and i Mr. President, so diversified are the industries in my 
State that ev ing that is made, from a pin to the construction of a 
eae is being made in the State of Maryland. Mr. Presi- 

t, the only effect of the ad of the proposition of the Senator 


from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] be for the time being te paralyze if not 

destroy one of the great industries of the State without benefiting in 

Jp hse bape eid adopts the and broad 
party, or any y, open 

tion of my friend from Missouri, that, while you have to raise 

000,000 to support your Government, you will so legislate as to 

leave open the doors ing i i 


these great - i Sones Naan A Geen anne 

As I have before said, there never was a Democratic statesman, there 
never has been a President elected by the Democratic party, or a Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, or a committee of either branch of Congress that 
was controlled by Democrats, knowing that revenue must be raised from 
the tariff, who ever dreamed of putting coal upon the free-list. My 
i ts. No, Mr. President, the Demo- 
eratic party is not a free-trade party. 

lam aware that both Democratsand Republicans have voted to place 
coal on the free-list, but I again assert that the Demoeratic committees 
who have been charged with the duty of ing bills when our party 
has been in power at no time placed the d than it is now. 
The bill as it came from the House leaves it at 75 cents. It was so left 
because it is nuw fixed at the reverine rate and gives the required pro- 
tection to American labor and capital. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I choose to reply to the Senator from 
Maryland first as to his last assertion, reversing what would be the 
i t. The vote in the Senate that I read 


the proposition I think will be accepted by the party in 
this country as in entire unison with the party upon all ques- 
tions. upon this list comes Blair—Frank Blair, of uri. I 


rate than it is to-day. 
Mr. VEST. The upon coal has been maintained at a higher 
rate both under administrations, and that 


RRR: PF oS ERECT ee ee 
ist. 
The Senator (and I shall not emulate his example) taunts me with 
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of Missouri does not come in competition with English coal, as he terms 
it. 1 voted the same way as to articles in the interior of Missouri com- 
directly in competition with foreign imports, upon lead, iron, and 
productions of my State. I deserve no credit for it, because the 
Democrat who flinches now in the condition of parties from the broad 
principle that this system of unlimited taxation is wrong gives up his 
position and abandons his flag. He can not justify himself before the 
country. He surrenders at once every argument that we made in the 
last canvass, and upon which we must stand in the fature whether we 
pad willingornot. [Laughter.] Itistoolate, Mr. President, to change 


t. 

Yes, let Senators laugh at that. I am glad of it. It is true. No 
Democrat, if he wants to, can go back upon the principle that this 
Government should be economically ini and no more taxes 
collected from the people than are necessary to pay the expenses of the 
Government. Inside of that limit I have chjected to no member of 
this body attempting to secure a just and honest distribution of the 
burdens and benefits of the tariff, because I recognize that any duiy 
must have some protective effect,and I would not be willing to seceither 
the benefits or the burdens of the tariff imposed w any section or 
interest alone. But that limit divides thetwo es. Noother limit 
can exist. Any Democrat who admits that we can go beyond the limit 
of a revenue for the Government and impose taxes for protection alone, 
whether it be the platform of 1884, or 1888, or 1892, gives up the plat- 
form of the Democratic party. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Missouri yield ? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is exceedingly desirable that we should under- 
stand one another. I understand the Senator tesay (it is his own lim- 
itation) that he recognizes the perfect legitimacy of the doctrine of pro- 
tection. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I choose my own language. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood him to say that while he was for rais- 
ing only enough for the revenues of the Government (that is all I want 
to raise, Iam sure), he would so adjust the duties as to favor American 
manufacturers. 

Mr. VEST. I would so adjust the duties as to make the tax equal 
in its operation as far as possible, both as te the burden and benefit, to 
all sections of the country alike. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The word ‘‘benefit’’ answers the question. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis whatI mean. I mean an honest adjustment. 
I do not mean to use the tariff to build up an interest in one section 
at the expense of the people of the country. But the burdens and the 
benefits under this system should he distributed, because the Demo- 
cratic doctrine is that this Government to the people in all its 
parts and as an entirety. Whenever you strike down that principle, 
whenever you adopt the doctrine that is now in this Cham- 
ber that the tariff is an instrumentality to build up certain interests 
under the monstrous pretext that it is for the general welfare, you de- 
stroy the web and woof of free institutions upon this continent. Ido 
not care whether it is an interest here or there or anywhere, if it comes 
in conflict with that principle, I stake my political life here to-day 
upon striking it down, I do not care whether it is in my State or any 
other State. 

I believe that we are right. As to the defeatin 1888, which the Sen- 
ator from Maryland says came from our ing the old platform 
of 1884, which was made like the old hunter’s gun, to hit it if a deer, 
and miss it if a calf, he is in my judgment entirely mistaken. We 
were defeated—and I will dismiss the subject with that single remark, 
for I do not want any political discussion on an economic question— 
we were defeated by a sectional issue. We were defeated, because our 
friends (and as a politician I do not blame them) went into the North- 
ern States and reawakened the fires of war, stirred up the embers of 
sectional strife. 

They said to the Northern people, ‘‘ Here are these Confederate brig- 
adiers, whom we whipped face to face upon the battle-field, who now 
seek to strike us down by destroying our manufactures.’’ ‘‘ Look at 
the composition,’ they said, ‘‘cf the Committee on Ways and Means, 
= eee aon Danna Breckinridges from Kentucky 

Arkansas upon it. war is again upon us. Union soldiers, to 
the front, and once more into the fray !’’ 

There our Victory, and not upon this tariff ques- 
would lose my faith in Amer- 
free and honest and 
_ American people would delib- 


ge 


organized expressi 
to withstand the dissent of even so distinguished 
as the Senator from Missouri. 
As a member o/ the St. Louis convention I heard what is known as 
the Mills bill on this subject indorsed in special terms. That bill con- 


tained a provision levying a duty of 75 cents a tonon coal. I went 
into the contest. I was six weeks, day and night, before our people. 
There was a storm out there, such a cyclone as gentlemen less favored 
in their residence never witnessed. I came into the Senate a moment 
ago and found a ition here to uiterly overthrow what we de- 
clared at St. Louis a hat we told the people of Indiana was correct, 
by putting coal on the free-list. 

Mr. President, I look upon the bill before the Senate as a very bad 
one. I have said so with some care and distinctness. I look upon the 
woolen schedule, the cutlery schedule, and the schedule on cotton, as 
thoroughly vicious; and this one provision that the Senator from Mis- 
souri now seeks to strike out is the only one that I conceive to be abso- 
lutely correct. Weindorsed it ourselvesin national convention, in our 
platform, and before the country. I told the miners, the laboring peo- 
ple of Indiana that we were in earnest in what we were doing. I rec- 
ognize that a tariff has to be laid upon some articles and some tariff on 
nearly all articles. 

I have been classed as a conservative on the subject of the tariff, but I 
am less conservative than I formerly was, for I look upon the greedand 
encroachment of the manufacturing monopolists of this country as hav- 
ing passed all bounds, they having thrown off the mask and no longer pre- 
tending thata tariff is for revenue, but laying tributeand blackmail upon 
the people of this country, upon their necessities, for the sake of enrich- 
ing themselves. But with thesestrongand pronounced views! yet hold 
to the old doctrine of the fathers, that we are toraise a revenue largely 
if not entirely by the system of tariff taxation, and in laying it wisdom 
should be exercised to do as much good and as little harm as possible. 

In order to show that the people believed we were in earnest when 
we presented the Mills bill, I desire to say that in the mining regions 
of Indiana it was wellaccepted. I livein that partof the State of In- 
diana which embraces 6,500 square miles of the best.coal in the world. 
Literally, I repeat my words, the best coal in the world is there. 
Long trains of cars are hauling coal from the iron mountains of Mis- 
souri this day and putting it down at Terre Haute and out. at Brazil, 
16 miles beyond, and making iron out of it for four or five dollars less 
on the ton than can be done at Pittsburgh, because of the quality ot 
coal we have there. We have coal that needs no charcoal, no coking. 
It is the finest block coal there is on the globe. There are but two 
other places where it exists. 

In that region, in the county of Clay, there were at least twenty-five 
hundred miners. Some of them were employed by men unscrupulous 
and abominable in theirmethods. Their employers in some instances 
shut down the mills in order to turu off their hands in large numbers, 
and then hired back only those who would vote the Republican ticket, 
leaving the Democratie employés to shift for themselves and do as well 
as they could. But, with all these discouragements, Clay County did 
better for the Democratic party, considering everything, than any other 
county in the State of Indiana, with possibly the exception of Marion, 
where the President-elect himself lives. 

I say, therefore, that this measure, indorsed at St. Louis, brought 
forward by the Democratic party, canvassed for on every stump, com- 
mended itself to the laboring men themselves. For my part, I have 
received no instruction since from any authorized source to compel me 
to unsay what I said in a long and arduous canvass of my State, and to 
unsay what the Democratic party through its delegated wisdom at St. 
Louis said in the most solemn terms. Others can do as they choose. 
I shall stand by the authorized expressions of my party until they are 
rescinded. I once myself tried to be a little larger than my party, but 
it was in Greeley times, and I have not tried it overagain. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. VEST. Will my friend permit metointerrapthim? He is not 
under the impression, I suppose, that the Mills bill made any declara- 
tion on the subject of coal. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, I am. 

Mr. VEST. No; it says nothing about it. 
the Mills bill on the subject. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Missouri whether it did 
not leave the duty on coal at 75 cents a ton, as it was at that time? 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is the point. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That was equivalent to sustaining that duty on 
coal. 

Mr. VEST. I donot want the Senator from Indiana to say that the 
Mills bill made any declaration on the subject. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will not say that the Senator from Missouri 
pettifogged on that point. Ihave too high and sincere a regard for him; 
but certainly he well knows that when the existing law was 75 cents a 
ton and there was no proposition in the Mills bill, which was a reforma- 
tory measure, to change it, it was the same as asserting it in so many 
words. 

Mr. VEST. I did not say anything about the legal effect of it. It 
was the expression of the Senator from Indiana which brought me to 
my feet. I understood him to say and emphatically declare that the 
Mills bill puta duty of 75 cents a ton on coal. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It could not have declared so any more emphat- 
ically than by letting it stand. 

Mr. VEST, There was no affirmative declaration at all. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There could not have been a more affirmative 


There is not a word in 
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declaration than by letting it alone as it was. That is all I desire to 
say in explanation of my own vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
West Virginia and the Senator from Indiana to the fact that the Mills 
bill, when indorsed by the Democratic party at St. Louis, carried bitu- 
minous coal on the free-list. 

Mr. VEST. No, I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, I am not mistaken. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I donot like to question the Senator’s state- 
ment, brt I had that investigated by an officer in the Treasury, and on 
looking at the very question he suggests his decision was that it did 
not put it on the free-list. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think if the Senator will examine the bill as it 
stood at that time he will find that he is mistaken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. EUSTIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock]. 

Mr, ROAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. It isa general pair, made 
two or three days ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. MANDERSON’S name was 
called). The occupant of the chair is paired with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were not paired, the Chair would 
vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. _I desire to announce the pair between the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN] and my colleague, the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. Kenna], and to state that if my colleague were 
present he would vote ‘‘ nay ’’ on this amendment. 

Mr. EVARTS. Has thevote of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] been recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the Sen- 
ator from Alabama has not voted. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with him, and therefore withhold my 
vote, 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—1i1, 
Berry, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Cockrell, Gray, Reagan, Walthall, 
Coke, Hampton, Vance, 
NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hiscock, ‘ 
Allison, Dawes, Mitchell, f Stockbridge, 
Bate, Dolph, Payne, Teller, 
Brown, Faulkner, latt, Turpie, 
Chace, Frye, Pugh, Voor! 
Chandler, Gorman, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hale, Sherman, Wilson of Md, 
Daniel, Hawley, Spooner, 
ABSENT—S. : 
Beck, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
Blackburn, BEvarts, Kenna, uay, 
Blair, Farwell, McPherson, m, 
Blodgett, George, Manderson, Rid b 
Bowen, Gibson, M . Sabin, 
Butior, Harris, M li, Saulsbury, 
Cali, Hearst, Paddock, Stanford. 
Cameron, Hoar, Palmer, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Pasco, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ALLISON. After this decided expression in favor of the gen- 
eral principle of protecting coal, on behalf of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Finance I move to add at the end of paragraph 393: 

Coal slack or culm, such as will eee a half-inch screen, 30 cents per 
ton of 28 bushels, 80 pounds to the bushel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa how that 

sponds with the existing duty ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the existing law. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator to say that that is the ex- 
isting law? 

Mr. ALLISON, It is the existing law as respects culm. 

Mr. VEST. In the act of 1883? Does the Senator state that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator before he passes from 
this paragraph whether he understands that it is beyond any sort of 

question that the provision in regard to the rebate of 75 cents is re- 
pealed by this proposed law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I so understand it. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator has already said that he so understood it, 
but those questions have arisen and given great trouble in the courts. 


Here we pass a new law and leave an affirmative proposition in the old 
law without any notice. That is a very serious question, and may ad- 
mit of litigation. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the of the bill to substitute the tarift 
schedules of this bill for Title III of the Revised Statutes, which 
covers all those points. The substitute of the committee proposes to 
repeal Title ofthe Revised Statutes and substitute this amend- 
ment for that title. I think there can be no question, indeed it is the 
understanding of the committee, that those provisions respecting draw- 
backs are repealed. 
ss -~ VEST. I think the Senator is right from the language of the 

lll. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think there can be no doubt about the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the substitute will 
be proceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

394. Coke, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

895. Dice, draughts, chess-men, chess-balls, and billiard, l,and bagatelle 
balls, of ivory, bone, or other materials, 50 per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. VANCE. A few moments ago I asked that paragraph 391, relat- 
ing to the duty on card-clothing, be passed over until later in the day. 
If it is convenient to the Senator from Iowa I will ask the Senate to 
return to it now. If not, I will wait for another occasion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks that the Senate return to paragraph 391. 

Mr. ALLISON. We may just as well do that now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

391, Card-clothing.—Manufactured from tempered steel wire, 45 cents per 
square foot; all other, 25 cents per square foot. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from North Carolina p 
I desire to give notice to him that I shall move, in line 1669, to strike 
out ‘'45 cents’’ and insert ‘‘50 cents;’’ so as to read: 


Manufactured from tempered steel wire, 50 cents per square foot. 


Mr. VANCE. What is the proposition? To strike out? 

Mr. ALLISON. The proposition is to strike out ‘‘45 cents’’ and 
insert ‘'50 cents.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that the 
Senator from Iowa now moves that amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can only move it with the consent of the Senator 
from North ina, if he has the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. I prefer to move my amendment first, and to state 
my objections to the = ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Carolina 
has the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. The present duty on card-clothing manufactured 
from tem steel wire is 45 cents per square foot. The considera- 
tion of question the last time that the tariff was revised upwards 
was February 7, 1883, and I wish to read the proceedings that took 
i. I read from the Recorp of February 7, 1883, page 2207, as 
‘ollows: 


Mr. Brox. It is now 35 per cent. ad valorem, I observe. 
Mr. ALtson, It is 50 cents a pound and 35 cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. Becx. It is not enumerated in the old law, and it stands at 35 per cent. 


The PRESIDENT pro . The from Rhode Island [Mr, AupRIcH 
= to strike out “40 cents per square foot” and to insert ‘35 per cent. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


without a division. Then, during the same session, February 14, 1883, 
eee yen eats sheer ramtagcorapecbegter ne 
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Certainly it was readand passed u , but my attention was called 
moment, If I had got up and attention to it of course the 
gone back to it; but I did not wish to interrupt the discus- 


and others. Go on. 

I wish to say is that I understand there is a great deal of 
undervaluation by reason of the ad valorem duty on card-clothing. 
ufactured very considerably for the American market, and it is con- 
e agents of the fi manufacturers at any price they choose to fix, 
ad valorem is very t to obtain, peculiarly so in this class of 
manufactures, wherefore the American manufacturers prefer very much that 
the duty should be so much by the square foot, and they are perfectly willing 
to have the duty reduced to any reasonable rate. 

The committee 40 cents ayreve foot, which is a very much larger 

ow, I propose to have, ins of 35 per cent. 

which would be a reduction compared with 
with the rate proposed by the bill. 


ing? 
pestoally . a ae details, but I guce am * — —- 
originally in their report my pro on. ave no 
with but the Senator from Rhodel 


malt 
Fill 


a 
Fe 


ZL 
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by the manufacturers that 40 cents a square 

per cent. ad valorem, but some manufacturers 

who are interested m the other side told me that the rate would be higher. 

I think the waepetiiien now made by the Senator from Massachusetts will be 
ry to both the producer and the consumer. 


That is, 35 per cent. ad valorem. After some further colloquy: 


Mr, Hoar. It is not an increase. I am perfectly willing to let the matter 
stand till morning, so that the exact facts may be obtained the committee- 
room by memoranda, if the Senator fers. I do not desire an increase, but, 
he other hand, I am content with a reduction. All I want is to have it by 
the square foot and not by the ad valorem. 


So it was left over until the next day, and on the next day the follow- 
ing proceedings were had finally: 

The Actine SECRETARY. On 72, line 1665, of the last print, ‘‘ 40 cents per 
7“ foot” was stricken out and “ 35 per cent. ad valorem’ was inserted; so 
as to read: 

3 , 35 t. ad valo ‘ 

ie Luiison. I do pa capa Goneter { from Massachusetts . Hoar] in his 


seat. That was to be over until some consultation could be had. 
The PRESIDENT pro It was to be passed over until to-day. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts 


here. 
Mr. Atpricu. I think it was agreed and urderstood on both sides that that 
— be — per square foot instead of 35 per cent. ad valorem, 
. Nn. Very well. 
Mr. Vance. That is satisfactory to me. 
Mr. Aupricu. I think that is satisfactory on all sides, 


Whereupon the paragraph was considered as adopted, and other pro- 
took place. But when the bill came back from the committee 
of erence the duty came back 45 cents per square foot. The duty 
which the Senator from Massachusetts denied that he desired, the duty 
which the Senator from Rhode Island said was entirely too high, the 
duty which the Senator from Iowa conceived to be too high, was adopted 
by the committee of conference, and it so starids to-day. The pro 
sition which the Senator from Iowa gives us notice that he will make 
now is to still further increase the duty to 50 cents per square foot, 
although 40 cents a few years ago was entirely too high, and 25 cents 
square foot was satisfactory to both sides of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not quite sure whether the Senator from 
North Carolina is trying to show that the rates on this article are too 
high, or whether he is trving to convict me, as a member of the Senate 
or as a member of the Finance Committee, of inconsistency in this 
matter. In either case I should like to refresh his memory a little. 

It is true that the bill as reported from the Committee on Finance 
in 1883, fixed the duty on card-clothing at 40 cents a square foot; and 
that upon investigation the commitiee found that that rate was too 
high, and they finally decided to fix the rate as it was ultimately fixed 
and agreed to upon both sides, at 25 cents per square foot. 

The bill passed the Senate in that form and went to the conference 
committee. In the conference committee it was brought to the atten- 
tion of the committee that there had been taken out a patent in Eng- 
land for the production of tempered steel wire from which card-clothing 
could be made. All card up to that time had been made from 
iron wire. It was the claim of inventor of this patent that card- 
clothing made from tempered steel wire would last indefinitely, and 
that it would be ultimately very much for the manufacturers 
who used card-clothing than the card made from iron wire, 
which up to that time had been the only kind used. 

The persons who came before the committee said, ‘If you will put 
an adequate duty upon tempered steel wire, card-clothing, we have 
—— to believe, can be made in this country; in any event we 

that you ought to give usa chance to make the attempt.”’ With 
that purpose the conference committee agreed to a rate upon card- 
SOS SO ene Sr ee by the Senator from 
North lina: 


Card-clothing, 25 cents ware foot; when ufactured from 
steel wire, 45 cents per cqnane tewh. ea og neta 


The rate which was left by the conference committee and finally 
adopted by Congress was identically the same rate which was 
to in the colloquy to which the Senator from North Carolina has called 
attention, and was left unchanged and is left unchanged in this bill. 
The Senator from Iowa in his amendment does not to it, 

Now, what was the result? I am very glad that the Senator from 
North Carolina has called attentiou to this one item. At that time, I 
say, every foot of card clothing used in this country was made from 
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iron wire. We placed that duty, which we then believed was adequate, | 
upon card-clothing made from tempered steel wire, and to-day nine- 
tenths of the card-clothing used in the United States is manufactured 
from tempered steel wire, I think a very much larger proportion; and 
a considerable proportion of it, I am happy to say, is made by Ameri- 
can mechanics within our own limits. 

If that rate had not been made, if the conference committee had not 
inserted that new classification with a new rate, not one square foot 
of tempered steel-wire card-clothing could have been made in this 
country. Even at the present rate of duty, as my colleague suggests 
to me, there is a considerable amount of tempered steel wire imported. 
We have not the whole market, but we have a large portion of it. 

If the Senator from Iowa will permit me to make a statement in re- 
gard to the amendment, the only reason why we seek to make an in- 
crease of duty upon card-clothing from tempered steel wire is that by 
the provisions of the bill we have increased the duty upon the wire, 
and the card-clothing manufacturers feel that they are entitled, as I 
think they are myself, to an equivalent addition. 

I trust the Senator from North Carolina is satisfied with this expla- 
nation. 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to know wherein that statement re- 
freshes my recollection about anything. I never heard that the com- 
mittee of conference had examined witnesses and heard the claims of 
parties for anincrease of duty onaccount of a new invention for making 
steel wire. I never heard that before. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It should refresh the Senator’s recollection to this 
extent. If any Senator had heard his statement, at the conclusion of 
it he would have been irresistibly led to the conclusion that the con- 
ference committee increased the duty upon all kinds of card-clothing 
from 25 cents to 45 cents. 

Mr. VANCE. So you did, according to the record. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means. 

Mr. VANCE. There is nothing in the record but what shows that 
the duty on card-clothing was increased by the conference committee 
from 25 cents, at which it was when we sent the bill to your commit- 
tee, and when it came back it was increased to 45 cents. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was not increased one particle, and I am sur- 
prised at the statement the Senator from North Carolina now makes. 
He either has not read the law, or he is incapable of understanding it, 
one or theother. The provision went tothe conference committee, came 
out in hee verba as it went into the conference committee, in words and 
syllables. 

Mr. VANCE. Was there nothing added to it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was a proviso added to it which made anew 
classification entirely for an entirely different article. 

Mr. VANCE. And fixed an entirely different and higher duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. Nearly twice as much duty? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly, as there should have been fixed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, one word more to the Senator from 
North Carolina. He said in his preliminary statement that in the con- 
ference committee the duty had been increased from 25 cents per square 
foot to 45 cents, but omitted to state what was the important fact to be 
stated, that on card-clothing made from iron wire the duty was left at 
25 cents a square foot. I want to ask the Senator from North Carolina 
why, in undertaking to instruct the Senate respecting the transaction, 
he did not state that card-clothing made from iron wire was in the bill 
and in the law at 25 cents a square foot? Why was it necessary for 
him to exclude that fact from his statement as respects what occurred 
in 1883? Why was it necessary for him to suppress a statement which 
was in the law, giving the exact truth as it appeared in the REcoRD 
and in the final report of the conference committee, of 25 cents a square 
foot on card-clothing made from iron wire? I should like to have him 
explain that to the Senate. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I suppress nothing. 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment ? 
Mr. VANCE. No, sir; if you will excuse me. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will excuse you. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
has the floor. 


Mr. VANCE. You have called on me nowto make an explanation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will make it. 

Mr. VANCE. If you will wait a moment until I make the explana- 
tion, or do the best I can at it, I will then yield with very great pleas- 
ure to what the Senator desires. 

My statement was with reference to the article of card-clothing. I 
was not aware of the technical distinction between card-clothing made 
from tempered wire and card-clothing made from common wire, and 
evidently the authors of the bill were not aware of any such distince- 
tion. If they were, they did not make it, because the line which I 
read to you from the bill simply says ‘‘card-clothing,’’ not making any 
classification at all. After we fixed the duty on card-clothing at 25 
cents per square foot and sent it to the committee of conference it came 
back card-clothing when made from tempered steel wire, 45 cents per 
square foot and 25 cents for the other kind per square foot. I did not 
know but that this was merely a classification to excuse the increase, 
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and 80 believe now. I did not know that there was a real difference in 
the things classified, but thought it was a trick which has been so often 
resorted to all through this bill, and which constitutes what I consider 
the dishonest element in protection polities, that is to say, the making 
of » new classification merely for the purpose of increasing the duty. 

That is my explanation of it; and I suppressed nothing that appears 
here from the Recorp. I read the RecoRD openly, and I respectfully 
submit that I am not to be held responsible for the secret things that 
were disclosed in that conference committee, at which I was not pres- 
ent, and at which the representatives of my perty on this side of the 
Charaber were not present, because, as was stated the other day, they 
refused to be present, as the conference was not a free one. 

The House conferees went there with Mr. KELLEY’ sresolution in their 
pockets, determined to draw it if the conference did not suit them and 
excuse themselves, and not to draw it if the report of the committee 
should suit them. That is the explanation that I have of it. 

Now, one werd in reply to the Senator from RhodelIsland. Hesays 
that they were informed, that is, this secret conclave was informed, 
not the public, not the Senate, that a new patent: had been discovered 
in England by which the same kind of card-clothing could be made 
from tempered steel wire instead of iron, that would last indefinitely, 
whereas the card-clothing made from common iron wire had to be re- 
newed every once in awhile after it wore out; and in order to keep the 
public, the people, the cotton-spinners, and the carders of America 
trom the benefit of that, they increased the duty upon it, evidently for 
the purpose of compelling the American manufacturers to use the old 
iron wire, I suppose, because the English patent would not permit it 
to be made in this country. That was the object. of the increase of 
duty. Ifso, it can not be justified. 

What is the object of the Senator’s proposed amendment now to 
make the duty 50 cents per square foot? When theSenatorfrom Rhode 
Island tells us it is being made successfully in America, and that a 
largs number of the factories are being supplied with this wire from 
the new patent, still the duty must go up to 50 cents per square foot. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move to inerease the rate of duty from 45 
cents per square foot to 50 cents per square foot. 

The Senator from North Carolina not wishing to be interrupted in 
his statement, I desire now to repeat what I said before, namely, that 
in the first statement made by the Senator from North Carolina he gave 
the Senate the impression, at least by his words, that the duty on card- 
clothing had been increased in conference from 25 cents a square foot 
to 45 cents a square foot. My suggestion to him was that that was 
only a partial statement, and that it was misleading. I do not mean 
to say that the Senator intended to mislead, because I am sure he would 
not do that. 

The law, which is the result of the conference of 1883, reads as fol- 
lows: 

Card-clothing, 25 cents per square foot. 

The Senator omitted that entirely. ‘Therefore we were led to believe 
from his statement that the duty on card-clothing was 45 cents a square 
foot, 

Mr. VANCE. Is it not? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. I will read it again. 

Mr. VANCE. It is not necessary te read it again. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘Card-clothing, 25 cents square foot.’’ Did 
the Senator say anything about that? Surely he did not. 

Mr. VANC There is other card-clothing there at 45 cents a square 
foot? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. ; 

Mr. VANCE. And that is an imerease, because it was not in the 
origiael bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is when manufactured from tempered steel 

wie. 
What I mean to say is that this provision, as it came from the con- 
ference committee, instead of having a uniform rate of 25 cents a foot, 
provided a different rate of duty for one class of eard-clothing, namely, 
that class manufactured from tempered steel wire, when, as is sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawss], the Senator 
from North Carolina stated that the whole had increased 
to 45 cents a square foot, or words to that effect. He may not have 
used that exact language. 

Mr. VANCE. I do not suppose the Senator wishes to do me anyin- 
justice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. VANCE. Let me ask the Senator one question. Did not the 
bil). go from ees ae 
and would not that have embraced all of card-clothing, made 
from steel wire, iron wire, gold wire, or copper? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VANCE. It came back with a rateof 45 cents per square foot 
on & certain kind, and 25 cents on another kind. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. Was not thatanincrease? All “card-clothing’’ was 
at 25 cents per square foot when the bill went out; when it came back 
& part was 45 cents per 


t foot. 
Mr. ALLISON. That statement is a full, frank statement, but that 




















was not the statement made originally by the Senator from North 
Carolina. His statement was that the bill had gone from the Senate 
with the duty on card-clothing at 25 cents a square foot, and that it 
came back at 45 cents, which of course meant the same kind that was 
included in the al statement. 

r. President-—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Itisa matteref po moment. I will accept any 
suggestion the Senator chooses to make. 

Mr. VANCE. I simply wish to say to the Senator that he may 
know I would not have misrepresented the law with the law lying 
right before me and before every other Senator, and my statement must 
have been understood by everybody to have reference to the 45 cents 
alone and not to the whole law, which was right before every Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. VANCE. If I had desired to deceive the Senate I certainly 
could not have hoped to do so without getting a little further away 
from the record. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ifthe Senator had read the law we should have 
or a The reason for this 

n partially sta Vy 
amendmen 


y 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from North Carolina 
Mr. ALLISON. He submitted no 
Mr, VANCE. I intended to submit a 
I made my statement for that p 
Mr. ALLISON. I have submitted 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. 
and insert ‘‘ 50; so as to read 
a lang Tee from tempered steel wire, 50 cents per square 

oot. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [ 

Mr. VANCE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBuRN]. 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLums], or I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
The roll-call was concluded. 


(Mr. Hampton]. 
The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 17; as follows: 





necessary 
_ Senator from Rhode Island, and I ask for 


Does the Chair understand the 
to submit a proposition for amendment ? 


end 
proposition, as a matter of 
ea ore any 
amendment which I 


The amendment of the Senator 
In line 1669, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘45”’ 


nestion is on agreeing to the 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired with 
Iam paired with the junior 


I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina 


Teller, 
Wilson of Iowa, 


1889. 
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$99. Fire-crackers of all kinds, 8 cents per pound, but no allowance shall be 
made for tare or thereon 


400. Fulminates, fulminating powders, and like articles, not specially enu- 
merated or provided in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

401. Furs, dressed on the skin but not made up into articles, and furs not on 
the skin, prepared for hatters’ 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


402. Gloves, kid or leather, of descriptions, wholly or partially manufact- 


ured, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire of the Senator in charge of the 
bill what is the necessity for putting back this duty to what it is under 
the existing law? There is no industry in the United States that is in 
so flourishing a condition to-day‘as the manufacture of leather. We 
exported in 1887 over $10,000,000 worth, and if we want to reduce the 
surplus in the Treasury we ought certainly to avail ourselves of the 
opportunity to take off 10 per cent. as to importations that can not 
possibly injure the domestic manufacture. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the intention of the committee to offer later on 
an amendment to paragraph 402. There is great complaint of under- 
valuations in the importation of leather gloves and kid gloves especially. 
There are very large importations of them at present. The committee 
will at a later stage of the bill present some amendments to this para- 


graph. E 
Mr. VEST. Let it be passed over then. 
Mr. ALLISON. It may be passed over. _ . : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 
proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

403. Gunpowder, and all explosive substances used for mining, blasting, artil- 
lery, or 8 ae raene. when valued at 20 cents or less per pound, 5 cents 
per ats valued above 20 cents per pound, 8 cents per pound. 

404. Gun-wads of all descriptions, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

405. Hair, human, if clean or drawn but rot manufactured, 20 per cent. ad va- 


orem. 
406. Hair-cloth, known as “ crinoline-cloth,” and hair pencils, 30 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


407. Hair-cloth, known as “ hair-seating,’’ 30 cents per square yard. 

408, Hair, curled, suitable for beds or mattresses, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

409. Hats, for men’s, women’s, and ehildren’s wear, composed of the fur of 
the rabbit, beaver, or other animals, or of which such fur is the component ma- 


terial of chief value, wholly or partially manufactured, including fur hat bodies, 
50 per cent. ad valorem. 


410, Jewelry: All articles, not elsewhere specially provided for in this act, 
composed of precious metals or imitations thereof, whether set with coral, jet, 
or pearls, or with diamonds, rubies, cameos, or other precious stones, or imita- 
tions thereof, or otherwise, and which shall be known commercially as “ jew- 
elry,”’ 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to offer two amendments to the paragraph 
last read. In line 1722, after the word ‘‘ otherwise,’”’ I move to insert 
‘including gold watches.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the desk. 

The SrcretTary. In line 1722, after the word “ otherwise,’’ it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘ including gold watches; ’’ so as to read: 

410. Jewelry: All articles, not elsewhere specially provided for in this act, 
com of precious metals or imitations thereof, whether set with coral, jet, 
or pearls, or with diamonds, rubies, cameos, or other precious stones, or imita- 
tions thereof, or otherwise, including gold watches, and which shall be known 
commercially as “‘ jewelry,” 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘Then I move, in line 1723, after the word ‘‘ jewelry,” 
to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so that it will read 
**40 per cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me to ex- 
plain, I think he will see that he does not understand the exact effect 
of his first amendment in regard to gold watches. The effect of that 
would be to reduce the duty. By this bill gold watches pay 45 per 
cent. ad valorem if the amendment which the Senator now suggests is 
not adopted. 

Mr. BROWN. In what part of the bill is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisin 198. 

Mr. BROWN. My object is to increase the tariff on the whole para- 
graph in relation to jewelry, and to include watches. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is whatI sup , and with that idea I took 
the liberty of calling the attention of the Senator to the fact that the 


rate fixed in the bill is 45 per cent., under paragraph 198, which reads 
as follows: 


The amendment will be stated from 


198. Manufactures, articles, or wares, not spec enumerated or provided for 
in this act, com wholly orin part of iron, lead, copper, nickel, pewter, 
tin, zinc, gold. silver, platinum, orany other metal, and w partly or wholly 
manufactured, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 


Gold watches would be included in this provision. 
Mr. BROWN. You understand that they are included in that lan- 


guage? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. BROWN. Then I do not insist on the first amendment, but do 
on the second. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 
Mr. VEST. Paragraph 440 puts watches at 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BROWN. Let us have the facts right. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The paragraph is as follows: 

440. Watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, parts of watches, watch-glaases, 
—S weline whether separately packed or otherwise, 25 per cent. ad valo- 


Mr. ALLISON. That is so. 


Mr. BROWN, Then I insist on both of my amendments, My object 
is to increase the tariff on gold watches. If I recollect correctly, the 
rate under the existing law is 40 per cent. on gold watches. 

Mr. DAWES. Why not put the amendment in paragraph 440? 


Mr. BROWN. I am not particular as to the paragraph where it 
comes in, so that it is not omitted. It would come in probably as well 
there. . 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The two amendments will be treated 
as one question, if there be no objection, and the amendments will be 
again stated from the desk. 

TheSecretary. Inparagraph 410, line 1722, after the word “ other- 
wise,’’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘including gold watches,” 
and in line 1723, after the word ‘‘jewelry,’’ it is proposed to strike out 
**25’ and insert *‘40.’’ 

Mr. BROWN. As I understand, both the great political parties of 
the country are pledged tothe doctrine of a higher tariff on luxuries and 
a lower tariff on the necessaries of life. Jewelryand gold watches are 
properly classed as luxuries; in other words, they are articles used mainly 
by the wealthier classes of our people, who are well able to pay, and, as 
expressed in the Senate to-day, willing to pay a higher rate on articles 
used by them. I think, therefore, with a view to carrying out the 
pledges of both parties, we ought to put jewelry at least as high as it 
was under the old law. 

When these political platforms were laid down the law was 40 per 
cent. on gold watches, and the pledye is not well met by either party 
when we reduce the tariff on jewelry or gold watches from 40 to 25 per 
cent. Therefore I insist on my amendment, and ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The principle laid down by theSenator from Geor- 
gia is correct, and these are articles of luxury, But the principle is 
modified somewhat by a practical question which has been tried several 
times, and that is that no duty shall be laid which will encourage smug- 
gling. Now, nothing is surer in the experience of the Government in 
the attempt to tax jewelry at more than a very low rate than thatit has 
always led to evasionand smuggling. The temptation to smuggle jew- 
elry when the duty imposed is 25 = cent., on watches especially, is 
very great. All the materials of which jewelry is made, that is, the 
precious metals and rubies and the stones of which they are composed, 
are free, and if you put a duty of 25 per cent., especially if you put a 
duty of 45 per cent., it will induce smuggling, and there is no power ip 
the world, no custom-house protection, that can prevent smuggling. 
That has been the experience of the past. 

I agree that a duty ought to be put on these articles just as high aa 
they will bear without inducing smuggling, but the Government found 
that a duty of 10 per cent. yielded more revenue and did not really af- 
fect the business of our jewelry establishments at home at all. 

But I have no care about this. If the Senate wants to put it at 40 
per cent. very well; but I think the result will be that we shall get less 
revenue and more articles will be smuggled in. That has been the ex- 
perience of the Treasury Department and the experience of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, this question was pretty fully dis- 
cussed in 1883, when tire tariff was undergoing revision in this body, 
and [ think after the discussion it was admitted that the position now 
taken by the Senator from Obio applied mainly in the case of diamonds 
and the more costly pearls and stones and not so much to watches and 
ordinary jewelry. I recollect it was on my motion that gold watches 
were raised from 25 to 40 per cent., seeonded by my friend General Lo- 
gan, who was then in the Senate and who made some remarks in favor 
of the motion, and it was adopted bya large majority on the concession 
that the position taken by the Senator from Ohio now did not apply 
to jewelry as it did to diamonds and the finer class of precious stones. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will not reach what he intends if he puts 
it in that phraseology, because gold watches without the movements 
would not be embraced in the phraseology, and then the movements 
separately are at 25 per cent.; so the same man could import goid 
watch-cases and he could import the movements separately, and in both 
cases he would pay only 25percent. So the Senator should change his 
phraseology, and put the watches, the cases, and the movements to- 
gether. 

Mr. BROWN. The common understanding of a gold watch is that 
little machine that is carried in the pocket and has a gold case. That 
is known as a gold watch. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not think it is necessary to put in any other 
description. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly itis. That is the very reason why theim 
porter will escape the payment of the higher duty. A gold watch con: 
sists of a gold case and the movements together, allin one. All tht 
importer would have to do would be to import gold cases as they are 
described here. 

Mr. BROWN. I have heard no complaint since 1883 of the evasion 
of the law on this question, and the tariff has been during that period 
whatI now propose to make it, orrather I propose t> continue the raté 
as it now exists in the law. 

Mr. DAWES, If there has been no evasion it has been because the 
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law has never been in the phraseology which the Senator now pro- 


Mr, BROWN. ‘‘Gold watches,’’ I believe, are placed at higher 
rates, 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, they are at higher rates than watch-cases. 
That is the trouble. Watch-cases are at one rate and watches at 
another. . 

Mr. BROWN. I want to make the rate 40 per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. But if the Senator’s amendment is adopted asit now 
stands, geld watches will be at one rate, gold watch-cases will be at 
another rate, and watch movements will be at another rate. So gold 
watch-cases will be imported at 25 per cent. and movements will be 
imported at 25 per cent., and then somebody in this country will put 
the two together and make a gold watch, which, if it was put together 
before it was imported, would have to pay a duty of 40 per cent. 

Mr. BROWN. Would the Senator like the phraseology better if the 
amendment be changed so as to read ‘‘ gold watches a gold watch- 
cases?’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I agree with the Senator, and I want to reach just 
what he does. 

Mr. BROWN. I want to reach the point and cover the whole ground. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Georgia will yield to me a mo- 
ment, I think what he desires as respects watches and watch-cases had 
better be inserted on page 160, paragraph 440, where that subject is 
treated, and which provides for ‘‘ watches, watch-cases, watch-move- 
ments,’’ ete. 

Mr. BROWN. If the chairman of the committee suggests that he 
prefers that, I will withhold my amendment until we reach that para- 
graph. 

Mr, ALLISON. I think that would be a better place to insert it 
rather than to put the amendment where the Senator proposes. 

Mr. BROWN. ThenI propose only the other amendment, as to jew- 
elry generally, raising it to 40 per cent.; in other words, to strike out 
“25”? and insert ‘40’? per cent, 

Tho PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator withdraws his first pro- 
posed amendment, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. SROWN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. And asks for action upon the amend- 
ment which will now be read by the Secretary. 

The SeoreTaAry. In paragraph 410, line 1723, after the word ‘‘jew- 
elry,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘25’’ and insert ‘‘ 40;’’ so as to read: 

410. Je : } . w special 
com ae othe Ree en’ eaten eee eee Ss Set 
or pearis, or with diamonds, rubies, cameos, or other precious stones, or im 
tions thereof, or otherwise, and which shall be known commercially as “ jew- 
elry,” 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VEST. It is true that these are articles of luxury, but it is also 
true that the American manufacturer needs no protection at all about 
them. If the Senator from Georgia will look at the export list for 
1887 and 1888 he will find that we are exporting to fo countries 
$479,000 worth of jewelry by the export list of 1888. e are not 
only supplying the wants of the domestic market, but we are export- 
ing besides nearly half a million dollars’ worth of this product; and 
with a surplus in the Treasury there can not be any necessity for in- 
creasing the duty. We do not want the money, and the only possible 
reason that could be urged would be to protect American labor. The 
American labor not only does not need the tection, but it is now 
competing successfally with foreign labor. e are selling bric-a-brac 
made out of gold and silver, and we are selling watches all over Europe. 
In England an American watch can be bought to-day cheaper than a 
Geneva watch, and a better article. My friend back of me from Louis- 
iana [Mr. Eustis] says that the clock in the House of Commons is 
made by the Waltham Com , American manufacturers, the great 
wateh company in New England. I have to rely upon my friends for 
information on these matters, because I am unfortunate in never hav- 
ing been abroad. But that is a very significant fact and applies to all 
these articles of jewelry and watches. I do not see any necessity for 
this increase, because we do not need the revenue and the manufact- 
urers do vot need the protection. 

Mr. BROWN, Mr. President, it is nota question of protection. I 
have introduced the amendment with no view to protecting anybody. 
It is a question of raising the revenue on luxuries with a view to re- 
ducing it on other things that are the common necessaries of life. 

The Senator from Missouri says we do not need the revenue. It is 
true we have a surplus in the Treasury, but we have to raise revenue 
by toriff taxation, and I would raise it as much as possible by assess- 
ing a higher rate on luxuries and making reductions on the common 
necessaries of life. 

I insist on the amendment, and think it ought to be adopted, with a 
view to raising revenue on such luxuries as ought to pay revenue, with 
® view to releasing to that extent the revenue that would otherwise be 

raised on some of the necessaries of life. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown ]. 





Phage ac and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cuacg]. 

Mr. STEWART (when his name was called). I am with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], or I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when hisname wascalled). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS. Is the name of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN ] recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN] and withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. HARRIS] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to announce the _ of my colleague [ Mr. 
MANDERSON } with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLacksuRN]. 

Mr. EVARTS. The vote does not seem to be political, and I vote 
“ ea.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 4; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hiscock, Stock bridge, 
Allison; Dawes, Ingalls, Teller, 
Bate, Dolph, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Berry, Edmunds, Paddock, Vance, 
Brown Evarts, Payne, Voorhees, 

i Faulkner, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Frye, n, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Gorman, Sa , 

Cullom, Gray, Sawyer, 
Daniel, Hale, Spooner, 
NAYS—4. 
Eustis, Hawley, Platt, Sherman. 
ABSENT—35. 
Beck, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, uay, 
Blackburn, Farwoll; = esa eet, 
lair, % c rson, eberger, 
Bo ae c Mon : Stanford 
wen, ton. organ. tanford, 
Butler, ie, Morrill, Stewart, 
Call, Hearst, mer, Vest, 
Cameron, Hoar, ‘ Wilson of Md, 
Chace Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REAGAN. As we all seem to be pretty harmonious in our 
views just now, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Speaking of leather, which is the next item, I did 
not expect to make an explanation of a vote against raising a duty as 
opposed t6 the unanimous Democratic attempt to raise that duty. It 
is all very well for a joke, but I wish to point out a serious side to the 
vote just taken. 

This increase of the duty from 25 to 40 per cent. will lead, in my 
judgment if this bill becomes a law, to a very largely-increased impor- 
tation of jewelry, but without paying any duty. Jewelry in general 
is capable of easy smuggling, and you have offered 15 per cent. ad- 
ditional premium to the smugglers. This increase is not needed for 
protection, and pu it on is the reverse of protection. It is not 
needed for revenue. I prophesy in case it should pass, an increase of 
importation and a damage to the American manufacturer. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator to yield while I get an order 
to print. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw the motion temporarily for that pur- 
pose. ; 

REPRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the following order: 

Ordered, That there be printed 2,000 additional copies of Senate bill 3783, en- 
titled “‘ An act to make and alter regulations as to times, places, and man- 
ner of holding elections for Representatives in Congress.”’ ™ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Anorder to reprint the bill could be 
agreed to by unanimous consent. An order to print additional copies 
must be heel to the Committee on Printing, under the rules. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The bill is now in ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An order to reprint would secure 
the printing of about 800 extra copies, which would not require a ref- 
erence under the rules. An order to print 2,000 would require to be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Pardon a The rale says “ unless the 
Senate shall otherwise order’? it 1 be referred to the Committee on 

Printing, and this is a matter to which it is entirely competent to give 
unanimous consent, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order 


Mr. BKOWN. I should like to have the yeas and nays on the | will then be made as requested by the Senator from New Hampshire. 


amendment, 


The Chair hears no objection. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 
message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 


the 8th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 337) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Salonen 


A 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SPOONER (on behalf of Mr. Quay), from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of 
Thomas Mathews and others, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Durnell; 

A bill (H. R. 11794) to amend the postal laws of the United States 
in reference to letters bearing special-delivery stamps; and 

Joimt resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
loan to the committee on inaugural ceremonies flags, etc. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (8.3796) to constitute Columbus, 
Ohio, a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 
10, 1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to imme- 
diate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to said 
port of Columbus; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3797) for the relief of Julius Wit- 
kowski, of New York; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3798) for the relief of Judah Touro 
Robertson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3799) making an appropriation 
for the construction of a steam-tender for service on the Great Lakes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 3800) directing a sur- 
vey of a road from the Aqueduct Bridge to Mount Vernon and making 
an appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove thatthe Senate do now adjourn to 11 o’clock 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] takes precedence. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Texas will withdraw his 
motion. I understand he did withdraw it temporarily. He is not 
in his seat now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Texas that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move that the Senate adjourn until 11 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senater from Iowa allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There are but few Senators here now, 
and most of those who have goue have gone away with the idea that 
we were not to meet until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will see it in the RecorD undoubtedly. 
There will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think there ought to be some notice of 
a motion of that kind, so that Senators may be advised of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say to Senators—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can proceed only by unan- 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless we meet here at 11 0’clockand go on alittle 
later each evening it will be impossible for us to get on without night 
sessions, and I think it better to meet at 11 o’clock than to meetin the 
evening. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I am perfectiy willing to meet at 11 
o’clock if the rest of the Senate is. I do not object, except that I do 
not think it fair to make a motion to change the hour of meeting at 
the end of the session, just as we are going to adjourn, and in the ab- 
sence of so many Senators. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the only time I could make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] is present. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Texas to withdraw his mo- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Texas has been disposed of. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; then I submit my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. [Put- 
ting the question.] By the sound the “‘ayes’’ have it. 

Mr. VANCE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the affirmative). Did the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] vote on this question ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I withhold my vote, as Iam paired with him. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). Did the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 7; as follows: 


The motion of the Senator from 


YEAS—10. 
Allison, Frye, Ingalls, Teller, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, 
Edmunds, Hawley, Sawyer, 

NAYS—7. 
Bate, Cockrell, Gray, Vance, 
Brown, Gorman, Reagan, 
ABSENT—59. 

Aldrich, Davis, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Dawes, Kenna, Sabin, 
Berry, Dolph, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Manderson, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Morgan, Stanford, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Morrill, Stewart, 
Butler, George, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Call, Gibson, Palmer, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hampton . Pasco, Vest, 
Chace, Harris, Payne, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hearst, Piumb, Walthall, 
Coke, Hiscock, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted. The Chair 
holds that less than a quorum can not change the order of the Senate 
requiring the daily hour of meeting to be 12 o’clock. A quorum not 
being present, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the circumstances, Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, January 10, 1889, at 
12 o’clock m. 


The Senator from Iowa moves that 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 9, 1889. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W 
H. Miisury, D. D. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal. 

Mr. WEAVER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman. will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Clause 1 of Rule I provides that— 

The Speaker shalltake the chair on every legislative day precisely at the hour 
to which the House shall have adjourned at the last sitting, immediately call 
the members to order, and on the appearance of a quorum cause the Journal 
of the proceedings of the last day’s sitting to be read, having previously examined 
and approved the same. 

I make the point of order that the Journal can not be read until it 
is ascertained that a quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER. That point of order was made during the last ses- 
sion of Congress, and the Chair sustained it. It is not only a rule of 
the House, but the Constitution itself provides that it shall require a 
majority of the members elect to transact business; and the reading and 
approval of the Journal is the transaction of business, because the J our- 
nal is nothing more than memoranda made by an officer of the House, 
until it is approved by the House. 

The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members answered to their 
names: 


Abbott, Baker, N. Y. Blanchard, Brower, 

Allen, Mass. Baker, Ill. Bland, Brown, Ohio 
Anderson, Iowa Bankhead, Blount, Brown, J. R., Va. 
Anderson, Miss. Barnes, Bound, Brumm, 
Anderson, Ill. Biggs, Bowden, Bryce, 
Atkinson, Bingham, Brewer, Bunnell, 
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Burnes, Gest, Lodge, Rowland, 
Burnett, Gibson, Long, Sawyer, 
Burrows, Glass, Lynch, Sayers, 
Campbell, F.. N. Y. Goff, Macdonald, ‘ Scull, 
Campbell, T.J.,.N.Y.Granger, Maish, Seymour, 
Candler, Grimes, Mansur, Shaw 
Cannon, Grosvenor, Martin, Shively, 
Catchings, Grout, Mason, Smith 
Cheadie, Hall, Matson, Sowden, 
Chipman, Hare, McClammy, Spooner, 
Clardy, Harmer, McCreary, Springer 
Clark. Hatch, McKenna, Ste wart, Tex. 
Conger, Haugen, McKinley, Stewart, Ga. 
Cothran, Hemphill, McKinney, Stockdale, 
Cox, Henderson,Iowa McMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Crain, Henderson,N,O, MeRac, Stone, Mo. 
‘Crisp, Hiestand, McShane, Struble, 
Crouse, Hires, Mills, ae 
Culberson, Hitt, Moffitt, ylor. 
Cummings, Holmes, Moore, Taylor i ~ Ohio 
Cutcheon, Hooker, Morgan, 
Dailzell, Hopkins, Ill. Morrill, Thonn Cal. 
Davenport, Hopkins, Va. Morrow, Tracey, 
Davidson, Ala. Hopkins, N, Y. Newton, a 
Davidson, Fla. Houk, Nichols, Turner, Kans. 
Davis, Hovey, Oates, Turner, 
Dibble, Howard, O’ Donnell, Vandever, 
Dingley, Hudd, O’Ferrall, Walker, 
Dockery, Hunter, O'Neill, Pa. Warner, 
Dunn, Hutton, Osborne, Washington, 
Elliott, Jackson, Outhwaite, Weaver, 
Enloe, Johnston, Ind. tton, Weber, 
Ermentrout, Johnston, N. ©, Payson, Wheeler, 
Farguhar, Kean, Peel, White, Ind, 
Felton, Kelley, Perry, Whiting, Mich. 
Finley, Kerr, Peters, Wilkinson, 
Fisher, Ketcham, Pugsley, Williams, 
Flood Kilgore, Randall, Wilson, Minn, 
Foran, Laffoon, Reed, Wilson, W. Va. 
Forney, Laidlaw, Rice, Wise, 
French, Lane, Richardson, Woodburn, 
Fuller Lanham, Rockwell, Yardley, 
Funston, Latham, Rogers, Yoder, 
Gaines, Lawler, Romeis, Yost. 
Gallinger, Lind, Rowell, 

TheSPEAKER. Two hundred and three gentlemen are present, and 
there is a quorum, 

Mr. WEAVER. I move the House adjourn; and pending that mo- 


tion, I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be until Friday 
next. 

Mr, RANDALL. I suggest that the réll-call, as directed by the 
Speaker, was for the purpose of knowing whether there was a quorum 
present, and when the Speaker found a quorum present the next re- 
quirement is that the Journal be read. 

The SPEAKER. The requirement is, the Speaker shall direct that 
the Journal be read. The Chair thinks the House may adjourn to pre- 
vent the reading of the Journal at any time it thinks proper. Such 
motions have been made before, and the House has adjourned without 
the reading of the Journal. 

The question was takenon adjournment until Friday ; and the Speaker 
announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 139. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

‘The Chair appointed Mr. WEAVER and Mr. Crisp as tellers. 

Mr. JACKSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRISP (to Mr. Jackson). Do not do that; we will get a quorum 
presently. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

After some time spent in counting, the tellers reported—ayes none, 
noes 139. 

lhe SPEAKER. No quorum has yet voted. 

‘rhe tellers continued the count, and finally reported—ayes none, 
noes 163. 

So the motion that when the ee adjourn to-day it adjourn to 
meot on Friday next was di 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that coon the House adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Saturday next. 

‘The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes none, noes 115. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

Mr. WEAVeR and Mr. Crisp were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes none, noes 
106. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know whether d the attempt to 
obtain a quorum it would be in order for Mr. Crisp to address the House 
on the rights of a minority being protected under our form of Govern- 
ment. [ Laughter. 

‘The SPEAKER. It would not. 


‘The tellers again reported—aye 1, noes 163; so the motion to adjourn 
till Saturday was not agreed to. 
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Mr. WEAVER. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 


Mr. CRISP. I make the point of order that that is more than three 


days. 
The SPEAKER. It is four days. 


Mr. WEAVER. Then I move that the House take a recess until 


half past 2 o’clock. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 153. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

Mr. WEAVER and Mr. Crisp were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes none, noes 90. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] whether there is anything else that can be 
done to protect the rights of the minority. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, CRISP. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia has said 
nothing to indicate that he was at all objecting to this. 

Mr. PAYSON. How does the minority feel about it? 

Mr. ROGERS. There is no minority. 

Mr. WEAVER. This is a fight for the rights of the majority. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think we ought to be advised as to how “‘the mi- 
ae ” himself [Mr. WEAVER] feels as to hisownsituation, [Laugh- 
ter 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the of a bill and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Durnell; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
loan to the committee on inaugural ceremonies flags, etc. 

1t also announced disagreement to the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nica- 
ragua, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed as managers of said conference on its part Mr. SHER- 
MAN, Mr. EpMUNDs, and Mr. MoRGAN. 

It farther announced the adoption of a resolution, in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested, for printing the report of the Na- 
tional Academy of Sciences for 1887. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Uponthe pending question the tellers report— 
ayes 2, noes 161. The noes have it and the motion is not agreed to. 

eT I move that the House take a recess until half past 
1o’ . 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes none, noes 81. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] al the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes none, noes 117. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HAtcH). No quorum has voted. 
There is evidently a quorum Lae peer in the House, and the Chair hopes 

members will come forward and vote. 

Mr. STEELE (at half past 1 o’clock p. m.). Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that the time named in the pending motion to take 
a recess has arrived, and that the motion therefore falls, and I now 
call up the bill (S. 944) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth Scott. 

Mr. WEAVER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
a — (Mr. STEELE] that the House is dividing, and no quorum 

vo 

Mr. STEELE. But the time during which it was proposed that the 
House should take a recess has expired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. question is under consideration, 
and it is for the House to determine. The Chair will again remind 
members that no quorum has voted. There is obviously a quorum 
pat era be and ee come forward and vote 


a w STEELE. Bi But the hour to which the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
WEAVER] moved to take a recess having expired, is it not in order to 
make that point? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a matter for the House to de- 
termine. The Chair will state tothe gentleman [Mr. STrEL4r] further 
that even if that question were determined his motion would not be in 
order, because the Journal of y’s proceedings has not yet been 
read. No motion is in order cattl afte te Séuatenl tah been read. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to discuss the point of order, but I yield now 


to my friend from ek (Mr. Brewer]. 
The ain oe Ae my The gentleman is not in order. 
Mr. WHITE, ork. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to 
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uire if to the rights of the minority is the palladium of 
our liberties to-day? [Laughter. ] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that is a 
liamentary inquiry. If members who are present desire that the 
aes of the House shall proceed they will come forward and vote 
and make a quorum. Itis for them to determine whether the business 
of the House shall be blocked in this way or not. 
The tellers —ayes none, noes 152. 
Mr. WEAVE No quorum. 
Mr. MoCREARY. I move a call of the House. 
Mr. McCULLOGH. I rise to a point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro es The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. McCULLOGH. a motion is made and, upon a vote, the 
ayes are none, does not the motion fail ? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not unless there is a quorum. The 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] insists upon the point that no 
uorum has voted. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
m Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] that a call of the House be ordered. 


A call of the House was ordered—ayes 73, noes 5. 

The roll was called when the following members failed to answer to 
their names. 
Anderson,Kans. De Lano, Laird, Rayner, 
Arnold, Dowwey — meet, Mass. 
Bacon, rty, yman, sk, 
Barry, oa Lynch, Ryan, 
Belden, Dunn, Scott, 

Erme ut, Maffett, Snyder, 

Blount, Felton, Mahoney, Spinola, 
Bowen, Fisher, Maish, StahInecker, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Fitch, Mansur, Stewart, Vt. 
Bree Ky. Ford, Mason, Stockdale, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Gay, McKinney, Tarsney, 
Buckalew, Glover, Merriman, Taulbee, 
Butler, Granger, Milliken, Thomas, Ky. 
Campbell, Ohio Greenman, Mills, Thomas, Ill. 
Caruth Guenther, Moffitt, Thompson, Ohio 
Caswell, Hayden, Morse, Thompson, Cal. 
OClardy, Hemphill, Neal, Whiting, Mass. 
Cockran Hogg, Nelson, Whitthorne, 
Collins, Holmes, Norwood, Wickham, 
Compton, Hooker, utting, Wilkins, 
Conger, Hovey, Neill, Mo. Wilson, W. Va. 
Cothran, Jones, Parker, 
Cowles, Kelley, erry, 
Crouse, Lagan, Pidecock, 


The following members were absent on leave: 


Breckinridge,Ark., Fitch, Maffett, Thomas, Ky., 
Carlton, Gay, Mahoney, Whitthorne. 
Caruth. Gueather, Neal, 

Caswell, Laird, Parker, 

Dougherty, Lyman, Penington, 


The SPEAKER protempore(Mr. Hatcu). The roll-call discloses the 
presence of 232 members, being more than a quorum. 

Mr. McCREARY. Asa quorum is present, I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

The motion of Mr. McCREARY was agreed to. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House take a recess until forty 
minutes past 2 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is already a motion pending, 
which must be determined. The tellers will resume their places. 
The question is on the motion submitted by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER], that the House take a recess until half past 1 o’clock 
to-day. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I make a point of order—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order which the Chair 
understands the gentleman desires to make has already been over- 
ruled. This is a question which must be determined by the House. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that it is now 2 o’clock. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a matter for the House. The 
motion having been made must be voted on. The House is dividing 
on the question. 


Mr. WEAVER. I make the point that the vote must now be taken 
de novo. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so holds. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stand the pending motion is that the House take a recess until half 
past 1 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It now being half an hour past that time, what 
would be the effect of this motion if adopted ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will determine that when 
the House votes upon the proposition. 

Mr.BUCHANAN. Butmy pointisthis: Ifthe motion were adopted, 
would it not throw us over until half past 1 o’clock to-morrow? I ask 


the question in faith. 

The SPEAKER pro = The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from New Jersey that such would not be the effect. 

The House again divided; and after some time the tellers reported— 
aye 1, noes 162. 

So the motion of Mr. WEAVER was not agreed to. 
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Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House take a recess until fifteen 
minutes past 3 o’clock. 


The SPEAKER (having put the question). 
Mr. WEAVER. 


I call fora 


division. 


The noes seem to have it. 


The question being again taken, there were—ayes 3, noes 34. 
Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 


Mr. CRISP. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and pays were ordered, 48 voting therefor. 
So the question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
3, nays 184, not voting 136; as follows: 


YEAS—3, 
Browne, Ind. Felton, Kilgore. 
NAYS—184. 
Abbott, Davis, Laffoon, 
Adams, Dibble, La Follette, 
Allen, Mich. Dingley, Laidlaw, 
Allen, Miss. Dockery, Landes, 
Anderson, Iowa Elliott, Lane, 
Anderson, Miss. Enloe, Lanham, 
Anderson, Il. Farquhar, Latham, 
Baker, Il. Fisher, Lee, 
Bankhead, Flood, Lehibach, 
Barnes, Foran, Lind, 
Biggs, Forney, Long, 
Bingham, French, Lynch, 
Bland, Fuller, Mansur, 
Blount, Funston, Martin, 
Bound, Gaines, Matson, 
Bowden, Gear, McAdoo, 
Brewer, Gest, MeClammy, 
Brower, Gibson, McComas, 
Brown, Ohio Glass, McCormick, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Grimes, McCreary, 
Brumm, Hall, McCullogh, 
Buchanan, Hare, MeMillin, 
Burrows, Haugen, McRae, 
Butterworth, Heard, Mills, 
Bynum, Henderson, Il, Moffitt, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Herbert, Montgomery, 
Campbell, ,T.J.,N.Y.Hermann, Moore, 
Candler, Hires, Morgan, 
Catehings, Hitt, Morrow, 
Cheadle, Holman, Nelson, 
Chipman, Holmes, Newton, 
Clements, Hooker, Nichols, 
Cobb, Hopkins, Ill. Oates, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Va. O'Donnell, 
Conger, Hopkins, N. ¥. O’Ferrall, 
Cothran, Houk, O’ Neill, Pa. 
Cox, Hovey, Outhwaite, 
Crain, Howard, Owen, 
Crisp, Hunter, Patton, 
Culberson, Hatton, Penington, 
Cummings, Jackson, Perkins, 
Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. Perry, 
Daizell, Johnston, N. C. Peters, 
Dargan, Kennedy, Phelan, 
Darlington, Kerr, Post, 
Davidson, Ala, Ketcham, Pugsley, 
NOT VOTING—136. 
Allen, Mass. Sowles, Kelley, 
Anderson, Kans. Crouse, Lagan, 
Arnold, Davenport, Laird, 
Atkinson, Davidson, Fla. Lawler, 
Bacon, De Lano, Lodge, 
Baker, N.Y. Dorsey, Lyman, 
Barry, Dougherty, Macdonald, 
Bayne, Dunham, Maffett, 
Belden, Donn, Mahoney, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Maish, 
Bliss, Finley, Mason, 
Boothman, Fitch, McKenna, 
Boutelle, Ford, McKinley, 
Bowen, Gallinger, MeKinney, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Gay, McShane, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Glover, Merriman, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Gof, Milliken, 
Bryce, Granger, Morrill, 
Buckalew, Greenman, Morse, 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Neal, 
Burnes, Grout, Norwood, 
Burnett, Guenther, Nutting, 
Butler, Harmer, O’Neall, Ind. 
Campbell, Ohio Hatch, O'Neill, Mo. 
Cannon, Hayden, Osbourne, 
Carlton, Hayes, Parker, 
Caruth, Hemphill, Payson, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Peel, 
Clardy, Henderson, N.C. Phelps, 
Clark, Hiestand, Pideock, 
Cockran, Hogg, Plumb, 
Collins, Hudd, Rayner, 
Compton, Jones, Reed, 
Cooper, Kean, Rockwell, 


So the House refused to take a recess. 
Daring the roll-call, 
Mr. Crisp moved that the reading of the names be dispensed with, 
Mr. WEAVER objected. 
The following pairs were announced: 


Until farther notice cn all political questions: 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Goi F. 
Mr. WILson, of West Virginia, with Mr. ARNOLD. 
Mr. Jones with Mr. McComas. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. GUENTHER. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 


Randall, 
Rice, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Sawyer, 
Sayers, 

Scott, 

Scull, 

Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shively, 
Simmons, 
Smith, 
Sowden, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, Ky. 
Stone, Mo. 
Struble, 
Taulbee, 
Taylor, J. D., Olio 
Thomas, Wis. 
Tillman, 
Tracey, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans. 
Turner, Ga. 
Vance, 
Walker, 
Washington, 
Weber, 
Wheeler, 
Whiting, Mich, 
Witber, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 
Yost. 


Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Mass. 
tusk, 
Ryan, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Stahlnecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stockdale, 
Symes, 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Thomas, Ky. 
Thomas, I! 
Thompson, Ohio 
Thompson, Cal. 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Warner, 
Weaver, 
West, 
White, Ind. 
White, N.Y. 
Whiting, Mass, 
W hitthorne, 
Wickham, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise 
Yoder. 
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Mr. LAGAN with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

Mr, McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. CARuUTH with Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. T. H. B. BRowNgE. 

Mr. CockRan with Mr. Hirt. 

For this day: 

Mr. ExMENTROUT with Mr. De LANo. 

Mr. Tuiompson, of California, with Mr. Taomas, of Kentucky. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr, PARKER. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. Dorsey. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. CowLEs with Mr. BooTHMAN. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. Wurre, of Indiana. 

Mr. McKinney with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. Bacon with Mr. CRovusE on election contest of Smalls vs. El- 
liott. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN on election contest of Smalls 
ve. Elliott. 

Mr, SpPinoLA with Mr. WuitTE, of New York, on all p§litical ques- 
tions until Monday, including the election contest of Smalls vs. Elliott. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have no objection to the Journal being read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal. 

¥he Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PURCHASE OF SEED FOR TURTLE MOUNTAIN CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior of an appropriation for the purchase of seed for the Turtle Mount- 
ain band of Chippewa Indians; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF STALLIONS FOR NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary o 
the Interior of appropriations for the purchase of stallions for the 
Northern Cheyenne Indians, Tongue River agency, Montana; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an additional estimate from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of an appropriation for the Indian industrial 
school at Genoa; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a supplemental report of the Mississippi 
River Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, transmitting the report of the opera- 
tions of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the year 1888; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9211) for the relief of Jesse Durnell; 

A bill (H. R. 11794) to amend the postal laws of the United States 
in reference to letters bearing special-delivery stamps; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
loan te the committee on inauguration ceremonies flags, etc. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave of absence for one week, on account of committee work. 


OFFICIAL WAR RECORDS. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, by unanimous consent, presented the following 
from the Military Historical Society of Massachusetts, accompanied by 
a resolution of the Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the United 
States, Commandery of the State of Massachusetts, appealing to Con- 
gress to make such ample appropriation for the printing of the official 
war records as will secure their speedy publication and distribution; 
which was ordered to be printed in the Recorp: 

Ter Minrrary Historica, Socrery oF MASSACHUSETTS 
Boston, December 13, 1888, 


_Ataregularly called and duly organized meeting of the Military Historical 
Society of Massachusetts, held December 10, 1888, the following vote was unan- 
imousiy passed ; 

“Voted, That the Military Historical Society of Massachusetts, Spent 
chiefly of officers who were engaged in the wae of the rebellion, urgently ap- 


peals to Congress to make such necessary ropriation as shall secure the 
speedy publication and distribution of the omni aie records.” 


CHAS, DEVENS, President, 

A true copy. . 

Attest: 
ALPHEUS H. HARDY, 

Secretary Military Historical Society of Massachusetts. 


MILITARY ORDER OF THE LOYAL LEGION OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
COMMANDERY OF THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
Boston, December —, 1888, 

Ata stated meeting of this commandery, held December 5, 1888, it was— 

* Voted, That this commandery, representing nearly seven hundred officers 
who were in the United States Army during the war of the rebellion, earnestly 
os a pend to Congress to make such aimple appropriation for the printing of the of- 
ficial war records as will secure their coool publication and distribution.” 

—_ copy from the records. 

est: 


ARNOLD A. RAND, Recorder, 
SITE FOR TESTING HEAVY ORDNANCE, ETC. 


Mr. HIRES, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 248) authorizing the Secretary of War to purchase a suitable 
site for testing heavy ordnance and making experiments in gunnery; 
which was read a first and second time, refi to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker,I ask by unanimous consent the 
adoption of the following resolution. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And TI ask consent at the same time that this 
order be considered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let this be adopted first. 

The SPEAKER. After the resolution of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has been read the gentleman from Ohio can then ask consent to 
modify it. 

The resolution of Mr. SPRINGER was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Thursday, January 17, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, be set apart for the consideration of the bill = R. 10614) to o ize the 
Territory of Oklahoma, and for other purposes, now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and at 4 0’ p.m. of said day the same shall be re- 
ported to the House with such amendments as may have been agreed upon in 
the committee, and the previous q then be considered as ordered 


shall 
£ upon all such amendments, and upon wees the said billto be engrossed and 


read a third time, and upon the same, the votes thereon shall 
= — in the House before paousement and without intervening motions or 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now I ask unanimous consent that this order 
be considered at the same time. 

Mr. BRUMM. I object to the consideration of that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The consideration of the resolution is not asked. 
I simply ask unanimous consent to adopt the resolution. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let this come in as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio can ask the gentleman 
from Illinois to so modify his own request as to include that of the gen- 
tleman; but the consideration is not asked for, and therefore it is not 
amendable. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I have no objection to an order being made in that 
case after the House shall have adopted the order I have submitted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BruMM and others objected. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House now take a recess until thirty 
minutes 4 o'clock. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. STEELE, Mr. BUCHANAN, and others. Regular order. 

Mr. BRUMM. We do not need any more orders. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We have not had much luck lately with these 
special orders. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. I do not think itis worth while; perhaps you had better 
refer it to a Democratic caucus. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 23 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 12024) for the relief of Stephen 
Martin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12025) granting a pension to Mary Myers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 12026) granting a pension to 
Robert ge the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HA : A bill (H. R. 12027) granting a pension to Henry 
Bahl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 12028) granting a pension to Sarah 
C. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 12029) for the relief of Chris- 
topher C. Andrews—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 12030) granting a pension to Will 
iam J. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 12031) for the relief of Judah 
Touro Robertson—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 12032) directing that $1,075 be 
paid out of the appropriations of October, 1888, for the relief of yellow- 
fever sufferers, to the Relief Association of New Decatur, Ala., the 
widow of Dr. R. VY. Williams and the widow of Dr. William Black— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12033) to refer the claim against the United States 
of Mrs. Harriet C. Hunter to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 





















County, of Kearney County, and of Morton County, Kansas, against the 
passage of the Oklahoma bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of the National Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, relative to the adulteration of food—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition for protection to agriculture, from 
farmers and grangers of Denmark, N. Y.—to the Committee on Vv 
and Means. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition and papers relating to Judge W. H. 
Barnes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of R. F. Barbour and 62 citizens of Howard County, 
Indiana, in favor of pure lard and food—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. YANDEVER: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Riverside, 
Cal., asking an appropriation of $100,000 for the destruction of insect 
pests that threaten the fruit interests of the State—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of E. S. Crysler, administrator of Hiram 
The following petitions and p»pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, | Young, of Jackson County, Missouri, for reference of his claim to the 
under the rule, and referred as follows: Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Newton L. Webb and other citizens of | By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Samuel T. Hames, for a pension— 
Clinton County, and of A. A. Newman and other citizens of Living- | t6 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ston County, Michigan, in favor of pure food and lard—to the Com-| By Mr. YOST: Petition of A. T. Moseley, for increased compensation 
mittee on Agriculture. ~ to fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of William Below, late Company A, | Post-Roads. 

Fourth Regiment Michigan Cavalry, for a special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas B. W. Stockton, late colonel Sixteenth 

iment Michigan Infantry, for relief—to the Comrhittee on Military 


Change in the reference of a bill, improperly referred, was made in 
the following case, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 8586) for therelief of J. A. Crawford & Sons—from the 
Committee on War Claims to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. BYNUM: Of L. W. McDaniel and others, of Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of W. O. Champe, of Greeley, Kans. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Of J. R. Goff, of Austin; of P. O. Wilson and H. 
E. Wilson, of Taylor, and of V. M. Loring; of Mason, Tex. 

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: Of printers and others, of New York and 
Brooklyn. 


Also, petition of John T. Mott, jr., late Company C, Twenty-sev- 
enth Regiment, and of Stephen Martin, late captain Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Michigan, for back pay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jedidiah Yeager, late Battery D, First Regiment 
Michigan Light Artillery, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of James D. Elderkin, for increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth Peters, widow of Charles Peters, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of T. F. Tolsma, in regard to interference by Canadian 
officials with fishing in the waters of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition asking that a pension be granted Mary Myers, widow 
of Edward Myers, Company M, First Regiment Michigan Light Ar- 
tillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: Memorial of the New York Chamber of Commerce, 
for the establishment of a harbor of refuge near Point Judith—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Proposal of W. M. Douglas, of Galveston, Tex., to 
secure and maintain deep water on the bar at Galveston, with plans 
and specifications—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

-By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Robert Morrison and 18 citizens of 
Kalkaska County, Michigan, in favor of pure food—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
in favor of House bill No. 3359, in favor of the right of way through In- 
dian Territory for the Kansas City and Pacific Railroad—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Cedar Vale Post, No. 99, of Kansas, in favor of the 
erection of monuments on battie-fields—to the Committee on Military 


SENATE, 
THURSDAY, January 10, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CLASSIFICATION OF GILL-NETS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in responsetoa 
resolution of the 5th instant, a decision of the Department concerning 
the classification, under the existing statutes, of netting imported in 
webs or pieces in bales as it comes from the machine, intended for use 
in the manufacture of gill-nets or seines; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance 
with section 1 of an act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 
1887, the second annual report made by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to that Department under date of December 1, 1888; which 
was read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The communication, with the accom- 
panying report, will lie on the table and be printed, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think, in view of the fact that that is a very im- 
portant document and the subject of it is engaging the attention of the 
country very largely just now, there ought to be an increased number 
of copies printed. I move that the document be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, and that 5,000 additional copies be 
printed, 2,000 of which shall be for the use of the Senate and 3,000 for 
the use of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. REAGAN. Including the appendix? 

Mr. CULLOM. Including the appendix. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication, with the ac- 
companying report, will be referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. The motion to print, under the rules, will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will put it in writing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order can be made without the 
resolution being put in writing. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
ebjection. The motion is referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the appendix will be included in the report. 

The motion was subsequently reduced to writing in the form of a 
concurrent resolution, and referred to the Committee on Printing, as 
follows : 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring herein), That 
there be printed 5,000 additional copies of the second annual report of the In- 


By Mr. GIFFORD: Petition of the board of county commissioners 
of Walsh County, Dakota, for an amendment to the act of July 30, 1886, 
restricting special legislation in the Territories—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Dakota for admission, but 
protesting against the Sioux Falls constitution—to fhe Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. LATHAM: Petition of C. P. Smith and others, of Beaufort 
County, and of G No. 584, of Pitt County, North Carolina, in favor 
of pure food and \—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

y Mr. MORGAN: Petition of William Gammel, son of John Gam- 
mel, of Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of 252 citizens of Vermontville, 
Mich., for the passage of a law forbidding Sunday work in the mail 
and military service of the Government and in the interstate com- 
merce—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Petition of many citizens of Hocking County, 
Ohio, for a pension for Sarah R. Poling—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of Cedarvale Post, No. 99, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Kansas, asking that monuments be erected 
on the battle-fi to the Committee on Military Affairs. ~ 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of Finney County, of Pratt 
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terstate Commerce Commission, with the appendices thereto; 2,000 of said 
copies to be for the use of the Senate and 3,000 for the use of the House of Re p- 
resentatives, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Mrs, C. C, 
Williams, of Indianapolis, Las Animas County, Colorado, praying for 
woman suffrage; which was referred to the Select Committee on Wo- 


Suffrage 
“=. also os ‘esented resolutions adopted by the National Farmers’ 
Congress, favoring certain legislation with reference to agriculture, 
trusts, cattle disease, national banks, free coinage of silver, interstate 
commerce, and other subjects; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of John Simon, late a private 
in the Second Battery of Light Artillery, Vermont Volunteers, praying 
to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of Mrs. F. K. Cottrell 
and 98 other citizens of Guthrie County, lowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of a law securing Sunday to the people as a day of rest; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of D. Collins and 82 other citizens of 
Guthrie County, Iowa, praying for the enactment of a law 
Sunday work in the mail and military service of the United States, etc. ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I presenta petition from the State Grange of 
West Virginia, signed by its president and secretary, under the seal of 
the grange, praving for the passage of Senate bill 3729, to prevent the 
manufacture and sale of adulterated articles and the use of misleading 
brands of food, medicines, liquors, etc. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I also present a petition from the State Grange 
of West Virginia, authenticated in the same form, praying for t} e pas- 
sage of House bill 11027, for the prevention of the manufacture and 
sale of adulterated and misbranded lard. I move the reference of the 
petition te the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition quite numerously signed 
by members of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Nebraska, and ex- 
Union soldiers belonging to Frank P. Blair Post, praying for the pas- 
sage of the per diem rated service-pension bill. 1 move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. re presented the petition of Mrs. Lucinda Gould; of 
Montpelier, , praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Comualatzn on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3663) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of Kan- 
sas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 124) relating to the salary of the Su- 
pervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3713) granting an increase of pension to Maria A. Rousseau, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3721) authorizing the President to appoint 
William English an officer in the Regular Army of the United States, 
reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PALMER (for Mr. INGALLS) introduced a bill (S. 3801) grant- 
ing an increase of to Addison M. Copen; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL intredaced a bill (S. 3802) granting a — to 
Mary Hayne; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
panying paper, referred to the Comniittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 3803) for the relief of Miss 
Avva Elia Carroll; which was read twice by its.title, and, with the ac- 
companying , referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3804) for the relief of the inhab- 
itants of the town of Flagstaff, county of Yavapai, Territory of Ari- 
zona; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. P!.ATT introduced a bill (S. 3805) granting a pension to Betsey 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PENNSYLVANIA STATE CLAIM. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Rasolved, That the Secretary Pr mteny ay ! is hereby, directed to re- 
exanaine and audit the claim of the State of oS for money expended 
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in 1864, for which reimbursement was provided by act of Jom 12, 1864 (14 
Statutes, page $2), and to the balance found due thereon for the consider- 
ation of Congress, provi the appropriation made by said act is not availa- 
ble for the payment thereof. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolutions; which were referred 
» the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent ayenenet the 
enate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on a be directed, when the river and 
harbor appropriation bill shall be reported, to report as to each public work 
for which an appropriation is made in said bill the fa facts which render such 


ap- 
owen advisable and of national importance, and thecondition of the work 
gun 


Resolved, That there be an assistant clerk of the Committee on Commerce, to 
be paid a yearly salary of ——, to be appointed by the said committee. 
H. V. POOR. 
Mr. HOAR. I submit a resolution for reference to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be paid to H.V. Poor, from the contingent fund of the 
Senate, the sum of $1,500 for his services under the direction of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations in obtaining and digesting information with regard to 
the relations of this country with Canada, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuHAce in the chair). The reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it must be referred finally to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses, but I desire to have the opinion of the Com- 
mittee,on Foreign Relations in the first place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, it was 


Ordered, That a oo sae rao case of Jacob Cramer be taken from the files 
ont aameiente Military Affairs. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be 
to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Iowa moves that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the miotion will not prevail. We are getting 
along now ver DENT pre toy with the tariff bill. 

The PRESI tempore. The motion is not debatable except 
by unanimous ak The question is on noma the motion ot 
the Santee from Iowa. [Putting the question. ] ayes appear to 
have it. 

_ TURPIE. I ask fora oe iia 

ere were on a division—ayes 25, noes 11; not a vo 

Mr. ALLISON. The yeas and nays will edie tien seinen 
quorum. I ask for them. 
aan and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I have transferred 
ae wee es See unior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to 
the New Jersey oe McPHERSON ], 50 as to enalbile 
the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Ison] and myself to vote. I 


vote ‘* 

Ms. MORILL, (when his name was calle). I am paired with the 
meutar then eam Harker], but transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco]. If he were here, I should vote “‘yea.”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAWES] is detained in his committee-room, and asked me to pair with 
him on this question. I announce the pair. 

Mr. MORGAN. I inquire if the Senator from New York [Mr. Ey- 
ARTs] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded, 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Allison, Doiph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
ce. Frye, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cameron, Gorman, Palmer, Sones’ 
Chace, Hale, Payne, Stockbridge, 
; Hiscock, Piamib Wilson of Io 
Davis,” Ingalls, Pugh,” $2 
NAYS—17. 
Blackburn, Coilquii ; Walthall 
wn, > \ Sealey, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell Gray Vance, 
Coke, . Hampton, Vest, 
ABSENT—238. 
Aldrich, Bo i Edmunds Harris, 
+ ho Eustis, Hearst, 
Beck, Evarts, Hoar, 
Blodgett, Dawes, Farwell, Jones of Arkansag 
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Jones of Nevada, Morgan, gusy. Sabin, Mr. VANCE. I move to make the duty 10 per cent. ad valorem, in- 
Kenna, — Riddleberg Stanford, stead of 5 cents per hundred pounds. I can not see any necessity for 
, er, Voorhees. oh . ¥ 
this increase to so great an amount on a small importation. 
So the motion was agreed to. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
THE REVENUE LAWS. Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 
























Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9051. i 

The motion was agréed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the reve- 
nue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute re- 
ported from the Committee on Finance will be resumed at paragraph 
411 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

411. Leather.—Bend or belting leather and sole-leather and leather not spe- 
cially enumerated or provided for in this act, 15 per cent. ad valorem. 

412. Calf-skins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper-leather, includ- 
ing patent enameled and japanned leather, and skins of all kinds not spe- 
cially enumerated or vided for in this act, and chamois-skins, dressed or un- 
dressed and finished, 25 cents ae eg sheep and goat skins, including lamb 
and kid skins, dressed and finished, 20 per cent. ad valorem; skins for mo- 
rocco, tanned but unfinished, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


413. But leather cut into shoe uppers or vamps, or other forms, suitable for 
conversion into manufactured articles, shail be classified as manufactures of 
leather, and pay duty accordingly. 

Mr. VANCE. In paragraph 412, line 1732, I move to strike out 
**25 cents per pound ’’ and insert ‘20 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. In line 1732, after the word ‘‘finished,’”’ it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘ 25 cents per pound’’ and insert ‘‘20 per cent. 
ad valorem;’’ so as to read: 

tanned, or tanned amd dressed, dressed upper-leather, including 


Calf-skins, 
patent enameled and japanned leather, and skins of all kinds not specially 
enumerated or provided for in thisact, and chamois-skins, dressed or undressed 


and finished, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. 1 believe I have heard no complaint anywhere about 
the duties upon leather. I belieye there has been no application, at 
least I have known of none, to increase the duty on this kind of leather. 
Leather is the most profitable perhaps of all our trades, for various 
reasons, the principal one of which is that the raw material of leather, 
hides, is permitted to come into the country duty free. 


The Corer CLERK. In paragraph 414 it is proposed to strike out 
**5 cents per hundred pounds’’ and insert ‘‘10 per cent. ad valorem ;”’ 
80 as to read: 

Lime, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I simply want to call attention to the fact that the ex- 
port lists show that in 1887 we exported $107,770 worth of lime and 
cement, and in 1888 $122,421 worth. So it seems that we supply the 
domestic demand and then have a quantity of it for export. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

a and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. If he were here, I should vote 


“nay ? 


Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowrEn], and vote “‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. I see he is notin his 
seat, and I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
wish to inquire if the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] re- 
sponded to his name? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Then I withdraw my vote. I agreed to 
pair with him. He is detained from the Senate. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
This is a change from 20 per cent. ad valorem, which is the existing | Rate, Coke, Gorman, Vest, 
law, to 25 cents per pound. The expert in the Treasury Department | Berry, Colquitt, Gray, Voorhees, 
in making the calculation stated that he was unable, for want of data, | Blackburn, ee angen. Saal, uss 
to show what this increase would be, but it isevidently a very consider- | Butie:, George, - Turpie, eT 
able increase; and as we do not need the revenue, and as there seems to | Cockrell, Gibson, Vance, 
be little or no complaint in relation to the inadequacy of the protection NAYS—27. 
afforded by the present law, I hope thatthe present law will be main- | 4 j)arich, Davis, Manderson. Sawyer, 
tained at the rate of 20 per cent. ad valorem upon these leather goods. | Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator is mistaken in stating that there is no | Blair, Frye, Morrill, Spooner, 
complaint as respects the existing rate of duty on leather. Those who | (2™cre™ Haviey — — 
have had special examination of this part of the bill have had many re- | Chandlo, Hiscock, Platt, * Wilson of Iowa, 
quests to increase the duty on leather. But the objection made by | Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, 
the leather manufacturers as to this particular item is that we have on ABSENT—27. 
a amount of leather reduced the duty; that is to say, 25 cents a | Beck, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
pound is a less rate of duty than 20 per cent. ad valorem; and those of | Blodgett, Farwell, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
us who have this matter under special consideration are now examin- | B°°™ ee ee — 
ing the question as to whether this particular provision should not be | Daniel, Hearst, Pasco, * Stanford, ° 
changed to an ad valorem rate on the ground that it isa large reduction | Dawes, Hoar, Pugh, Stowart. 
of the duty, which perhaps would be unjust te many manufacturers of | 24™"45; Jame of Astemane, eey, 


leather in this country. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
I hope the Senator will allow his amendment to lie over for the time 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 
being and call it ~? again. proceed. 
Mr. VANCE. Very well. The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Paragraph 412 will be passed over 
informally, and the reading of the substitute will be resumed at para- 
graph 414. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
4i4. Lime, 5 cents per hundred pounds, 


Mr. VANCE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa if 
this change from ad valorem to specific upon lime is not a large increase. 
It would appear from the computation of the Treasury Department to 


be an increase of nearly 400 cent., from 10 per cent. ad valorem to 
5 cents per hundred visa , wit 


Mr. ALLISON. Pink that it is an increase. 

Mr. VANCE. Is there any particular reason for it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Just we ees of increase I would not like 
to state. At present lime ny y pays no duty, because under exist- 
ing law packages are not incl , and the duty is assessed upon the 
lime in packages without valuing the packages at all. It was deemed 
by those who are most familiar with the lime question necessary to have 
es duty in order to correct a general disposition to undervalue 


lar article. I think this paragraph is an increase of dut 
I will say frankly to the Senator. " 


415. Manufactures of alabaster, amber, asbestos, bladders, coral, cork or cork 
bark, catgut or whip-gut or worm-gut, jet, paste, spar, or wax, or of which 
these substances or either of them is the component material of chief value, not 
specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1743, I move to strike out *‘cork or cork 
bark.’’ I do so with a view of inserting the words after the word 
**chip,’’ in line 1748, when that paragraph shall have been reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 1743 it is proposed to strike out the 
words ‘‘ cork or cork bark.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. What is the object of the Senator in having those 
words stricken out? 

Mr. ALLISON. Inorder to insert them later on, in the next para- 

ph. 
erThe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Lowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “‘act,’’ in line 1746, I move to in- 
sert the words ‘‘and osier or willow prepared for basket-makers’ use.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, VANCE, I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 415. 
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The present law is 10 per cent. ad valorem, The increase proposed by 
the Committee on Finance is to 25 per cent. ad valorem, being an in- 
crease of the present duty of just 160 per cent. I move to strike out 
the words ‘‘25 per cent.’’ and insert ‘* 10 per cent.’’ 

This is another large increase upon a small article, and as we do not 
need the duty I can see no object upon earth for increasing it, except 
to embarrass the Treasury and to oblige the manufacturers of these 
small articles of ornament. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 

The CHIkF CLERK. In lines 1346 and 1347 it is proposed to strike 
out the word “‘ twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to read ‘‘ 10 per 
cent, ad valorem,’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. VANCE. ~ Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that some of the articles included in this 
paragraph are now at 10 per cent., some at 20, some at 25, and some 
at 30 per cent. We gathered them into a single paragraph and put 
them at 25 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

ir. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DawEs]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Ev arts]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called), I transfer my pair 


with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and vote ‘‘nay.”’ 
The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. FARWELL. On this question I am paired with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 


The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Reagan, 
Saulsbury, 
Turpie, 

NAYS—25. 

Cullom, Spooner, 

Dolph, i Stockbridge. 

Frye, Teller, 


Brown, Hale, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Hawley, 


Chace, Hiscock, 
Chandler, Ingalls, 


IT am paired 


Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Butler, 
Cockrell, 


Coke, 
Colquitt, 
Eustis, 
George, 
Gibson, 


Vance, 

Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall, 
Wilson of Md, 


Aiirich, 
Allison, 
Blair, 


Evarts 
Farwell, 
Faulkner, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 
Hearst, ’ 
Hoar, Payne, 
Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

416. Manufactures of bone, chip, fur, grass, horn, india rubber, palm-leaf, straw, 
weeds, or whalebone, or of which these substances or either of them is the com- 


ponent material of chief value, not specially enumerated or provided for in 
this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert, after the word ‘‘chip,’’ the words 
“ cork or cork bark.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the desk. 

The Carer CLERK. In line 1748, after the word “ chip,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ cork or cork bark.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


417. Manufactures of leather niegagete, human hair, and or 
of which these substances or either of them is the component material of chief 
— not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad va- 

orem 


41& Manufactures of ivory, vegetable ivory, mother-of-pearl, and shell, or of 
which these substances or either of them is the com ent material of chief 
value, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 per cent. ad va- 


lorem. 
Mr. VEST. I move, in line 1761, to strike out ‘‘40”’ and insert 
‘*34.31,"’ which isthe presentlaw. The existing law establishes a duty 
of 34,31 per cent. “The House made no change in that duty, but the 
Senate biil increases it to 40 per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri will notice that 34.31 
per cent, is the average. The rate on a large part is now at 35; it 


varies from 26 to 40. It would hardly be proper to insert a rate of 
34.31, a complicated rate like that, 


Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Kenna, Ransom, 
McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Mitchell, Sabin, 
Morgan, Sawyer 
Pasco. ‘ord, 


Stewart. 


, 
Blodgett, 
Bowen, 
Call, 
Daniel, 
Davis, 
Dawes, 
Edmunds, 


The amendment will be stated from 
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Mr. VEST. Why should there be an increase? I do not care any- 
thing about the fraction. Make it35 per cent., if you will. I make 
the motion to strike out ‘‘40” and insert ‘‘35”’ per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reason is that those who are engaged in the 
manufacture of ivory in this country can not compete with those who 
are engaged in the manufacture of ivory in Europe. These are all ar- 
— of luxury, and I am surprised at the Senator trying to reduce the 

uty. 

Mr. VEST. We have heard that so leng that it has become nanse- 
ous. Whenever there is an increase of duty, whether it is an article 
of necessity or of luxury, our friends on the other side are as compact 
as the Old Guard at Waterloo; but if there is an increase on an article 
of necessity, then we hear something about American labor. That 
will not do. The whole object on the other side of the Chamber seems 
to be to increase the duty withoui regard to the nature of the article at 
all. Ican not find any data to ascertain what are the exports of these 
articles, though I find the im laid down here upon the calculation 
of the committee. But I will modify my motion and say 35 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read 


In line 1761 it is proposed to strike out ‘‘40” 


The CHIEF CLERK. 
and insert ‘‘35;’’ so as 


418. Manufactures of ivory, vegetable ivory, mother-of-pearl, and shell, or of 
which these substances or either of them is the component of ¢ 


me not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad va- 
orem, 


Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Cierk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). I am with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. But forthat I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transferred my pair 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowEN] and will vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
change my vote to ‘‘nay;’’ and in this connection I will say that I 
think these pearls and ivory are articles of luxury, and I prefer that 
the duty should stand as itis. I vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I promised the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] to see that he was paired 
and I have heard no pair announced with him, and therefore I with- 
— my vote and allow my pair to stand with the Senator from New 

ersey. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH]. Ishould vote “nay,” butas it does not appear to be necessary 
that I should vote to make a quorum, I withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—22. 
Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
yhe, Voorhees, 


Turpi 
2, 
con 

NAYS—25. 
Mitchell, 


Colquitt, 
Faulkner, 


George, 
Gibson, 
Gray, 


Ww 
Ty; Wilson of Ma. 


Coke, 


Aldrich, 
Blair, 


Sawyer, 

Sherman, 
ABSENT—29. 

Jonesuf Nevada, 


Kenna, 
Me 


Morgan, 
Plumb, 
Hearst, Pugh, 
Quay, 
So the amendment was rejected. ; : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be resumed at 


a Se 
The Clerk read as follows: 


419, Marble of all kinds.—In block, rough or squared, 65 cents per cubic foot. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out ‘‘sixty-five’’ and insert “forty.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tem, The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In 764 it is proposed to strike out the 
words ‘‘ sixty-five’’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to read: : 

419. Marble of all kinds,—In block, rough or squared, 40 cents per cubic foot, 

Mr. VEST. I see » hee report from the Treasury Department of 
1880 that the cost of labor of marble and stone work is 32.6 per 
cent. of the yout. Here is a duty of 53.8 per cent. ad valorem to 
compensate, I suppose, or make up the difference between the price of 
labor in this country and abroad, and I see no necessity for increasing 
this duty over the House bill from 40 to 53.8 per cent. I move, there- 


Cullom, 
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fore, to reduce the duty, and ask for the yeas and nays on that amend- 
ment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 


call the roll. 
Mr, ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
ed). I am paired with 


Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was ’ 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuaH], and would vote ‘‘nay’’ if he 
were here; but I withhold my vote for the present. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. : 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my = 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VANCE (when Mr. RANsom’s name was called). I desire to 
announce that my coll e [Mr. RANsomM] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Iwill announce once for all that I am paired 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. SrEwaRrt]. 


- 
Mr. VEST. Equivalent, but not more? 
Mr. ALLISON. Are equivalent to the present ad valorem rates as 


ascertained by actual test at the custom-house. 


Mr. VEST. The reportsof the Treasury Department as to the cost of 


labor in the production of this very necessary article, used everywhere and 
for all purposes throughout the United States, is that the labor cost is 
11.5 per cent. The duty is 35 per cent. in the existing law, made the 
same in the Senate bill, and I should like very much to reduce the 
duties myself in the existing law. So much was said yesterday about 
going outside of the Mills bill that I think I shall not persist to-day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 


Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be again reported. 

The Curer CLERK. In lines 1774 and 1775 it is proposed to strike 


out ‘‘10 cents per gross’’ and insert ‘‘35 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 


The.Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 




































Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco}. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I have transferred my 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Bowen], and vote “‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the n 
that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN ] 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws his vote. 


The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 23; as follows: 


tive). I notice 


Iam paired with the 
not voted. I 


The Senator from Nebraska with- 






















YEAS—20 Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (after voting in the negative). I have voted, 
Bate, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, but I notice now that the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. WILson | is not 
Butler, Faulkner, Payne, est, present, with whom I am paired, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 
Cockrell, George, ‘ Voorhees, The result was announced— yeas 20, nays 24; as follows: 
Coke, Gibson, Saulsbury, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Gray, Turpie, Wilson of Md, YEAS—20, 
NAYS—23. Bate, Coke, Gray, Saulsbury, 
Berry Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hiscock, Sherman, Blackburn, Eustis, Morgan, est, 
Blair, Dawes, Ingalls, Spooner, Butler, Faulkner, Payne, Voorhees, 
Brown, Dolph, Morrill Stockbridge, Cockrell, George, Reagan, Walthall. 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, eller, 
Hale Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, NAYS—2. 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Aldrich, Cullom, Hiscock, Platt, 
33 Blair, wes, ngalls, umb, 
ABSENT Brown, Dolph, Manderson, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Ransom, Cameron, Evarts, Morrill, Spooner, 
= ae, mes Fama em Chace, Hale, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
. ’ n, n, y | Hawley, Pal ' Si 
Blackburn, Gorman Mitchell, Sawyer, — ee are — 
Blodgett, Hampton, Morgan, Stanford, ABSENT—22. 
Bowen, Harris, . Stewart. Allison, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
2 Hearst, Plumb, Beck, Frye, Kenna, Sabin, 
Daniel, Hoar, Pugh, Blodgett, Gibson, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Bowen, Gorman, Mitchell, Stanford, 
So the amendment was rejected. — . Eames, a oe 
s ° nie arris, -ugh, urpie, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. Davis,’ Hearst, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: Edmunds, Hoar, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 


420. Veined marble, sawed, dressed, or otherwise, including marble slabs and 
marble paving-tiles, $1.10 per cubic foot (but in measurement no slab shall be 
computed at less than 1 inch in thickness 


421. Manufactures of marble not spec iy enumerated or provided for in this 
act, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


422. Matches, friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of 144 boxes, con- 
taining not more than 100 matches per box, 10 cents per gross; when imported 
otherwise than in boxes containing not more than 100 matches each, 1 cent per 
1,000 matches. 

Mr. VANCE. I rise to make an inquiry of the Senators having 
charge of the bill whether or not this is an increase in the duty on 
matches. We are without information from the Treasury Department 
as to whether it is an increase or not. Ifit is not an increase, the Sen- 
ators on that side having the bill in charge ought to know. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam quite sure it is no increase. 

Mr. VANCE. Then what is the object of changing it from an ad 
valorem to a specific duty ? 

Mr. ALLISON, To make a 

Mr. VANCE. To prevent un uation, I suppose ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The old story; yes. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, “‘the old, old story.’’ If the Senator can not 
give me any assurance that it is not an increase, I think I may take it 

r granted that it is ‘the old, old story’”’ and contains two versions 

generally, one to prevent undervaluation and the other to increase the 
- duties upon these articles of common necessity. With that impression 
. of the story, I move to strike out the words ‘‘10 cents per gross,’’ in 

lines 1774 and 1775, and insert the words of the present law, ‘‘ 35 per 
cent. ad valorem,”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 
from the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. In lines 1774 and 1775 it is proposed to strike 
out the words ‘10 cents per gross’ and insert ‘‘35 per cent. ad 
valorem ;’’ so as to read: 


422. friction or lucifer, of all descriptions, per gross of 144 boxes, con- 


fic duty instead of an ad valorem. 


taining not more than 100 matches per box, 35 per cent. ad valorem; when im- 
. San neon than in boxes containing not more than 100 matches each, 1 
cen < 
Mr. ALLISON. The experts of the Treasury Department say that 
the specific rates proposed are equivalent to the present ad valorem 
rates as ascertai by actual test at the custom-house, and that both 


these articles have been troublesome on accouut of undervaluation. 






So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


423. Cocoa matting and mats.— Matting, 10 cents per square yard ; mats, 5 cents 
per square foot. 


424. Paintings, in oil or water colors, and statuary, not otherwise provided 
for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem; but the term “ statuary” as herein 
used shall be understood to include only such statuary as is cut, carved, or other- 
wise wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or alabas- 
ter, or from metal, and as is the professional production of a statuary or sculp- 
tor only. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know that I exactly understand the effect of 
this provision, but it seems to me that it is not right. By the provis- 
ions of this paragraph 424, ‘‘such statuary as is cut, carved, or other- 
wise wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or 
alabaster, or from metal, and as is the professional production of a 
statuary or sculptor only,’’ is put under a duty of 30 per cent. I will 
not stop to enter into a criticism upon the language in lines 1785 and 
1786, ‘*the professional production of a statuary or sculptor only.’’ 

I do not know how a “statuary ’’ or a ‘‘sculptor’’ if he is engaged 
in his profession could make any other production except a profes- 
sional one. He might turn himself into an amateur and go back to his 
profession, but it would be right hard for the excise officers to find 
that out. But what I want to call attention to particularly is this: 
That where there is any statue made out of marble, stone, alabaster, or 
metal, by machinery and not by hand, it is not included within this 
clause, asI supposed. If made of alabaster, for instance, it would come 
in under section 415, which says that— 

Manufactures of alabaster, amber, asbestos, bladders, coral, cork or cork bark, 
cat-gut or whip-gut or worm-gut, jet, paste, spar, or wax, or of which these sub- 
stances or either of them is the component material of chief value, not specially 
enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 percent. ad valorem. 

Then if a statue should be made out of alabaster by machinery it 
would bear only 25 per cent. duty, whereas if it was made by hand 
it would bear 30 per cent. duty. Is that the meaning of the com- 
mittee? It seems to me if any discrimination is made it ought to be 
made in favor of the statue which is made by hand. A higher duty 
is put upon that—-30 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON, In that particular case it is 30 percent. and in the 
other 25. 


The reading will proceed. 
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Mr. VEST. fxactly; the higher duty is put upon the hand work 
and not upon the machine work. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me that ought not to be done. 

I saw not long since in the Scientific American a very in’ 
count of the manufaeture of all sorts of statuary out of stone and aie 
aud even of metal by a turning lathe, invented by a New England me- 
chanic. I recollect some years ago in the Statuary Room of the Capi- 
tol I saw statuettes of Webster, Clay, and Calhoun, all made by the 
turning-lathe, a very extraordinary thing to me; but that is the state- 
ment of the Scientific American, and those samples were put here. I 
recollect that the gentleman who invented that lathe was applying for 
an extension of his patent and he brought this product of his work here 
for an exhibition te Congress. 

It seems to me that this distinction ought not to be made as between 
the hand work and the work that is made by machinery, the increase 
of burden being put upon the artist who exercises his genius and his 
proficiency; and because he does that the preference is given to the 
machine work and the smaller duty is put upon that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That only applies to alabaster. 

Mr. VEST. It seems to me we ought to encourage the artists of 
this country abroad who make these works and bring them back for 
the American people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The article of alabaster work to which the Sena- 
tor alludes is a very insignificant and unimportant one. 

Mr. VEST. I know that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as the section applies to manufactures of 
marble it would inerease the duty from 30 to 50 per cent., and that, I 
understand, being the purpose of the Senator from Missouri, his wish 
will be gri atified except as to alabaster, which is a very insignificant 
and unimportant matter. 

Mr. VEST. The only point I make is that I do not think we ought 
to increase the duty or impose additional burdens upon the works of 
an American artist abroad because he does it with his hand, because it 
is the production of his genius, his original invention, if I may use the 
expression, in his profession. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do exactly what the Senator from Missouri 
wants, with the exception of alabaster, for the purpose of making a 
uniformity im regard to these articles. 

Mr. VEST. But I state that it applies also te marble, stone, and 
metal, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon; so far as marble is 
concerned the rate on professional productions is retained exactly as at 
present. If they are mechanical reproductions they pay 50 per cent. 
ad valorem, and pay the same rate under existing law. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I hope that before this bill has passed 
from the final consideration of the committee the committee will con- 
clude to pat all works of art, both painting and sculpture, upon the 
free-list. I do not believe there is any American artist who desires to 
have his work protected as against the free competition of all mankind. 
«It does not come at all, it seems to me, within any argument which is 
advanced in favor of a protective tariff. The genius of an artist is 
neither developed nor encouraged nor in any way helped by a policy 
which gives him any advantage which does not belong to him asa mat- 
ter of pure superiority and merit. 

I do not propose to make any motion. I desire to defer to the com- 
mittee in regard to the bill; but I trust the committee will come to 
that conclusion, which I believe is the desire of every American who 
is engaged in the production of works of art, either of painting or of 
sculpture, without any considerable exception. 

Mr. VEST.. If the Senator from Massachusetts will refer to some 
subsequent paragraphs he will see some rather similar provisions in 
this bill about which he has spoken, paragraphs 791, 792, 793, upon 
the subject of werks of art, paintings, sculpture, ete.; but those can 
be discussed when we reach them. 

I go back now im regard to the point I made with reference to this 
paragraph, about which I de not think I can be mistaken. Letmesay 
te the Senator from OS Ny Se Ea een 
an American artist abroad makes a statuette out of alabaster with his 
own hands as anoriginal work of art; he brings it into the United States, 
and unless it comes under paragraphs 791, 792, and 793, hereafter he 
must pay 30 per cent. duty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If an American artist living abroad produced it, 
it would come in free. 


Mr. VEST. Say it is not an American artist, because that is not the 
point I am making; suppose it is some other artist. He then 30 
per cent. ad valorem. Now, suppose it is made by pays 


25 per cent. ad valorem. Very good. Now, I say there acabne 
for the distinction. 
Mr, ALDRICH. If the Senator will follow up the a he = 
find that if made of marble and an original production 
pay ‘30 per cent., and if it is a mechanical reprodaction he will we 
percent. If of metal the original would be 30 per cent. and du- 
tion 45 per cent. So what the Senator says with regard to ala- 
st does not apply to anything but alabaster. 
Mr. VEST. If machinery has been applied—and I think that can 


be used by way of this turning-lathe to the creation of stataary—then 
what I say would apply just as well to stone and metal as to alabaster. 
The argument is just the same. If the artist isa foreign artist and 
uses a turning-lathe to produce statuary, then he pays only 25 per cent. 
when he brings it to this country; but if he does it by hand he pays 
30 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That difficulty can be obviated by the Senator 
from Missouri moving to increase the rate on the manufactures of ala- 
baster. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not for increasing just now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHAcg in the chair). There being 
no amendment proposed, the Secretary will proceed with the reading. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

425. Pearls, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out ‘‘ 25’ and insert ‘‘10.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SkcRETARY. In line 1787 it is proposed to strike out ‘'25” 
and insert ‘'10;’’ so as to read: 

Dentha geet ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. I hope that matter will not be taken up until the Sen- 
ator from’ Georgia [Mr. Brown] returns to the Chamber. This is an 
article of luxury, and he, I believe, has a very settled conviction that 
no duty ought to be decreased on an article of luxury, without regard 
to the surplus in the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. VEST. For myself I do notobject to any decrease on anything 
in this bill, but I know the Senator from Georgia would feel aggrieved 
if the duty were decreased on an article of luxury while he was absent. 

Mr. VANCE. Iask, in orderthat there may be no mistake, whether 
the Senator from Iowa is aware that this is a decrease. 

Mr. VEST. A decrease of 15 per cent. 

Mr. VANCE. I suppose there is no mistake about that. 
per cent. to 10 per cent. isa 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is the same rate as provided for in the existing 
law. 

Mr. VEST. But it is an article of luxury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatorfrom Missouri make 
any motion? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. We have am increase on matches and a decrease on 

ris! 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. President, though jewelry is put up to 
a rate of 40 or 45 per cent., I think that pearls had better be kept at 
25, and I believe the good | sense of every Senator is already convinced 
that there is no object in putting on a duty that can not be collected, 
for all experience shows that smuggling occurs in every case where jew- 
elry, gold watches, pearls, or things of that kind which can be carried 
in the pocket are put at a high rate. I shall vote as I did yester- 
day for a practical rule rather than what might sometimes be called a 
d ‘ — i Soeenaee 
pay the highest duties. That is true, but we ought not to a duty 
so high that it can not be collected. 

Mr. VANCE. It seems to me that general articles of jewelry are 
things which it is very easy to get in by smuggling, and pearls and 
jewelry are taxed at 25 per cent., and ae jewelry was increased 
to 40. A man can sm other species of jewelry quite as easily as 
pearls, and pearls are in general use in connection with jewelry, gen- 


erally set in it. 
The question is on the adoption of 


From 25 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the amendment proposed by the Suantes from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson ]. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. I should like to see a 
record made on this question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Tennessee ee Haris] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowEn]}, and vote 


The roll-call having been aniiled, the result was announced— 
yeas 25, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—25. 
x Delph, coi, Sawyer, 
tu Eustis, — Morrill Stockbridge, 
Evarts, Paddock, Wilson of lowa. 
Cullom, ' Gowler, Payne,’ 
Dawes, Hiscock, Platt, 
NAYS—20, 
Bate, Colquitt, Vance, 
George, Eecicbucy, Vv 
Blackburn, ee » Voorhees, 
~<a ‘om! * ‘Parpie, Wilson of Ma. 
ABSENT —31. 
Beck, Call, Davis, Gray, 
Blodgett, Cameron, Farwell, Hale, 
Bowen, Cockrell, Faulkner, 
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FS — a a 
ones of Nevada, Pasco, ’ Hiddieborger, 
So the amendment was to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will be resumed. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


426. Pencils of wood filled with lead or other material, and pencils of lead, 50 
cepts per gross and 30 per cent, ad valorem. 

+ Lina 
429. Pipes, en and cigar-holders of wood, one-half of 1 cent each and 
70 per oom valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. The t law eoteate ik a — 
of pi bowls, and cigar-ho e oO per cen 
This eerie for a half a cent each, 6 cents adozen, would amount in 
many cases on many qualities of these goods to 200 or 300 cent. 
I move tostrike out the words “one-half of 1 cent each and,’’ in line 
1795, so that the rate will remain as in the present law, which is cer- 
tainly high b 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The will report the amend- 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The Secrerary. In 429, line 1795, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘one-hdlf of 1 cent each and;’’ so as to read: 

429. Pipes, pipe-bowls, and cigar-holders of Wood, 70 per vent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. MORRILL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and I 


vote “‘nay.”’ 
Mr. FARWELL. I am with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco]. If he were here, [ should vote “ nay.” 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] 
is paired with the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. MitcHELL]. Ismy 
vote recorded ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The votes of both the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Attrson] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHeLy] 
are recorded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Both recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I withdraw my vote. 
anee PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 

vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am reminded that Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The vote of the Senator from Illinois 
will be withdrawn. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam with the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. Hampron], and withhold my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—20, 
Bate, Eustis, M ‘i Vance, 
Berry, George, Payne, 5 
Cockrell, Gibson, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Coke, Gorman, Walthall 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Dolph, ok, oak, 
ry, Edmunds, tchell, er, 
ce Evarts, : Morrill, pe nal 
Chace Frye, . Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hale, Palmer, Teller. 
Dawes, Hawley, 
ABSENT—33. 

Allison, Daniel, Ingalls, Sabin, 
Beck, vis, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, [ Kenna, Sherman, 
Blodge Faulkner, McPherson, Stanford, 
Bowen, Gray, Manderson, Stewart, 
=" a Paseo, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cameron, Hearst, } 
Callom, Hoar, Riddieberger, 

So the amendment was 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The read as follows: 


430. All smokers’ articles whatsoever, not specially enumerated or provided 
includ cigarette-book covers, and cigarette- 


of clay, 35 cent. ad valorem. 
. Pearl and shell buttons, 2 cents Tob no of 


Sancboebaneen aunts anion 
. necessity is there for the increase of duty on 
and shell buttons, except the fact of the large importation ? 
ALLISON. It is impossible for our manufacturers of pearl 
buttons oa at the present rate of daty. 
I I might add to that that the importations 
y foreign prison-labor buttons that are brought 
with practically no upon them. 
Mr. VEST. That would apply particularly to these? 
Mr. HISCOCK. That applies particularly to this clause. I might 
add jn this connection that in some countries in which these buttons 


g 
F 
Fe 
5 





are made the manufacturers are prohibited from selling them in those 
countries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

433. Plush, black, known commercially as hatters’ plush, composed of silk, or 
of = and cotton, and used exclusively for making men’s hats, 10 per cent. ad 
"G34. Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 10 per cent, ad valorem; if 


set, and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. In line 1810, after the word ‘‘set,’’ I move to strike 
out the word ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. In paragraph 434, line 1810, after the word ‘‘set,”’ 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘10’’ and insert ‘‘25;’’ so as to read: 

434, Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 25 per cent. ad valorem; if 
set, and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent, ad 
valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam aware of the plea given why this duty is kept 
so low, that it is on account of the facility of smuggling the article; 
but I can not reconcile piling duties mountain high upon the common 
necessaries of life which are used by the poor, and this article being 
upon our statute-book permitted to come in at only 10 per cent. , there- 
fore I make the motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The rate fixed upon diamonds cut, but not set, is 
the same as in the existing law. At various times in the history of 
American legislation the rates have been fixed very much higher than 
the rate here proposed, and the experience of the Treasury Department 
has been that more revenue was collected at the lower rate, and I un- 
derstand that to collect revenue is, according to the theory of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, the purpose of tariff legislation. More r: :- 
enue has been collected at 10 per cent. ad valorem than at 30 per cent. 
ad valorem, 

The Senator from North Carolina understands, as well as any Sen- 
ator on this side, that diamonds are very easily smuggled, and if a high 
rate is imposed the duty will not be paid atall. The danger of the 
detection of smuggling does not deter people who desire to avoid the 
payment of a large duty from bringing in an article like that; and if 
revenue is the purpose of the tariff, then this duty will yield a better 
revenue than the one proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

There is certainly no American industry tobe protected in this case, 
and I am surprised that the Senator from North Carolina shouid move 
to increase the duty, apparently, judging from the experience of this 
country, solely in the interest of smugglers. 

Mr. VANCE. It is not in the interest of smugglers, though there 
might be a worse reason found than that. The Senator knows very 
well that it is a principle of human nature that if the duties are high 
there will be smuggling. He knows that a tyrannical government 
will breed rebellion. He knows that if you do not feed the dog at the 
kitehen-door, he will scratch at the smoke-house. [Laughter.] That 
is human nature. For that reason I have objected to these enormous 
duties. But,sir, a man who would swear to a lie at the custom-house 
for a diamond worth $100 to save $10 on the hundred, would swear to 
it under any other circumstances. It is one of those things that the 
Government has to meet in the best way it can; and it does notsatisfy 
me, as I said in my other remarks, to put upon our staiute-book that 
we only tax this article of luxury by the rich 10 per cent. whilst 
we pile mountain high the duties on the articles of common necessity, 

I want to increase the duty to 25 per cent. at least and make the 
trial and see if the law can not be enforced against smuggling dia- 
monds as well as against smuggling in any other form. They can be 
just.as easily smuggled in sets as when unset, and a difference is made 
in this paragraph between those which are set and those whick are un- 
set. I want to try it, anyhow. The amount of duty that will be 


evaded by smuggling will not be greater than the amount of duty that 


will be saved, which we can collect at 25 per cent., in my opinion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from North Carolina confounds un- 
dervaluation with smuggling. Hespeaks of affidavits of the party, and 
says that if a man is making a false affidavit it will not make any dif- 
ference whether the rate is 10 per cent. or 25 per cent. The trouble 
is that his affidavit is not taken at all. These articles are brought in 
without any appraisal or examination. They are smuggled. 

I de not quite understand the object of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina in making this motion. Does he think the country needs greater 
revenue, or is he willing to accept the experience of the Treasury De- 

tment that 10 per cent. produces more revenue than 25 per cent.? 

do not quite understand what the Senator wishes to accomplish unless 

it is to put upon the statute-book a rate which he knows can not be 

collected, and which the experience of this country for more than half 
@ century shows can not possibly be collected. 

Mr. VANCE. I donot know that. That is something that I donot 
know. 

Mr. BROWN. Will theSenator from Rhode Island allow me? Has 
he the report of the Treasury Department where the fact is stated that 
we lose more by smuggling than we make by a higher rate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ean not point at this moment to any particular 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury to that effect, but I can bring 
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to the Senator from Georgia, if he desires, the experts of the Treasury 
Department here, and the experts from the Treasury Department in 


New York, who will tell him that fact, and if he prefers to have it in 
writing I will see that he hasit. It is the universal experience and 
opinion of the officers of the customs not only here but in New York 
and all the ports of entry in the United States that 10 per cent. pro- 
duces more revenue than 25 per cent., and that the only effect of a 
high duty on diamonds has been to increase smuggling. 

Mr. BROWN. When did you try it at 25 per cent.? 


Mr. ALDRICH. I willinform the Senator. By the act of July 30, 
1846, the rate upon diamonds was 30 per cent. By the act of March 
3, 1857, it was 24 per cent. By the act of March 2, 1861, it was 25 
per cent. ‘This was continued until 1874. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The Senator from Rhode Island will al- 
low me to call his attention to the fact that that was the duty on set 
diamonds. 

Mr. ALDRICH, 
Georgia. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I only call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that that duty was on set diamonds, and not on unset dia- 
monds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All diamonds under some of these acts were dutia- 
ble at 25 per cent. Under some of the others ent diamonds were at 
one rate and uncut diamonds at another rate. There have been vari- 
ous rates at different times upon various kinds of diamonds. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. But on unset diamonds in the years that 
the Senator states the tax was 30 per cent., while the tax upon unset 
diamonds was 10 per cent. and in the next tariff it was 4. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which year? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In 1846. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Fifteen per cent. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Ten per cent.; and in 1857 it was 4 per 
cent.; and in 1861 it was 5 per cent., and 5 per cent. again in 1862 and 
1863. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
were not set. ; 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is what we were discussing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In some of the years as to which I have read the 
duty upon all diamonds was 25 per cent., and in some of the other acts 
it has varied from 10 per cent. to 30 per cent. in various years, and the 
experience of the Department has been that we collect more revenue at 
10 per cent, that at any other rate. 

Mr. BROWN. Onught not the Treasury reports to show it if that is 
80? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam curious to know when a tax of 25 
per cent.-upon diamonds existed. As I have just reed, the tax upon 
unset diamonds in 1846 was 10 per cent. ; in 1857 it was 4 per cent.; in 
1861 it was 5 per cent.; in 1862 and 1863 it was 5 per cent.; in 1866 it 
was 10 per cent., and it has been 10 per cent. in each succeeding tariff 
on unset diamonds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They were free part of the time, according to the 
table I have before me. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The statement from which I read is the 
official statement from the Treasury Department, and I presume is cor- 
rect. I do not know under what authority the Senator has found that 
diamonds were ever assessed at more than 10 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will look it up in the statutes, and will refer to 
it hereafter. I do not care to detain the Senate now. 

Mr. VANCE. Has the Senator any authority to show the importa- 
tions under the high rate and the importations under the low rate ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not the statistics before me, but I know 
that is the fact. The Senate will remember how the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] made a statement day before yesterday from 
his own experience as Secretary of the Treasury. I know that the ex- 
perts in the Treasury Department who were before the committee made 
that statement, and I know that the appraiser's office in New York, 
when the committee visited that city, made the same statement. It 
has been the universal judgment of all the officers connected with the 
Treasury Department that the duty upon diamonds ought not to be 
more than 10 per cent. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator knows the object of my asking for the 
amount of importations under the different rates. The Senator will 
know, of course, that as the country has increased in wealth, naturally 
the use of those things has increased, and therefore, with to 
the question of how many were smuggled, many more would be shown 
in the importations. I wanted the amounts, if the Senator could give 
them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave not the statistics before me, but I shall take 
pains to get them from the officers of the Treasury Department, and 
submit them to the Senate at some subsequent date. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. I will contribute this additional 
tion to the debate, that diamonds, under the tariffs of 1816, 1825, 1830, 
1832, and 1836, were not taxed. They were first put upon the dutiable- 
list in 1842, with a tax of 7} per cent., and unset diamonds never have 
been above 10 per cent. At the same time that a tax of 7} per cent. 
was fixed in 1842 on unset di 25 per cent. was the tax upon 
set diamonds, and that difference has run through all the time. 


I am answering a question of the Senator from 


I see that the Senator is right asto diamonds which 


Mr. HISCOCK. There is no doubt but that the ancient policy should 
be returned to now, and that uncut and unset diamonds should be put 
upon the free-list and the duty of 25 per cent. retained upon those set 
and manufactured as articles of luxury. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me to suggest that 
the ancient policy which put unset diamonds on the free-list also put 
set diamonds on the free-list, and that set diamonds were put in the 
tariff at almost the same time that unset diamonds were? 

Mr. HISCOCK. They were then only half right. Perhaps they 
were entirely so, for the reason that very likely at that time we did not 
have the labor in this country to cut and set the diamonds. 
whole industry now should be transferred to this country. If they 
were put upon the free-list, doubtless that would be the effect and the 
result. 

I see no difficulty, so far as I am concerned, with reference to this 
revenue question, for I say very frankly that I do not vote here for a 
duty upon any article where it is purely a revenue article. I am not 
in favor of that policy, and I am entirely willing to join an issue of 
that character with the Senator from North Carolina with reference to 
this bill. 

The bill is not constructed, the country does not understand it to be 
constructed, upon the line of raising revenue from putely revenue arti- 
cles. It is constructed on the line of protection, and the Senator has 
been battling the bill day after day on that ground. I do not propose 
at this,time on this item to abandon the t of the bill, the policy of 
the bill, and the policy of those who favor it; but in the interest of pro- 
tection, in the interest of American labor that they as well as we seem 
to be in favor of, I say as to uncut diamonds and precious stones of all 
kinds, cut but not set, 10 per cent. ad valorem, all of that t bet- 
ter go upon the free-list and the industry be transferred to this coun- 


Mr. MORRILL. In my experience of over thirty years we have 
never had a Secretary of the Treasury who has recommended a rate of 
duty upon diamonds higher than 10 per cent. I wish to say also that 
we have had the importers of these articles before us, and 
upright men, who brought their samples of the article here to exhibit 
to us, and it was shown how easily they might be concealed in the 
hands of those who wanted to evade the duties, or in the hem of their 
garments, and so escape any duty at all. 

The regular importers have informed the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House and the Committee on Finance of the Senate that 
they could make contracts with foreigners abroad to bring diamonds 
here at 7 per cent. when the duty was 10, but they preferred to do an 
honest business and pay 10 per cent. rather than to engage in smug- 
gling. There is no doubt upon the subject. Anybody who is familiar 
with it would not raise the question at all. 

Mr. VEST. I mast be permitted to say that I do not exactly under- 
stand how the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] Soest 
voted for the amendment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown 
to increase the rate of duty on jewelry from 25 to 40 per cent., and now 
takes the position he does in regard to what is substantially the same 
article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The manufacture of jewelry in this country is a 
very large industry, and I am sure that 40 per cent. ad valorem is too 
great a rate for the protection of American jewelers. There is no in- 
dustry in this country engaged in the production of diamonds—I do 
not know of any at any rate—and therefore the duty upon diamonds is 
simply a revenue duty and nothing more. The jewelry of this country 
comes in competition with the cheap jewelry made in Birmingham 
England, and in various parts of France and Germany, and the du 
upon jewelry is a protective duty as well as being a duty upon an ar- 
ticle of luxury. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think it might well be added that so far as the 
higher grades of jewelry are concerned, the more expensive kinds of 
jewelry, the effect of an increase of duty would be to transfer it to 
this side. So far as the cheap grades of jewelry are concerned the pres- 
ent duty is prohibitory; it is all made here. The amendment was 
moved and voted for by gentlemen upon the other side, I grant, in the 
direction of protection, for it will doubtless have the effect to transfer 
to this country the manufacture of many higher grades of jewelry 
which now our people are unable to manufacture. Therefore, I was in 
favor of it and voted for it. 

Mr. VEST. I voted against it because the reports which I read yes- 
terday show that we export a large amount of jewelry, besides supply- 

the domestic market. 

. HISCOCK. We do export large amounts, and there are —_ 
importations, as I said, of the most valuable and the most highly 
ished kinds, upon which large amounts of labor are expended; and the 
effect of the amendment of the Senator from Georgia will be to trans- 
fer that industry bodily to this country. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the rate of 25 percent. the importetions in 1887 
were $427,873 in value. If theamendment of the Senator from Geor- 
gia becomes a law I believe that those importations will be very largely 


reduced. 
Mr. VEST. Our friends upon the other side of the Chamber are 
under a debt of tude to a Democratic Senator at any rate. ; 
Mr. ALDRI We acknowledge the debt of gratitude. 


1889. 


Mr. VEST. They made the discovery since the bill was reported and 
made it suddenly after a motion to amend was made yesterday from 
this side of the Chamber. 

But, returning to what was stated by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, he says no diamonds are produced or manufactured in this 
country. That is true, but I call his attention to the fact that the set- 
ting and cutting of diamonds is as much a part of the mechanical pur- 
suit of a jeweler as is the manufacture of bric-a-brac or anything else; 
and they have a that in this identical provision, because pre- 
cious stones of all ds, cut but not set, bear only 10 per cent. ad 
valorem. It is the setting of the stone that gives the profit to the 
jeweler. There is very little margin upon the stone itself. Thestones 
bear the same value nearly all over the world, according to the water 
of the diamond; but itis in the setting, after they are cut, that the 
American jeweler, and every other jeweler, makes his money. 

The committee conenioel that, for they put upon stones cut but not 
set only 10 cent., while upon those set and not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act they put 25 per cent. ad valorem. As 
a matter of course, that was in order to protect the labor of the American 
workman. If the stones come in set, then the duty is 25 per cent. ; if 
they come in not set it is only 10 per cent. 

. ALDRICH. Iwill admit that the rate in the last clause of the 
paragraph should be increased (to conform to the action of the Senate 
yesterday on the amendment of the Senator from Georgia) from 25 per 
cent, to 40 cent. 

Mr. . From my standpoint I made a very unfortunate argu- 
ment, for I am against all increases. It seems that I am assisting the 
other side of the Chamber without intending to do it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If I may call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to it, under the rates proposed by this bill as reported jewelry 
and set diamonds bore the same rate of duty, and they were classified 
together. There was great difficulty and confusion in the Treasury 
Departmentin the classification of these Jewelry and diamonds 
formerly belonged to one class, and the Senator from Missouri will see 
that having supported that provision yesterday he should also support 
an amendment to this hh increasing the duty. 

Mr. VEST. But I did not supportit. I voted against the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia; I did not support it. What the 
Senator from New York says as to the classification is true, because on 
page 159 of the table prepared by the committee I find that set dia- 
monds are included as to quantity with jewelry. But the felicities, if 
I may use the expression, of this tariff legislation are eminently illus- 
trated by com paragraphs 434 and 435, which seem providen- 
tially to be in juxtaposition in this bill. 

434. Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 10 per cent. ad valorem ; if 
set, and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 25 per cent, ad 


Those are articles of pure luxury, of the highest sort of luxury, of 
= deepest sort of luxury, using the superlative, but eminently lux- 
es. 
435. Stone.—Freestone, granite, sandstone, and all building or monumental 
stone except marble, unmanufactured or undressed— 
Just as the diamond is not set— 
not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 14 cents per cubic foot. 


The one luxury, pure and simple, comes in at 10 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. The other, an absolute necessity for building purposes, comes 
in at 14 cents per cubic foot. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to say 
that building-stone is a necessity in this country ? 

Mr. . Isay that any sort of stone is a necessity when it gets 


Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator take the position that all for- 
eign stone that is imported here is not really brought here as a luxury 
and simply for the purpose of embellishment ? 

Mr. T. Thatis going into the individual motives of the im- 
porters, which I am certainly not ex to do. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is not that true in reference to jewelry? I imag- 
ine it is true in the much-abused Northern States, where these indus- 
tries are thriving, that the same class of use rich articles of 
jewelry who use imported stone. They are used by the same class of 


. VEST. Iamspeaking simply of the nature of the material, free- 
sad baliitewton. ' 


Mr. REAGAN. It comes in as ballast. 

Mr. VEST. As my friend from Texas says, it comes in as ballast. 
It is not considered as a luxury. In my State stone is exceedingly 
abundant. Freestone and sandstone can be found anywhere in the 
State of Missouri and through almost the entire West. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I supposed. That is the reason why 
I that foreign stone was not a necessity. 

r. VEST. ButI of the nature of the material. As to whether 
it is a necessity ee ree Of course, 
if he has plenty of stone, it is no necessity, it is a luxury; bat nobod 


before has ever claimed within my know 


stone for building purposes could 
thurs Ghinge aveneing 


that freestone or sand- 
considered a luxury. We classify 
to the uses to which they are put, 
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Mr. HISCOCK. What we claim, if the Senator will pardon me, is 
that this class of stone upon which this duty is imposed, foreign stone, 
is brought here as a luxury. 

Mr. VEST. I can not see how such stones are brought here as lux- 
uries, unless they are used for luxurious purposes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly they are. 

Mr. VEST. They are not used for luxurious purposes, 

Mr. HISCOCK. They are used for ornamentation, for ornamental 
buildings. 

Mr. VEST. I have never heard before that freestone and sandstone 
were used for ornamental pu They may be in certain cases. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will visit the city of New York he 
will find sandstone and brownstone used for ornamental purposes. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, and so you will find limestone occasionaliy 
used for ornamentation, and yet you may find it in the large majority 
of cases used simply for building purposes without regard to ornament. 
So in the West we use a stone called cotton-rock, which is a plastic 
limestone, for fencing and for building purposes, and yetat thesame time 
it can be used for ornamentation very successfully, but we never con- 
sider ita luxury. It is a building rock, out of which you can make a 
house to protect you from the weather, and that is the whole of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment proposed 
by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In ph 434, line 1810, it is proposed to 
strike out ‘‘10’’ and insert ‘‘25;’’ so as to read: 

Precious stones of all kinds, cut but not set, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I simply desire to explain my vote. 
I shall vote against this amendment because I believe the statement 
made by the Senator from Ohio as to his experience when Secretary of 
the Treasury is borne out by the facts. Any one who has crossed over 
to Europe knows perfectly well that such legislation as is proposed by 
my friend from North Carolina would be imposing a premium on smug- 
gling, while honest people would pay the duty. I simply rose to ex- 
plain my vote. On some other occasion I hope to express my views 
upon the bill, which will leave no doubt as to my position on the gen- 
eral question of taxation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowEN], and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. He is not present, 
and I withhold my vote, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were present. 

The roll-call was concitled. 

Mr. COLQUITT (after having voted in the affirmative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cuace]. I see he did not 
vote, and I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have been requested to announce a pair between myself and the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Bate, George, Reagan, Voorhees, 
Berry, Gibson, Ss ner, Walthall. 
Brown, Mitchell, eller, 
Cockrell, Paddock, Turpie, 
Coke, Palmer, Vance, 

NAYS—18, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Blair, Eustis, Morrill, Stockbridge. 
Davis, -Frye Payne, 
Dawes, Hawley, Platt, 

ABSENT—4I. 

Beck, Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 

S Farwell, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Faulkner, McPherson, Stanford, 
Butler, Gorman, Manderson, Stewart, 

" Gray, Morgan, Vest, 
Cameron, Hale, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chace Hampton, Plumb, Wilson’ of Md. 
Chandler, Harris, Pugh, 

Colquitt, Hearst, Quay, 
om, Hoar, Ransom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call having shown thats 
quorum is not present, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered | engaged in dressing stone that this duty isimposed. Itcan only be for 


te their names: 


Aldrich, Dolph, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Bate, Edmunds, Morgan, Stewart, 
Berry, Evarts, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Fry, Paddock, Teller, 
Cameron, George, Palmer, Turpie, 
Chace, Gibson, Payne, Vance, 
Chandler, Hampton, Piatt, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hiscock, Reagan, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Saulsbury, Wilson of Iowa. 
Culiom, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, 

Davia, Manderson, Sherman, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators have answered 
to their names, A quorum is present. Shall further proceedings un- 
der the roll-call be dispensed with? It is so ordered if there be no 
objection. The roll will again be called upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance}. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I announce 
again my pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGert]. 
I presume that one announcement will answer until his return. If he 
7 ere present, I should vote for the entire report of the Committee on 

“inance. 

Mr, VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired generally with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. lam paired with the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
McPHE«SeN). I transfer my pair to the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. 
STEWART], and vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. HAMPTON, As Iam relieved from my pair with the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 


I am paired with the 


The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—22, 
Bate, Gibson, Pugh, Vance, 
Berry, Hampton, Reagan, Voorhees, 
Brown, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Mitchell, Spooner, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Morgan, Teller, 
George, Paimer, Tuarpie, 
NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dolph, Hiseock, Sherman, 
Bisir, Edmunds, Ingalls, Stock bridge, 
Chace, Eustis, Morrill, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler Evarts, Paddock, 
Cullom, Frye, Piatt, 
ABSENT—32. 
Beck, Daniel, Hearst, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Quay, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Joves of Nevada, . 
Bewen, Faulkner, Kenna, Riddieberger, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson Sabin, 
Cail, Gray, Mandersen, Stanford, 
Oameron, Hale “ 
Colquitt, Harris, Payne, Vest. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. BROWN. Before passing from this paragraph I desire to offer 
another amen‘iment to it. I understand that when diamonds are cut 
and set they belong to the class of articles known as jewelry, and with 
a view to conforming to my amendment yesterday, which prevailed, 
putting the duty on jewelry at 40 per cent. ad valorem, I move, in line 
1812, to strike out **25”’ and insert ** 40;’’ so as to read: 

If set, and not soecially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

I do this both with a view of conformity to our action in the other 
case and with a view to the encouragement and protection of Ameri- 
can labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Secrerary. In paragraph 434, line 1812, before the words “per 
cent.,’’ it is proposed to strike out “*25’’ and insert **40;’’ soas to read: 

o set. and not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 40 per cent.ad 
valorem, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
ainendment propesed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proceed, 

The Secrefary read as follows: 
435, Stone.—Freestone, granite, sandstone, and all baildin 
stone except marble, manufactured or undressed, not coaull 

provided for in this act, 14 cents per eubiec foot. 

Mr. VANCE. In this paragraph all stone undressed, in the rough, 
is taxed 14 cents per cubic foot. Itis not for the benefit of the laborer 


The reading of the substitute will 


or monumental 
y enumerated or 


the man who owns the quarry in this country. For that reason I am 
not willing to impose upon the building-stone that people use in this 
country so heavy a duty for the mere profit of the man who happens to 
own the stone which is found in thesoil. Such stone ought to be upon 
the free-list. The stone that comes into this country by cheap water 
transportation in an undressed condition, upon which the labor of our 
stone-masons is exerted, and which gives them profitable employment, 
constitutes the raw material of their trade, and for their sake it ought 
to be admitted free. 

In line 1817, I move to strike out the words ‘‘14 cents per cubic 
foot’’ and to insert ‘‘ shall be admitted free of duty.”’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to correct the statement of the Senator 
from North Carolina in reference to whether labor is involved in the 
item that has been read and which he seeks toamend. I think if he 
investigates the question he will find that the quarries of stone are 
about as valueless as the adjacent land in which there is no stone, and 
it is to protect the labor which is employed in quarrying the stone and 
taking it out of the earth that this rate has been fixed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from N Carolina [Mr. VANCE}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

436. Freestone, granite, sandstone, and other building and monumental stone, 
except marble, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, hewn, 


dressed, or polished, and burr-stones manufactured or bound up into millstones, 
25 per cent. ad valorem 


437. Grindstones, finished or unfinished, $1.75 per ton. 

Mr. VEST. In 437, lines 1823 and 1824, I move to strike 
out ‘‘ $1.75 perten,’’ and to insertthe word ‘‘free;’’ and I call for the 
yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In line 1823, after the word ‘‘ unfinished,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘$1.75 per ton’’ and to insert ‘‘ free;” so as to 
read: 


Grindstones, finished or unfinished, free. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senatorfrom Missouri asks that 
upon this question the yeas and nays may be entered upon the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I wish to announce 
that I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 


I am paired for the day. 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 


with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Hargts] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowEN], and vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] or I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am —— 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wixson]. I do not see him in 
the Chamber, and I withhold my vote. Otherwise I should vote 
sé nay. ” 

The roli-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should vote “‘nay’’ upon this question if I 
were not paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). Is the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is recorded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I withdraw my vote, being paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERson]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Lowa withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am paired with the junior Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray]. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Bate, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Berry, Morgan, Vv 
Cockrell, Uibson, Payne, Walthall. 
Coke, Hampton, Reagan, 
NAYS—22. 
Aldrich, Frye, Morrill Spooner, 
Blair, Hale, Paddock, Stewart, 
Brown, Hawley, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Platt, Teller. 
Chandler, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Evarts, Mitchell, Sherman, 
ABSENT—39. 
Allison, Davis, Hearst, Ransom, 
Beck, Dawes, Hoar, . 
Blackburn, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Edmonds, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, ee: MePherson, Stanford, 
Butler, Manderson, Turpie, 
Call, Faulkner, Pasco, Vest, 
; Gorman, Piumb, — = Iowa. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being ascertained by the vote 
that a quorum is not present, the Secretary will call the roll of the 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 


to their names: 

Aldrich, Coke, Ingalls Sawyer, 
Allison, Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Bute, Colquitt, Manderson, ——— 
Berry, Bdmunds, Mitchell, » ford, 
Biair, Evarts, Morgan, Stewart, 
Bowen, Frye, Morrill, Stockbridge 
Brown, Gibson, Padd “ Teller, 
Cameron, Hale, Palmer, 5 
Chace, Ham Pa Vance, 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hiscock, n, Walthall. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-four Senators having an- 
swered to their names, if there be no objection, further proceedings 
undea the call will be dispensed with. ‘The Secretary will again call 
the voll upon the question of agreeing to thy amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Bown], and vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. BOWEN. Iam paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Harris]. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Chair ifa quorum has voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum has voted. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then Iam paired withthe Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. McPaerson], and refrain from voting. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—15. 
Bate, George, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Berry, Gibson, Morgan, Walthall, 
Coke, Gray, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Vance, 

NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Blair, Evarts, Paddock, Sherman, 
Brown, e, Palmer, er, 
Chace, Hiscock, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Piatt, Teller, 
Cullom, M i, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—37. 

Allison, Davis, Hearst, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Dawes, Hoar, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sauisbury, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Kenna, ford, 
Bowen, Farwell, MePherson, Stewart, 
Butler, Faulkner, Manderson, Turpie, 
Call, Gorman, Pasco, Voorhees. 
Cameron, Hale, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Harris, Quay, 
Daniel, Hawley, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


438, Umbrellas, parasols, and sunshades: Covered withsilk, alpaca, or similar 
material, 50 per cent.ad valorem; if covered with other material, 40 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

439. Waste, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 10 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

440. Watches, watch-cases, watch movements, parts of watches, watch-glasses, 


~ watch-keys, whether separately packed or otherwise, 25 per cent. ad va- 
orem. 


The reading will proceed. 


; . . | jewelry? 
Mr. BROWN. Imovetoamend the paragraph justread by inse-ting 


at the end of the paragraph the words ‘‘ and gold watches.and all parts 
of gold watches, 40 per cent. ad valerem.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported | 
from the desk. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that 
that may create contusion where parts of watches are imported. They 
might be inserted in silver cases. I think the Senator ought to con- 
fine his amendment to gold watches and gold watch-cases. 

Mr. BROWN. I will accept that modification. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will cover what the Senater has in view. 
There are a good many watch-movements imported and a great many 


exported. 
. Mr. BROWN. Then I accept the amendment of the Senater from 
owa. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia will be read from the desk. 

Mr. ALLISON. It should read: 

Gold watches and gold watch-cases. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, that wili do: “Gold watches and gold watch- 
cases.’’ 

The Secretary. Afterthe words ‘‘ad valorem,”’ in line 1834, it is 
proposed to add the words: 

And gold watches and gold watch-cases, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Georgia. [Putting tke question.] By the sound 
the noes appear to have it. 

Mr. BROWN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VEST. Let me inquire of the Senator from Iowa what he pro- 
poses to do with silver watches? What section do they come under? 

Mr. ALLISON. They will come under the general term “ watches.”’ 

Mr. VEST. I understand this is to be amended so as to include 
gold watches. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; the Senator from Georgia proposes to add his 
provision at the end of the paragraph providing that silver watches 
shall come in as now, at 25 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. The section now reads: 


440. Watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, parts of watches, watch-glassea, 


a watch-keys, whether separately packed or otherwise, 25 per cent, ad va- 
orem, 


Then it is proposed to add: 


And gold watches, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


If so, I think the phraseology is very unfortunate, because it would 
include gold watches, and then gold watches are provided for afterwards 
in an additional provision. I suggest that there had better be achange. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not think there is any trouble in the way. 

Mr. ALLISON. There may be something in the criticism suggested 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Both clauses would include gold watches if you make 
the amendment as proposed, because asa matter of course ‘‘ watches ’”’ 
include gold watches, and then you previde for gold watches after- 
wards. 

Mr. BROWN. We provide adifferent tariff for gold watches. 

Mr. VEST. That is trne; but the present item in the bill includes 
gold watches in the first clause, and then there would be 40 per cent. 
provided on gold watches in the second clause. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not really think that much will be accom- 
plished by the amendment of the Senator from Georgia. We make 
gold watch-cases now as cheaply as they are made anywhere. They 
are made by machinery and made by our ewn people. as to watch- 
movements, we export very large quantities of watch-movements from 
this country, as we have the machinery here to manufacture them 
very successfully. 

I hope the Senator from Georgia will not insist upon the amend- 
ment, as I think there will not be much accomplished by it except the 
still further protection of our gold-watch-case manufacturers. 

Mr. BROWN. I do insist on the amendment. The Senate yester- 
day increased the duty on jewelry to 40 per cent. ad valorem instead 
of 25. The present rate on jewelry is 35 per cent., and the present 
rate on gold watches is 40. I simply propose to put gold watches here 
as they are under the present tariff. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think gold watches areat 40 per cent. now. 

Mr. VEST. They are at 25 per ceni. 

Mr. BROWN. My recollection is 40 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Watches are already 25 per cent. ad valorem. I 
will say to the Senator from Georgia that there is no complaint made 
by our manufacturers as to this rate of duty. 

Mr. BROWN. The record seems to be against me, but my impres- 
sion is that gold watches are now at 40 per cent. duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. Twenty-five per cent. by the law. I have before 
me a copy of the existing law—‘“ watches, watch-cases, parts of 
watches, etc., 25 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. VEST. [It is the same in all three cases in the Mills bill and 
the Senate bill at 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BROWN. Whyshould they not be put at the same rate as other 


Mr. ALLISON. Jewelry may be made of gold or silver or precious 
stones, and so on, and silver jewelry is now being made in large quan- 
tities. It does not seem to me to be necessary to raise the duty on gold 
watches, unless itis intended to keep them out altogether, for the ben- 
efit of our own manufacturers. 

Mr. BROWN. When we put 40 per cent. on jewelry and 40 per 
cent. on diamonds, it hardly seems to me proper to leave gold watches 
at 25 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. It ought to be said for what it is worth, that gold 
watches, whilst in one sense they may be called articles of luxury, yet 
to some extent are articlesofnecessity. They are different from bric-a- 
brac, which can not be used at all. We know a watch is extremely 
useful as a time-keeper. 

However, I said all I desired to say on this subject yesterday, and 
I voted against the increase yesterday upon jewelry to 40 per cent. be- 
cause there is a large exportation of it from this country, and we do 
not need the revenue; and the evidence is overwhelming—if the Sen- 
ator from Georgia has not examined it, I have—that we are te-day ex- 
celling the whole world in the manufacture of watches. The Waltham 
Company, in New England, can make a better watch than is made in 
Europe, and the old-time Geneva watch is being forced out of the mar- 
ket. It is true they do send seme watches to this country, but they 
are very cheap and very inferior watches, compared with the American 
manufacture. 


There can be nothing in the shape of giving any additional advantage 
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to the manufacturer in this increase of duty, and we certainly do not 
need the revenue. 


Mr. BROWN. In reply to theSenator from Missouri, I will say that 






















448, Amber, unmanufactured, or crude gum. 
449. Ambergris. 
450. Aniline salts. 


Gh. Anpuale tecusiht into tha Tinted Sinise for a not ex- 
ceeding six months, penis m= 


it is not a question of protection at all. It is a question whether we the purpose of exhibition or com for prizes 
shall raise more revenue on luxuries and less on the necessaries of life. Senin ea ate ies : bata howd shall be given in 
I desire to raise a larger revenue on gold watches and take something | teams of animals, including harness and tackle and the wagons or other 


off other things that are common necessaries of life; and for that reason 
and not with a view to the protection of anybody, I favor the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit me a single word in reply to 
him. If I saw the slightest chance of taking the duty off feet» 0 § I 
would recognize the force of his argument; but here we are confronted 
with an absolute certainty in this Senate that there will be no decrease 
of daty upon necessities, and then it comes to a question whether we 
shall add to the surplus in the Treasury by putting an additional duty 
upon the articles mentioned in this paragraph. If I saw any chance 
for doing the other thing I might assent to his proposition, but I do 
not see any. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator is fighting very faithfully on the line of 
other things, and I prefer to fight on the line of raising the revenue on 
articles of luxury and especially on gold watches. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senatcr from Georgia asks for 
the yeas and yeas on the amendment. 

Bs. yres and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to the Senator 
from Connecticut er PLATT], and vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair with 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIs] to the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. BowEN], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
change my vote, and I ask if it would be in order for me to give a rea- 
son for changing it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not. 


vehicles actual! 
United States with their families, and in sctual'asefor the purpose of such emi- 
gration, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I understand from paragraph 451 that 
animals brought into the United State for breeding purposes would not 
come in upon the free-list, but if brought for racing purposes that they 
do come upon the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For a period not exceeding six months. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly; it does not make any difference about the 
time. If they are brought here for racing pu for six months and 
not longer, they come in on the free-list and no other purpose. 
they are brought in for breeding purposes then they are not upon the 
free-list under this paragra) 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator object to this provision? 

Mr. VEST. I object to it, but of course it is no use for me to make 
any motion about it; I only want to point out the objection. 

‘ir. ALDRICH. Judging from our previous experience I think it 
might be the subject of a motion. We have heard such exalted pro- 
fessions on the subject Sn in that part of the Chamber that 
possibly if the Senator make a motion it may be adopted. 

Mr. VEST. I think if the Senator will look at my record he will 
find that I have not been in the majority since the bill was taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

452. Annatto, roucou, rocoa, or orleans, and all extract of. 

453. Antimony ore, crude sulphide of. 

454. Apatite. 

455. Argal, or argol, or crude tartar. 

456, se raw or unmanufactured. 

an 


oS 


459. Articles in a crude state used in dyeing or tanning not specially enue 
merated or provided for in this act. 

. Articles ly imported for the use of the United States, provided 

that the price of the same not include the duty. 


ze 461. Articles, the growth, Ss. and manufacture of the United States, 
Mr. HISCOCK. Then I vote ‘‘nay.”’ — . aes ha ES een wi — ro oan ae in 
; ; ; ; ; vaiue or impro an man or er means; 
Mr. BLAIR. On this question I am paired with the senior Senator = poe beoding eon geek, a eae at Auaantaiee eaaiaaione ont 
from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs]). ported filled with American ucts, or exported empty and returned filled 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 20; as follows: with f peoteee, including shooks wheu returned as or boxes; but 
: ns y of such articles 11 be made, regulations 
YEAS—22, be prescribed Secretary ; and if any such articles are 
Bate, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, subject to internal | tax at the time of exportation, tax l be proved to 
Berry, George, Mo . Teller, have been before exportation not refunded : That ee 
Brown, Hale, Paddock, thall not apply to any article u which an allowance of draw has 
Chandler, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Md. made, the re of w ereby prohibited except upon pay- 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, =~ of duties equal Sa 
‘olquitt Reagan, unma' o 
— —— Pine) 463. Ashes, wood and lye of, and beet-root ashes. 
NAYS—20. 464. Asphaltum and en, 
Aldrich, Evarts, Morrill, Spooner, 465. Asafetida. 
Allison, Gibson, Palmer, Stockbridge, 466. Balm of Gilead. 
Chace, Gray, Saulsbury, Vance, 467. Barks, cinchona or other. 
Cullom, Hiscock, Sawyer, Vest, 468. Baryta, carbonite or witherite. 
Dolph, Ingalls, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 469. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, unmanufactured. 
34 470, Bauxite, or beauxite. 
ABSENT 471, Beeswax. 
Beck, Daniel, Hawley, may, 472. Bells, broken, and bell-metal broken and fit only to be remanufactured. 
Blackburn, Davis, Hearst, m, 473. Birds, stuffed, not suitable for ornaments. 
Blair, Dawes, Hoar, Riddleberger, 474, Birds and land and water fowls. 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 475. Bismuth. 
Bowen, Eustis, Kenna, Stanford, 476. Bladders, fish-bladders or fish-sounds, crude, and all integu- 
Butler, Farwell, McPherson, Turpie, ments of animals not enumerated or provided for in this act. 
Call, Faulkner, Pasco, Voorhees. 477. Blood, dried. 
Cameron, Gorman, Platt, 478. sausages. 
Cockrell, Harris, Pugh, 479. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 480, 


not calcined, , Steamed therwise 
Bones, crude, a nt Deere ground or 0! 


Mr. TELLER, I would like to have the last paragraph that was carbon, and bone-ash, fit only for fer- 


purposes, 
acted on read as amended. a beeke engravings, photographs, bound or unbound maps, and 
. The paragra charts which shali have been printed and bound or man more than 
on ob ae on 440. epentapnt to ph 440? emg | years at the date of importation. 


and pamphlets printed exclusi in languages other than En- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as amended. = 


° . photographs, bound 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: no etchings, 2 


unbound, + + 
440. Watches, watch-cases, watch- ts, parts of watches, Library of Las the duty rie been inelatied fa the - 
\ es, movemen oO! watch-glasses, ve co 
and watch-keys, whether separately packed or otherwise, 25 per cent. ad valo- pt paid. oe 
rem; and gold watches and gold watch-cases, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


434. Bake, maps, and charts specially imported, not more than two copiesin 


a are cuphieal: tite See Sno entity Sppeemeneind. ot 06 
tablished , literary, or religious for rage- 
Saaretthe or for the use or by order any on cubliemy, coed, 


485. Books, or or of libraries, and other 


Mr. TELLER. If it be in order, I would like to go back to that, or 
I will wait until the bill gets into the Senate. I supposed when I 
voted fer that amendment I voted to include watch-movements as well 
as watches. I wanted to include all in the duty at 40 per cent, I will 
take occasion some time when we get into the Senate to move that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

FREE-LIST. 
Src, 2808. The following articles when imported shall be exempt from duty: 


. and similar ufactures suitable for mak 
a plaits, flats, laces, man ” a pan ing 
, or 


p used icinal | or manufacturing purposes, not spe-| Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, this ought not to be here. 
cially enntacrated oF previded ee fa this act. r It is intended simply for the Penefit the manufacturers of this coun- 
conte, 


: 


443, Acorns, rew, dried or undried, but unground, 
444, Aqpees, ween ewes. 
445. A 


mn. 
446, Alizarine, natural, 
447. Alizarine. artificial. 


. the necessaries of life in use by the great majority _ 
of tes peeahneme have no favors extended to them, I am opposed in 
this manner to extending favors to the manufacturers, whose produc- 
tions are already heavily protected. 
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The amount of duty collected on these articles in 1887 was $822,- 
704.33. That was the amount of duties collected under the paragraph, 
whereas the duty upon cotton-ties used in the great industry of the 
production of 7,000,000 bales of cotton was only $346,000, and that is 
retained, whilst the duty upon the cotton-bagging with which the cot- 
ton is prepared for market amounts to $900,000. In the one case it is 
more than twice as great, and in the other it isalmostas great. These 
duties are retained upon the cotton industry, and $822,000 is to be 
given to this little industry of the people who manufacture what are 
called notions, bonnets, head-gear, etc., for the ornamentation of the 
women of our country. 

Now, sir, if we undertake to treat people fairly we must put these 
articles upon the dutiable-list. Itis true we do not need the duty, but 
to take it off accommodates nobody except the manufacturers of these 
articles, as I have stated, whose productions are already heavily pro- 
tected, and I therefore move to add at the close of line 1943: 

Shall pay a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 
from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
proposed to add: 

Shall pay a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

So as to read: 

Braids, plaits, flats, laces, and similar manufactures suitable for making or 
ornamenting hats, bonnets, and hoods, composed of straw, chip, grass, palm- 
leaf, willow, osier, or rattan, shall pay a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why does the Senator from North Carolina propose 
to increase the present rate of duty on these articles? The present rate 
of duty is 20 per cent. ad valorem. Is there any reason why thatshould 
be increased ? 

Mr. VANCE. I will make it 20 per cent. if that will give the Sen- 
ator any aid in voting against it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator’s motion was to make these braids pay 
25 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I will say 20. 

Mr. ALLISON. The present rate being 20, I desired to know why 
he wanted to increase it. 

Mr. VANCE. That was an oversight. I thought 25 per cent. was 
the present duty and I wanted to retain the duty. I will conform my 


motion to the suggestion of the Senator and make it 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
stated 


In paragraph 487, at the end of line 1943, it is 


The amendment as modified will be 


The Cuizr CLerK. In paragraph 487, at the end of line 1943, it is 
proposed to add: 
Shall pay a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. ALLISON. The only reason of the committee in putting these 
articles upon the free-list was that they are not made in this country 
at all, and can not be, and of course will not be. 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], however, is in exact 
accord with all the manufacturers thai I know of in this country who 
use this raw material. I think without exception they have insisted 
that this duty shall remain, because the business of manufacturing 
straw hats, bonnets, etc., is a business confined to a very few persons, 
and they have a very good arrangement respecting their method of 
manufacture, the mode of selling the goods, etc. They want this duty 
retained. They are in therough accord with the Senator from North 
Carolina. The committee believe that if this raw material is brought 
in free, the result will be to diffuse and disseminate this manufacture 
far beyond what: it now is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The consistency of some of the Senators upon the 
other side is well illustrated by the amendment now offered by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. There is not a man, woman, or child in the 
United States who does not use at some season of the year the articles 
which are made from the braids and plaits which are covered by the 
paragraph now under consideration. These braids and plaits can not 

made in the United States, have never been made here, and never 
will be made here. The duty is simply a revenue duty which adds to 
the cost of every straw hat or bonnet worn by every woman and child 
in the United States 20 per cent. ad valorem, and the Senator from 


North Carolina, ing with the manufacturers in this case who de- 
sire to confine the busi to their own limits, as the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLIson] has well said, seeks to impose upon the people of 
the United States a ess and un 


necessary tax, and therefore I believe 
an unjust tax, according to Democratic authority, upon this article of 
common consumption. 

Mr. VANCE. I donot know that we have hit upon any article that 
better illustrates the difference between Senators on the other side and 
myself. Thisis auseless and unnecessary tax, the Senator says. Why ? 
Because the tax when collected is not divided with some manufacturer 
in this country, but every dollar of it into the Treasury. There- 
fore it is useless and unnecessary and unjust. I have no doubt but 
that the Senator is perfectly sincere in that declaration. That the Con- 
gress of the United States should undertake in the exercise of its con- 









stitutional powers to levy money upon the people that all goes into the 
Treasury is something outrageous, I admit, in their estimation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The memory of the Senator from North Carolina 
must be exceedingly short. In the first statement he made upon this 
question he stated that he proposed to put this duty on because it was 
only the manufacturers who wanted the article free, that it was for 
their benefit to have it free. 

Mr. VANCE. I did not say that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now he says it all goesinto the Treasury and is no 
benefit to the manufacturers at all. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator should quote me correctly. The Senator 
could hardly have understood me that way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Recorp will show. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; the Record will show. I said it was for 
nothing but to accommodate the manufacturers. I did not know 
whether they had entcred into that private arrangement that has been 
going on all the time before the subcommittee of the Committee on Fi- 
nance and made their wishes known. They did not do me the honor 
to consult me aboutit. I presume, of course, if they came here they 
went to the subcommittee and made their wants known there. I 
know that this clause will help them, there being no reduction in the 
duty on the articles which they manufacture, and I know that the fur- 
nishing to them of the raw material free will increase their profits, 
That is as plain asany proposition in arithmetic could be made. 

The whole theory of this free-list, I admit, is contrary to my ideas 
of what a free-list ought to be. The putting of spices and pepper and 
all these things that can not be produced in our country on the free- 
list I think was a departure from the true principles of taxation. I 
think those things the duty upon which was all revenue should be 
the things which should be made to assist in bearing the taxation in 
this country, and I am opposed, and have so announced again and 
again, to increasing the free-list with those things which can not be 
produced in this country, for the reason that the revenue all goes into 
the Treasury. 

I am not sufficiently acquainted with the process of manufacturing 
these articles to know whether the manufacturers really desire the duty 
retained or not. I have never heard them say so, and there is nothing 
that I have seen in the testimony taken before the subcommittee which 
indicates their desire in this regard, though it may have been taken 
and may be there and I may not have seen it, and I do not assert that 
it is not there; but I do know very well, to repeat myself, that the 
furnishing free of this raw material to these manufacturers without any 
reduction in the duties upon their goods must inure to their benefit, 
and in all probability will not inure to the benefit of anybody else. 

Mr. VEST. When paragraph 336, under the flax, hemp, and jute 
schedule, which embraces neck-rufflings and ruchings made of cotton, 
was under consideration, I moved to put it back under the basket 
clause instead of having it at 50 per cent. ad valorem, as it is now in 
this bill, and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] reminded 
me that I was very inconsistent in that I proposed to decrease the duty 
upon an article of luxury; and when reminded of the fact, which he 
admitted, that those articles of cheap cotton manufacture were used 
by people in moderate circumstances and the poorer classes in the 
United States, he said still they were articles of luxury and he was sur- 
prised that I wanted to decrease the duty upon them. Now, here isan 
article of pure Juxury, ‘‘ braids, plaits, flats, laces, and similar manu- 
factures suitable for making or ornamenting hats, bonnets, etc.,’’ put 
upon the free-list. 

Mr. JONES, ot Arkansas. I simply rise for the purpose of suggest- 
ing to my friend from Missouri that there is a marked difference be- 
tween these two items. The article of ruchings when it comes in, 
comes in, I presume, for consumption by the people. There is no rea- 
son from the standpoint of this committee why on anything intended 
for the consumers in this country the tariff should be reduced, or that 
goods should be allowed to come in cheap; but when a similar article 
intended to be consumed by the manufacturer comes in the duty 
should be reduced, by their theory. What is intended to be consumed 
by the people or intended to go simply into the hands of the people 
all over the country instead of the manufacturers is to be taxed higher, 
while the articles to be consumed by the manufacturers must come in 
free. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to learn both from the Senator from 
Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas what they understand ‘‘ braids, 
plaits, flats, and laces’’ to be made from ? 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt in the world that the laces that are 
spoken of here are what are called the straw laces, laces made out of 
articles of that sort; but that does not prevent their being articles of 
luxury. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly the Senator from Arkansas does not un- 
derstand it in that way. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I made the point that the difference in 
the action of the committee depended upon who was to be the con- 
sumer of any given article; that on those things which are introduced 
for the purpose of being consumed by the manufacturers the tax is re- 
duced, but when any article similar in character, which is a luxury in 
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itself, is introduced for the purpose of being consumed directly by the 
people they want to increase the tax instead of decreasing it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In answer to that statement, if the Senator from 
Missouri will pardon me, I will say as to these articles ‘‘ braids, plaits, 
flats, laces, and similar manufactures suitable for making or ornament- 
ing hats, bonnets, ete.,’’ if the duty is taken off the raw material out 
of which they are made, as has been suggested by the Senator from 
Iowa, it is supposed that the result will be to diversify the mannfact- 
ure and create a wider competition in reference to it, and take it ont 
of the contro] of the few manufacturers who are engaged in it now. 

Mr. VEST. The very same argument would be equally as forcible 
in regard to any other raw material; and yet when we come to flax 
we are met with opposition to putting it on the free-list, and we have 
been voted down in this Chamber when we attempted to do it; and 
yet flax is nsed for articles of absolute necessity. Here are articles of 
simple and pure luxury for ornaments—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Do you call straw-braid a luxury? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator hardly expects me to answer a question 
of that sort when the clause is right before him. What is in this 
clause? 

Braids, plaits, flats, laces, and similar manufactures suitable for making— 

Now, if it stopped there my friend from Iowa would have a right to 
interject his statement; but it proceeds— 
or ornamenting hats, bonnets, and hoods, composed of straw, chip, grass, palm- 
leaf, willow, osier, or rattan. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator said these articles werearticles of pure 
luxury. Thegreat majority of them are articles of necessity. 

Mr. VEST. In commencing my few remarks I alluded particularly 


to laces for ornamentation, and I say they are purely articles of luxury.. 


Is there any limitation in this ph upon articles of luxury or 
ornamentation? What is the operation of this? Take a gentleman 
like Mr. Wanamaker, who has the largest establishment in the United 
States, and has a department of it which is devoted to this i 
manufacture of hats, ornamented hats, hoods, ete.; what is the result 
of this? Mr. Wanamaker gets these articles to be used in ornamenta- 
tion free. It assists him in his business; it is directly in his interest. 
Bat when I propose to reduce the duty on neck-ruffling and ruchings, 
which I con are not articles of necessity, but which the servant- 
girls and the poorer classes—for they are generally very use 
for ornamenting their persons (which they have a perfect right to do), 
I am met by the statement on the other side, “‘Oh, that isan articleof 
luxury and you must not decrease theduties uponit!’’ Itshows with 
what sort of facility our friends can twist and change their speeches 
and votes when different interests are involved. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The purpose of the committee in fixing the duty 
upon neck-rufflings and composed of cotton, silk, and other 
materials was that those articles should be made in this country by 
American labor and by American manufacturers. The ih now 
under consideration does not contain the description of one arti- 
cle which can be made in the United States, which has ever been made 
in the United States, or which ever will be made in the United States, 

Mr, VANCE. Ishould like to ask the Senator why they can not 
be made bere? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the reason that the straw which growsin the 
United States, owing to our climate, is not fitted to the manufacture 
of these various articles. 

Mr. MORGAN. Can not the straw be imported? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The strawcan not be imported, I will sayin answer 
to the Senator from Alabama, and can not be and brought 
here owing to the frail nature of the straw i The straw is grown 
in China and Japan and Italy. We have never been able to grow a 
single one of these peculiar kinds of straw, owing to dampness or other 
climatic causes in the United States—not one single one of the varie- 
ties of straw which are required to make the articles described in this 


paragraph, 
That being true, eet Se a duty upon them must 
be for revenue, The object of taking off the duty is to reduce the cost 
of straw hats and straw bonnets to the people of the United States. 
If pees —_ the other side say that straw hats ey straw bonnets 
are a luxury, when they are used, as I said before, by every person in 
the United States, then the state of the argument would be changed 
somewhat. But straw hats are not luxuries; they are articles of ne- 
cessity; and the question involved is simply one whether you are will- 
ing, as you claim to be, as you are to be every day, to re- 
duce the cost of an article of universal consumption when the revenue 
is not needed. 

Mr. VANCE. Then I understand that the Senator takes the posi- 
tion that it is his duty to reduce as much as possible the cost of man- 
ufactured goods made in this country to the people? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wherever it can be done without injury to Amer- 
ican industry. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, just so; but whenever it can be done without 
any injury to the pockets of the people who have it to pay, then just 
bring your machine out. That is the position of the Senator. 

I should like to ask the Senator if the laces mentioned here 
not be made in this country, and the flats, whatever they are? 
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Mr. HISCOCK. No, they can not be made in this country. 

Mr. VANCE. What are they composed of? 

Mr. HISCOCK. They are composed of the materials described in 
the after part of the par.graph—composed of straw, chip, grass, palm- 
leaf, willow, osier, or rattan. 

Mr. VANCE. Willow grows in this country. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘Willow or osierorrattan.’’ We know what that 
is. 

Mr. VANCE. Willow and osier both grow in this country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. “Or.” 

Mr. VANCE. ‘Willow or osier;’’ they both grow in this country. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Thatisa peculiar foreign product which is cut fine, 
and which is braided and does not grow in this country. It is some- 
thing that can be stripped fine and braided up. 

Mr. VANCE. Where does it grow? 

Mr. HISCOCK. It comes from China, it comes from Japan, and 
comes from a great many points; but it is not grown here. 

Mr. VANCE. Does not the Senator admit that enough protection 
would overcome the edicts of and that we could w it allin 
this country if we made the duty high enough? [Laughter.] If it 
grows in Japan, that is pretty much on the latitude of the State in 
which I live. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We are not in favor of protecting oranges so that 
they can be 1aised in New York. 

Mr.VANCE. Unless they can be raised in New York. It comes 
simply down to this, that this will inure to the benefit of the manu- 
facturers, as I have said before. It cheapens their raw material, and 
every dollar of money that has heretofore been paid, or that will con- 
tinue to be paid if the law is not to be changed, asa duty upon these 
articles will go into the Treasury for the common benefit and none of it 
will go into the pockets of the Senator’s constituents. Therefore I 
think it ought to be restored to the dutiable-list and we ought to reduce 
the revenue by bringing down the duty upon objectsof prime necessity 
which are now so heavily taxed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ported. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 1943 itis proposed to add: 

Shall pay a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
gent em VP ee, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

roll. : 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from [Mr. Dotrx]. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the sen- 
ior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. 


} ). Tam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLoms]. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when mame was called). I am paired 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. MORRILL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Harris] to the Senator from Colorado, {Mr. Bowen, ] and 
vote “‘nay.’’ 


The amendment will be again re- 


; 


IN (after having voted in the negative). If a quorum 

will withdraw my vote. 

ENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa wish to 
I ; liberty in order te make 

N. Iam at li to vote in o to a m. 

tempore. No quorum is a 

; ery well. ‘Then Lwtll allow say vote to stand. 

I vote “ , 

t was 


sige 
> Ene 
up 


ney 
Fi 


0. 


i 


? 
eas 13, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—13. 


F garg 


A 











NAYS—20. 

Aldrich, Gorman, Morrill, Sherman, 
Allison, Hiseoek, Paddock, Spooner, 
Chace Hoar, Palmer, Stewart, 
Chandler, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Frye, ; Sawyer, Teller. 

ABSENT—43. 
Beck, Daniel outed, 
Blackburn, Davis, Hearst, yn cl 
Blair, “ ee, Jonesof Sones, Se —— 
Blodge ’ nes of Nevada, <a 
Bowen, uaede. Kenna, Sabin, ' 
Butler, Evarts, McPherson, Stanford, 
Call, Farwell, Manderson, Vest, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Morgan, Voorh 
Cockrell, Gray, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa. 
Colquitt, Hale, Payne, Wilson of Md, 
Cullom, rris, Plumb, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being ascertained by the state of 
the vote that a quorum is not present, the Secretary will call the roll 
of the Senate. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allison, atin, Manderson, Spooner, 
Bate, Farwell, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Berry, Faulkner, Morgan, Stockbridge 
Blair, e, Morrill, Teller, 
Brown, George, Paddock, Turpie, 
Chace, Gibson, Palmer, Vance, 
Chandler, Gray, Payne, Vest, 

' Hampton, Platt, Walthall, 
Coke, H Reagan, Wilson of Iowa. 
Colq' Hoar, tt 
Cullom, Ingalls, wyer, 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. Is there objection to dispensing with further proceed- 
ings under the call? The Chair hears none. The roll will be called 


oe agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina 
Mr. VANCE : 
Mr. ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator from North Carolina, the 


state of the vote having been disclosed, to withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr, VANCE. The roll-call, so far as it has proceeded, I suppose will 
stand upon the record ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the proceedings that have heen 


taken are j ized and recorded. 
Mr. VANCE. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 


asks unanimous consent to withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 
The Chair hears no objection. The question recurs upon agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senater from North Carolina. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. It is very true, as has been stated by the Senator from 
New York and the Senator from Rhode Island, that the raw material 
in the shape of straw may not be produced in this country, but it is 
also very true that the of this material when brought in for the 
making or ornamenting of hats, bonnets, etc., constitutes the peint 
in this item. Thatis the American labor that isin the product. The 
part of this paragraph that I object to is that part which puts upon 
the free-list these articles used for ornamentation. I therefore move, 
in line 1941, to strike out the words “‘or ornamenting.’’ The para- 
graph would then read: 

Braids, plaits, flats, Joven, and similar manufactures suitable for making hats, 
bonnets, and hoods, ete. 

That answers the arguments of Senators upon the other side who ask 
us if straw hats and straw bonnets are not necessaries. Admitting 
that they are, I propose to change this paragraph so that the material 
for making these hats and bonnets may come in free, but not the ma- 
terial for ornamenting them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

TheSecretary. In ph 487, line 1941, after the word ‘‘mak- 
ing,” it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘or ornamenting;’’ so as to 
read: 

Brai laces, and similar manufactures suitable for ng 
bonnets, and a Ss mposed of straw, chip, grass, palm-leaf, ion ae 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the amendment offered by the Sen- 
.ator from Missouri is material. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called on agreeing 
to the amendment. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from [Mr. Dotpx]. 

Mr. FAR (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 


Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 
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Iam paired with 





Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 

the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLAcKBURN]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer the pair I 
have with the Senator from Tennessee [Mtr HARRI] to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Bowen], and vote ‘‘nay.’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. SAnry] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. McPHERson], but will transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Haney and vote ‘ * nay.’ 

Mr. VEST. I announce my pair with the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Piums]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—18, 
Bate, Frye, Morgan, Vance, 
Berry, George, Payne, Walthall, 
Brown, Gorman, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Gray, Sauisbury, 
Eustis, Hampton, Turpie, 

NAYS—19, 

Aldrich, Davis, Paddock, Stewart, 
Allison, Edmunds mer, Stoekbridge, 
Chace, Evarts, Piatt, Teller, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Morrill, Spooner, 

ABSENT—39, 
Beck, Daniel, Hoar, Pugh, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Ingalls, Quay, 
Blair, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, . 
Blodgett, eil, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Kenna, Sabin, 
Butler, Gibson, McPherson, Sherman, 
Call, Hale, Mande Stanford 
Cameron, Harris, Mitchell, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pasco, Voorhees 
Colquitt, Hearst, Plumb, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call disclosing the absence 
of a quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roi], and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Evarts, Jonesof Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Farwell, Manderson, pooner, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Frye, Morgan, Teller, 
Brown, George, Morrill, Turpie, 

Cc " Gibson, Paddock, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Palmer, Vest, 

Coke, Gray, Payne, Walthall, 
Colquit, Hampton, Piatt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Piumb, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Hoar, Pugh, 

Edmunds, Ingalls, Reagan, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum being present, the Secretary will call the 
roll on the question of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri consent to with- 
draw his call for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. VEST. The Senator had better consent to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLrx}. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was calied). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [ Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Quay}. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer the pair I 
have with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and vote *‘ nay.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 


Tam paired with the 


I am paired with 


YEAS—20. 
Bate, Frye, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Berry, George, Morgan, Vance, 
Brown, Gibson, Payne, Vest, 
Coke, Gorman, Reagan, Walthall, 
Eustis, Hampton, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—21. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Allison, Evarts, Piatt, Teller, 

Hiscock, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Morrill, Spooner, 
Davis, Paddock, Stewart, 
ABSENT—3. 

Beck, Bowen, Cockrell, Dolph, 
Blackburn, Butler, Colquitt, Farwell, 
Blair, ‘ iei, Faulkner, 
Blodgett, Cameron, Dawes, ray, 
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Hale, Ingalls, Pasco, Sabin, 
Harris, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Sherman 
Hawley, Kenna, Quay, Standford, 
Hearst, McPherson, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Hoar, Manderson, Riddleberger, 

So the amendment was rejected. ; ; 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading will proceed. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
488. Brazilian pebbles, zough or unmanufactured. 
489. Breccia, in blocks or slabs. 
490. Bristies, raw or unmanufactured. 
491. Bromine, 
Bullion, gold or silver. 
Bulbs and bulbous roots, not edible. 

494. Burgundy pitch, 

495. Cabinets of old coins and medals, and other collections of anti 
but the term “antiquities” as used in this act shall include only such 
are suitable for souvenirs or cabinet collections, and which shall 
duced at any period prior to the seventeenth century. 

4%. Cadmium, 

497. Calamine. 

498, Camphor, crude. 

499, Castor or castoreum. 

500, Cassia, cassia vera, and cassia-buds, unground. 

5OL. Ca tgut, whip-gut, or worm-gut, unmanufactured, or not further manu- 
factured than in strings or cord. 

502. Cerium, 

508. Chalk, unmanufactured. 

SM. Charcoal. 

505. Chicory-root, raw, dried, or undried, but unground, 

506. Cinnamon, and chips of, unground. 

07. Civet, crude. 

508, Cloves and clove stems, unground. 

509. Coal, anthracite. 

510. Coal slack or culm, such as will pass through a half-inch screen. 


Mr. ALLISON, I move to strike out pee 510. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SmcRETARY. It is preposed to strike out paragraph 510, in the 
following words: 


510. Coal slack or culm, such as os pass through a half-inch screen. 
The amendment was 


The PRESIDENT pro Coan. The Secretary will proceed with the 
reading. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

5il. Coal stores of American vessels; but none shall be unloaded. 

512. Coal-tar, crude. 

513. Cobalt and cobalt ore. 

514, Coconlus indicus. 

515, Cochineal, 

516, come, or cacao, crude, and fiber, leaves, and shells of. 

517. Coffee 

518. Coins, gold, silver, and copper. 

519. Coir, and coir yarn, 

520, Copper, old, taken from the a of American vessels compelled by 
marine disaster to — in foreign po’ 

Hak. Copper, when imported for the’ United States Mint. 

22. Coral, marine, uncut, and unmanufactured. 

52: 3, Cork-wood, or cork-bark, unmanufactured. 

524. Cotton, and cotton-waste or flocks, 

525. © ryolite, or kryolith. 

26. Cudbear. 

527. Curling-stones, or quoits, and curling-stone handles. 

528. Currants, Zante, or other dried, 

629. Curr and curry-powder. 

5a0, Cuteh. 

531. Cuttle-fish bone. 

532. Dandelion roots, raw, dried, or undried, but unground. 

533. Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut (notincluding pearls), 
and diamond dust or bort, 


Mr. VANCE. In paragraph 533, I move to add, at the close of line 
2003, the words ‘‘ shall pay a duty of 25 per cent.’ ‘'so that all diamonds 
uncut will be in the same position in which I attempted to put diamonds 
cut and unset. As to the question of revenue and the danger of smug- 
gling, I can only say thatif people succeed in smuggling every unset dia- 
mond that is brought to this country from any portion of the world, we 
shall not lose any more revenue than we do now when they come in free, 
and I see no reason why they should be on the free-list. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
‘The Curzr CLERK. It is proposed to add to paragraph 533: 
Shall pay a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem. 
So as to read: 
Jiamonds and 
ena ai Soneadl Gana sete ah eco eo a 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 
Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
I am paired with the 


492, 
493. 


uities; 
es as 
have been pro- 


Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooruEzs]}. I make the announce- 
ment for the day. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who is to be absent dur- 
ing the evening. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr, DoLpH]. I make this announcement for the 


rest of the afternoon. 
Mr, FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 


the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 
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Mr. MORRILL (when a meena aaa a 


I transfer the pair I 
have with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr » HARRIS] to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
16, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 

aa Steen, = | ae 

, ray, % ance, 
Coke, : . ~~ Walthall, 
George, Jones of Arkansas, Sau Wilson of Md. 

NAYS—20, 

Aldrich, Dawes, Hiscock, Platt, 
Allison, Edmunds, Morrill, Sawyer, 
Chace, Eustis, Paddock, Stewart, 
Cullom, Evarts, Palmer, lier, 

b Frye, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—40. 
Blackb Col + fee + 
urn. u oar, m, 
Blair, ° Daniel, ngalls, Riddleberger, 
Blodgett, Dolph Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Bowen, Farwell, enna, Sherman, 
Brown, Faulkner, McPherson, r, 
Gall —- Mitchell, ° Stock brid 
e ge, 
Cameron, Harris, Vv 
Chandler Hawley, Plumb, Vv 
The PRESIDENT pro re. It appears by the roll-call that a 

quorum is not present. will call the roll of the Senate. 


The 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Eustis, Ingalls, yews 2 
Bate, Evar'is, Jonesof Arkansas, 

Berry, Farwell, Manderson, Teller 
Chace, Faulkner, Morgan, Turpie, 
Chandler, Fiye, Morrill, Vance, 
Cockrell, George, I ‘aidock, Vest, 

Coke, Gibson, Payee, Walthall 

Col quitt, Gorman, Patt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Gray, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Hampton, Pugh, 

Dawes, Hiscock, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-six Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary will again call 


the roll upon the question of agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr, VANCE]. 
Lag Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. COCKRELL (when hisname wascalled). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY Yl. 
Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. BowEN], and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
14, nays 25; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—14. 
Reagan Walthall, 
ol Haxxpton, Turpie, Wilson of Ma, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, V amet, 
George, Morgan, Vest, 
NAYS—25. 
= i see 
Chace, Paddock, Teller, 
Chandler, Frye, Payne, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Gorman, latt, 
Davis, Hale, Plumb, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—37. 
Hinck Danke” Kenna, Nevada, ee. 
cPherson, Saulsbur vy, 
Blodget wy Saaees Mitchell, ° Stanford’ 
Brown, Gibson, ” mer, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Harris, Voorhees. 
Call, Hawley, Pugh, 
Cockrell,” Hoar, ¢ Tze. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend SS 8 ee 
striking out the wordsin parentheses, ‘ uding pearls,’’ and in- 
serting ‘‘ including glaziers’ and engravers’ diamonds not set.”’ 

The PRESIDE tee The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment the Senator from Iowa. 


The amen sainh wan senna as 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move to strike out paragraph 534. 

Mr. VANCE. I did not hear the amendment just adopted, What 
was it? ‘I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated, 
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The Curer CLERK. In line 2003 strike out the words “‘ not* includ- 
ing pearls’’ and insert ‘‘ including glaziers’ and engravers’ diamonds 
not set;’’ so as to read: 

Diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut (including glaziers’ and 
engravers’ diamonds not set), and diamond dust or bort. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from North Carolina that 
pearls are not regarded as precious stones, and that glaziers’ diamonds 
and engravers’ diamonds unset should be on the free-list too. 

Mr. VANCE. What will the Senator do with the next paragraph, 
paragraph 534? 

Mr. ALLISON. The next paragraph I move to strike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken 
out will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 534 in 
the following words: 

534. Diamonds set for glaziers’ use,and diamonds set as pencils or drills for 
engravers’ use, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. VEST. The effect of that would be to let in under pone 
533 diamonds and other precious stones, rough or uncut, and diamond 
dust or bort, which might be brought in simply as articles of luxury, 
while paragraph 534 includes diamonds set for glaziers’ use and dia- 
monds used in pencils or drills for engravers’ use, which is about the 
only useful thing connected with diamonds, and that the Senator from 
Iowa proposes to strike out. 

Mr. FRYE. He inserts that in the preceding paragraph. 

Mr. VEST. If I understood the Senator from Iowa in his amend- 
ment to paragraph 533 he*simply put in diamonds for glaziers’ use 
unset. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. In paragraph 534 they are set as an implement of trade, 
as an industry, and he takes thatout of the free-list, but leaves precious 
stones, which may be diamonds not used for any mechanical purpose, 
to come in free. 

Mr. ALLISON. Precious stones rough or uncut. 

Mr. VEST. They may be used by glaziers or even for ornament if 
they are uncut. Under ph 533 they would come in free. 

Mr. ALLISON. They can not be used for ornaments until they are 
wrought or cut. 

Mr. VEST. I understand, but still the uncut diamond to be used 
as an ornament comes in free under paragraph 533, and when you strike 
out paragraph 534 you strike out the implements in an industry used 
by jewelers in their business. 

Mr. ALLISON. We admit diamonds, unset, for glaziers and for en- 
gravers, free of duty. The work of setting diamonds for glaziers ix an 
industry as much as any other industry. There is noreason why they 
should come in free. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that very well, but why should we dis- 
criminate against an implement of industry and still let in the uncut 
diamond for ornament? That is the point I make. 

Mr. ALLISON. We do not discriminate in either case. 

Mr. VEST. You take that off the free-list, but you leave uncut 
diamonds, whieh may be used for jewelry, on the free-list. 

Mr. ALLISON. We manufacture these diamonds; we set them for 
engravers and for glaziers. It is as much a business in this country as 
making nails, and there is no reason why these articles should be on 
the free-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to strike out para- 
graph 534. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro 

The Cater CLERK. 
the following words: 

534. Diamonds set for glaziers’ use, and diamonds sect as pencils or drills for 
engravers’ use, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
strike out this paragraph. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to know what becomes of paragraph 533. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read as it has been amended. 

The Cuiter CLERK. Paragraph 533 has been amended so as to read: 

Diamonds and other precious ugh » 
engravers’ diamonds a set), a eaion: dust — = eran 

Mr. VEST. That is used for jewelry, and it is free. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought we had put the duty on those diamonds 
at 10 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
monds. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought we put the duty on cut diamonds at 25 
percent. We tried to do that at least. 

ro HISCOCK. We have not touched the article of uncut diamonds 
at 


. The ph will be again read. 
It is proposed to strike out paragraph 534 in 


That was on cut diamonds. These are uncut dia- 


protracted preservation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The reading of the substitute will 
Ih 535, 


be resumed at p ; 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

= ee 

587. ae oma as barks, beans, berries, balsams, buds, bulbs, and bulbous 
roots, exerescences such as nut-galls, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, and dried in- 
sects, grains, gums, and gum-resin, herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, roots, 
and stems, spices, vegetables, seeds aromatic, and seeds of morbid growth, 
weeds, and woods used expressly for dyeing—any of the foregoing which are 
not edible and are in a crude state, and not advanced in value or condition by 
refining or grinding, or by other process of manufacture, and not specially enu- 
merated or provided for in this act. 

538. Eggs of birds and fowls, and of fish and insects, and egg-yelks, unmanu- 
factured. 

539. Emery ore. 

540. Ergot. 
541. Fans, common palm-leaf, and palm-leaf, unmanufactured. 
542, Farina. 
543. Fashion-plates, engraved on steel or copper or on wood, colored or plain. 
. Feathers and downs of all kinds, crude and unmanufactured, 
545. Feldspar. 
546, Felt, adhesive, for sheathing vessels, 

547. Fibrin, in all forms. 

548. Fibers and grasses.—China-grass. 

549. Istle or Tampico fiber. 

550. Jute. 

551. Jute-butts. 

552. Manilla. 

553. Ramie. 

554. Sisal-grass. 

555. Sunn. 

556. And all other textile grasses or fibrous vegetable substances, unmanu- 
factured or undressed, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 

557. Fish, fresh, except when frozen or packed in ice, or otherwise prepared by 
any process, for preservation. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘I should like to have some explanation of paragraph 
557. It seems to me, if I read it aright, that it is a sort of a false pre- 
tense. Certainly under that provision no fish could be imported into 
this country practically, certainly not except in very cold weather, un- 
less a man might land fish in one day from Canada to Maine or New 
Hampshire. But generally speaking, fish could not be transported in 
the fresh state except when frozen or packed ih ice to any distance, 
which would make their importation a matter of importance. 

I should think it would be better to strike out the words ‘‘ except 
when frozen or packed in ice,’’ and let the paragraph apply, ifatall, to 
those fish which might be prepared by some process distinctively for 
I move to strike out the paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CureF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out paragraph 557 in 
the following words: 

557. Fish, fresh,except when frozen or packed in ice,or otherwise prepared 
by any process, for preservation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Does the Senator from Kansas move to 
strike out the entire paragraph? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; I move to strike it out. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator to strike out all 
after the word ‘‘fresh’’ in the paragraph, so as to leave fresh fish on the 
free-list. 

Mr. PUGH. Strike out the exception. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that. That will accomplish 
my purpose. I only wanted to have the paragraph free from the re- 
proach that I think attaches to it in its present condition. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Strike out the words “‘except when.”’ 


Mr. PLUMB. [I accept the suggestion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will ‘be stated as 
modified. 


The CHIEF CLERK. In the first line of paragraph 557 it is proposed 
to strike out the words ‘‘ except when;’’ so as to read: 


Fish, fresh, frozen, or packed in ice, or otherwise prepared by any process 
for preservation. 


Mr. PLUMB, No; strikeoutall after the word “‘ fresh.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. No; I suggest to strike out the words 
‘except when.’’ 

Mr. GRAY. TheSenator from Arkansas might have suggested to 
strike out the words ‘‘ or otherwise prepared by any process for preser- 
vation.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. That would include salt fish? 

Mr. GRAY. That would include salt fish. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike outall after the word “‘fresh.’’ 

Mr. VANCE and Mr. VEST. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated as modified. 

The Cater CLERK. In the first line of paragraph 557, after the 
word ‘‘fresh,’’ it is proposed to strike out the words: 


Except when frozen or packed in ice, or otherwise prepared by any process, 
for preservation, 


So as to read: 

557. Fish, fresh. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will move to transpose the rest of the clause if the 
amendment should be carried. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. PLuMB]. [Putting the 
question.] By the sound the ayes appear to have it. 
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Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays. Mr. EVARTS. I move that we do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks| The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be mochietion, further pro- 
that on this question the yeas and nays may be entered upon the | ceedings under the call will be dispensed with. The Senator from 
Journal. New York [Mr. Evarts] moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. I withdraw the call. Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from New York allow me to offer 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘The call is withdrawn. a resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the yeas and nays is The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
withdrawn. ield? 

Mr. HALE. What was the announcement? , Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Missouri called SOMERVILLE, MASS., POST-OFFICE. 


for the yeas and nays; but subsequently withdrew the call. 
Mr. HALE. What was the announcement by the Chair? — pence + I offer a a. for present es ze 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the amendment by the sound | ..¢iiuee ered by unanimous concent, 


appeared to be agreed to. Resoleed, P saieaid te the Sen 
Mr, HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays upon it. oan ees ems cue Poctmaatee- Denaeet ~~ - 
rr : all leases of buildings or paris ofband buildin 3 for the use of the post- 
Che yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call | office fn Somerville, Mass., enema since the Ist day of December, 1887, and of 


the roll. : with the Department or any officer thereof since said date 
Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired with | ©"°ering the same. 


the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. I should vote “‘ yea” LOAN OF FLAGS TD) INAUGURAL COMMITIER. 
if he were present. Mr. COCKRELL. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
Mr. DOLPH (when his name was called). I am paired for the rest | the Senate passed the joint resolution (H. Res. 246) authorizing the 
of the day with the junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLqurtr]. Seeretary of War to loan to the committee on inaugural ceremonies 
Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the | flags, etc. It was passed the other morning, and atthe time I called 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. the attention of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to the 
Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called). I am paired for the | language of it; that it was too wide. He has ascertained by sending 
day with the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. Srock BRIDGE]. to the Department that certain amendments are necessary. I enter a 
Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- | motion to reconsider, and ask that an order be made for the House of 
tor from Illinois [Mr.Cuntiom]. I will transfer that pair to the Sena- | Representatives to return the joint resolution to the Senate. 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGe], at his request, and vote ‘* yea.” The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the time elapsed within which 
Mr. MORRLLL (when his name was called). I transfermy pair with | a reconsideration can be moved ? 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to the Senator from Col- Mr. COCKRELL. It has not. 
orado [Mr. BowEn], and vote “ nay.”’ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion will be entered, accom- 
Mr, PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the | panied with a request to the House of ne, re eee to return the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstrs]. joint resolution, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
The roll-call was concluded. ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. PAYNE, Mycolleague [Mr. Srrrman}], ee os Mr. EVARTS. I renew the motion to adjourn. 


does not appear to be present, and not knowing how he would vote, I Mr. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator from New York to with- 
refrain from voting. i i mak 
Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut inte See ee eee 
[Mr. Haw ey], and the Senator from Towa [Mr. ALLtson], I believe, Mr. EVARTS. I prefer to insist on the motion to adjourn. 
is paired with the Senator from New Jersey {[Mr. McPHErson]. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey | that the Senate do now 
{[Mr. McPHrxson }. The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 


Mr. COCKRELL. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from | ;ourned : uarv ; 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- ey eee eee fue We Oy ee 


PHEKSON }, so that both the Senator from Iowa and myself may vote. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have already voted, inadvertently; so that the 
Senator can vote. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then the Senator’s vote maystand. Ivete ‘‘yea.”’ 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mi. BLacKBuRN]. 
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 18; as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 10, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W 
H. MILBurn, D. D. 


YEAS~is. The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

Bate, Gibeon, Eimsb, Vest, : ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Serry, ray, us althall, Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
rane natal daaidite merge wWanen of Bah. journ; and pending that, I move that when the House adjourns to- 
Coke, Morgan, Vance, day it be to meet on Saturday next. 

NAYS—138. The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 3, 

Aldrich, Evarts, Morrill, Stewart, noes 28. 

Allison, Frye, Paes, Teller, Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 
ee, _— ae. Wilson of Iowa. Mr. WEAVER and Mr. Crisp were appointed tellers. 
eeaeaaet een Gpeunen The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes none, noes 

, ’ , 62. 
ABSENT—40 
Mr. WEAVER (one of the tellers). No quorum. 

a pects, nee’ oe Mr. CRISP. I move a call of the House. 

Biatr, Doiph. Hoar, Ransom, The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted, and the gentleman from 

tt, galls, ’ 

owen, — Jones of Nevada, Sabin, —_ ae 1 of the House. 

Butler, Farwell, Kenna, Sau . o ouse was ordered. 

Call, Faulkner, McPherson, Sherman, The roll was called, when the following members failed to answer to 
Cameron, Gost, “s their names: 

Gutlom, aris,” | —~Sm ne Allen, Miss, Cooper, Ketcham, Plumb, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It appears by the roll-call that a : an, : . 
quorum is not present. The Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. | Barry: De = seapwed, 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered : ; : : 
Bingham, y Seney, 

to their names: Boutelle, Felton, MecCullogh, ws 
ae, —_ sinoae, a. Breckinridge, Ark. Ford, Milliken. y Snyder, 

ison, munds, ; Browne,T.H.B., Va.Gay, Mills, ola, 

Bate, Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 

Sony, Farwell, Morgan, Teller, ae. = —— a 
oe — ner, —— — — Buckalew, Georomen, Norwood, Thompson, Ohio 
Chandler, Gibson, Palmer, | Vest, ' on ad Haya O'Neatl’ Ind. Whittherne. 
Cockrell Gorman Payne, Wilson of Iowa, Butler, Hayden, . A — ; 
io. Gus. Platt, Wilson of Md. eee Aate a. C. O'Neill, Mo. eee 

Sneren, Hampton, Plumb, Clardy, Hitt, Parker, Wilkins, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-nine Senators have answered Collins, Hovey Pholon Woodburn 
to their names. A quorum is present. Compton, Jones, Phelps, 
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The following members were absent on leave: 


Bowden, Fi Lyman, Parker, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Guenther, Maffett, Perry, 
Carlton, Gay, Mahoney, Thomas, Ky. 
Caruth, Granger, Moffitt, Whitthorne, 
Caswell, Hooker, Neal, 
Dougherty, Laird, Penington, 

After the second call, 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR said: I ask that my colleague, Mr. Wick- 
HAM, who is absent sick, be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the names of the absentees 
to be called, and as they are called excuses can then be made. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The gentleman will state it. 
I wish to know whether this is the first or thesec- 


This is the second call. 

How many calls do we have on a call of the House? 

The Chair will state that the second call of the roll 
Pp , the names of the absentees being called for excuses. 

The Clerk will proceed with the call. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, the question I put to the Chair was 
whether this was the first or the secund time the Clerk has called the 
roll? I understood the Chair to announce that this is the second call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And I wish to know whether this is a call for the 
offering of excuses or not? 

The SPEAKER. It is for the offering of excuses. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Because, if I am right in my recollection, I en- 
tered the Hall just as my name was passed, and on a subsequent call 
I answered to my name. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded. 

Mr. TAULBEE. But that is not the point. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will proceed with the call. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll of absentees. 

The SPEAKER (interrupting the call). The Chair finds that the 
gentleman from Kentucky is correct. The attention of the Chair was 
occupied at the time; but the Chair has now ascertained that the Clerk 
had already called the roll twice. 

wine TAULBEE. Then if a third call of the roll is not in order, I 
object. 

The SPEAKER. The call will be suspended. 

Mr. LANHAM. lIask that my colleague, Mr. MILLs, be excused 
on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. HAYDEN, be excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection. 

Pg McSHANE. My colleague, Mr. LAtrpD, is absent, at his home, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska has leave of ab- 


sence. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Hirr, be 
excused for the day, as he was called from the city last night. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I ask that my colleague, Mr. WickHAM, 
be excused, on account of sickness; and also that he be granted leave 
of absence. 

The SPEAKER. The House on this call can not grant leave of ab- 
sence but for the day. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Ohio will be excused for the day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I desire to inquire whether a quorum has appeared. 

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and forty members have answered 
to their names. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 
= question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 58, 
no i. 

So the motion was to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the following order 
be agreed to by the House. be 
order. 


Mr. ROGEKS. 
The SPEAKER. Let it be read. 
Mr. KEAN and others. Regular order. 
oe I hope gentlemen will hear this read before they 
objec 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let us have the regular order. 
shall control this House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. — I was in hopes that the House was ready to trans- 
act business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further count by tellers, 
and the tellers will resume their places. 

After some time spent in the count, 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR said: I have a resolution which I offer as a 
matter of the privilege. 

The SP But the House is now voting. 


No one man 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I understand it is in order to offer it any 
time. 

The SPEAKER. Not while the Hoase is voting. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I understand it is. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will send up the resolution, it 
will be read, and the Chair will decide whether it can be taken up. 

The Clerk read the paper sent up. 

During the reading, 

Mr. TAULBEE said: Mr. Speaker, is that the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has offered it as a matter of the 
highest privilege, and the Chair will have to hear it read to determine 
whether it shall be entertained. 

The reading of the resolution was completed amid much laughter. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair does not think it can be entertained at 
this time. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask unanimous consent that it be adopted. 

Mr. REED. I suggest that the committee proposed by the gentle- 
man from Ohio ought to be made permanent, so as to treat with each 
member as he makes his appearance, because the gentleman is only 
exercising a right which belongs to me and every other member of this 
bod 


y. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not entertain the resolution. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ithink that this resolution——- [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 
lar order !*’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. TAULBEE. [I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the question of privilege. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My question of privilege is, the resolution just 
read is offensive to the House and ought to be taken down by the 
Clerk. [Cries of *‘ Regular order!’’] That its purpose is to reflect 
upon some member of the House who is not named. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any rule or practice of 
the House that requires the Clerk to take down a resolution, except in 
the Journal in the usual way. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
be adopted. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order !’’] 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the vote by tellers. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to ask whether the resolution just read at 


the Clerk’s desk [cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] goes into the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I ask to withhold my remarks for revision. 
[Langhter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The voting will proceed. 

Mr. SOWDEN (at 1 o’clock and 36 minutes p. m.). I move thatthe 
House do now adjourn. It is quite evident that there is no disposition 
to proceed with business, and we may just as well adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers have not reported. 

The tellers reported—ayes none, noes 110. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The motion of Mr. SowWDEN was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 
o’clock and 37 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred asindicated below: 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 12034) granting a pension to Robert 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12035) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Maria L. Hammer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 12036) granting a pension to Peter 
Rowe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12037) granting a pension to Mary D. Craig—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 12038) for the relief of Sarah A. Wilil- 
hite, widow of William H. Willhite, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of Daniel K. Patterson, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the New York Typographical Unions 
No. 6 and No. 98, in favor of the copyright bill—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of heirs of James Ball, late of Milton 
County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Resolutions of the Columbia Turnverein, of Lake 
County, Illinois, against the Blair billi—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Lawrence, Kans., for re- 
bate on tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. GIFFORD: Memorial of citizens of Fall River and Custer 
Counties, Dakota, praying that the White River be made the boundary 
line of a portion of the Great Sioux reservation—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr, D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of J. H. Brown and 23 others, 
citizens of Tripoli, Iowa, for a constitutional amendment to prohibit 
the manufacture, etc., of alcoholic liquors—to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of James M. Crawford, of Rock- 
castle County, Kentucky, for payment of his war claim—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Sarah Willhite, widow of W. H. Will- 
hite, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mary Haney, of Calhoun, Tenn., to be placed on 
the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SENEY: Memorial of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadel- 
phia, favoring the abolition of the internal-revenue system—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of citizens of Oneida County, New York, 
praying that the shipment of alcoholic liquors from the United States 


to heathen countries be stopped—to the Select Committee on the Alco- 
holic Liquor Trafic. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3672) to amend the act giving the 
approval and sanction of Congress te the route and termini of the Ana- 
costia and Potomac River Railroad in the District of Columbia, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 4353) to provide a temporary home for certain persons 
discharged from the United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as appren- 
tices in the United States Navy. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3046) to place James T. Peale on the retired- 
list of the United States Army, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval 


Academy, reported it without amexdment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 
































BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. STANFORD intreduced a joint resolution (S. R. 128) appoint- 
ing James A. Waymire, of California, a manager for the national 
homes for disabled soldiers, to fill the vacancy caused by the death of 
William Blanding; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 3806) to provide for the purchase 
and preservation of the historic site of Fort Gage, in Randolph County, 
Illinois: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate preceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
are and simplify the laws in —— to the collection of — - 
enue, the pending question being on amendment proposed by Mr. 
PLuMB, in the first line of paragraph 557, under the heading ‘‘free- 
list,”’ after the word “‘fresh,’’ to strike out: 


Except when frozen or packed in ice, or otherwise prepared by any process, 
for preservation 


So as to make the paragraph read: 

557. Fish, fresh. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, the objection I have to the paragraph 
as it stands is just this: Under it people in Maine and at all other 
points along the water line between the United States and Canada cay 
avail themselves of the privilege of purchasing fresh fish from the Cana- 
dians free of duty, while the moment they are required to be transported 
50 miles into the interior they are compelled to pay a duty. That, it 
seems to me, is giving to the people who live on the border and who 
may be sup to have a sufficient advantage already, the nw 
of having that free which the people of the interior are d 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Of printers and others, of Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. COX: Of printers and others, of New Orleans, La. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of Smith Curtis and others, citizens of Beaver 
County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Of George N. Rianhard, of George 8. Re- 
hart, of A. J, Quinby, and of F. J. Cutter, of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of J. H. Livingston, of Bennington, Vt. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, January 11, 1889, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burr, D. D. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘A quorum being present ’’—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. i doubt that, Mr. President. I call for a count. 

Mr. BUTLER. I moveacallof theSenate. I believe I have aright 
to make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The third rule provides that— 


The Presiding Officer having taken the chair, and a quorum being present, 
the Journal of the preceding day shall be read, and any mistake made in the 


entries corrected. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is evidently not a quorum present. The only 
way to secure a quorum is to call the roll of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll of the Senate will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


, = Now, let it be one way or the other. Either let all fish pay a dut 
ee Renente, Ieealis’ WEsenaseee: or give to the people of the interior, remote from the points where the 
Chace, Farwell, Paddock, catch is made, the same ty to buy them free of duty that the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ten Senators have answered to their 
names, 

Mr. GEORGE. I suppose a quorum will be present by the time the 
Journal is read. I move that further proceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But a quorum is not present. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain any mo- 
tion for the transaction of business until it appears by the record that 
& quorum is present. 

Mr. SAWYER entered the Chamber and responded to his name. 

After a little delay the following Senators entered the Chamber and 
responded to their names: 

Messrs. VANCE, VEsT, SPOONER, PAYNE, MORRILL, DAWsEs, WIL- 
son, of Iowa, PLATT, Hiscock, REAGAN, CULLOM, SHERMAN, ALD- 
kicn, Barr, STockBRIDGE, STANFORD, Davis, RIDDLEBERGER, 
BERRY, BLACKBURN, Eustis, HALE, TurPIR, Fryr, DotpH, Haw- 
uiThe PRE IDENT, - c Thirty Senators have answered | “ies- 

The PRES pro tem -nine ve 
to their names. A quorum g present, if there be no objection far- Now, we are asked to ee may buy Canadian fish if t 


ther proceedings under the call will be with. The Secretary please free of duty. The from Maine and Massachusetts 
will read the Journal of the p : 


yesterday the residents of all the border line between Canada and aan 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. States have the privilege, ae — = paragraph, of buying fresh fish free 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


ot duty from their , but, as I said, the moment we 
come to transport the fish into the interior, and require for such pur- 

Mr. CAMERON presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsbargh, Pa., favoring the passage of a bill fixing a tariff duty of 


of tion to them in ive, they are to a duty, and 

there rail the great Red 3 the people of the United States remote 

at least 2} cents per pound on tin-plate; which was referred to the Com- | from the outer ee ee ee arene 
mittee on Finance. particular article which is as necessary to them as it is to any- 


people of Maine, and of and of , and of Illinois, and so 
on, have. The rule ought to be ap’ le alike to all the people of 
the United States so far asitcan be. Here isa manifest discrimination. 
I want to say one thing further about the fishing business. For 
some reason or other, in some way, the fish in this country seem to be 
entitled to a greater amount of consideration than the beef or the pork. 
Iam aware that our New England friends, by reason of a very con- 
spicuous ability, the power of concentrating their interests, etc., have 
hnving everything they are entitled to, bat while we have alway ro 
ha are to, w we have 
compelied in the terior to pay duty upon the salt which we buy for 
the purpose of packing our pork, so on, our 
butcer, the New people 








1889. 
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body else, a duty which is, if not greatly burdensome, at all events a 
discrimination. 


I say let us all be put as nearly as possible on the same footing, and 

then I am willing to take it whether it bea benefit or a burden, but I 

= 4 the discrimination which is provided for in this paragraph as 
stan 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 

dered on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from is 

the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not think the policy which has 
been adopted by the committee in p ig the present clause in the 
bill, or the policy which has prevail 
statutory provision or another from the foundation of the Government, 
rests at all upon the principle to which it is attributed by the Senator 
from Kansas. I donot that the bounties or the protection or the 
exemption which have been granted from time to time to the fishermen 
of the northeastern coast have been the result of greed or rapacity or a 
desire on their part to get an advantageof their country or any of their 
countrymen. 

The present proposition, as I understand, grows out of the fact that 
the Canadian authorities refuse to American fishermen the opportunity 
to send to the American market through Canada or to put up in ice 
and preserve for the market fresh fish upon their soil. Therefore, 
Canada, unless there be some provision of this sort, must have the 
monopoly and control of the American marketfor fresh fish. She pays 
her fishermen a smaller compensation in wages, she gives them a 
bounty, her territory is close to the fishing-grounds, and she is enabled, 
therefore, to control the American market of fish by prohibiting our 
fishermen from making use of her territory either for transportation or 
for the preparation of fishand the protection of fish against decay. 

I do not understand that the policy which makes it desirable to pro- 
hibit that involves at all the general question of protection to the 
American industry. Ifit did I suppose the argument would be suf- 
ficient, certainly for myself and for the persons on this side of the 
Chamber who agree to that principle. But this rests on an altogether 
different theory, and that is that it is necessary for this country, if it 
is to be a commercial power among the nations of the earth, to be able 
to furnish in time of war a navy capable of contending upon equal 
terms with the navy of any other nation on the face of the earth. 

Mr. Webster said long ago what I suppose nobody denies, that the 
rank of any country among commercial powers must depend on the 
amount of military or fighting strength which it can at any particular 
time cause to be water-borne. 

We have conceived that instead of establishing costly schools for the 

of seamen, for the training of officers competent to command 
g of men accustomed to exposure and to danger 


a ‘or the 
to the prompt use of all resources of mind and body in the hour of 


trial, it is better to cultivate a peaceful occu 
care of the Government which would accomplish that result. Instead 
of paying ten, twenty, or fifty millions of dollars for as many naval 
schools like Annapolis or schools ee the Navy to West 
Point, we have sup that it would be for the interest and would 
be the pleasure of the entire American people to submit to the slight 
increase of cost of this article of food to accomplish this result. 

The result has been to vindicate the wisdom of the policy of our 
fathers in this matter. We have had from this source, from this peace- 
ful occupation, a ready supply of seamen in all our naval wars. We 
had it in the Revolution. It has been shown by an accomplished 
historical scholar very recently that the number of sailors in the Revo- 
lutionary war was larger than the number of soldiers. 


tion under the fostering 


Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question on 
that point ? 
Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 


Mr. PLUMB. To what extent are the sailors of whom he speaks 
Americans? 

Mr. HOAR. That is a point I will deal with presently. I suppose 
more than 75 per cent., from the best information that can be got by 


a the different census reports. 
Mr. TELLER. The Department report gives it at 75 per cent. 

Mr. FRYE. Over 85 cent. of the Maine sailors are Americans. 

Mr. PLUMB. _Ishould suppose that all Maine sailors are Americans. 

Mr. FRYE. Of the Maine fishermen, I mean. 

Mr. HOAR. They are native Americans and men whe become 
inent and skillfal public speaker went down 

usetts, to make a political speech a little 
while 980, and thought he could get great favor by denouncing the Blue- 
= t meg on oe oe citizens of that town 
who were vo of the au ce w was addressing, a very la 
number of the men who had in the fishery Gahencs wore 
natives of the British provinces who come to this country and be- 
come domesticated, Americanized, and naturalized. 

But what I was saying when the Senator interrupted me was that 
this policy has been signally vindicated by its success in all our wars. 
In the Revolutionary war it has been lately shown by an eminent his- 
torical investigator that there was a larger number of seamen than 
there were of soldiers in the battles; and it was not the tax, 
it was not the capture of Cornwallis, it was not the discomfiture of the 





in this country in one form of 


Senator to listen to. 


author of the Naval History of Great Britain, and one of the great his- 
torical authorities of that country, to George Canning, then prime min- 
ister. 

war of 1812, twelve years and one day after the battle of New Orleans. 
He writes to Mr. Canning. 
ter, and I think it is one which is calculated to make the heart of 
every American swell and glow in his bosom: 


History of Great Britain.” * * * Th 
dent’s message— 





British arms in our land battles, glorious and brilliant as they were, 
which led land to make peace. Her people would have stood in- 
creased tax, they would have stood increased debt, they would have 
stood military reverses, but it was the destruction of the West and the 
East India trade, and of the trade with the Mediterranean itself, by the 
American Navy and privateersmen, of whom Paul Jones, and Abram 
Whipple, it tuskett and others were the conspicuous examples, which 
compelled the mercantile class of England to clamor for peace. Ma- 
rine insurance, even in the Mediterranean, went up toa range of from 
40 to 60 per cent. 

The history of the war of 1812, which still in some parts of the country 
passes by the name of ‘‘the late war,’’ has been rehearsed in this 
Chamber too recently to make it worth while for me to allude to it 
again. But I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the testimony 
on this subject of the service of these fishermen in our war of 1812, 
the sailors of the Navy who were obtained from among these fishermen, 
which came to my knowledge only last evening. 

I bought two or three weeks ago a book just published in England, 
entitled ‘‘Some Correspondence of George Canning,’”’ being the cor- 
respondence of Canning which it was not thought discreet to publish 
immediately after his death, when his life was written, and which is 
now in a much larger part given to the world. Here is a letter near 
the end of the second volume which I think will be interesting to every 

It is written by Mr. W. James, the distinguished 


It is dated January 9, 1827, twelve years after the close of the 
I will read a few sentences from this let- 
Perry VALz, KENT, January 9, 1827. 


Srr: Allow me to present you with a copy of the new edition of my “‘ Naval 
e menacing tone of the American Presie 


Which was the message of John Quincy Adams of December, 1826— 


The menacing tone of the American President’s message is now the prevailing 
topic of conversation, more especially among the mercantile men in whose com- 
pany I daily travel to and from town. 
or two than go to war with the United States.”” “ 
shall get nothing but hard knocks there.”” “True,” addsathird; “and what is 


worse than all, our seamen are more than half afraid to meet the Americans at 
sea.”’ 


One says, “‘ We had better cede a point 
Yes,’ says another, “for we 


This is from the author of the Naval History of Great Britain, ad- 


dressed to the prime minister: 


Unfortunately this depression of feeling, this cowed spirit, prevails very 


generally over the community, even among persons well informed on other 
subjects, and who, were a British seaman to be named with a Frenchman or a 
Spaniard, would scoff at the comparison. 


Whence has this arisen? 


Then Mr. James goes on to say that this has arisen in part from the 
fact that the American accounts of the battles have remained uncon- 
tradicted. He goes on to say that he in his naval history has corrected 
them and has shown that the British seamen did better than was sup- 
posed. Now, he says: 

Pray, sir, read over my accounts of American warfare. As I know how 
fully occupied your time is, and how valuable every portion of it, I would not 
presume to ask ‘this, did I not believe that a case will soon occur when as a 
statesman you will feel it necessary to touch upon American affairs, were I not 
convinced that a sentence falling from your lips in Parliament, expressive of a 
conviction that in the late war between this country and the United States, so 
far from British seamen having evinced any want of spirit, they had afforded 
indubitable proofs of bravery and devotedness, would tend very much to dissi- 
pate those ill-founded alarms spread over the country. 

Then he goes on to say how the British showed their spirit in the 
war of 1812: 

It is defeat oftener than victory that tries the stamina of a seaman or soldier, 

Then he goes on: 

Surely, sir, there never was a war so badly conducted at its commencement 
and so unseasonably brought to a termination. 

Then he goes on to say: 

One reason that the Americans are so angry with you for shutting out their 
vessels from the British West Indies is that it deprives them of a nursery for 
theirseamen. * * * Keep the Americans from the fisheries and from trad- 
ing with the British possessions in the pees and the West Indies and you 
will clip their means of becoming formidable at sea. 

Then the editor goes on to explain this letter, and he says that un- 
doubtedly the Americans felt kindly towards Mr. Canning. 

It was difficult to persuade them— 

That they had much to fear from the warm-hearted and brilliant statesman, 
about whom they probably felt, in the curious, jealous way that citizens of the 


United States do feel in regard to illustrious Englishmen, a sincere and sympa- 
thetic admiration. 


No doubt our cousins will think none the worse of our spirited naval histo- 
rian for his anxious wish to inspire Canning with a sense of the permanence 
S — pluck and energy if wanted for a war with their most formidable 
riv: 

Mr. President, the letter of Admiral Porter in which he expresses 
his strong sense that the support and fostering of these fishermen was 
never so important to our naval strength as it is now, and that the 
change from sailing vessels to vessels propelled by steam has made the 
necessity for this training much greater instead of much less than it 
was before, and the testimony of Admiral Luce to the same effect is, 
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I have no doubt, fresh in the recollection of all Senators; and it seems 
to me that if it were true that the fostering of this industry would not 
in the end bring down the price of fresh fish to all Americans, which I 
firmly believe, still that we ought to adept this policy, that it is the 
cheapest and wisest, the most economical and the most patriotic. The 
governor-general of Canada, in a recent utterance, indorsed and pub- 
lished, cited by the clerk of the Canadian council, is most i 
to the same eflect, while he peints out that the great fortifications of 
England on the two seas, at Halifax and at Esquimalt, on the Atlantic 
and the Pacific, will enable Great Britain to command both the At- 
lantic and Pacific seas if she can have in addition te that a hundred 
theusand Canadian fishermen on whom to call in case of the breaking 
out of war. 

While this attempt to menace us on both seas is not only going on 
bet is avowed, it seems to me that the same policy which dictated the 
rejection of the fisheries treaty and this proposition for free trade in 
fish ought to induce the Senate and both Houses of Congress and the 
country to support heartily and generously the policy which has been 
announced by the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask the Senator a question before he gets 
through. I would have been glad to have had him keep ee 
torical reminiseences during the remainder of the session, so far as 
the mere pleasure of listening to him is concerned, but it is entirely 
apart from what I had to say on this question. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not suppose that I meant toattribute 
to him any want of iotism. He is the last man in the country to 
whom | wonld attribute a deficiency of patriotic spirit. 

Mr.PLUMB. Buti want the Senator to meet the point. I want 
him to tell the Senate and the country why the people living along the 
border adjacent to Canada should have free fish if it is so necessary to 
keep up the American marine, and yet the privilege of free fish is de- 
nied to people who live away from the coast, which is the effect of this 
provision as it now stands in the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think there is the least possibility of that. I 
do not see that there is any distinction. We do not propose to buy 
Canadian fish cheap. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is proposed to buy them free, whether cheap or 
dear. 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly; every man who lives > line be- 
tween Canada and the Unitad States can buy his fresh free of duty, 
and every one who lives away from that line, far enough to require his 
fish to be packed in ice in order that he may have them, has to pay a 
duty on them. Let the rule apply to all, if i is so important to keep 
up the New England sailors er the American marine. Let it be done 
by imposing a tax upon all the people who buy fish, the Yankees along 
with the rest. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not strike me that the Senator’s point is well 
taken. As I understand the bill, all fish preserved in ice, which may 
be preserved six or even twelve months, is made subject toa duty, and 
that the fish just caught and which will perish in a day or two are 
allowed to be sold when brought in, no matter who brings them in. 
I wish to say one word, which I may properly say at thistime. The 
leicer of Admiral Porter, which I quoted in full in the debate 
the last session on the fisheries treaty, contained a sentence or two 
which was thought to be and I think in part was disrespectful to a 
portion of our foreign seamen who man our naval vessels, of the Scandi- 
navian race, from Sweden and Norway, and I shall ask the opportunity 
to say here what I have said emphatically elsewhere, that my observa- 
tion and my know:edge of the people of that race lead me utterly to 
disclaim any concurrence with any such idea or 

The city where I live has a very large number of Swedish immi- 
grants. They are filling up the cities, y where any manufact- 
ures of iron go on; and as we all know they are coming in very large 
numbers to the States in the Northwest, and without disparagement to 
any other class of immigrants, I desire to say that they are inferior to 
no emigration which ever came to this country, including in that re- 
mark the original Puritan emigration which took place to New Eng- 
land and the original Cavalier emi ion which went to Virginia and 
Carolina. They take kindly instantly to our institutions. They are 
industrious, thrifty, wise, temperate, lovers ofhome, lovers of Sunday, 
lovers of order, lovers of education. They are found on the honest 
side of every public question. They have a large public spirit, and it 
is ove of the most hopeful things in the future of this country that these 
people are coming over to us in such large numbers. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate 
more than a single moment, I wish to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas and the Senate to the operative words in this 
ion. They are “for preservation.”’ The settled policy of the Govern- 
ment, from which no one any departure at this time, is that 
fish preserved in salt shall not be admitted free; and it seems to me 

very strange that any one should, while adhering to that proposition, 
agree to a proposition which allows fish preserved by any other process 
to come in free. It is strange to me that any one desires tiat fish pre- 
served by any other process should come in free while he holds that 


eee insalt should payaduty, Those are the operative words 


ee er ; a - 


Now it has come to that there are other processes besides the 
use of salt by which can be preserved indefinitely and come out in 
the end just as they were putin. That subverts the idea w: - 


iving go out i 
consumption and supply them; but the Canadian close by 


That is the complaint which has been made, and the Treasury De- 
partmeht for a long time were of the opinion that fish so prepared were 
not fresh fish for immediate consumption. Now, if fish could be packed 
in ice in the ordinary way sufficiently to enable them to be carried 
into the interior for the table, nobody would object to the immediate 
consumption in that way; but they are so frozen by this process as to 
become of stone, and are then carried and kept for six months 
or a year, so that the market which is usually stecked with salt fish that 
— claims should pay a duty is supplied in that way by frozen 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts in this connection upon what theory, or what the reason i 


like to understand that. 
amend ably b a aaa tus Hose]. saat 

y ; R reason 
ds that Sxtslle Aenishanns eal Genenncsts tee abou to be better for all 
the uses of salting meat and butter and the products of the 
parece pape: ar a" + yet ty ek bape eras toad 
as to preserve as as foreign salt; principal reason, 
nr Pag cm tamer pacar. oy beg cae Upon that 
question I have no argument to make myself, 
of the different qualities of the salt. But I have 
enters into the consideration. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not desire to let the Senator’s statement in ref- 
erence to the character of American salt being inferior to foreign salt 


PT. PRESIDENT pro tempore Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is well settled that the American salt is superior, 
and if the Senator from Massachussetts will take occasion to investi- 
gate that question and take the of the men who use salt on 
 ccesh be atk beata Shah Sher American salt as the more 
valuable and the purer of the two. that guestion there is no sort 
of doubt. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam very glad to know it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am willing to leave that question to the fisher- 
men on the coast of New England and take their testimony upon that 
subject. I confess for myself I have never been able in any of the 

nan Sean eenead Meats detent tex Bosak 
else to see a good reason why protection shoul sought 

at the same time free salt demanded by the fishermen. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I am very glad to know that the su- 
perior qualities of American salt are so demonstrated that they 
can not be brought 
York and those who have 
ears answering the reasons given for free salt in this country, the great 

of which was the inferior quality of American salt. I have bat- 
tled for and contended that American salt was just as good as any salt 

that could be imported, and have stood by the tariff upon salt until I 
have seen it down from $3 a barrel to 65 cents a barrel under 
the operation of the protective duties. 

I have understood, however, that in the matter of fish the 
Seereee Bake ane enn ee Le Senator 
now says; if they that ; 
and having confidence in the statementof the Senator from New York, 
I shal) not use itany more. But the argument that it is necessary to 
protect the calling of the fishermen and the seamen in our marine, to 
cnncennys Senn, SS ee ee cen an ce 
them encouragement, being all that can be given them, is quite ag 
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salt to the surface in day labor by putting aduty on foreign salt generally. 


I will not quarrel with the Senator on this point. I rose merely to try 
to make the Senate see clearly and the Senator from Kansas in particu- 

it was not fresh fish for American consumption that anybody 
this floor objecting to. If anybody wants fresh fish taken 
for immediate consumption or carried in ice to 
to be immediately consumed, it will not hurt or 
get their fresh 


processes in the place of salt for the preservation of fish, consistency 

requires either that we make salt fish free, or that fish preserved by 

any other process to the end that salt fish is preserved should pay the 

same duty. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me ask the Senator a question. I want now to 
Massachusetts who has just taken his seat the 


especially why the people on our n »rtheastern coast, who are so much 
interested in aahoe up the fishing industry—should insist upon the 
privilege of getting fresh fish free from the Canada side and deny that 
privilege to the other people of this country ? 

Mr. DAWES. They do not doit. My answer to the Senator from 
Kansas is that, so far as this side of the American line is concerned, our 
people do not object; and if the Senator will devise a phraseology and 
an administration of the law that will bring it back to the orginal idea 
of fresh fish for immediate ion, those on the border, so far as I 
understand, do not object to that. The men on the other side who 
want it are the few fishermen on the immediate border who want to 
come in alongside of the fishermen this side of the border who do sup- 
ply the morning table with fresh fish. That is my answer. The Sen- 
ator does not seem to see any force in th statement that fish preserved 
by any other process ought to be put in the same condition with salt 
fish. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, let us see precisely what the mean- 
ing of the proposed amendment is—the amendment to strike out the 
words proposed by the Senator from Kansas, which would leave fresh 
fish free of duty tc all the people everywhere. By paragraph 267, a 
paragraph which we have already passed upon, it is provided: 

in barrels or half-barrels), 


al ned es ed, pica, ee : 

dried, salted, frozen, or otherwise pared 

ai. not ponies provided for in this oak caste ‘of 
cent per pound. 


The effect of the two provisions together, as they stand and as they 
would be without the amendment, would be that only those on the im- 
mediate border could be entitled to receive free of duty fresh fish. The 
Senator from Massachusetts who has just taken his seat [Mr. Dawss] 
says that the people on the border do not want that. If they do not, 

and in whose interest is it put here? He suggests, as I 


i Now this protection tariff 
bill, I had understeod all the time, went upon the idea that it would 
protect America labor, not Canadian labor. 

So I take it for granted it is meant that those who live upon the im- 
mediate border shall receive their fresh fish free from duty, and that 
all other people shall receive their fresh fish if they are ‘‘ frozen, packed 
in ice, or otherwise for ion, not specially enumerated 
or provided for in this act,’’ burdened with a duty of one-half a cent 


pound. 
a DAWES. If the Senator will allow me, I will relieve him from 
that argument. There is not a man, there is not an interest, there is 
op ay, aaa Gp so far as I know, of the border that wants fresh 
fish for immediate consumption introduced free. They do not ask it. 
It is conceded, not asked. 

Mr. REAGAN. If they do not want it and if it is manifestly unjust, 
then we ought to agree to the amendment proposed by the Senator trom 
Kansas [Mr. PLumB]. If nobody wants this privilege, as itis called, 
if we can all see the manifest injustice of making some people pay duty 
on fresh fish while exempting others, if the injustice of it is so mani- 
fest that, as the Senator says, nobody wants it, it seems to me the 
amendment ought to be adopted without division. 

Mr. DAWES. Did the Senator hear mestate that if anybody could 
devise a to insure an honest administration so that it 
a & confined to the original design ef the law, we would not 


Mr. REAGAN. Then I think I can suggest to the Senator what 
would meet his viewin thatrespect. It is to take paragraph 267 down 
to the word ‘‘ pickled ”’ and strike out the other portion of it and just 
say *‘ fresh fish ’’ in the other clause. Let paragraph 267 stand in this 
way: Foreign-caught fish (im otherwise than in barrels or half- 
barrels), smoked, dried, sal or pickled, shall pay a duty of a half 
cent per pound. Then leave out the rest of that clause. It will be 
seen that 262, 263, 264, 265, and 266 relate to other por- 
tions of this question; and then if 267 is amended s0 as to 
strike ont all after the word ‘‘ pickled,” and paragraph 557 is amended 
as | by the Senator from Kansas, we shall have the formulation 
of the idea, it seems to me, suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts 


who has just taken hisseat[Mr. DAweEs]. That,itseems to me, would 
be just and fair; nobody would be wronged; fresh fish would come in 
free, but all salted fish would go taxed to all consumers. 

But the Senator from Massachusetts suggests that since the process 
of freezing fish, packing them in ice, etc., has been discovered, they 
are placed upon the same basis as fish preserved in salt. But the salt 
does not go in, that element does not go into the ation of the 
fish; they are fresh fish, and as fresh fish they ought toe go on the same 
terms with regard to duty to everybody. But the provisions of law 
ought not to be made manifestly in the interest of a particular class of 
people of a portion of the country while other portions of the country 
and other people are excluded from its provisions. 

The other Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggests a policy 
in relation to this question that we should cultivate the fisheries as a 
means of increasing and improving our seamen, so as to be better 
pared for the defense of the country. So far as it will have that effect, 
that, of course, is a good argument; but so far as the strengthening of 
the naval power of this country is concerned, I believeevery vote, every 
action of mine has shown that I am disposed to do whatever can be done 
to give us an efficient Navy and to give us useful, and active, and ex- 
perienced, and trained seamen; and to that end during the last session 
of Congress, on account of representations made from the fishing interest 
of our northeastern coast, which the Senate will doubtless remember, 
I proposed the following in a bill which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 

That from and after three months from the passage of this act the officersand 
at least three-fourths of the crews of any merchant vessel belonging to citizens 
of the United States, engaged in the transportation of merchandise or passen- 
gers, or both, to or from any foreign country, or between the States, and all 
fishing vessels owned by citizens of the United States and engaged in fishing in 
waters outside of the territorial jurisdiction of the United States, and all whal- 
ing vessels belonging to citizens of the United States and pursuing their voca- 
tion in waters outside of the territorial jurisdiction of the United es, shall 
be either native-born or naturalized citizens of the United States: Provided, 
That this act shall only apply to whaling vessels which leave the ports of the 
United States after its passage. 

I introduced that bill for the purpose of training American seamen 
and to stop the process of American capital training Canadian seamen, 
and I did it because of representations coming from those interested in 
American seamen. If we really desire to train American seamen in 
the business of fishing, let us adopt provisions that require the owners 
of these vessels to put at least three-fourths of Americans, either nat- 
uralized or native, on board. That would go far to meet the case, and 
would be of infinitely more advantage in improving the naval school 
and giving sea-faring employment to our people than anything con- 
tained in the provisions of this bill will do. 

So it seems to me that on fair consideration the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kansas ought to be adopted, and when adopted 
that we ought also to go back to paragraph 267 and strike out all after 
the word “‘pickled.’’ That will make the bill in this respect fair and 
just. That will make preserved and salted fish come in subjectto duty 
and allow fresh fish to come in free of duty, and there will be no dis- 
crimination. I do not see that the amendment can in any way affect 
to any conceivable extent the question of the training of seamen. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas.a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly: I yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the law at present with reference to foreign- 
ers engaging as seamen on American vessels? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not able to answer the Senator from Missis- 
sippi as to what the law is, but this bill of mine was drawn with 
reference to the practice, and I regret to say has never been reported 
by the Committee on Commerce. The practice, as was fully demon- 
strated here by information sent to us and discussed upon this floor 
pending the Canadian treaty, is largely to man American fishing ves- 
sels by Canadian fishermen and Canadian sailors, and it was to meet 
the practice that the bill was introduced. I did not go into the law. 
The Senator from Vermont will no donbt be able to tell us what the 
law is. 

Mr. GEORGE. I would like to ask that question of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Fry], what the law now is with reference to for- 
eigners serving on fishing vessels; are they allowed, and to what ex- 
tent ? 

Mr. FRYE. Thereis no law preventing foreigners serving as seamen 
on American vessels, There isa law which prevents them attaining the 
position of first or second officers, and that has this effect upon Nova 
Scotia and Prince Edward Island men, who, by the way, are just as good 
men as can be found anywhere in the world, and who make as good 
citizens as we have in the United States after they become natural- 
ized. That law hasinduced these active seamen coming on our vessels 
to become naturalized, because each one of them is ambitiousto become 
first or second officer of a fishing schooner. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand that the law, then, is at present that 
any foreigner can serve on a fishing vessel except as captain or mate. 

Mr. FRYE. Except as first or second officer. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senatorfrom Maine another 
question on that subject. What was the law originally on that sub- 
ject, and when was the law modified so as to allow foreigners to serve 
on vessels? Originally, was not the law different from what it is now? 
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Mr. FRYE. The law, I think, touching fishing vessels and coasting 
vessels has not been changed for a large number of years, but the law 


concerning vessels engaged in the foreign trade has been within 
the last ten years. As to coasters and fishermen, I do not think there 
has been any change in a great many years. 

Mr. GEORGE. In the early administration of the Government, 


when fishing bounties were first granted, what was the law then? 

Mr. FRYE. My understanding is that it was the same as it is to- 
day. 

Mr. GEORGE. The same as to-day? ° 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. That all foreigners might serve? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the people among whom I imme- 
diately live in the State of Vermont are not engaged in the fishing in- 
dustry at all, and we therefore have, and I therefore have, no more 
interest init than my friend from Texas or my friend from Kansas. 
We want to get all kinds of food as cheap as we can, and we wish to sell 
everything that we can make as high as we can; and I take it that is 
the rule all over the United States and everywhere else. But wehave 
had the opportunity by absolute experience on two long occasions with 
Canada and the British provinces and the Government of Great Britain 
of knowing precisely what has happened when the duties upon fish 
have been entirely removed and they have been admitted into the 
United States, brought by Canadian fishermen and imported in British 
vessels, absolutely free of duty. If that resulted in an increase of the 
American fishing industry, the number of its ships, its officers, its sail- 
ors, and the people engaged in it, and consequently in advantage to the 
United States in the respects that Senators who believe in having a 
navy at all and sailors of experience on the high seas, then it ought to 
be followed; but if on the other hand, on the two occasions when for 
ten years at a time we have tried it, the reverse has been proved to be 
trae, and the American consumer of fish paid what he did before for 
the fish on his table, and the Canadian dealer, or the American im- 
porter, or the Canadian fisherman, or whoever he was, made the profit 
that otherwise would have gone into the Treasury, and the consumer 
got no benefit from it, and the American industry was broken down or 
decreased and the British fishing fleet enormously increased, and the 
British provinces enormously increased, then it would be a pretty good 
time now not to repeat the experiment. 

Mr. President, in the year 1886 a committee of the Senate was directed 
to investigate the fishery question, not particularly as it regarded the 
tariff but as it regarded the situation of American and Canadian fisheries 
as a matter affecting our foreign relations. That committee proceeded 
to Boston, to Provincetown, to Gloucester, to Portland, and so on, and 
took the sworn testimony of ship-owners, ship-captains, fish importers, 
fish-dealers of every kind, without regard to political selection; and they 
were carefully examined, and cross-examined, and sifted. The concur- 
rence of their testimony was all one way with the exception of one or 
two gentlemen, the principal of whom, as I now remember (for I have 
not time to run through the whole of this extensive testimony), stated 
that he thought the consumer bore the duty on fish, and that we ought 
for the benefit of the consumer to have free fish again; but it turned 
out that he was the agent of the British shippers in the British prov- 
inces and that the business that he carried on was their business. at 
of course would diminish the weight of the testimony if it was exactly 
a to and not in accordance with the testimony ofall the other 

— who were engaged on their own account, and who were citizens 
of the United States and doing a United States business. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the Senators—my friend from 
Texas in particular, who is interested, as every patriot ought to be, in 
keeping up the material for a navy—to the testimony of the dep- 
uty collector at Provincetown, Mass., which the Senator knows, of 
course, is a great fishing port, as to fleets going along the coast and to 
Canada and on the high seas to operate in fish. 

Mr. REAGAN. The last report ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The print which I have before me embraces the 
very last. report on the treaty (which does not touch this question), 
but it also embraces the former report and all the testimony, and for 
convenience, to have it all in one book; on page 646 the gentleman to 
whose testimony I now call attention states that he has been in that 
office for eighteen years; and I repeat that Provincetown has its affairs 
and its collections and its ships and everything en almost exclu- 
sively in this business. This gentleman, being asked to state what 
had followed the reciprocity of 18 1854, and more particularly the reci- 
procity of 1871, as it was as to fish, you understand, although it was 
hot « universal reciprocity in 1871, gave these statistics : 

I will first give you the products of the British fisheries to show the effect of 
the treaty from 1872 to 1884— 

A period of twelve years. I said ten before, but I forgot that there 
was a one year’s notice, and it was a little Japsus— 
and the amount of importation into this country. 

In L872 the value of British products— 

Meaning Canadian fish, as he afterwards explained— 
the value of British products— 


That is to say, fish in the provinces— 

a aero ha ede that year into the United States $1,020,081 worth. 
A. Yes, sir, The intervening years I will not give, but give them for 1884. 
Then he is osked ifhe has the figures for the intervening yearsand he sa 

he has, and then weasked him, in order to save our time, to makea 

of those years and attach it to his testimony, which you will find later on. | 
The Wrirwess. In 1884 the va value of British products was 7 Son. ae s « we iam-| 

ported that year $5,633,566; the gain being in products of Great 
Meaning all the time, on eatinasindins tated tian. 


the gain being in products of Great Britain $10,320,521, and oe gain in importa- 
tions, from ie to 1884, aes, nee. into this country was $4,613 


The increase of Canad’ vessels and boats during hes same time was 
as follows: 


In 1878 the fishing vessels numbered 402, and fishing boats 9,009. 

I may remark that we ail understand, I suppose, that the Canadian 
people keep their government statistics ina much more exact way, and I 
must say also in a much better arranged way, and put them Tabrink 
better than we do. So this gentleman having them was able to bri 
it down even to the precise amount of 9,009 of fishing boats. 


a. 1884 they had 902 fishing vessels and 12,772 boats, a gain of 500 sail of fish- 
vessels and 3,763 boats. 

Te 1882 the Province of Nova Scotia alone added 143 fighing schooners, chiefly 
bankers, and 1,526 men. to her already fleet 

And in this connection I refer the ttee to | - on the Canadian Fish- 
eries for the year 1883, page 21. I have that report with me. 

That is one of these Canadian reports to which I made allusion. 

I will now state the decrease in American tonnage during the same period. 

In 1878 the fish tonnage of the United States was 100,19 tons, 

In 1884 it was 82,565 tons, the loss amounting PR 

hora sey he epee fag vensets tn the six ports 
of Cape Cod, that is, in this county— 

The district of Barnstable. 

In 1873 the ew of nag wa saa re was 190 sail. (I 
would os this is taken fro vofeinl reco rds at Barnstable, from the 
latest authority.) be toes there eace 

In Wellfiee oe 1873, there were 71 sails ft 1885 there were 47 sail. 

Dennis had in sail, and 19 sail in 1885. 

Chatham had nnd 18 sail in 1878, ond 90 endl in 1885, being a gain of 2,and the only 
one that has gained. 

pymest had one in each at those years. 

Hyannis had one each y 

The total for the six porte $ in this district was 266 sail in 1873, and 206 sail in 
1885, a loss of 60 sail and 2,000 tons during that time. 

So much, Mr. President, for what followed in a time of peace and 
of general prosperity under the reciprocity treaty as it fish with 
Great Britain, the Canadian provinces and the United States 
from the treaty of 1871 until we abrogated it in 1885. 

The substantial destructio oe not to state it too strongly, the 
crippling of American interests and American business, and the corre- 
sponding increase and advantage of foreign interests and foreign busi- 
ness, was what followed. 

If we received a compensation for that, if the people of the United 
States who live in Kansas and Texas and Vermont and wish to eat fish 
received a compensation by Se rice of fish falling, so that the injury 
to this business interest and to naval interests of the United States 
was countervailed and balanced and an ad secured to the 
ple of the United States in cheap fish on their kfast tables, 
we should be bound, to say “‘amen. ”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Hasthe Senator any other statistics in regard to these 
subjects since the date he has mentioned, to show whether there has 
been any increase of our fishing tonnage since the changed condition 


arose? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not, because since 1886, when this testi- 
mony was taken, I have had no occasion or opportunity to ascertain 
what it is. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wanted to know whether the change of conditions 
has resulted in any increase of tonnage on the American side of the 
line. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would ben desirable thing, but asthe treaty 
was extended by the President and Secretary of State for six mon 
after it was Congress, and as the fact was that the 
business had been cri and tremendously ee 

here is ways slow, it might not appear that yet oven 
considerable increase happened; b but i 


covery everyw 
if it would in the end, any 
do not know how that is. 

Mr. PLUMB. For fear the Senator will forget the point I have made 
and the only one, will he please tell the Senate in the line of his 
Sr ge ee Oe 
to give to the New England Te res ft ought ftom the 
dian side, which this proposes to do? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I say that I can not do it, and I do not believe it, 

I hope that answer is fair. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly it is if the Senator believes that this 
osition is vicious. Leth a with him to that 
That is, the admit sh fre unde conditions w 


Canada 
A PU ibe pa 
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upon the question of the duties on fish, because in one way or another 
they are all correlated. 

tr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Vermont will allow me to 
state to the Senator from Kansas that I do not believe the people of 
New England desire any discrimination, and if I can obtain the floor 
at the end of the remarks of the Senator from Vermont, I will make a 
motion which will dispose of that point which has been so vehemently 
urged by the Senator from Kansas in setting up a difficulty which does 
not exist and which is easily removed and which the Senate can re- 
move. 

Mr. PLUMB. How will he remove it if it does not exist? 

Mr. HALE. Strike it out. 

Mr. PLUMB. There must be something to remove, or else it can 
not be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I come to the question of the 
effect of duties, We have seen that the effect of putting Canadian in- 
terests on an absolute equality with those of the United States in re- 
gard to the fishing business on the Atlantic coast has been disastrous 
to the American fishing interest and extremely advantageous to the 
British fishing interest; and the same may be affirmed to be true as it 
regards the Pacific coast and as it regards the Great Lakes. There is 
no difference in longitude that affects this question at all. 

Now I come to what the effect of duties or no duties is upon the 
cost of this kind of food to the people who have to eatit. I have lived 
long enough in the neighborhood of free fresh fish under the law to 
know that the price that the consumers of the State of Vermont have 
paid under these long I urges of free fish and under the intervening 
and comparative of dutiable fish has not been changed on ac- 
count of the fact that the fish were admitted free and that the man 
who eats a fresh codfish for breakfast has during any one of these years 
had to pay his grocer or retail fish dealer in the market or at the cor- 
ner store just as much as or more than he did before, according to the 
a of fish that were caught in the sea and got to the market, and 

t the difference in profit that was made by taking the duty off fresh 
fish went into the pockets of those who originally caught the fish or 
were engaged in the business of employing men to catch them or of the 
men who imported them or of the wholesale dealer who is always at a 
few great _ in the coast markets, and when you have left the 
wholesale dealer and have got to the place where the individual citizen 
buys for his table, whether fresh or salt, the odor of saving has lost 
itself and he stands exactly where he did before. 

This testimony, which is open to all Senators and to the public, is 
fall and complete u this subject. If you may believe the concur- 
rent testimony (with the modification or exception that I have stated) 
of a large number of gentlemen, some of them Republicans, some of 
them Democrats, some of them wholesale dealers, some of them per- 
sons é' in the ownership and fitting out of ships to bring the fish 
in, salting them, repacking them, shipping them abroad (and they all 
swore that when they shipped them to Hayti, Portugal, or France, or 
wherever, they had to pay the duty, and not the Portuguese, the Hay- 
tians, or the Frenchmen), their statement as to the business they knew 
about and the statistics of which were daily reported in the newspapers 
just as much as the Journal of the Senate shows what we did last year, 
shows that the price of fish to the consumers-of fish, either fresh or 
salt, was not by ten cone of free trade under the reciprocity 
of 1854 or by twelve years of free trade under the reciprocity of 1871. 

If, therefore, the point is to relieve the consumer of fish by diminu- 
tion of duty or putting it on the free-list—I do not care whether fresh 
or salt, for I see no distinction—you have failed in that particular; but 
you have accomplished what the British and Canadians have so much 
desired, the breaking down of the American fishing industry and the 
American people who are to be officers and seamen in our Navy, and 
the legitimate and entire business of the men who are engaged in these 
os employments, and have gained no benefit to the people of the 

nited States as consumers, but have put into the pockets of the for- 
eigner enormous advantages in the transaction. 

‘ I do not wish to take the time of the Senate by reading these long 
statements going into details and showing exactly how the fact is, but 
1 will state the resuit. 

I ought to say as to the one tleman, Mr. Wrightington, who 
said that the consumer bore the duty, that when he was pressed he 
stated that he was a dealer, and theagent, I believe, of a Canadian ship- 
per, but in regard to the fact as to the price of fish before and after the 

ty of 1871, he finally was obliged to say that on looking it up he 
did not see that the price was changed, but sometimes the fish would 
be plenty on account of the variations in their habits and then the price 
of fish would fall in the wholesale market; but as to the codfish, he 
and all of them said that the price of fresh codfish remained the same 
all the year round. 

I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate in going through 
= marked passages; but bere is the evidence. It is accessible to 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator from Maine allow me a moment? 

Mr. HALE. I will yield for a moment to the Senator from Texas. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I want to make some responses to the remarks of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. HALE. I am willing to yield for a few moments. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the question before the Senate is 
rather a compound question of whether we shall have free fresh fish fora 
part of the country and fresh taxed fish for another part of the country, 
and I wish in the interesting observations of the Senatorfrom Vermont 
[Mr. Epmunps] that he had stated his views upon that question. 

Mr. HALE. It may be well, if the Senator proposes to discuss that 
proposition, to state to him what was my object in claiming the floor, 
and that is to move to strike from the bill the provision which is num- 
bered 557, so that thisapparent discrimination which has been referred 
to and discussed by the Senator from Kansas shall be removed. 

I propose to submit some remarks in support of that, but if the Sen- 
ator desires to go on first I will not take him from the floor. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not wish to interfere with the object of the 
Senator from Maine, but I have a few remarks to make, and would be 
glad to make them at this point. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield to the Senator for that purpose. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Vermont has presented us some 
very interesting statements going to show that under the reciprocity 
treaty in relation to fish the fishery interests of Canada have greatly 
increased, both the shipping and the business aspects of the fisheries, 
and that the like interests of the United States had decreased. I think 
his statistics fully sustain the view which he presented on that subject. 
The only feature about that which causes any regret with me is that 
we should ever have to think of that reciprocity treaty in which we 
paid $5,500,000 in the end for the privilege of being cheated, mon- 
strously cheated, by the treaty-making power of Great Britain. I 
never think of that treaty and the Clayten-Bulwer treaty but that I 
feel a disposition to shrink from them, because it seems to me that our 
interests in both cases were deliberately sacrificed, perhaps not inten- 
tionally, but they were sacrificed. That is the only observation I de- 
sire to make about that. 

What the statistics presented have to do with the question before the 
Senate I hardly understand, unless it is to be assumed that the admis- 
sion of free fresh fish on the eastern coast will increase the fishing force 
of Canada and reduce the fishing force of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not made any argumentor suggestion (but 
have stated exactly the reverse) in support of admitting fresh fish free 
of duty, because this very same testimony and on that very point on 
the page I have opened states in the clearest and most positive terms 
that as to fresh fish right along the coast it does not benefit the con- 
sumer a hair, but it benefits the Canadian and the wholesale dealer and 
the importer, and nobody else. 

-Mr. REAGAN. If it does not benefit the consumer to make the fish 
free there I do not see how it could affect the consumer to make them 
free elsewhere, The difficulty is the discrimination between making 
free fresh fish for a few people and taxing other people for them. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. _I do not defend any such discrimination. I con- 
demn it. 
Mr. REAGAN. Iam glad to hear the Senator say he does not ap- 


prove it. Now, then, so far as the general subject of taxing fish is 
concerned, if we turn back to paragraphs 262 to 265 we find— 
262. Fish.—Mackerel, pickled or salted, 1 cent per pound. 


263. Herrings, pickled or salted, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 
264. Salmon, pickled, 1 cent per pound. 
265. Other fish, pickled, in barrels, 1 cent per pound. 


Then, passing over paragraph 266, which relates to sardines, we come 
to paragraph 267, which reads: 

267. Foreign-caught fish (imported otherwise than in barrels or half-barrels), 
smoked, dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise prepared for 
preservation, not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, oue-half of 1 
cent per pound. 

So all such losses as those caused by the reciprocity treaty by having 
free fish admitted into this country and all such gains as Canada made 
by it are obviated by the provisions of the bill as reported by the 
committee, and meets the argument suggested by the Senator from 
Vermont. That is all I understood that wasin his argument, and that 
argument is met by the provisions of the bill as they stand, and turns 
us back to the question before the Senate as to whether there shall be 
fresh fish for a small part of the American people and taxed fish for 
all the other American people. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move to strike out clause numbered 
557, which reads: 

557. Fish, fresh, except when frozen or packed in ice, or otherwise prepared 
by any process, for preservation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that in order, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from Kansas by striking out all 
of the paragraph. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that it is in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is not that in the third degree? This substitute is 
itself an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that when a 
motion is pending to strike out and insert, the part proposed to be 
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stricken out and the part proposed to be inserted are both regarded as 
original questions; so that for purposes of amendment, theamendment 
of the Committee on Finance is treated as an original question. 

Mr. HALE. I am sorry that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Promp] 
geeks to interpose any technical objection to my motion, because the 
root and purpose of my motion is to remove the difficulty that he has 
so earnestly suggested, that retaining the provision makes a discrimi- 
nation in favorof the market upon New England and the eastern coast, 
and the Senator has said, with iteration and reiteration, and the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has repeated the argument, that this is 
an unjust discrimination; that no reason exists why New England and 
the Atlantic coast should have fresh fish free when other parts of the 
country pay duty upon them. I recognize the force of that, although 
practically, as applied to the New England and the Eastern market, 
the question would never arise. 

The real operation of the law as applied under this paragraph, if it 
remains in the bill, would only operate along the little line of the St. 
Croix River in favor of small provincial fishermen who catch a boat- 
load or a string or a hundred or fifty pounds and bring them into the 
market there. It was not intended, not framed, with any idea of dis- 
criminating in favor of the New England or Eastern market. But as 
the Senator from Kansas has raised the point and has earnestly urged 
it, to meet his objection, to meet that suggestion of discrimination in 
favor of the New England and Eastern market, I move to strike out the 

hole clause. That leaves all fresh fish under the duty fixed in another 

rtion of the bill, atone-half cent perpound. Then New England and 

e Eastern market get no benefit over and above the other markets in 
other parts of the country, and I am willing to stand there. 

Now, in addition, Mr. President, I wish to say that this opens what 
was at the bottom underlying a large part of the purpose and discus- 
sion around the negotiation of what is known as the fisheries treaty. 
All the fear that was raised in that negotiation came from the desire of 
the Canadians to secure the markets of the United States for their fish. 
T had occasion to say in the course of the debate which arose upon that 
treaty that if Canada could obtain the markets of the United States for 
her fish she would yield everything else. That was the purpose un- 
derlying the negotiations set on foot and the determined stand taken 
by the Canadian and the British negotiaters backing up the Canadian 
negotiators, and that whole subject is raised here. If the Canadians 
can get possession of the markets of the United States they will becon- 
tent, and if they can get possession of a portion of the markets of the 
United States for a portion of their fish they will to that extent be con- 
tent. If they can bring in their fiea preserved not by salt but by 
freezing processes, as has been describe’ by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts {Mr. DaWEs], then to that extent they are content, and win 
the victory over our industries, because, Mr. President, the fact is that 
lying at bome, as the fisheries do, at their door, or near by, with the 
difference in the cost of their outfit and in the wages that they pay, 
you give thera the benefit of the markets of the United States for their 
product, for their catch—which is the technical word rather than 
**product’’—they will drive from the sea the New England fishermen. 
That is.as inevitable as tide and sunrise. That willcome just as surely 
as the precession of the equinoxes. Every New England fisherman 
knows that. He knows that he can not stand that competition; and 
it is because of this, and because of the interest felt in this hardy class 
that have been the nursery of the American Navy for years, that from 
the beginning the forefathers took this interest in hand as a nursery 
for the Navy, and have protected it and favored and subsidized it from 
the earliest day. 

So much so was this done that a bounty direct was paid in the olden 
time to the American fisherman, so much per ton every fishing 
smack that he sailed out in and caught and brought his fishin. Money 
from the Treasury was directly paid out for years and years, until at 
last, because of the objections to this bounty and because under it ex- 
eesses and abuses had grown up, it was repealed; and all that is left 
to the American fisherman to-day is the protection that is afforded him 
by the duty and the salvation of the American market for his enter- 
prise, and the little benefit that he gets in being allowed free salt in 
bond to eure his fish. . That is all that is left to the American fisher- 


should be protected by the Government. Pretty 

been stripped from him. He stands to-day with nothing else than this 
protection afforded by the duty laid on his rival, who can drive him 
out of market with free fish, and the little boon that is afforded him 
by free salt to cure his fish; and it is proposed now to take od both 
the duties, open the market to his rival, and takeaway what little help 
he has in the nature of the drawback upon salt. 

Mr. President, if the American Senate to-day is to take that 
unpatriotic stand with reference to the American 
will do different from what I believe it will. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from Maine, 
for I did not quite catch the drift of his remarks in that respect. I un- 
derstaud him to say that if the tax is taken off fish the American fish- 
erman will be driven out of his business. I should be very glad to be 
informed why it is that the American fisherman can not proceed with 
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vantages the Canadian 


his business as safety and as economically as the Canadian fisherman? 


Are not the same conditions surrounding both of them ? 
Mr. HALE. The same conditions do not surround them by any 
means. 


Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator be kind enough te state what the 
difference is? 


Mr. HALE. The Senator could not have heard me. I did not go 
into that. 


Mr. BUTLER. I was trying to get the drift of what the Senator 
said, but I did not do so. 

Mr. HALE. I alluded first to the fact that the Canadian fisherman 
is at home close by the fisheries, and he can build his vessel, he can 
man and sail it and supply it, gnd particularly in the item of labor, at 
50 per cent. of what ours can. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not in a large measure the American fisherman 
at home also? Can not he build his own ships, can not he build his 
own schooners or fishing vessels, and is it net a fact that a very large 
number of those engaged in American fisheries are Canadians, brought 
here by Americans? 

Mr. HALE. No; the extentof thatis very much exaggerated. The 
proportion is small, and of the foreigners who are employed in Amer- 
ican fishing vessels a large proportion come here settle and be- 
come naturalized. 

In addition to the advantages that the Canadian fisherman has which 
I have referred to, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] sug- 
gests that he can take his fish into port and send them overland, get- 
ting the benefit of the competition of the two kinds of transportation. 
He stands head and shoulders in advantage above the American fisher- 
man to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. I confess I can not understand it. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say here that during the long-protracted and 
interesting discussion that took place upon the fisheries treaty, other 
Senators will remember with me that Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber in alluding to this condition of the American fishermen 
expressed themselves as ready to keep for his benefit all the duty that 
is laid and all the protection that is afforded him by the statutes as 
they exist now. burden of the discussion was that nobody pro- 
posed to take that off, and yet when we approach this subject I admit 


there is this other assault on the 


Mr. BUTLER. Is it a fact that the Canadian Government pays a 


bounty to its fishermen now? 


Pag HALE. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu] has 
the figures. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Maine will allow me—— 


fe Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that there is one controllingreason why 
the American fisherman can not compete with the Canadian fisherman. 
The Dominion of Canada has voted $4,000,000 of the $5,500,000 paid 
to them by the United States Government under the arbitration award, 
and devoted that asa fund for the protection and encouragement of 
their fishermen, and they pay the income of that sum of $4,000,000 in 
the way of direct bounties to Canadian fishermen to the extent of $3 for 
each person in the fisheries, $2 on each ton of tonnage of all 
the fishing © engaged, and $1.50 for each boat. These direct 
bounties to the Canadian fishermen amounted in 1885 to over $100,000, 
and for three successive years prior to that time the average was in the 
neighborhood of $100,000 per annum. 

Mr. BUTLER. Practically, then, if the Senator will allow me to 
eee en en oer ern one Sepmioenaee 
paid came out of the Treasury of the Uni 

Mr. ALDRICH. Precisely. We are 
the Canadians are now using, and the Senate of the United States is 
asked to assist in the work of destroying the American fisheries with 
the money which we paid them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no desire whatever to destroy the American 
fisheries. I should like to do justice to all industries. 

Mr. HALE. I think from the Senator’s question the Senator from 
South Carolina is with us. oe 

ex- 


a bargain according 
faa un ok rot pene +t nanan ee 

t t to now as an argument. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Y cate eunpetted than 0 tock, aot coenanguinen. 

Mr. BUTLER. To sustain an argument, then.. 

Mr. HALE. It shows the advanced position of the Canadian fish- 
erman, and it shows how impossible it is without some protection from 
us for the American fisherman to maintain his avocation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from South Carolina asked what ad- 

ian fisherman had. I did not mean to intimate 
that there was any additional advantage, but that the money was paid 
to Cunada by the United States. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I rather thought that was the purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, I was only stating a historical fact; and Can- 
ada levies a duty of half a cent a pound on all fresh fish imported there. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I thought if one thing was accomplished 
by the debate we had last spring and summer upon the fisheries treaty, 
‘g0 called, it was that the idea that the New England fisheries were the 
nursery for the American Navy had been ed. It seems to have 
been abandoned towards the last of that debate by Senators on the 
other side who were opposing that treaty, and it was stated in the course 
of that debate from statisties—— 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to hear what the Senator says was 
abandoned. I did not catch what he said. 

Mr. GRAY. I said it seemed to me that if one thing was accom- 

i by that debate it was the explosion of the idea that the New 

fisheries were a nursery for the American Navy, and that it 
seemed to me that Senators on thatside towards the close of that debate 
rather abandoned the extreme claims they had made in its beginning 
that the fisheries were so important to the United States in that point 
of view. That is what I said, or intended to say. 

But, Mr. President, from the statistics which were produced in that 
debate on this side, and from our sources of information, such as they 
were, it was distinctly shown that a very large per cent., more than 
one-half, of the fishermen who manned American fishing vessels owned 
by these great New England fishing syndicates were Nova Scotiansor 
from the provinces, not citizens of the United States nor intending to 
be, but men whoshipped for the season, returned to their homes aiter 
the fishing season wasover, and were in no sense, as far as they were 
concerned, material from which the American Navy could be recruited. 
On the contrary, they were the material from which a British navy 
would naturally be recruited. But one thing which was very appar- 
ent to those who were examining that question, on this side at least, 
was the extreme difficulty with which any exact information could be 
obtained from the owners of the vessels. 

The fishing industry of the United States or of New England has 
changed since those haleyon days when it was in fact a nursery of 
American seamen and manned the ships that in the war of 1812 humil- 
iated British pride upon the sea, and it has followed, as other American 
industries have followed, the direction of concentration in the hands of 
a few capitalists who own the ships, owning from a dozen to twenty, 
and manning them where they can obtain fishermen and sailors the 
cheapest, and resorting to that great source of fishermen and sailors, 
the Britsh provinces, recruiting their men and fitting out their crews 
from that great hive of sailors and fishermen, pursuing—as they had a 
right to pursue—their calling in a way that would be most for their 
benefit, and getting sailors and fishermen where they could get them 
cheapest. ; 

But what I was going to say is that since that debate closed it has 
come about that a committee appointed by the House of Representa- 
tives, the committee called the Ford committee, that has been investi- 
gating the matter of contract labor, has disclosed the fact that we un- 
derrate the percentage on this side of Canadian fishermen who are em- 

yed in American fishing vessels, and that committee asserts, and I 

lieve it has been so published, certainly I have been so told by a mem- 
ber of that committee who has been actively conducting the investiga- 
tion, that 75 per cent, was an estimate quite within bounds of the num- 
ber of Canadian fishermen, not men who came down from the provinces 
and expected to be naturalized, but of men who shipped for the season 
and went back to their homes in those provinces after the fishing season 
was over. So I believe the argument, such as it is, drawn for the pur- 
pose of maintaining a nursery for American seamen, has been by this 
time thoroughly exploded. . 

I admitted the force of that argument when the facts supported it. 
I should be the last one to deny the necessity of encouragement to that 
hardy class of our fellow-citizens who in time of war and upon the 
seas would man our vessels; but the facts do not exist from which that 
argument can bedrawn. Conditions have been modified and changed 
since that was an argument which properly appealed to American pride 
and to the intelligence of the American people. 

Now, about this fresh-fish clause; the argument of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Haz] is much the argument we have heard so 
often here that or other in this country owns the American 
market and that a few people can stand up in ihe face of the great body 
of American citizens all over this continent and say, ‘‘ You are our 
market; we havea proprietary right in your earnings; we have branded 
a the home market, and you belong to us;’’ as if down here in the 

ee market some thrifty housewife should go with her bas- 
ket and be told when she went to the stalls, ‘‘ You and those like you 
in this city are our market, those of us who live on the north side of 
the Potomac, and nobody from the south side shall sell a bunch of 
vegetables or a wild turkey or a bit of game, and you must buy from 
us.”” That is the one-sided transaction which is involved in this argu- 
ment of ‘‘our market’’ and ‘‘ the home market.’’ 

We are only considering one side of the bargain. A great mass of 
consumers all have a right to a market, they have a right to say that 
some market is their market where they want to buy, and their right 
to buy as cheaply as possible under the circumstances of the case de- 


nn 
————— 


serves some consideration if not protection. If the poor people of this 
country, peopleof moderate means, can have upon their breakfast-table 
fresh fish for breakfast, not only along the Atlanticseaboard but away 
inland and across the Mississippi, from this new process of packing in 
ice and freezing, then, sir, it ill becor 3 the American Senate to say 
them “ nay.’’ And when the Lenten season arrives, that is now fast 
approaching, when millions upon millions of our fellow-citizens are re- 
quired by their faith to confine themselves to a diet of whieh fish is a 
very large and important component, they are to be told that the cost 
of living is to be increased to them because, forsooth, the fish market 
belongs to a few capitalists in New England who will insist on the 
fact that the buyers of this article are their legitimate prey under the 
phrase of being their market ! 

Mr. President, so one-sided, so selfish a consideration as this can never 
obtain, it seems to me, the approbation of the American people, but 
will some day come back to plague those who are now supporting that 
view. I believe that this great food product, which is to become yearly 
of more and more importance, should be conserved, should be protected, 
in the interest of the great mass of the consumers of this country. I 
united some three sessions ago on a bill that was introduced here and 
came from the Committee on Fisheries proposing to enact a law which 
we hoped at that time would tend to preserve the fish supply of those 
waters near the Atlantic coast, and tend to retard or interfere with the 
wholesale and reckless destruction of the mackerel fisheries, because I 
believe more and more as population becomes dense on this continent 
that source of food supply will be of importance to the people of this 
country. But it is not to be preserved for the benefit of fish syndicates 
of New England. They have their rights, and the people who buy 
from them have their rights also. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question before he 
sits down. All the way along the Canada line and everywhere that 
our occupations come in the vicinity of occupations in any foreign 
country, I find the laboring people flocking to America and working 
in and producing in American industries and receiving American com- 
pensation. Now, the argument which the Senator makes seems to be 
to this effect, that because laboring people who come from Canada are 
engaged in the fisheries of New England, therefore the fishing interests 
of New England are not entitled to that same protection which is ex- 
tended to all other occupations under the theory of this bill. That be- 
ing the case, reminding him, as I might, of the great number of Ca- 
nadians who work in the lumbering interests all along the Canadian 
frontier, I ask why it is that he selects this particular New England 
interest for his objection and does not assail the entire system of occu- 
pations as well? F 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is not my purpose, if I can help, to 
assail any occupation. I want even-handed justice, if I cam get it, or 
approximately at least, in the laws of our common country. 

I did not use the argument that merely because Canadian fisher- 
men were engaged in manning American fishing boats, therefore and 
for that reason alone fresh fish should be allowed to come into this 
eonntry free of duty; but I instanced that fact, which seems to have 
been sufficiently ascertained, that a very large proportion, to wit, so 
large as 75 per cent. in my belief, of the men employed in American 
fisheries were Canadian fishermen, and that fact destroyed the argu- 
mentof these fisheries being a nursery for the American Navy; and it 
is upon that ground, and that ground principally, if not alone, that the 
American fisheries have been held up for these many years, for at least 
three generations, as an object of peculiar regard and a subject for the 
especial protection of the Congressof the United States. That was the 
connection in which I alluded to the fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware will allow me a word. 
The Senator makes a very important statement, which I should be glad 
to have verified further or corrected, because it is in direct contradic- 
tion of the statement made by the Senator from Maine. The Senator 
from Delaware now says that 75 per cent. of these fishermen are Cana- 
dians. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] only a few moments 
ago stated that 85 per cent. of the fishermen that went out from Maine, 
were engaged in the fishing industry, were Americans. So it seems 
now we have a great disparity, one insisting that nearly all our fisher- 
men are foreigners and the other insisting that they are practically all 
our own people. 

Mr. HALE. Right there let me say that I have seen myself hun- 
dreds of these fishing craft fitted out and sent to the banks to catch fish 
from the different fishing port~ of the State of Maine, and I have never 
known in all twenty foreigners out of the hundreds and thousands that 
manned those vessels. So far as the State of Maine is concerned, the 
Senator’s figures are all wrong, utterly disproportioned, and fail to give 
what is the true condition. I do not know where he has got his fig- 
ures, but they are not in accordance with the facts. 

Mr. GRAY. It is of course somewhat embarrassing for me when 
the Senator from Maine, whose accuracy and intelligence and honesty 
I so entirely respect, throws into this debate his own personal testi- 
mony and I have no experience of the kind with which to meet him. 
I was relying upon such investigation as I had been able to make iast 
summer into this matter as one gentleman engaging in the fishery de- 
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bate, and upon the information that I received from a member of the syndicate of fishing concerns in New England of the losses for two sne- 


committee known as the Ford committee of the House of Represent- 
atives that had been investigating under the order of the other House. 


Mr. HALE. What committee? 

Mr. GRAY. It is known, I believe, as the Ford committee, 
Mr. HALE. The Committee on Immigration? 

Mr. GRAY. 


A committee investigating the matter of contract labor. 
Whatever the committee may have been called, it has been investigat- 
ing this and kindred subjects, and I was told by a member of that 
committee—giving the source of my information—who knew that I had 
been interested in the debate on the fisheries treaty, so called, and that 
this matter had been incidentally brought into it, that we very much 
underrated the percentage of Cauadians engaged on American fishing 
vessels, and that that percentage was 75 per cent., speaking within 
bounds, of Canadiais., 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator just at that point please explain to 
me why it is any objection to protection to these American fishermen 
that they employ some foreign labor, when all other occupations, all 
other plants, and the capital invested in other business, use foreign 
labor also? Why should there be a discrimination? Why not protect 
this as wel! as any other labor? 

Mr. GRAY. Of course the phases in which any matter of protection 
or of tariff comes before this body are very multiform, and it would 
take a great while to discuss it in all its aspects. It is not because 
alone in this particular industry foreign labor is employed to so great 
an extent, but as I said awhile ago, I allude to this fact in answer to 
an argament that was principally, if not solely, relied upon as the rea- 
son why this industry should be singled out for the-peculiar protection 
and the peculiar favor of the Government of the United States, to wit, 
that it was furnishing a nursery for American seamen. If the facts I 
have stated be true, or approximately true, it is a complete answer to 
that suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me one suggestion? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware stated just now that the 
Senators on this side of the Chamber at the close of the debate on the 
fisheries question last year abandoned or yielded their claim in regard 
to the matter of this being a nursery for American seamen. I wish to 
put on record-——— 

Mr. GRAY. Let me state what I intended tosay. I said that it 
seemed to me that before the close of that debate that argument had 
been abandoned by them. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to put on record my understanding —— 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say that the Senator from Massachusetts had 
abandoned it. ' 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to put on record my understanding. I think 
my ears were as open to what took place in that debate as those of 
anybody, and I did not hear anything which indicated the least ex- 
pression of a belief of any Senator on this side of the Chamber that that 
claim was not true, that it was not true of the present as it had been 
of the past. On the contrary, I myself cited the earnest, emphatic 
statement of Admiral Porter, the head of the Navy, giving his reasons 
for its greater importance now than ever before, and the statement of 
Admiral Luce. 

The Senator from Delaware made certain statements in tha. debate 
about the nationality of the fishermen employed in Massachusetts. 
They were based, so far as I recollect them, chiefly on one or two 
newspaper statements in one of the Boston pa a free-trade paper 
and an administration paper, and on the fact that in some disaster it 
had turned out that the men who died or were lost had a certain 
large proportion of foreign nationality. That was encountered by 
putting into the debate the statistics of the United States census of 
1880, the last statistics of the United States Fishery Commission, the 
statistics of the Massachusetts census of population of 1885, and the 
statistics of the Massachusetts census of occupations, taken by differ- 
ent persons and in a different way when being taken by going around 
to different employers in Massachusetts also in 1885, which I will put 
into this debate before we get through. I have them all here now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr, GRAY. One moment, and I will yield to my friend from Wis- 
consip. ; 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] madea statement about 
which I wish to make a remark. I recollect very well the statements 
which were made by myself—I can not answer so well for those made 
by others; there were a number of statements made—in regard tothe na- 
tionality of the fishermen employed on American fishing vessels, I stated 
then, as I state now, that it was exceedingly difficult to get definite 
and accurate returns from the owners of fishing vessels themselves on 
this point. I do not mean to intimate that they would desire to con- 
ceal that fact. I do not know it to be so, and therefore I make no aver- 
ment in regard to that. But there was testimony I thought of a per- 
fectly competent kind that came to the Senate commended as indirect 
and circumstantial evidence cs it sometimes comes commended to a 
court of justice as being more reliable and more trustworthy than the 
flirect testimony of persons having an interest in the subject in contro- 
versy, and that was that the official returns made by the agent of the 
























cessive years showed that a very large percentage, much more than 75 
per cent., of those lost were men who were not citizens of the United 
States. That being the case, not for one year but for two years, it 
seemed to me not only very strong testimony, but almost conclusive 
testimony that the proportion of American seamen to foreigners was 
about the proportion stated in that account of the lost. It would be 
a very singular thing if two years hand running the waves and storms 
and lightnings on that bleak and stormy coast should direct themselves 
especially against the foreigners and exempt those of American birth; 
and, therefore, that was put in not merely as newspaper testimony, but 
as testimony of a very sufficient and very competent kind. 

All I have to say about that is that the United States census and 
the statistics of the labor commission of the State of Massaclirusetts 
differ quite widely as to their estimates, and the present Labor Com- 
missioner, Carroll D. Wright, in answer to a note written to me asking 
for further information on that subject, said there was a discrepancy, 
and that there had been great difficulty in getting the exact returns 
of the nativity of the fishermen who manned American fishing vessels. 

Bat, sir, to recur to the question of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, it was not because there were men of Canadian birth, nativity, 
and citizenship engaged in this industry that it should affect our votes, 
but it was adduced to meet an argument on the other side, to wit, an 
argument that this was a nursery of American seamen that should be 
protected by the American Government. I do not know that the fact 
that numbers of Canadians come across the border every year to engage 
in the lumbering industry is a fact to control our votes in regard to 
free lumber; buat, as I am in favor of free lumber, I should not let that 
fact interfere with my vote — the question. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isimply ask leave to remind the Senator that it makes 
very little difference to us, so far as the maintenance of the American 
Navy is concerned, whether those who are to man it happen to live on 
this side of the line or the other. We look to the happy period, not 
far remote I trust, when we shall be one country, and we had better 
pursue, I think, a policy, as long as it has been the policy of the coun- 
try and is the permeating policy of this bill, which looks to the prompt 
and immediate reconstruction, if I may so speak, of the entire conti- 
nent, with a view to the tion and the increase of all the 
physical forces to be found upon the entire area between the Gulf and 
the Pole, to say the least. The Senator from Delaware hardly makes 
his point against the argument on our side of the Chamber, at all 
events, when he says that in cultivating the interests of the Canadian 
fishermen we are not doing something for the American Navy. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. If my friend from Wisconsin will bear with me for a 
moment—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to take the floor, and I will then 
yield to my friend from Delaware to discuss the question of Canadian 
annexation. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will never use the m ‘*Ca- 
nadian annexation ’’ again. To speak of itas ‘‘ political union ”’ seems 
to be the appropriate term. As the Senator is not a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations any more than myself, I hope he will 


pardon me for the a oe 
Mr. SPOONER, e Senator may prefer ‘‘ political union’’ to 


‘Canadian annexation.”’ 
Mr. BLAIR. I did not understand the Senator. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Piatt in the chair). The Chair 


understands the Senator from Wisconsin to yield to the Senator from 
Delaware. 


Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. GRAY. Iquiteagree with my friend from New Hampshire that 
if that is the position taken by the Senators on the other side we shall 
have to reform our own lines in order to meet them. Like a skillful 
general and strategist, as I have no doubt he is, when he finds himself 
routed in one position he very quickly takes another. Whereas the 
argument was that this should be a nursery for American seamen with 
which and upon which to man American battle-ships, it now is that it 
is to be a nursery of Canadian seamen from which hereafter, in some 
remote future, we shall be able to draw our supplies, and that we are 
bringing upand nursing Canadian fishermen Canadian sailors with 
w to man American men-of-war. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have not had the pleasure of list- 
ening to any of the debate upon this item except to the portion con- 
tributed by the Senator from Delaware. The ment which he 
makes in favor of a free fish market is not particularly addressed to 
this item, but is the argument which I understand to be the Demo- 
cratic position at present in favor of the proposition to buy where you 


can buy the and sell where you can sell the dearest; in other 
words, what we on this side regard as the enunciation distinctly of a 
free-trade 

som and to believe that it is not popular with the American 
people, but that broader tion that we will e the 


ae Ee aaa ty armengneay wot 
t primarily American people, one w to-day 
Ng hope for the future will be, the governing one in this country. 
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My friend eo one element in his = that statistics here- 
tofore taken show that the protection of the fishing marine has no rela- 
tion substantially to the upbuilding of the American Navy. His as- 
sumption is that the American fis vessels, deep-sea fishing vessels, 
are the vessels which alone are factorsin maintaininga nursery of Amer- 
ican seamen. He forgets that upon the Northern lakes, Lake Michi- 
gan, Lake Superior, and other lakes, thousands upon thousands of men, 
as hardy and adventurous seamen as can be found upon earth, are con- 
stantly in fishing operations, and I think it will not be found 
that many of them are Canadians. Hundreds and thousands of them 
are ourown citizens, many of them men who took part in defense of 
the Union in the late war. 

In considering the question of the protection of American fishermen 
from the standpoint of national interestin a future navy, if the exigency 
should ever call for agreatnavy, thatelement furnished by the Northern 
lakes ought not to be omitted. I think Senators will agree that it is 
sometimes as difficult and as dangerous to navigate those lakes as it is 
to navigate the ocean, and men who grow to beskillful and brave sea- 
men on those waters are capable of skilled seamanship in any part of 
the world. 

I am a little surprised that the committee should have reported this 

ragraph 557asthey have. ‘‘ Fish, fresh, except when frozen or packed 
Cin or otherwise prepared by any process for preservation,’’ is put 
by the committee on the free-list. If there was any one thing an- 
nounced distinctly over and over again in the debate upon the fisheries 
treaty, it was that America ought not to grant to Canada facilities or 
favors in relation to our commerce or any part of our commerce that 
were not reciprocal. I am not quite able-to understand why when 
Canada puts a duty of one-half a cent per pound upon all fresh fish 
caught by American citizens the Committee on Finance should put 
Canadian fresh fish, even for immediate consumption, upon the free-list. 
But it is a mistake to assume, as has been assumed in the debate thus 
far, that the only section of this country interested in this industry is 
New England. The fresh-fish industry in the West, on the Great Lakes, 
is enormous, and it is entitled to consideration. Itis as much entitled 
to protection as any other covered by this bill. 

I hold in my hand a letter from a gentleman whom I know very well, 
an able man and a man in every way entitled to credit, Hon. E. 8. 
Minor, of Sturgeon Bay, Wis., which, with the permission of the Senate, 
Iwillread. Itisaddressed to my colleague and dated Milwaukee, Jan- 
uary 7, 1889. It refers to this subject, and is as follows: 

On the 4th of this month the Fishermen's Association met in convention at 
Green Bay for the purpose of recommending to our Legislature such changes as 
seemed necessary in our State laws regulating the fishing industry of our State. 

Similar laws are enacted, I think, in Michigan and other States 
bounded by the Great Lakes. 


Among other things, they recommend a memorial to Congress from our Leg- 


— asking Congress to levy a duty on all Canadian fish, fresh as well as 
cured. 


So long as Canada levies a duty upon American fish, I can conceive 
of ne possible reason why Senators, consistently with the position of 


the Senate upon the subject, should be willing to make Canadian fish, 
fresh, free. 


I attended the convention as one of the fish commissioners of the State, and 
I was delegated to draught-the memorial and such other changes as the State 
Fishermen's Association s I know you have a tariff bill before your 
honorable body now,and possibly this duty may be provided for in that bill 
Hence I write to ask if it has been provided for. I know Senators Hoar, FRYE, 
and others have had much to do with this question of protection to our fisher- 


men, and they may have considered this question already. I wish to call your 
attention— 


I ask the Senate to give attention to this, for it is statistical infor- 
mation from the West, not from New England: 


I wish to call your attention to the importance of this industry in our own 
State. I have the figures before me as returned according to our present State 
law by the wardens of the three districts into which our Great Lakes are di- 
vided. most of these fish are lake-trout, herrings, and whitefish. The 
law has been in force three seasons. There were vaught and sold fresh in 1886 
4,924,149 pounds ; in 1887, 5,541,744 pounds, and in 1888, 8,568,532 pounds. 


Similar statistics from Ohio, I take it, and from Michigan and other 
States bordering upon the lakes would show that in each the industry 
is rapidly increasing in importance. 

He continues: 


In addition to the fresh fish sold in 1888, there were 4,000 half-barrels sold of 
salted fish. To this may safely be added 300,000 pounds consumed and sold in a 
—— way and not included min above, The value of these fish taken from 


e waters of es Superior Michigan, and Green Bay— 


Lying within the borders of Wisconsin, saying nothing of the other 
States— 


would amount to $400,000. The value of lake fish caught in the State of Mich- 
pee $2,000,000. At the rate our fish are ig Our watersin a very 

‘w years will produce a million dollars’ worth of excellent food-fish. There is 
really no limit to what may be produced. We buy all our linen thread for fish 
nets in Scotland, and pay a duty of 40 cents per pound on it. We pay more for 
our labor. It costs more in every way to carry on our 


business in Amer- 
ica than in the Dominion of Can and yet they have always been allowed to 
use our markets free for their fresh The Senators from Michigan ought to 
be interested in matter. 


The proposition of the Senator from Kansas seems to me to be noth- 
ing more nor less than a discrimination pure and simple, arbitrary and 
without foundation, in favor of Canadian fishermen and against Ameri- 


can fishermen. Under the law as it stands to-day, and as it would 
stand if the committee’s proposition is adopted as amended by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, Canadian fish cancome into the United States with- 
out limit, to be transported anywhere within the United States forsale 
if they be salted or preserved on ice, but the American fishermen can 
not send a pound of fish into Canada for tmmediate consumption or 
preserved for transportation and future use without paying a duty of 
one-half cent per pound. That is to my mind a very singular protec- 
tion to be proposed to be proffered to our fishermen by protectionists, 
by men who believe in the principle of protecting American indus- 
tries, including American fishing interests. 

The pending amendment, as I understand it, although I was not in 
the Senate when it was offered by the Senator from Maine, will impose 
the same duty upon Canadian fish coming into this country that Can- 
ada imposes at the same time upon American fish imported into Canada. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the chair 
understands that the question now is on striking out the whole para- 
graph, as moved by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Which, as the Senator says, in connection with the 
other portion of the bill, leaves Canadian fish subject to a duty of half 
a cent per pound, all parts of the country paying alike. 

Mr. BUTLER. Fresh fish? 

Mr. HALE. Fresh fish. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no doubt the people of Kansas are fond of 
fish, and I am anxious that they should obtain fresh fish in great quan- 
tities and at low prices. Fishermen from my part of the country send 
them vast quantities of lake-troutand whitefish, as do the fishermen from 
Michigan. But I am prepared to believe that the people of Kansas 
would prefer, if necessary, to pay a little more for fresh fish caught by 
American fishermen than to turn over the American fishermen and all 
their interests to Canada in the way proposed by the amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin, before he 
takes his seat, one question ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator if he thinks the fresh fish from 
Canada would come in serious competition with the fresh fish of Wis- 
consin, or Michigan, or South Carolina, or Georgia, or any other State? 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not? 

Mr. BUTLER. I say ‘‘serious competition.’’ Does the Senator 
think that the introduction of frozen fish coming into our ports, trans- 
ported by rail, paying the railroad transportation, would come in seri- 
ous competition with any such fish as he adverts to? 

Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly, all along the Canadian border. 
The Canadian Government gives a bounty. The fish are caught in the 
same waters. They are transported over the same lines of railroad. 
They meet us every day, and it would certainly not seem to need 
argument to show that that would be a competition which would be 
serious and which we are not called upon to bear. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would it be such a competition as would really and 
seriously impair the value of the fisheries in the United States? 

Mr. SPOONER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BUTLER. It mightcomein competition like a good many other 
things and yet not seriously interfere. 

Mr. SPOONER. The writer of the letter which I have read states 
one fact which must be considered in connection with this competition, 
and that is that our fishermen pay for the netting material a duty of 
40 per cent., while the Canadian fishermen pay nothing. 

But I repeat that the proposition seems to me to be a monstrous one, 
that Canadian fish should be permitted by the American Congress to 
come into this country in competition with our fishermen free, while 
not a pound of American fish caught by American fishermen is per- 
mitted to go into Canada free. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire merely to put in a statistical 
table on the resuli of it. It will take but a moment. I should like 
the attention of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. The sta- 
tistics of the census of 1880 and of the Massachusetts population and 
industry schedule for 1885 which were taken under separate direction, 
varied somewhat in regard to the matterof nationality. ‘There wasno 
result which gave less than 60 per cent. of native-born persons, if I am 
correct in my memory, in any of those, but they varied somewhat. 
Accordingly I called upon the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, an 
appointee of the present Administration, and pointed out to that bureau 
the discrepancy, and I got a letter from Mr. McDonald forwarding the 
following statement of Mr. Collins, the Assistant United States Fish 
Commissioner in charge of the division: 

In compliance with the instructions contained in your letter of this date— 

This is dated May 24, 1888— 

Sadocing a letter from Hon. Grorer F. Hoar) I have the honor to submit the 
nclosed table showing by customs districts and by totals the number and na- 


tionality of men on vessels employed in the cod, mackerel, halibut, herring, 
and other food-fish fislteries, from the State of Massachusetts, during the year 
1886. 


He then says—I will not read the whole letter— 


I believe it safe to assume that these figures are not very much different from 
the actual facts at the present time. 


These statistics for vessel fisheries have been gathered with much care, as 
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previously stated, by experts thoroughly familiar with the fisheries, and they 
are, therefore, believed to be exceptionally accurate and valuable. 

That is the last Government report, for 1886, and is signed J. W. 
Collins. ae 

Mr. TELLER. What does he make it himself? 

Mr. HOAR. That Iam about tostate. He givesin that not only 
Massachusetts by customs districts, but gives also the entire New Eng- 
land States, as follows: 

Detail showing nativity. 
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Mr. TELLER. A part of the Germans I suppose are citizens. 

Mr. HOAR. From all these nations, the Irish, the Germans, the 
British, the Canadians, many of them become citizens or declare their 
intention to become citizens when they engage in this business. 

According to this report, made when the attention of the office was 
expressly called to some difficulties about the previous statistics, there 
are 79 per cent. American-born, the bureau saying that the figures are 
exceptionally accurate and valuable. Here are 9,774 persons in 1886 
native-born asagainst 2,950 persons of all nativities whatever other than 
those born in this country. 

I also seubmit an extract from the report of Professor Spencer F. 
Baird for 1884. That is only two years before the other, which is for 
1886. Professor Baird states the national importance and value of 
these fisheries, as follows: 

The general results of the investigation, from the statistician’s standpoint, 
may be briefly summarized as follows: 

in 1880 the number of persons employed in the fishery industries of the United 
States was 151,426, of whom 101,684 were fishermen and the remainder were 
shoremen. The fishing fleet consisted of 6,605 vessels (with a tonnage of 208,- 
297.82) and 44,804 boats, and the total amount of capital invested was $37,955,349, 
distributed as follows: Vessels, $9,357,282; boats, $2,465,393; minor a us 
and outfits, $8,145,261; other capital, including shore property, $17,987 44 . 

The value of the fisheries of the sea, the great rivers, and the Great Lakes was 
placed at $43,046,053, and that of those in minor inland waters at $1,500,000, in 
all, $44,546,053, These values were estimated upon the basis of the prices of the 
products received by the producers, and if average wholesale prices had been 
considered the value would have been much greater. In 1832 the yield of the 
fisheries was much greater than in 1880, and prices, both at first hand and at 
wholesale, were higher, so that a fair estimate at wholesale market rates would 
place their value at the present time rather above than below $100,000,000. 

The fisheries of the New England States are the most important. They en- 
gave 87,043 men, 2,066 vessels, 14,787 boats, and yield products to the value of 
$14,270,393. In this district the principal fishing points in order of importance 
are: Gloucester, New Bedford, the center of the whale fishery, Eastport, Boston, 
Provincetown, and Portland. 

Next to New England in importance are the South Atlantic States, em»loy- 
ing 52,418 men, 3,014 vessels (the majority of which are small, and ed 
shore and bay fisheries), 13,331 boats, and returning products to the value of 
$9,602,737. 

Next aro the Middle States, employing in the coast fisheries 14,981 men, 1,210 
veseels, 8,293 boate, with products to the amount of $8,676,579. 

Nextare the Pacific States and Territories with 16,808 men, 56 vessels, 5,547 
boats, and products to the amount of $7,484,750. The fisheries of the Great es 
en ploy 5,050 men, 62 vessels, and 1,594 boats, with products to the amount of 
$1,784,080. The Gulf States employ 5,131 men, 197 vessels, and 1,252 boats, yield- 
in.z producis to the value of $515,584. 

I think it is proper te observe in connection with this laststatement, 
which relates to 1884, that it is well known that there is a great exo- 
dus of fishermen going on daily in consequence of these Canadian dif- 
ficulties from New England to the North Pacific, and that whole com- 
paratively untilled field of the sea, BehringSea, the seasouth of the Aleu- 
tian Islands, and the whole of the North Pacific is to become in a 
very few years the scene of a great whaling and fishing interest. Cod, 
halibut, and other important sea fish swarm in those seas as they did 
in the North Atlantic in the earliest times. 

It is idle, it seems to me, to claim that this is not an American in- 
terest, or that it is an interest confined to any section of the country. 
We have the most important coast line of any nation on the face of the 
earth, a stormy and dangerous coast line, and wherever our country 
borders upon the sea there you find these hardy, skilled, and brave men 
t-nined in the daily exposure todanger and privation and fatigue. It 
seems to me that if there is anything which can appeal to the national 
and patriotic spirit of Americans from all sections of the country alike, 
it is the desire that this greatinterest which has contributed so much to 
our prosperity, to our safety and our glory during our whole history, 

shall be fostered against this attempt to drive it out of the sea, y 
by the competition of underpaid Canadian fishermen and y by 
the superiority andskill of English and Canadian diplomacy. 
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Mr. STOCKBRIDGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Michigan yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not going to occupy the time of the Senate. I 
will merely avail myself of the Senator’s indulgence to ask unanimous 
consent that I may be ——- to print in the Recorp alongside of 
the statistics just read from the interesting speech of the Senator from 
Massachusetts last summer thestatistics that I had the honor to present 
to the Senate on the occasion of that debate. I do not wish to thrash 
over again the old straw on that question. I have a very lively and 
quick sympathy with the men who ‘‘ go down to the sea in ships,’’ andI 
should be very sorry to be thought to oppose their interests, but I really 
think that my duty here is to advocate the interests of the American 
people, of which they areapart. Ishall not detain the Senate if I may 
be allowed to have the statistics to which I refer printed. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senator in submitting those statistics to let 
the statement show the locality from which the statistics were gathered, 
as there is an immense difference between certain fishermen in Glou- 
cester, Mass., and the general runof fishermen through New England. 

Mr. GRAY. The statistics to which I allude, and which I ask per- 
mission to print, are those that were produced by me in the speech that 
I had the honor to make at the last session on the fishery question, 
which were replied to by the Senator from Massachusetts. I assume 
that the statistics which the Senator has just read were taken from his 
speech in the late debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware asks per- 
mission to insert in the RECORD some statistics to which he refers as 
having been used by him in a former debate. Is there any objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


The Cape Cod fisheries.—Oficial tabular statement of the fisheries in Prov- 
incetown and Wellfleet, in the district of Barnstable, for the year 1887. 
[From the Barnstable County Journal, Barnstable, Mass., April 28, 1888. ] 

















~ Ameri- | Foreign- 
Name of vessel and port. ; a Total. 
PROVINCETOWN. 
Casey ©. Mies ..coccrncssessocesevcsscocrennancesnapcoesensssen eoceseces 7 8 15 
DTBOD ic cncininiinndccchendnteiadueriahinevinnentenntiniiaetninnices igneous < 13 2 15 
BEAith MeIMtyre...0ccccsecreeces cevpeocscosescsacecesescosesscoccccecs oa 17 3 20 
Leon 8. Swill ........00......ccccoess 15 5 20 
Lawrence McKenZie ...........scssceesceecccees serene cee 16 6 22 
Lucknow ..........-+:+ on 5 8 13 
Maud B. Witherell 7 9 16 
Tressa D. Parker 7 6 18 
Jesse T. Matheso 6 14 20 
Bn BE oscsinttinin 3 13 16 
Grace F. Littleton 17 3 20 
Lizzie Colby........ 14 6 20 
Nellie Swift........ coil 10 9 19 
Eee eee spenubeusisascccotanes a 7 15 22 
Ligsio W. Matheson...........ccccccccossesesese doocupsanpuncsconsbn sal 10 15 25 
Nihari ctaskypdienbasecepennucebenunptnenibuntiauesvedetacbenennasy ~ 7 5 2 
Re DA PB icccteecssvcssnccceentebinencnminsneenemenrcsensevees 5 18 23 
Pans ee Riscececevcncnncescsnsnseceesecsncgunnsesen sunetusvewnenponnne) 6 1 17 
Annie R. Kemp..........cscessecessssseee punidpedenmeeccssuseunpeanesi 15 7 22 
Ce We, BR iris eeccensnctsttin necen cccrectmovsewsvasecresmnpsnnenen 6 9 5 
Wee BERR R GR rececccreese covcscsessnncvennesesceseasses eoonnccen ™ 5 li 16 
PRR BI ceccnitenattlipninence oenene wemesprennmaanuetanesne oa 8 10 18 
RRR We 5, Bab icsccsngp een cemnocemetitenarnnainineteenaseneees 4 9 18 
atthe Da TA scene tedeccnccccncmnescouecenccces exsene wevcenoccesons 15 1 16 
Bh, Fi, Ba ices eatin cccnrien nscvn cxccee cunnne worse endenn wssene cee - 7 8 15 
DOROD B., TERBIAocpcnsctcsvcceevcceveevesnegescevctaseeses ences cen = 10 6 16 
Phatlomnimia, MaMta.........2..02000000 c00s00 pecccsccnesecceesesee ecasseid 10 6 16 
ON Th, i cccccancvesnsntrcces edemines anepegneidl 4 ll 15 
ZEPHYT...-..000002.-rrcocrrccecereeeee 8 6 14 
Mary &. Whorr............0000«« il 4 15 
Alice ond 10 4 14 
Alice Norwood 2 12 14 
Ethel Swift..... 12 10 22 
Ellen A. Swift.... 10 9 19 
Maggie Mitchell . 3 9 12 
WELLFLEET. 

GQ. CeO y sovccssescerecesvsceeqesens scones soccseeecene accecerees: ° 8}- 8 16 
Ree SURIEIR, secnnecenepssieasetncsueneteccins soosconnmnisiinaibe eoaueceedl 8 8 16 
Peer el) TB, TOP ccs sicovccovesestecevesececncenssnt covecs pnencs euveee 9 7 16 
Lizzie D. Barker...... pbadedpaniscectecncrecubsipiaenpenyigethcorpennee “a 1 15 16 
Seen Tle POIOR cticinnvtvccceenececesscesasiiecnesseusnsuseseoesees enneed 12 4 16 
Alice P. 4 il 15 
H.W. 6 10 16 

in Oliver 1 13 14 

M. Jenkins 8 6 14 
Nathan Cleaves............. sitinanntneipeninomaatiptipntetanintinty satis ll 5 16 
Charlies F. Atwood. 14 2 16 

Sa aitieeiantahtcnncmnnsdsitdietiinittsincttonmnlball 394 | 37 ™. 
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Mr. Gray. I thought I had Mr. Wright's letter here, but [have not. Hegoes 
on toanal as far'aa he esi, admitting the it was impossible to get 
from the outfitters and owners ee ne ee 
would not give them, returns he can get 
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tion from the debate which took place in the Canadian Parliament, and that 
seems to be a favorite reference with the Senator from Maine and others in this 
debate so far as it has gone. On the 13th of April of this year, in debating this 
treaty, General Laurie, who is opposed to the treaty, and almost as emphatic 
and violent in his opposition as the Senator from Maine on our side, said : 

“T mention this because, even in the matter of duty, asa rule the crews of ves- 
sels receive one-half the outturn. Now, itis the impression that —_ are pro- 
tecting American fishermen, that the duty is practically a bounty which goes 
to American fishermen as opposed to provincial fishermen; but asa matter of 
fact, these fishermen, not wild, harum-scarum young men, but for the most part 
fathers of families, who have made a practice of going away to the United 
States, who own they do not do any better when they go, but who go because 
they have been inthe habit of going and do not like to change the system, ob- 
tain one-half of the present duty so long as the duty is imposed. So the duty, 
instead of going into American pockets, largely goes into the pockets of our 
own fishermen, 

“ An honorable Memsrr. Oh,oh! : 

General Laurie. Perha f the honorable gentleman will visit the mari- 
time provinces, he will find out that what I am saying isan actual fact. I am 
not s ing of what I have read, but I am speak of what I know. There 
are d vantages in connection with shipping in United States vessels. They 
are more reckless in sailing than our vessels, and while they do make larger 
returns, they also make larger losses. I now refer to the book which the 
finance minister was told he should have referred to more frequently, and I find 
that the losses of Gloucester vessels during the season of 1887 amounted to 
twenty-two vessels and one hundred and forty-five lives, of which I am sorry to 
say a very large proportion, far more than the majority, were those of fisher- 
men from the lower provinces.” 

Here is a bit of what law call unconscious testimony, taken at random, 
the return of losses of the Gloucester fleet for one year: 

“ Twenty-two vessels and one hundred and forty-five lives, of which I am 
sorry to say a very largeproportion, far more the majority, were those of 
fishermen trom the lower provinces,” 

How does it happen, Mr. President, that if the proportion is as the Senator 
from Massachusetts says, only about 19 per cent.. when you come to foot up the 
losses of the Gloucester fleet for one year you find that 60 or 70 per cent. of those 
losses are the drowning of Nova ia fishermen? Were they selected as the 
special objects of the wrath of Almighty God? Did He direct His thunderbolts 
and His cyclones at the heads of these poor Nova Scotia fishermen more di- 
rectly and with more of intent and pa. then He did against their Yankee 
shipmates? Here is testimony which speaks louder than statistics, louder than 
tables, that when you come to foot up the losses for one year you find that a 
large majority of those who were lost were from the provinces. 

That was for the year 1887. I have some figures here of the same kind ina 

blication of Proctor Brothers’ list of vessels, published in 1886 in Gloucester. 

i publication was not made with any intention that it should have a bearing 

upon this question. It was a commercial publication, and it gives the losses of 

life between September 1, 1885, and September, 1886, of the Gloucester fishing 

fleet as 104, of which 52 were Canadians, 25 were of other foreign nationalities, 
17 were unknown, and 10 were Americans. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I 
hope the amendment of the Senator from Maine will be adopted. Repre- 
senting in part the State of Michigan, bordering upon the Great Lakes, 
and interested in this question of the fisheries, I desire to say that the 
people of Michigan have no disposition to reap any advantage from 
free fresh fish at the expense of their own fishermen. The catch in 
the State of Michigan last year was something over 12,000,000 pounds 
of lake-trout and whitefish, caught, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
has said, with twine paying 40 per cent. duty, and caught by men re- 
ceiving much larger compensation than that paid to Canadian fisher- 
men. 

Michigan does not ask that free Canadian fish may come into her 
ports. Although we are at her very doors we are willing to pay the 
price for fish which our fishermen are willing tosell them for. Michi- 
gan believes thoroughly, as she has given good proof, in the doctrine 
of protection. I believe that the adoption of the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Maine is in that direction, and I hope it will be 


to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to the fact that it seems to me his amendment does not accom- 
plish the purpose which he has in view as expressed in his remarks. 
That purpose was that all fish should be subject toduty. The proposi- 
tion is to strike ont paragraph 557, which provides for free fish, under 
the idea that that would leave all fish to be taxed. Another paragraph of 
the bill bearing upon this question, as the Senator will see, is paragraph 
267, which provides that ‘‘foreign-caught fish (imported otherwise than 
in barrels or half-barrels), smoked, dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed 
in ice, or otherwise prepared for preservation, not specially enumerated 
or a for in this act,’’ shall pay a duty of one-half of 1 cent per 

und. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to put in “‘ fresh fish’’ right after the words 
** half-barrels,’’ so that, as stated by the Senator from Wisconsin, these 
fish will be subject to the same duty that the Canadians impose upon 
our fresh fish—one-half of 1 cent a pound—and that settles the whole 
question. 

Mr. REAGAN. Isimply desired to call attention to the fact. With- 
out something of the kind it would leave fresh fish free. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I wish merely to say a word or two. 
I did not propose to say anything on this subject, but I am very glad 
that the discussion has been opened by the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas. I was astonished when I saw fresh fish put on the free- 
list, but I supposed it was a sop thrown to Cerberus, to the kind of de- 
moralized public sentiment which had disseminated free-trade ideas 
throughout the country. I suppose the reason why I have not received 
protests from my State has been because our people feared that if the 
question was opened they would suffer more than they would under 
the clause as formulated by the committee. 


In regard to fresh fish being put upon the free-list, I regard it as an 
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unjust and invidious discrimination against a very large class of our 
people. As far as the cities along the border are concerned, Cleveland, 
Buffalo, Detroit, and up as far as Milwaukee, Canadian vessels can 
bring their catch there, and sell them in direct competition with our 
own people. Along the borders of Michigan, which has the largest 
coast line possibly of any State in the Union, some 1,500 or 1,600 miles, 
there are numbers of fishermen’s villages. I see that the statistics 
quoted by the Senator from Massachusetts this morning show that 
there are over 5,000 men engaged in that trade. 

I believe it has been the policy of the Government since its founda- 
tion to encourage the fisheries, and to strike a blow at that is to strike 
a blow at our naval supremacy if we should ever require a naval su- 
premacy. The supply that should come to our Navy will be drawn 
very largely from the Lakes. The commerce there now is greater than 
all our foreign commerce. The sailors there are numbered by tens of 
thousands, and anything done to militate against their prosperity (and 
this certainly is a blow against their prosperity), must havea tendency 
to decrease their numbers. 

I hope that the amendment of the Senator from Maine, amending 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas will prevail, and that this 
invidious distinction will not be made against the most worthy and 
hardy class of our people, people who make very little noise, but do 
their work assiduously and earnestly, and who live poorly. I hope 
that the whole clause will bestricken out and that Canadian fresh fish 
will not be admitted into our market. 

There is another pointI wish to notice. TheState of Michigan bas 
three hatcheries. The hatcheries at Detroit put last year 100,000,000 
hatched whitefish into the Lakes. At Cleveland, I think, and else- 
where in the State of Ohio, there are a number ofothers. The United 
States has a number of hatcheries in Michigan. 

We are stocking the Lakes for the benefit of Canadian fishermen if 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas should prevail. There- 
fore I hope that the amendment to that amendment striking fresh fish 
from the free-list will prevail. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss the fishery 
question; neither will I now discuss the tariff question. If the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAy] had not assumed that he had by his argu- 
ment convinced everybody on this side that the American fishing waters, 
not only on the New England coast but every where else, were not a nur- 
sery of seamen, I should not have said anything. 

I took some part in the fisheries treaty debate. I recollect that I 
especially antagonized the statistics presented by the Senator from 
Delaware, and called his attention to the same statistics that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts read. Every report from every Department 
of the Governmentthat could be relied upon atall has been against the 
assertion of the Senator from Delaware, that 75 per cent. of our fisher- 
men are foreigners. It is possible that on some fishing smack or vessel 
40 per cent. or 50, or it may be all of them, possibly except the officers, 
who must be American, are foreigners, but it cannot be asserted here, 
with any evidence back of it, at least, that 75 per cent. are foreigners, 
nor. can it be done upon the report of a committee that as yet has not 
made its report, a committee that I think has not gone beyond the city 
of New York to take testimony and has confined itself principally to 
taking testimony as to the arrivals at Castle Garden. It is possible 
they may have gone further, but if so I have not noticed the fact. 

Mr. GRAY. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him for one 
moment in that line? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. That committee, the Ford committee, I am informed 
took its testimony in the city of Boston in regard to the matter about 
which we are talking. 

Mr. TELLER. It is possible they have taken the testimony of one 
or two witnesses to that effect. The testimony taken some time ago 
before a committee contained the statements of some men who swore 
that a majority of the fishermen were foreigners, but the great burden 
of proof was theother way. It is possible that some of the Germans, it 
is quite possible thatsome of the Scandinavians, have become fishermen 
on our coast. There isalarge number of those people, I have no doubt, 
who are fishermen on the Lakes and on the northeast seacoast, but in 
almost every instance it will be found that the Scandinavians, and 
Irishmen, and Germans, or whatever they may be, are citizens of the 
United States, and they become as much a part of our marine force as 
if they had been born in this country. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. I merely wish to reassure the Senator that as far as 
the Lakes are concerned, our fishermen there are Scandinavians and 
Irishmen and Frenchmen generally—there are some Americans—but 
they are nearly all naturalized citizens. I would venture the asser- 
tion that 90 per cent. of them are already naturalized, and that the 
other 10 per cent. intend to be. 

Mr. TELLER. There are two classes of people who come to this coun- 
try who arealways naturalized. Oneisthe Scandinavian and the other 
is the Irishman. You can always depend upon it, when you find a 













































































ARS on 


ey oi LA? 


a Keowee Red: Ks 
a ee Stee 


Cs Miamcetay CL ee at RAY un UEP te Ynct 


Cm 


_ gt the expense of ourown country in many res: 


ee ee eee ed emeagabeneitecseond 


664 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JANUARY 11, 





Scandinavian, that if he has been here long enough he is a citizen; and 
he is generally a good one. They become as patriotic and as loyal to 
American institutions as people to the manor born, and much moreso 
than a great many whom it has been my opportunity occasionally to 
meet in this country. They have more of the loyal American spirit 


in them than many men who find themselves occupying high public 
positions in this country. 

The same may be said of the Irish. If they are on our vessels they 
are citizens and are entitled to all the rights and privileges of American 


citizenship. When we called upon the people of the United States for 
an army a few years ago none responded more gallantly than the Scan- 
dinavians and the Irishmen, both for our vessels of war and for our 
armies in the field. If we are training them, if we are drawing from 
the European forces trained sailors for fishermen, we are drawing a 
very valuable class of citizens and a class who will never desert us in 
the hour of distress. 

I want to put on record the statement that I have not myself aban- 
doned at any time, or thought of abandoning, the position I took when 
I was discussing the fisheries treaty, that these fisheries are the nur- 
sery of our seamen. They have been so ed for a hundred years. 
The second law that was _ in the United States provided for the 
encouragement of these fisheries by allowing a drawback on the fish 
that should be caught and exported. In 1792, by a system of bounties, 
that was kept in force until a few years since, these fisheries were en- 
couraged, I want to insist that not only on the northeastern coast, 
but up and down the Great Lakes, we are training men all the time for 
the duties of superior seamanship in case their services are required on 
the great ocean. 

I can remember forty years ago and more when it was considered a 
very desirable thing fora young man in this country to take a whaling 
trip or a cod-fishing trip. The young man in a neighborhood away off 
from the coast who found himself able to induce his father to let him 
go on a cod-fishing expedition for one season thought that he had done 
as much as most young men who entered the doors of a college. That 
was the class of men who went then. It is possible they have been 
somewhat displaced by the fact that foreigners have come here and are, 
perhaps, willing to work for less wages; but yet it will be found that 
very many of that class of men are to-day being trained in these fish- 
eries for the captains of our great Atlantic steamers, and for our coasting 
trade, of which a Senator spoke here the other day as being the most 
‘aagnificent coasting trade in the world. 

If I did not think I ought not to digress, I should like to tell the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who spoke of the coasting trade 
with so much pride, just how that coasting trade was built up. It 
has been built up by just the same system by which we propose to 
build up the fishery interest in this country—by giving special oppor- 
tunities and special advantages. 

I do not intend to go over the whole fishery question. I think that 
when we are about to negotiate with Great Britain upon the question 
of our relations on the Great Lakes and on the ocean and on the North- 
east, it would be well for the negotiators to be unhampered and un- 
trammeled by any provision of this kind in the statutes. I express, 
as has been expressed by another Senator, some surprise that the com- 
mittee should have reported this provision in the tariff bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, it occurs to me that there are the 
very strongest possible reasons for adopting the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine, and placing a duty upon fish of all kinds equal to the 
duty that is imposed by Canada. We are already building up Canada 
We are transfer- 
ring to Canada our carrying trade. Their railroads are relieved from 
many of the burdens imposed upon ours, cularly under the inter- 
state-commerce law, and our carrying e is fast being transferred to 
Canada, the effect of which is to build up Canada. If our 50,000 fisher- 
men, 20,000 or 30,000 perhaps, or whatever number there may be, are 
not given the additional advantages which have been pointed out here, 
if we take this flaty off fresh fish, the effect must be to transfer the in- 
dustry to Canada and build them up and increase their population 
vastly. I do not think that it is good policy for this Government to 
build up this rival power at the expense of our own people. We had 
better have the fishermen on our own side of the line and give them a 
chance to live. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] spokeof the right of Amer- 
ican consumers to a market as well as the manufacturers or the fisher- 
men. I concur that they have a right to a market, to not only aplace 
to buy, bat a place to sell. This provision gives them no addit 
place to sell. Canada has blocked us with a tariff duty, so that we can 
not sellthere. Our fishermen have not the right to sell there, and if 
we did have the right to sell in Canada, wages are lower there, and we 
should not probably be able to do so and compete with the Canadian 
tishermen. Besides, they have a smaall population as compared with 
ours. 

If we surrender this market to them we shall get no equivalent. I 
think that consideration should run through all the tariff. When we 
consider any proposition to levy a duty on imports we should consider 
whether the country from which those imports come is likely to far- 
nish a market for our products. The Western farmer wants a market. 


If there is no foreign market that can be made by free trade, let us make 
a home industry and keep the people here, and let them labor here, so 
that the farmer will have a market. 

The great need of this very productive country, abounding in all the 
products of agriculture, is a market. Where you destroy the home 
market by allowing competition and acquire no foreign market, it is a 
great damage and does harm. That is the situation we are in now, at 
this age of the world, in considering the tariff. All countries have de- 
nied us their markets, except for those things which they must neces- 
sarily have. We are not considering the question of trade with other 
countries on equal terms. Their markets are blocked against us by 
exorbitant tariffs. Canada pursues that course very studiously. 

When we took the tariff off tea and coffee and put those articles on 
the free-list, and established a line of steamers to China and subsidized 
them, Canada immediately put a discriminating tariff of 10 per cent. 
on tea and coffee imported from the United States,so that we were de- 
nied their market. When we took the tariff off logs, they put on an 
export duty. If we take the tariff off lumber, they will put on an ex- 
port duty, or raise the stumpage, as pretty much all the lumber belongs 
to the government. 

In dealing with Canada we certainly should never grant privileges 
which we do not get reciprocally. Canada is hardly in a condition to 
give us reciprocal privileges, because her markets are so much less val- 
uable than ours, When she shuts out our people, and our fishermen, 
for us to say that we will deprive them of employment and give it all 
to Canadians and build them up, it seems to me is an unjust discrim- 
ination against our own people. 

I think these considerations should have weight. The amendment 
of the Senator from Maine iseminently just, and proper, and n ; 
if eo ap who are engaged in the fishing business are to be fairly 
treated. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in clos- 
ing his statement seemed to express some surprise that the committee 
had introduced into the free-list of this bill a provision respecting fresh 
fish. The committee, as Senators know, has been rather conservative 
in the Ss of this bill, and did not desire to change existing 
law unless a strong case was made for such a change. There was no 
application or presentation of this fish question to the committee in the 
form in which it is presented now. We found that fresh fish has been 
practically on the list since 1861. During most of that time it 
was supposed that at least the dominant party in this country was in 
favor of protection. I had not observed in the debates on the successive 
revisions of the tariff that either New England or Colorado had pressed 
the question of taxing fresh fish. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will remind him 
right there that when the revisions of which he speaks took place we 
had a sort of a reciprocal relation with Canada of such a character that 
the question could not well have been discussed, and that probably is 
the reason why nothing was done in that direction. 

Mr. ALLISON. In 1861 we had, of course, the then subsisting re- 
ciprocity treaty with Canada. 

Mr. TELLER. And I should like to remind the Senator that we 
have had it practically ever since, until 1885. 

Mr. ALLISON . Ido not care to enter into that discussion. I have 
never heard of any debate indicating that this particular thing ought 
to be done. So I trust the committee at least will be charitably con- 
sidered by Senators on this side of the Chamber when they allowed a 
provision for fresh fish, which had stood in our tariffs from 1861 down 
to the present moment, to be in this bill. Of course we de- 
sired to make no radical changes upon these questions unless it was 


necessary. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, I will 
state that in 1861 the item of fish that went into daily consumption 
was put on the free-list for the reason that Canada allowed our fisher- 
men to bring their fish from Canada here. 

Mr. HALE. Since then Canada has put on a duty of half a cent a 

und. 

Ye MORRILL. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have heard of that a good many times. I am 
merely endeavoring now, if I can, to place the committee in a position 
where it will not be subjected to any severer censure than is actually 
necessary under the circumstances. I am now responding to the state- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado, who expressed surprise that this 
provision had found its way into the bill. 

I desire to say another thingin defense of the committee. This pro- 
vision was put in the bill at instance of people who are interested 
in the fisheries. 

The Senator from Kansas projects an amendment here which strikes 
out the conditions of limitation which the committee put upon the par- 
agraph as respects fresh fish. The language of the Morrill act of 1861 
was ‘‘ fish for daily consumption.” 

Mr. GRAY. ‘‘ For immediate consumption.” 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Daily consumption’’ was the of the 
tariff act of 1861. For some reason, which I have never examined, that 
phraseology was changed in 1874 to ‘‘ fresh fish for immediate consump- 
tion.”’ Sines 1861 and even since 1874 there have been many changes 


1889. 





in modes of transacting every character of industry and business in our 
country. It appeared to the committee from reliable statements of 
tlemen who are interested in this matter of fresh fish that the Cana- 
i taking advantage of this clause respecting immediate consump- 
tion, were in the habit of preserving their fish by various methods, 
chiefly in the form of packing in ice, and thus preserving a catch for a 
aeath or two months or three months, and under the guise of “‘ fresh 
fish for immediate consumption” bringing fish into our country in 
active competition with our own fishermen. When we reflected, as 
was di in the discussion upon the fisheries treaty, that the Cana- 
dians could not only do that, but that they could engage in the north- 
eastern fisheries and ship their catch of fish by railway from Halifax to 
Boston or New York City or elsewhere, or all along their own northern 
coast and project them into Chicago, we believed that that was not a 
fair thing to our own people who were engaged in fishing, having a 
— from our own Government. 
r. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 


Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is not the egy of bringing in fresh fish 
packed in ice practically followed by American fishermen as well as 
Canadians, and was not the process in 1861 unknown either to Cana- 


dian or to American fishermen? I understand that now the American 


and Canadian fishermen both bring in fish in that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly that is the habit of American fisher- 
men, but it is not the habit of American fishermen to have an oppor- 
tunity of transporting their fish by cars from points where they are 
likely to be caught at certain seasons of the year. In other words, 
when our fishermen go upon the coast of Canada or into the deep waters 
of the sea and undertake to fish and carry their fresh fish to Halifax for 
transportation to Boston or New York they are informed that they 
can not do it, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. {should like to ask for information, for I am 
not advised on that point, whether fresh fish packed in ice, Canadian 
or American fish, are shipped by rail? My understanding is that they 
are packed in a vessel in ice and brought te Gloucester, Boston, and 
other New England ports in ice. I am not aware that they are trans- 
a from the ship to a railroad at any place, especially when they are 

in ice. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that they are. It was theintent and 
purpose of the committee not to change the general policy that had pre- 
vailed for twenty-six years, but to carry out its original spirit and pur- 
pose, namely, that fish caught in the morning might be put upon peo- 

le’s tables in the evening, whether they chanced to be caught by a 
Gustin or an American fisherman. 

That was the intent and purpose of this provision. The effect of it 
of course we all know. It was not necessary to have a lengthy discus- 
sion to show that the effect of this provision was to exclude the fisher- 
men who fish in large quantities and ship cargoes to this country if 
Canadian fishermen. We knew oi course the effect of this would be 
to ly restrict if not absolutely cut off the business of fishing as I 
have described it. 

Now, the Senator from Kansas puts in this amendment, because he 
= that the committee by this arrangement has made a provision 
whereby the people along the shores of New England and along the shores 
of the Great Lakes will have an advantage over the people who live in 
the interior, as he and I and as our constituents do. Therefore he says 
that this provision, so far as this act of limitation is concerned, ought 
to be stricken out, without objecting, however, to the provision that 
fresh fish should be placed upon an equality with salted fish or preserved 
fish, so far as I heard him express an opinion. 

The Senator from Maine proposes to strike out this provision entirely, 
the effect of that being of course to relegate fresh fish to the dutiable 
list. After hearing this debate and discussion, I rather think I can 
say that our New England fishermen and our fishermen upon the Great 
Lakes have scored a point. ‘They haveshown, I think with reasonable 
clearness, that the original provision in 1861 is a provision that ought 
not Jonger to remain upon our statute-book, first, because it is a dis- 
crimination = our own fishermen, and secondly, because if our 
fishermen undertake to present their fish at a Canadian port they are 
compelled to pay half a cent a pound if they be fresh fish. 

So I intend to vote for the proposition of the Senator from Maine to 
strike out this entire provision. Then I shall ask the Senate to go 
back to the provisions fish and put all fresh fish in exactly 
the condition that Canada has put the fresh fish imported into their 
country from our country, and I believe that that will be the fair and 
just solution of this whole question as respects this particular item. 

I do not believe that that will add materially, if at all, to the price 
of fish in our own markets. It will be an inducement to our own fish- 
ermen to engage more largely in fishing en ises upon the Lakes and 
upon the shores of New England. That is all there is in this question, 
and the committee’s effort was to confine the importation of fresh fish 


to the provisions of the acts of 1861 and 1874 and the intention of 


Congress at that time (which was, I repeat, merely to allow a fish 
caught in the morning to be brought on the table in the evening, 
whether caught by a Canadian or by an American). Since that time, 
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however, the entire fishing business has changed, so that it has be- 
come an immense industry, amounting to many million of dollars an- 
nually to our own people and permeating our whole country. The 
city in which I live I have no doubt receives fresh fish to-day from 
New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, and at other seasons of the 
year we receive there fish preserved in ice from the seacoast and from 
the Great Lakes. 


This preservation of fish in ice has become a method whereby all the 


people of this country can enjoy the benefits and privileges of fresh fish. 
So it is an industry that our people should carefully preserve and look 
after, especially, as the Senator from Michigan has well said, that there 
is no obligation resting upon us tospend a hundred or more thousand 
dollars annually to stock the Great Lakes with fish merely for the ben- 
efit of Canadian fishermen. 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Iowa before he takes his 


seat whether I understood him correctly to say in his remarks that it 


is the fishermen themselves who desire to have fresh fish brought into 


the country put upon the free-list? 


Mr. ALLISON. I said it was the representatives of the fisher.nen 


themselves who desired that we should put into this bill a provision 


whereby the original purpose and intent of Congress should be carried 


out, namely, that only fish fresh for daily consumption or immediate 
consumption should be included, and that this idea of preserving fish 
by packing in ice and by other preservative methods still enabling the 
fish to be sold as fresh fish should not be inhibited in this provision. 


Mr. GRAY. Then I was right in understanding the Senator to say 


that the fishermen to whom this market belongs and to whom we are 
obliged, on the theory of the Senator from Iowa and his confréres, to 
pay tribute, are willing of their grace that fresh fish not packed or pre- 
served in ice shall come to those breakfast-tables which they can reach 
in that condition free of duty, and that they are content if no one but 
the people along the Atlantic seaboard and on the shores of the Great 


Lakes shall be allowed to eat untaxed fresh fish. 
Mr. ALLISON. Well, Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware is 


putting in another form the argument made by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, which, I think, minimizes this condition and belittles and makes 
ita matter of nomoment Surely it was not in the mind of those 


who framed this provision that a man who happened to live on the 


shores of the Great Lakes should have an advantage over a man who 
lived 10 miles away, or 20 miles away. That was not the intent or 
purpose of this provision, as I understand, either originally or by this 
committee. 


But the argument here discloses that a man who lives 
near a navigable water or a stream that has fish in it, or who lives 
near the Great Lakes, or who lives near the sea, would have an ad- 
vantage not enjoyed by the people who live in the farinterior. There- 
fore I say the committee had no such purpose of making any discrimi- 
nation, and I know of nobody who asked to have these provisions in- 
serted upon that ground, but simply that the original purpose of the 
law should be carried out. That was all. 

I suppose, also, that these fishermen did not expect or anticipate that 
the committee would change what had ap to be the policy of 
the country for a long time, and place fresh fish on the dutiable list. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the Senator from Delaware does not fear if 
this duty should be put upon the fresh fish which are caught by the 
Canadians that these processes by which they are preserved in ice and 
otherwise than salt would be excluded from our fishermen. Our fish- 
ermen could send the fish preserved in precisely thatsame way to every 
market in the United States, and it is only a question whether our 
fishermen shall do it or whether the Canadian fishermen shall do it 
when we can do the same thing here. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not understand that, of course, but I did under- 
stand that the monopoly of preserving fresh fish in ice and transporting 
them to the interior of the country was to be confined to American fish- 
ermen, or, as the Senator from Massachusetts, by a misnomer, says, 
‘four fishermen.’? He forgets they are not our fishermen; we are 
theirs. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know what the Senator means by saying the 
fishermen of this country are not our fishermen. 

Mr. GRAY. Weare theirs. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand our fishermen are a part of this great 
nation, just as much as the honorable Senator and myself are. Ido 
not know why the Senator says it is a misnomer to speak of that large 
class of industrious population in this country as ‘‘our people.”’ I 
understand them to be a part and parcel of this great nation, entitled 
to the same protection that everybody else is in the lawful industries 
which are open to them; and if it be proper to secure to them employ- 
ment in this country rather than to give that employment to laborers 
in other countries, then they are entitled to the same nomenclature, 
the same cognomen that the Senator’s constituents are. They are our 
countrymen just in the same sense that the honorable laborers in Dela- 
ware areour countrymen. Ido not understand what the Senator means 
by saying it is a misnomer to call those people ‘* our countrymen.’’ 

Mr. GRAY. I did notsay anythingaboutcalling them “‘ our country- 
men.’’ They are our countrymen and we are their countrymen. But 
he spoke of them as ‘‘our fishermen.’’ I said so far as the efforts of 
the Senator from Massachusetts and those who think with him are con- 
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cerned, he makes it so that we are theirs and that they are not ours. 
The Senator speaks of their being entitled to the same protection that 
nll other American citizens are entitled to. I grant it; but all other 
American citizena who are interested in this universal article of food, 


in the introduction from abroad of such articles as may compete with 
or such as may aid our industries, to look at it as brought from abroad 


into = whole country, wherever it is landed or wherever it is con- 
sumed. 


perhaps an article than which there is not a single other article more Now, to bring the matter nearer to this topic, itisof a foreign duty to be 
important to homan happiness and human well-being, havesome rights | imposed upon a foreign product on its introduction into this country. 
to protection; and when the great Giver of all good gifts stocked the | We must look, then, to this fish industry and this fish product as it 
seas near our coasts with fish he did not intend that they should bedis- | belongs to American industry and in competition with foreign indus- 


pensed through the monopoly of a few New England fishermen. 


try in the same product. We must look at the particular circumstance 
of these competing interests. 


In reference to the Northeastern fisheries, or the Lake fisheries, or 


Mr. DAWES. What does the Senator mean by ‘‘the monopoly?”’ 
There is not a man of the sixty-five millions of people in the United 


States who may not resort to precisely every feature of the employ- | again the Southern coast fisheries, those industries as toward foreign 
ment of these men that my friend is unwilling to call ‘‘our fisher- | countries stand in different relations of competition. As I had the 
men.’’ Ifthey are not ‘‘our fishermen,’’ it is because they are made | honor to point out in the fisheries-treaty debate, there are three heads 


subject to the Canadian fishermen. That is the reason they are not 
ours; aud this policy of the Senator from Delaware to subject our in- 
dustries to foreign industries may well lead him to inguire whether 
any of the industries of this country are our industries, or whether the 
laborers of this country are in any sense ‘‘ our laborers.”” It is quite 
in harmony with the whole theory that we are to be subject to foreign 
labor and foreign industry. 

Talk abort a monopoly of curing fish in ice given to New England 
or to anybody in New England! The Senator’s constituents are as in- 
dustrions and are as enterprising as any constituents of any Senator 
here, and if there is a dollar over 5 per cent. to be made in it the cap- 
ita! of Delaware will find its way intoit, and so will the capital ofevery 
State in this Union. There can be no monopoly in the production. 
The market can be surrendered, and that is what, with all due respect 
to the Senator’s honesty of purpose, is the result of his argument and 
his policy. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I have not thought it useful that I 
should engage in any of the discussions of the items of the tariff bill. 
The general topics areabundantly elucidated by debaters on both sides. 
But this particular subject leads into larger considerations, supported 
on the one side or opposed on the other upon more general grounds 
than what belong merely to an ordinary item as between protection 
and free trade. 

I wish at the outset very firmly to contradict any impression that has 
been made by the expression of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 
that in the fishery-treaties debate any disputant upon this side ever 
yielded in any form of expression or concession or inference what had 
been a great and prominent feature from the beginning, to wit, the value 
of the fisheries as distinct from the value of the fishes caught. From 
the beginning to the end of that debate—I may speak with some con- 
fidence, for I believe I closed the debate upon our side—the cardinal 
proposition was maintained that it was the interest not of New Eng- 
land, not of the border States on the Great Lakes, not of those on the 
Gulf, not of the South Atlantic, not of the western coast, of the fish- 
catching and the fish-selling, but that it was the question of the United 
States of America, as important to the people of Kansas or the people ot 
Nevada or Colorado as to those that bordered on the seacoast. It was 
an external possession of the United States in the fisheries, a possession 
just as inuch of the people of New Orleans or the people of Iowa as it 
was of the people of New England. If there was anything that be- 
ionged to the country at large and in whole in all the great features 
of the fisheries, it was this northeastern fishery of curs that was outside 
our territory but was kept within our possession and our benefit and 
our future and our plans, that we are not ready to part with upon any 
consideration whatever. 

We can not part with it under any of these narrow and special con- 
siderations, for whatever we part with, we part with as a country, and 
everything that we iose is gained by another country that values it 
and will make its possession felt against us. 

Now, Mr. President, in reference to domestic interests, it seems to 
me very hard that when we fall into these discussions we should all 
think that our people are living here or there, whether it is at the 
South in an interest local to climate and advantages which they enjoy, 
or to the West in their other advantages, and then again to New Eng- 
land and the Middle States, and in turn the Pacific coast possessions. 
Sixty-five millions of our people live in the United States. When we 
talk about them and their interests and legislation concerning them, 
it is the people of the United States. But the United States in its 
population is distributed to the men in New England, or the men in 
‘Texas, or tho men in Florida, or the men in Oregon. Becausethey live 
in these, their habitations and their homes, do they live the less 
in the United States of America, or are any of them any the less at 
home in the hearts and protection of the ——_ of the United States ? 

I, therefore, have always looked with contemptuous disdain 
upon any of the efforts of defense of this or that interest as if it were 
not an interest of the United States, or so wrought into the fabric of 


alone that embrace the great interests of the Northeastern fisheries— 
the coasts, the fish and their habitat, and the market. The three make 
up the industry and determine the ity of the industry. 

The Canadians have the advantage of us by their occupation of the 
shores where they live, and under the laws of the government over 
them. The fish by our treaty are accessible equally to us with them 
in right, and we control our market; and when we determine whether 
or not we will impose a burden of customs duties on the fish that are 
caught by the Canadians at home, we look not only at the general 
question of whether we will protect domestic industries, but we look 
squarely in the face the competing industries and determine whether 
affirmative protection is not necessary to Fe us upon an equal footing 
in respect to the province and the seat of these industries. We must 
fit out our fleets for the fisheries, we must bring them back in our own 
bottoms, and then offer the fish in our markets. 

Why, Mr. President, this of all other industries where foreign and 
domestic competition comes in stands upon a peculiar ground. On the 
face of things, whatever is produced within a country is to be invaded 
in its market by what is brought from abroad, with the disadvantage 
of distance, the cost of transportation, freight, insurance, and all the 
elements of commerce that enter into the aggregations of sale. But 
here these Canadians are nearer to us in their production than we are 
to our country—they are on the shores, and their fishing industries are 
simpler and less expensive and more manageable in details. They are 
on our borders nearer, in fact, than we are in the importations which 
our eastern fleets bring back as their freights. We therefore have a 
protection of fish in competition with Canadian occupation of the North- 
eastern fisheries to put us in our market in as even and as profitable 
relation as they by their advantage of being nearer to the fisheries and 
nearer to importations than we are. Under our system, by which the 
privileges of transportation are allowed to them and we are not allowed 
the transportation of our fish there, because we are kept in the original 
circle of trade which imposes these great expenses and investments 
upon us, we are bound to impose a duty. 

When we come tothe Great Lakes therea line is drawn between the 
same waters, and the shores on either side are actually accessible as 
ports so far as convenience of access goes. The Canadians impose a 
duty of half a cent a pound upon every fish caught in these common 
waters—common in the sense of the same lake on our side of the line— 
as against what are caught on their side of the line; and when we 
poate’ ae fish in ~ Great an aon eae anna _ 
line upon ee Cea of protection for ours against t caught 
pay ped yr fia wt ree against us, an out- 

is e of our ing a on fish. 

Nan ane then, Mr. President, that in respect of the great fish- 
eries now developing themselves so much in the Great Lakes there is 
an wy rye f of oe of accessibility to the fishing grounds each on 
the side of the line that pertains to the country. But when you come 
to the question of a duty we are only asked now to put our markets 
against their fishermen on the footing on which they put our fisher- 
men against their markets. 

Well, we have a very great interest, and that is in the South Atlantic 
and on the Gulf. There Senators will observe that our American fish- 
eries are entirely protected by circumstances. There are no circum- 
stances which expose our markets at the South to any considerable 
invasion by fishermen of other nations. If I am wrong the Senator 
from Louisiana will correct me. As I understand it, we have no such 
fishing industry of a foreign nation to compete with us there at all. 
Are then the Southern industries of the same nature, that is, the fish- 
eries, to stand against an equalization, a reasonable protection towards 
equalization of the Northeastern fisheries or the Northwestern fisheries, 
or the Lakes, because there is no rivalry and no encroachment and no 
impai t of the full market of fishery down there? 

t seems to me, Mr. President, that this very subject of the fisheries 
is one that may be proposed as an instance and an example of what 
the whole country is to deal with against what is an industry outside 


the policy and legislation of the United States that this or that dis- | of the whole country. It seems that by instinct, or habit, or the he- 
tributed interest was to be protected. I have never anes and I | reditary influence of our early colonial development, New fur- 
think that no Senator should ever permit the interests to nishes the bulk of American fishermen to the Northeastern fish- 


as bearing upon the suggestion that they affected the seaboard or af- 
fected the interior, No; all our plan here is, as we legislate for the 


eries. Is the effect, therefore, 
whole country and enact legislation that affects our foreign relations 
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but is within our treaty rights, and we propose to keep it as valua- 
ble, as productive, and as a school for seamanship, and I am at a loss 
to understand the process of reasoning of the Senator from Delaware, 
which he brings against us that, under adverse influences, if you 
undesirable influences to be deprecated, there has intruded a 
considerable class of employés who are foreigners not in the sense of 
either being native or naturalized citizens. 

Is it the policy of the Senator from Delaware, is it the policy of 
Senators on the other side of this Chamber, that if our seamanship, our 
seamen, our hopes, our plans, our schemes, our pride, our glory, by 
circumstances that we can not and do not control, have been reduced, 
we should go on and squander and dissipate what there is leit of 
them? And yet that seems to be the proposition of the Senator from 
Delaware; that, as the foreigners now form part of these seamen, who 
are being trained—he has given us statistics that we can not accept— 
but on what principle is it that by circumstances that we can not con- 
trol, we are pom encroached upon in the development of our seamen 
and our seamanship, we are to be careless and indifferent and even re- 
sentful against a handful, as he terms it, that are left? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I have refrained from participating in 
this debate which has upon the items of this bill for the rea- 
son that I desired that action might be reached upon the bill, and I 
had determined that nothing I might say, unnecessarily at any rate, 
should retard that action. I have listened during the last ten days to 
much of argument and assertion and accusation and denunciation from 
those who are es to the principle of this bill to which I was 
tempted to reply, but I have refrained, and intend to refrain. 

I am very glad that the committee does, as I understand, accede to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] and 
remove fresh fish from the free-list, as was proposed by the bill, and 
assent to its being placed upon the dutiable-list. It seems to me that 
with any proper respect for ourselves as a Government we can not do 
less. If there were no principle of protection involved, the principle of 
reciprocity in our dealings with a neighboring foreign power, as it 
seems to me, would demand that we should put fresh fish upon the 
dutiable-list and charge the same amount of duty that is placed upon 
fresh fish by the Dominion of Canada when imported there. 

The le who are engaged in this industry in the United States 
catch their fish side by side with the people who are engaged in this 
industry from Canada. Our people engaged in this industry are subject 
to many disadvantages in the pursuit of their occupation owing to their 
distance from the fishing grounds and the unreasonable restrictions and 
vexations which have been placed upon them by the Canadian Gov- 
ernment, and yet they are not permitted to introduce fish into the 
Canadian ports without their being subject to half a cent a pound duty, 
while the Canadians, who engage side by side with our fishermen in 
the same business, under advantages which we do not possess, are per- 
mitted to land their fish free in our own market. Now it seems to me 
that that of itself ought to settle the question. 

It was not, however, for that purpose that I rose, but to make some 
reply to what seemed to me to have been a tone of disparagement of 
the Canadian immigrants all through this discussion. If I understood 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy], he replied to the argument 
that we need to maintain our fisheries in order that they may be a 
nursery for seamen who will man our ships in time of battle, with the 
statement that some Canadians are employed upon our fishing vessels, 
and he introduced statistics and seemed to dwell with a great deal of 
os upon these statistics, as showing that there are more Cana- 

ians employed by those of our citizens who are engaged in fishing en- 
terprises than the statistics which are furnished by the Senator from 
Massachusetts would seem to show, as if it were any argument against 
the duty of this Government to do everything in reason to maintain 
our fishing industries in order that seamen may be trained up who shall 
help us in our time of need, to say that some portion of those seamen or 
those sailors now employed in the fishing industry are Canadian citi- 
zens. 

Well, Iam not going to stop here to inquire what the proportion is. 
I presume it is true that some portion of the sailors engaged in the fish- 
ing industry are citizens of Canada. I do not think so great a number 
of them as the Senator from Delaware supposes are citizens of Canada. 
I think that a good many of them are American citizens, and that a 
good many more of them, who may be citizens of Canada when they 
are employed upon these fishing vessels, will in the end be American 
citizens; but whether be American citizens or not, I think it is 
very clear and very certain that in case of a war with any other country, 
except Canada (with which we do not wish to fight and can not fight), 
we could draw upon all of them to swell the number of our seamen, 
who would man our naval vesrels and take part in defending our in- 
terests upon the water. 

But this argument is simply alongside of one which has been used 
many times in this debate, which seems to imply that a Canadian im- 
migrant isa person whom we ought to exclude from participation in 
our interests and our nationality, the same as we exclude Chinamen, 
and vicious and assisted immigration from whatever quarter it may 
come. 


Now, Mr. President, I think that there is a very great misappre- 


ators as showing their regard of this question. 





hension as to the character of the Canadian immigrant. It may be 
true that at first the Canadian who came to this country came to work 
in the lumber woods, and, after having earned money, went back to 
Canada. It may be true at the present time that some who come from 
Canada still go back there; but I think it is true in the main that those 
who come from Canada to the United States settle here, become indus- 
trious citizens, become conservative citizens, and as thrifty, temperate, 
moral, industrious, and religious as those who emigrate from any other 
portion of the globe to this country. 

Speaking with one of our Government officials in the district of Que- 
bec not long since, he told me, I think, that within the last three years 
more than 20,000 Canadians had left the port of Quebec to come to *‘ the 
States,’’ as they term it; that a considerable portion of those—I think 
he said over 800—brought their household effects and their furniture 
withthem. That of course signified 800 families who were transferring 
their allegiance as well as their residence to this country. He said 
further that a large number of other families sold out their effects be- 
fore leaving and carried their money with them to this country; and, 
further, that so sure was it that those who emigrated from Canada to 
this country came here and staid, that the provincial parliament of 
Quebec had appointed an agent to visit those who had taken up their 
residence in this country and try to induce them to return by offers of 
gifts of land, but that the agent was meeting with no success whatever. 
So this idea, which has been so industriously insisted upon here, that 
the Canadian is an undesirable member of our population, I think 
arises from an entire misapprehension of his character and his object 
in coming here. 

I wish to refer to one or two things which have been stated by Sen- 
The Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MoRGAN] on January 4, arguing that the committee was 
as open to the charge of free trade as were Senators on that side of the 
Chamber because the committee put certain things on the free-list, used 
the language I shall quote. He was referring to paragraph 351, ‘‘An- 
imals brought into the United States,’’ etc. He said: 


We can certainly raise here all the animals we want for any purpose, but be 
cause a man emigrates from Canada to the United States to compete with our 


coal-miners and operatives in the factories orto compete with our agriculturists 


we let him in free with his— 
“Teams of animals, including their harness and tackle and the wagons or 


other vehicles actually owned by persons emigrating from foreign countries to 
the United States with their families, and in actual use for the purpose of such 


emigration, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
sceribe.”’ 


Mr, Atuison. And his clothing also. 
Mr, Morean. And his cloth’ng also. Being the friends of the American Ia- 


borer, and there being no such friends in the world of the American laborer as 
this committee, the honorabie Senator from Iowa leading this committee first 
takes the clothes that the immigrant may choose to bring, it makes no differ- 


ence how costly, how much of them, or where he got them, or at what price, 
and lets him in free with all his clothing. He comes here as an immigrant not 
pledged to stay. He does like the Canadians do; he expects to go back ina 
month or a year, or perhaps he expects, like the Chinaman, to go back or, after 
he is dead, to have his bones carried back to the old country. You let him in 
free with the clothing he chooses to bring; it makes nodifference what its cost. 
You let him in free to labor for a year with clothing enough bought in cheap 
foreign markets to last him the whole time, so that he will not buy a dollar's 
worth in the United States. You let him in free because he is an immigrant, 
and yet you pretend to be the friend of the American laborer as against the 
foreign laborer! 


The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] speaking of Cana- 


dian immigration, used this language on the same day: 


One-half of the factories of New Engiand now are filled with men who are not 


even naturalized citizens of the United States, but who come across tiie border 


from Canada and elsewhere to labor here and return with the proceeds of their 
labor. You welcome that foreigner when he comes in the midst of your strikes, 
whom you can use for the purpose of putting down and suppressing the efforts 
of labor to secure its share in this taxation that is imposed in its name; but 
when hecomes with anything to sel! he is anathema maranatha, and all men are 
social traitors who desire to purchase his products at a reasonable price. That 
is the history of this labor question. 

Those remarks are based upon the mistaken idea which seems to 
prevail upon the other side as to the character of the immigrants from 
Canada. I speak from some knowledge on this subject. 1 have lived 
among them for the last thirty years. I have seen them in the city of 
my residence grow from a handful until now I suppose they are a popu- 
lation of perbaps 1,300. Some of them have become our best citizens. 
They have all conducted themselves with as much propriety, with as 
much regard for our institutions and customs, with as earnest a zeal to 
make good citizens, as have the immigrants from any other country 
whatever. I suppose out of this 1,300 people perhaps 100 of them 
own the houses in which their families reside, some of them nice houses, 
which they have built or purchased as the result of their daily earnings. 
They have one and perhaps two churches in oar midst, built also with 
the proceeds of their daily labor, one a very fine church costing several 
thousands of dollars. Many of them, fifteen or twenty I suppose, are 
store-keepers, merchants, and engaged inother business. Wefind many 
of them as clerks in our stores and in our factories, They are in all 
respects a conservative, industrious, thrifty, temperate, law-abiding 
people, and they are subject to no prejudice in the State of Connecticut, 
certainly not in the city of my residence, and I think I can speak for 
the whole State. No man who has come to this country from any 
other shore has any prejudice against them. 

No man born here has any prejudice against them. They have not 
been brought here at times of strikes to supplant the labor of people 
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already employed by greedy manufacturers and grinding monopolists. 
They have come of their own free will, and they have come because 
they like the United States, just as those who remain at home wish to 
come in a lump because they like the United States. They are the 


advance-guard of the Canadians who, within a few years, are going to 
demand of their own government and ask of our Government that the 
boundary line which exists between us and Canada shall be obliter- 
ated, who are going to ask of our Government that they may be ac- 


cepted and given a place to dwell among us. 


this? 
Mr. BLATR. 


thies naturally were excited. 


complete unanimity with the cause of the American Union. 


ment which preserved the Union. 


Not alone that, but in these recent years in proportion to the entire 
number of the French population that has been developed in Canada 


they have furnished the largest proportion of immigration to our coun- 
try that has come from any foreign people whatever. 
dent, thereare now in these Northern States not far from 1,000,000 men, 


women, and children of French-Canadianextraction. Therearenot more 
than a million and one-half or two millions, I suppose, of them remain- 
ing within the territory of Canada. The enierprising, the pushing, the 
vigorous clement in the French-Canadian population is in the United 
States to-day rather than in Canada, There are not less than 50,000 
of them living in my own State, and in the city where I have the 
privilege of residing, of perhaps of a population of 40,000 in all, not 


less than 15,000 are these same French-Canadians. 

As the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has well said of his 
own knowledge, so I state from mine, that there is noelementof our foreign 
population which deserves more of sympathy or better treatment in the 
policy that shall be adopted in our legislation than the French-Cana- 
dians. They are among our most industrious people; they are among 
our most honest and respectable citizens. Many of them are now be- 
coming and are really extensive owners of real estate. They carry on 
not alone the work of the operative in the factory, but they engage in 
every avocation known to our industry. They have their schools, they 
have their churches, they have their newspapers, and they have some- 


thing of the pridecf race; and so long as it does not interfere with their 
complete amalgamation as American citizens, who would care to see 


destroyed that just pride of the Irishman in Ireland, or of the German 
in Fatherland, or of the Englishman or the Scotchman in the great em- 
pire of which they were members and in whose renown they have still 
a pride, although separated from the mother country? Men who have 
no pride in their own origin certainly never can be desirable as an ac- 
cretion to American citizenship; and if in the course of this debate there 
has been anything of slur or of oblogquy cast upon French-Canadian 
citizens of the United States or the character of this immigra- 
tion, for one, from the standpoint of one who knows them, I desire to 
repel whatever may have been said against this population. I rather 
desire an increaseof it. I would not return from my own State or from 
any portion of our country a single immigrant from Canada, French- 
Canadian or otherwise. 

Particularly, Mr. President, I think that we ought to bear seriously 
in mind, or cease to talk about it, the inevitable and radical and rapidly 
increasing tendency toward the realization of what we call ‘‘ American 
destiny.’’ This is no newidea. It is not simply to be confined forever 
to the realms of poetry and of speculation. We have been talking of 
this matter of manifest destiny for a century, and it is no use for us to 
suppose that manifest destiny can be 
wise, 1 think, for us to indulge in a policy of legislation which 
the unification of this continent territorially at a time when it is de- 
sirable that it should be unified if ever. 

If we are to have the American continent under one flag, under one 
political union, it is desirable to have it before it is filled with hostile 
populations, before national prejudices have originated and grown 
strong, and the foundation, by reason of bickerings and incipient hos- 
tilities, shall be laid for fature wars, and the sooner we are united po- 
litically and those tendencies which are apparent in the great mass of 
the population on both sides of the line between us and Canada are 
yielded to the better it will be with reference to the continued peace 
of this great continent. When the Canadian country and our own 
country ave filled with opposing populations and shall have develo 
those hostilities and rivalries which inevitably result from the adja- 
cent existence of independent and ambitious nations, it may be im- 


possible, or at least difficult, without bloodshed and hostility, to effect 


& union which would now come naturally. 





Why should they be dis- 
paraged, and why should it be necessary to resort to arguments like 


Mr. President, ever since our fortunate alliance with 
the French nation, which rendered American independence and 
American liberty possible, there has been that strong sympathy be- 
tween Americans and Frenchmen everywhere which has preserved 
amity between the two countries so far, and I believe will in the future 
for many generations to come, and the sympathy between the French 
population upon this continent and the people of our country has been 
strong, manifesting itself in every emergency whenever human sympa- 

It has become a matter of history that 
in our late warthe French-Canadian population sympathized in almost 
They 
largely replenished our armies, they were in almost every Northern 
regiment, and their blood as well as ourown has entered into the ce- 





Why, Mr. Presi- 


as I would 
sion to do it before in this place, 


ned forever, and it is not | stand 





I trust, sir, that in the discussion of this question or of this bill noth- 
ing may be said, especially if it be unjust and practically false in its 
character, to repel a tendency now so manifest in the direction of the 
union of our peoples while yet we are comparatively few in numbers. 

Certainly, whatever may be said upon the other question of the nat- 
ural sympathy and the probable union coming between the country 
north of us and our own—whatever may be said with reference to that 
question, we ought to be willing to go through this debate doing simple 
justice to the people who have come here from the North; and r repeat, 
in closing what little I have to say on this question, that the French 
Canadian immigration to the United States, so far as I know of it, is 
eminently desirable and should be encou a 

It may be said that there are differences of religion between the 
French ians and the great mass of Americans, but they pro- 
fess, as we do, the Christian religion at least. One-half of them are 
here to-day, and if a Catholic population is to be objected to because 
it be Catholic, let us remember that it is just exactly as well that we 
have this entire population under one union, under one political con- 
trol, as it is to have it thus divided. 

Those who control the interests of the Catholic Church on the other 
side of the Canadian frontier, I am informed and I believe, look upon this 
question in the same light. The French-Canadian Catholic is escaping 
from the church at home, and in order to preserve that relation be- 
tween the French-Canadian here and in the Cuaaiion country, a polit- 
ical union is desirable. If there be those in this or in any other coun- 
try who hold that the Catholic Church is an abomination, I ask them 
to consider the question whether, if that church or organization were 
to be eliminated by the effort of anybody from the mass of mankind, 
it would be any less difficult to do it with this organization in a foreign 
country and operating thus through this immigration directly upon our 
own institutions—if it be any less difficult to do it, I say, while we are 
separated than it will be after we are one le? 

If there be things in the organization or the tendency of that 
church that are objectionable in the mind of anybody, they can only be 
removed by the spirit of intelligence, by the general diffusion of know]l- 
edge, which shall relieve whatsoever may be objectionable in this or 
any religious or other organization. I believe that by bringing the 
mass of mankind together, and especially that by bringing under the 
direct influence of American institutions in our own country those who 
are in adjacent territory, if there be anything objectionable it wiil be 
the sooner eliminated from the entire mass. 

The fact that the French-Canadian is a Catholic is no objection to 
him in my own mind, and if it were I should prefer him and his whole 
church under our political jurisdiction rather than partly within and 
partly without. 

The Catholic Charch must and will conform to the spirit of the age 
and yield to the impulses of modern liberty. 

There is nothing about this French-Canadian population which, to 
my mind, is objectionable, and so far as the ian immigrant is 
concerned, he is not wholly of French-Canadian extraction; he is not 
wholly of the Catholic Church. They come to us from the provinces, 
but the blood of many thousands of them is of other nativity or other 
extraction than that of the French population of Canada. They fought 
for us and defended us in the recent war, and they have come in large 
numbers since, and as the Senator from Connecticut well stated, there 
is every reason to expect that in future collisions (if we should be so 
unfortunate as to havea collision with any foreign power whatever) the 
French-Canadian and the Canadian of whatever extraction is as likely 
to seek the flag of the United States and to defend it as is the foreign 
citizen of any other country whatever; and to-day, sir, I believe that 
we could recruit armies almost as readily from Canada as from the 
United States to assist us, if need be, in foreign or domestic wars. 

I desired to say just these few things with reference to the French- 
Canadian people because they are with us, and they are coming in still 
Jarger numbers, and coming to stay. I know them mally, and I 
feel bound, when they are assailed, in justice and truth to defend them 
any other portion of my fellow-citizens. I have had occa- 
and if need be shall do it again. 
With regard to the main question which led to this debate, I under- 
that there is substantial agreement now on both sides of the 


repels | Chamber, and I shall cheerfully vote with the committee in their sug- 
gested modification of the bill. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator yield to me to offer an amendment? 
Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. PLUMB. I offer an amendment to the bill, which I ask may be 
ted. 
PeThe PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will lieon the table 


ees 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I fear the Senate is quite wearied 
with this debate, interesting as it has been, and I would not occupy a 
moment’s time except that as I intend to vote for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] I desire to say a word 
in explanation of that vote. 

Ee ea ene en en 
to food-fish, I eee ae ene 
t there is an- 
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other question that will control my vote, and that is the international 
relations of this country with another on that subject. I am unwill- 
ing to give a vote that will place the fishermen and seamen and the 
vessel-owners of this country at a disadvantage with reference to the 
like class in Canada. 

So far as fish caught in our own waters are concerned, so far as fish 
caught by the owners of American registered vessels in foreign waters 
are concerned, they come to us without duty atany rate. So it is only 
as to fish —— by fo: and brought in on foreign vessels that 


this duty, as lund is to apply. : 
That being 2 in order that our people may not be placed at a dis- 
advan the Canadians on this subject, who, I understand, re- 


ceive a ty from their Government upon the fish they catch and 
bring to market, I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand that the pending question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the question must 
first be taken on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kan- 


sas. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The whole tendency of this debate, I think, 
shows that it is the a < the friends of this bill and of these 
amendments to subject fish when brought here from Canada to 
the duty that is now paid upon salt fish, and against that proposition 
T shall vote. I understand that is substantially the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Maine. 

There is avery large quantity of fresh fish brought here from Canada 
and comparatively little saltfish brought here from the Dominion prov- 
inces. I think in the port of Gloucester there were 1,800,000 pounds 
brought two ago, and that is only a very small portion of the fresh 
fish brought into this country. According to the testimony taken in 
1886 by a subcommittee of the Committee on Foreign Relations there 
were brought to Gloucester in the year before 1,800,000 pounds of fresh 
fish, and there were only brought, I think, according to my remem- 
brance, about 25 barrels of salt mackerel to that port the same year. 

So then a very large proportion of the fish we get from Canada is fresh 
fish. The proposition of the Senator from Maine now before the Sen- 
ate is to subject these fresh fish to duty. That will deprive the people 
of one of the sources which they have for obtaining fresh fish by ex- 
cluding the Canadian fish and subjecting it to a higher duty than is 
at present imposed upon it, thereby making it a more costly article of 


food. Iamo to taxing the necessaries of life, which a great many 
people 4% gent circumstances have to use, and to that extent adding 
to their ens. 


I think there is plenty of room in this country for all of our fisher- 
men. I have nothing against the interests of our fishermen. I think 
they can make a fair t from their business if they are relieved from 
certain burdens they are now subjected to. I believe in the State or 
Massachusetts v property is taxed nearly $2 on the hundred of 
value, and in the State of Maine the fishing-vessel property employed 
in that State is subject to a total taxation of over $2 on the hundred. 
If the local State authorities would remove their local taxation, and 
then we should, by our tariff regulations, relieve the articles that enter 
into the construction of vessels from the burdens which they are now 
— to, under our tariff laws, I have no doubt that our fishermen 
could do a good and thriving business, and one that would be profit- 
able to themselves. 

Iam opposed to giving a menenes to a few fishermen engaged in 
this business on the New England coast, and thereby subjecting the 

ple of this whole country to taxation upon fresh fish, which is so 
y used. These fresh fish are brought now to our ports and 
shipped to every part of the country, ané you are taxing every person 
in every section of the country for the benefit of a local interest, to 
tect the fishing interest of New England. That is the short and the 
of it, and it is for no other purpose but to subject the people ot 
this country, by your legislation, to the expense of paying a 
duty u the fresh which they use. To that proposition I am 
pros fe pl I shall vote againstevery proposition that looks to putting 
ws er whatever 7 fish, let them come from Canada or elsewhere. 
r, ALDRICH. Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB], who was 
just called from the Chamber, requested me in the event that he did 
not return before the vote was en, to ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment proposed by him might be withdrawn in order that 
the vote should be taken first on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Maine oa HALE}. 

The P ENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. The question then recurs upon the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Maine, which will be read. 
eee aa It is proposed to strike out paragraph 557, as 

ws: 
557. Fish, fresh, except when frozen or packed in ice, or otherwise prepared by 
any process, for preservation. 

Mr. VANCE. I was going to suggest that some of us on this side 
of the Chamber desire to vote for the amendment which the Senator 
from Kansas has authorized to be withdrawn; but I suppose the sense 
of the Senate can be tested just as well by voting against the amend- 





ment of the Senator from Maine. Therefore I do not renew the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on the amendment of the Senator from Maine, to strike out para- 
graph 557? 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Fae yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], whom I do not see here; 
but having the right to vote to keep the business of the Senate going 
on, I will vote at present ‘‘ yea,’’ and if I find that there is a quorum 
voting I shall withdraw my vote, unless the Senator from Alabama 
comes in and votes. 

Mr. EUSTIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAppocK]. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGcan], and therefore withhold my 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 


I am paired with the 


vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cottom]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. TELLER. I have arranged to transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. 

Mr. GRAY. I adoptthe suggestion to transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Greson ], and doing so, I vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr.HALE. Mygeneral pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK ] is transferred to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs], and I 
vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom], unless my vote is necessary 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Arkansas] is absent to-day, and is paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. If my colleague 
were present, he would vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). My pair with the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] having been transferred to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I have a general pair with 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], but by consent of the 
parties I transfer it to my colleague [Mr. CocKRELL], and I vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that in my absence a moment ago my 
pair was announced with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. 
I recognize the pair, but desire to say that I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if at 
liberty to vote. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McCPHERSON], and therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
his vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES] voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
CHACE] and allow my vote to stand. 


The Senator from Iowa withdraws 


Has the Sen- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator will be recorded in the 
affirmative. 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—26, 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Morrill, Stewart, 
Allison, Frye, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Hale, Payne, Teller, 
Chace, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Ingalls, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Dawes, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Dolph, Mitchell, Spooner, 

NAYS—13. 
Bate, Colquitt, Pugh, Walthall, 
oer George, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Gray, Vance, 
Coke, Hampton, Vest, 

ABSENT—37. 

Beck, Butler, Cullom, Evarts, 
Blodgett, Call, Daniel, Farwell, 
Bowen, Cameron, Davis, Faulkner, 
Brown, Cockrell, Eustis, Gibson, 
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Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Stanford, can citizens the logical result of this would be that the d: of . 
Hearst mePhes Sat SE bill would not take effect. eee 
Hiscock, heey ce Riddleberger, It seems to me that having a criminal law im the body of a tariff bill 
Hoar, Paddock, Sabin, is rather an unusual way of proceeding in 
Jones of Arkansas, Pasco, Sherman, Mr. REAGAN. We have, Mr. SS 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLISON. One moment, if the Senator from Texas will allow 
Pvs, 

Vir. REAGAN. I yield. 

oir. ALLISON. I desire the attention of the Senator from Texas. 
If this provision is to be incorporated im the bill it should be incor- 
porated later on among the general provisions. We have a great num- 
ber of them, and I want to suggest to the Senator that he have his 
amendment ee as an independent provision and considered later 
on in the bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no objection, if it be in order in that way, 
that the amendment be printed and that it be introduced as a separate 
proposition later. What I desire is to get the action of the Senate on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
printed if there be ne objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. It can be offered at another place. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire only to say, in answer to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that in the bill already 
it will be found that there are a number of general provisions connect- 
ing themselves with the tariff legislation. I understand, of course, the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Massachusetts about putting a 
criminal provision in this proposed statute, but to insert the provision 
without the penalty would leave it in a condition where it ce. uld not be 
enforced. It would simply be directory, and there would be no penal 
authority for its enforcement. So it seems to me, if we adopt the pro- 
vision, it is right to incorporate with it the authority that will enable 
the courts to enforce it. That is all I desire to say at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Texas waives his 
amendment at this particular point, and will offer it later on. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not withdraw the amendment absolately. I 
leave it to be taken up at a later stage, or I wil] withdraw it and re- 
gs it. Perhaps that is the better plan. I ask to have it printed and 

over. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. It will be primted and lie over. 

proceed. 


Mr. ALLISON. On page 127—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the Senator proceeds I desire to offer an 
amendment that relates to this subject, in paragraph 267. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was going to offer an amendment to that para- 

raph. 
. Mr. REAGAN. I will wait until the Senator’s amendment is dis- 
posed of. 
, Mr. ALLISON. On page 127, after paragraph 267, in accordance 
with the vote just taken, I move to insert as paragraph 267}: 

Fresh fish, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. HALE. That is the Canadian duty. 

Mr. ALLISON, I wish that put in as a separate and independent 
paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new paragraph the 
following: 

267}. Fresh fish, one-half of 1 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I offer the following as a proviso to come in at the 
end of the paragraph just acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. At the end of what paragraph? 

Mr. REAGAN. The paragraph just added. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. ‘To come in after paragraph 267}? 

Mr. GRAY. May I call the attention of my friend trom Texas to 
the tact that that paragraph has been stricken out? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; that is not the paragraph that was stricken 
out. I propose to offer a proviso as an amendment to the amendment 
just adopted. 

The PKESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Crier CLERK. It is proposed to add to paragraph 267} the 
following: 

Provided, That from and after three months from the passage of this act the 
officers and ai least three-fourths of the crews of any and all fishing vessels 
owned by citizens of the United States and engaged in fishing in waters outside 


of the territorial jurisdiction of the United States shall be either native-born or 
naturalized citizens of the United States. And that the owner or owners of an 


The reading of the substitute will 


such vessel, or their agent or agents, and the commanders or masters of euch The Secretary read as follows: 
vessel, found guilty after indictment in any district or circuit court of the United 558, Fish for bait, 
States of a violation of this act, shall be fined in a sum not less than nor} 559. Fish-skins. 


mere than $5,000, and may, at the discretion of the court, be impriso in the 
penitentiary for a term not exceeding two years. 

Mr. KEAGAN, Mr. President, there appears to be a general con- 
currence on both sides of the Senate that the American vessels 
in the fishing business ought, in the main, to be manned by American 
citizens, either naturalized or native. There is a controversy as to 
whether the} are now so manned and have been in the past. That 
controversy has been of asomewhat serious character, and information 
has come to the knowledge of the Senate—whether correet or not, I 
am not able from personal knowledge to say—that avery large propor- 
tionwf the men employed on the fishing vessels are not citizens of the 
United States, but that they are employed after coming here from the 
borders of Canada because they can be employed by the owners of 
these vessels cheaper than American citizens can afford to work for. 

If the purpose of this bill is to protect American labor, here is an 
opportunity of doing it. It simply brings up the question squarely 
whether we mean to give the benefits of this legislation wholly to the 
owners of the vessels or divide between the vessel-owners and the men 
who man the vessels, those men to be American citizens. 

The provisions of the section I offer are that the officers and at least 
three-fourths of the crews of all such vessels shall be either native or 
naturalized citizens. It can wrong nobody; it meets the general senti- 


560. Flint, flints, and ground flint stones. 


561. Floor-matting manufactured from round or split straw, including what is 
commercially known as Chinese matting. 7 ” 


Mr. VANCE. I move to strike out paragraph 561, which has just 
been read, and place that article in the dutiable-list. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 561, as fol- 


is commercially known as Chinese 

Mr. VANCE. There were $664,000 worth of matting im in 
1887, paying a duty of $132,000. I see no reason in the world why it 
shoula be made free. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from North Carolina 
to offer this amendment because he thinks we need additional reve- 


nue? 
Mr. VANCE, No,sir. * 
Mr. ALDRICH. What is his purpose? 


561. Floor-matting manufactured from round or split straw, including what 
matting. 


He 
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Hi 
= 
z 
ls 
RE 
tH 
sua 


ment of both sides of the Senate, and it will settle the question for the | the Treasury. 

future as to how these vessels shall be manned and officered, and settle| Mr. ALDRICH. We have had very stroug from the other 

it in the interest of American citizens. side of the Chamber for an extension of the free-list in tariff legisla- 
The only general observation I have to make on the subject is that | tion. It happens that article which we have put on the free-list 

it has been my purpose all along, as far as possible, to strengthen the | for the very purpose for they contend should be put on the free- 

arms of the Government and to secure the interest of the American list has been objected to by Senators on the other side, and they have 


ple, and it seems to me that this is in that direction, and that it will 
remove from our legislation to that extent the charge that it is being 
made in the interest of capital and against the interest of labor. 
1 trust it may be the pleasure of the Senate toadopt the amendment. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Texas before he 


sits down, what, in his judgment, would be the effect of the provision the article on the dutiable-list. 
as he has it drawn? I should myself be in favor of the substance of| The Salen seks tempore. The question is on the amendment. 
the provision which requires a large proportion—and I do not think 75 Mr. VANCE. I for the yeas and nays. 
op cent. would be any too large, and it is not as large as it is now,as| The and nays were ordered. 
a to 


im informed—cf those seamen to be American citizens. But if we 
put in the middle of a tariff bill these words that the duty shall bea 
certain ameunt, provided on certain ships a certain proportion of the 
seamen shali be American citizens, if they do not happen to be Ameri- 


inquire of the committee whether any 
floor-matting of this character is manufactured in the United States ? 
~ Mr. ALDRICH. So far as the committee is aware, none of it has 
heretofore been manufactured in this country; all of it is imported. 
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Mr. TELLER. If I believed it was possible to manufacture this ar- 
ticle in the United States I should vote to strike it from the free-list. I 
am of the opinion that it can not be manufactured in the United States, 
for ihe reason given the other day, that we can not manufacture these 
straw articles for braids and things of that kind used in hats. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Pennsylvana [ Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called), 
the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumMB]. 
his seat, and I withhold my vote for the 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I believe the pair that 
I announced a moment ago was only for that vote. So I shall vote 
“6 na ad 

Ms. EVARTS (when his name wesecalled). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. I should vote “‘nay” if I 
were at liberty to vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAY]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). My pair with the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. Hangs] being transferred to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. Ido not see him in the 
Chamber, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. Greson ]. 
vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 


vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNEs] re- 
corded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I will not vote. 

Mr.ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senatorfrom New Jersey [Mr. 
McPueErson}. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] being ab- 
sent, I transfer that pair to him to enable the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TURPIE] and myself to vote. Therefore I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE. I vote “‘ yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 24; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


Iam paired with 
I do not see him in 


I am paired with 


Iam paired with the 
If he were here I should 


I am paired with the 
I therefore decline to 


YEAS—16. 

Bate, Colquitt, Hampton, Turpie, 
Berry, Eustis, Payne, Vance, 
Blackburn, George, Pugh, Vest, 

ke, Gray, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 

NAYS—24. 

Aldrich, Cullom, Ingalls, Platt, 
=— se Manderson, ee 

air, ph, Mitchell, erman, 
Brown, Edmunds, Morrill, Stewart, 
Chace, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hale, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 

ABSENT —36. 
Beck, Evaris, Hoar, Ransom, 
Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 

Bowen, Faulkner, Jones of Sabin, 
Butler, Gibson, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Catl, ' Gorman, MePherson, Spooner, 
Cameron, Harris, Morgan, Stanford, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Teller, 
Daniel, Hearst, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Davis, 5 Quay, Walthall. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be proceeded with. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


562. Fossils. 
563. Fruit-plants, tropical and semi-tropical, for the purpose of propagation or 
anet Fruits, green, ripe, or dried, not specially enumerated or provided for in 


The reading of the substitute will 


565. Furs, undressed. 

or ee net Sneee ony maapaee. 

568, Ginger-root, ungro and not or candied. 

So. Gngerrogt, unground, and ne whish eon not be out for use, and ft 
only to be remanufactured, 

570. Glass he ordisks, rough-cut and unwrovwght, for use in the manufact- 
ure of optical instruments, es, and eye-glasses, and qt only for 
such use, 

Bid, Grease and olla, such as 

Grease and o soe, on Go cemnenly aes or in wire- 
apie nln de wep Reged peng ap Fk Bape 

E Gunsseuenell Gr peeveded in this act. 


574. Gunuy bags and gunny cloths, old ae ee repeated 
ay ¥y oid or f reman ure, 
575. Gute, salted. 


crude, 
S77. Hair ber j-mtomed cattle, and other animals, cleaned or uncleaned, drawn or 
har, rar, uncon ae enumerated or prov ided for in this 
a8 ond Doan eer ann un d not drawn. 


without hair, and all other u's ke. 
579. Hide rope, 





580. Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, and skins of all 
kinds, raw or dried, salted, or pickled, but unmanufactured, except sheep-skins 
with dutiable wool | om. 

581. Hones and whetstones. 


582. Hoofs, unmanufactured. 

583. Hop roots for cultivation. : 

584. Horns and parts of, including horn strips and tips, unmannfactured, 

585. Ice. 

586. India rubber, crude, and milk of; and old scrap or refuse india rubber 


which has been worn out by use and is fit only for remanuufacture. 
587. Indigo. 
588. Iodine, crude. 


589. Ipecac, 

590. Tridium. 

591. per and vegetable ivory, not sawed, cut, or otherwise manufactured, 
592, Jalap. 

593. Jet, unmanufaetured. 

594. Joss-stick, or joss-light. 

595. Junk, old. 

596. Kelp. 

597. Kieserite. 

598. Kyanite, or cyanite, and kainite. 

599. Lac-dye, erude, seed, button, stick, and shell, 
600. Lae spirits, 

601. Lacjgrine. 

602. Lav® unmanufactured. 

608. Leather, old scraps. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out paragraph 603. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SrcrETARyY. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 603, in the 
! following words : 

603. Leather, old scraps. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


604. Leeches. 
605. Lemon-juice, lime-juice, and sour-orange juice, 
606. Licorice-root, unground. 


607. Life-boats and life-saving apparatus specially imported by societies in- 
' eorporated or established to encourage the saving of human life. 

608. Lime, citrate of. 

609. Lime, chloride of, or bleaching-powder, 

610. Lithographic stones not engraved. 

611, Litmus, prepared or not prepared. 

612. Load-stones. 

613. Mace. 

614, Madder and munjeet, or Indian madder, green or prepared, and all ex- 
tracts of. 

615. Magnesite, or native mineral carbonate of magnesia, 

616. Magnesium. 

617. Magnets. 

618. Manganese, oxide and ore of, 

619. Manna. 

620, Manuscripts. 

621. Marrow, crude. 

622. Marsh mallows. 

623. Medals of gold. 

624,. Medals of silver or copper. 

625. Meerschaum, crude or unmanefactured. 

626. Mica and mica waste. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On the part of the committee I move to strike out 
paragraph 626, in the following words: 


626. Mica and mica waste. 


The PRESIDENT pra tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


627. Mineral waters, all not otherwise specially provided for in this act, 


Mr. VEST. Im line 2143, after the word ‘* waters, ’ I move to strike 
out the words “‘all nototherwise specially provided for in this act.” I 
see upon page 134 of the bill before me, in paragraph 312, beginning at 
line 1192, the following provision: 

Ginger-ale, ginger-beer, lemonade, soda-water, and other aerated waters in 
plain green or colored molded or pressed glass bottles, containing each not 
more than three-fourths of a pint, 25 cents per dozen. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment I will state 
that the paragraph to which he refers ought to be amended so as to 
have the word ‘‘artificial’’ before ‘‘ aerated waters.’’ 

Mr. VEST. I was going to move to meet that very idea by insert- 
ing the word ‘* natural’’ before ‘‘mineral,’’ in paragraph 627; so as to 
read: 

Natural mineral waters, 


I propose to strike out the words ‘‘all not otherwise specially pro- 
vided fer in this act,’’ and to let in free all natural mineral waters. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That would be the effect of the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. VEST. Itseems to me that my amendment would be better, 
because then there can not be any mistake about it. Hunyadi water, 
Vichy water, and Apollinaris water, and all mineral waters, according 
to the decision of the Treasury Department, would, of course, come in 
free, and that is what I suppose the committee intended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The CuitgF CLERK. In paragraph 627, line 2142, it is proposed to 
insert before the word ‘mineral’? the word “ natural,” and in the 


The reading of the substitute will 
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same line, after the word ‘‘ waters,’ to strike out the words “all not 
otherwise specially provided for in this act; ’’ so as to read: 

627. Natural mineral waters. 

Mr, ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Missouriif he has the other 
paragraph before him. 

Mr, VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the number? 

Mr. VEST. Three hundred and twelve. 

Mr. MORRILL. On page 134? 

Mr. VEST. On page 134 of the bill of the Finance Committee, be- 
ginning at line 1192. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline1il193, before the word ‘‘aerated,’’ I move to 
insert the word ‘‘artificial.’’ I had a memorandum of that amend- 
ment here. That was the intent and purpose of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. In paragraph 312, line 1193, after the word 
‘other,’ it is proposed to insert the word ‘“‘artificial;’’ so as to read: 

512. Ginger-ale, ginger-beer, lemonade, soda-water, and otherartifi aerated 
waters in plain green or colored molded or pressed glass bottles, containing 
each not more than three-fourths of a pint, 25 cents per dozen, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Aiimont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] to paragraph 
627. 

The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 627, line 2143, before the word 
** mineral,’’ it is proposed to insert the word ‘‘natural,’’ and to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘waters,’’ as follows: 

All not otherwise specially provided for in this act, 

So aa to read: 

627. Natural mineral waters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that vote is finally taken I ask the Senator 
from Missouri to use the exact phraseology of the existing law in this 
paragraph, which is: 

Mineral waters, all not artificial. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The interpretation of that phraseology has been 
passed upon by the courts. 

Mr. VEST. Thatis right. I did not have a copy of the law before 
me or I would have included that language. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated as modified. 

The Corer CLERK. In paragraph 627 it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘otherwise specially provided for in this act’’ and to insert 
* artificial; ’’ so as to read: 

627. Mineral waters, all not artificial. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Iowa or the Sen- 
ator from Missouri whether that phraseology will include mineral waters 
that have been re-enforced with carbonic-acid gas? There are certain 
natural mineral waters that for exportation and use are re-enforced with 
catbonic-acid gas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would include Apollinaris water. It has been 
already settled by a decision of the Treasury Department that Apolli- 
naris water only re-enforced with carbonic-acid gas isa natural mineral 
water. 

Mr. VANCE. Iunderstand that Apollinaris water is re-enforced, but 
it is re-enforced by the gas which is collected at the natural spring. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Department has always held that that is nat- 
ural mineral water. Itisonly re-enforced with the same gas that escapes 
in the natural course of things. 

Mr. VANCE. It is not artificially treated ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not artificial. 

Mr. VEST. I think that is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa in charge 
of the bill what is the meaning of the expression ‘‘ marsh mallows,’’ 
in line 2138, —— 622. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Rhode Island will furnish the 
information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a medicinal plant of some kind. Does the 
Senator want the exact definition of it? 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir. Is it a plant at all? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is it, then? 

Mr. TURPIE. It is the very finest kind of confectionery. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The kind of confectionery so named is flavored 
with marsh-mailow. 

Mr. TURPIE. I did not hear the Senator. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Itis a flavoring. 

Mr. TURPIE. Marsh-mallow is the most elegant kind of confec- 
a Does that expression designate clearly that the plant is 
mean 

Mr. ALDRICH. All kinds of co are included in the 
sugar schedule. This is a medicinal plant of some kind, but the flavor- 
ing is -_ in making the confection known as marsh-mallows, I un- 

erstand. 

Mr. TURPIE. I assure the Senator that the word ‘‘plant’’ had 
better be added, because marsh-mallow is a common designation of 
very fine confectionery. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is the definition : 


A poruatel plant acing flowers of a pale rose color and a carrot-shaped, 
w= ‘ ov root, as thick as the thumb, often used as an emollient and de- 
mulcen 


That is what Worcester says about it. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a plant, then? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, I knew it was a plant. 

Mr. TURPIE. I did not ask what the definition of the plant was. 
canes what was meant to be designated by the term ‘‘marsh mallows’’ 

ere used. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We intended to use here the definition as applied 
to a plant. 

Me TURPIE. ThenI that the word ‘“‘plant’’ follow the 
words ‘‘marsh mallows,’’ so that it may not be confused with the confec- 
tion which is called ‘‘marsh-mallow,’’ and which is a great deal petter 
known than the t. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana is necessary at all, but I do not know that there is any special 
objection to it. 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not wish to put ‘‘ marsh-mallows’’ on the free- 
list if it can be construed to mean the finest kind of confectionery. 

._ Mr. ALDRICH. This item has been on the free-list for a generation, 
and I never have heard of any trouble which arose by confectionery 
being admitted under that description. 

Mr. MORRILL. They could not import anything but marsh-mal- 
lows under it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They could not import anything else under it. 
They could not import any kind of confectionery under it. We can 
not undertake to define the kinds of confectionery in a tariff bill. All 
confectionery of every kind is made dutiable. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iam notasking that the term be made more definite 
in respect to confectionery, but I ask that it be made more definite in 
respect to the botanical plant meant.to be designated by the term 
‘*marsh mallows.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Indiana to offer an amendment ? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; I move to add the word “‘ plant.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think it would be desirable in 
the free-list to furnish a definition of each of these articles? That is 
eee 4 what the Senator proposes. 

Mr: TURPIE. Not at all; but where the same phrase refers to dif- 
ferent articles it would be very desirable to designate which one in 
view is meant. I am not asking for a definition of either, and did not 
ask it. The labor of the Senator in reading from the vocabulary was 
entirely lost. I perhaps know as much about marsh-mallows since the 
definition was read as before. Ali that I asked was whether it was in- 
tended to apply to the plant or the confections so named, and all that 
I suggest is that if it applies to the t let us say so. 

ee pro tempore. @ proposed amendment will be 
sta 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed toadd to paragraph 622 the word 
**plant;”’ so as to read: 

Marsh mallows plant. 


Mr. ALLISON. In the exi law there is a hyphen between 
“‘marsh’’ and ‘‘mallows,’’ which I find is omitted here. I think ifa 
hyphen is inserted it will cover the point the Senator from Indiana 
wishes to accomplish. Surely no confectionery comes in now under 
this provision. 

Mr. MORRILL. We should then have to put the word “‘plant’’ 
oe ei and various other plants on the free-list. 

The P ENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana, to add to paragraph 622 the 
word ‘‘plant;’’ so as to read: 

Marsh mallows plant. 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will not be done. If it is done it will 
be necessary to put the word “ t”’ inatevery stage. Confectionery 
is clearly and distinctly for in another part of the bill. 

Mr. VANCE. What would be the objection to inserting the word 
“‘crude,’’ just as itis in the ing paragraph, and say ‘‘ marsh-mal- 
lows, crude?”’ That isa a to tariff laws. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is any about it, I prefer to make a 
little further inquiry and then insert later on whatever is necessary. 
The experts of the Department will certainly anderstard what 
this ought to be. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPre]. 
The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think a hyphen had better be inserted. 
Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that a hyphen be inserted, so as to cor- 
respond with the existing JAw, though I think there will be no trouble. 
The PRESIDENT a tempore. The Chair announced that the amend- 
ment was not 
Mr. ALLISON. Bui now I propose another amendment. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. To hyphenate the word? 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
in PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
jection. 
r. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to go back to paragraphs 
627 and 312, being the two paragraphs relating to mineral waters. 
There is some misunderstanding as to what phraseology the committee 
will propose there, and I ask that they may be passed over by unani- 
mous consent. 
The PRESIDENT protempore, Paragraphs 312 and 367 will be passed 
over informally by unanimous consent. 
. ALLISON. I ask that the amendments already agreed to may 
be understood as not having been agreed to, so that the paragraphs 


will be aaa eins 
ENT pro tempore. Is there objection to reconsidering 
Pg vote by which the amendments were agreed to, and passing over 
both paragraphs informally, the amendments to be considered pend- 
ing? ‘The Chair hears noobjection. The reading of the substitute will 
be resumed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


628. Minerals, crude, or not etveness in value or condition by refining or 


ding, or by other process of manufacture, not iall umerated 
grin ing, <x ‘by othe p specially en or pro- 


629. Models of inventions and of other improvements in the arts, including 


for machinery, but no article shall be deemed a model or pattern which 
eeregeiteeskeeee ae 
630. Molasses testi by the polariscope: Provided, That 


ot above 56 d 
if an export duty [ Reopen be laid upon neubages ie any country from 
whence the same = be imported it shall be subject to duty as provided by 
law at the date of the passage of this act. 
Mr. EUSTIS. I ask unanimons consent that paragraph’630 may be 
— over and that it be considered with the sugar schedule. 
Mr. ALLISON. I donot object to that. I think that course is 


"the a pro tempore, Paragraph 630 will be passed over 
, if there be no objection. 
al Mr. EUSTIS. bet it be ae with the — schedule. 
pro tempore. e reading will be resumed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


631. Te neta em, andv substances, crude or unmanufactured, not 
a a ly ee n this act. 
Musk, crude, ai weee. 


ae VEST. I move to strike out paragraph 632, in the following 
words: 

Musk, crude, in natural pods, 

And to insert: 

Shingles. 


I ask for the yeas ¥ nays on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that he 
should move to insert that article in its place alphabetically. 

Mr. VEST. We can that afterwards. I ask for a vote on 


— *shingles.’’ Shingles are put. on the free-list in the Mills 
Mr. ALDRICH. We have already over the luyaber schedule 
without action on it, I suggest to the tor from Missouri. 


Mr. VEST. I want to test oe right now. Here is musk, 
a > ig put on the free-list, I want to put in place of it shin- 


The PRESIDENT —s ed The amendment proposed by the 
The Cum Cummx. “Tt I Ne seo k h ; 

IEF t is pro to strike out paragraph 632, in 
the following words 


Musk, crude, in natural pods. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Shingles. 

The PRESIDENT pro —, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Stanter hams Mien, on which he away be the 


yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 
ae and the Secretary proceeded to call 


ee. 

I am paired with the 
I am paired with 
with the 


Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs]. Otherwise I should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). The Senator from 


Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] being paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. BowEn], I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mi. 
KENNA]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson]. 
vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
18, nays 28; as follows: 


I am paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


YEAS—18. 
Bate, Colquitt, Pugh, Vest, 
Beery, Eustis, n, Walthall, 
Blackburn, George, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Gray, Turpie, 
Coke, Hampton, Vance, 

NAYS—238. 
Aldrich, Davis, Manderson, Plumb, 
Allison, Dawes, Mitchell, Sawyer, 

Blair, Dolph, Morrill, Sherman, 
Brown, Edmunds, Paddock, Spooner, 
Chace, Hale, Palmer, Stewart, 
Chandler, Hawley, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 

ABSENT—30., 
Beck, Farwell, Hoar, Ransom, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Jonesof Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Butler, Gibson, Kenna, Stanford, 

Yall, Gorman, McPherson, Telier, 
Cameron, Harris, Morgan, Voorhees. 
Daniel, Hearst, Pasco, 

Evarts, Hiscock, Quay, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
633. Myrobolan. 

634. Newspapers and periodicals; but the term “ periodicals” as herein used 
shall be understood to embrace only unbound or es publications, 
containing current literature of the day and issued regularly at stated periods, 
as weekly monthly, or quarterly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should there net be a comma be- 
tween the words ‘‘weekly’’ and ‘‘monthly”’ in line 2167? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted, if there 
be no objection. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The reading will be resumed. 


Mr. ALDRICH. After the words ‘‘cocoa’’ in paragraph 636, ‘‘ Bra- 
zil”’? in paragraph 637, ‘“‘cream’’ in paragraph 638, and ‘‘ palm”? in 
paragraph 639, I move to insert the word ‘‘nuts;’’ so as to have no 
misapprehension. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed to, 
if there be no objection. The reading of the substitute will be re- 
sumed, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


. Palm-nut kernels, 
. Nux vomica. 
um. 
643. Oil-cake. 
. Oils. —Almond. 
. Amber, crude and rectified. 
. Ambergris. 
. Anise, or anise-seed. 
648. Aniline. 
649. Aspic, or spike-lavender. 
= oon 
. eput. 
652. Caraway. 
653. Cassia and cinnamon. 
654, Cedrat. 
655, Chamomile. 
656. Citronella, or lemon-grass, 
657. Civet. 
658. Fennel. 
659, Jasmine, or jasimine, 
660. Juglandium. 
661, Juniper. 
662. Lavender. 
663. Lemon. 
664, Limes. 
665. Mace. 
666. Neroli, or orange flower. 


667. Nut oil, or oil of nuts not otherwise specially provided for in tis ret. 
668. Orange. 
669. Olive oil, for manufacturing or mechanical purposes, unfit for cating, and 


~ otherwise provided for in this act. 
tar of roses. 

671. Palm and cocoanut. 

672, Rosemary or anthoss. 

673. Sesame or sesamum-seed, or bean. 

- Thyme origanum, red or ‘white. 

675. Valerian. : : 

676. Spermaceti, whale, and other fish oils of American fisheries, and all other 

articles the produce of such fisheries. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert the word ‘‘oil”’ after the word 
‘‘almond’’ in paragraph 644, and so on down to and including par- 
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agraph 676. Wherever the word “‘oil’’ has not been repeated itis the =~ Chief Clerk read as follows: 


intention of the committee that it shall be repeated, so that there will 
be no misapprehension as to the meaning. The paragraphs will then 
read *' alm nd oil ’’ instead of “‘almond,’’ ‘amber oil, crude and rec- 
tified,’’ ‘ ambergris oil,’’ “‘ anise oil,’’ or “ anise-seed,’’ making a rep- 
etition of the word ‘‘oil’’ in each case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It strikes me that as a matter of form, not a mat- 
ter of substance, it would be better to put all these oils under one para- 
graph, because certain of these words have a different meaning without 
using the word “ oil,’’ for instance “ civet,’’ and also ‘*‘mace.”’ Mace 
is an article of commerce, and it is not called an oil in common language. 
It is always better to use the ordinary language of commerce rather 
than to insert the word ‘‘oil.’’ If the Senator has no objection, I will 
move that all these oils be inserted in one paragraph under the head of 
** oils.”? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the paragraphs down to paragraph 676 can be 
passed over for the purpose, the committee will put them in form and 
offer a new ‘form of amendment to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraphs from paragraph 644 
to 676, imelusive, will be passed over informally, and the reading of the 
substitute will be resumed at paragraph 677. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


677. Olives, green or prepared. 

678 Optum, erude or unmanufactured, and not adulterated, containing 9 per 
cent. and over of morphia. 

679. Orange and lemon peel, not preserved, candied, or otherwise prepared. 

680, Orchil, or orehil liquid. 

681. Ores, of gold and silver. 

682, Osmium. 

683, Pailadium. ; : a iption, including all 4 

684. Paper stock, crude, of every deser u ing grasses an pof 
grasses, fibers, rags (other than wool), waste, shavin ippings, old old paper, rope 
ends, waste rope, waste begxing, old or refuse gunn nes, clippin and 
poplar or other woods, fit only to be converted into paper. 

685. Parafline. 

= Parchment and vellum. 

Pearl, mother of, not sawed, cut, ipoerten manufactured. 
ps Peltries and other goods and s of In dians passing or ee 
ing the boundary lines of the territories ~ the United States: Provided, 
this exemption shall not apply to goods in bales or he large packages un- 
usual among Indians. 

689, Peppers of all kinds, unground. 

690. Personal and household effects, not merchandise, of citizensof the United 
men dying in foreign countries. 

Pewter and britannia metal, old, and fit only to be remanufactured. 

64 ea. Philosophical and scientific apparatus, ae ions ; 
statuary, casts of marble, bronze, alabaster, or plaster of P palnuines, draw: 
ings, en d etchings, specially imported in good faith for the use of any y or 
institution incorporated or established for religious, philoso educational, 
acientific, or literary purposes, or for encouragement of the arts, and not in- 
tended for sale, 

493. Phosphates, crude or native. 

694, Pimento, unground. 

60, Planta, trees. shrubs, and vines, of all kinds, not otherwise specially pro- 
vided for in this act; and plants, trees, shrubs, roots, seed-cane, and seeds, im- 
ported by the Department of Agriculture or the United States Botanic Garden. 

606, Plaster of Paris and sul of lime, unground. 

697. Platina, in ingots, bars, sheets, and wire. 

698, Platinum, unmanufactured, and vases, retorts, and other ee ves- 
ecls, and parts thereof composed of platinum, for chemical uses 

609. Planrbago. 

7®. Polishing-stones. 

701, Potash: Orude, carbonate of, or “‘ black salts,” or fused. 

702. Caustic, or hydrate of, not including refined in sticks or rolis. 


Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 702, after the word ‘‘Caustic,’’ I 
move to insert the word ‘‘potash;’’ so as to read: 

Caustic potash, or hydrate of, not including refined in sticks or rolls. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will! be agreed to, 
if there be no objection. Does the Senator want a comma after the 
word “‘ refined ?”’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A comma will be inserted. The 
reading of the substitute will be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

703. Nitrate of, or saltpeter, crude. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert the word “ potash” after the | 


words ‘* Nitrate of,’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
704. Sulphate of, crude or unrefined. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert the word ‘‘potash’’ after “‘Sal-— 


phate of.”’ 
The amendment was agreed td. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows; 
705, Chidrate of. 


Mr. ALDRICH, Imove to insert the word “ potash” afterthe words *®=¢ed in manufacture 


** Chlorate of.’ 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
706, Muriate of, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move to insert the word “‘potash’’ after the 


weris ** Muriate of,’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


. Professional books, instruments, and tools of trade, occup» 
ng ‘or employment, of persons arriving in the United States; bat this exemp- 
tion shall not be construed to include machinery or other articles imported for 


_ ay manufacturing or for any other person or persons, or 
or 
708. Pulu. - 
709. Pumice. 
710. Quills, prepared or eee, SS not made complete articles. 
711. Quinia, sulphate of, and all alkaloids or an of 


bark 
= Fags, oto not otherwise eens aneneens or pave ~ in this act. 
Rega statues, statuary, and specimens of sculpture, w 
specially imported ae rcah faith for the use of any society incorporated or es- 
tablished for wei neceetieel. literary, or religious pape. or for the encourage- 
ment of the fame arts, or for the use or by byt ag of any college, academy, schoo), 
seminary of learning, or i library of the United States; but the ferm “ re- 
galia” as herein used shall be held to embrace only such insignia of rank or 
or embiems,as may be worn upon the person or borne in the band dur- 
ing public exercises of the society or institution, and shall not include articles 
Ss oo or fixtures, or of regular wearing-appare!, nor personal property of 


714. Rennets, raw or prepared. 

715. Saffron and safflower, and extract of, and saffron cake. 

716. Sago, crude, and sago flower, not in ‘condition suitable for use as starch 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 716, “ f-l-o-w-e-r” should be*‘f-]-o-u-r;’’ 
so as to read ‘‘ sago flour.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made, if 
there be no objection. The reading of the substitute will be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

717. Salacine. 

718. Bauer-kraut. 


719. 
mer an 
Canary. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. poragreph 728, the word should 
be “‘ f-e-n-u-g-r-e-e-k.”” That Soman will be made. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to go back to line 2292. That provision 
was drawn by the late President Garfield when in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and it was intended by the House and by him te cover the 
case of the introduction of books for use by instructors, but it has been 
construed at the Treasury Department otherwise. I should like very 
much to have that made clear. 

Mr. ALDRICH. JI think the Senator is referring to paragraph 484, 
Paragraph 713 relates to regalia, ete. 

Mr, HOAR. Yes, I should like to have that provision: in lines 1932 
and 1933 ee eevee Snes are intended, the 
importation of books for use or for instruction. It comes within the 
spirit and the purpose. This was designed to cover it, and it does lit- 
erally cover it, but the Department has construed it otherwise. The 
question was sent by the Boston custom-house te the Treasury Depart- 
ment some time ago. 

Perhaps it is not worth while to detain the Senate by undertaking 
to do it upon the floor, but I should like to reserve the liberty to go 
back to that paragraph, and I will confer with the members of the 
committee some time before the consideration of the bill ® eoncluded. 
I thought we were at that point now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 
be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


729. Hemp. 

730. Hearhound. 
731, Mangel-wurzcl. 
732. Melon. 

733. Mustard. 


734. Poppy. 
735. Pum 
736. 


737. Be John’s bread or bean. 

738. Sugar-beat. 

739. Squash. 

740. Turnip. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the word “‘ seed ” be added to each 
one of those articles, from paragraph 729 to paragraph 740, inclusive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made, if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


741. And all flower and grass seeds not otherwise specially provided for in 


| this act 


742. 


or saloup. 
743. Sheils of all kinds, not cut, ground, or otherwise manufactured. 
744. Shrimps and other shell-fish. 


745. Silk, raw, or as reeled from the cocoon, but not doubled, twisted, or ad- 


in any way. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorRGAN] de- 
sired that hh 745 should be over for the time being. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘ paragraph will be passed over 
informally. The reading of the substitute will be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

= = ae 

jen Gualateun es other preparations of anatomy. 
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749. Snails. 

750. Soda, nitrate of, or cubic nitrate, and chlorate of. 

751l. Sodium. 

752. Sparterre, suitable for maki 

753. Specimens of natural history, 
cabinets or as objects of science, and not for sale. 


or ornamenting hats. 


754. Sponges. 

755. Spunk. 

756. Spurs and stilts used in the manufacture of earthern, porcelain, and stone 
ware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In paragraph 756, line 2352, the let- 


ter ‘‘r’”’ in the word “‘earthern’’ should be stricken out. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let it be stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; I move to strike it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
out, so as to read ‘‘earthen.”’ 
resumed. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


757. Stone and sand: Burr-stone in blecks,rough or unmanufactured, and 
not bound into millstones; cliff-stone, unmanufactured; pumice-stone, rot- 


ten-stone, and safid, crude of unmanufactured. 
758. Storax, or styrax. 
759. Straw, unmanufactured. 


760. Strontia, oxide of, and protoxide of strontian, and strontianite, or mineral 


carbonate of strontia. 
761. Sugar of milk. 


762. Sulphur, lac or precipitated, and sulphur of brimstone, not specially 


enumerated or provided for in this act. 
763. Sweepings of silver and gold. 
764. Tamarinds. 
765, Tapioca, cassava or cassada, provided the same is not fit for use as starch. 
sj ane — pitch of wood. 
. Tea and tea-pilants. 
‘768. Teasels. 
769. Teeth, natural or unmanufactured. 
770. Terra alba. 
771. Terra japonica, . 
772. Tin ore, and tin in bars, blocks, pigs, or grain or granulated. 
773. Tonquin, tonqua, or tonka beans. 
774. Tripoli. 
775. Turmeric. 
776. Turpentine, Venice. 
777. Turpentine, spirits of. 
778. Turtles, 
779. Types, old, and fit only to be remanufactured, 
780. Uranium, oxide and salts of. 
781. Vaccine virus. 
782. Valonia, 
783. Verdigris, or subacetate of copper. 
73. Wafers, unmedicated. 
735. Wax, vegetable or mineral. 


effects (mot merchandise) of persons 


786. Wearing or and other personal 
arriving in the United States; but this exemption shall not be held to include 


articles not actually in use and necessary and appropriate for the use of such 


for of their journey and present comfort and convenience, 
or which are intended for any other person or persons, or for sale: i 
, That all such wearing a 


P 
imported into the United States and subjected to the payment of duty, and 


which may have been actually used and taken or exported to foreign countries 


persons returning therewith to the United States, shall, if not advanced 

in value or improved in condition by any means since ther exportation from 
the United States, be entitled toexemption from duty, upon their identity being 
established, under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

787. Whalebone, unmanufactured. 

788. Wood. — 

789. Fi 


its, heading-bolts, or stave-bolts, and shingle-bolts, 
ppm, railroad ties, ship-timber, and eyeing. 

7%. Cedar, lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rose- 
wood, satinwood, and all other cabinet-woods, unmanufactured, not otherwise 
specially provided for in this act; bamboo, rattan reeds, and osier or willow, 
unmanufactured; bamboo, reeds, and sticks of partridge, hairwood, pimento, 
orange, myrtle, and other woods, not otherwise specially provided for in this 
act, in the rough, or not further manufactured than cut into lengths suitable for 
umbrella, parasol, sunshade, or whip sticks, or walking-canes; and Indian ma- 
lacca — not further manufactured than cut into suitable lengths for the 
manufactures into which they are intended to be converted. 

Bs ee a pane, aorete ae ae i = art the production 
of American ing temporarily a , a in , Statuary, fount- 
ains, and’other works of art, imported ony = ra : 


ressiy for presentation to national 
institutions, or to any State or municipal corporation, or incorporated relig- 


ious society, college, or other Fan institution ; but such exemption shall be 
subject to such regulations as Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

792. Works of art, drawings, engravings, photographic pictures, and philo- 
sophical and scientific apparatus brought by professional artists, lecturers, or 
scientists arriving from abroad for use by them temporarily for exhibition and 
in illustration, promotion, and encouragement of art, science, or industry in 
the United States, and not for sale, and ———-, statuary, and photographic 
pe imported for exhibition by any association duly authorized under the 

ws of the United States, or of any State, for the promotion and encourage- 
ment of science, art, or industry, and not intended for sale, shall be admitted 
free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shal! pre- 
scribe; but bonds shall be given for the payment to the United States of such 
duties as may be imposed by law upon any and all of such articles as shal) not 
be exported within six months after such importation: _ however, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, extend such period for a 
further term of six months in eases where applications therefor shall be made. 

793. Works of art, collectionsin illustration of the progress of the arts, science, 
or manufactures, photographs, works in terra-cotta, parian, pottery, or porce- 
lain, and artistic copies of antiquities in metal or other material, hereafte 


i 
ported in faith for ent exhibition at a fixed place by any eontele 


or institution established for the encouragement of the arts or science, and ail 
like articles imported in good faith by any Sateen 


or association for the pur- 
pose of erecting a public monument, and not intended for sale, nor for any 
other purpose herein expressed; but the parties importing such articles 
shall give under such rulesand regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may for the pevenat of lawful duties which may accrue should 
any of the articles aforesai 


be sosold, transferred, or used contrary to this pro- 
vision; and such articles shall be subject, at any time, to examination and in- 
— by the proper officers of the customs. 

ams, 


. Zaffer. 


tany, and mineralogy, when imported for 


The letter ‘‘r’’ will be stricken 
The reading of the substitute will be 


parel and other effecis as may have been once 





Mr. ALDRICH. In line 2416, paragraph 790, the committee move 
to strike out the words ‘‘osier or willow’’ and transpose the word 
‘‘and’’ before ‘‘ reeds.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the desk. 

The SecrEeTaRY. In line 2416, it is proposed toinsert ‘‘and’’ after 
the word “rattan,” and in the same line it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘and osier or willow;’’ so as to read: 

Cedar, lignum-vite, lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, 
satin wood, and all other cabinet-woods, unmanufactured, not otherwise specially 
provided for in this act; bamboo, rattan, and reeds, unmanufactured. 

Mr. VEST. There was so much confusion that I could not hear the 


amendment. I understand the Senator moves to strike out “ osier or 
willow.”’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
again read. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator expiain the reason for that motion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is for the purpose of placing these articles on 
the dutiable-list at 10 per cent. ad valorem; that is, the unmanufact- 
ured osier or willow. 

Mr. VEST. I am opposed to it, although there are some interests 
in my State in that direction. The cultivation of willows for baskets 
is now being gone into in Southeast Missouri. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have you any objection to a duty being placed on 
willow? 

Mr. VEST. I think it ought to stay on the free-list. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to the Senator that it is not on the free- 
list now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is on the free-list in this bill. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is not on the free-list at the present time in the 
existing law. 

Mr. VEST. In this bill it is on the free-list. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In this bill it is. 

Mr. VEST. In the Mills bill osier and willow are on the free-list. 
I do not want to take them out of this listif I can help it. I think 
everything that goes into an article of necessity, such as baskets and 
willow ware generally, should be on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators on the other side seem to object to 
anything being taken off the free-list and put on the dutiable-list if it 
is produced in this country, and toinsistthateverything shall be taken 
off the free-list and put on the dutiable-list which is not produced in 
this country. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I have never advanced 
any such doctrine here, and he can not point toasingle instance where 
I have supported a proposition of that kind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator yesterday voted with the Senators on 
that side to take straw braidsand plaits from the free-list and put them 
on the dutiable-list at 20 per cent., they not being produced in this 
country. He now objects, as I understand, to taking osier and willow 
from the free-list and putting them on the dutiable-list, osier and wil- 
low being produced in this country, being an American agricultural 

roduct. 

* Mr. VEST. A reference to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD will show, 
without putting a matter of memory at issue, that I opposed putting 
on the free-list braids, plaits, etc., for ornamentation, and made the 
motion to strike out ‘‘for ornament;’’ and I begged Senators on the 
other side to let the paragraph remain or be altered 80 as to leave it 
that ‘‘ braids, plaits, etc., for making hats and bonnets’’ should be 
free, directly the line which I hold to-day. Those were articles of 
pure luxury; here is an article of pure necessity. If the Senator can 
not see the difference between them he is unfortunate, that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpRicH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have now, I believe, completed the schedules 
of this bill and the free-list, and if no Senator wishes to go on further 
to-night, I will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
passed over a portion of this free-list. When does he propose to re- 
sume the consideration of that portion? "We passed over a large num- 
ber of articles on page 175 of the bill, according to the print which I 
have before me. 

Mr. BUTLER. While that is being inquired into, may I make an 
inquiry of the Senator from Iowa, and that is when this body adjourns 
this evening when do we meet again ? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘To-morrow at 12 o'clock, as I understand. 

Mr. BUTLER. We had such a prompt attendance at 11 o’ clock this 
morning that I thought perhaps the Senator would wish to meet again 
at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am glad that the Senator from South Carolina 
was able to be here at 11 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihope my friend from Iowa will be equally prompt. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was also here at the same hour. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator now answer my question, when we 
are to go back to the balance of the free-list? 


The amendment will be stated from 


We 
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Mr. ALLISON. My preference would be to go on and finish the | to make the correction, except by this kind of a resolution. I ask that 
reading of the bill in the morning. it may be . 

Mr, VEST. Beginning at the point where we stopped ? The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where we stop to-night, and then spend the re- ASSIGNEES OF CHOSES IN ACTION 


mainder of the day in taking up the omitted portions of the free-list 
and other matters. Mr. WALTHALL submitted the following resolution; which was 

Mr. VEST. I will make a suggestion. I think it would be conven- | Teferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed: 
ient after we finish the balance of the bill and the portion of the free- ead ean ae tem pal A mee ego rr ee 
list not disposed of, to know what the Senator in charge of the bill in- we rege SOOM OF She 
tends to call up for consideration. ouis in Senn SERENE eee of allow! he. to i altinienh thane tor > 

Mr. ALLISON. My own preference would be then to take up the | signees of choses in action, not made by a co ion, which could not have 
question of guns and cutlery, and a few miscellaneous items of that eee ey ao tena had been made, and that said com- 
character that have not been disposed of, but early next week I want ; 
to proceed with the woolen schedule, ‘‘ Wool and manufacturers of REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 
wool,” which schedule has not yet been touched. The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual re- 

Mr. VEST. It is entirely immaterial to me what course is pursued. | port of the Bureauof Animal Industry; which was referred to the Com- 

Mr, COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Iowa yield and withdraw | mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 
his motion to adjourn for a motion to let us proceed to the considera-| Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
tion of executive business ? The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield in a moment. . I desire to say to the | the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, January 12, 1889, at 
Senator from Missouri and. other Scnators that so many things have | 12 o’clock m. 
been omitted in the reading of the bill that it will be impossible to 
designate now what particular thing will be taken up next. Of course, 
after the bill is read through, the whole bill will be open to any amend- 
ment that may be suggested by any Sevator, but as we have prac- 
tically bnt one week more after this week for the consideration of this 
bill, I think it would be prudent for Senatorsinterested in it to be pres- 
ent at all times. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa in charge of 
this bill, instead at this late hour of having an executive session to- 
night, that we have an understanding that to-morrow afternoon, being 
the last day in the week, at an earlier hour somewhat than usual in 
order to attend to whatever executive business is necessary to be done, 
we have an executive session then. At this present time, if we go 
into executive session, in ten minutes there will be no quorum here; 
and therefore, with the permission of my friend from Iowa, I will 
move than the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is satisfactory to my friend from Missouri 
I have no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Cierk, announced that the House had agreed to the reports of 
the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the following bills: : 

A bill (S. 154) for the erection of a public building at Milwaukee, 
Wis.; and : 

A bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Omaha, Nebr. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1714) to amend the charter of the 
Metropolitan Railroad Company, reported adversely thereon, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washi 


























HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 11, 1889. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 


. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 32. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

Mr. WEAVER and Mr. Crisp were appointed tellers. 

Mr. REED. Is the object of this motion on the Democratic side to 
enable the party to have a caucus ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no information on that subject. 

Mr. CRISP. This motion is not made by the Democratic side. It 
is the p ing of one gentleman. 

Mr. REED. e will be willing to grant it, if there is any such ob- 
ject in it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You would have tocome tothecaucus. [Laugh- 


ter. 

Mr. REED. I ought to be invited, as I have called more Democratic 
caucuses than anybody else so far. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS. What is the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The motion made by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WEAVER], that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken; and there were—yea 1, nays 228, not vot- 
ing 94; as follows: 


YEA—1. 
and Western Maryland Railroad Company, reported it with amend- Kerr. 
air HALE, from the Committee on A priations, to who vee 
r. m the Committee on Appro ons, to whom was 
referred the gunendment subeaitted by Mr. BLAtw on the 9th of aly me, Sertton’ Fisher, Hues? 
last, intended to be pro to the sundry civil appropriation Allen, Mass, Caru oran, Jackson, 
viding for an appropriation of $1,000 of the unexpended balance of the | Allen. Mich. Caswell French? Seem tot 
appropriation made by Congress to defray the expenses ing out of | Anderson, M Chipman, Fuller, Kelley, ' 
the illness and death of the late President James A. eld, to be | An t Clardy, Kennedy, 
id to Daniel 8. Lamb, M. D., of Washington, D. C., for his services | {7p0\¢. entcte Gallinger, oo 
in making the autopsy of the late President Garfield at Elberon, in the | Baker, N.Y. Cobb, Gear, Lagan, ; 
State of New Jersey, asked to be discharged from its farther consider- er, Cogswell, Gest, W, 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was — — = 
schol Cothra, Grosvet Lawler, 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. Bland Sowian — your, 
Mr. wHeon , a. Iowa,  Soetitnd an amendment intended tobe pro- | Boothman, oo, Hali, Lehibech, 
posed by him to the ciency appropriation [Ww was ’ 
Poferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roada, and ordered Boutelle Gulteten, ae {odge, 
to be printed, Breckinridge, Ky. Cummings, Lynch, 
ERROR IN ENROLLMENT. ee Cutcheon, Hemphill, mai — 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was | Browne, T.H.B.,Va.Davenp Henderson, N.C. - Martin, 
read | an Eee es 
Resolved the H ntatives 9), That in the en- ee Davis Hires cClammy, 
soltenent of ee till ‘Ss. sys) Se antinosios and eovtde tor the diupeetbon at abs Deckenns, Dibble, Holman, MoGreary, , 
jess papers in the Executive Departments, the Committee on Enrolled Bills be | Buckalew Holmes, McKenna, 
instructed to insert in lieu of the word “Senator,” where it occurs in the eighth | Burnes, ,, Hooker. McKinley, 
line, the word “Senators.” Burrows, fopxine. Til. McKinney, 
Mr. COCKRELL. This was a clerical error in copying the bill | Butterworth, Elliott, ne Ny. , 
named. The word ‘‘Senators’’ ought to have been inserted instead — : F 


Byn . McRae, 
,F.,N. ¥Y. Ermentrou' Houk, McShane, 
oy  — Merriman, 


of ‘‘Senator,’’ and now it is too late, the President of the Senate thinks, . Howard, 
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Mills, Phelan, Shively, Townshend, 
Moffitt, Pideock, Simmons, Turner, Ga. 
Montgomery, Piumb, Smith, Vance, 
Moore, Post, Sowden, Vandever, 
Morgan, Pugsley, Spooner, Wade, 
Morrill, Randall, Steele, Walker, 
Morrow, Rayner, Stephenson, Warner, 
Nelson, Reed, Stewart, Tex. Washington, 
Newton, Rice, Stewart, Ga. Weaver, 
Nichols, Richardson, Stewart, Vt. Weber, 
Oates, Robertson, Stockdale, WwW 
O'Donnell, \ Stone, Ky. Wheeler 
O’ Ferrall, Rowell, Stone, Mo. White, N. Y. 
O'Neill, Pa, Russell, Mass, Struble, Whiting, Mich. 
Osborne, yan, Symes, Wilkins, 
Outhwaite, Sawyer, ulbee, Wilkinson, 
Patton, Sayers, Taylor, E.B.,Ohio Williams, 
Payson, Scott, Taylor, J. D.,Ohio Wilson, a. 
Penington, Seull, omas, W Woodburn 
Perkins, Seney, Thompson, Cal. Yardley, 

rry, Seymour, Tillman, Yoder, 
Peters, Sherman, cey, Yost. 

NOT VOTING—%, 

Allen, Miss. De Lano, Kean, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Kans. Dorsey, Laffoon, Romeis, 
Bacon, Dougherty, La Follette, Rowland, 
Bankhead, Dunn, Laird, | Russell, Conn, 
Barry, Felton, ‘ Rusk, 
mA Fitch Lyman, Shaw, 
Belden, Flood, affett, Snyder, 
Bingham, Ford, Mahoney, Spinola, 
Bliss, Gaines, Mansur, Springer, 
Bowen, Glover, Mason, Stahlinecke7, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Goff, McComas, Tarsney, 
Browne, Ind, Granger, McCormick, Thomas, Ky. 

" Greenman, McCullogh, Thomas, Il. 
Bunnell, Guenther, Milliken, Thompson, Ohio 
Burnett, atch, Morse, Turner, Kans. 
Butler, Hayden, Neal, White, Ind. 
Campbell, Ohio Hayes, Norwood, Whiting, Mass. 
Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. Henderson, Il, Nutting, Whitthorne, 
Cheadle, Hermann, O’Neall, Ind, Wickham, 
Cockran, Hitt, O'Neill, Mo, Wilber, 
Collins, Hogg, Owen, Wilson, Minn, 
Crain Hovey, Parker, ise. 
Dalzell, Hudd, Peel, 

Darlington, Jones, Phelps, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. WILKINS said: I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notice. 

Mr, CAMPBELL of Ohio, with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. Wairtne, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. LAGAN with Mr. LyMAN. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. Rock WELL. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BuTLER. 

Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. Larep. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. T. H. B. Brownz. 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. Hirt. 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr, SNYDER with Mr. BowEn. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr, SPINOLA with Mr. WHITE, of New York. 

The following members were announced as paired on the election 
contest of Smalls vs. Elliott: 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr. Crouse. 

Mr. CRAIN and Mr. WICKHAM were announced as paired for this 


ry. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. Imake the point that that motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 

, a ens I move that the House take a recess until half past 

o’ clock. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order that that is in the na- 
ture of business, and therefore is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken, as the Journal 
has not yet been read. 

The Chair decided a few days ago that it was competent for any gen- 
tleman upon the floor, before the reading of the Journal, to make a 
simple motion that the House adjourn, because the House might not 
desire to continue in session; but the House can transact no business 
until the Journal has been read, and the Chair thinks the only pro- 
ceedings in order are the simple motion to adjourn and then the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

Mr. WEAVER, LI rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. The Chair ruled on the day before yesterday that 
a motion to adjourn, and, pending that, a subsequent motion that when 
oe House adjourn it adjourn to meet on a day subsequent, was in or- 

ex 


Mr. RANDALL. The Chair did not make that ruling, The Chair 








reled on a different point from that, and if the point of order had been 
made then as it has been made to-day the Chair would have had to 
rule then as he has ruled now. 

Mr. WEAVER. The point was made, because the motion to fix the 
day to which the House should adjourn was made pending the motion 
to adjourn, and the Chair stated that the House might desire to ad- 
journ before the reading of the Journal, and, of course, it might wish 
to adjourn to a day certain. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read what occurred on 
the occasion referred to by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

Mr.STEELE. The point made then was ‘no quorum.’’ 

Mr. WEAVER. No. 

The SPEAKER. Before having the proceedings read, however, the 
Chair will state that on the occasion referred to the gentleman from 
Iowa rose before the Journal was read and made the point that a quo- 
rum must appear before the Journal could be read, and that point the 
Chair sustained. Thereupon the gentleman from Iowa moved that the 
House do now adjourn, and pending that, he moved that when it ad- 
journ it adjourn to meet on Friday next. Then the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] made the point of order that the motion 
was not in order, and the mind of the Chair was directed alone to the 
motion to adjourn and not to the motion to fix the day to which the 
House should adjourn, as will appear very clearly when the proceed- 
ings are read. The language of the Chair shows exactly what was meant, 
As soon as that has been read the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. WEAVER. I move the House adjourn; and pending that motion, I move 
that when the House adjourn to-day it be until Friday next. 

Mr. RANDALL, I suggest that the roll-call, as directed by the Speaker, was 
for the purpose of knowing whether there wasa quorum present, and when the 


Speaker found a quorum present the next requirement is that the Journal be 
read. 


The SpEAKER. The requirement is the Speaker shall direct that the Journal 
be read. The Chair thinks the House may adjourn to prevent the reading of 
the Journal at any time it thinks proper. Such motions have been made before, 
and the House has adjourned without the reading of the Journal. 

The question was taken on adjournment until Friday, etc. 

TheSPEAKER. It appears very clearly that the mind of the Chair 
was directed alone to the motion to adjourn, and for the moment the 
fact was overlooked that the gentleman from Iowa, pending the motion 
to adjourn, had made another motion—that when the House adjourn 
it be to meet on a day named. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the extent to which the Chair went in 
that decision. 

Mr. WEAVER. The Chair went further, and put the motion that 
when the House adjourn it adjourn to meet on a certain day. 

Mr. RANDALL. Because no point of order was made. 

Mr. WEAVER. It is the duty of the Chair to make a point of order 
if a motion is made which is out of order. When a motion is clearly 
out of order, it is the duty of the Chair to so hold. [Cries of ‘* Regu- 
lar order !’?] 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
clause 5 of Rule X VI, which I ask the Clerk to read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, a motion to ad- 
journ, and to take a recess shall always be in order; and the hour at which the 
House adjourns shall be entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is well aware of that rule. 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘‘ Always in order ”’ is the language of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. But the House, in the judgment of the Chair, can 
transact no business until its Journal has been read. It has been held 
again and again that an order of the House fixing the day to which 
the House shall adjourn or to take a recess is the transaction of busi- 
ness and requires the presence of a quorum. Moreover, the Chair de- 
sires to say that even if he had decided on the 9th of January that this 
motion was in order, he is now satisfied it is not in order, and would 
have no hesitation whatever in reversing his own ruling on the sub- 
ject. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Let the Journal be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal. 

Mr. WEAVER (interrupting the reading). 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Isubmit thatthe Journal should be read in extenso, 
including the names of those voting on the callof yeasand nays. How 
can we know whether our names are properly recorded unless the names 
are read? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The names may be im- 
properly recorded, and the House has the right to pass upon that as 
well as any other part of the Journal. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. WEAVER (again interrupting the reading). 
the Journal I want read, and not the REcorD. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. WEAVER (again interrupting the reading). 
of order. 


[ Laughter. ] 


I rise to a question of 


Mr. Speaker, it is 


I rise to a xint 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. | I understand the Clerk is reading from the tally- 
sheet, and not from the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. That is a part of the Journal, and is printed with 
it 


Mr. RANDALL. It is the original paper. 

The SPEAKER. It is the original paper. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal will be ap- 
proved as read. The Chair hears no objection. 


Mr. WEAVER. I move that when the House adjourn it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to present a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman from 
Towa is in order, but the gentleman from South Carolina rises, as the 
Chair understands, to a matter more highly privileged. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to present a conference report. 

Mr. WEAVER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That is the regular order. 

Mr. WEAVER. Can a conference report take precedence of a motion 
to adjourn’ 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly a conference report may be submit- 
ted at any time, even pending a motion to adjourn; it is always in or- 
der, except when the Journal is being read, or when the yeas and nays 
are being taken, or the House is actually dividing on some question. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the following conference report sub- 
mitted by Mr. DIBBLE: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. L54) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Milwaukee, Wis., having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendments to the said bill and agree to the 
same with the following amendments: 


1. In second line, first page, before the word “‘purchase,”’ insert the words 
“acquire by ;” andafterthe word “ purchase,” in same line, insert the words 
“condemnation or otherwise.”’ 


Mr. WEAVER (interrupting). I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Is this in order before the approval of the Journal? 
The Journal has not been approved. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair rose and expressly stated the Journal 
as real would be approved if there was no objection. There was no 
objection, and the Journal was approved. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will state to the Chair that I did not hear that 
statement. [Laughter and cries of “‘ Regular order!’’} 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
conference re 


port. 
The Cierk proceeded to read as follows: 


2. In the eleventh line, first page, before the word ‘‘the,”’ insert the words 
**and the cost of said site shall not exceed the sum of $400,000." 
3.. In the fifteenth line, second , after the word “ city,” insert the words 
* at a cost, howerer, not ‘exceeding $900,000." 
And that the Senate agree to the same, 
SAM’L DIBBLE, 
OC. NEWTON, 
P. 8. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
JOHN ©. SPOONER, 
WM. B. ALLISON, 
G. G, VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The Clerk read the following statement, required by the rules to ac- 
courpany the report: 


he managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the House amendment to the bill (S. 154) for the erection of a public 
building at Milwaukee, Wis, respectfully submit with the co report 
the folowing statement: 

The Senate bill provided for an expenditure of $1,200,000 for site and build- 
ing complete, or $1,100,000 if the t site was enlarged by purchase of ad- 
joining ground, The House amended by substituting simply a provision for 
purchasing a site at a cost not exceedi $300,000. The effect of the adoption of 


the conference report is to provide for site and building ata cost not ex 
$1,200,000, of which sum not more than $400,000 may be e for the site; 
and in case the present site is enlarged by purchase of oom. then 
tire entire cost shall not exceed $1,100,000, and the cost of ground 
shall not exceed $300,000. All of which ts respectfully submitted. 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 

©. NEWTON, 


P. 8S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move the previous question on the adoption of the 
report. 

Mr. WEAVER. I call for a vote on my motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided under the rules of the House 
the conference report has precedence over a motion to adjourn, and it 
has been even held a conference report can be made when a member is 
occupying the floor; that he can be taken off the floor for that purpose. 
Of course the rule that a conference report can be presented and dis- 
piace a motion to adjourn would amount to nothing practically if a 
vote upon the motion to adjourn can be immediately insisted upon. 


Mr, DIBBLE. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the conference report. 










JANUARY II, 


Mr. WEAVER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa—— 

Mr. WEAVER. It is strange indeed after a conference report has 
been read to the House the House must consider it and can not ad- 
journ. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not held the House must proceed 
to consider it, and can not adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER. But the Chair recognized me to make the motion 
to adjourn before the conference report was submitted, and that motion 
is still pending. 

The SPEAKER. It is pending, but the conference report has to be 
disposed of before it can be put. The House makes its own rules, and 
the House has made a rule which has been in force many years, by 
which a conference report is in order even pending a motion to adjourn. 

Now, the House always has the whole subject under its own control. 
In the first place, before any proceeding was taken on the report the 
question of consideration could have been raised against it. In the 
second place, if the House desires to adjourn before it proceeds further 
with the consideration of the report it may postpone the report to an- 
other timeand adjourn. But while the report is before the House and 
is under consideration the Chair can not put the question on the mo- 
tion that when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
That is the very question which was displaced. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order !’? 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand the Chair to decide—— [Cries of 
‘* Regular order!’’] Thisistheregular order. Iunderstand the Chair 
to decide when we are considering a conference report—— [Cries of 
‘**Regular order!’’] Thisistheregular order. I understand the Chair 
to decide when we are considering a conference report, no matter how 
long, you can never make a motion to adjourn, no matter whether that 
is a month off. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not decide that, but decides the 
motion to adjourn over can not be put to a vote until the other sub- 
ject which takes precedence is disposed of in some way by the House. 
The motion has been made and is pending. Now the gentleman asks 
the Chair to put first the question on his motion to adjourn, which is 
one inferior in privilege to that presented by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. DrpBLE], and which is actually under consideration. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair hold thata motion to postpone the con- 
sideration of the report would be in order? 

The SPEAKER. Of course, when the gentleman gets the floor for 
that purpose; but the gentleman from South Carolina has the floor and 
has demanded the previous question. 

Mr. REED. But if a motion to adjourn after the conference report 
has been read is not in order, as I understand the Chair to hold, then 
the House can not adjourn until it has acted upon the rt. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so decide, but held that under 
the rules and the uniform practice of the House, a conference report 
may be presented even when there is a motion toadjourn pending. Of 
course the question of consideration may be raised — the report; 
but it has not been raised in this case. Now, ifthe Chair should hold 
that the motion to adjourn must be put before action is taken upon 
the conference report, either to er it or to ne its consider- 
ation, the rule of the House, as the gentleman willsee, would amount 
to nothing practically. ‘There are certain motions which have priority 
in a certain order, and that order must be observed in submitting these 
motions to the House. 

Mr. REED. Of course, I understand; but the Chair must practically 
decide that the House can not adjourn untilit has acted upon the re- 

in some way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. REED. At what point, will the Chair state, could a motion to 
adjourn be made? 

The SPEAKER. The House, of course, may postpone the consid- 
eration of the conference report, or it may determine not to consider it. 
Mr. REED. But there must be some point at which the motion to 
adjourn could be submitted. I am asking, of course, for information, 
because this is such an important matter outside of the present con- 
dition of affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. REED. Now, suppose a motion to postpone this conference re- 
port is made, and then a motion to adjourn is submitted, would it then 
be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers not to decide questions of order 
until they are presented, especially upon so one a matter. All 
the Chair now decides is that the presentation of the conference report, 
no question of consideration having been raised against it, takes prece- 
dence over other motions, even the motion to adjourn or to fix a day to 
which the House shall adjourn. ; 

Mr. WEAVER. Permit me to state, Mr. Speaker, that my motion 
to adjourn was made before the gentleman from South Carolina got the 
floor to submit his conference report. 

Mr. ROGERS. Regular order.. 

Mr. WEAVER. And if the motion to adjourn is not now in order 
when will it be? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that this is the very 
case provided for by the rule, and the motion to adjourn is of less dig- 
nity than the consideration of a conference report. 

The conference report having been presented, and, as the Chair has 
stated, no question of consideration having been raised, it is necessarily 
before the House, and must be voted upon before the Chair can take the 
vote on the motion to adjourn. 


Mr. WEAVER. But I make the point of order that that clause of 


the rule has reference to the submission of the report to the House, and 
not to its consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestionof consideration was not raised. The 
conference report was submitted, and the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina has demanded the previous question upon it. 

The question is, Will the House now order the previous question? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 150. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet put the question upon the 


other side. 
‘Those voting in the negative were 4. 
Mr. WEAVER. No quorom. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I demand the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER decided that a sufficient number of members had 
risen. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I make the pointof order that it requiresa quorum 
to order the yeas and nays, and no quorum has voted upon that de- 
mand. I ask to be heard on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WEAVER. I call the attention of the Chair and of the House 
to the proceedings in the House of Representatives as recorded in the 
Journal, page 651, first session of the Thirty-second Congress, where 
the following appears : 

The bill of the House, No. 137, for the relief of Osborn Cross, of the United 
States Army, was then taken up. The er stated the question to be upon 
its engrossment. The yeas and nays ha been demanded, no quorum voted ; 
when Mr. George W. Jones made the point of order that inasmuch as one-fifth 
of the members voting had voted in favor of taking the vote on the engrossment 
of the bill by yeas and nays, it was not necessary that a quorum should have 
voted, the Constitution providing that the yeas and nays shall at the desire of 
one-fifth of those present be entered on the Journal, and that proportion of 
those voting having expressed such a desire in the present case, he insisted that 
they were entitled to have the yeas and naystaken. The Speaker overruled 


the point of order on the ground that it was not competent for less than a quorum 


to do business. Upon aquestion like that of adjournment or a call of the House, 
where less than a quorum might act, he would hold otherwise. 
From this decision of the Chair Mr. George W. Jones appealed; when, on 
motion of Mr. Hart, it was ordered that the said appeal be laid on the table. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


One further point. In the second session of the same Congress—— 
Mr. CUMMINGS. What Congress? 
Mr. WEAVER. The Thirty-second. 

The question again recurred on the motion of Mr. McMullen, and being put no 
quorum again voted. The Speaker having announced that no quorum had voted 
on the said motion, Mr. Alexander H. Stephens demanded the yeas and nays. 
The Speaker decided in conformity with his decision at the last session, and which 
was sustained by the House, that less than a quorum could not act upon the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays any more than upon any other business, and con- 
sequently that the yeas and nays was not now in order. He thought that tak- 
ing the clause of the Constitution authorizing one-fifth of the members present 
to cause the yeas and nays to be entered upon the Journal, in connection with 
that requiring a majority of the members to constitute a quorum to do business, 
it is clearly intended that the members present, one-fifth of whom may order 
the yeas and nays, should amount to a quorum. It would be different if the 

nding motion was to adjourn, or fora call of the House, as less than a quorum 
competent to act upon either of these motions. 

From this decision of the Chair Mr. Alexander H. Stephens eppealed, pending 
which Mr.Clemens moved that the appeal be laid on the table, which was de- 


cided in the affirmative. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is incompetent for this House to do business 
with less than a quorum, and the ordering of the yeas and nays upon a 
at proposition is of the most serious character of business, and can not 

done either by the House or under the rules of the House without 
uorum. I make that point. 

. DIBBLE. Ona demand for the yeas and nays, under the prac- 
tice of this House, several modes of procedure are well settled. Inthe 
first place, when a sufficient number, representing one-fifth of the mem- 
bers of this House, evidently rises, it is the custom of the Speaker to 
order the yeas and nays, unless the other side is demanded or tellers 
are demanded on the yeas and nays; and the gentleman is too late, be- 
cause he took no steps at all to develop the absence of a quorum 
prior to the decision of the question by the Speaker of the House that 
a sufficient number bad risen and that the yeas and pays were ordered. 
In advance of any such pointasthat which the gentleman is now making, 
it was necessary that the other side should be demanded by him, or 
that tellers should be demanded. As he neglected to take the process 
requisite to make the want of a quorum appear, it is too late now, after 
the Speaker has said that a sufficient number had risen, to raise the 

tof order; and it is too late now for him to make these preliminary 
mands. Therefore I submit that the point of order comes too late. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the Speaker as to the fact 
whether one-fifth of 163 arose and asked for the yeas and nays. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair did not count the gentlemen rising; but 








so many gentlemen arose that the Chair, in the usual formula of an- 
nouncement in such cases, stated that evidently a sufficient number 
had arisen; thereupon the gentleman from Iowa made the point that 
on the Jast vote preceding that there was no quorum. 

Mr. WEAVER. And I also made the point of no quorum on the 
calling for the yeas and nays, and the vote is before the House. 


TheSPEAKER. 


The Chair, then, will take the vote on ordering the 


yeas and nays, because the Chair did not count gentlemen who arose 
before, but simply stated that a sufficient number had arisen, and the 


yeas and nays we 
Mr. WEAVER 
Mr. DIBBLE. 
too late. 


re ordered. 


. The point of no quorum had been made before. 
I insist upon the parliamentary point that it comes 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not make the point of order 
that there was no quorum at the last preceding vote, but that there 


was ho quorum on the demand for the yeas and nays. 


The Chair 


did not count, and therefore will take the vote and see whether a 


quorum votes or not, 


[After counting.] One hundred and seventy- 


one gentlemen have arisen [applause], and the yeas and nays are or- 


dered. 
Mr. KELLEY. 


Abbott, 

Adams, 

Allen, Mass. 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Miss. 
Anderson, Il. 
Atkinson, 
Baker, N. Y. 
Baker, Til. 


Biggs, 
Bingham, 
Bland, 
Boothman, 
Bound, 
Bowden, 
Brower, 
Browne,T.H.B,, Va. 
Browne, Ind. 
Brown, Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. 
Buchanan, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Caswell, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Clark, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Conger, 
Cooper, 
Cothran, 


Cummings, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 
Davenport, 
Davidson, Ala. 
Davidson, Fla, 
Davis, 

Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 


Allen, Miss. 
Blount, 
Buckalew, 
Burnes, 
Cheadle, 


Anderson, Kans, 
Arnold, 

Bacon, 
Bankhead, 


Barry, 

Blenchard, 

Bliss, 

Boutelle, 

Bowen, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Brewer, 


Bunnell, 


What is the question ? 
The SPEAKER. On the demand for the previous question on the 
conference report. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
218, nays 18, not voting 87; as follows: 


YEAS—218. 
Dunham, Lehlbach, 
Elliott, Lind, 
Ermentrout, Lodge, 
Farquhar, Long, 
Felton, Lynch, 
Finley, Macdonald, 
Fisher, Martin, 
Foran, Mason, 
Forney, McAdoo, 
French, McClammy, 
Faller, McCormick, 
Funston, McCreary, 
Gaines, McKenna, 
Gay, McKinley, 
Gear, McKinney, 
Gest, MeMillin, 
Gibson, McRae, 
Grimes, McShane, 
Grosvenor, Milliken, 
Grout, Mills, 
Hall, Moffitt, 
Harmer, Montgomery, 
Haugen, Loore, 
Heard, Morgan, 
Hemphill, Morrill, 
Henderson,Iowa Morrow, 
Henderson, N.C, Nelson, 
Henderson, Il, Newton, 
Herbert, Nichols, 
Hermann, Oates, 
Hiestand, O'Donnell, 
Hires, O’Ferrall, 
Holman, O’ Neall, Ind, 
Holmes, Osborne, 
Hooker, Outhwaite, 
Hopkins, Il. Owen, 
Hopkins, Va. Patton, 
Hopkins, N. Y. Payson, 
Houk, Peel, 
Howard, Penington, 
Hunter, Perkins, 
Hutton, Perry, 
Jackson, Phelan, 
Johnston, Ind. Phelps, 
Johnston, N, C. Pidcock, 
Kelley, Plumb, 
Kennedy, Post, 
Ketcham, Randall, 
Kilgore, Rayner, 
La Follette, Reed, 
Lagan, Rice, 
Lane, Richardson, 
Lanham, Robertson, 
Lawler, Rogers, 
Lee, Rowell, 

NAYS—18. 
Clements, Gallinger, 
Cobb, Glass, 
Cowles, Landes, 
Crisp, Maish, 
Enloe, Matson, 

NOT VOTING—37. 

Burnett, Flood, 
Butler, Ford, 


Campbell, F., N.Y. Glover, 


Campbell, Ohio 


Goff, 


Campbell,T. J.,.N. Y.Granger, 


Chipman, 
Cockran, 
Collins, 
Cox, 
Daizell, 

De Lano, 
Dorsey, 
Dougherty, 
Dunn, 
Fitch, 


Greenman, 
Guenther, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Hayden, 
Hayes, 
Hitt, 
Hogg, 
Hovey, 
Hudd, 


Russell, Conn. 
Ryan, 

Sawyer, 

Sayers, 

Seott, 

Scull, 

Seney, 

Seymour, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 

Smith, 

Sowden, 
Spinola, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 

Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stone, Ky. 
Struble, 

Symes, 

Taulbdee, 

Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Il. 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Ohio 
Tillman, 


Tracey 
Townshend, 
Turner, Kans, 
Turner, Ga, 
Vance, 
Vandever, 
Wade, 
Warner. 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
Weber, 

West, 
Wheeler, 
White, N.Y. 
Whiting, Mich, 
Wilber, 
Wilkinson, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. Va, 
Woodburn, 
Yardley, 
Yoder, 

Yost. 


Stockdale, 
Stone, Mo. 
Walker. 


Jones, 
Kean, 
Kerr, 
Laffoon, 
Laidlaw, 
Laird, 
Latham, 
Lyman, 
Maffett, 
Mahoney, 
Mansur, 
McComas 
McCullogh, 
Merriman, 
Morse, 
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Neal, Pugsley. Simmons, Whiting, Mass. 
Norwood, Rock well, Snyder, Whitthorne, 
Nutting, Romeis, Stahinecker, Wickham, 
O' Neill, Pa. Rowland, Tarsney, Wilkins, 
O'Neil), Mo. Russell, Mass. Thomas, Ky. Wilson, Minn. 
Parker, Rusk, Thompson, Cal. Wise. 
Peters, Shaw, White, Ind. 

So the previous question was ordered, 

Mr. DIBBLE (during the roll-call). I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading of the names. 


Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

The following additional pairs were announccd: 

Mr. Jones with Mr, O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, on all political ques- 
tions until further notice. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. RoMEIs, on all political questions for the re- 
niainder of the day. 

The vote was then announce. as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 218, the nays 18. 
Tie yeas have it. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate; fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr, WEAVER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered. 

Mr. DIBBLE, And I move to Jay that motion on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN (to Mr. Drppie). That will notdo. Withdraw it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I withdraw the motion to lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was 
ordered. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Division. 

The House.divided; and there were—ayes none, noes 139. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from eae Carolina [Mr. DresLxj and the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
WEAVER}. : 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes none, noes 168. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate—fifteen minutes in support and fifteen minutes in 
opposition to the measure. 

Mr. WEAVER, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Would a motion to adjourn to a day certain be in 
order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion that when the House ad- 
journs it adjourn to meet on Monday next oe 

Mr. WEAVER. Is the other motion in order pending that ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has some doubt. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] made a motion that when the House adjourns it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next, and pending that the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DrppLe] presented a conference report. 
The Chair held that, under the rules and practice of the House, the 
conference report had precedence over a motion to adjourn, or a motion 
to fix the day to which the House would adjourn, but that the ques- 
tion of consideration might be raised against the conference réport. 
That, however, was not done, and the House entered upon its con- 
sideration, and therefore the Chair held that, under the circumstances, 
the question must first be put upon the adoption of the report. Now, 
the Chair has some doubt as to the correctness of that ruling, and some 
doubt as to the effect which it may have under certain circumstances 
hereafter. The Chair still adheres to it, however, for the present at 
least, but will give the question careful examination and considera- 
tion. 

Mr. WEAVER, Will the Chair allow me to make a suggestion? 

TheSPEAKER. Certainly; the Chair is ready to hear any sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. WEAVER. I suggest to the Chair that it would be better to 
on the doubt in the interest of the rights of the minority. [Laugh- 
ter. s 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he had better resolve the doubt 
in the interest of the transaction of public busingss in the House [ap- 
plause], and has therefore done so upon this occasion. 

Mr, REED. I trust that remark of the Speaker may receive the ap- 
proval of the next Democrati¢ caucus. 

Mr. RANDALL. The next Democratic caucus will take care of it- 
self. 

Mr. REED. I did not hear the remarks of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvanis. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say that the next Democratic caucus will beable 
to take care of itself. 

Mr. REED. If they did not do more than take care of themselves 
nobody would care. | Laughter. ] 

Mr.WEAVER. I wish to say to the gentleman from South Carolina 
{Mr. Dipsie} that I desire some time to debate this bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Thereare fifteen minutes allowed in opposition to the 


adoption of the report, and I suppose that that time may as well be ac- 
corded to the gentleman. e 


Mr.WEAVER. Very well; let thatbe the understanding. I would 
like to have the bill read first, however. ; 

Mr. DIBBLE. I now take the floor in favor of the adoption of the 
report. 

Mr.WEAVER. I demand the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read before the motion is put. It 
can not be read in the time of the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the Senate passed a bill forthe purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building at Milwaukee, in the State 
of Wisconsin, and appropriated $1,200,000 for that purpose. The bill 
came over to the House and was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, who amended it by providing simply for the 
purchase of a site, the expense of which should not exceed $400,000, 
leaving the matter of the erection of the building for future legislation. 
To that amendment of the House the Senate refused to agree. The 
committee of conference have met, and the report of that committee 
is in substance this: That the construction of the building as well asthe 
purchase of the site shall be provided for in the bill, at an expense not 
to exceed the limit named originally, $1,200,000; but that the purchase 
money of the site shall be limited to the amount provided for in the 
House bill, $400,000, leaving the balance for the erection of the build- 
ing; and that if in the purchase of the site the Government shall deem 
it expedient to purchase — of ground adjoining the ground occu- 
pied by a small public building now existing at Milwaukee, then the 
cost of the site shall not exceed $300,000, thus making the total cost 
of site and building not to exceed $1,100,000. That is the report of the 
committee of conference. In connection with it I will state that the 
city of Milwaukee was a place of 175,000 inhabitants at the time of our | 
report, and I am told that the population at this time is over 200,000. 
At the time of our report it was ascertained as 175,000. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The gentleman will permit me to say that 
the estimate to which he refers was based upon the figures of a former 
report, which accounts for the difference. One hundred and seventy- 
five thousand was the population in 1884. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am informed by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that the figures named in the report were those of 1884, and that now 
the population is about 210,000. 

The amount of appropriation proposed is not at all excessive when 
compared with the amount heretofore appropriated by Congress for 
buildings in cities of similar size and when the amount of public busi- 
ness at this place is taken into consideration. The proposed expendi- 
ture is very much below the average appropriation for cities of similar 
size. The difference between the Senate and the House was merely a 
difference as to whether we should provide for both site and building 
at present or for the site alone. There was very little controversy as 
to the amount. The House did not make any controversy as to the 
$400,000; in fact, fixed that amount as the limit for the site, and the 
Senate agreed to that in the conference report. It therefore leaves only 
$800,000 for the building. Every member knows that this is not an 
excessive amount for a building in a city of such size and with the 
amount of public business done at Milwaukee. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I occupied ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). Five minutes. 

Mr. i I reserve the residue ofmy time. [Criesof ‘‘ Vote!”’ 
**Vote!”’ 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I have taken some pains to inquire 
into the necessity for a public building at Milwaukee, and I am satis- 
fied thatat a proper time this bill ought to be considered and an appro- 
priation made. But, sir, this measure bears no comparison whatever 
in point of importance to the bill in behalf of which I have been strug- 
gling for the past two or three days. Here is a condition of affairs in 
the very heart of this continent which, if the public mind were prop- 
erly informed, would not only arouse universal interest, but senda 
thrill of horror throughout the whole country. I speak without the 
slightest exaggeration when I say that to authentic accounts 
there have been more than three hundred murders within the Indian 
Territory during the year 1888, and that between fifteen and twenty 
of the persons killed were Federal officials. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Does the gentleman propose to bury them in the 
public building at Milwaukee? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEAVER. Thisstatement does not take into account the mui- 
titude of other infamous crimes committed in the same Territory dur- 
ing the same period. If you will add the murders and other infamous 
crimes committed jn that Territory during the life of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress they will amount to more than five hundred. Probably more 
than five hundred murders have been committed in that Territory dur- 
ing the life of the Fiftieth 

A bill to organize a Territorial government for that section of the 
country, to suppress crime, to restore law and order, to settle the Terri- 
tory with peaceful citizens, to drive out the law of the bowie-knife and 
the revolver, has been pending here for two In the Forty- 
ninth Congress there was clearly a majority in favor of the passage of 
the bill; but its consideration was defeated by dilatory moticns and 
tactics. In the present it has been t from the very 
commencement that more than two-thirds of this House were in favoz 
of the passing of the Oklahoma bill; yet by a resort to dilatory tactics 
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the will of this House and the wishes of the American people have again 
been di ed and trampled in the dust, and the cattle barons have 
thus far triumphed. 

More than 600,000 citizens of the United States, speaking through 
the Knights of Labor, the Farmers’ Alliance, the Agricultural Wheels, 
and the Grange, have petitioned this body to pass a bill for the organ- 
ization of Oklahoma Territory; but they have been met with contempt 
and their petitions disregarded. Sir, it has come to this, that in the 
transaction of the business of this House, in the opinion of many of 
those who control its action, this Congress assembles solely for the pur- 
pose of passing appropriation bills providing for the payment of salaries 
of Government officials, and not for the purpose of protecting the rights 
of the home-seeker and the poor. 

Now, sir, look at the anomalous condition of things in that Terri- 
tory. There is anarea of country larger by far than many of the States 
ef this Union—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. I make the point of order that the gentleman is not 

king in order. 

Mr, WEAVER. Iam showing, sir—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Carolina 
raises the point of order that the gentleman from Iowa is not confining 
himself to the question under debate. 

Mr. WEAVER. Iam showing that the Oklahoma bill is more im- 
portant than the bill under consideration, and I am urging this as a 
reason for postponing the consideration of the present bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause to be read clause 
lof Rule XIV. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


When any member desires to speak or deliver any matter to the House, he 
shall rise and respectfully address himself to “Mr. Speaker,” and, on being 
recognized, may address the House from any place on the floor or from the 
Clerk’s desk, and shall confine himself to the question under debate. avoiding 


personality. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). The Chair is of the 
opinion that under the rules of the House the gentleman from Iowa 
must confine himself to the subject-matter under debate. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will try todo that. [Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that, however important it may be to erect 
a public building at the city of Milwaukee, it is not so important as 
to give it p ence over the Oklahoma bill. The latter relates to 
the whole country, while the former is simply of local consequence. 
It has been officially determined that this portion of the Indian Terri- 
tory can not be lawfully occupied either by the red men, the black 
men, or the white men. . 

Mr. MASON. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Iowa 
must confine his remarks to the subject before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WEAVER. Is it not in order to show that this bill ought not 
to pass at present because of other business which is more urgent in its 
character? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa must con- 
fine himself to the question before the House. 

Mr. WEAVER. The question pending is upon the adoption of the 
conference report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question before the House is on 
the adoption of the conference report submitted by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DispBLe). 

Mr. WEAVER. Very well; I do not think that conference report 
ought to be adopted until the Oklahoma bill is passed. [Laughter. ] 
I am giving my reason, and I am doing it in good faith. I do not wish 
to di the decision of the Chair, and will not do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. WEAVER. Now, sir, I say this bill is not of sufficient impor- 
tance to take precedence over the Oklahoma bill. There is a condi- 
tion of affairs in that Territory where one class of people—— 

Mr. MASON. I make the same point of order, that the gentleman 
must confine himself to the subject before the House. 

Mr. WEAVER; Iam giving a reason why, and I understood the 
Chair to say that could be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will try to do so. [Laughter.] Yet, sir, not- 
withstanding it has been held that neither white men, black men, nor 
red men may occupy that Territory lawfully, nevertheless it has been 
and is now unlaw me occupied by powerful and wealthy cattle barons, 
and an army is kept there to protect those cattle-men and to eject home- 
steaders. And this condition of affairs has been carried on for the last 
four years in the Territory in defiance of the will of the American peo- 
ple, in defiance of law, and in cruel disregard of the cries of those who 
‘are seeking homes for their little ones. Why will you not hear them ? 
| Why do you sit here from day to day, from session to session, and from 
year to year, without action and in stolid disregard of duty? I put 
‘the onus on this House of refusing to hear these petitions and of re- 
, fusing to pass u this important measure. I reserve the remainder 

of my time. ies of ‘‘ Vote !’’] 
Mr. DIBBL Unless some other gentleman desires to address the 


Chair [cries of ‘‘Vote!’’], I will ask that the vote be taken on the 


‘adoption of the conference report. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the conference report. 

Mr. WEAVER. I demand a division. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore reported 88 in the affirmative. 

Mr. WEAVER. I raise the point that a quorum has to be present 
to order the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. WEAVER. And a quorum must be present. 

The SPEAKER. On the last vote taken in the House there was a 
quorum. It is true no quorum has risen in support of the demand for 
the yeas and nays, but only one side has been asked for. The Con- 
stitution provides one-fifth of those present may order the yeas and 
nays. If the gentleman desires to know whether a quorum has voted 
on a demand for the yeas and nays the other side will be counted. 
Does the gentleman demand it? 

Mr. WEAVER. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Then the other side will be counted. 

The other side was counted. 

The SPEAKER. There are 88 in the affirmative and 57 in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum, and I ask for the ruling of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire to say any- 
thing on the question? 

Mr. WEAVER. No, I do not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is somewhat familiar with the question 
which was raised by the gentleman from Iowa to-day, and is aware of the 
fact that there have been two or three decisions in the House to the effect 
that under the Constitution it requires the presence of aquorum to order 
the yeasand nays. That was upon the ground that theordering of the 
yeas and nays was the transaction of business; and in one case at least 
the decision, as stated by the gentleman from Iowa, was appealed from 
and was sustained by the House. But for more than thirty-five years 
the decisions have been all the other way, and the uniform practice of 
the House has been constantly the reverse of that. 

If the ordering of the yeas and nays is the transaction of business, of 
course the ordering of tellers is the transaction of business. In each 
case the proceeding relates merely to the manner of taking the vote of 
the House, the method by which the sense of the House shall be ascer- 
tained on a matter of business. 

Mr. WEAVER. If the Chair will permit me—— 

The SPEAKER, Certainly. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want to suggest to the Chair, apropos of what is 
being said, that the ordering of tellers is for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing the presence of a quorum, or for the purpose of ascertaining the 
sense of the House on a demand for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are appointed for the purpose of taking a 
vote of the House. Under the rules of the House one-fifth ofa quorum 
may order tellers, but it is easy to be seen that one-fifth of a quorum, 
which is thirty-three members, may be all the members present, and 
much less than a quorum; and if the point of the gentleman is well 
taken, that the yeas and nays can not be ordered without the presence 
of a quorum, manifestly neither of these methods of taking a vote of 
the House could be resorted to, nor could any other method of taking 
a vote upon any question, because they are all proceedings of the same 
character. The Chair is unable to see how the House could even divide 
on a question, because it is as much the transaction of business as taking 
a vote by tellers or the call of the roll on the vote by yeas and nays. 
The Chair thinks, therefore, that the later practice is the better practice, 
and that the three decisions alluded to, which seem to stand alone, are 
not now the law of the House. 

The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The yeas and nays are ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
179, nays 53, not voting 91; as follows: 


The question is upon the adoption of 


More than one-fifth of a quorum has 


YEAS—179, 

Abbott, Bynum, Farquhar, Holmes, 
Adams, Campbell,T.J.,N.Y. Felton, Hooker, 
Allen, Mass. Cannon, Finley, Hopkins, 1. 
Allen, Mich. Caruth, Fisher, Hopkins, Va. 
Allen, Miss. Caswell, Foran, Hopkins, N. Y. 
Anderson, Iowa Catchings, French, Houk, 
Anderson, Il. Clark, Funston, Ho-vard, 
Atkinsen, Cogswell, Gaines, Hudd, 
Bankhead, Conger, Gallinger, Hunter, 
Belden, Cooper, Gay, Jackson, 
Biggs, Cothran, Gear, Johnston, Ind, 
Bingham, Crain, Gest, Kennedy, 
Bliss, Crouse, Gibson, Kerr, 
Boothman, Cummings, Grosvenor, Ketcham, 
Bound, Cutcheon, Grout, Laffoon, 
Boutelle, Darlington, Hall, La Follette, 
Bowden, Davenport, Harmer, Lagan, 

Bre wer, Davidson, Fla. Haugen, Laidlaw, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Davis, Heard, Lawler, 
Browne, Ind. Dibble, Hemphill, Lee, 

Brown, Ohio Dingley, Henderson,Iowa Lehlbach, 
*Buchanan, Dockery, Henderson, Ill. Lind, 
Buckalew, Dunham, Hermann, Lodge, 
Burrows, Elliott, Hiestand Long, 
Butterworth, Ermentrout, ires, Macdonald, 
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Mansur, Osborne, Scott, Tracey, In the tenth line, Sent poms, after the word “dollars,” insert ‘and the cost of 
Mason Outhwaite, Seall, Townshend, said site shail not ex sum of 000."" 

McClammy, Owen, Seymo Turner, Kans. Strike out section 3 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

McComas, Patton, Sherman Vance, “Sec. 3, That the sum of $600,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
McCormick. Payson Shively, Vandever, of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of 
McKenna, Penington, Smith, Wade, said site and the commencement of said building.” 

McKinley, Perkins, Sowden, Warner, And the Senate agree to the same. 

MeKinney, Perry, Spooner, Weaver, SAMUEL DIBBLE, 

McShane. Phelps, Stahinecker, Weber, JOHN A. McSHANE, 
Milliken Plumb, Steele, West, ROBERT P. KENNEDY, 
Mills, pom, phone, a 7 Managers on the part of the House, 
Moffitt, Pugsley, Stewart, Tex. fhite, N. Y. r 

Morgan, Rayner, Struble, Whiting, Mich. a8 

Morrill, oe a. = R On wanes G ‘G VEST. P 

Morrow, tice, ‘aylor, E. B., o ilkinson, saihina : 

Nelson, Robertson, Taylor,J.D., Ohio Williams, Samgapente gate Ga inate. 
Newton, Rowell, Thomas, Wis. Woodburn, The statement of the House managers was read, as follows: 
O'Donnell, Ruseell, Conn. Thompson, Ohio Yardley, STATEMENT 

O’ Ferrall, Ryan, Thompson, Cal. Yost, oe 

O'Neill. Pa. Sawyer, Tijiman, The managers on the part of the House on the conference on the disagreeing 


“a Ye~Se votes of the two Houses won the amendment of the House to the bill (~. 182) to 
a poo. 


»rovide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at Omaha, 
Anderson, Miss. Enloe. Maish, Sayers Nebr.. respectfully submit the following statement : 
Baker, 1! Forney, Martin Seney ; The Senate in the bill provided for $1,200,000 as the limit of cost for site and 
Barnes, Glass, Matson, Spinola, bulidine. The House ommended by substituting provisions for the purchase of 
and, . } wart. a site only, not to exceed in cost $406,000. 
ee ‘ inridge, Ky. eatin N.C. Mobilit” a . The effect of the rey yp ~ oA poets for a limit - poo - site _ 
Jaudle 2 Stone, Ky. uilding complete ,200,000, cost no exceed $400,000, an rovides 
< rttot ~ Tolman’ a Stone = for an epprepriation of $600,000, four hundred thousand for the purchase ofa 
Clements. Hutton, Moore, . Turner, Ga. site and two hundred thousand for the commencement of the construction of a 
Cobb, Johnston, N.C, O’Neall, Ind. Walker, building thereon. 
Cowies, Kilgore, Peel, Washington, SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
Crisp, Landes, Pidcock, Yoder. JOHN A. McSHANE. 
Oulberson, Lane, Randall, ROBERT P. er. 
Dargan, Lanham, Richardson, ‘ Managers on the part of the House, 
Deveioon, Als. Lathan, f ae, The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
NOT VOTING—9L. consider the report? 
Andermon, Kans, Cockran, Hogg, Rockwell, Mr. WEAVER. My object in raising the question of consideration 
Arnold, Collins, Hovey, Romeis, is t ith th Oklah bill 
Racon, Compton, Jones, Rowland. is to proceed wi e Ui oma : 
Baker, N. Y. Cox, Kean, Russe!!, Mass, The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. 
Barry, pelea, Kaley, } Mr. McSHANE. I rise to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
yne, b a ‘ . . . : . . 
Blanchard, Doteey, Lyewen, Simmons, WEAVER] to withdraw his question of consideration and to give rea- 
Blount, Boughacty, Ir — sons for my request. : 
wen, unn, Maffe ringer, EAK seem 
eee. Ark, co ewe —_—- Vt. oom aa a ey to have it. 
wer, ood, Cc oo, rsney, 7 a ae ¢ 
Brows. J.%., Va, Ford, McCullogh, Taulbee, The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 9. 
uae, ts nen, aeen Ey. Mr. WEAVER. No quoram. 
Toe, Glover, rse, . mas, I). . 
Bunnall, Gor N cal, White, Ind. Mr. DIpBLE and Mr. WEAVER were appointed tellers. 
Burnes, Granger, Nichols, Whiting, Mass, The House again divided; and there were—ayes 153, noes 10. 
Burnett, Greenman, Norwood, Whitthorne, So the House determined to proceed with the consideration of the 
Butler, = Gotume, ee witie conference report. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Guenther, " ‘, > . 
Campbell, Chio Hatch, O’ Neill, Mo. Wilson, Minn, Mr. DIBBLE. I move the previous question on the adoption of the 
Cheadie, Hayden, Parker, Wilson, W. Va. report. 
aa a Phelan, Was. The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
So the conference report was adopted. seemed tohaveit. 
During the roll-call, -~ a8 Satan aa . 
Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- ouse proceeded to divide, when 
ing of the names Mr. DIBBLE said: I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. WEAVER. I object. The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays. 
The following additional pairs were announced: — wh = ae! the count). ae eee have risen, more 
Mr. Cox with Mr. KELuxy, for the rest of the day. enna oe yes end nays are o ; 
Mr. Hatcu with Mr. Nutrrna, for the rest of the day. The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
=" . y 196, nays 26, not voting 101; as follows: 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. , nays 26, not voting 101; as : 
Mr. WEAVER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the confer- YEAS—196. 
ence report was adopted. : Abbott, Cothran, Herbert, Mills, 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes none, | Adame. Pon ae. a, 
nocs 134, at Allen, Mich. Crisp, Hires, Morgan, 
Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. Saseeen ; eae a _—, act, 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. DrpeLe and Mr. WEAVER as tellers. | {=¢erson, 2h. ecient kin —* 
Mr. WEAVER (one of the tellers) announced the vote in the affirma- ae Cutcheon, Hooking a. Nomen, 
tive as 1. Baker, N. Y. » N. ¥. i 
Mr. DIBBLE. I makethe point that the teller himself should vote, | Baker, lil; —— onl Sel 
and that there are two votes in the affirmative. Barnes, Davidson, Ala. Hadd, " O'Neill, 
Mr. WEAVER. I decline to vote. ——_ a? Fila. Hunter, 
‘The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CLEMENTS in thechair), The point | Se!¢e™, Dbl a —— 
of order of the gentleman from South Carolina isoverruled. The gen- a oe y,  aenenoe mC. * Payson, 
tleman has the right to vote or not as he sees proper. Bland, Dockery, La Follette, Peel, 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—aye 1, noes 162. er me SO puiion, pean, 
So the motien to reconsider was rejected. : Lanham : 
Bowden, Felton, J Peters, 
PUBLIC BUILDING—OMAHA. Bresttneiiige, iy. hone. amen, heme 
7 . ' * 
Mr. DIBBLE. I desire now to present a further conference report. Browne,T.H.B.,Va.Foran, Lehlbach, Plumb, 
Mr. WEAVER. And against that I raise the question of considera- 7 — — oh — ~~ Post, 
tion. Bryce, Gaines, h, Randall, 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read, after which the Chair will | Buchanan, Gallinger, Macdonald, Robertson, 
put the question. — Gay, — ——— i 
The Clerk read as follows: Campbell, T.J,,N.¥.Gest, Russell, Conn. 
rhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | Caruth Glass, McAdoo, Ryan, 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase of a Caswell, Grosvenor, McClammy, . Sawyer, 
site and the erection of a publie building at Omaha, Nebr., having met, afterfull | Catchings, Grout, McCormick, Sayers, 
aud free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- | Chipman, Hall, McCullogh, Seott, - 
spective Houses as follows: Clardy, ' Harmer, McKenna, Scull, 
That the House recede from its amendments to the said bill, and agree to the | Clark, Haugen, McKinney, Seney, 
— = mote lowing uate . nba “asneneth pamiiniiedal em. Heard, —" i 
nm the third line, first page, st e out the wo n n > 
with the laws of Nebraska” and basert in lieu thereof the woul “or other- | Conger, ite McShane, Smith, 


wise.”’ Cooper, 
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Symes, Turner, Kans, 


ner, ulbee, Turner, Ga, White, N. Y. 
inecker, Taylor, J. D., Ohio Vance, Whiting, Mich. 
le, Thomas, Il. Vandever, Wilkinson, 
ason, Thomas, Wis. Wade, Williams, 
Stewart, Tex. Thompson, Cal. Warner, Woodburn, 
Stew Vt. Tillman, Ww Yardley, 
Stone, Ky. Tracey, West, Yoder, 
Struble, Townshend, Wheeler, Yost, 
NAYS—26. 
Anderson, Miss, Faller, Kilgore, Stockdale, 
unt, G Landes, Stone, Mo. 
Buckalew, Hare, Latham, Taylor, E, B., Ohio 
Cheadle, Holman, Martin, Walker, 
Clements, Hutton, Moore, Weaver, 
Cowles, Johnston, Ind. O’Neall, Ind, 
Enloe, Kerr, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—101, 
Allen, Miss. De Lano, Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Kans, Dorsey, Laffoon, Romeis, 
Bacon, Dougherty, Lagan, Rowland 
Barry, Dunham, Laird, R > 
Bianchard, Lodge, Rusk, 
Bliss, Ermentrout, Lyman, Seymour, 
Boutelle, Fit Maffett, Shaw, 
Bowen, Flood, ey, Simmons, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ford, Mansur, Snyder, 
Brower, Funston, McComas, Springer, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gibson, McCreary, Stewart, Ga, 
Brumm, Glover, McKinley, Tarsney, 
Bunnell, Goff, Milliken, Thomas, Ky. 
Granger, Morse, Thompson, Ohio 
Burnett, Greenman, Neal, Weber, 
Butler, Guenther Nichols, Whiting, Mass, 
Butterworth, Hatch, Norwood, Whitthorne, 
.. N. ¥. Hayden, Nutting, Wickham 
Campbell, Ohio Hayes, O'Neill, Mo, Wilber, 
Candler, Henderson, N.O, Owen, Wilkins, 
Cannon, Hitt, Parker, Wilson, Minn. 
Carlton, Hogg, Perkins, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cockran, Hovey, Phelps, Wise. 
Collins, Jones, Rayner, 
Compton, Kean, Reed, 
Dalzell, Kelley, Rice, 
So the previous question was ordered. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. DIBBLE said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TOWNSHEND). 
objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WISE with Mr. JoHN R, Brown, on all political questions until 
further 


Unless there be 


notice. 
Mr. Rusk with Mr. McComas, for this day. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Wank, for this day. 
Mr. Fevix CAMPBELL with Mr. KELLey for the remainder of the 

Mr. JOHN R. BROWN. Idesire to withdraw my vote, as Iam paired 
with Mr. WISE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the demand for the previous 
question the yeasare 196, nays 26. The yeas haveit, the previous ques- 
tion is ordered, and there are thirty minutes for debate—fifteen min- 
utes in the affirmative and fifteen in opposition to the conference re- 


rt. 
an DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker this is a similar conference report to 
the last under consideration, except that the appropriation provided 
by the bill is $600,000. I do not think that it is necessary to debate the 
— and will simply reserve my time. If any one desires to speak 
opposition to the bill they can doso. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote! ’’} 


Mr. WEAVER. I only that as soon as the conference report 
shall have been acted upon 


desire to have the Oklahoma bill taken 
up. [Lanughter.]} 


The report of the conference committee was agreed to. 

Mr. McSHANE moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DresLe and Mr. WEAVER rose at the same time. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I present another conference report. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move that the House adjourn, and that when the 
House adjourn it be to meet on M next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the ruling that has already been 
made, the Chair will hold the motion of the gentleman from Iowa to be 
out of order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEAVER. A motion to adjourn not in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion made 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrpB.e}. 

Mr. REED. We seem to be struck by two necessities at once. The 
House can not go one way on account of the gentleman from Iowa, 
and it can not go the other way on account of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, We are illustrating the nature of our rules fully. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, the question ison the motion that 
the House now adjourn. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present another conference 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa had a motion pending 
that when the House adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next; 
and pending that the gentleman from South Carolina presented a re- 
port from a committee of conference, against which the question of con- 
sideration was raised, and the House by an almost unanimous vote de- 
termined that it would consider the conference report and not the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER. That report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen now moves to adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER. But I first raise the question of consideration, and 
pending that move to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Then that is in order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I present another conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Towa raises the question of consideration upon that, and pending that, 
before the House has determined upon considering the conference re- 
port, moves that when the House adjourn it be to meet ou Monday 
next. The Chair thinks that motion is in order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to be heard briefly upon that question. The 
proposition which I wish to present to the Chair is that the motion to 
adjourn is not in order until the House shall have decided not to con- 
sider the conference report, because if the question of the consideration 
of the conference report gave the motion to adjourn a priority over a 
question of higher privilege, that priority would not be actual, but 
would be merely formal. It has been ruled by the Speaker, and it has 
been the uniform ruling and practice of the House, that a conference 
report is a proposition of such high privilege that it will even take a 
member off the floor during debate, or that it will intervene on a mo- 
tion to adjourn, and, as the Chair has ruled, when that privilege at- 
taches it takes precedence of a motion to adjourn until the House dis- 
poses of the question. 

The House may dispose of the question of consideration in several 
ways. It may postpone the report until the next day, or it may de- 
cline to consider the report; but I submit that the question of consid- 
eration is merely a formal one, a question which substantially adheres 
to the consideration of every proposition. The rule provides that the 
question of consideration need not be formally acted upon unless some 
member raises it, but that question is in effect acted upon every time 
any proposition is brought before the House. Every time a proposi- 
tion is presented to the House and a member does not raise the.ques- 
tion of consideration, that question is in effect decided in favor of con- 
sidering the proposition. Now, I submit that the motion to ad- 
journ will not be in order unless the House decides not to consider, or 
decides to postpone the consideration of this report until some other 
time. One or the other of those motions must precede the motion to 
adjourn, for that motion can not come in and displace a proposition 
superior in rank. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the result of the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina would be that the House 
would have to remain in session as long as any gentleman could present 
a conference report. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Notat all; because the House can decline to consider 
any one of these reports. If the House desires to adjourn it can de- 
cline to consider the conference report, and can then adjourn. 

Mr. REED. Not at all; because a gentleman with a pocketful of 
conference reports can keep firing them off. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, conference reports are not inexhaustible, and 
5 o’clock is the hour fixed for adjournment. 

Mr. REED. Under these rules; but not under the rules of any other 
parliamentary body. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, we are arguing upon these rules. 

Mr. REED. We are not arguing on the 5 o’clock adjournment, 
because that is an anomaly. 

The SPEAKER. The nineteenth rule of the House provides that 
the presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always 
be in order except when the Journal is being read, while the roll is 
being called, or while the House is dividing on any proposition. Un- 
der this rule it has been held that the presentation of such reports is 
in order pending a motion to adjourn (although that motion is not 
mentioned in therule), and that it is in order while a member is occn- 
pying the floor; and the practice of the House is that when it is in order 
to present a matter at any time it isin order to consider the matter at 
that time, subject, of course, to the right of any member upon thefloor 
to raise the question of consideration and to the right of the House 
to determine that it will or will not consider the matter. This 
morning, when the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] insisted 
upon his motion to adjourn, the House had not only received the re- 
port of the committee of conference, but had actually entered upon its 
consideration; and the Chair then held that the matter had reached, 
such a stage in its progress as a privileged matter that the motion of 
the gentleman from Iowa could not be put. Now, however, the House 
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has not determined to consider this conference report. The literal 


terms of the rule have been complied with, the report has been pre- 
sented to the House, and the ,.cntleman from Iowa raises the question 
of consideration against it, and then moves that the House adjourn. 
Suppose the Chair holds that the motion of the geatleman from Iowa 


[Mr, WraVER] is now out of order, or that it can not now be voted 
on, and the House determines that it will consider the report, when 
ean the House adjourn? 

Mr. DIBBLE. The House could adjourn on a motion to defer ac- 
tion on this report to a later day, or at 5 o’clock, the hour fixed by the 
rule, of which the Chair would of course take official cognizance. 

The SPEAKER, That is a dilemma in which the House may find 
itself whenever it actually enters upon the consideration of a confer- 
ence report before the motion to adjourn is put; and that is one of the 
features of the case which raised a doubt.in the mind of the Chair this 
moruing. The Chair thinks that to hold now that the gentleman’s 
motion to adjourn should not be put before the House has entered upon 
the consideration of the conference report when the question of con- 
sideration has been raised would be to extend the privilege of the re- 
port beyond what was done this morning, and the Chair had doubts 
then whether he did not go too far. The Chair thinks the motion to 
adjourn can be put now, and thus the House will determine whether 
it will adjourn or wili proceed to consider the report. The question is 
upon the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WEAVER. I know this motion is not debatable; but I want 
to say just one word—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] I move that 
when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is the question 
upon the motion to adjourn or to adjourn over? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn over. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I make the point of order that that is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motionis notto adjourn over, but that when 
the House adjourns it will adjourn to meet on the day named. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Well, I make a point of order against so much of the 
motion as relates to adjourning over to a day certain, because it inter- 
feres with the privilege of a conference report; and the reason about 
the House having the privilege of adjourning does not apply in this 
case. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, a motion to fix a day to which 
the House shall adjourn is of higher privilege than the simple motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Buta conference report is of higher privilege than 
either; and if the Speaker will allow me, I now present a conference 
report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman has pre- 
sented a conference report; and the gentleman from Iowa has raised 
the question of consideration againstit. As the Chair stated, the pres- 
ent situation is different from that this morning, when a conference re- 
port was not only presented but the House determined to go on with 
its consideration and was going on with it. While the difference is 
not very great, still, in the opinion of the Chair, to hold that the 
House can not adjourn at all after a conference committee has pre- 
sented its report and before its consideration would be going very far— 
too far, in fact, under the rules of the House; and the motion to fix a 
day to which the House will adjourn is one of still higher privilege 
than the other. 

Mr. DIBBLE. But is not a conference report of superior privilege 
tc a motion to adjourn or a motion to adjourn over? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to fix the day to which the House shall 
adjourn is a motion of higher privilege under the rules of the House 
than the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DIBBLE. But not higher than a conference report, 

The SPEAKER. Not higher than the presentation of a conference 
report; and that has been done. 

The question having been taken on the motion of Mr. WEAVER that 
when the House adjourn it adjourn to meet on Monday next, 

The SPEAKER said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 7, noes 97. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
appoints as tellers the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrBBLE] 
and the gontleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

The tellers took their places and proceeded with the count. 

Mr. TAULBEE (during the count by tellers). Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The House is voting. For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to correct the record. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will nd the count for a moment. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to correct the record. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the correction. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Is this in order? If not, I raise the point that the 
House is dividing. . 
























The SPEAKER. It is not in order while the vote is being taken 


except by consent. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I am not asking unanimous consent. 
The SPEAKER. Then the Chair declines to entertain the proposi- 


tion while the House is dividing. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to have my motion for the correction of 


the record regarded as pending. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain another question 


while the House is voting upon the question before it. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Then I wish to announce that as soon as the vote 


is completed, I desire to take the floor for the purpose I have indi- 
cated, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will then hear the gentleman. 
The tellers, having concluded their count, made their report. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are none, the noes 163. 


The noes have it, and the motion of the gentleman from Iowa is not 
agreed to. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] desires to 
present a question of privilege, and will state it. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Pending that, I rise to a question of higher privilege 


—a conference report. 


The SPEAKER. That is the question pending. The question is, 


Will the House proceed with the consideration of the report? As 
many as are in favor of proceeding with its consideration will say 
vik ad 


Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair called upon the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky, but he did not rise; thereupon the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina rose and called up the matter of privilege. 


Mr. TAULBEE. If the Chair please, I was on my feet at the time 


for this eae I was in front of my desk and walked back to my 
desk. 


want to know—— 4 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman states he was on his feet address- 


ing the Chair the Chair will recognize him. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I do not state that I was on my feet and address- 


ing the Chair, but I state I was on my feet for that purpose. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair expressly called upon the gentleman 


from Kentucky, but did not see him rise; thereupon the gentleman 
from South Carolina rose and called up a privil report. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I did not rise. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina then rose and 


called up a privileged report. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I did not rise, for I was then on my feet. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky. 
Mr. TAULBEE. The House was dividing on the question of con- 
sideration. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hear thegentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I submitted some re- 


marks on the resolution offered by the gentleman from Ohie [Mr. Ezra 
B. TAYLOR], and on the announcement of the Chair that the resolution 
which was being read at the Clerk’s desk did not go into the Recorp, 
I asked permission to withhold my remarks for revision. [Laughter. ] 
My request went into the Recorp, but instead of my remarks 

submitted to me for revision they were put into the Recorp. [Re- 
newed laughter.] Now, I find in the 
REcoRD adopted by the Joint Committee on Printing it is provided 
that corrections in speeches for bound editions of the RecorD should 
be sent to the Public Printer within four days after the delivery of 
the sperch to be corrected, as it is then stereotyped. 
under the custom of the House I am entitled to revise my remarks. I 


for the publication of the 


I think, sir, 


do not know I could make much improvement on them, but still I 
think I am entitled to the same courtesy any other member of this 
House may claim or to which he is entitled. I now desire to correct 
the RecorD so as to leave out of the RECORD and to be submitted to 


me for revision my remarks on page 693. 
The SPEAKER. The REecorp seems to be correct to the 
gentleman’s own statement. It shows what he said. the 


gentleman’s remarks were furnished to the gentleman or not for re- 
vision the Chair does not know. The Chair had no connection with it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am afraid the Chair misunderstood my remark. 
I did not say that the Recorp did not show the remarks as I made 
them, but I said I did not know that I could much improve on them. 
(Laughter. ] ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks the remarks which he has in- 
dicated be omitted from the permanent REcORD, so that he may have 
leave to revise them. Is there objection to granting that request? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WEAV. Is not the motion to adjourn pending? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not. The motion made by 
the gentleman from Iowa was, that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. rnd that motion has been voted down. 

Mr. WEAVER. I made the motion that the House adjourn, and 
then I moved that when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a point of order. 


1889. 





The SPEAKER. One point of order is now er 


‘Mr. TAULBEE. I think my point of order has priority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to make this point of order: That the re- 
quest I submitted for the omission of my remarks from the RecorpD 
has not been announced by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. It has been, and the request was agreed to. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it the order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. That is the order of the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I will yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Towa. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEAVER. I understood the Chair to decide when a motion to 
adjourn is made and that a motion to adjourn to a day certain 
is in order and must be first voted on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman from 
Iowa to make any niotion except that when the House adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, yes; I also made the motion that the House 


adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Then if that be so, the motion to adjourn is the 
question now before the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I call up the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending subject before the House for 
consideration, but the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] inter- 
poses the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Does the gentleman now make the motion to ad- 
journ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman said he made it some time ago. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If I had so understood it I would have raised 
the point of order. 

SPEAKER. The Chair’s opinion was that only one motion 
was made, and that was the motion that when the House adjourns to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. It may have been made 
. when the chair was temporarily occupied by another gentleman. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE__I wish to know whether at the time the gentleman 
from Kentucky intervened with the question of privilege it is not trne 
thet the House was at that time voting on the question of considera- 
tion ? 

The SPEAKER. Itwasnot. It was dividing on the motion that 
when the House adjourn it be to meet on Monday. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I think a reference to the record will show that 
the Speaker had announced in the usual form, ‘‘ Those who are in favor 
of a conference report will say ay.’’ 

The SP R. The gentleman is mistaken. The question before 
the House was the motion that when the House adjourn it adjourn to 
meet on Monday. 

Mr. WEAVER. Is it in order to withdraw the motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. WEAVER. I withdraw the motion and substitute a motion 
that the House now take a recess until 7.30 this evening. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Pending that I press the consideration of the confer- 


ence 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks when the conference report is 
presented under the rules of the House, and the question of consider- 
ation is raised, that until the House enters upon the consideration it 
is like any Syne matter and may be interrupted by a motion 
aa er a recess, or to fix a time to which the House will 
adjourn. morning, the Chair will repeat, the House had actually 


entered upon its consideration in pursuance of the rule, and had done 
Mis CULCHEON.  Trise toa parliamentary 

b . Irisetoa entaryinquiry. Ifthe motion 
of the gentleman from Iowa sevaila, will the enter in regard to Fri- 
day omen sessions for m bills be the order of business for to- 


SPEAKER. The Chair supposes so. That has been the cus- 
tom heretofore. 
The motion of Mr. WEAVER was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock p. m.) the House took a recess until half past 7 o’clock 
this evening. ‘ 





EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
.m.) was called to order by Mr. McMILLIN, who directed the read- 
of the following communication: 
_ SPEAKER'S Hovusk OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
os —? D. C., toe ted 11, 1889. 
2 . is 

Sir Hee. panes McMILiix coding ea at the session of the 
Hon. Joun B. CLarx, ‘ , 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I have never taken up any of the time 
of the House, and I ask permission to have this bill tead to remove the 
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political disabilities of General Henry B. Davidson. 
bill No. 11761. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the request will be granted. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to objec- 
tion. 


The bill was read at length. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will have to object. 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope the —- will withdraw that objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House resolve into Committee of 
the Whole for the consideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I wish to ask if, when the Speaker 
adjourns the House to-night, it will stand adjourned until to-morrow 
at 12 o’clock, or until Monday at 12 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Until to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 2. 

Mr. KILGORE. Noquorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. KILGORE and 
Mr. CHIPMAN. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 25, noes 
none. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will continue the count. 

Mr. COOPER. It is manifest that there is no quorum present, and 
the gentleman who made the point notified the House that he was go- 
ing to insist upon it; so we may as well adjourn. 

Mr. GEAR. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will make their final re- 
port, after which the Chair will recognize the gentleman to make his 
motion. 

The tellers reported—ayes 29, noes none. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

Mr. BIGGS. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Before the conclusion of the call of the House, 

Mr. BIGGS. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under the call. It is evident that no quorum is present. 

Mr. MACDONALD and Mr. Hopkins, of New York, objected. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. I ask unanimous consent to submit the motion. 
Mr. WASHINGTON and Mr. KILGORE objected. 

After the roll had been called the first time, 

Mr. GEAR. I move that farther proceedings be dispensed with. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 29, noes 
11. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions to ask the House to consider the bill granting a pen- 
sion to Rebecca H. Lisle. The committee passed a resolution making 
this request because this is regarded as an unusually meritorious case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the genile- 
man from Indiana that there is a pending motion, and the call of the 
House being dispensed with, that is now the pending question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is a motion pending to go into Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER proYempore. Yes; the call of the House was con- 
cluded, but the names of the absentees had not been called. The ques- 
tion recurs now upon the original motion. 

Mr. MASON. The call had not been completed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairis informed that the call had 
been completed by the Clerk. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no. Thesecond roll-call had not been taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that there is no 
second roll-call on a call of the House. The excuses of absentees are 
received on the second call. 

Mr. MASON rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Illinois will 
suspend one moment the Chair will examine the rule bearing on the 
question. [Aftera pause.] The Chair will cause to be read clause 2 
of Rule XV, governing a call of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, and in 
all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by the Clerk and 
the absentees noted. The doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no 
sufficient excuse is made may by order of a majority of those present be sent for 
and arrested wherever they may be found by officers to be appointed by the 
Se: nt-at-Arms for that purpose, and theirattendance secured; and the House 
spall detetiahen upon what condition they shall be discharged. 

Mr. GEAR. I move that the gentlemen who did not answer when 
their names were called be excused. 

Mr. MASON. We were proceeding with a call of the House. The 
Chair had not announced the result of the call, and therefore the cal] 
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had not been completed; but pending that, and during the call of the 


House, further proceedings under the call were dispensed with, and the 
question would recur upon the pending motion, which was to go into 
Committee of the Whole tor the consideration of bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state in response to the 
statement of the gentleman from Illinois that the call had been com- 
pleted; but the further proceeding of excusing members or sending for 
absentees was dispensed with by the House. The question with the 
Chair is, whether that changes the status of the House as to the pres- 


ence or absence of a quorum. The record will show who were present 
and who absent, and whether there was a quorum present, 

Mr, KILGORE. I want to make a suggestion in the line that the 
Speaker had not made any announcement of the result of the call. If 
on a call of the rol! no quorum appears to be present, then the House 
ean have the absentees called and sent for or not, as it thinks best; but 
the House itself in this instance dispensed with all farther proceedings 
under the call, and we stand without a quorum, the names having been 
called. Now, sir, some members have chosen to obstruct all public 
legislation, and one member proposes toobstruct all legislation and stop 
the wheels of government. Now, I propose that no private legislation 












Mr. CHEADLE. _I move to reconsider the vote by which all further 


proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 


The motion to reconsider was adopted. 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the motion 


The motion was rejected. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 


of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] that all further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with, : 


The motion of the gentleman from 


Iowa is not agreed to, and the officers will close the doors. 

I move that all members who have not answered to 
their names on the first roll-call be excused from attendance, except the 
gentleman from lowa [Mr. WEAVER], and thathe be sent for. [Laugh- 


Mr. MASON, 


ter. ] 


Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 


Mr. WHEELER. 


ter. ] 


I think we had better lethimstay away. [Laugh- 


Mr. MASON. ioe seems to want him here, and on reflection I 


withdraw my motion. 


Renewed laughter. ] 


The call of the House was resumed and concluded, when the follow- 
ing members failed to answer to their names: 














shall be effected while that is being done. 


Adams, Dargan, Kean, Rockwell, 

Mr. MASON. I understand the gentleman wishes to imitate the | Allen, Mass. Davenport Kelley, Rogers, 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. [Laughter. ] Aten, i>. een, Fla, eer, Pomel. 

Mr. MATSON. As I understand, it is held by the Chair that the | {0Gu;Miss = Davis. Laffoon, " Rowland, 
call has proceeded so far that the record shows there is no quorum pres- | Anderson, Kans. Dibble, La Follette, Russell, Conn, 
ent; and if so, I apprehend there is no proceeding with business until | Dingley, Lagan, Russell, Mass, 
it does show. the presence of a quorum. Baker. i. Dougherty a in 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will permit the Chair | Bankhead, Dunham, " Lanham, Sayers, 
to state that that was the view the Chair took, andsuch adecision had Dunn, Scott, 
been made. If the decision would bear a different construction the wet — _—. ll 
present occupant of the chair is anxious that business shall proceed if den, ntrout, Lodge, Shaw, ” 
it can be done under the rules. = a ~ ubar, Jone. Semmens, 

Mr. MATSON. The point is whether the record shows that a quo- | Ri20go*"™@ sy Mamet, Suplier, 
rum is present. Bliss,’ Fitch,’ Mahoney, So 5 

Mr. MASON. The call had not been completed, but the second call | Blount, ' Maish, Spinola, 

; : Boothman, Fo Mansur, Springer. 
of the roll was proceeding. emeadt Ford, McAdoo, Stahinecker, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that he recognized | Boutelle, Forney, y; , 
two motions to dispense with the roll-call, but objection was made both | Bowden, a a 2. 
times. When the call had been completed, the gentleman from Iowa Breckinridge Ark, Gay meee, powane®, 

[ Mr, GEAR] moved to dispense with all farther proceedings under the | Breckinridge, Ky. Gest, McCullogh, Stewart, Vt 
call, The question in the mind of the Chair is whether or not the roll- wer, Gibson, —— + a dale, 
call had been completed so far as to show theabsence ofa quorum. In | Brower, v. Giaae. ane? ee 
the absence of a quorum no business can be transacted, except to get a| Browne,Ind. " Goff, ’ McShane, Symes, 
quorum or to adjourn. m, Granger, Merriman, ey, 
oan ‘ Greenman, Milliken, bee 

Mr. MASON rose. Buchanan, Grosvenor, Mills, Taylor, E. B., Ohie 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. Buckalew, Guenther, Morgan, Thomas, K 

Mr. MASON. Before that question is put I only desire to call the | Bunnell, mak. eam Thomas, . 
attention of the Chair respectfully to the custom of the House respect- | Burnes, nw Neal.” —— eetin te 
ing a roll-call. It has been the rule or it has been the custom for years, Burrows, Hetch, * a Tillman, 
but certainly it has been during the first session of this Congress, to ca}] | Butler, ayden, orw: : 
the roll a second time. I understand the rales do not require it, but ar, eaves, oan ree ets. 
it has been the uniform practice. Campbell, F., N. ¥. k Oem Turner, Ga. 

T SPEAKE " i Cam . f ver, 

. ow = a KER protempore. The rules do not reouire a second call Camp wT JNC¥.Hende oN. z ON ell Pa. Ww ude, 

Mr. MASON. However, it has been the custom to call the roll a Guano Bee, Outhwaite, Weaver, 
second time. Carlton, Hermann, Parker, ome, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think it has been | Gareth, — Perens, White, Ind 
the eustom. It may have sometimes been done. ann Cato KX, Hitt, White, N.Y. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am clearly of the opinion that the Chair is cor- y. . ng, Mass. 
rect, and that no further business can be dorfe, the call having pro- | Clements, Holi, — Withoe: 

“ceeded to the length it has, unless by unanimous consent. Of course, | Collins, ' Hooker, Phelan, Wilber, 
by unanimous consent we can dispense with all ings under the | Compton, Hopkins, Va, Lipm el wae 
call; but as that seems to be refu~ed, I hope the House will adopt the —- ax Plumb," Wilson, Minn, 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson]. Cox, Hnad, ' Wilson, W. Va. 

The question was taken, and the House refused to adjourn. Crain, Hutton, _ = : Wankbure. 

Mr. GEAR. I renew my motion, that all those gentlemen who did Saat Sehasten 0.0. ‘Mbemasiioen, 
not respond on the roll-call be excused from appearance. I do that, aa Jones, ' “Robertson, 

Mr. Speaker, so that by unanimous consent we can go on and transact : : 
the business for which this session was called, - ie oe members ba absent on — ee 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state that itis not in | Bowden, teh, rman, nington, 
order to move to excuse absent members, because of Goin of peokeeee™. ams. Genciiabe: Mahoney, ie Ky. 
the former motion, that all further proceedings under the be dis- | Garuth, Guenther, Moffitt, Whitthorne, 
pensed with, and the excuse of absent members is a proceeding under he ep cae Wilson, W. Va, 
the call. " ; : 

Mr. MACDONALD. I call the attention of the Chair tothe fact that | During the second call, 


the motion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GraR] interrupted the 
call of the roll. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the clerk 
who made the call that the last name on the roll had been called and 
responded to before the motion was made. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move that the roll be called a second time for 
excuses. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair does not think that is in or- 


der under this cail, because all further proceedings under the call have 
been dispensed with. 


Mr. SPOONER said: Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
ARNOLD, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. N 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Iaskthatmycolleague, Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan, 
be excused, as he has been compelled to go to the train to meet a friend. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr, Speaker, would it be in order to move that all the 
absentees be excused ? ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, » The Chair thinks the usual and proper 
course is to call the pames of the absentees. 
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Mr. BIGGS. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. FEL- 
TON, be excused. He is not well enough to be here to-night. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER. My colleague, Mr. Forney, has not been well 
for some days, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. FisnEr, be excused on account of indisposition. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COGSWELL. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. 
HAYDEN, be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the gentle- 
man has been granted leave of absence. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league, Mr. Hitt, be excused on account of indispositien. 

was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. LANDES, be excused. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. 
LANDES, be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

a? ANDERSON, of Illinois. I move that my colleague, Mr. LAw- 
LER, 

The motion was agreed to. 
a BIGGS. I move that my colleague, Mr. MCKENNA, be ex- 
ce 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGGS. I move that my colleague, Mr. Morrow, be exeused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. MILLS, be excused on account of the condition of his health. 

There was no objection, and it was so 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Nut- 
TING, be excused on account of indisposition. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


Mr.GROUT. Imovethat my colleague, Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, 
be excused, 


The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. BIGGS. I move that my colleague, Mr. THOMPSON, of Cali- 
fornia, be excused, as I know he is not very well. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. 
TRACEY, be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. 
WEAVER, be excused. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. On what ground? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I suppose itis on account of sickness. 
laughter. ] 


Mr. MASON, I object. 

Mr. GEAR. I move that my colleague, Mr. WEAVER, be excused. 

ee Ay selena of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, can that motion be 
amen 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not under the prac- 
tice of the House. 

The motion was rejected—ayes 6, noes 35. 

Mr. BIGGS. Iask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. VAN- 
DEVER, be excused. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I desire to ask the gentleman [Mr. Brees} 
whether there are any more members from California that want to be 
excused? [Laughter. } 

Mr. BIGGS. No more. 

There aioe no objection, Mr. VANDEVER was excused. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that my colleague, Mr. WuLBER, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RICE. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. WrL- 
SON of Minnesota, be excused on account of sickness in his family. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Missouri, Mr. WADE, be excused on account of an important engage- 
ment. 

Mr. COOPER. LI object. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
WADE, be excused. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 25, noes 12. 


eager I offer the customary resolution that the absentees be 
sent for. + 


Several MEMBERS. Oh, no, 
*Mr. MASON. Oh, yes. 


I move that my colleague, Mr. 


[Renewed 


Mr. REED. Has my colleague, Mr. MILLIKEN, been excused ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he has not. 

Mr. REED. Iask unanimous consent that he be excused on account 
of the condition of his health. 

There being no objection, Mr. MILLIKEN was excused. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague from 
Indiana, Mr. BROWNE, be excused on account of ill health, 

There being no objection, Mr. Browns, of Indiana, was excused. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask that my colleague, Mr. SroneE, of Kentucky, 
be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. Sronge, of Kentucky, was excused. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. McCorMIcK, be axcused on account of important 
business. 

There being no objection, Mr. McCoRMICK was excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution 
submitted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
the House such of its members as are absent without leave of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is manifest that nothing can be done here to- 
night, and I move that all further proceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed' with. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. DockeEry, it was 

reed to. 

So all further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DockEry (at 8 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 
FERRED. 

Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C. 8. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to 
Thirza S. Jenner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: A bill (H. R. 12040) for the relief of the heirs 
of Mary E. Compton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 12041) to inerease the pension of Sarah 
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 12042) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Henrietta O. Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12043) for the relief of George Lewis Cousens—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12044) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Jane Lovell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASWELL: A bill (H. R. 12045) granting a pension to 
Catharine Lutz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 12046) granting a pension to Lucy 
A. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12047) granting a pension to George Colwell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 12048) granting a pension to Mary 
Personeus, late widow of William B. Cresfield, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12049) for the relief of John N. Graves—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 12050) to quiet title to a certain tract 
of land in the State of Kansas—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12051) granting a pension to Angeline Peters—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12052) granting a pension to Sarah J. Tiptop—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12053) granting a pension to Henry Stein—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension 
to Elia J. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12055) granting a pension to Mary D. Gray—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12056) granting a pension to 
John Farrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By. Mr. SENEY: A bill (H. R. 12057) granting a pension to George 
F. Orwick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12058) granting a pension to John E. Mock—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 12059) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi River at La 
Crosse, Wis.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Joint resolution (H. Res. 249) authorizing 
John C. Sanders administrator of B. Sillord, deceased, to present his 
claim to the Court of Ciaims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, joint resolution (H. Res. 250) authorizing Victoria, Ella, and 
Frank Wasson, of Tennessee, to present their claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Change in the reference of bills, etc., improperly referred, were made 
in the following cases, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 3948) for the relief of the legal representatives of Ed- 
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ward A. Smith—from the Committee on Claims to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 11850) for the relief of Edward P. Alsbury—from the 
Committee on Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 11660) for the relief of Martha E. Flesschert—from 
the Committee on Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Petition of Francis J. McCloud, for a pen- 
sion—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON: Petition of B. J. Stewart and others, of 
Newton County, Mississippi, in favor of pure food and lard—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of D. Smith and others, of Wayne County, 
Ohio, in favor of pure food, pure lard, and pure drugs—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Lucy A. Russell, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.-HUDD: Memorial of the Milwaukee Turnverein against the 
Senate Sunday-observance bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Mrs. E. Goodwin and others, for 
laws to prevent Sunday work—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, the Sunday School Board Methodist Episcopal Church, and 
other citizens of Albion, Mich: , against Sunday work—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New 
York State, for a harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of J. M. MeClain and others, of Ogden, 
Utah, against the admission of that Territory—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of Cedarvale Post, No. 99, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Kansas, for monuments upon the battle-fields—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Remonstrance of the Turnverein of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., against the Blair bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary 

BY Mr. VANDEVER: Memorial of the Board of Trade of San Luis 
Obispo, Cal., for an appropriation for harbor improvement—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. BRYCE (by request): Of printers and others, of New York. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Of the Journal Printing Company and em- 
ployés, of Racine, Wis. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of O. E. Bowman, of Montrose, Dak. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Of W. B. Hearne, of Cadiz, and of C. L. 
Athearn and others, of Bloomingdale, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 12, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 
‘The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read: and approved. 


CERTIFICATES OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate communications 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting certified copies of the final 
ascertainment of electors for President and Vice-President —_ 
by the States of South Carolina and Tennessee; which were to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying certificates, to lie on the table. 

CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR OF VESSELS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmi in response to a reso- 
lution of December 19, 1888, a report from the of the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair in regard to the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation made for the construction and repair of vessels and other 
purposes under the Bureau of Construction and Repair, etc.; which, 
on motion of Mr. CHANDLER, was, with the accompanying | papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of a largesnumber of 
respectable citizens of Grand Isle County, in the State of Vermont, 
which is composed, with one small exception, entirely of islands lying 
near the Canadian border, praying that Congress will contribute to the 
maintenarce of a bridge to the mainland as a proper exertion of the 
military power and for military I 2 it being for that 
purpose presented, that the pullin bs the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I also presenta tion of a considerable number 
of respectable farmers of the town of Williamstown, Orange County, 
Vermont, praying that the industries of the county be protected, both 
in its manufactures and in its farm products, and soon. As the matter 
has been already reported, ~ move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was 

Mr. CULLOM. I a what I suppose is acopy of a petition that 
has been presented in the House of Representatives, but which has been 
sent to me with a request that I present itin theSenate. - It isa petition 
of citizens of Washington Territory, praying that in the admission of 
Territories as States Congress will permit women to vote for delegates 
to the constitutional convention and on the adoption of the constitu- 
tion when a Territorial Legislature shall have authorized women to 
vote. Accompanying this copy is a proposed amendment to the bill 
pending, I think, in theSenate. I move that the petition and proposed 
amendment be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of the Jobbers and Manu- 
facturers’ Association of Sioux City, Iowa, praying for the passage of 
the pending bill providing for the opening of the Sioux reservation in 
Dakota to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
‘Affai 

He also presented a petition of the Headquarters Commandery of the 
Military Order of the Loyal of the United States, of Des Moines, 
Iowa, praying for the publ of the naval records of the war of the 
rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COLQUITT presented resolutions adopted by the Savannah (Ga. ) 
Board of Trade, resolutions ado by the Savannah (Ga.) Cotton Ex- 
change, and the proceedings of a citi ? meeting held in Savannah, 
Ga., urging that there may be favorable consideration by Congress of 
measures for the improvement of the Savannah River; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of Mrs. Henrietta B, Lee, 
of Shepherdstown, W. Va., praying that she be paid for the destruc- 
tion of her house and furniture in July, 1864, by order of General David 
Hunter; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. QUAY presented resolutions adopted by the Grain and Flour 
Ex and the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., in favor 
of the of the decimal system as applied to weights and meas- 
ures; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in favor of the establishment and maintenance of a national 
bureau of health; which was referred to the Committee on Epidemic 
Diseases. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Vessel Owners and 
Captains’ Association of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of an increased ap- 
propriation for the maintenance of branch hydrographic offices; which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented resolutions by the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., in favor of a tariff duty of 2} cents per pound on 
tin-plate; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Elizabeth T. Pyle, widow of Joshua 
Regiment Fenneylvania Volunteers, praying tat she be allowed a ben 

unteers, @ pen- 
sion; which was the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY. Ihave oma ee of St. Patrick’s Total Absti- 
nence Beneficial Society and other associations, remonstrating against 
the ratification of the extradition treaty with Great Britain, which I 
ask leave to t now. 

The P ENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the resolu- 
tions should be ited in executive session. 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to treat 


jot 

ee ee ee 
they ca leon table. If that proceeding is irregular I shall with- 
Ww 
Mr. EDMUNDS. They would be entered in the public Journal all 
the same. So ought to be presented in ve session. 
The PRESID: tempore. The Chair thinks the memorials 
ate eee ae 

Mr, HISCOCK presented a 

Mr. of farmers of Orleans County, 
New York, pray gforcertain for the protection of agricult- 
ure; which was ttee on Finance. 


Mr. BERRY. laumaen tes tion of E, P. Watson, eer 
a amendment to Constitution 


ws in regard to marriage and Sieomens ond chee te een to te ae. de- 


— Wae in my State, the petition is 
my very 
tape See heaacaneaeme tie objection, I ask that it be 
eciates in Re Rane enhenet tote Cumeien ek Be etieuy. 
eee The Senator from Arkansas 


unanimous consent that the petition which he has just presented may 
be in the Recorp. Is there objection to the printing of the 
tion in the RecorD? bs 


in the Recorp. 
glad to have 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a pity to print such 
I presented a petition just now that I should have 


* 
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had printed in the Recorp. If the Senator thinks it important I do 
not object to its being printed as a document, but it is very expensive 
to print such matters in the RecoxD, and it should not be done unless 
they are of very great importance. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the petition be printed asa 

document? 

Mr. BERRY. Very well; let it be printed as a document, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be printed asa 
document, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to return 
to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 246) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the committee 
on inaugural ceremonies flags, etc. 

The also announced that the House insisted wpon its amend- 
ments to the bill (8. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Com- 
pany of Ni agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
ay ty Aan of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
CLARDY, Mr. RAYNER, and Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3807) to provide for the organiza- 
tion of regimental bands for the Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3808) to amend the incorporation 
Jaws in force in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


NANCY POLOCK. 


Mr. PADDOCK. If there is no further morning business, I should 
like to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3762) granting a pension to Nancy Polock. 

I desire to state that this bill passed both Houses of Congress at the 
last session, passing the House of Representatives in the last days of 
the session. It went te the President with the recommendation of the 
Pension Office that it be a but it was not approved, as the re- 

rt comes to me from the Pension Office, because of want of time for 

ts consideration by the President. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the circumstances I will state to the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska that I shall not object to the consideration of this 
bill, although I shall feel obliged to call up the tariff bill immediately 
after it is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Polock, widow of W. A. 
Polock, late of Company C, First Nebraska Volunteers. 
Wits unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9051. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 


taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rey- 
enue. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitut 
ported from the Committee on Finance will be resumed. a 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 2491. All persons are prohibited from importing into the United Stat 
from any fo country, any obscene book, pamphlet, paper, writing, aaven 
tisement, ci , print, picture, drawing, or other representation, figure, or 
image on or of paper or other material, or any cast, instrument, orother e 
of an immoral nature, or any drug or medicine, or any article whatever, for the 
prevention of conception, or for causing unlawful abortion. Noinvoice or pack- 
age whatever, orany part of one, in which any such articles are contained shall 
be ques to entry; es panei and packages w = f any ety enon | 
shall compose a part are liable rene inst, seized, an rfeited 
by due course of law. All such prohibited articles in the course of importation 

officer of customs, and proceedings taken against the 


be detained by the 
xXX——44 


same as prescribed in the following section: Provided, That the drugs hereinbe- 
fore mentioned, when imported in bulk and not put up forany of the purposes 
hereinbefore specified, are excepted from the operation of this section. 

Sec. 2492. Whoever, being an officer, nt, or employé of the Government 
of the United States, shall knowingly aid or abet any person engaged in any 
violation of any of the provisions of law prohibiting importing, advertising, 
dealing in, exhibiting, or sending or receiving by mail obseene or indecent 
publications or representations, or means for preventing conception or procur- 
ing abortion, or other articles of indecent or immoral use or tendency, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall for every offense be punishable by 
a fine of not more than $5,000 or by imprisonment at hard labor for not more 
than ten years, or both. 

Sec, 2493, Any judge of any district or circuit court of the United States, within 
the proper district, before whom complaint in writing of any violation of the 
as sections is made,to the satisfaction of such judge, and founded on 

nowledge or belief, and if upon belief, setting forth the grounds of such belief, 
and supported by oath or affirmation of the complainant, may issue, conformably 
to the Constitution, a warrant directed to the marshal, or any deputy marshal, 
in the proper district, directing him to search for, seize,and take possession of 
any such article or thing hereinbefore mentioned, and to make due and imme- 
diate return thereofto the end that the same may be condemned and destroyed 
by proceedings, which shall be conducted in the same manner as other proceed- 
ings in the case of municipal seizure, and with the same right of appeal or writ 
of error. 

Sec. 2494. The importation of neat cattle and the hides of neat cattle from any 
foreign country into the United States is prohibited: Provided, That the opera- 
tion of this section shall be suspended as to any foreign country or countries, or 
any s of such country or countries, whenever the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall officially determine, and give public notice thereof, that such importation 
will not tend to the introduction or spread of contagious or infectious diseases 
among the cattle of the United States; and the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and empowered, and it shall be his duty, to make all neces- 
sary orders and regulations to carry this law into effect, or to suspend the same 
as therein provided, and to send copies thereof to the proper officers in the United 
States, and to such officers or agents of the United States in foreign countries as 
he shall judge necessary. 


Mr. ALLISON. In section 2494, line 2528, I move to strike out 
‘law’? and insert ‘‘section;’’ so as to read: 

‘ To make all necessary orders and regulations to carry this section into ef 
ect. 

This is copied from the existing statute. The word ‘‘law’’ is inserted 
there, but I think it is better to say here ‘‘this section’’ rather than 
‘this law.’’? So I move the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Src, 2495. Any person convicted of a willful violation of any of the provisions 
of the preceding section shall be fined not exceeding $500, or iniprisoned not 
exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

Src, 2496. No watches, watch-cases, watch-movements, or parts of watch-move- 
ments, or any other articles of foreign manufacture, which shall copy or simu- 
late the name or trade-mark of any domestic manufacture or manufacturer, 
shall be admitted to entry at the custom-house of the United States, unless such 
domestic manufacturer is the importer of the same. And in order to aid the 
ofticers of the customs in enforcing this prohibitionany domestic manufacturer 
who has adopted trade-marks may require his name and residence and a de- 
scription of his trade-marks to be recorded in books which shall be kept for that 
purpose in the Department of the Treasury, under such regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall prescribe, and may furnish to the Department fac 
similes of such trade-marks; and thereupon the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
cause one or more copies of the same to be transmitted to cach collector or other 
proper officer of the customs. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLatt] to lines 2537 and 2538 in section 2496: 

Or any other article of foreign manufacture which shall copy or simulate, ete. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that has been changed from the present law; 
that it is an addition. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is notin the present law. I submit to the 
Senator from Connecticut, with whom I have had some conversation 
respecting this provision, that that clause ought to be stricken out. I 
think it is provided for elsewhere. 

Mr. PLATT. I should say also line 2541. 
law? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘‘ Unless such domestic manufacturer is the im- 
porter of the same.’’ Yes, sir; that is in the present law. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not ask to make any change in the present law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that the provision to guard our 
domestic manufactures as to the simulation or imitation of articles 
could as well be applied to all articles; it is so manifestly proper. It 
was originally framed to meet a specific case in regard to watches, 
watch-cases, and watch-movements, where foreigners undertook to sim- 
ulate American manufactures, but I do not see why that same princi- 
ple should not be extended to all articles. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I made a mistake. The words ‘‘or any 
other articles of foreign manufacture’’ are in the present law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thoaght they ought to be in, at any rate. _ 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask to makenochange. I had the wrong section 
in my mind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
desire to move an amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 


The reading will be resumed. 


Is that in tae present 


The Senator from Iowa does not 


proceed. — 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 2497. No goods, wares, or merchandise, unless in cases provided for by 
treaty, shall be imported into the United States from any foreign port or place, 
except in vessels of the United States, or in such foreign vessels as truly and 
wholly belong to the citizens or subjects of that country of which the goods are 
the growth, production, or manufacture; or from which such goods, wares, ot 
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merchandise can only be, or most usually are, first ship for transportation. 
All goods. war. s, or merchandise imported contrary toil is section, and the ves- 
sel wherein the same shal! be imported, together with her nee. tackle. ap- 
pare], and furniture, shall be forfeited to the United States; and such goods. 


wares. or merchandise, ship, or vessel, and cargo shall be liable to be an 


prosecuted and condemned, in like manner, and under the same regulations, 
resivictions, and prov isions as have been heretofore established for the recovery, 
collection, distribution, and remission of forfeitures to the United States by the 
several revenue law 

Src, 2498. The preceding section shall not apply to vessels, or goods, wares, or 
merchandise imported in vessels of a foreign nation which does not maintain 
a similar regulation against vessels of the United States. 

Sec, 2499, Kach and every imported article, not enumerated in this act, which 
is similar, either in material, quality, texture, or the use to which it may be ap- 


plied, to any article enumerated in this act as chargeable with duty, shall pay 
the same rate of duty which is levied on the enume article which it most 


resembles in any of the particulars before mentioned; and if any non-enumer- 
ated article equally resembles two or more enumerated articles on which differ- 
ent rates of duty are a, there shall be levied on such non-enumerated 
article the same rate of duty as is chargeable on the article which it resembles 
paying the highest ra ute of duty; and on articles not enumerated, manufactured 
of two or more materials, the duty shall be assessed at the highest rate at which 
the same would be chargeable if composed wholly of the component material 
thereof of chief value; and the words “component material of chief value,” 
wherever used in this act, shall be held to mean that component material which 
shall exceed in value any other single component material of the article; and 
the value of each component material shall be determined by the ascertained 
value of such material in its condition as found in the article. If two or more 
rates of duty shall! be applicable to any imported article, it shall pay duty at the 
hie ghes tof : such rates. 


2500. Upon the reimportation of articles once exported,of the growth, 

pre vd ict, or manufacture of the United States, upon which no internal tax has 

nm asseased or paid,or upon which such tax has been paid and refunded by 

allowance or drawback, there shall be levied, collected,and paid a duty equal 
to the tax imposed by the internal-revenue laws upon such articles. 


Mr. VANCE. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to section 
2500: 


lhe reimportation of articles once exported, of the growth, product, or manu- 
faccure of the United States, upon which no internal tax has been assessed or 
paid 

Would that include any article which never had been subject to an 
internal tax ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think it would. This is the existing law. 
It is an exact copy of the law as it now stands. 

Mr. VANCE, Any articlemanufactured in thiscountry, orthegrowth 
of this country, upon which no internal or other tax had ever been 
assessed, going abroad and being reimported, shallpaya duty. Is that 
the effect of this section ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; it shall pay a duty equal to the tax im- 
poseti by the internal-revenue laws upon such article. 

Mr. VANCE. Thenif there had never been any tax imposed the 
article could be reimported without duty, according to the meaning of 
the section ? 

Mr. ALLISON. If an internal-revenue duty is imposed on a similar 
article 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senatorfrom North Carolina asks a question 
which is very easily answered, as to whether, when there is no inter- 
nal-revenue tax on an article and it is brought back, it shall be ad- 
mitted free. All articles of domestic production sent abroad and re- 
imported are admitted free of duty under this general provision. 

Mr. VANCE. Take a case of shoes, for instance. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly, a thousand things, carboys, bags, pack- 
ages, and things of that kind. 

Mr. VANCE. They are specially enumerated im another portion of 
the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This provision covers everything. 

Mr. VANCE. Any manufacture here which is not subject to any 
duty, when it is exported can be reimported without any additional 
duty ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, any article from a ship down to a box. 

Mr. VANCE. If that is the explanation, that is sufficient. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 
be resumed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment at this time to be 
considered hereafter. I ask leave to present it with a view of having 
it printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
received, lie on the table, and be prin 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The Cuter CierK. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 


Src. -~. All laws and parts of laws which exem ae ee 
any articles of commerce upon which duties are in this act when in 
transit through the United States to or from the Becknioe of Canada, or any 
province thereof, are hereby declared to be inoperative. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 


proceed. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


She, 2501. A discriminating duty of 10 per cent, ad valorem in addition to the 
duties imposed by law shall be levied, collected, and paid on ali geade, wares, 
or merchandise which shall be imported | in vessels not of the United States; 
but this discriminating duty Ss a t appl yoo eee eee and Sao 
which shat} be imported in vessels is of the United States 
or any act of Congresé, to Lcenenks in ih ve 
snent of the same duties as shall then be 
iinported in vessels of the United States, 





amendment will be 


Sec. 2504. Whenever any vessel laden with merchandise in whole or in part 
ject to duty has been sunk in any river, —_€ bay, or waters subject to t 
jurisdiction of the United States, and within its limits, for the period of ire 


years, and is abandoned by the owner thereof, person who may raise such 
vessel shal] be permitted to bring any oie tee Spee 1 ston ge mene into 


the port nearest to the place where such vessel was so a free from the pay- 
mentofany duty thereupon, and without being obliged to enter the same at the 


Chee but under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
preseri 


Sec. 2505. The produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St. John 
River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens, and sawed or hewed in 
the province of New Brunswick b by American citizens, the same being unmanu- 
factured in whole or in which is now admitted into the ports of the United 
States free of duty, shall continue to be so admitted, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to time prescribe. 


Mr. VEST. The provision of section 2505 is in the existing law, I 
believe, but I never could see the justice of it in view of the conten- 
tion made by our friends upon the other side that the duty should not 
be taken off lumber at all. In the report made by the majority of the 
Finance Committee the argument is advanced very strenuously that 
taking the duty off lumber would not reduce the cost to the American 
consumer, and it is further stated that past experience shows us that 
if the import duty is ever taken off here an export duty is immediately 
imposed by which increases the price just as much upon im- 
ported Sushan into the United States as if we had not taken off the 
duty. 

Whilst we have a general law imposing a tax upon imported lumber, 
if the citizens of Maine go across the line and buy timber lands in a 
foreigy country, then a special exemption is put in this bill in their 
favor. Why can not Canada put an export duty on this timber cut 
upon these lands owned by American citizens? Why does not the 
argument of the majority of the Finance Committee apply? The in- 
terests of the consumer seem to be ignored entirely, and a special favor 
is granted to a particular locality. The law ought to be general and 
without exception. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 
proceed. 

Mr. VEST. I move tostrike out section 2505. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out stotion 2505, in the 
following words: 


Sec. 2505. The produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St. John 
River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens, and sawed or hewed in 
the province of New Brunswick by American ci! *the same being unmanu- 
factured in whole or in part, which is now admitted into the ports of the United 
States free of duty, shal ntinue — be so admitted under such regulations as 
the Secietary of the Treasury shall from time to time prescribe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Itseems to me that the section ought to be stricken 
out. Such legislation should not have a place in this bill, as it pro- 

to confer special privileges on somebody. I hope the section will 
stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is the law in regard to everything as I un- 
derstand it. These are logs in the State of Maine carried across the 
river into New Brunswick, and there sawed and brought back. 

Mr. HALE. Itis a necessity of nature that the logs cut upon Maine 
lands must be floated down the St. John River, because that is the 
only way they can be got out. This, as the Senator from Ohio says, 
has been the law of the land for years and years, and it would be mani- 


eS 

Mr. SHER . It is the law of the land as to everything else be- 
sides. This lumber, because it is an American production, may be 
carried across the ocean and brought back again and readmitted with- 
outany duty. You can not levy a duty on an article which is taken 
ee ee re ee eee The 
section preceding has stood u the statute-book time out of mind, 
and provides for that very When an articie of American pro- 
duction and growth is carried abroad and brought back, as a matter of 
course it is admitted free of duty. This is on the same principle. 
Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Ohio, if the general 
Nee of law, which he mo pan: van correctly, applies to this 


ng io eens ae put in here? 

Sachets @tnator Seen Maine about that, and 
ne ata tes einai It is because they saw the lumber on the 
other side. They docontribute, therefore, some foreign labor to it, but 
that is a matter of absolute necessity. That is the only difference. 
Otherwise it would come under the 

Mr. HALE. I do not think, if the Senator from Missouri will look 
a little into it, that he will insist on his amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Benstor from Missouri that three 
thingsare necessary: First, that the amber must be the produce of the 
forests of Maine; that it must be owned by American citizens; 
and third, that the labor upon it must have been done by American 
citizens. The ownership and all of the labor must have been by Ameri- 
can citizens before this section would be operative. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not want to do any injustice. I want to make the 
cee its operation as to all sections. I 

never understood this matter. I recollect in 1883 this question was 
beenght. wp by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] now absent, 


? 
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Mr. VEST. I wish the Senator from Alabama would read it, be- 
cause I should like to understand this subject. 


Mr. MORGAN. Article XX XIof the treaty of Washington provided 
that— 


The Government of Her Britannic Majesty further engages to urge upon the 
Parliament of the Dominion of Canada and the Legislature of New Brunswick 
that no export duty, or other duty, shall be levied on lumber or timber of any 
kind cut on that portion of the American territory in the State of Maine watered 
by the river St. John and its tributaries, and floated down that river to the sea, 


when the same is shipped to the United States from the province of New Bruns- 
wick. 


Mr. VEST. That prohibits an export duty. 

Mr. MORGAN. It prohibits a duty of any kind. It was for the 
purpose, I understand, of carrying that provision of the treaty of Wash- 
ington into effect that this statute was originally enacted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Is there any question pending? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Iowa to retain the floor. 
Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest}. 


Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Missouri insist upon his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. I donot know whether that clause of the treaty is in 
force or not. We have very strong authorities on both sides as to that 
clause of the treaty of Washington. I confess I do not understand the 
question. I shall not insist on my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn, and 
the reading of the substitute will be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 2506. The produce of the forests of the State of Maine upon the St. Croix 
River and its tributaries, owned by American citizens, and sawed in the prov- 
ince of New Brunswick by American citizens, the same being unmanufactured 
in whole or in part, and having paid the same taxes as other American lumber 
on that river, shall be admitted into ports of the United States free of duty, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to 
time prescribe. 

Sec, 20 . Machinery for repair may be imported into the United States with- 
out payment of duty, under bond, to be given in double the appraised value 
thereof, to be withdrawn and exported after said machinery shall have been 
repaired; and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to pre- 
seribe such rules and regulations as may be necessary to protect the revenue 
against fraud, and secure the identity and charaeter of »ji such importations 
when again withdrawn and exported, restricting and limiting the export and 
withdrawal to the same port of entry where imported, and also limiting all 
bonds to a period of time of not more than six months from the date of the 
importation. 

Suc. 2508. That the importation of all articles of foreign manufacture, or of 
boxes or packages containing the same, when stamped, marked, branded, or 
labeled to represent that such articles were manufactured in the United States, 
is hereby prohibited, and all such articles shall be forfeited tothe United States. 


Mr. ALLISON. I think the committee desire to present some mod- 
ification to section 2508 later on, and I ask that it may be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. It will be passed over. ‘The reading 
will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Suc. 2509. That the importation of opium, containing less than 9 per cent. 
of mo ia, and of opium prepared for smoking be, and the same is hereby, pro- 
hibi ; and all such opium shall, upon importation, be seized and proceeded 
against for forfeiture and condemnation. All opium containing less than 9 
























I never understood the explanation that was given of itthen. The im- 
pression has always been made on my mind that this lumber was taken 
over into Canada by citizens of Maine in order to avail themselves of 
the cheaper labor there. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no; that is not true. It goes that way by the nat- 
ural course; there is no other way itcould go. It is cut on the tribu- 
taries of the St. John, and, as the Senator knows, all its upper waters 
lie in the State of Maine. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. If it did not go down the river it never would be got 
out. The only way that American citizens can get the benefit of this, 
which is our lumber, is by this act, that was passed a great many years 
ago on full examination, and I have not heard that it ever raised a 
question in Congress since that time. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from Maine to say that on 
account of any natural obstacle this lumber can not be sawed or hewed 
in the State of Maine? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it is taken down the St. John. As the Senator 
knows, that river runs quite a long distance from the border, and the 
logs can not be brought over and manufactured here. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Rhode Island says this labor must be 
done by American citizens. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 2632 it is provided that it shall be ‘‘ sawed 
or hewed in the province of New Brunswick by American citizens.’’ 

Mr. VEST. I understand. I have the section right before me. It 
says that the section shall apply to lumber “sawed or hewed in the 
province of New Brunswick by American citizens,’ but whether that 
Is to be actually done by American labor or the labor paid for by Amer- 
ican citizens may be a question of construction. I may build a house, 
and whilst I do not do the work upon it I pay for the labor, and I am 
said to be the person who builds the house. So this provision struck 
me, when I examined it last night, to be simply to the effect that an 
American citizen may ent his lumber in the State of Maine, upon the 
St. John River, float it down into Canada, have the work done there 
by the Canadians—the cheap labor that we hear so much about—and 
then bring it over into this country and sell it free of duty to Ameri- 
can citizens. 

Mr. HALE, They ean not get the lumber in unlessit is duly certi- 
fied—that is a matter of administration—that the terms of the law have 
been complied with; that it is am American product, and that it was 
manufactured by American citizens. The distance is such that it can 
only be transported after itis sawed. Perhaps the Senator had the 
impression that thisriver is a border river, and that the lumber is manu- 
factured on tne other side when this side of the river is American. 
That is not the case. 

Mr. VEST. No; I understand that the river runs in Canada. 

Mr. HALE. The St. John River runs miles and miles inside of the 
boundary on the British side. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine one question, be- 
eause I have not been to the Treasury Department and I do not know 
the construction put upon this provision by the officials there. Does 
he understand when it is provided that this timber shall be sawed or 
hewed by American citizens that the labor is actually to be performed 
by Americans ? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VEST. Would not the American owning this land who went 
there and hired Canadian labor and had this lumber cut come under 


per cent. of morphia, and all opium prepared for smoking, wherever found in 
the United States, shall be subject to seizure, and shall be condemned and de- 
stroyed unless the claimant thereto shall show to the satisfaction of the court 
that the same was lawfully imported or was prepared from opium lawfully im- 
ported: ided, That officers of the United States, by whom opium may be 
seized under the provisions of this section,and persons giving information lead- 
ing to such seizure, shall receive such compensation, upon the condemnation 


2F 


ision? 
. HALE. He never could get the lumber in free under those cir- 
because he could not certify to the law having been com- 


plied with. — — 80 = - = Secretary of t ae — — to ane 

° : rom the appropriation for the prevention an etection of frauds upon the cus- 

Mr. V. . Itis a question about which, it seems to me under the | toms sevenss. Prhe whole ounenmt of such compensation shal! aes, however, 

terms of the law, there would bea great deal of doubt, with a large pre- quel, ineny ease, one-half of the appraised value of the opium seized and con- 
in dem : vided further 


, That the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe 
suitable regulations for the enforcement of this section, 

Sec. 2510. All lumber, timber, hemp, manilla, wire rope, and iron and steel 
rods, bars, spikes, nails, plates, angles, bars, and bolts, and copper and compo- 
sition metal which may be necessary for the construction and equipment of 
vessels built in the United States for foreign account and ownership or for the 
purpose of being employed in the foreign trade, including the trade between the 
Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, after the passage of this act, may 
be imported in bond, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe; and upon proof that such materials have been used for such 
purpose, no duties shall be paid thereon. But vessels receiving the benefit of 
this section shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the United 
States more than two months in any one year, except upon the payment to the 
United States of the duties on which a rebate is herein allowed: Provided, That 
vessels built in the United States for foreign account and ownership shall not 
be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the United States. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The word “bars” in line 2691 should be “ beams;’’ 
the word ‘‘bars’’ also appears in line 2690 correctly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Cater CLERK. In line 2691 it is proposed to strike out the 
word ‘‘bars’’ and insert “‘ beams.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read follows: 


Sec. 2511. All articles of foreign production needed for the repair of American 


Se favor of the construction that by paying for the labor 
Conndinns the Auuiicon owning the land eval comply with 


. HALE. Isuppose perhaps the Senator does not understand that 
bermen there upon eur side own the mills and run them on 
ohn River just as if they were upon one of our own streams, 
the law obliges them to do that. They do not even hire the 


mills, plant. 

Mr. VEST. We have heard so muchabout protecting American labor 
that a foreign country in order to have labor done I 
the particulars about it. 
i The object of the law is precisely to maintain Ameri- 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the law was passed just after the termina- 
tion of the reciprocity treaty in 1866. 
— MORGAN. It was intended to carry out Article XX XI of that 

ty. : 

Mr. ALLISON. It is to enable people who own lumber in the upper 
region of Maine and have no other means of transportation except the 
St. John to bring it down. 


Mr. MORGAN. I have the article of the treaty before me to which 
the Senator refers, 
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veasels engaged exclusively in foreign trade may be withdrawn from bonded 
warehouses free of duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe. 


chandise, or receive any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make the 
same known to the collector of this district. And I do further solemnly and 
truly declare that to the bestof my knowledge and belief [insert the name and 


Seo, 2512. That no duty shall be levied or collected on the importation of pel- | residence of the owner or owners] is [or are] the owner [or owners] of the 
tries brought into the territories of the United States by Indians, nor on the | goods, wares, and merchandise mentioned in the annexed entry; that the in- 
proper goods and effects, of whatever nature, of Indians passing or repassing | voice now uced by me exhibits the actual or the actual 


the boundary line aforesaid, unless the same be goods in bales or other 


cost {if Pp 
market value or wholesale price [if otherwise ed} at the time of expor- 
packages unvsuai among Indians, which shall not be considered as goods belong- 


tation to the United States in the principal markets of the country from whence 


ing to Indians, nor be entitled to the exemption from duty aforesaid. imported, of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, includ the value of 

Enc. 2513. There shall be levied, collected, and paid on the importation of all | all cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, and coverings of any , and all other 
raw or unmanufactured articles, not enumerated or provided for in this title, a | costs, charges, and expenses incident to placing said aot, ws and mer-’ 
duty of 10 per cent. ad valorem; and all articles manufactured, in whole or in | chandise in condition, packed ready for shipment to the Uni od States, and no 
pert, not enumerated or provided for in this title, a duty of 20 per cent. ad va- | other or different discount, bounty, or drawback but such as has been actually 
orem, 


allowed on the same. 


DECLARATION OF OWNER IN CASES WHERE MERCHANDISE HAS BEEN ACTUALLY 
PURCHASED. 

1, ——— do solemnly and truly declare that the entry now delivered 
by me to the collector of contains a just and true account ofall the 
wares, and merchandise imported by or consigned to me in the 7 

is master, from ; that the invoice and entry which I now pro- 
duce contain a just and faithful account of the actual cost of the said 


COLLECTION OF DUTIES ON IMPORTS, 


Src. 13. All merchandise imported into the United States shall, for the pur- 
pose of this act, be deemed and held to be the poepety of the person to whom 
the merchandise may be consigned; but the holder of any bill of lading con- 
signed to order and properly indorsed shall be deemed the consignee thereof; 
and in case of the abandonment of any merchandise te the underwriters the 
latter muy be recognized as the consignee. 

Sxc, 14, That all invoices of imported merchandise shall be made out in the 




















, and merchandise, including th 1 cartons, cases, crates, ' 
currency of the place or country from whence the importations shall be made, costae soa creaahe Star Gard ed alt cases charges and in- 
or if purchased, in the currency actually paid therefor,shall contain a correct | cident to placing said goods, wares, and merchandise in condition, ready 


description of such merchandise, and shall be made in ——— and signed by 
the person owning or shipping the same, ifthe merchandise has actually 
purchased, or by the manufacturer or owner thereof, if the same has been pro- 
cured otherwise than by purchase, or by the duly suthorized agent of such pur- 
chaser, manufacturer, or owner. 

Sec. 5. That all such invoices shall, at or before the shipment of the merchan- 


for shipment to the United States, and no other discount, drawback, or bounty 
but such as has been actually allowed on the same; that I do not know nor be- 
lieve in the existence of any invoice or bill of other than those now pro- 
duced by me, and that they are in the state in w! I actually received them. 
And I further solemnly and truly declare that I have not in the said entry or 
: invoice concealed or suppressed anything whereby the United States may be 
dise, be produced to the consul, vice-consul, or commercitl agent of the United | defrauded of any duty lawfully due on the said goods, wares, and 
States of the congular district from which the merchandise is exported to the | merchandise; thatthe said invoice and the declaration thereon are in all 
United States,and shall have indorsed thereon, when so produced,a declara- | true, and were made by the person by whom the same purports to a 
tion signed by the purchaser, manufacturer, owner, or agent, setting forth that | made; afd that if at any time hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice 
the invoice is in all respects correct and true,and was made at the place from | or in the account now produced of the said wares, and merchandise, or 
which the merchandise is to be exported to the United States; that it contains, | receive any other soe htnatt ea eate Seikieninnaiteiesteammeeon 
ifthe roerchandise oe by puree, —- and full statement of — to the collector of this district. 
time when, the place where, the person from whom same was purchased, an DECLARATION OF MANUFACTURER OR OW IN CASES WHERE MERCHANDISE 
the actual cost thereof and of all charges thereon; and that no discounts, boun- : ae 
ties, or drawbacks are contained in the invoice but such as have been actually HAS NOT ACTUALLY PURCHASED. 























allowed thereon; and when obtained in any other manner than by purchase, I, , do solemnly and truly declare that the entry now delivered by 
the actual market value or wholesale price thereof at the time of exportation to | Me to the collector of contains a just and true account of all the 

the United States in the principal markets of the country from whence exported; | Wares, and merchandise imported = or ed to me in the ww 

that such actua) market value is the price at which the merchandise described is master, from ; the said goods, wares, and 

in the invoice is freely offered for sale to all purchasers in said markets, andthat | Were not actually bought by me, orby my in the ordinary mode of bargain 
it is the price which the manufacturer or owner making the declaration would | 8nd sale,but that nevertheless the invoice w now produce containsajustand 
have received, and was willing to receive, for such merchandise sold in the ordi- | faithful valuation of the same, at their actual market value or w price, 


, 
at the time of exportation to the United States in the principal markets of the 
country from whence imported for my account [orfor account of myself or 
ners]; that the said invoice contains also a just and faithful account of all the 
cost of finishing said goods, wares, and me: dise to their present condition, 
oateting ives of all cartons, cases, crates,boxes, sacks, and coverings of any 
kind ag pds sm edgpen me pds ty sree Bd cee Tag oe Pe tener] 
merchandise in condition, packed ready for t to the United States, and 
no other discount, drawback, or bounty but as has been actually allowed 
on the said goods, wares merchandise; that the said invoice and the dec- 
laration thereon are in all respects true, and were made by the person by whom 
the same rtsto have been made; that I do not know nor believe in the ex- 
istence of any invoice or bill of lading other than those now produced by me, 
and that they are in the state in which I actually received them. And I do fur- 
ther solemnly and truly declare that I have not in the said entry or invoice con- 
cealed or suppressed anything whereby the United States may be defrauded of 
any part of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, wares, and merchandise ; 
and that if at any time hereafter I discover any error in the said invoice, or in 
the account now produced of the said goods, wares, and merchandise, or receive 
any other invoice of the same, I will immediately make the same known tothe 
collector of this district. 

Src. 18. That any person who shall knowingly make any false or untrue state- 
ment in the declarations provided for in the preceding section, or shall aid or 
procure the making of any such false statement as to any matter material thereto, 
shall on conviction thereof be punished by a fine not exceeding $5,000, or by im- 
prisonment at hard labor not more than two years, or both, in the discretion of 

dise 


nary course of trade, and if a to specific duty the actual quantity thereof; 
and that no different invoice of the merchandise mentioned in the invoice so 
produced, has been or will be furnished to any one, If the merchandise was 
actually purchased, the declaration shal! also contain a statement that the cur- 
rency in which said invoice is made out is that which was actually paid for the 
merchandise by the purchaser, : 

Sec. 16. That, except in case of personal effects accompanying the passenger, 
no importation of any merchandise exceeding $100 in dutiable value shall be 
admitted to entry without the ee of a duly-certified invoice thereof as 
required by law, orof anafiidavit made by the owner, importer, or co be- 
fore the collector or his deputy, showing why it is impracticable to produce such 
invoice; and no entry shai! be made in the absence of a certified invoice, upon 
affidavit as aforesaid. unless such affidavit be accompanied 7 a statement in 
the form of an invoice or otherwise, showing the actual cost of such merechan- 
dise, if purchased, or if obtained otherwise n by purchase the actual market 
vaiue or wholesale price thereof at the time of exportation to the United States 
in the principal markets of the country from which the same has been imported ; 
which statement shall be verified by the oath of the owner, importer, consignee, 
or agent desiring to make ootey of the merchandise, to be administered by the 
collector or his deputy, and it shall be lawful for the collector or his deputy to 
examine the deponent under oath touching the sources of his knowledge, in- 
formation, or belief in the premises,and to require him to produce any letter, 
paper, or statement of account in his possession or under his control, which may 
assist the officers of customs in ascertaining the actual value of the importation 
or any part thereof; and in default of such production when so meguesste such 
owner, importer, consignee, or agent shall be thereafter debarred from produc- 
ing any such letter, paper,or statement for the ee of avoiding any addi- 
tional duty, penalty, or forfeiture incurred under this act, unless he shall show 
to the satisfaction of the court or the officers of the custcms, as the case may be, 
that it was not in his power to produce the same when so demanded; and no 
merchandise shall be admitted to entry under the provisions of this section un- 
less the coliector shall be satisfied that the failure to produce a duly-certified 
ene is due to causes beyond the control of the owner, consignee, or agent 
thereof. ‘ 

So, 17, That whenever merchandise imported into the United States is entered 
by invoice, one of the following declarations, according to the nature of the case, 
shall be filed with the collector of the port, at the time of any by the owner. 
importer, eneEee, or agent; which declaration so filed shall be duly si; 
by the owner, importer, consignee, or agent, before the collector, or ‘ore a 
notary public or other officer duly authorized by law to administer oaths and 
take acknowledgments, who may be designated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to receive such declarations and to certify to the identity of the persons 
makiog them; and every officer so designated shall file with the collector of the 
port « copy of his official signature and seal: Provided, That if any of the in- 
voices or bills of lading of any merchandise imported in any one vessel, which 
should otherwise be embraced in said entry, have not been received at the date 
of the entry, the declaration may state the fact, and thereupon such merchan- 


th 
the court: Provided, That nothing in this section shall be construed to relieve 
imported merchandise from forfeiture for any cause elsewhere by law. 
Src. 19. That the owner, consignee, or agent of = merchan 
which has been actually purchased may, at the time when shall make and 
verify his written entry of such merchandise, but not afterwards, make such 
addition in the entry tothe cost or value given in the invoice, or pro forma in- 
voice, or statementin form of an invoice, which he shall uce with his entry, 
as in his opinion may raise the same to the actual market value or who e 
price of such merchandise at the Sees to the United States, in the 
pensines markets of the country from which the same has been imported ; but 
no such addition shall be made upon entry tothe invoice value of any waneneed 
merchandise obtained otherwise than by actual purchase ; the collector 
within whose district any merchandise may be imported or entered, whether 
the same has been act purchased or red otherwise than by purchase, 
shall cause the actual market value or wholesale price of such merchandise to 
be appraised ; and if the appraised value of any article of imported merchan- 
dise shall exceed by more than 5 per cent., and not more than 20 per cent., the 
value declared in the entry, there shall be levied, collected, and paid, in addi- 
tion to the duties im y law on such merchandise, a further sum equal to 2 
per cent. of the een vane te each 1 per cent. of the increased val- 


dise of which the invoices or biils of lading are not produced shall not be in- and if such value 
shalle ue declared in the entry more than 20 per cent., such en’ 

cluded in such entry, but may be entered subsequently, hall be held y ulent, end the collector of a 1 

DECLARATION OF CONSIGNEE, IMPORTER, OR AGENT. seize such ene : proceed as in cases of forfeiture for vieiotions of 

1, ——_————, do solemnly and truly declare that the invoice and bill of lad the customs laws; and in any legal proceedings which may result from such 

now presented by me to the collector of are the true and only iteaing seizure the fact of such undervaluation shall be ptive evidence of fraud, 





and the burden of proof shall be on the claimant to rebut the same, and forfeit- 

ure shall be adjudged unless he shall rebut said presumption of fraudulent in- 

tent by sufficient evidence : That the forfeitures provided for in this 
ease 





ported in the , whereof ———---— is master, from ———., for account of 
any person whomsoever for whom I am authorized to enter the same; that the 
said invoice and bill of lading are in the state in which they were actually re- 
ceived by me, and that I do not know or believe in the extstence of any other 
invoice or bill of lading of the said goods, wares, and merchandise; the 
entry now delivered to the collector contains a just and true accountof the said 
Rood %, wares, and merchandise, according to the said invoice and bill of lading 
that nothing has been, on my part, nor to my know on the part of 
other person, concealed or suppressed, whereby the Un States may 
frauded of any past of the duty lawfully due on the said goods, — 
eR: that the — invotes and the declaration therein are in ee 
Specis true, and were made by the person whom the same purports to 
been made; and that if at any time eens I discover ony one te the 
iavoice, or in the account now rendered of the said goods, wares, and 


section shall apply to the w merchandise or the value thereof in the 
case or package particular article or articles in each invoice 
which are undervalued: And provided further; That all additional duties, penal- 
ties, or forfeitures e to merchandise entered by aduly certified invoice 
shall be alike to entered by a pro forma invoice or statement 
in form ofaninvoice. Theduty shall not, however, be assessed upon an amount 
less than the invoice or entered value. 


Mr. VANCE. In line 20 of section 19, page 277, I move to strike 
out the word “‘ five’’ and insert the word “ ten;’’ so as to read: 


And if the value of any article of imported merchandise shall ex- 
ceed by more 10 per cent., etc. 


se 


BRi7E 
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And for this reason: The section provides for a forfeiture and a pen- 
alty in the case of an undervaluation of goods. It also provides that 
if the appraiser shall be of opinion that the invoice is not correct, he 
shall proceed to appraise the goods, and if his appraisal places a value 
on the goods 5 per cent. higher than the invoice or thesworn declara- 
tion of the importer, then there is to be an additional duty of 2 per 
cent. for every 1 per cent. of the duty imposed upon the goods, pro- 
vided that the difference between the appraiser’s estimate and the in- 
voice does not reach 20 per cent. If that difference amounts to so much 
as 20 per cent., then there is to be a forfeiture of the goods absolutely 
as for a fraud upon the revenue. The margin between the importer’s 
sworn declaration as to his importation and the opinion of the appraisers 
is only 5 per cent., which I think is too narrow a margin upon which 
to base so great a forfeiture as the doubling of the duty. 

I think it is erring upon the side of the protection of fraud upon the 
revenue, and that when an importer of good character produces his 
invoice of purchase and swears to it, and risks his own reputation upon 
the correctness of it, the mere opinion of the appraiser that the goods 
are worth 5 per cent. more is too slight a pretext or excuse upon which 
to base the penalties that are imposed in this section upon the im- 

rter. 

Ponor that reason I move to raise that margin of difference between 
the importer’s invoice and the appraiser’s opinion to 10 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuier CLERK. On page 207, section 19, line 20, it is proposed 
to strike out “‘five’’ and insert ‘“‘ten;’’ so as : 


And if the ap value of any article of imported merchandise shall ox- 
eeed by more 5 per cent., and not more than 2u cent., the ue de- 
clared in the entry, there shall be levied, collected, and paid, in addition to the 
duties imposed by jaw on such merchandise, a further sum equal to 2 per cent. 
of the total appraised value for each 1 per cent. of the increased valuation as 
ascertained by the appraiser in excess of 10 per cent. above the entered value. 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not think there will be any difficulty in car- 
rying out this provision. Honest importers will have no trouble. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. 
The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 


proceed. — 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 20. That when merchandise entered for customs duty has been consigned 
for sale by or on accountof the manufacturer thereof, to a person, agent, partner, 
or co in the United States, such person, agent, partner, or consignee 
shail, at the time of the entry of such me ndise, present to the collector of 
customs at the port where such entry is made, as a part of such entry, and in ad- 
dition to the certified invoice or statement in the form of an invoice required by 
law, a statement signed by such manufacturer, declaring the cost of production 
of such merchandise, such cost to include all the elements of cost as stated in 
section 10 of this act. When entered for customs duty has been 
consigned for sale by or on account of a person other than the manufacturer of 
such merchandise, to a person, agent, partner, or consignee in the United States, 
such n, agent, er, or consignee shall at the time of the entry of such 
m dise present to the collector of customs at the port where such entry is 
made, as a part of such entry, a statement signed by the consignor thereof, de- 
claring that the merchandise was actually by him or for his account, 
and showing the time when, the place where, and from whom he purchased the 
merchandise, and in detail the price he paid for the same: Provided, That the 
statements required by this section shali be made in triplicate, and shall bear 
the attestation of the consular officer of the United States resident within the 
consular wherein the merchandise was manufactured, if consigned by 
the manufacturer or for his account, or from whence it was imported when con- 
signed by a person other than the manufacturer, one copy thereof to be delivered 
to the person making the statement, one copy to be transmitted with the tripli- 
cate invoice of the merchandise to the collector of the port in the United States 
= which the merchandise is consigned, and the remaining copy to be filed in 


e 

Sec, 21. That ifany owner, importer, consignee, agent, or other person shall 
make or attempt to make any entry of imported merchandise by means of any 
fraudulent or invoice, affidavit, letter, paper, or by means of any false 
statement, written or verbal, or by means of any false or fraudulent practice or 
appliance whatsoever, or shal! be guilty of any willful act or omission by means 
whereof the United States shall be deprived of the lawful duties, or any portion 
thereof, accruing = the merchandise, or any portion thereof, embraced or 
referred to in such voice, affidavit, letter, paper, or statement, or affected by 
such act or omission, such merchandise, or the value thereof, to be recovered 
from the person saree entry, shall be forfeited, which forfeiture shall only 
apply to the whole of the merchandise or the value thereof in the case or pack- 
age containing the particular article or articles of merchandise to which such 
fraud or false paper or statement relates; and such person shall, upon convic- 
tion, be fined for each offense a sum not exceeding $5,000, or be imprisoned for 
a time not exceeding two years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

Sxc. 22. That it shall be the duty of the appraisers of the United States, and 
every of them, and every person who shall act as such appraiser,or of the collector 
and naval . as the case may be, by all reasonable waysand means in his 
or their power, to ascertain estimate, and appraise (any invoice or affidavit there- 
to or ent of cost, or of cost of production to the contrary notwithstanding) 
the actual market value and wholesale price of the merchandise at the time of 
exportation to the United States, in the principal markets of the country whence 
the same has been imported, and the number of yards, ls, or quantities 
and — market value or wholesale price of every of them, as the case may 
require. 


Mr. ALLISON. On page 210, section 22, line 2, before the word 
“‘every ’’ where it occurs the second time, I move to insert ‘‘of;’’ so 
as to read: ‘‘and of every person who shall act,”’ etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 2, of section 22, on page 210, before 
the word ‘‘every ’’ where it occurs the second time, between the words 
“and”? and “every,” it is proposed to insert ‘‘of;’’ so as to read: 

And of every person who shall act as such appraiser, etc. 











—EE 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the substitute will 


proceed. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec, 23, That when the actual market value, as herein defined, of any article 
of imported merchandise wholly or partially manufactured and subject to ad 
valorem duty, or to duty based in whole or in part on value, can not be ascer- 
tained to the satisfaction of the appraising officer, and to assist in the ascertain- 
ment of such value, the appraiser or appraisers shall use all available means to 
ascertain the cost of production of such merchandise at the time of exportation 
to the United States, and at the place of manufacture; such cost of production 
to include cost of materials and of fabrication, all general expenses covering 
each and every outlay of whatsoever nature incident to such production, to- 
gether with the expense of preparing and putting up such merchandise ready 
for shipment, and a profit of not less than 5 per cent. upon the total costjas thus 
ascertained ; and in no such case shall the said actual market value of such mer- 
chandise be appraised upon original appraisal or reappraisement at less than 
the total cost of production as thus ascertained. 

Sec. 24, That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, nine general appraisers of merchandise, each of 
whom shall receive a salary of $5,000a year. Not more than five of such general 
appraisers shall be appointed from the same political party. They shall not be 
engaged in any other business, vocation, or employment, and may be removed 
from office at any time by the President for ine liciency, neglect of duty, or mal- 
feasance in office. They shall be employed at such ports and within such terri- 
torial limits as the Secretary of the Treasury may from time to time prescribe, 
and are hereby authorized to exercise the powers and duties devolved upen 
them by this act, and to exercise, under the general direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, such other supervision over appraisements, classifications, and 
rates of duty of imported merchandise as may be needful to secure lawful and 
uniform appraisements, classifications, and rates of duty at the several ports. 
Three of the general appraisers shal! be on duty as a board of general appraisers 
daiiy during each day of the year (except Sunday and legal holidays) at least 
from 10 o’clock in the morning until 4 o’clock in the afternoon, at the port of 
New York, at which port a place for samplesshall be provided, under such rules 
and regulations asthe Secretary of the Treasury may from time to time prescribe, 
which shall include rules as to the classes of articles to be deposited, the time of 
their retention, and as to their ee which place of samples shal! be under 
the immediate control and direction of the general appraisers. 

Sec. 25. Thatthe appraiser shall revise and correct the reports of the assistant 
appraisers as he may judge proper, and the appraiser, or, at ports where there 
is no appraiser, the person acting as such, shalt report to the collector his de- 
cision asto the value of the merchandise appraised. If the collector shall deem 
the appraisement of the merchandise by such appraiser too low he may order 
&@ reappraisement, which shall be made by one of the general appraisers, or, if 
the importer, owner, agent, or consignee of such merchandise shall be dis- 
satisfied with the appraisement thereof,and shall have complied with the re- 
quirements of law with respect to the entry and appraisement of merchandise, 
he may forthwith give notice to the collector, in writing, of such dissatisfac- 
tion, on the roost’ of which the collector shall at once direct a reappraisement 
of such merchandise by one of the general appraisers. The decision of the a 
praiser, or the person acting as such (in cases where no objection is made 
thereto, as above authorized, either by the collector or by the importer, owner, 
consignee, or agent), or of the general appraiser in cases of reappraisement, 
shall be final and conclusive as to the dutiable value of such merchandise 
against all parties interested therein, unless the importer, owner, consignee, or 
agent of the merchandise shall be dissatisfied with such decision, and shall 
forthwith give notice to the collector, in writing, of such dissatisfaction, or un- 
less the collector shall deem the appraisement of the merchandise too low, in 
either case the collector shall transmit the invoice and all the papers appertain- 
ing thereto to the board of general appraisers which shall be on duty at the 

rt of New York, or of three general appraisers who may be designated by 

he Secretary of the Treasury for such duty at that port or at any other port, 
which board shall examine and decide the case thus submitted, and their de- 
cision, or that of a majority of them, shall be final and conclusive as to the du- 
tiable value of such merchandise against all parties interested therein, and the 
collector shall ascertain, fix, and liquidate the rate and amount of duties to be 
soy = such merchandise, and the dutiable costs and charges thereon, .ccord- 
ng to law. 

Sec, 26. The decision of the collector as to the classification of imported mer- 
chandise, and as to the rate and amount of duties chargeable thereon, including 
all dutiable costs and charges, and as toall fees, charges, and exactions of what- 
ever character panes duties on the tonnage of vessels), shall be final and 
conclusive against all persons interested therein, unless the owner, importer, 
consignee, or agent of such merchandise, or the person paying such fees, charges, 
and exactions other than duties, shall, not before, but within ten days after such 
ascertainment and liquidation of duties, as wellin cases of merchandise entered 
in bond as for consumption, or within ten days after the payment of such fees, 
charges, and exactions, if dissatisfied with such decision, give notice in writing 
to the collector, setting forth therein distinctly and specifically, and in respect 
to each entry or payment, the reasons for his objections thereto, and if the mer- 
chandise is entered for consumption shall pay the full amount of the duties and 
charges ascertained to be due thereon. Uponsuch notice and payment the col- 
lector shall transmit the entry and all the papers and exhibits connected there- 
with to the board of general appraisers which shall be on duty at the portef New 
York, or of three general appraisers who may be designated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury for such duty at that port or at any other port, which board shail 
examineand decide the case submitted, and their decision, or that of a majority 
of them, shall be final and conclusive upon all persons interested therein (except 
in cases where an application shall be filed in the circuit court within the time 
and in the manner provided for in section 14 of this act), and the entry thereof 
shall be reliquidated accordingly, including all dutiable costs and charges there- 
a all fees, charges, or exactions shall be paid in accordance with their de- 
cision. 

Sec. 27. If the owner, importer, consignee, or agent of any imported mer- 
chandise, or the collector, or the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be dissatisfied 
with the decision of the board of general appraisers, as provided for in section 
13 of this act, as to the construction of the law respecting the classification of 
such merchandise and the rate of duty imposed thereon under such classifica- 
tion, they, or either of them, may, within thirty days next after such decision 
and not afterwards, apply to the circuit court of the United States within the 
district in which the matter arises for a review of the questions of law involved 
in such decision. Such application shall be made by filing in the office of the 
clerk of said cirevit court a concise statement of the errors of law complained 
of, and a copy of such statement shall be served on the collector, or on the im- 
porter, owner, consignee, or agent, as the case may be. Thereupon the court 
shall order the board of appraisers to transmit to said circuit court a certified 
statement of their findings of the facts involved in the case and their decision 
thereon ; and the facts so found and certified shall be final and conclusive upon 
the court; which statement and certificate of the board of appraisers shall con- 
stitute the record in the circuit court, and said circuit court shall proceed to 
hear and determine the question of law involved in such decision, and the de- 
cision of such court shall be final, unless such court shall be of opinion that the 
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question involved is of such importance as to uire a review of such decision | tion of , wares, or merchandise, including herein any , or of the 
by the Supreme Court of the United States, in which case said circuit court, or | liquidation of the entry thereof, shall, on conv m thereof, be fined not ex- 
the judge making the decision, way, within thirty days thereafter, allow an ap- | ceeding $2,000, or be imprisoned at hard labor not more than one year, or both, 
peal to the said Supreme Court; but an appeal shall be allowed on the part of | in the discretion of the court; and evidence of such gi or offering, or 
the United States whenever the Attorney-General shall apply for it within | promising to give, satisfactory to the court in which such trial is had, shall be 
thirty days afier the rendition of such decision. On such original application, | regarded as prima facie evidence that such giving, or offering, or promising 
and op any such appeal, security for damages and costs shall be given as in the | was contrary to low, and shall put upon the accused the burden of proving 
case of other appeals in cases in which the United States is > party. Said Su- | that such act was innocent, and not done with an unlawful intention. 
preme Court shall have jurisdiction and power to review such Gecision, and may Sec. 37. That any officer or servant of the customs or of the United States who 
affirm, modify, or reverse such decision of such cireuit court and remand the | shall, excepting for lawful duties or fees, demand, exact, or receive from an 
case with such orders a8 may seem to it proper in the premises, which shall be | person, directly or indirectly, any money or thing of value, in connection with 
exceuted accordingly. For the purposes of this section the cireuit courts of the | or pertaining to the importation, appraisement, entry, examination, or i 
United States shall be deemed always open, and said circuit courts, tion of goods, wares, or merchandise, including herein any pegeage, or liquida- 
ively, may establish,and from time to time alter, rules and regulations not in- | tion of the entry thereof, on conviction thereof, shall be fi not exceeding 
consistent herewith for the procedure in such cases as they shall deem proper. | $5,000, or be imprisoned at hard labor not more than two years, or both, in the 
Seo. 28, The general appraisers, or any of them, are hereby autho: to ad- 


discretion of the court. And evidence of such demanding, exacting, or receiv- 
ing, satisfactory to the court in which such trial is had, shall be regarded as 
prima facie evidence that such demanding, exacting, or receiving was contrary 
to law, and shall put upon the accused the burden of proving that such act was 
innocent and not with an unlawful intention. 

Sno, 38. That any baggage or personal effects arri in the United States in 
transitto any foreign country may be delivered by the parties having it in 
charge to the collector of the proper district, to be by him retained, without the 
payment or exaction of any import duty, or to be forwarded by such collector 
to the collector of the port of departure, and to be delivered to such parties on 


minister oaths, and said general appraisers, and boards of general appraisers, and 
collectors, as the case may be, may cal] before them, and examine under oath, 
any owner, importer, agent, consignee, or other person, touching any matter or 
thing which they, or either of them, may deem material respecting any entry 
of imported merchandise, in ascertaining the value or classification f; and 
they, or either of them, may require the production of any letters, accounts, or 
invoices relating to said merchandise, and may require such testimony to be re- 
duced to writing, and when so taken it shall be filed in the office of the collector, 
and preserved for use or reference until the final decision of the collector or 


said board of appraisers shall be made respecting the valuation or classification | their de re for their foreign destination, under such rules, regulations, and 
of said merchandise, as the case - may ~. acai s Sainiea ail fees as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

Sec. 29. That all decisions of the gene and of the - 
eral appraisers, respecting values and rates of duty, shall be and filed, BRAWOACES C8 SEDGEEED WERGEE. 


and shall be - to inspection under proper regulations to be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. All decisions of the general appraisers shall be re- 
ported forthwith to the Secretary of the Treasury and to the board of general 
appraisers in New York,and the report to the board shall be accom ied, when- 
ever practicable, by samples of the merchaudise in question, and it shall be the 
duty of the said board, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
eause an abstract to be made and published of such decisions of Roane: 
they may deem important, and the decisions of each of the gen appraisers 
and boards of general appraisers, which abstract shall coutain a general de- 
scription of the merchandise in question and of the value and rate of duty fixed 
in each case, with reference, whenever practicable, by number or other a 
nation, to samples deposited in the place of samples at New York, and such 
siract shall be issued from time to time, at leagt once in each week, forthe in- 
formation of customs officers and the public. 

Sxo. 30. That whenever imported merchandise is subject to anad valorem rate 
ef duty, or to a duty based upon or regulated in any manner by the value there- 
of, the duty shall be assessed upon the actual market value or wholesale price 
of euch merchandise, at the time of exportation to the United States, in the 
patetes markets of the country from whence imported, and in the condition 

n which such merchandise is there bought and sold for exportation to the 
United States, or consigned to the United States for sale, including the value of 
al! cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks, and coverings of any kind, and of all 
other costs, charges, and expenses incident to placing the merchandise in con- 
dition packed ready for shipment to the United Statea, to which shall be added 
the cost of transpertation, shipment, and transshipment, with all the ex ses 
thereof from the place of manufacture or production to the vessel in which ship- 
ment is made to the United States; and if there be used forcovering or holding 
imported merchandise, whether dutiable or free, any unusual material, article, 
or form, designated for use otherwise than in the bona fide a of 
euch merchandise to the United States, additional duty shall be le and col- 
lected upon such material or article at the rate to which the same would have 
been subject onan y | imported. Thatthe words“ value” or “ actual market 
value” whenever used in this act or in any law relating to the appraisement of 
importec: merchandise shall be construed to mean the actual market value or 
wholesale price as defined in this section. 

So. 31. Thatin all suits or informations brought, where = seizure has been 
made pursuant to any act providing for or regulating the collection of duties on 
imports or tonnage, if the property is claimed by an nm, the burden of 
proof shali lie apon such claimant: Provided, That probable cause is shown for 
such prosecution, to be judged of by the court. 

Sec. 82. That all fees exacted and oaths administered by officers of the cus- 
toms, except as provided in this act, under or by virtue of existing laws of the 
United States, upon the entry of imported goodsand the thereof through 
the customs, and also upon all entries of domestic . Wares, and merchan- 
dise for exportation, be, and the same are hereby, ished; and in case of en- 
try of merchandise for ex on, @ declaration, in lieu of an oath, shall be 
filed, in euch form and under such regulations as may be posses by the 
retary of the Treasury; and the penalties provided in fifth 
act for false statements in such declaration shall be 
made under this section: Provided, That where such under existing laws, 
constitute, in whole or in part, the compensation of any officer, such officer 
shal! receive, from and after the of this act, a fixed sum for each year 
equal to tke amount which he would have been entitled to receive as fees for 
such services during said year. 

Spo, 83. That no allowance for damage to goods, wa and merchandise im- 

rted into the United States shall hereafter be made in the estimation and 
fiquidation of duties thereon; but the im thereof may, within ten days 
a el Nay meee dP eyeteny Nae see or any portion of goods, and 
merchandise included in any inveice, and be relieved from the payment of the 
duties on the portion so abandoned: Provided, That the portion so abandoned 
Cet uence to 10 per cent. or over of the total value or quantity of the in- 
voice. 

Sec. 54. That whenever it shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury that,in any case of unascertained or estimated duties, more 
money has been paid to or deposited witha collector of customs than as has 
been ascertained by final liquidation thereof the law required to be paid or de- 
posited, the Secretary of the Treasury shall direct the Treasurer to refund and 


Sec. 39. That on all articles exported manufactured of materials u which 
duty has been paid, and entitled to drawback under any provision of law, there 
shail be allowed » drawback equal to the duty paid on such materials without 
retention of any part thereof, but such drawback shall be paid only to the man- 
ufacturer or actual owner of such merchandise, and in cases only where the 
identity of the articles exported with the imported materials upon which draw- 
back iselaimed shall be cstablished under regulations to be prescribed ae 
<2 : Provided, however, That where the amount of l- 
back is han €ise, the fore of the Calsed States qumenlo for cartifyis the 
fore anding certificate shall not exceed 50 cents: And provided , That 
the duties refunded by way of drawback on imported sugar and molasses, or 
manufactures thereof, shali be ascer:ained by the same tests as are provided by 
law to be lied to sugar and molasses when imported. 

Sec. 40. all imported goods, wares, and merchandise which may be in 
the public stores or bonded warehouses on the day and year when this act shall 
go into effect, except as otherwise provided in this act, shall be subjected to no 
other duty upon the entry thereof for consumption than if the same were im- 
ported respectively after that day; and all goods, wares,and merchandise re- 
maining in bonded warehouses on the day and year this act shall take effect 
and upon which the duties shall have been paid, shall be entitled toa refund o: 
the difference between the amount of duties paid and the amount of duties 
said goods, wares, and merchandise would be subject to if the same were im- 
ported respectively after that date. 

Seo. 41, That sections 2970 and 2983 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


of perishable or explosive articles,”’ 

“Smo. 2983. In no case shall there be any abatementof the duties or allowance 
made for ny map hg ~ ap ng deterioration sustained by any merchandise 
while deposited in any public or private bonded warehouse: Provided, That the 
duty assessed on merchandise withdrawn from any such warehouse shall be 
assessed on the quantity withdrawn therefrom at the time of such withdrawal; 
but no allowance for leakage or e of wines, ees distilled 
spirits shall be made: And provided : ee Seen oe section as 
amended shall restrict or in any way affect the liability of the proprietors of 
bonded warehouses on their bonds: And That herein 


shall 
of the Treasury by section 2984 of the Revised Statutes.” 
Sec. 42, That nothing in this act eet Sn c0e en eenan es legate Ge Ge 


i 
i 


Any offenses committed, and all penalties or or liabilities 

the same out any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. | u statute embraced in or changed, modified, or eae 
; Tic moccounry snaneye thascinegns bavshep agnenneieind and thle be prosecuted and punished in the same manner and with the same effect as 
3 shall be deemed a permenant indefinite Pyne ee and the of | thisact had not been passed. All acts of limitation, whether applicable to civil 
$ the Treasury is hereby authorized tocorrect man clerical errors in any entry causes and proceedings or to the panmanitne of oticinw ar Serine canvases 
{ or liquidation, whether for or against the Government, at any time within one | penalties or forfeitures embraced in or modified, changed, or repealed by 
Z year of the date of such entry, but not afterwards. at. aeeet oat he etieeted shevehy ; and af CNA, pepeeeees oF geaeearets, 
& Seo. 35, That from and afterthe taking effect of this act, no collector or other | whether civil or criminal, for causes arising or acts done or comm prior to 
% officer of the customs shal] be in any way liable to any owner, importer, con- | the passage of this act, may be commenced and ted within the same 


time and with the same effect as if this act had been passed. 


Mr. ALLISON. On page 78, section 9, line 8, before the words 
_ htha,’’ I move an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALEin the chair), The amend- 
ment will be stated. 


signee, or agent of any merchandise, or any other person, for or on account of 
any ruli De deaichannan tn tha-chnwiiendion of eudmmenhamtianar tapdatios 
deatged theveea. or the collection of any dues, charges, or duties on or on ac- 
count of said merchandise, or  j other matter or thing as to which said owner, 
importer, consignee, or agent of such merchandise, under 

entitled toappea! from the decision of said collector or officer, or from any 
board of oqgraeun provided for in this act. 

Seo. 36. That 
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any person who shall give, or ates to gota, or peveninn De aire The SEcRETARY. On page 78, section 9, line 8, it is proposed before 
- any tener or thing of value, directly or indirectly, to any queens A the words ‘wood naphtha’’ to strike out the word ‘‘or,” and after 
% or periaining to the ieapertation, apgenisemnemt, y aaeaioalion ay iianat ‘‘naphtha”’ to insert ‘‘or other substance approved by the Commis- 
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sioner of Internal Revenue and the Secretary of the Treasury;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 
Sec. 9. That under such regulations as the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe, any 
prietor of a bonded alcohol warehouse who has filed with the collector a 
oud with at least two sureties, and in the form and sum in this act, 
may admix with the distilled spirits entered in his warehouse, in the presence 
of the store-keeper, methylic alcohol, wood alcohol, wood naphtha, or other 
substance, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. ; 
Mr. ALLISON. After the word ‘‘ methylated,’’ in line 10 of section 
9, I move to insert “ or admixed;’’ so as to read: 
Such distilled spirits, after being'‘so methylated or admixed, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 26 of section 9, after the word ‘‘ methyl- 
ated,’’ I move to insert the words “‘ or admixed; ’’ so as to read: 

Methylated or admixed spirits may be used in the artsand manufactures, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “‘methylation,’”’ in line 32 of sec- 
tion 9, I move to insert “‘ or admixture;’’ so as to read: 

And the methylation or admixture of such spirits, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 33 of section 9, I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘or,’’ before ‘‘ wood,’”’ and after “‘ naphtha’’ to insert: 

Or other substances approved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word ‘‘ methylated,” in line 37 of section 
9, I move to insert ‘‘ or admixed;’’ so as to read: 

And oe such methylated or admixed spirits shall be permitted on any prem- 

, e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 42 ofseetion 9, after the word ‘‘ methylated,”’ 
I move to insert ‘‘ or admixed;’’ so as to read: 

Every person intending to withdraw methylated or admixed spirits, etc. 

These are all the formal amendments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 69, section 9, page 80, after the wo 
lated,’’ I move to insert ‘‘or admixed;’’ so as to read: 

No methylated or admixed spirits shall be withdrawn, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. ° 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 82, section 9, after the word “‘ methylated,’’ 
I move to insert ‘‘ or admixed;’’ so as to read: 

And the sale, removal, and use of such methylated or admixed spirits shall 
be under such regulations and restrictions, etc. 

The amendment was te. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 88, after the word “‘methylated,’’ I move 
to insert ‘‘or admixed.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 90, after the word ‘‘methylated,’’ I move 
to insert ‘‘ or admixed.’’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 98, after the word “‘methylic,’’ I move to 
insert ‘‘or admixed;’’ so as to read: 
he Ce oor personwho shall demethylate or separate methylic or admixed alco- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the word “‘ naphtha,” in line 97, I move to 
insert ‘‘or other substance; ’’ so as to read: 

Any person who shali demethylate or separate methelic or admixed alcohol, 
me eats or wood naphtha, or other substance from any such distilled spir- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALLISON. In section 11, page 86, in lines 49 and 54, after the 
word ‘‘ naphtha,’’ I move to insert ‘‘ or other substance ’’ in both places, 
and strike out the word ‘‘ or’’ before the word ‘* wood.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. In line 49 of section 11, after the word “‘aico- 
ho},’’ it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘or,” and after the word 
**naphtha,”’ in the same line, to insert ‘‘or other substance,” and in 
line 54, after the word ‘‘alcohol,’’ it is proposed to strike out the 
word ‘‘or,’’ and after ‘‘ naphtha,’’ in the same line, to insert ‘‘ or other 
substance ;’’ so as to read: 

And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is authorized to determine the 
quality and snes: of the methylic alcohol, wood wood naphtha, or 
other substance t may be used in meth lating rits. And the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue may also, at his diseretion, require the maker of 
methylated spirit to provide a separate store-room and vats, with suitable locks 
and fastenings, for keeping and storing ae ba alcohol, wood alcohol, wood 
naphtha, or other substance used in methylating and mixing, ete. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 50 of section 11, page 86, after the word 
“‘methylating,”’ I move to insert ‘‘ or admixing;’’ so as to read: 

That may be used in methylating or admixing spirits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


** methy- 
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Mr. ALLISON. In line 51 of section 11, after the word ‘‘methyl- 


ated,’’ I move to insert “‘or admixed;”’ so as to read: 


And the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may also, at his discretion, re- 


quire the maker of methylated or admixed spirits to provide a separate store- 
room and vats, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Insection 11, lines 54 and 55, on page 86, after the 


word ‘‘ methylating,’’ I move to stnike out the words “and mixing,”’ 
and to insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ or admixing;”’ 


so as to read: 

Used in methylating or admixing, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. All the amendments I have thus far presented are 


mere pro forma amendments. Are there any amendments agreed toin 


ph 7, on page 87? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. No amendments have been made to 
ragraph 7, on page 87. 
Mr. ALLISON. In Schedule A, chemical products, line 23, I move 


to strike out the words “‘and all”’ and insert ‘‘$2 per gallon and 50 
per cent. ad valorem.’’ 


same duty as under the existing law, $2 per gallon and 50 per cent, 
ad valorem. 


That is to make alcoholic perfumery pay the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secretary. In Schedule A, chemical products, in line 23, 


it is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘and all’’ and insert ‘‘$2 per 
gallon and 50 per cent. ad valorem,’’ and insert a semicolon; so as to 
read: 


7. Alcoholic perfumery, including cologne-water and other toilet waters, §2 per 


gallon and er eent.ad valorem ; alcoholic compounds not specially enumer- 
ated or provide 


d for in this act, $2 per gallon and “5 per cent. a 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 8, page 87, line 27, after the words 
“*Thrkey-red oil,’’ I move to insert “‘containing not more than 50 per 


valorem. 


cent. of castor oil.’’ 


The im me OFFICER. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 27, paragraph 8, page 87, after the word 
*‘oil,’’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘containing not more than 50 
per cent. of castor oil;’’ so as to read: 

8. Alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or Turkey-red oil, con- 
taining not more than 50 per cent. of castor oil, 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. PLATT. Why is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. If it contains more than 50 per cent. of castor oil, 
it will come in as castor oil. 

Mr. VANCE. I hope the Senator will give us a little information on 
that. What is the necessity for the amendment and what purpose dees 
it subserve ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis claimed by the manufacturers of alizarine as- 
sistant that it is possible to import this article containing from 75 to 80 
per cent. of castor oil and it still comes in at 3 cents a pound, whereas 
the duty on castor oil is 50 cents a gallon. So the duty on alizarine 
assistant would be much less than the duty on its chief material, namely, 
castor oil. I think the amendment is all right, as the Senator will see 
if he looks into it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 35, line 102, page 90-——— 

Mr. VANCE. Iwould like to know the order of procedure on the 
part of the Senator from Iowa. This has all been read once and passed 
upon by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Iowa in charge of the bill is proposing certain amendments as 
from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. None of these amendments, I will say to the Sen- 
ator, are of any great moment. 

Mr. VANCE. I just wanted to know how we were proceeding. I 
supposed we should finish the bill and then would go into the Senate, 
and it would be open to amendment there. 

Mr. ALLISON. A number of paragraphs, I will say to the Senator 
from North Carolina, have been passed over. Of course all those para- 
graphs are still open to amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. Of course all that were passed over are open to amend- 
ment. I understand that. If the paragraphs which the Senator is 
now amending were passed over informally, that is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from North Carolina that 
I think the best way to dispose of this bill is to put in every suggested 
amendment in Committee of the Whole, and then, as early as we can 
afterwards, have the bill printed again with the amendments as they 
have been inserted in Committee of the Whole, so that when we come 
to vote upon them in the Senate we can see exactly what amendments 
have been made. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There was, in addition to what the Sen- 
ator from Iowa has jest said, a distinct agreement, as I understood it, 
when we began the consideration of this bill, that any Senator should 
have the right te recur to any section and move an amendment at any 
time he pleased. That was the understanding from the beginning. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatis the understanding; thatisright. In para- 
graph 35, page 90-——- 
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Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me to interrupt 
him a moment, I should like to ask a question. I was not here this 
morning when the reading of the bill was concluded, and I su 
it would not be concluded this morning; but there is a section towards 
the close of the bill to which I desire to offer an amendment and lay 
before the Senate the views I submitted to the subcommittee when it 
was considering the question. I wish to know if I may have the op- 
portunity to do so after the bill comes into the Senate, without giving 
farther notice? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. What is the amendment the Sena- 
tor refers to? 

Mr. GRAY. To sections 2510 and 2511, on page 195. 

Mr. ALLISON, If the Senator will wait for a few moments, as far 
as I am concerned I shall be glad to have him return to that to-day; 
but as Iam on this paragraph 35 I move to insert what I send to the 
Secretary’s desk as one amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be re- 
ported. 

The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 35, line 102, after the word “‘ valued,”’ 
it is proposed to insert the word ‘‘at;’’ and after the word “ pound ”’ 
where it occurs the second time, it is proposed to insert “‘ not above 30 
cents per pound;’’ and in line 103, it is pro to add “‘ valued at 
above 30 cents per pound, 30 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. I should like to have the paragraph reported as it 
would read if amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph as proposed to be 
amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the paragraph as proposed to be amended, as 
follows: 

Gelatine, giue, and isinglass or fish-glue, valued at not above 7 cents per 
pound, 1} cents per pound; valued at above 4 cents per pound and not above 30 
cents per pound, 25 per cent. ad valorem; valued at above 30 cents per pound, 
30 per cent, ad valorem. 

Mr. ALLISON. This, I will say to the Senator, is a very high- 
priced fancy gelatine put up in small boxes and brought in here, ard 
it ought to have a higher rate of duty than the articles named in the 
remainder of the paragraph. This is the present rate, I will say to the 
Senator. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 60, line 147, after the word ‘*Seal,’’ 
I move to insert the word ‘‘herring.’’ I think it is included already, 
but the amendment is in order, there can be no doubt about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re : 

The CurerCLerk. In paragraph 60, line 147, atter the word ‘‘Seal,’’ 
it is proposed to insert “‘ herring;’’ so that the paragraph will read: 

Seal, herring, whale, and other fish oil, not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, 8 cents per gallon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 80, 94, line 199, after the word 
‘‘ethers,’”? I move to strike out ‘‘solid or fluid extracts’’—there is a 
mistake there—and insert a comma after ‘‘ethers,’’ 

The CuHiEr CLERK. In line 199, paragraph 80, it is proposed to strike 
out the words in parenthesis, ‘‘ (solid or fluid extracts),’’ and after the 
word ‘‘ethers’’ to insert a comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In ph 81, line 206, page 94, after the word 
‘‘essences,’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘solid or fluid.’’ 

The Curer CLERK. In line 206, ph 81, after the word ‘‘es- 
sences,”’ it is proposed to insert the words “‘solid or fluid’’ in parenthe- 


sis. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; but so that the clause willread “ solid or fluid 
extracts,’’ and then strike out ‘‘ (solid or fluid) ’’ in parenthesis in line 
207; so as to read ‘‘solid or fluid extracts.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cursr CLERK. In paragraph 81, after the word “‘ essences,”’ 
in line 206, it is pro to insert ‘‘solid or fiuid;’’ so as to read 
**solid or fluid extracts;’’ and after the word “‘ extracts ’’ tostrike out 
in the beginning of line 207 the words ‘‘ (solid or fluid) ”’ in parenthe- 
gis. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to call attention now to paragraph 101, on 
page 97, line 269. Was there any amendment made there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No amendment has been made at 
that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to insert ‘including lava gas-burner 

i ”? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 101, line 269, after the word “‘ sub- 
arose it is proposed to insert ‘‘inclading lava gas-burner tips; ’’ so 
as to ; 


101, All other earthen, stone, and crock ware, white, glazed, or " 
and other manufactures composed of earthy or mineral substances, including 


Java gas burner tips, not spec.ally enumerated or provi for in th 
ah awiows. easy Cones provided for in this act, 50 per 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. ALLISON. In the next paragraph, line 272, I move to insert 
the word ‘‘ vitrified ’’ after the word ‘‘ enameled.”’ 
a Sone OFFICER. The amendment will be stated from 

e desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. In paragraph 102, line 272, after the word 
‘“‘enameled,”’ it is to insert ‘‘ vitrified.’ 

Mr. ALLISON. And in the same line, after the word “‘ twenty,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to read: 

Twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 


I will say to the Senator from North Carolina that that is an increase 

over the original report of the committee. 
fae pears OFFICER. The amendments will be stated from 
t esk. 

The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 102, line 272, after the word 
**enameled,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ vitrified,’ and in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘ twenty,’’ to insert ‘‘ five;’’ so as to read: 

102. Tiles and brick, other than fire-brick, not glazed, ornamented, painted, 
enameled, vitrified, or decorated, 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the same paragraph, line 273, after the word 
‘* enameled,’’ I move to insert “‘ vitrified.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cu1er CLERK. At the end of line 273, after the word ‘‘enam- 
eled,’’ it is proposed to insert the word “ vitrified;’’ so as to read: 

Ornamented, glazed, painted, enameled, vitrified, or decorated and encaustic, 
45 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inparagraph 109, after the word ‘‘hand,’’ I move 
to insert a comma. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatchange will be made if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. And in line 315, after the word ‘‘ cases,’’ I move to 
insert what I send to the desk. 

The Curer CLERK. In paragraph 109, line 315, after the word 
‘‘cases,’’ it is proposed to insert : 

And lenses of glass or pebbles, wholly or partly manufactured, 

So as to read: 


109. Glass and glassware of all kinds (not including plate-glass, silvered or 
looking-giass plates, or cylinder crown or common window-glass, herein- 
after — provided for), when cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, 
stained, gilded, or otherwise ornamented or decorated, and hand, pocket, or 
table mirrors not exceeding in size 144 square inches, with frames or cases of 

com , or without frames or cases, and lenses of glass or 
y manufactured, 45 per cent. ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 114, line 346, I move to strike out 
the words beginning ‘‘ notexceeding,’’ and ending with the word ‘‘and”’ 
in line 348. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Corer CrerK. In paragraph 114, line 346, after the word *‘ un- 
silvered,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘not exceeding 10 by 15 inches 
square, 3 cents per square foot; above that, and.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. Let us know how it will then read. 

The CuteF CLERK. So as to make the clause read: 

114. Cast polished plate glass, unsilvered, not exceeding 16 by 24 inches square, 
5 cents per square foot, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. That is an increase over the present law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thereisnoneimported. It practically amounts to 
nothing except that it simplifies the classification. 

Mr. VANCE. Except to give a little more to the manufacturers; 
that is all. 

Mr. ALLISON. None of these articles are imported, I will say to 
the Senator. 

Mr. VANCE. Then why raise the duty on them? 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 354, page 100, I move tostrike out the word 
*‘or’’ and insert ‘‘ and.” 

Mr. VANCE. What line? 

Mr. ALLISON. Paragraph 115, line 354. It is part of the same 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In thesame ph, lines 355 and 356, I move to 
strike out ‘‘ not exceeding 10 by 15 inches square, 4 cents per square 
foot; above that, and.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. In paragraph 115, line 355, after the word 
‘‘plates,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ not exceeding 10 by 15 inches 
square, 4 cents per square foot; above that, and;’’ so as to read: 

lI not exceed- 
a, PRE 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know why that is stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment was read as if looking-glass plates 
were stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read again 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theclauseas proposed to be amended 
will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

115. Cast ed plate-glass, silvered, and looking-glass plates not exceed- 
ing 16 by 24 inches square, 6 cents per square foot. 

Mr, ALLISON. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. What is to be substituted when that is stricken out? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nothing. It merely simplifies the classification. 

Mr. VANCE. The amendment striking out was reported, but the 
words to be inserted were not reported by the Secretary. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is nothing to be inserted. 
on paragraph 176, on page 116, I move to amend by what I send to 

desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In paragraph 176, line 745, after the word 
‘that,’’ it is to strike out ‘“‘lead ore containing silver or,”’ 
and at the of the paragraph to add: 


On the lead contained therein according to sample and assay at the port of 


Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended. 

The CureF CLERK. As proposed to be amended it would read: 

Lead ore and lead dross,1} cents per pound: Provided, That silver ore con- 
taining lead shall pay a duty of 14 cents per pound on the lead contained 
therein to sample and assay at the port of entry. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask that the amendment be reported again-——the 
words that are proposed to be inserted. 

The Cuter CLERK. At the end of the paragraph it is proposed to add: 

os the lead contained therein according to sample and assay at the port of 
entry. 

Mr. DOLPH. Now, I should like to have the provision read as it 
is in the bill. 

The Cuter CLERK. So as to make the entire paragraph read: 

176. Lead.—Lead ore and lead dross, 1} cents per pound: Provided, That lead 
ore containing silver, or silver ore containing lead, shall pay a duty of 1} cents 
per pound on the lead contained therein according to sample and assay at the 
port of entry. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Secretary stop at the reading of the provision 
contained in the bill now without the proposed amendment ? 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘“‘ Provided, That the silver ore containing lead 
shall pay a duty of 1} cents per pound.’’ 

Mr, ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that this 
amendment was submitted by me to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and is satis- 
factory to them. 

Mr. DOLPH. I see no objection to it. I have sent for the Senator 
from Nevada. It seems to me the provision is proper. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I send to the desk an amendment to come in at the 
end of paragraph 179, on the same page, and I call the attention of the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vance] to this amendment. 
ern ee OFFICER. The amendment will be stated from 

e desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. At the end of paragraph 179, after line 756, on 
page 116, it is proposed to add: 

Mica, 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 112, ph 155, line 643, I move to 
strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert “‘eight;’’ in line 644, tostrike out ‘‘eight”’ 
and insert ‘‘ten;’’ in line 645, to strikeout ‘‘thirteen’’ and insert ‘‘ fif- 
teen;’’ so that the paragraph will read with these changes as the exist- 
ing law reads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator please repeat the 
amendment, so that the clerks can get it? 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 643, I move to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert 
‘‘eight;”’ in line 644, to strike out “‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in 
line 645, to strike out ‘‘ thirteen ’’ and insert “‘fifteen.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paragraph will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended. 


ee It is proposed to amend the paragraph so as to 


155. Saws.—-Cross-cut saws, 8 cents linear foot; mill, pit, and 4 
not over 9 inches wide, 10 cents per Secor foot; ever 9 aha wide, Is ‘ae 


r linear foot; circular sa r cent. a ; 
ae saws, not specially cntamentied or eobchiok depth Tale hoes ie cea 
ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator state how much of an increase that 
will be over the present law? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is no increase over the present law. 
law as it now exists. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say—— 


Mr. ALLISON. And I will say to the Senator that this is the rate 


It is the 


of the Mills bill. It will probably give him some aid in discussing it 
to know that it is according to the Mills bill. 

Mr. VEST. That does not assist me in thediscussion. We are not 
now discussing the Mills bill, but an original proposition from the Com- 
mittee on Finance with which the Mills bill hasnothing todo. They 
are separate and distinct measures of legislation. 

These are the articles with regard to which I read some very inter- 
esting evidence from a manufacturer, who said that he exported these 
very cross-cut saws and the larger articles of saws to Canada, sold them 
at a decreased price from what hesold them in the American market, and 
made money, and paid a duty of 30 per cent. to get into that market. 
And yet in the face of that testimony before the committee it is now 
proposed to increase this duty over the report that was made of this 
Oe I should just like to know one single argument for that sort of 
thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is only one argument I can give and that is 
that the manufacturers of these articles state that under the existing 
rate of duty they have very close and sharp competition with manu- 
facturers in the Dominion of Canada and in Germany and elsewhere for 
these articles. 

Mr. VEST. I read that testimony to the Senate, and ean read it 
again, which was given before the gentlemen themselves. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would remind the Senator from Missouri that 
the testimony was in relation to circular saws. 

Mr. VEST. Hesaid also the other articles of saws; not only circular 
saws, but cross-cut saws. 

Mr. ALLISON. The duty on circular saws remains the same. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do not propose to change the rate on circular 
saws. : 

Mr. VEST. The testimony I read applied to these identical saws. 

Mr. ALLISON. It applied to circular saws. 

Mr. VEST. I will turn to it. It applied to all the other articles of 
saws, and this very same manufacturer said the small. saws manufact- 
ured in Philadelphia were exported from this country to England and 
sold in competition with those made by English manufacturers on their 
own soil, at a profit. I did not suppose that question would come up 
this morning, and I did not bring the testimony with me, but I can 
turn to it whenever I have it here. 

Mr. ALLISON. We do not increase the duty, I will say to the 
Senator. 

Mr. VEST. You increase the duty over that contained in the re- 
ported bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. _ I know; but this will simply restore the existing 
law. 

Mr. VEST. Isee by the census tables that we produced in 1880 
$3,943,000 worth, and the exports have been increasing every year 
since. 

Mr. ALLISON. No harm will be done by this provision, I will say 
to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. But there is no necessity for this increase. 

Mr. ALLISON. Was the amendment agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to yet. I 
wish to call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment, then, will de re- 
garded as yet before the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator will pass that over for awhile. I 
want to refer to that testimony of which I have spoken, 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that he re- 
frain from calling for the yeas and nays on this amendment, and call 
them later on in the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Then let the Senator pass over the item. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will do that if it be necessary. 

Now, Mr. President, I move, in paragraph 402—I call the attention 
of the Senator to this paragraph 

Mr. VANCE. What paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 154, paragraph 402, which is a paragraph 
that was passed over. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 402, line 
1697, page 154, and insert in lieu thereof: 

Gloves of all descriptions, composed wholly or in part of kid or leather, and 
whether wholly or partly manufactured, valued at not more than $5 per dozen 
pairs, $1.50 per dozen pairs and 20 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than % 


and not more than $8 per dozen pairs, $2 per dozen pairs and 25 per cent. ad va- 
lorem; valued at more than $8 per dozen pairs, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VANCE. I should like to know why the tax on the highest- 
priced gloves should not bear some reasonable proportion to the taxa- 
tion which is imposed upon the lowest class. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think that is true as to this classification. 
I will say to the Senator from North Carolina that I am perfectly will- 
ing that this amendment shall be printed and passed over if he desires 
to examine it further, although I think this is a more equitable and 
just arrangement than the existing law or the paragraph as reported. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. Ii is an increase of duty. 
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Mr. ALLISON. It will undoubtedly increase in some cases, but it 


will diminish in others. 

Mr. VEST. Does it not increase upon the lower class? 

Mr. ALLISON. It isa specific duty which all the experts of the 
Treasury Department say is essential, owing to the great undervalua- 
tion in kid gloves imported. I should like to have it passed upon now, 
unless Senators desire that it go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be again stated. 

The Cuicy CLerk. It is proposed to strike out all of paragraph 402, 
and insert in lieu thereof: 


Gloves of all deseriptions, composed wholly or in part of kid or leather, and 
whether wholly or partly manufactured, valued at not more than $5 per dozen 
pairs, $1.50 per dozen pairs and 20 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $5 
and not more than $3 per dozen pairs, $2 per dozen pairs and 25 per cent. ad 
valorem; valued at more than $8 per dozen pairs, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. VANCE. I prefer that that should be passed over for the pres- 
ent, as suggested by the Senator from Lowa. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON, Let it be printed in the Recorp. It is not neces- 
sarv to have it printed separately. 

Mr. VEST. That will do. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The amendment will be passed over 
and printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 388, page 153, I move theamendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The PEESIDLNG OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 388 on 
page 153, as follows: 


388. Pulp, dried, for paper-makers’ use, 10 per cent, ad valorem. 
And in lien thereof to insert: 


Mechanically ground wood-pulp, $2.50 per ton, dry weight; chemical wood- 
pulp, unbleached, $ per ton, dry weight; bleached, $7 per ton, dry weight. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say that this is a slight reduction in duty, 
but it makes it specific. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

Mr. VANCE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. I just want to make one single observation, and that is 
that in all these changes—and I am not able to say whether they are 
increases or decreases—they are invariably made where there are the 
largest importations in each sehedule. That is the case here. There 
seems to have been imported, in value, $497,273.45 worth of this arti- 
cle in 1887, which was the largest imported in Schedule M, Books, 
papers, etc., so far as I can see. So upon the other changes proposed 
by the Senator just preceding this. They are also a large importation. 
I am not sufficiently an expert to say what is the increase or decrease, 
or whether it is one or the other. 

Mr, ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that from an examination 
made by the subcommittee, taking the foreign prices, the proposed rate 
of duty will bea reduction upon existing rates of 10 per cent. ad valorem; 
and we have the prices in the committee-room. It was thought better 
to put upon this article a specific duty. 

Mr. VANCE. Why change toaspecificduty ifit isareduction? Is 
there any danger of undervaluation or fraud on the Treasury in wood- 

mip? 
P Mr. ALLISON. There are great opportunities for undervaluations 
especially in chemieal wood-pulp. 

Mr. VANCE. I suppose, of course, this is done at the request of the 
paper raanufacturers or the wood-pulp mannufactarers of the country, 
and whenever they ask a change, Mr. President, we may look out. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary preceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORKILL (when hisname was called). My pair with the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] being transferred to the Senator 
from Colorado {[Mr. Bowzn], I vote “ yea.’’ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grason]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER]. 

The roll-cali was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. My general pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck } is transferred to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs]. I vote 
“sé ea,?? 

Mr. STEWART. I am paired with the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. HAMpron]. Ido notsee him in his seat and I will not vote. 
Otherwise I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr,. Sanry] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the Sen- 
ator from Alabama {| Mr. MoRGAN] voted? 

Se CRORE gre tempore. The Senator from Alabama is not 


Mr. EVARTS. I withdraw my vote. I thought the Senator from 
Alabama was in the Chamber. 


ae panne I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Asco]. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). Is the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw my vote. I am paired with him. 

Mr. ALLISON. With the consent of the Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. GrorGe], I will transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERson] to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Barr}. That will enable both of us to vote, and I will vote “yea.” 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I vote “ nay,” the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and the Senator from New Jersey being paired. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Wrisow]. 


The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—&. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hawley, Palmer, 
Allison, Dawes, aaa 
Cameron, Dolph, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Chace, Edmunds, Manderson, Quay, 
Chandler, Frye, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Hale, - Morrill, Sherman, 
NAYS—18. 
Bate, Coke, Gray, » 
Berry, Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Blackburn, Daniel, yne, Vest. 
Butler, Fauikner, Pugh, 
Cockrell, * ; . 
ABSENT—34. 
Beck, Gibson, Morgan, Stockbri 
Blair. Gorman, Paddock, Teller, 
gett, Hampton, Paseo, Turpie, 
Bowen, Harris, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Brown, Walthall, 
Call, Hoar, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa. 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, . Wilson of Md. 
Evaris, Kenna, Stanford, 
Farwell, McPherson, Stewart, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ail the amendments I have offered this morning I 
have offered by direction of the majority of the Committee on Finance; 
they are not mine. I will now yield to the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray], who has an amendment that he desires to offer to sectior 
2510 of the Revised Statutes as incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to state to the Senator from Iowa that I have 
some amendments to that portion of the free-list which was passed over 
yesterday with the understanding, as the RECORD shows, that it was 
to be taken up this morning. I understood the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to say that the committee wanted to amend a 
portion of the free-list upon page 174 of the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in reference to paragraphs—— 

Mr. VEST. In reference to oils. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Beginning at paragraph 644 and 
ending with paragraph 676. 

Mr. VEST. Those were passedover. I have some amendments to 
offer to the free-list, but I prefer, as I stated yesterday, not to offer 
them until the committee have perfected their own bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only amendment to be made there was to put 
the whole in one paragraph under the head of “‘ oils,’’ was it not? 

Mr. VEST. Ithiak not. Ifthe Senator from lowa will look at the 
ReEcorRD he will find that the Senator from Rhode Island asked that it 
might go over in order that the committee might make some changes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was only with a view of simplifying the classi- 
fication and making fewer paragraphs. I think the Senator trom Rhode 
Island has perhaps not had time to make those changes. If the Sen- 
ator from Missouri has any amendments to offer to the free-list, of 
course I shall yield to him to move them after the Senator from Dela- 
ware shall have moved his amendment. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The amendment the Senator from Rhode Island 
was to make was, at my to group all the oils from para- 
graph 644 down to paragraph 675 in one under the head of 
‘‘oils,’? so. as to avoid the repetition of the *‘oil;”’ and also, on 
the next page, to the various forms of potash into one paragraph 
so as to include those articles from paragraph 701 to paragraph 706 
under the head of “‘potash.’? I suppose it can be done now without 
waitin 

Mr. KLLISON. The Senator from Rhode Island has charge of the 
amendments respecting oils and nuts. He is now here. 

Mr. ALDRI 


offer my amendments. 
Mr. GRAY. Section 2510 of the Senate amendment, on page 195, 
reads in this way: 
Suc. 2510. All lumber, timber, banap commie ofee. ame, and iron'and steel 
rods, bars, nails, plates. angles, and copper and 
ay be necessary for the construction and equipment of ves- 


y 
sels built in the United States for foreign accountand ownership, or for the pur- 
pose of being employed in the foreign trade, including the tenks between the 
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Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States, after the passage of this act, may 
be imported in bond, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe; and upon proof that such materials have been used for such pur- 
pose, no duties shall be paid thereon. But vessels receiving the benefit of this 
section shall not be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the United 
States more than two months in any one year, except u the payment to the 
United States of the duties on which a rebate is herein allowed: Provided, That 
vessels built in the United States for foreign account and ownership shall not 
be allowed to engage in the coastwise trade of the United States, 

It is very well known to the Senate, at least to those members of it who 
are familiar with the agitation of the question of encouraging ship- 
building in the United States, that in 1883, in pursuanceof that policy 
which then seemed to receive the assent of all parties, it was agreed 
that there should be some concession made in the tariff laws which 
would enable the builders of vessels for foreign trade to receive their 
material at a rate that would allow them to compete upon more just 
and equal terms with foreign builders of the same class of vessels. So 
the statute of 1883 became a part of the law of this country, and, I 
believe, gund a place upon our statute-book without serious opposition 
from any quarter. 

Section 2510, the statute of 1883, in the twenty-second volume of Stat- 
utes at Large, is, except in one or two particulars, where words have 
been inserted by the Senate committee, identical with section 2510 of 
the Senate bill. All lumber, timber, hemp, manilla, etc., used in the 
construction of vessels for foreign trade is to be admitted free, the 
Senate amendment adding plates, angles, and bars. 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa mistake. The Senator will correct his 
copy ofthe bill. It is ‘‘beams’’ instead of “‘ bars.”’ 

Mr. GRAY. I had not seen a corrected bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was corrected this morning. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. What I have to say applies as well to 
either word. However, I thank the Senator for calling my attention 
to it. With that exception it is identical with the statute of 1883. 
The statute of 1883 has proved of no avail to the American iron-ship 
builders. Itseems to have been framed with the idea that the wooden- 
ship building interests of the United States needed this provision, and 
that those interests were largely in the minds of those who draughted 
this section of the statute of 1883. The statute of 1883 is a reproduc- 
tion of the statute of 1872 in the provision I have just read. 

As I said, section 2510 of the existing law was drawn in the interest 
of the wooden-ship builders only and did not apply in any substantial 
way to the materials used by the builders of iron vessels. Section 
2510 of the proposed substitute evidently intends to extend to the 
builders of any kind of vessels for foreign account the benefits that 
heretofore were enjoyed by the builders of wooden vessels, but it is 
not complete and full in its enumeration of the articles which are in- 
cluded in all iron and steel ships. 

What I propose is to insert, after the word ‘‘plates,’’ in line 2690, 
the word ‘‘sheets,’’ and after “‘angles, beams, and bolts,’’ to insert 
‘*deck and bulb beams, together with all structural shapes of iron or 
steel and copper and composition metal, forgings of iron or steel, cast- 
ings of iron, steel, or composition, flues and tubes of iron, steel, or 
composition, machinery and parts of machines, and all other articles 
of foreign production necessary for the construction and equipment of 
steamers or other vessels built in the United States for foreign account 
and ownership, or for the purpose of being employed in the foreign 
trade,’’ ete. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Delawaresend 
his amendment in writing to the desk? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator mean by “foreign account?”’ 

Mr. GRAY. I am using the language of the substitute. I have 
overlapped. I read the amendment as it would read with the words 
“for the construction and equipment of vessels built in the United 
States for foreign account ownership, or for the p of being 
employed in the foreign trade, incl the trade between the Atlantic 
and Pacific ports of the United States.’’ 

To carry out in fall oe proposed law in the way of 
putting as nearly as possible the work of building iron ships on a foot- 
ing with the building of wooden ships as to the purchase of supplies, 
the section should include all these descriptions of materials which 
have been enumerated in the amendment I propose to offer. 

The old law has had little effect, if any, in inducing the building of 
vessels in this country for foreign ownership or foreign account or to be 
used in foreign trade, and but few sailing vessels are built anywhere. 
The steam-ship builder must-get the materials for his engines as well 
as for the other parts of his vessels as cheap as his foreign rivals if he 
hopes to succeed in competing with them. 

That being the obvious intent of the old law, and I assume it to be 
the intent of the Senate substitute for the House bill, to really encour- 
age iron-ship building in this country as weil as wooden-ship building 
by putting the American ship-builder upon a footing where he can com- 
pete with some hopes of success with his foreign rival, I see no reason 
why we should not all join in carrying out what seems to be the real 
intent of this section by perfecting its language so that the American 
ship-builder may receive that benefit from the exemption that was in- 
tended to be given to him by section 2510 of the statute of 1883 as 
well as by section 2510 in the Senate substitute. If we are to offer 


him this encouragement, if we promise him that he shall be enabled to 
buy his materials as cheaply as his foreign rival, then we should give 
him the opportunity to procure all the materials that go into the con- 
struction of a modern iron ship, not only lumber, timber, manilla rope, 
wire, and rods, but plates, deck-beams, forgings, composition metal, and 
all structural shapes that modern ships require and that modern 
science has made necessary for the perfect vessel of to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment of the Senator from Delaware 
not only includes the articles now named by him, but itincludes ma- 
chinery, which means engines, boilers, and £o on. 

Mr. GRAY. It does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the material part. 

Mr. GRAY. That is an important part. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will see at the end of this section 
that vessels constructed in this way can participate in the coasting 
trade. If raw materials are allowed, beams, bars, etc., that would be 
perhaps right enough; but when you extend it to machinery, the re- 
sult will be that in order to get an opening into our coastwise trade, 
all the machinery, including the engines and all the most expensive 
parts, will be brought in free and not merely raw materials used in 
their production. 1 do not see any objection to naming the other ma- 
terials or parts of a ship, but when you name machinery you include 
too much and deprive American citizens of the opportunity of manu- 
facturing these articles, and it seems to me it is not wise. 

Mr. GRAY. The position of the Senator from Ohio seems to me not 
quite logical. The object is toencourage American ship-builders, and 
we attempt to doso by making an exemption for them from the tax 
upon a certain enumerated list of articles necessary to the construction 
of aship. When we wanted to encourage wooden-ship building, the 
building of sailing vessels, we exempted those things that not only 
went into the hull but went into the propelling power, without which 
a vessel would be absolutely useless. An iron steam-ship is absolutely 
useless without its machinery. Ido not know what would be the per- 
centage in the cost of a modern iron vessel, but machinery would con- 
stitute a very large part, I have no doubt; and it seems to me quite 
illogical to say ‘‘ We will let you build the hull, but when you come 
to put the machinery in you are to be effectually stopped by the in- 
creased cost of the machinery, so that while you can make the hull 
you will have to sail abroad, or sail on foreign account, to receive the 
machinery.’’ So important a part of the structure of a modern iron 
vessel as the machinery, it seems to me, should be put on the list of 
those things exempt from taxation if we want really to encourage iron- 
ship building in this country. And I should say here that neither this 
section nor the amendment has any relation to the coastwise trade. 
I will call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to the fact that in 
the proposed exemption of the Senate bill we are making very impor- 
tant exceptions to our tariff laws. We are allowing an immense 
amount of material that is manufactured in this country to come in 
free in order to encourage American ship-building, and in order to see 
whether there can not be established successfully upon our shores the 
building of vessels that shall engage in foreign trade, to the end that 
we may not only have ship-builders here, but that we may have ves- 
sels engaged in the foreign trade owned here, so that capital may seek an 
investment in that very important branch of commeree, So I submit 
to him that it would be quite illogical and quite inconsistent with the 
purpose that is manifest in this section 2510 to refuse to exempt ma- 
chinery. 

If the Senator will turn over to the next page, he will find that 
section 2511 of the Senate substitute, following section 2511 in the 
act of 1883, allows all articles of foreign production needed for the re- 
pair of American vessels engaged exclusively in foreign trade to be 
withdrawn from bonded warehouses free of duty, etc. If the enumer- 
ation in my amendment includes all the material and structural shapes 
necessary in ship-building, I do not see why the language of section 
2511 applied to construction would not really be better than what I 
have proposed. I can not for the life of me see any reason for the dis- 
tinction, and why we should not say that all kinds of foreign produc- 
tion needed for the construction as well as the repair of American ves- 
sels, to be engaged exclusively in foreign trade, shall be withdrawn 
from the custom-house free of duty. I have attempted to accomplish 
just that thing by the enumeration which I have proposed; that is, to 
cover all the important articles and structural shapes that go into the 
building of a ship intended for the foreign trade. I do not see why 
we may not use the same language that has been used in section 2511, 
where all articles necessary for the repair of American vessels engaged 
in foreign trade are exempted; and unless some Senator can point out 
wherein the difference lies, I should prefer the latter form of the amend- 
ment rather than the one that I have already proposed. 

As a matter of fact, in this matter of buildingehips for foreign trade, 
we are absolutely shut off from engaging in it, and inasmuch as we 
are not allowed to own vessels of foreign manufacture and must depend 
upon our home ship-builders if we are to have American ships in for- 
eign trade, toshow how entirely we arecut off by the great expense that 
domestic ship-builders are put to in their construction, the disadvan- 
tage under which they labor in competing with their foreign rivals, I 
will state as a fact given to me by a ship-builder of my own town that 
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recently $1,200 was paid as duty on a propeller-wheel of a vessel of 


about 1,150 tons. It was not a very large vessel, but $1,200 was paid 
in duty for a propeller-wheel to be used in a vessel that was being con- 
structed in an American yard. 

Mr. CHACE. Willit interrapt theSenator if I ask him a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Inone moment. That wheel was made of a composi- 
tion of manganese and brass that is unknown in this country; that is 
to say, no wheels of that particular composition are made here, and 
these ship-builders were compelled in order to procure a wheel of that 
description to seek it in a foreign market. 

Mr. CHACE. The Senator is aware, I suppose, that that is a very 
expensive coruposition ? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. CHACE. A wheel for a vessel of eleven or twelve hundred tons 
is a matter of immense weight, so that $1,200 after all is not a very 
large sum to pay in duties on such a blade as that. 

Mr. GRAY. It may not seem large to the Senator from Rhode 
Island, but it seems an immense thing to me that the single item of a 
propeller-wheel should be taxed $1,200 in addition to its cost and the 
cost of transportation. I can readily understand why not a blow can 
ever be struck by an American mechanic in an American ship- 


upon a vessel to be used in the foreign trade, and why the capital of 


the United States can never be turned into the ownership of vessels to 
be used in the foreign trade, and that our flag has disappeared from the 


ocean and will continue as unknown as the flag of the Republic of 


Hayti. 

The object of this section 2510 is manifest on its face; the object of 
the legislation of 1883 is manifest, and it is only in the line of attain- 
ing that object that I offer this amendment. If we really want to en- 
courage this great industry, which touches indirectly so many others, 
which touches American pride and patriotism at so many points, I can 
not see why we should not endeavor to do so effectually, and see 
whether there may not be a revival of American ship-building such as 
will gratify our national pride and bring employment and labor to 
many American citizens, 

Mr. CHACE. Of course, in putting the question to the Senator I 
make not the slightest doubt that the Senator is absolutely candid in 
the expression of these views. I have no question of it. I know he 
feels that he is defending the great industry of Harlan & Hollingsworth 
and the Pusey and Jones Company in hisown town, I haveas much 
sympathy as he possibly can have with those industries, but I wish to 
put to the Senator now two or three questions, and I believe he will 
answer them candidly. 

Mr. GRAY. Put one at a time, please. 

Mr. CHACE. ‘The Senator has alluded to the matter of duty upon 
wheels. The principle that he advocates, if carried out, would be ap- 
plied to every single article that is used in the construction of an iron 
steamer, the most important being the iron or steel plates, which are 
now made in or near the city of Wilmington. Would the Senator take 
the duty off those steel plates or iron plates ? 

Mr. GRAY. You have taken it off in the Senate substitute. It is 
proposed to take it off. I am not takingit off. That is, it is notmeces- 
sary for me to propose any amendment to take it off; the Senate sub- 
stitute as it is does that. . 

Mr. CHACE, Iam applying this principle to the general business of 
this country. Can the Senator give me any reason why the ship-build- 
ing industry of this country should be selected for special benefit? 

Mr. GRAY. Let me answer that one question by referring the Sen- 
ator to the Finance Committee of the Senate, in the first place, as to 
why the ship-building industry of this country deserves any i 
protection or should be selected out of the great industries of this coun- 
try for any special favor. In 1872, in 1883, and by the proposed Sen- 
ate substitute, this policy is distinctly indersed, and I am not here to 
antagonize the Finance Committee on that general policy. I am seek- 
ing to align myself now with my protectionist brethren and see if we 
as American citizens can not find some common ground upon which we 
can exempt one industry from the burden that these tariff laws have 
placed upon it and which crush it out of existence. 

Mr. CHACE. Is the Senator willing to commit himself to saying 
that he would stop with that one industry ? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think that I have either the influence or the 

wer that need affright the Senator from Rhode Island in reference to 

is favorite protection notions. I wish I had more than I have. I do 
not want to stipulate with him. I have some general notions that are 
very different from his, but I do not see why he should differ from me 
in this particular matter that we are now discussing. I believe that 
the general policy of excepting American ship-building from the oper:- 
tion of the tariff law, so far as regards the building of ships to be 
used in foreign commefce is concerned, is one that is not antagonized 
on either side of this Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me that the Senator from Delaware 
must distinguish between a proposition which allows a crank-pin, for 
instance, to be brougit here to be used in the repair of a vessel 
exclusively in foreign trade, and bringing completed engines boil- 
ers in free of duty to be used in vesseis which may be engaged in the 
domestic carrying trade of the United States. The proposition is as 





essentially different as that pro embodied, as I think, by the com- 
mittee in this bill and a p eae or: 


i I ; tion for free ships. There is only a 
slight distinction between ing completed engines and boilers and 
all the other parts of a ship over here to be assembled perhaps in the 
ship-yards of Wilmington, and bringing in the free ships themselves. 

The purpose of the committee is, if possible, to secure the employ- 
ment of American labor and American enterprise and American in- 
dustry in the building of ships from the raw materials, which we pro- 
pose to allow to be admitted free of duty. So far as it applies to ies 
built for foreign account, the same principle runs through the bill ab- 
solutely, because we allow a rebate or a drawback upon the total amount 
of duties paid upon all imported materials where they are afterwards 
exported. So faras ships built for foreign account are concerned there 
is no distinction in the bill between ship-building and anything else, 
ae far as ships built for the Atlantic and Pacific trade which may 

Mr. GRAY. IfI may interrupt the Senator, it is not und@ section 
2510 that that provision is made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is under another provision in the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. It is under the export provision. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It accomplishes the same purpose, 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to call the attention of the Senator, so far 
as I can, to the distinction which it seems to me must be made between 
bringing in free completed articles like enginesand boilers, and the bars 
and bolts and plates which may be brought here for the purpose of 
encouraging American industry. One would result in the destruction 
of American industry, and the other, so far as it had any effect, would 
result in its encouragement. : 

Mr. GRAY. Let us see how plain a tale, with deference to the ex- 
pert knowledge of the Senator from Rhode Island, would throw out 
these claims of his on behalf of American industries. First, let mesay 
that while I feel myself bound where I can properly, consistent with 
my notions of duty, defend the ship-building interests of my own 
State, Iam by no means speaking of an interest that is confined to my 
own State. Happily the iron-ship-building industry, if it can only be 
properly encouraged by removing the burdens, is likely to grow and 
increase in @ great many oe of this country. The iron-ship build- 
ing of the a of Philadelphia, and the Roach works at Ches- 
ter, Pa, are very important works indeed, and are doing a t deal 
in preserving the art of ship-building in this country, which was at 
one time in — danger of absolute extinction. But does not the 
Senator from Rhode Island see the result to be accomplished? I should 
be very glad if he would agree with me in this matter; and even with 
his extreme notions about the tariff I do not for the life of me see 
why he should not agree in the propositions which underlie the action 
which I propose that the Senate shall take. 

Why is it that an American ship-builder y build for foreign ac- 
count an iron ship and receive a rebate of all the duty upon the ma- 
terials entering into its construction, and put into the hands of an En- 
glishman or Frenchman this product of American skill to fly the English 
flag or the French flag in all ports of the world, and yet that he should 
be forbidden by the discrimination made in this section to put that 
same vessel, so constructed by him, in the hands of an American owner 
over which the American flag is to fly, in order that an American ca 
tain and an American crew may carry that flag to all ports of the world 
and compete for the world’s commerce ? 

When an American vessel engages in foreign commerce, she competes 
with all the ships of the world, and she can not be protected, she has 
no protected market for freights as-our coastwise vessels have—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Delaware will admit that 
that discrimination holds all through our revenue legislation, and nec- 
essarily so as long es we have protective legislation. 
Mr. GRAY. If we can we should relieve at any point an ind 
that suffers from this protective oo Here is one that mani- 
festly does. It is conceded on all ds that your protection has so 
shut in and closed the avenues Sa enterprise that this great 
enterprise, to wit, the iron-ship-building industry for foreign account 
and to engage in foreign comm is absolutely extinct in this coun- 
. Why should we not all join whether we be high protec- 
tionists or those who do not believe in the ve theory as advo- 
cated on that side, in order that we may uplift this American enterprise 
and again put upon its feet American ship-building in a condition to 
compete with rival industries in foreign countries? It does not seem 
to me that it is wise statesmanship to omit an opportanity to do this. 


We need not antagonize each other upon the theories of and 
tariffreform in order todo this. We see that the protective tariff, which 
is advocated on the ground that it is useful to all the industries of this 


country, that it promotes the prosperity of all the people of this coun- 
try, in this one instance is crowding down and pressing out of existence 
an industry as important as any inthiscountry. Why should not we, 
if we can, the bars at one t without assailing the protective 
tariff at any other, and give a for this industry to get u its 
feet; not only that it may encourage that much of American labor en- 
gaged in the construction of the hulls and machinery of ships, but to 
send our flag all over the world and encourage the ownership of Amer 
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ican vessels engaged in foreign trade, and make a new avenue for Amer- 
ican capital and American enterprise not now us? 

There are no shi 
can ship-yards. ow then can it hurt any industry if we allow those 
articles to come in free of duty which would not be made here under 


present conditions, and which would not cause a blow to be struck by 
an American workman if this provision was not made, for I take it to 


be conceded that vessels can not now be built in American ship-yards 
to engage in the foreign commerce of the world? 
There are no industries such as those that provide plates and angle- 


bars, machinery, propeller wheels, and iron or steel castings, which are 


now rendered possible as an adjunct to that branch of ship-building. 
There is no iron or steel forging now made anywhere in the United 
States for a vessel to be engaged in the foreign trade, because no such 
vessel can be built in this country. Therefore, if we allow American 
ship-builders by this concession in our tariffdaws to build a vessel for 


the foreign trade we have not hurt any American industry, but we have 


greatly helped a most important one. That seems to me to be plain. 
We are making no assault upon any industry. 


the profit from no capitalist, to diminish the labor of no workman, but 


only to add to the sum of American industries this industry of con- 


ing ships to in foreign commerce. 

Mr. CHACE. Would or would not the Senator from Delaware go a 
step further and admit foreign-built ships free? 

Mr. GRAY. It seems that my friend from Rhode Island is some- 
what embarrassed by the poor arguments that I have been attempting 
° make, when he seeks to lead me off by so irrelevant 2 question as 
that. 

Mr. CHACE, Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. We are not debating any such matter as the admission 
of foreign ships. We are simply considering the construction of Ameri- 
can ships in American ship-yards by American capital and by Ameri- 
can workingmen, to engage in the foreign commerce of the world, as 
they can not be built here now, and al! that labor and all that capital 
has absolutely no employment so far as that is concerned. So the 
question of admitting foreign-built ships is entirely apart from the line 
of my thought or the line of anything which I believe that I have said. 
We will not want to admit foreign-built ships if we can succeed in es- 
tablishing on a profitable basis the building of American ships for 
foreign account or to engagein foreign commerce. Does not that seem 
to be plain to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. CHACE. As I understand the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, he proposes to admit engines and boilers free. 

Mr. GRAY. Why not? 

Mr. CHACE. If youadmit the engines and boilers free, why should 
you not admit the whole ship free? I should like to know why the 
same reason that applies to admitting the engines and boilers free does 
not apply to admitting the hull. 

Mr. GRAY. Thave great respect for the intelligence of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, but much protection learning hath certainly made 
him mad when he attempts to meet the argument such as I have been 
attempting to make by asking me why the whole ship could not come 
in free when I merely asked that the component parts of the ship shall 
be admitted free. 

Mr. CHACE. The whole ship may just as well be admitted free as 
the engines and boilers. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask that the component parts shall be put together 
by American workmen in American yards in such fashion and such 
guise that they may —— with English builders in the same enter- 
prise. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. GRAY. Inone moment I will yield to the Senator from Maine. 
I want the Senator from Rhode Island to understand that I am con- 
tending for nothing that would interfere to the extent of one dime 
with any existing industry in this country, not even with the builder 
of a marine engine, because this amendment looks to the admission of 
machinery and parts of machinery to go into the construction of a ves- 
sel that is to be used in foreign commerce exclusively, and no such 
vessel is built in American ship-yards for that purpose at the present 
time, and therefore no builder of machinery in this country can possi- 
bly be injured by seeing this ship-building industry thus aided or en- 
cou . 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to ask 
him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. GRAY. I have yielded to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. Allright. Let the Senator from Nevada . 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire if, in the opinion of the 
Senator from Delaware, it would be possible for American-built ships 
under existing laws to engage in foreign commerce in competition with 
foreign ships, subsidized as they are, if all the material to build them 
were admitted fres,? 

Mr. GRAY. That question is somewhat irrelevant, too, because if 
the experiment should not result in floating the flag of the United 


now possessed by us : 
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States over a single American-built ship in foreign waters, we should 
be none the worse off by making the attempt. But it is believed by 
those who are familiar with this subject that it is an experiment worth 
making, because there is a high probability of success in that experi- 
ment, and if it should succeed then we have helped an American in- 
dustry in that most important direction, and have enabled American 
enterprise, American capital, and American workmen to find out for 
themselves new avenues of employment. 

So far as the subsidy of foreign steam-ships is concerned I do not 
know and can not say now whether an Americaao-built ship can com- 
pete in foreign waters with a foreign subsidized line. Thatis another 
question. But we know that this whole matter of the subsidizing of 
competing lines has been very much misunderstood and very much mis- 
represented by those who have debated that question. There isasub- 
sidy in Eng)Jand, so called, not in the sense in which we use the word, 
by any means, but a substantial subsidy in the shape of mail contracts 
with the lines of English steamers, and in no other shape whatever is 
there any such thing, as I am informed, given to any foreiga line that 
can possibly compete with an American-bnuilt line. 

Mr. CHACE. I wish the Senator would allow me to interrupt him 
right there, because there is a direct issue. The Senator says there is 
no such thing as a subsidy by the British Government. The facts are 
that the ship-owners of Liverpool were asked by the British Govern- 
ment to establish a line to South America, and they were offered a sub- 
sidy. The company declined it as insufficient. The government then 
advanced that subsidy. The company again declined it, and then the 
government offered to guaranty them 6 per cent. on their investment 
over and above the expenses of running the line. If the Senator can 
name anything that is more absolutely a subsidy than that, I should 
like to know .what it is. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator also to the fact that that 
very line was the one which ran off the line of steamers established by 
John Roach in this country, whose industry was destroyed by the ac- 
tion of the present Administration, who was running his line under a 
small subvention from the Brazilian Government, which was withdrawn 
from it and resulted in the destruction of the line. 

Mr.GRAY. Ivery much rejoice that the Government of the United 
States has never imposed a burden on the toiling masses of this country 
in order to guaranty the bonds of any set of capitalists or insure to 
them 6 per cent. interest on their investment over and above their ex- 
penses. I am very happy that no such heresy has ever obtained a foot- 
hold in the economic legislation of this country. I venture to say that 
the statement made by the Senator from Rhode Island, if it is exam- 
ined, will be found to be very much exaggerated, but whether it be or 
not, it is an exceptional instance. I will call his attentjon to the fact 
that the policy of subsidizing steam-ship lines, commenced in France 
some years ago, has been abandoned by the French people because it 
brought disaster and not prosperity. 

Mr. FRYE. When? 

Mr. CHACE. Will the Senator inform us when? 

Mr. GRAY. Within the last year or two. 

Mr. CHACE. It is in force to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. I will undertake to establish the truth of what I say. 
I did not expect to come here to debate the subsidy question to-day; 
it is entirely irrelevant to what I have been talking about. I hoped 
that the gentlemen who advocate high protection would be willing in 
their bounty and grace to unite with one so heretical as I am, even, in 
trying to upbuild an industry as important as any that exists in this 
country. 

I do not see what the question of subsidizing foreign lines has to do 
with this question. If we can not build lines that will compete with 
English or French or German lines, no harm comes to a single citizen 
of the United States; we should be just where we are now; but if per- 
chance we should succeed, then great benefit, prosperity, and happi- 
ness would come to thotisands of American citizens. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine appeals to 
the Senator from Delaware. Does the Senator from Delaware yield ? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask a question of the Senator. Iam not 
going to discuss subsidies to-day, because my judgment is that in the 
next Congress we shall have a very magnificent opportunity to discuss 
a bill which will = subsidies to ships engaged in foreign trade. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave no doubt of it; the more the pity. 

Mr. FRYE. I am not going to bother with that now; but I am de- 
sirous of reaching the same end the Senator from Delaware is, because 
my interests are precisely thesame. Will the Senator kindly inform 
me whether his amendment came from the Wilmington ship-builders ? 

Mr. GRAY. It did. 

Mr. FRYE. Will he be kind enough to inform me whether they 
understood when they gave him this amendment that there was a 
provision in this bill which enabled them to build ships on foreign 
account and recover back the whole amount of the duties paid? 

Mr. GRAY. They did. 

Mr. FRYE. They understood that? 
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Mr. GRAY. They understood that When I say the amendment 
came from them I mean that I offered it after consultation with those 
who are familiar with the subject. 

Mr. FRYE. The Bath Board of Trade (Bath being our greatest ship- 
building center in New England at least) sent me a resolution which 
they passed after a very careful consideration of this whole subject, 
and it named, I think, only four additions which should be made to 
the bill as reported from the Committee on Finance as desirable to 
them and their business, I gave it to the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALpaicH], and have not been able to find it to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. I should be glad to hear it if the Senator will read it. 

Mr. FRYE, I have not been able to find it to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. I thought the Senator had it in his hand. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I have theSenator’s own amendment in my hand. 
That proposition did not include machinery and parts of machines; I 
am certain of that. My impression is that its technical language 
would include everything else which the Senator has in his amend- 
ment, but not machinery and paris of machines. I shall join theSen- 
ator in asking for an amendment which in my judgment would cover 
everything except those two items. I should hardly join in asking 
that they shou!d be included, from the fact that I think when it comes 
to the manufacture of machinery the interests of this country are so 
deeply involved in that particular industry that it would be better in 
every respect to have the engines and the boilers made here. I doubt 
if, under the Senator’s amendment, they would often buy any engines 
and boilers from a foreign country and expose themselves to the enor- 
mous charge for freight and to the great difliculties about sending plans 
and specifications and having the whole thing completed at one time. 

Mr. DAWES. And repairs. 

Mr. FRYE. Repairs and everything. The Senator from Delaware 
will notice this. The question was asked whether it would be better 
to admit everything; whether it would not be as well to admit a ship 
free to American registry. Ido not believe that the American ship- 
builders would derive so great a benefit from the admission of every- 
thing that goes into the building of an iron ship free of duty as some 
peopie imagine, Suppose the Senator was building to-day an iron ship, 
say, of 4,000 tons. He goes on and makes his plans and specifications 
for the 4,000-ton iron ship. If he were to purchase the articles to go 
into that ship from abroad, he would be compelled to make all the 
plans and all the specifications now for every part of the ship. Every 
plate wouid have to be described, every bar, every angle. Everything 
connected with that ship he would have to determine now fora4,000-ton 
ship, and then send all those figures and plans and specifications abroad. 
‘The builder abroad would take them and send over here a ship ready to 
be put together. -On a 4,000-ton iron or steel ship landed at Wilming- 
ten, certainly Ianded down in the State of Maine at one of our ship- 
yards, the freight alone would be $25,000. The Secretary of the Navy 
found that there was only 10 per cent. difference, in his judgment, be- 
tween the cost of buildingan iron naval ship in the United States and 
building one on the Clyde. 

Again, our ship-builders have learned that the iron used for plating 
ships in the United States is a great deal better than the iron used for 
plating ships on the Clyde. 

Mr. GRAY. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. I was talking with a Scotch engineer a short time ago, 
who bas been spending some months on the Clyde. He is connected 
with one of the yards, I think, in Delaware. He told me that he was 
standing in the yard on the Clyde one day, and he saw a plate which 
they were hoisting to its place fall only 9 feet, and that plate broke all 
in pieces. It is entirely clear if they put plates of that kind into iron 
ships they are simply building iron coffins. It would be wrong en- 
tirely to put them in. 

i do not believe, if the Senator could have a provision put into the 
bill that everything which enters into the building of an iron ship 
should be admitted free of duty to the United States, the American 
iron-ship builders would in any instance order a large ship or every- 
thing needed for a large ship from abroad. 

Mr. GRAY. I quite with the Senator from Maine, that if the 
amendment were ado as I have proposed it, or if the general lan- 

used in section 2511 in regard to the repairs of a ship were used, 
regard to the construction of a ship, admitting everything that en- 
tered into the construction of a ship, no American ship-builder would 
find it to his advantage to, nor could he profi , import all the parts 
of an iron ship. Butin orderto make any of this kind avail- 
able you can not short of language as universal as this, because at 
oue time a ship-builder may want deck-beams; another ship-builder, 
or the same ship-builder at another time, may want a steel forging or 
an iron forging, or at another time for another ship he may want only 
to import a propeller-wheel without paying a tax of $1,200 or $1,500 
on it. 

So it would be impossible to make this a useful law, unless we 
either enumerate almost every possible structural shape that will go 
into a veasel, or use some universal such as is used in section 
2511, and say that al) materials or machinery entering into the con- 
struction of a ship as well as for repairs shall come in freeof duty. It 








is not that I suppose, any more than the Senator from Maine supposes, that 
it would be possible to send an orderover to England, for instance, for all 
the plates and all the deck and bulb beams and all the stem and stern 
posts, forgings, and propeller-w and steering apparatus, and ma- 
chinery, and have them all shipped merely to be put together in 
an American ship-yard. That would be utterly impossible; but at 
some point and at some time in the construction of a ship there is an 
element necessary to its successful building that should come in free if 
we are to put our people who may engage in this industry on an equal 
footing with their foreign rivals. 

I can not estimate just what the effect of thislaw will be. It is pos- 
sible, although I do not think it probable, that it may not be sufficient 
to raise up this fallen and extinct industry and put it upon its feet 
again; but I do think that the chances are very great that it may. 

As to the building of ships on foreign account, to which the Senator 
from Maine has just alludgd and asked me if these people were familiar 
with, I will say that I was familiar with it and they were familiar 
with it, but it is quite idle to suppose that an American ship-builder 
can successfully build ships on this side of the Atlantic to be owned by 
Englishmen, or Frenchmen, or Germans abroad. They will not come 
here to order a vessel, and they still have advantages which would 
make it quite impossible for us to compete with English ship-builders 
for the custom of the English people and English corporations and En- 
glish capitalists. What we want here is to make possible the build- 
ing of American ships for American owners to fly the American flag, 
not the British flag, and that is all that this amendment aims at. 

Mr. FRYE. Has not the Senator’s own State furnished a very large 
number of vessels for the South American and Central American trade ? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, for the South American trade. 

Mr. FRYE. More than England? 

Mr. GRAY. We are building more than England. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatis true. We have surpassed them in that regard. 

Mr. GRAY. I was using the illustration the Senator from Maine 
used of building a ship for English account, on European account. 

I do not wish to prolong this debate. I have said more than I ex- 
pected to say. I did not get up to antagonize anybody on these protec- 
tion theories. They know how I differ from them in that regard. 
There are, however, matters of practical legislation, in which as Ameri- 
can Senators we might unite without antagonizing theories on either 
side, and I therefore offer this amendment because it seems quite con- 
sistent with the objects of the bill as they appear on its face, antagonizes 
no American industry, and will, in all human probability, very ma- 
terially aid a great enterprise in this country. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the Senator willing that this should go over for the 

+? I want to find the amendment which was sent to me by the 
Bhip-builders? Association. 

Mr. STEWART. Before it goes over I should like to make a few 
remarks. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have the vote on the amendment post- 

ed. 
oo GRAY. Ihave no objection toits postponem nt. I understand 
the Senator from Maine is friendly to the main objec: I have in view. 

Mr. FRYE. I have exactly the same desire the Senator has. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, as I intend to vote against this 
amendment, I wish to briefly state the reasons why. 

There are but two ways to revive our foreign carrying trade—only 
two ways: One is the original way, adopted in 1789, to givea differ- 
ential duty on imports which are tin American bottoms, and 
the other is by means of subsidies, 
Mr. COCKRELL. Would the Senator prefer finishing his remarks 
on Monday? 
Mr. STEWART. No; my remarks will be very short and to the 
point, [hope Y 
In the first session of the first Congress of the United States after the 
adoption of the Constitution an act was passed discriminating in the im- 
position of duties on imports in favor of goods imported in American ves- 
sels. Theduty was 10 percent. less on goods when so imported than when 
imported in foreign ships. This revived and immensely increased our 
carrying trade. We at that time were able to construct wooden ships 
than they could be built in England, and consequently it was 
but a few years before we became a formidable rival of England in the 


carrying trade. 

In 1815 the United States made a treaty with Great Britain whereby 
it was agreed that each country should have free access to the ports of 
the other without any discriminating charges whatever either in ton- 
nage charges or in duties. This act of the First was repealed 
from en naps Diieitan ts te, Geen aiabe-te tee Seoneaiin 

relating to n, being e ' carrying 
with that of England until 1840, when 
ocean steam-ships were tinto use. At that time we had nearly 
one-half of the carrying trade of the world. In fact, we divided the 
carrying trade with Great Britain. Immediately upon the general use 
of steam-ships to traverse the ocean the Cunard in 1840, received a 
subsidy of $291,960 per year from Great Britain for a monthly line of 
steamers between Liverpool, Halifax, and Boston, which was increased 
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in 1849 to $437,940. The United States soon after subsidized the Col- 


‘lins line. England immediately granted a subsidy to the Cunard Line 
of $705,570 between Liverpool and New York. On June 14, 1858, an 
act was passed by Congress forbidding the Postmaster-General from 
making a contract for carrying ocean mails for more than two years, or 
to involve a higher rate of expense than the amount collected on the 
sea and land postage. This destroyed the Collins Line and the Havre 
and Bremen American lines. 

Mr. Cobden, at the head of a parliamentary commission, examined 
this matter and took testimony, and some of the questions asked on 
that occasion are very significant. He asked a witness: 


You are aware that it [the Collins Line) ceased because the American Govern- 
ment withdrew the subsidy? 


Mr. Wilson, another member of the commission, asked: 


Mr. Cunard's contract is £191,000, is it not? 

A. Yes; £191,400, : 

Q. Three hundred and twenty thousand pounds is the amount which is now 
id by this country and the colony for the trans-Atlantic postage, including the 


mA Line? 

Q. And in the face of these increasing subsidies the American Government 
has altogether relinquished the practice of subsidizing their vessels, and their 
vessels, of course, have been driven off the passage? 

Then about 1850 the American commerce was again embarrassed 
by the construction by England of iron ships. We were not prepared 
to compete with England in the construction of such ships. That fur- 
ther embarrassed us in the trade in addition to the subsidies which 
gave them the advantage. During the rebellion they drove our wooden 
ships entirely from the sea. England then reduced her subsidies some- 
what, but we made an effort after that, in 1869, 1870, 1871, and along 
there, to subsidize several lines, and England then increased her sub- 
sidies materially. 

I have a table showing that England increased her subsidies at all 
times when we subsidized a lineand reduced them when our lines were 
broken down. She increased her subsidies to put on rival lines and 
drive our lines from the ocean. This table is an interesting one, and I 
will incorporate it in my remarks. Any one can see from it how Great 
Britain has increased and diminished her subsidies with a view of com- 
peting with and destroying our lines, and after driving off our lines the 
subsidies fell from over $6,000,000 down to about three and a half mill- 
ions. 

The Germans and French have also put on lines and are now subsi- 
dizing lines to this country, and England has again increased her sub- 
sidies until they have got up to nearly $4,000,0U0 per annum, and that 
has been her policy all along. 

Mr. ALLISON. From what is the Senator reading ? 

Mr. STEWART. I have here a speech made heretofore by me. I 
am not reading the speech, but referring to statistics contained in it. 
These memoranda and statistics are authentic, and I will publish the 
table, which shows the annual subsidies paid to steam-ships by Great 
Britain from 1848 to 1882, both inclusive. It is as follows: 
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Tt will be seen, therefore, that England has watched us attentively, 
and every effort we have made to encourage the carrying trade she has 
met with a subsidy that has driven our vessels off the seas. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question, as he is 
familiar with the subject. What is the Senator’s opinion as to the net 
income on the capital invested in the English carrying trade? 

Mr. STEWART. I have an estimate here of that. By means of 
these subsidies England has increased her shipping to 5,500,000 tons, 
valued at one thousand millions of dollars, employing 240,000 men in 
the construction and repair of ships, and 220,000 more in sailing them, 
and added to her national earnings $350,000,0U0 a year, while the 





United States has been driven entirely out of this trade by the subsi-. 
dized lines of Great Britain. 

If the ships were given to us, if we could bring in free ships, we 
could not run them against these subsidized lines. It is impossible, 
and this table shows that any attempt on our part to do so will be met 
by an increased subsidy on the part of Great Britain that will destroy 
the enterprise. 

As to bringing in parts of ships, engines or materials with which to 
build them, that is all futile. It is merely holding outa vain promise 
to the people. It will accomplish nothing. 

My remedy for this condition of things is either to go back to the 
original policy of differential duties on goods imported in American 
bottoms or toadopt some system of subsidizing our own ships. I think 
that the subsidizing of ships is a violation of the original treaty of 1815 
with Great Britain. The treaty did not contemplate an undue advan- 
tage to be taken inany way. We took off the 10 per cent. discrimina- 
tion in favor of American bottoms for the consideration that weshould 
have the same privileges in British ports that we granted in ours, and 
that we should have iair competition. 

It makes very little difference, none indeed in the result, whether 
we collect the revenue and pay it into the Treasury and pay it out in 
the way of subsidies, or whether we make a discrimination as to duties 
on goods carried in American bottoms. It is all the same thing and 
produces the same result. I would either doone or the other. I would 
notify the world that we would discriminate in favor of our own ships, as 
was done by the First Congress, or 1 would adopt the subsidy system 
and meet England in that competition. If neither of these can be done, 
there is no use of talking about our foreign carrying trade, because it 
can not be maintained and it is idle and useless to attempt it. 

As to the prices paid to sailors, as the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
TELLER] suggests to me, they might be equalized. We can arrange so 
as to equalize them. That is not the real difficulty. It is not the 
prices paid to sailors, but it is the advantage of a subsidy that gives the 
English lines a profit against which private enterprise can not com- 

te. 

Pe This table shows how accurately and how carefully England has ob- 
served the movements of other nations in increasing her subsidies and 
in reducing them when she has driven off competition. Isuppose if a 
subsidy were granted to our ships she would attempt to run them off. 
We have got to compete with Great Britain in subsidies or we have got 
to legislate discriminating in favor of our own ships, and if we do that 
our people will build ships, our mechanics will find the materials. 
They will build ships if they can be profitably run, but there is no use 
in breaking down our tariff. 

Mr. HOAR. Thequestion I asked the Senator was, what is the profit 
on the capital invested ? 

Mr.STEWART. LIhavegiven the aggregate amount of the business. 
I have not the data as to the net profit of the English carrying trade. 
The percentage of profit is not large on the capital invested in the busi- 
ness, but it is large in its results to England in promoting her power. 

Mr. HOAR. I have seen it stated repeatedly by persons apparently 
conversant with the subject—I do not know how tlhe facts are—that 
the profits for the last five years upon the capital invested in England 
in the carrying trade would not average more than 2 per cent. ; in other 
words, that it would not attract our capital in so perilous an invest- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART. I thinkthat maybe true. Heretofore our capital 
has been attracted to that industry and remained in it so long as com-. 
petition was possible. In the rivalry between Great Britain and the 
United States for the carrying trade previous to the introduction of 
steam-ships the competition was very severe, and at that time probably 
the profits were not large, but still it employed a large nuinber of 
American seamen, itemployed a large number of American citizens and 
laborers in the construction of ships, and it very much benefited Amer- 
ican commerce, and on the whole it was a great industry. But wecan 
not ask men to engage in this industry against four or five or six mill- 
ion dollars of bounties which England affords with all her advantages. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will yield to me a moment, I should 
like to put ina statement as to the value of the carrying trade of the 
world, which I find in an English work on ‘‘ England’s Supremacy,”’ 
which states that the entire carrying trade of the world—this was 
written in 1885—-was £133,000,000 sterling, of which Great Britain 
took £73, 000,000. 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator mean by that? 

Mr. TELLER. It means the income of the whole carrying trade of 
the world, of which England takes £73, 000,000. 

I find in the same statement that every time that the English ship- 
owner pays to the English seamen £39 the American ship-owner pays 
£95. 

Mr. STEWART. That will not differ materially from the estimate 
I have, which was taken from an English report, of $350,000,000 a year 
as the gross earnings of their carrying trade. 

Mr. TELLER. I would say that this £133,000,000 is intended to 
cover all the carrying trade, showing that Great Britain has more than 
half of it. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I wilisay that since 1860, of the 
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increase of the carrying material, that is, the ships of the world, Great 


Britain has constructed and owns 60 per cent.; she has 60 per cent. of 
the tonnage of all of the ships that have been built in the world during 
the last twenty-eight years. 

Mr. STEWART. AllI desire to say is that I shall vote and con- 
tinne to vote against any little schemes that are not going to accom- 
plish the purpose. Whenever the American people make up their 
minds that they want this carrying trade, it is very easy for Congress 
to give it tothem. It can be obtained if Congress will give American 
ships sufficient discrimination by differential duties. We can recover 
it by making differential duties on goods imported in American bot- 
toms or by granting subsidies. Then we can engage in the a 
carrying trade, but on no other conditions. If ships are brought 
free or even if they are given to us, we can not do it under existing 
conditions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator makes that motion, J wish to 
say that I promised his colleague [Mr. VEst], whom I do not see in his 
seat just at this moment, that he might have an opportunity e put in 
some amendments which he desired to offer this afternoon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He will be here in a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is now 
here, and I understand he desires to offer some amendments. 

Mr. VEST. At the request of some Senators who wish to leave, if 
it is as convenient I will not offer them until Monday. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Cierk, announced that the House had agreed to the of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1931) 
to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a site for a building 
for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
944) increasing the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth G. Scott. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senater from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive ecesion the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes 
P. = the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 14, 1889, at 12 
o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Execulive nominations received by the Senate the 12th day of January, 1889. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Charles Baker, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the district of 
Belfast, in the State of Maine, to succeed Edward Cushing, removed. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 


” George Brinton Wilson, a resident of Maine, to be an assistant sur- 

geon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy existing in that grade. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Pay Department. 

Lieut. Col. William A. Rucker, deputy paymaster-general, to be as- 
sistant paymaster-general with the rank of colonel, December 30, 1888, 
vice McClure, retired from active service. 

Maj. Charles M. Terrell, paymaster, to be deputy paymaster-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, December 30, 1888, vice Rucker, 
promoted. 

Second Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. F. Frank U. Robinson, to be captain, December 28, 
1888, vice O’ Brien, deceased. 

Second Lieut: Alvarado M. Fuller, to be first Veutenant, December 
28, 1888, vice Robinson, promoted. 

Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Capt. Michael Cooney, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be major, December 
28, 1888, vice Spaulding, deceased. 
Ninth Regiment of Cavatry. 
First Lieat. Joseph Garrard, regimental adjutant, to be captain, De- 
cember 10, 1888, vice Cooney, promoted to the Fourth Cavalry. 
Seventh Regiment of Infaniry. 


Capt. Daniel W. Benham, to be major, December 16, 1888, vice Smith, 
promoted to the Eighth Infantry, 





First Lieut. Daniel Robinson, to be captain, December 16, 1888, vice 
Benham, promoted. 
Second Lieut. Lewis D. Greene, to be first lieutenant, December 16, 
1888, vice Robinson, promoted. 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 


Maj. Alfred T. Smith, of the Seventh Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, December 16, 1888, vice Bryant, promo to the Thirteenth 
Infantry. 

Capt. Edgar R. Kellogg, of the Eighteenth Infantry, to be major, 
December 26, 1888, vice Dickey, retired from active service. 
Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Lieut. Col. Montgomery Bryant, of the Eighth Infantry, to be colo- 

nel, December 16, 1888, vice La Motte, deceased. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. Robert F. Bates, to be captain, December 25, 1888, vice 

Kellogg, promoted to the Eighth Infantry. 
_ Lieut. Charles B. Hardin, to be first lieutenant, Dee 
26, 1888, vice Bates, promoted. 

In accordance waitaue an act of Congress approved December 24, 1888, 
I nominate the person herein named for appointment in the Army of 
the United States, with a view to his name being placed on the retired-' 
list of the Army: 

Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh Cavalry, to be colonel 
of cavalry in the Army, January 5, 1889. 

Second Lieut. Charles G. Lyman, of the Fifth Infantry, to be second 
lieutenant in the Second Cavalry, January 7, 1889, with rank in the 
cavalry arm of the service from December 29, 1888, vice Fuller, nom- 
inated for promotion. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


George Moorman, of Louisiana, to be marshal of the United States 
for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice R. B. Pleasants, deceased. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Lawrence R. Davis, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of 
Limestone and State of Alabama, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

John R. Jones, to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of Hemp- 
St ee in the place of Thomas H. Bayless, de- 


Samuel W. Beardslee, to be postmaster at Stratford, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after Jan 1, 1889. 

W. Smith, to be postmaster at Flora, in the county of Clay 
and State of Illinois, in place of Ashley T. Galbraith, whose commission 
ired December 20, 1 
becca Snape, to be ter at Petersb’ 
in the place of Re 


Menard and State of Ill 
commission expired jeder 6, 1889. 

Horace C. Ashton, to be at Flemingsburgh, in the county 
of Fleming and State of entucky, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law,  hanal vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

Francis M. Mumford, to be postmaster at Bayou Sara, in the parish 
of West Feliciana and State of Louisiana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1889. 

Thomas F. Turner, to be postmaster at Waldoborough, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Maine, in the place of Samuel L. Miller, whose 


commission expires January 7, 1889. 
ter at Ironwood, in the county oe 


, in the county of 
Snape, whose 


George F. Kelley, to be postmaster 
Gogebec and State of Michigan, the appointment of a 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on ‘an 
after January 9, 1889. 


Daniel E. Soper, to be at Newaygo, in the county of 


Ne and State of Mi the appointment of a postmaster for 
the sax office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Margaret G. Davis, to be postmaster at Biloxi, in the county of Har- 
rison and State of es aay deg appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, me vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 


Francis M. Setzer, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of Gen- 
try and State of Missouri, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Jan- 


Thos: a Oe ee ee 
ws Territory ontana, appointment of a postmaster for 
the said ee ee ee 
after October 1, 1 

on emi baton to be 


at Tuscarora, in the tounty of 
of Nevada, 


appointment of a postmaster for the said 
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office a by law, become vested in the President on and after Jan- 
uary 1, , 

Benjamin F. Sonnanstine, to be postmaster at Wadsworth, in the 
county of Medina and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

John J. Carbine, to be postmaster at Olyphant, in the county of 
Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1889. 

J. Herbert Gormley, to be postmaster at Parkesburgh, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

Harry B. i to be at Punxsutawney, in the county 
of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by Jaw, become vested in the President 
on after October 1, 1888. 

Labanah Townsen, to be postmaster at Apollo, in the county of Arm- 
strong and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

John A. Turley, to be postmaster at Athens, in the county of McMinn 
and State of Tennessee, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Sylvester S. Munger, to be postmaster at Lampasas, in the county 
of Lampasas and State of Texas, in the place of Sylvester S. Munger, 
whose commission expires January 30, 1889. 

Mary E. Farish, to be postmaster at Farmersville, in the county of 
Collin and State of Texas, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Jan- 
uary 1, 1889. 

James W. McCabe, to be postmaster at Chilton, in the county of 
Calumet and State of Wisconsin, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. , 

Dennis J. Brannen, to be postmaster at Flagstaff, in the county of 
Yavapai and Territory of Arizona, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Henry T. Gordon, to be postmaster at Morrillton, in the county of 
Conway and State of Arkansas, the appointmentofa postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

William B. Lemoyne, to be postmaster at Dardanelle in the county 
of Yell and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

William J. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Russellville, in the county 
of Pope and State of Arkansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Allen W. Thompson, to be postmaster at Ukiah, in the county of 
Mendocino and State of California, in the place of Allen W. Thompson, 
whose commission expired December 22, 1888. 

John B. Heilman, to be postmaster at Monte Vista, in the county of 
Rio Grande and State of Colorado, the appointment of a postmaster for 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

George L. Baker, to be r at Britton, in the county of 
Marshall and Territory of ota, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

Ole Shager, to be postmaster at Parker, in the county of Turner 
and Territory of Dakota, in the place of John J. Cutter, whose com- 
mission on January 15, 1889. 

Charles E. Allen, to be postmaster at Tampa, in the county of Hills- 
borough and State of Florida, in the place of William N. Conoley, 


resigned. 

Samuel B. Thompson, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Florida, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Stephen C. Weaver, to be postmaster at Daytona, in the county of 
Volusia and State of Florida, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Herman Krause, to be postmester at Hailey, in the county of Alturas 
and Territory of Idaho, in the place of J. Guy Hammer, resi } 

John B. Chesebrough, to be postmaster at Kentland, in the coun 
of Newton and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Alvin J. Kitt, to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county of New- 


rs 


nn 


ton and State of Indiana, the appointmentof a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Jan- 
uary 1, 1889. 

Lotta E. Smith, to be postmaster at Union City, in the county of 
Randolph and State of Indiana, in the place of Jessie F. Kuby, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1888. 

James E. Latchem, to be postmaster at Montezuma, in the county 
of Powesheik and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Seth Smith, to be postmaster at Manning, in the county of Carroll 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Emanuel M. Funk, resigned. 

Samuel W. Summers, to be postmaster at Clarion, in the county of 
Wright and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

James A. Totton, to be postmaster at Griswold, in the county of 
Cass and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Charles L. Burke, to be postmaster at Argentine, in the county of 
Wyandotte and State of Kansas, the appointment of s postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Samuel Clark, to be postmaster at Baxter Springs, in the county of 
Cherokee and State of Kansas, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Mrs. Clara L. Nichols, to be postmaster of Fort Leavenworth, in the 
county of Leavenworth and State of Kansas, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1889. 

Mrs. Edwina Suddath, to be postmaster at Natchitoches, in the par- 
ish of Natchitoches and State of Louisiana, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1889. 

Edgar N. Nash, to be pastmaster at Newton Highlands, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after January 1, 1889. 

Henry L. Patrick, to be postmaster at Hopedale, in the county of 
Worcester and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

Franklin H. Raymond, to be postmaster at Athol Centre, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, the appointment ofa postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

John F. Robinson, to be postmaster at Vineyard Haven, in the county 
of Dukes and State of Massachusetts, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

Charles H. Stacy, to be postmaster at West Newton, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Charles H. Stacy, 
whose commission expires January 30, 1889. 

Julia E. Seeley, to be postmaster at Great Barrington, in the county 
of Berkshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Julia E. Seeley, 
whose commission expires January 27, 1889. 

Frank E. Wright, to be postmaster at Lynn, in the county of Essex 
and Stateof Massachusetts, in the place of William E. Parker, whose 
commission expires January 30, 1889. 

Mrs. Theresa A. Parker, to be postmaster at Presque Isle, in the 
county of Aroostook and State of Maine, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1889. 

Myron B. Brooks, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county of 
Barry and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by Jaw, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Eugene W. Burkhart, to be postmaster at Fowlerville, in the county 
of Livingston and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

Jeremiah Drennan, to be postmaster at Wyandotte, in the county of 
Wayne and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Frank G. Rice, to be postmaster at Benton Harbor, in the county of 
Berrien and State of Michigan, in the place of Hattie B. Riford, whose 
commission expires January 30, 1889. 

Henry S. Wyman, to be postmaster at Morenci, in the county of Len- 
awee and State of Michigan, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Andrew J. Sturgis, to be postmaster at Crystal Springs, in the county 
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of Copiah and State of Mississippi, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1859. 

Edward McSorley, to be postmaster at Boulder Valley, in the county 
of Jefferson and Territory of Montana, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after January 1, 1889. 

Charles Tayloe, to be postmaster at Great Falls, in the county of Cas- 
cade and Territory of Montana, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become veste2 in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

John Schreiner, to be postmaster at Wickes, in the county of Jeffer- 
son and Territory of Montana, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
xaid office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Patrick Burns, to be postmaster at Raritan, in the county of Somer- 
set and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
Jaauary 1, 1889. 

William Carpenter, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Hunterdon and Stave of New Jersey, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1859. 

William B. French, to be postmaster at Woodstown, in the county 
of Salem and State of New ye ersey, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

Samuel P. Harned, to be postmaster at Wood bridge, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of New Jersey, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

Leroy L, Brinkley, to be postmaster at Edenton, in the county of 
Chowan and State of North Carolina, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

George Baker, to be postmaster at Philmont, in the county of Colum- 
bia and State of New York, the appointment of s postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

John J. Byrne, to be postmaster at Flatbush, in the county of Kings 
and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Jan- 
uary 1, 1889. 

Sarah A. Granger, to be postmaster at Clifton Springs, in the county 
of Ontario and State of New York, in the place of Sarah A. Granger, 
whose commission expires February 7, 1889. 

George E. Plitt, to be postmaster at College Point, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Alfred F. Wilmott, to be postmaster at Whitestone, in the county of 
Queens and State of New York, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

John W. Davis, to be postmaster at New Richmond, in the county 
of Clermont and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Joseph V. Lawler, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county of 
Carrollton and State of Ohio, the appointment of a ter for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Louis L. Lotze, to be postmaster at Girard, in the county of Trum- 
bull and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the Presidenton and after Jan- 
nary 1, 1889, 

Azel Pierce, to be postmaster at Camden, in the county of Preble 
and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President on and after January 
1, 1889. 

Franklin P. Smith, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the ee ot 
Richland and State of Ohio, the appointment of a for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
January 1, 1889. 

Roscoe C. North, to be postmaster at Selin’s Grove, in the county of 
Snyder and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of George R. Hen- 
dricks, whose commission expires January 26, 1889. 

Eva R. Weistling, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county of 
Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Eva R. Weistling, 
Whose commission expired January 11, 1888, 

©. G. Goodman, to be postmaster at in the county of Orange 
and State of Texas, in the place of Henry T. Davis, deceased. 

Ransom S. Dudley, to be postmaster at Pulaski City, in the county 
of Pulaski and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for 


the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889, 


William H, Fary, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county of 


King William and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after January 1, 1889. 

Edward B. Yancey, to be postmaster at South Boston, in the county 
of Halifax and State of Virginia, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after January 1, 1889. 

Frederick B. Phelps, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the county of 
Grant and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Theodore A. Burr, whose 
commission expired December 20, 1888. 


CONSUL. 


Henry W. Beckwith, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Bermuda, vice Charles M. Allen, deceased. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 4, 1889. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Howard Ellis, of Ridgewood, N. J., to be consul of the United States 
at Rotterdam. 


POSTMASTER. 
Mrs. M. W. Morrow, to be postmaster at Abilene, in the county of 
Taylor and State of Texas. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 12, 1889. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Inspector-General’s Department. 


Capt. Peter D. Vroom, of the Third Cavalry, to be inspector-general, 
with the rank of major. 


Judge-Advocate-General’s Department. 
Capt. Edward Hunter, of the First Cavalry, to be judge-advocate, 
with the rank of major. 
Capt. George B. Davis, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be judge-advocate, 
with the rank of major. 
Quartermaster's Department. 
First Lieut. Robert Craig, of the Fourth Artillery, to be assistant 
quartermaster, with the rank of captain. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
Lieut. Col. David R. Clendenin, of the Third Cavalry, to be colonel. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. 


Maj. John J. Upham, of the Fifth Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel. 
First Lieut. James Allen, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Thomas B. Dugan, to be first lieutenant. 


Fifth Regiment of Cavairy. 
Capt. Gerald Russell, of the Third Cavalry, to be major. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Samuel T. Leavy, of Kentucky, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Yankton agency in Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 12, 1889. 


‘The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Miu.purn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the , transmitting the eleventh number of the statistical ab- 
stract by the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

OLEOMARGARINE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, with a letter from the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, a draught and recommending its passage, of a bill 

of the oleomargarine act; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 
DEFICIENCY ESTIMATES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of appropria- 
‘tions for the fiscal year 1689 and for prior ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ered to be printed. 


SCHOONER E. ©. ALLEN. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 








the Navy of an appropriation to pay the owner of the schooner E. C. 
Allen for injuries sustained by collision with the United States 
ship Constellation; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

PIERRE ZERIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Navy of an appropriation to pay Pierre Zeria for injuries sustained 
while employed on the United States steamer Quinnebaug; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITS, NEW YORK HARBOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
War of an appropriation for the prevention of injurious deposits in the 
waters of New York Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE-COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting thesecond annual report of the Interstate- 
Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

PALVAREDO GRANT, NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, a supplemental report of the surveyor-general 
for New Mexico, on private land claim No. 131, known as the Palvaredo 
grant; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

DISMISSED CASES, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of cases dismissed by 
the court for want of jurisdiction, under the provisions of the Bowman 
act; whieh was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. SPRIGGS BELT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings 
of fact and opinion of the court in the case of S. Spriggs Belt, admin- 


istrator, vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee | 


on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


OVERTON HOTEL COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings 
of fact and opinion of the court in the case of the Overton Hotel Com- 

ny ts. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on 

ar Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES HARVEY DENNIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 


ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings 
of fact and opinion of the court in the case of James Harvey Dennis vs. 
The United States; which wasreferred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MADISON FEMALE INSTITUTE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings 
of fact and opinion of the court in the case of the Madison Female In- 
stitute vs. The United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ALFRED B. CARTER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 
fact and opinion of the court in the case of Alfred B. Carter vs. The 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE M. BARBOUR ET AL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 
fact in the following cases: George M. Barbour, Cornelius Phezing, Sid- 
ney Ballard, Philip Shearer, Christian Esterday, J. J. Bailey, R. D. 
Frayser, administrator of Fletcher Lane; Ed. Tarry, administrator of 
May 8. Hunt; C. C. Farrar, administrator G. W. Smith; and John D. 
Cunningham, administrator C. 8. Cunningham, vs. The United States; 
—— referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR, AND RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the report of the George- 
town Barge, Dock, Elevator, and Railroad Company, prepared in com- 
pliance with the act incorporating said company; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


SUPREME COURT DECISIONS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1860) to 
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amend section 683 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, with 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. LANHAM. Iask unanimous consent that the House concur 
in the Senate amendments. I desire to state that when I called this 
bill up for concurrence a few days ago the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Blount] submitted objection to its consideration. Since that 
time he has withdrawn that objection, and consents that the bill shall 
be considered. I ask to have read a letter explanatory of the objec- 
tion which the gentleman from Georgia urged. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Georgia has given his consent to 
the consideration of the bill, but has the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER]? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. That is about to be ascertained. 

ot REED. We sort of missed something this morning. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length for information. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent that a brief letter from 
the Supreme Court Reporter be read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to reserve the right to object until we can 
have this measure explained. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will cheerfully make the explanation. 

Mr. BURROWS. The rules, I believe, provide for the disposition 
which is to be made of Senate amendments, and we had better con- 
form to the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, then, will be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. , 

Mr. LANHAM. I hopethegentleman will notdemandthat. Iask 
unanimous consent that the bill be permitted to remain on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Michigan to give me his 
attention for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has objected. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand he has, but I desire a moment if the 
Chair will allow me. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] This bill simply 
relates to supplying certain courts with sets of the Supreme Court de- 
cisions—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand that perfectly, but we had better 
| proceed under the rule. 

Mr. LANHAM. I ask, then, to non-coneur in the Senate amend- 
ments. Will the gentleman agree to that? 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill with the Senate amendments will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 








MARITIME CANAL COMPANY OF NICARAGUA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1305) to in- 
corporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, returned from the 
Senate with disagreement to the House amendments and asking for a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The request for conference was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Should it not go to a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. It is a Senate bill. The House 
adopted certain amendments which are disagreed to by the Senate, 
and it has reached that stage at which it is privileged, and a confer- 
ence has been asked. The Chair will appoint as managers on the part 
of the House the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. CLARDY, the gentle- 
man from Maryland, Mr. RAYNER, and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. O’ NEILL. 

Mr. MAISH. LIobject. I believe that it ought first go to a com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. It has reached a stage where a gentleman may 
move to recede from the amendments on the part of the House. The 
bill is now open to nothing else. 

Mr. MAISH. I understand that the Senate has struck out most of 
these amendments, and must not the bill, when it comes back here, 
first go to the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. Oh,no. The Senate has disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the House, and the bill has reached that stage where, under 
the rule, it is privileged. The Senate has asked for a conference. 

EUROPEAN GOVERNMENTS AND INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 

The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House joint resolution (S. R. 122) 
declaring the sense of the Government of the United States in respect of 
the connection of European governments with interoceanic canals at the 
Isthmus of Darien and in Centra] America; which was read afirstand sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORT OF THE NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion that the report of the National Academy of Sciences for the year 
1887, with its appendices, be printed in the usual octavo form, and that 
1,000 copies of the report and memoirs be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 2,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,500 
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for the use of the Academy of Sciences; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
FLAGS FOR INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate res- 
olution: 


MES. ELIZABETH G. SCOTT. 


The SPEAKER. The ——- from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] cal's 
up the bill the title of which has just been read, and upon which the 
previous question has been ordered by the House. 

Mr. ——— I desire to raise the question of consideration against 
that bill. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘Thegentleman from Indiana[Mr. Matson] raises 
the question of consideration. The question is, Will the House pro- 
ceed to consider the bill the title of which has just been read ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the title be again read. 

The Clerk again read the title of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the bill will be read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to ask for the reading 
of the bill? If it is, I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. Itisinorder. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 






















ly THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STates, January 10, 1889, 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to uest the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate joint resolution (H. . 246) authoriz- 


ing the Secretary of War to loan tothe committee on inaugural ceremonies flags, 
etc 


The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the Clerk will be directed 
to return the resolution to the Senate. ° 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr. WILBER (on request of Mr. Morritr), for ten days, on account 
of important business, 


To Mr. LarHam, for this day, on account of sickness, tungion’d tek Massie te peuee am Mie paacumea beatae te tee Neeieeone 
To Mr. CARLETON, for this day, on account of sickness in his family. | and provisions of the pe laws, thoname cf Goodale Scott, widow 
To Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for three days. 


of Robert N. Scott, deceased, late lieutenant-colonel Third United States Artil- 
lery, at the rate of 0 per montp, in lieu of the amount now received by law. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of this bill? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. : 

Mr. STEELE. I ask fora division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 63. 

Mr. MATSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 43 members voting therefor. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 68, not vote 
ing 113; as follows: 


To Mr. WicKHAM (on requestof Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor), on account 

of sickness. 
HOUR OF ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit the following, and ask for its adoption: 

Resolved, That the order made on the lith day of May, 1888, providing that 
the session of the House shall close each day at 5 o'clock, be, and the same is 
hereby, rescinded. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that a report from the Committee on Rules? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Where does it come from? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL ] offers it. 


YEAS—122. 

Mr. DINGLEY. For what purpose? Adams, Davis, Laidlaw, Scull, 

The eRe For one The gentleman asks the immedi- — ——. Dee? —- Seymour, 
ate consideration of the resolution. teen, Ree ~— ‘er, T ; Shines 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. Atkinson, Felton, — Spinola, 

; i i er, N. n . . ° 
: co ganna The objection comes from that side of the House, Baker, li. Flood, Mani nal 4, 5 inger 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to offer the resolution for reference | Bingham, Fuller, Mason, Stephenson, 
to the Committee on Rules. eee, a. McClammy, an vs 

Mr. RANDALL, Then I offer it for reference to the Committee on | Boothman, — MoUormnick, aon 
Rules, and demand the regular order. vr Boutelle, Gost, Mewenne, a » B., gale 

Mr.SPRINGER. Will the gentleman yield to me to ask unanimous Waen, * aerate, 0 Ss Does 
consent to have a substitute for the Territorial bill printed, in order — ae Seca MeShene?” —— 3 
that it may be ready for the action of the House on Tuesday next, on | Browne, Ind. Grout, Milliken, Thompson, Cal. 
which day, immediately after the reading of the Journal, I shall call een Ohio = =, — Fen A -. 
up the South Dakota bill? Saleen. ang Newton, — 

Mr. REED. That is, you will if some gentleman does not object? | Burrows, Henderson, Il. . O’Donnell, Vandever, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, if some gentleman does not object; but the Sewer, meme ptt name _ 
bill will be the regularorder. ~ Gemvah Hires, oom, Women, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- | Catchings, Holmes, Patton, Weber, 
DALL] has demanded the regular order. eile Hopkin ™. Payson, West, 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I call up Senate bill No. 944, to in- | Cosswells Hopkin Va. Petera.” Whiting: Mich. 
crease the pension of Mrs. Scott, which is the regular order. Cooper, Hopkins, N. Y. Phelps, Wilkinson, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the tation of the sub- | Cox, ol wee 
stitute for the Territorial bill as proposed by the gentleman from Ili- | Gyn *ings Sooo, —” — 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER], in order that it may be printed? Cutcheon, ° Kelley, Rowell, Yoder, 

Mr. SAWYER. I object. poem, Kennedy, een an. Yost. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, how many times must the regular | Daventort’ Le Follett, Soot: 
order be called ? NAYS—68. 

The SPEAKER. Only once. Landes, Penington, 

Mr. BURROWS, I demanded it some time ago. on, Davidso: Lanham, Perry, 

Mr. COX. I beg my friend from Michigan [Mr. BuRROws] to allow | Anderson, Il Davidson, Fla. Latham, Richardson, 
this bill to be printed. Benkbend, ery, Lynch, a 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us proceed under the rule. Bland, Elliott, Martin, Sayers, 

Mr. COX. I think the gentleman from Michigan will withdraw his | Blount, . Matson, Stewart, Tex. 
objection. oe = seoreeey’ ' on oy 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to withdraw it. Bynum, Hall, McRae, Stone, Ky. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I will state to the House that the bill to which I are, Mills, —— o 
have veferred—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! ’’] a Habeas SEaUAEy, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The gentleman | Gcinvan, Howard, Morrill, Turner, Ga, 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] calls up, as a privileged matter, the bill | Cowles, Teen 8S Snes lea we ation 
the title of wae will be read. Se = Peel Wile, W Va. 

™ Clerk - as follows: wen vounse. in. 

A bill (8, 944) inereasing the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth G. Scott, Allen, Miss. Brumm, Collins, Gaines, 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker—— ; ae ——> Compton, a. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] is | Biton.’ Butler, : Gor, ’ 
recognized. D Campbell, F., N.¥. Dibble, Granger, 

Mr. WEAVER. I merely want to say that I have refrained from | Bayne, ee ey — ee 
making parliamentary motions this morning because I have been wait- . Senien ee "Brmentrout, Heard, 
ing for the report from the Committee on Rules of the resolution which | Bowen, Cannon, Fisher, et : 
- just been offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and referred | Breckinridge, Ark. Carlton, meen Henderson’ NG, 

thateommittee. That is why lam not making motions now. [Laugh- | Brower, ILB.. Va. Clemen’ , Herbert, ° 
on} Brown, it.Wa Cockran, French Hitt, 
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Hogg, McCullogh, Pugsley, Tarsney, 
Hovey, Merriman, ieeuen Thomas, Il. 
Hudd, Morgan, Reed, Thompson, Ohio 
Hutton, Morse, Robertson, Turner, 
Johnston, Ind, Neal, Rockwell, ashin 

e3, Nelson, Romeis, te, 
Kean, Nichols, Rowland, . White, N.Y. 
Kerr, orwood, Ryan, Whiting, Mass, 
Laffoon, oe Sawyer, Whitthorne, 
Laird, O'Neill, Pa. Seney, Wie : 
-Lee, O'Neill, Mo, , Shaw, Wilber, 
Lind, Outhwaite, ns, Ww 
Lyman, Parker, Smith, Wise. 
Maffett, Phelan, » 
Mahoney, Pidecock, Sowden, 
McAdoo, Plumb, er, 


So the House determined to proceed with the consideration of the 
bill. 


Mr. RANDALL. I moves todispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

The Clerk read the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The pairs will now be announced. 

The following members were announced as paired until further 
notice on all political questions: 

. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Gorr. 

. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. GUENTHER. 
. ForD with Mr. THomas H. B. BROWNE. 

. BURNES with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 
. GRANGER with Mr. RocKWELL. 

. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BUTLER. 

. JONES with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

. McSHANE with Mr. Latrp. 

. FORNEY with Mr. WILBER. 

. CARLTON with Mr. WIcKHAM. 

. COCKRAN with Mr. Hirt. 

. SNYDER with Mr. BowEn. 

Mr. Wisk with Mr. Joun R. Brown. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. SPINoLA with Mr. Wuire, of New York. 

The following members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. DuNHAM. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr, SowDEN with Mr, De LANo. 

The following members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. NutTrine. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iam announced as paired with my colleague from 
Brooklyn (Mr. WHtre], but that pair applies to political questions 
only, not to a question of this character, because in such a case as this 
he would vote the same way I have voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to know whether any time is fixed as the 
limit of debate on this bill. 

Mr. STEELE. The order allows fifteen minutes on each side. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes are allowed for debate—fifteen 
minutes on each side. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] 
will be recognized to control the time in support of the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I have nodesire to debate the billif there is nosuch 
desire on the other side. I reserve my time. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I have opposed the consideration of 
this bill, noton account of any personal feeling toward this claimant, 
for when the bill came from the Committee on Pensions I did not know 
who she was; but one strong reason with me for opposing the consid- 
eration of the bill was because in this way the bill is taken out from 
among a number of other bills similarly situated on the Calendar, and 
is allowed a preference over others which I think are, to say the least, 
equally meritorious. This bill is certainly no more meritorious than 
eighteen others which are situated just as it has been for a number of 
months, I will go further, and say that I believe it is the least meri- 
torious of these measures. 

As I understand this report, the main reason, the reason so strongly 
urged by the Committee on Pensions in indorsing this lady’s applica- 
tion for an increase of pension, is based upon the services of her hus- 
band in a civil capacity as a clerk in the War Department. 

Mr. STEELE. My will allow me to correct him. Colonel 
Scott was a Army 0} 

Mr. MATSON. I Sallesstand that; and I see the report states the 
fact that he served during the war. 

Mr. STEELE. He serve through the war, and died in the serv- 
ice of the Government. 


Mr. MATSON. But the Committee on Pensions of the Senate, and 


the House Committee on Pensions, indorsing the Senate report, lay great 


stress on the fact that he rendered distinguished services to the Gov- 
ernment in compiling the war records. 


Mr.STEELE. As an officer of the Army—lieutenant-colonel of the 
Third Artillery. 


Mr. MATSON. Of course; but those were civil services. I say, Mr. 
Speaker, that among a number of bills on our Calendar in which: an 


of pension is asked for widows on account of the services of 
























their husbands this stands alone, being the only case in which stress 
is laid on the civil service of the husband. The passage of this meas- 
ure will constitute a very dangerous precedent for this House; and for 
that reason, if for no other, I think the bill ought not to pass. While 
I have no sort of antipathy to this lady, while I know nothing about 
her, while I did not know until a few moments ago who she is or 
what have been her relations to other persons—I am quite sure that 
upon this principle this bill ought not to pass; and it certainly ought 
not to be accorded the extraordinary privilege of being taken out from 
among other measures providing for cases where soldiers have rendered 
distinguished service on the field of battle. 

Mr. STEELE. Will my colleague allow me a question? 

Mr. MATSON. Certainly. 

Mr. STEELE. Do you understand that this widow is now drawing 
@ pension ? 

Mr. MATSON. I so understand. 

Mr. STEELE. How, then, does she get a pension, unless because of 
the service of her husband, and his death as the result of such service? 

Mr. MATSON. Ido not question, of course, the proposition that 
he was an Army officer. 

Mr. STEELE. But unless his death was the result of his military 
service his widow could not have obtained a pension. 

Mr. MATSON. I amaware that he wasin the Army from 1857, that 
he died while an officer in the Army, and that his widow is now draw- 
ing @ pension. 

Mr. STEELE. Because he died as the result of his service; other- 
wise she could not have obtained a pension. 

Mr. MATSON. Of course the pension must have been granted be- 
cause of his service; but this is a proposition to give her a pension above 
that allowed to the widows of other officers of similar rank 

Mr. STEELE. Because he was wounded in the service—was worn 
out in the service, and because her father also was worn out in the 
service, and she is a poor widow with five daughters. Thatis why the 
House determined to give her a pension. 

Mr. MATSON. The House has not yet determined to give hera pen- 
sion, though I apprehend from the vote that has been taken on the con- 
sideration of the bill that it will do so. I wish, however, to warn the 
House, in view particularly of the manner in which this bill has been 
placed before it, and in view also of thereport of the Senate committee, 
that the passage of this measure would furnish a very dangerous prece- 
dent for pensioning persons on account of civil service, not on account 
of military service. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. If noother gentlemen desires to address the House, 
the question is on the passage of the biil. 

Mr. STEELE. I will simply ask to have the report read. I want 
to disabuse the mind of the House of the idea that this woman is re- 
ceiving a pension on account of the civil service of her husband; for 
such is not the fact. Her father, General Casey —— 

Mr. MATSON. I have not stated that this widow is now drawing a 
pension on account of civil service of her husband. I admit that she 
is drawing a pension as the widow of an Army officer; but this appli- 
cation, to Congress for an increase of her pension is based upon the idea 
of civil service rendered by her husband in the War Department as 
compiler of the war records. 

Mr. STEELE. The report will show whether that statement is cor- 
rect or not. Before the report is read I wish to state—I do not know 
whether the report states the fact—that this lady is the daughter of 
General Casey who compiled the ‘‘ Tactics.’’ 

Mr. MACDONALD. Was a pension allowed to her by the Pension 
ent? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 


The committee recommend that the bill pass, and adopt the report of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Pensions as follows: 

The late Robert N. Scott, lieutenant-colonel Third Artillery, entered the serv- 
ice as second lieutenant February 21, 1857. During the war of the rebellion he 
was transferred to the Adjutant-General’s department, rendering service therein 
and in the field, which was rewarded by two brevets and honorable mention in 
general orders. After the war he served as aide-de-camp on the staff of Gen- 
eral Halleck until 1872; professor of military science and tactics at Faribault, 
Minn., until 1873; commander of his battery until 1877; and from that date un- 
til his death, in 1887, he was e 





ed in the compilation and publication cf the 
official records of the Union and Confederate armies, Added to these duties he 
was, during 1877 and ards, variously employed in the compilation of Army 
regulations, as secretary to a Con ional commission on the reorganization of 
the Army, and as a member of the Army Regulations Board. 

The work of compiling and publishing the records of the Union and Confed- 
erate armies, on which Colonel Scott was engaged during the last ten years of 
his life, was probably the most involved and difficult ever imposed upon a mili- 
tary compiler. To cull and arrange out of the confused and sometimes chaotic 
mass of Union and Confederate reports a full, just, and intelligible history of 
events, and omitting therefrom the vast body of superfluous or irrelevant ma- 
terial, required industry, patience, and methodic intelligence of the highest 
order. T qualities Colonel Scott manifestly possessed, for his labors rc- 
ceived the highest commendation of his superiors and military critics at home 
and ab He prosecuted the work with a zeal which su enthusiasm, 
and amounted to an utter absorption of time and faculty, for during all these 

ears it is certified that he never took a holiday, nor spared time for a mid-day 
lunch ; and that when the office was closed he carried papers home with him, and 
remained engaged on them, as a habit, until after midnight. This continuous 
labor, without recreation, wore out hisstrength until, when he was attacked by 
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a slight cold, he had no vitality to resist it and died. Surgeon O'Reilly, of the 
Army, who was for years his physician, states : 

“| look on his death as being as much caused by his entire devotion to the 
Government service as though he had been killed in battle.” 

Services of a quasi extra-official character like these by Colonel Scott, and of 
equal difficulty and importance, performed through a series of years and with 
80 total a disregard of the limitations of prudence and duty, are not compen- 
gated for by re pay and allowances. Nor, while the country neither exacts 
nor desires of its agents unreasonable service, can it afford to allow patriotic 
sexcrificee to go unrecognized. It is plain that this officer, in his enthusiastic de- 
votion to duty, the performance of which he felt could neither be nor 
delayed, went down to his grave before his time, depriving the country of supe- 
rior talents especially trained, and prematurely removing from his family their 
protection and sapport. The committee, having just appreciation of Colonel 
Scott's labors, and believing that excessive devotion toduty is not likely togrow 
into a habitse common as to become a burdensome precedent, think it reagon- 
able that the pénsion to his widow should, as asked, be increased to the mod- 
erate sum of $30 per month; and they recommend the passageof the bill tothat 
end. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to call the attention of every friend of 
pension legisiation on this floor to the fact that the bill now pending 
is a proposition to increase the rate of pension to the widow of a de- 
ceased soldier of the grade of lieutenant-colonel from $30 to $50 per 
month. 

{ want to say to my colleagues on this side of the Chamber, from 
whom much will be expected by the men who saved this Government, 
during the coming Congress, that there is only one bed-rock of prin- 
ciple upon which we ean stand, and stand successfully, and that is to 
give equal pensions for like disabilities. This pension proposes to 
trample under foot every principle that is vital to our national life. 
It proposes to create a favored class of citizenship, and as one member 
upon this floor, having taken a solemn oath to support the Constitution 
of the United States, I will not cast my vote for a law which must, if 
it shall become a law and remain in force, have the effect to trample 
under foot the very fandamental principle upon which the whole s"- 
perstructure of this Government of the people is erected, and that is, 
Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, equality of citizenship be- 
fore the law. 

it is said, Mr. Speaker, that this bill ought to pass because of the 
faithful services the distinguished soldier rendered to the country. I 
ask if it is not true that when a boy is sent to the Military Academy 
at West Point he issent there to be educated by the people for a special 
purpose, aud that purpose he is required te subserve even to yielding 
up his life, if mecessary, in defense of his country. That is the first 
duty of a soldier. 

Now it is claimed that this man did hisduty, Isay, gentlemen, that 
he could have done no less than do his full and complete duty, because 
he had been educated by the Government for that special purpose, and 
he had taken a solemn oath that he would perform that service. 

Again, gentlemen, I call yourattention to one other singular fact, and 
thai is this: That.the leader on the Democratic side of the House, the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, my colleague, Colonel 
MATSON, of Indiana, as well as the leading member on this side of the 
House on that same committee, Mr. MORRILL, of Kansas, have voted 
against the passage of the pending bill. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House, has called attention 
to the iact that to pass the pending bill would be to set a most danger- 
ous precedent, and I therefore appeal to the deliberate judgment of my 
colleagues on this side of the House whether they can afford to vote to 
increase a pension when that pension has already been granted to the 
full extent of the law, and when there are scores of thousands of the 
widows of our eomrades in the North living in penury and want who 
are not pensioned at all. Isay, sir, we must be just before we attempt 
to be generous, and I hope this bill will not 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration proposes 
what my friend who has just taken his seat has indicated, and that 
is, to do justice to the survivors of a brave and gallant officer of the 
Union Army. They do not come here as mere suppliants for aid, but 
they come here asking that justice may be done to them, upon the same 
basis and upon the same principle that all others have come who have 
asked for and received assistance in the same direction. This officer 
performed all his duties as a braveand gallant Union officer, and no one 
will question that fact. The mere statement that two-thirds of the 
members of the Committee on Invalid Pensions are opposed to it is only 
evidence of the fact that through some prejudice those gentlemen are 
opposed to the principle involved in this bill and becanse it does not 
cover something which they desire to accomplish. Now, sir, I will go 
as far as any member upon this floor to oppose the creation of a civil 
pension list. No legislation of that character can ever receive my vote 
as a member of Congress. Bug in a case like this, where simple justice 


is asked in behalf of the survivors of a gallant and faithful officer of 


the Army, I as one member on this side of the House shall give it my 
vote, 

I trust, therefore, what my friend from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] states 
will be looked at with reference to the t of view from w he 
speaks. It will be remembered thatdu this entire Congress he has 
been incessant in his opposition to acertain class of pension cases, want- 
ing to bring up the private to the same plane with the officer, which the 
law does not permit. If the lawallowed it I would goas far as the gen- 
tieman or any other member of the House, but when the law stands 
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in the way I am going to do the best I can under the circumstances, 


and therefore shall give my vote in favor of those who in my belief, for 


their gallant and faithful services, are entitled on a fair consideration 


of their case to the same increase of pension which has been granted 
in other cases of a similar character. 


and this increase of pension will be granted to the heirs of this gallant 
officer. 


I hope the bill will be passed 


Suppose he was educated at the expense of the Government. So 
Grant, Sherman, and Sheri- 


dan were educated at the expense of the Government, and so, too, were 


all the officers who now command the Army of the United States ed- 


ucated at the expense of the Government. They have done their duty; 


and so did Colonel Scott. After he retired from the Army, after he had 
served —— 


Mr. STEELE. He did not retire. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, I do not mean that; but after he had served 
through the entire war be was detailed to other duties. After the 
close of the late war I know myself of hundreds of brave and gallant 
officers who went out of the service and entered the ordinary pursuits 
of civil life. Should that fact debar them from recognition by the 
Government for services rendered during the war? Why, that should 
be to their credit, it seems to me, and because Colonel Scott was de- 
tailed to other duty that should not be urged against him as a reason 
why his heirs ought not to receive a common act of justice at our 
hands. 

I hope the bill will pass. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CHEADLE] in regard to this character of legislation. I under- 


stand, although the bill now before us does not so state, that the 


widow of this officer already receives the same pension which the 
widows of other officers of like grade in the service receive. If this 
officer suffered any extraordinary disability while in the service there 
is no evidence before the committee or the House to show it. What- 
ever his services may have been to the Government since the war they 
were not different in their character from cme gear ee by a large 
number of other officers now on the civil list; , as the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions says, the passage of this bill will 
be the recognition of a civil service as the foundation for the claim for 
nsions. 

P put there is another thing to which I wish to call the attention of 
the House, and it is that, while it is trne this officer did perform val- 
uable services, of a character similar to those done by the civil officers 
of the Government, he has during the whole of his lifetime received a 
large remuneration for his services from the Government, or at least 
he has received quite a considerable pay, and it was his duty to his 
family out of that pay to have saved something for them. We ought 
not to provide against a lack of prudence on the part of public officers 
who fal to make suitable provision for their families from the money 
received for their public services. The passage of this bill will be an 
inducement to every civil or military officer of the Government to make 
no’ provision out of his current for the care of his family after 
his death, and hence I do not think the bill ea 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House give me its at- 
tention for a few moments, so that it will understand what is a fact, 
that this bill sets no precedent, as has been alleged by my colleague 
from Indiana. There are now the wives of a t+ many captains and 
of majors and lientenant-colonels on the roll drawing pensions at the 
rate of $50 a month where the services rendered were not so distin- 
guished as in the case of the husband of this lady, nor so distinguished 
as were the services of her father. 

A Memprr. Who was the father of this lady? 

Mr. STEELE. General Casey, whocompiled our Tactics. I say that 
the services of her husband and father were meritorious in a marked 
degree; and hence, in view of the fact I have already stated as to the 
widows of other distinguished officers being on the pension-roll at the 
rate specified, there can be no question of eee cars ted here. 
She was left with five daughters in a cond of destitution, and her 
a ee ee Se en ee: a te 

Talk of precedents! Are we going to allow these people to go e€ 
poor-house or to live on $25 a month because of that Pang, om 

of the nation is to in their behalf when we have 
an overflowing Treasury? ‘Talk of dangerous legislation! Why, there 
is no more legislation than that which its us to come 
as we did last night and pass bill after bill which the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions saw preper to report to the House, with only a dozen 
or two of members. 


Mr. MATSON. The gentleman has evidently not read the Recorp 
of last night’s 


 geryon 
Mr. STEEL I did not; bat I supposed that the usual course was 
pursued, and that dozens of these bills were Now, I am not op- 


— to any class of pension legislation. On the contrary, as is well 
nown here, I favor ions. 
Mr. B 


E, of Kentucky. Was not the gentleman here 
T was not, noron the Friday before. Iam only sorry 
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that the Committee on Pensions seem to be so much concerned about 
ents, and that instead of passing bills night after night they 

ve not brought forward and reported to this Houseand called up for 
consideration at the earliest opportunity some general pension legisla- 


But, sir, I have no desire to enter upon the discussion of this bill. 
It is like many that have gone before it, and this is of an unusually 
worthy character, in my estimation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I think that some gentle- 
men are laboring under a misapprehension in supposing that in this 
class of legislation a distinction is often made between the private sol- 
dier and the commissioned officer, and that these increases of pensions 
are granted simply because of rank. As I understand it, we have al- 
lowed these extraordinary pensions because of distinguished services; 
and if services of equal value had been rendered the Government by 
@ private soldier, an equal rate of pension would be granted to him or 
to his widow. Fifty dollars per month in this case is being awarded 
by this Congress to the widow of the officer, not because he was in com- 
mission, but because of the service he rendered to the Government. 
We give this sum in order to testify our appreciation of the character 
of the services that were rendered to the Government of the United 
States by the husband of the beneficiary. And let me say to you, and 
to the House, that if we expect distinguished services in the future, 
we must show our appreciation of them asa people. Brave men only 
come from the body of a generous people. When the British Govern- 
ment awarded a large pension to Lord Nelson it was not because he 
was an admiral simply. Standing upon the quarter-deck of his flag- 
ship, he was subject to no danger that was not shared in common by 
every sailor that stood with him. 

He did not point the shotted guns against the ships of the enemy. 
He perhaps performed less of labor in these conflicts that rendered him 
and the British navy immortal than many of the gunners upon the 
decks. Why was he distinguished or selected from those to receive 
such consideration of the British people? It was because he planned 
the battle. It was because of the great services he rendered that made 
victory possible; and so it is we arecoming in here day by day and giving 
officers or their widows pensions—and we would award them with as 
great or greater pleasure to the private soldier—because of the value of 
the services these men have rendered tothe country. I donot vote for 
the increased pension for this widow because she is poor; I do not vote 
for it because she has five children dependent upon her for support—to 
be sure these are considerations that enter into and influence to an ex- 
tent my action—but I give it to her because I desire, as one of the rep- 
resentatives of the people, to display my gratitude and admiration for 
the character of the services rendered by her hushand to the people; be- 
cause I want by this action to enccurage those in the future who may 
be called upon to discharge these important and dangerous duties, and 
because I would encourage them to perform them fearlessly. For, let 
me say to you, our reputation as a nation has in some measure been 
made—not in a small measure either, but in a great measure—by the 
bravery and devotion to duty of our soldiery during or in the conflicts 
through which the nation has passed. I have no respect for that cold- 
blooded economy that stands here in the face of these things and pro- 
tests against the representatives of the people putting their hands in 
this small measure into the Treasury of the people and paying these 
pensions. The people indorse our action when we do it. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, excepting 
the moment during which the message was received from the Senate. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to ask my colleague [Mr. BROWNE] a ques- 
tion, if he will allow me. He says he proposes to vote for this bill on 
account of the services of the husband; not because the widow is poor 
or because she has five children. May I ask, in perfect good faith— 
because I am not informed by the report—what these services were on 
account of which the widow’s pension ought to be increased ? 

Mr, BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand from the statement of 
gentlemen, as well as the report—certainly from the report—that he 
went early into the service of the country and served it faithfully 
through the war. 

Mr. MATSON. I call attention to the fact that the report seems to 
show that he served during the greater portion of the war in the Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office. 

Mr. STEELE. Notin the Adjutant-Gencral’s Office, but as adju- 
tant-general. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds upon examination of the Journal 
that this bill had not been ordered to be read a third time. The pre- 
vious question had been ordered, and it was made aspecial continuing 
order. The question now is upon ordering the bill read a third time. 

‘The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPINOLA and others. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 61, noes 72. 
Mr. STEELE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 





















































Cummings, Kerr, 


Allen, Miss. Cox, 
Anderson, Kans, Crisp, Jones, Rayner, 
Arnold, Dalzell, Kean, Reed, 
Atkinson, Davis, Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Bacon, De Lano, Laird, Rogers, 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


110, nays 81, not voting 132; as follows: 


YEAS—110. 

Adams, Darlington, La Follette, Sherman, 
Allen, Mass, Davenport, Laidlaw, Sowden, 
Alien, Mich. Dingley, Lawler, Spinola, 
Anderson, lowa Dorsey, Lehlbach, Steele, 
Baker, N. Y, Farquhar, Maish, Stephenson, 
Baker, Ill, Felton, Mason, Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, Finley, McCormick, Struble, 
Biggs, Foran, McKenna, Symes, 
Bingham, Ford, McKinney, Taylor, BP. B., Ohio 
Blanchard, Gallinger, McShane, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 

thman, Gear, Milliken, Thomas, Ky. 
Boutelle, Gest, Moffitt, Thomas, Wis. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Greenman, Morrow, Thompson, Cal, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Grosvenor, Nelson, Townsend, 
Browne, Ind. Grout, Nutting, Vance, 
Brown, Ohio Haugen, O'Donnell, Vandever, 
Bryce, Hayden, Osborne, Weaver, 
Buchanan, Henderson,Iowa Patton, Weber, 
Burnett, Henderson, Ill. Payson, West, 
Burrows, Hermann, Penington, Wheeler, 
Campbell,T.J.,N. Y. Hiestand, Post, Whiting, Mich. 
Caruth, Hopkins, Il. Pugsley, Wilkins, 
Caswell, Hopkins, N. Y, Rice, Wilkinson, 
Clark, Houk, Robertson, Williams, 
Cogswell, Hunter, Rowell, Woodburn, 
Cooper, Jackson, Russell, Conn, Yardley. 
Crouse, Kelley, Scull, 
Cutcheon, Kennedy, Seney, 

NAYS—81. 

Abbott, Dougherty, Latham, Richardson, 
Anderson, Miss, Elliott, Lynch, Sayers, 
Anderson, Ill, Enloe, Martin, - Shively, 
Bankhead, Fuller, Matson, Simmons, 
Bland, Glass, McClammy, Smith, 
Blount, Hall, McCreary, Stewart, Ga, 
Brower, Hare, MeMillin, ' Stockdale, 
Bynum, Hatch, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Cheadle, Hemphill, Mills, Stone, Mo. 
Cobb, Holman, Montgomery, Taulbee, 
Conger, Hooker, Moore, Tillman, 
Cothran, Howard, Morgan, Tracey, 
Cowles, Hudd, Morrill, Turner, Ga, 
Crain, Hutton, Newton, Wade, 
Culberson, Johnston, Ind, Oates, Walker, 


O’Neall, Ind, Washington, 


Dargan, Kilgore, Outhwaite, Wilson, Minn. 
Davidson, Ala, Laffoon, Peel, Wilson, W. Va. 
Davidson, Fla, Lagan, Perry, 

Dibble, Landes, Peters, 

Dockery, Lanham, Phelan, 


NOT VOTING—132, 
Johnston, N.C, Randall, 


Barnes, Dunham, Lane, Romeis, 
Barry, Dunn, Lee, Rowland, 
Bayne, Ermentrout, Lind, Russell, Mass, 
Bliss, Fisher, Lodge, Rusk, 
Bound, Fitch, Long, Ryan, 
Bowden, Flood, Lyman, Sawyer, 


Bowen, Forney, Macdonald, Scott, 
Breckinridge, Ark. French, Maffett, Seymour, 
Brewer, Funston, Mahoney, Shaw, 
Brown, J. R.,Va. Gaines, Mansur, Snyder, 
Brumm, Gay, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Buckalew, Gibson, McComas, Springer, 
Bunnell, Glover, McCullogh, Stahinecker, 
Burnes, Goff, McKinley, Stewart, Tex. 


Butler, Granger, Merriman, Tarsney, 
Butterworth, Grimes, Morse, Thomas, Ill. 
Campbell, F.,N. ¥, Guenther, Neal, Thompson, Ohio 
Campbell, Ohio Harmer, Nichols, Turner, Kans. 
Candler, Hayes, Norwood, Warner, 
Cannon, Heard, O’Ferrall, White, Ind. 
Carlton, Henderson, N.©, O'Neill, Pa. White, N. Y. 
Catchings, Herbert, O’ Neill, Mo, Whiting, Mass, 
Chipman, Hires, Owen, Whitthorne, 
Clardy, Hitt, Parker, Wickham, 
Clements, Hogg, Perkins, Wilber, 
Cockran, Holmes, Phelps, Wise, 
Collins, Hopkins, Va. Pideock, Yoder, 
Compton, Hovey, Plumb, Yost. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the names of the members voting be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the remainder of 
this day: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Jonnston, of North Carolina, with Mr. De LANo. 

On this vote : 

Mr, O’ FERRALL with Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. Hearp with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. DuNHAM. 

Mr. SPooNER with Mr. HIREs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. COWLES. My colleague, Mr. RowLAND, is detained from the 
House on aceount of sickness, and I ask unanimous consent that he be 
excused from attendance for the remainder of this day. 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr.COWLES. I make thesame request for Mr. JOHNSTON, of North 


Carolina, who left the House a short time ago feeling quite unwell. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I ask that Mr. Hayes, of Iowa, who 
is absent on account of ill-health, be excused for the remainder of this 
day. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
MRS. ELIZABETH G. SCOTT. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill having been ordered to a third reading, it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the Speaker 
declared the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr, CHEADLE and Mr. BROWNE of Indiana demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 104, nays 85, not voting 134; as follows: 


YEAS—104. 
Allen, Mich, Farquhar, La Follette Russell, Conn, 
Aadescen. lowa ee a, usk, 
aker, Ill, inley, bach, Sawyer 

Belden, Fisher, Lodge, Bott,” 
Biggs, Foran, Maish, Scull, 
Bingham, Ford, McAdoo, Seney, 

Bliss, Gallinger, McCormick, Sherman, 
Boothman, Gear, McKenna, Sowden, 
Boutelle, Gest, McKinley, Spinola, 
Browne, Ind. Greenman, McKinney, Stahinecker, 
Brown, Ohio Grosvenor, Milliken, Steele, 
Buchanan, Grout, Mofiitt, Stephenson, 
Burrows, Haugen, Morrow, — 3 
Campbell, T.J.,.N. ¥. Hayden, Nelson, 

Caruth, Henderson,Iowa Nutting, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Caswell, Henderson, O’ Donnell, Taylor, J. D- Ohio 
Catchings, Hermann, Osborne, Thomas, K we 
Clark, Hiestand, Owen, Thomas, Wis. 
Cogswell, Holmes, Patton, ‘Thompson, Cal, 
Cooper, Hopkins, Ti. Payson, To d, 
Crouse, Hopkins, N.Y. Penington, Wheeler, 
Cutecheon, ouk, Post, Whiting, Mich, 
Darlington, Hunter, Pugsley, Wilkinson, 
Davenport, Jackson, Reed, a. 
Dingley, Kelley, Rice, Woodburn, 
Dorsey, Ketcham, Robertson, Yardley. 

NAYS—85. 

Adams, Dibble, Latham, Rogers, 
Allen, Miss. ery, Lind, Ryan, 
Anderson, Miss, Dougherty, Lynch, Sayers, 
Anderson, Il. Enloe, onald, Shively, 
Bankhead, Fuller, Martin, Simmons, 
Biand, Glass, Matson, Smith, 
Blount, Grimes, McClammy, Ste Tex, 
Brewer, Hall, McCreary, ‘ 
Brower, Hemphill, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Buckalew, Holman, McRae, Stone, Mo, 
Bynum, Hooker, Mills, Tarsney, 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Va. Montgomery, Tillman, 
Clements, Howard, Moore, Tracey, 
Cobb, Hutton, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Conger, Johnston, Ind, Morrill, Wade, 
Cothran, Jones, Newton, Walker, 
Cowles, Kerr, Oates, ash . 
Culbersen, Kilgore, Peel, Wilson, 
Cummings, Lafioon, Perry, Wilson, W, Va. 
Dargan, Lagan, Peters, 

Davidson, Ala. Landes, Phelan, e 

Davidson, Fia. Lanham, Richardson, 

NOT VOTING—1&. 

Abbott, Compton, Hudd, Rockwell, 
Allen, Mass. Cox, Johnston, N.C, Romeis, 
Anderson, Kans. Orain, ean, Rowell, 
Arnold, Crisp, Kennedy, Rowland 
Atkinson, Dalzell, Laird, i, Mass, 
Bacon, Davis, Lane, Seymour, 
Baker, N. ¥. De Lano, Lawler, Shaw, 
Barnes, Dunham, Lee, Snyder, 
Barry, —_ sae, ee L 
Bayne, Tliiott, yrett’ pringer, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, affett, wart, Ga. 
Bound, itch Mahoney, Stewart, Vt. 
Bowden, Flood, Mansur, Taulbee, 
Bowen, Forney, Mason, Thomas, Il. 
Breckinridge, Ark. French, McCo Thompson, Ohio 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, MoeOull Turner, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Gaines, McShane, ance, 
Rrown,J/.R., Va. Gay, Merriman, Vandever, 
Brum, Gibson, Morse, arner, 
Bryce, Glover, Neal, Weaver, 
Bunnell, Goff, Nichols, Weber, 
Burnes, Granger, Norwood, est, 
Burnett, Guenther, ’Ferral) White, Ind, 
Butler, Hare, O'Neal, ind, White, N. Y, 
Butterworth, io Harmer, Vee re Whiting, 
Campbell, F., XN. ¥. Hatch, » Mo. tthorne, 
Campbell, Ohio Hayes, Outhwaite, Wickham, 
Candler, Heard, Parker, Wilber, 
Cannon, Henderson,N.C. Perkins, Wilkins, 
Cariton, erbert, Phelps, Wise, 
Chipman, Hires, > Yoder, 
Clardy, Hitt, enaall, ost. 
Gockran, Hogg, 

Collins, Hovey, Rayner, 


So the bill was passed. 


During the roll-call, 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, the reading of the names of mem- 
bers voting was di with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. LatHAM with Mr. NICHOLS, until further notice, on all political 
questions. 

Mr. ROWLAND with Mr, ALLEN, of Massachusetts, for the rest of 
this day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. McCoMAs, on this vote, 

Mr. O’ FERRALL with Mr. CANNON, on this vote. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. LYMAN, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the bill (S. 3762) granting apension to Nancy Polock; in 
which concurrence was requested. 

It also announced the Senate had adopted the following resolution; 
in which concurrence was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of a Deposooniaitess cones concurring), That in the 
enrollment of the bill (S. 2305) to auth e and provide for the disposition of 
4 papers in the Executive De ents, the Committee on Enrolled Bills 


instructed to insert in lieu of word “Senator” where it occurs in the 
pes line the word “ Senators.” 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report which 
was under consideration yesterday, on Senate bill No. 1931, to increase 
the appropriation for the purchase of a site for a building for a post- 
office, court-house, and other offices in San Francisco, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
e amendments 


ts of the House to the bill AS 1931) to increase the appropriation 
ie the of a site for a court-house, and other 
offices in San ‘ ving meta ll and free conference have 
recommend and do } their aeuanaiie’ Houses as follows: 
That the m its t to the amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Bribe pans 
“ eight hundred « and fifty thousand” ona insert “‘$800,000;"" and the H 
agree to 
SAM’L DIBBLE, 
o gt a 
8. POST, 
sninagie on the part of the House, 


LELAND STANFORD, 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
G, G, VEST, 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on @ bill { (S. 1981 fora bulaing for sree to increase the appropriation 
for the poset mod ofa won = | for a buildi a post-office, court-house, and other 
— in San y veueaistion following statement for the 

The Senate the bill for San ra. Cal., limiting the cost of site to 
$850,000, w was commission inted by the 
of the b The House reduced the limit to $650, The 
mend $800,000. 

SAML. DIBBLE, 
Cc. NEWTON, 
P. 8. POST. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Iask the previous question on the adoption of the 
—- 
oe vious question was ordered. 
PEAKER (having put the question on agreeing to the report). 
me: noes seem to have it. 
_ DIBBLE. I call for a division. 


eens arty again taken, there were—ayes 79, noes 13. 
Mr. © quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1LGorxE] makes 
the point that no quorum has voted. 
. DIBBLE. I demand the yeas and nays, unless the gentleman 
from Texas will withdraw the t. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that if the vote be first 
taken by tellers, and no quorum should vote, the yeas and nays can 
still be demanded. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then I will withdraw for the present the call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
— {[Mr. K1LGorE] and the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 

IBBLE]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 142, noes 22, 

So the of the committee of conference was 

Mr. D UE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report wa 
Sanene fit and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


WF: inter cdclacs dal ee 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the morning hour for 
the presentation of reports of committees; and I will state that if this 
motion should prevail, I will ask unanimous consent that members 
having reports to present may file them with the Clerk. 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL to dispense with the morning hour for 
reports of committees was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] asks unanimous consent that members having reports to sub- 
mit may file them with the Clerk for reference to the appropriate com- 
— Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and it is so or- 

ered. 
FILING OF REPORTS. 
a following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

MRS. HELEN SUTHERLAND. 


Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11984) granting apension to Mrs. Helen 
Sutherland; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ANTONIA WIENER. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
mean back favorably the bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of Antonia 
iener; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
GEORGE H. BURGESS. 


Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11300) granting a pension to George H. 
Burgess; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN CORR. 


Mr. FRENCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back the bill (8. 3091) granting a pension to John Corr; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SIMON F. MYERS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of. Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8530) granting a pension to 
Simon F. Myers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

THERESIA FICHTER. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 3249) granting a pension 
to Theresia Fichter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS REDMOND. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sion3, reported back favorably the bill (S. 704) granting a pension to 
Thomas Redmond, a late private Company K, Fourth United States 
Infantry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. ; 

NONA J. TILLERY. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to Nona J. 
Tillery, minor child of Wyatte L. Tillery; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JONATHAN Y. BRIDGES. 

Mr, WALKER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
yet back adversely the bill (H. R. 5074) for the relief of Jonathan 

. Bridges; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

J. A. CRAWFORD & SONS, 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
sbly the bill (H. R. 8586) for the relief of J. A. Crawford & Son; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
print 


WILLIAM 8. ROSECRANS. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, rted 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11201) for the relief of William 8. Rose- 
crans; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
eee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

t 


LIEUT. COL. CHARLES G. SAWTELLE. 

Mr. SPINOLA also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9307) for the relief of Lieut, Col. Charles 
G. Sawtelle, deputy quartermaster-general, United States Army; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GRADE OF LIEUTENANT-GENERAL. 

Mr. SPINOLA also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11684) reviving the grade of lieu- 
tenant-general in the United States Army, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

COUNTERPOISE BATTERY, POTOMAC RIVER. 

Mr. SPINOLA also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2394) to authorize the construction of a coun- 
terpoise battery on the bank of the Potomac River below Washington; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBUS (OHIO) PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 11688) to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, 
and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled 
‘*An act to amend thestatutes in relation to immediate transportation 
of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to said port of Columbus; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill 
(H. R. 12060) to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to 
extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitied ‘‘An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable 
goods, and for other purposes,’’ to said port of Columbus; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


DESIGNS FOR UNITED STATES COINS. 


Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8851) to amend 
section 3510 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to provide 
for the new designs of authorized devices of United States coins; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SAYLOR. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension to John Saylor; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. SELBACH. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11466) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Selbach; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY THOMPSON. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary Thomp- 
son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CONRAD STEPHAN. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7517) granting a pension to Conrad 
Stephan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

D. H. MITCHELL. 

Mr. MANSOUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R, 2249) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell; which 
was referred'to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS, HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 10707) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to examine certain claims of persons who owned 
or occupied buildings on the Hot Springs Mountain reservation, which 
had been condemned by the Hot Springs Commission and afterwards 
burned, and to fix a reasonable value for each of said buildings from 
the evidence now on file in the Interior Department; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FARAN & M’LEAN. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 











favorably the bill (8S. 308) for the relief of Faran & McLean; which was 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 





PROTECTION OF GIRLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia for the protection of girls and 
for the punishment of the crime of rape, with the amendments of the 
Senate, in which they recommended non-concurrence; which was re- 


ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL J. MURPHY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (8S. 1311) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Murphy, of Marengo, Iowa; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH E. GROFF. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (8.3309) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. 
Groff; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

LAVINIA WRIGHT. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to La- 
vinia Wright; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

OTHO G. HENDRIX. 


Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill(H. R. 10426) granting a pension to Otho 
G. Hendrix; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

BENNETT J, CROWDER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11725) granting a pension to Bennett J. 
Crowder; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH NEW. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3694) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth New; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILHEMINA HOSBAND. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2260) restoring the name of Wilhe- 
mina Hosband te the pension-roll; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed, 


MARY C, STEVENS. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11727) for the relief of Mary C. 
Stevens; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

FANNIE PEMBERTON. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 732) for the relief of Fannie Pemberton, for- 
merly Fannie Glass; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’CAULEY. 

Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5880) for the relief of James McCauley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
ORDER GF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 
Mr. CRISP. 


= the House to consider the contested-election case of Smalls rs. 
iott. 


Mr. RANDALL. Can not the gentleman agree to withhold that 
until Thursday? The Committee on Appropriations expect to reach 
ednesday. 


the consideration of the sundry civil bill on next W 
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Mr. CRISP. I understood that the committee were going to take 


that up on Monday. [A pause.] Very well; then I give notice that 
I shall ask the House to consider the 
I suppose that the delay of one day is not important. My purpose is 
to press this case and the California case to a conclusion at as early a 
day as possible. 


election case on Thursday next. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. RANDALL that the 


House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of general appropriation bills, it was agreed 
to 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox in the chair. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the title of the first gen- 


eral appropriation bill on the Calendar. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 11854) for the support of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 


Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 


with. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 


man from South Carolina, that the first reading of this bill be dispensed 
with? 


The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill by paragraphs for amend- 


ment, read the following : 


For pay of four assistant instructors of cavalry, artillery, and infantry tactics 


(captains), in addition to pay as second lieutenants, $2,400. 


Mr. ROGERS. For the purpose of making an inquiry, I move to 


amend by striking out the last word. I desire to ask the gentleman 
in charge of this bill whether there is any new legislation in it at all? 


Mr. TILLMAN rose. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from South Carolina will 


permit me, I will answer the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs] 
by saying that there is no new legislation in the bill; there are some 
changes in the items. 


Mr, HOLMAN. Is there not a provision for a new building? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, fora new building; but there is no new 


legislation. 


Mr. ROGERS. Is not the provision for a new building new legisla- 


tion? Is there anything beyond that? 


Mr. TILLMAN. There are only some small items other than the 


provision fer the two public buildi 


Mr. HOLMAN. hat amount of money does the construction of 
those public buildings involve? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Five hundred and ninety thousand dollars; and 
the appropriations for this purpose have in both cases been recom-~- 
mended by the General of the Army and the Secretary of War. One 
of the last official acts of General Sheridan was to approve the appro- 
priation for the erection of these buildings. 

Mr. ROGERS. What are the other items of new legislation ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, there is nothing in the way of new legisla- 
tion except some small increase or decrease of appropriations which the 
committee unanimously favored after thorough investigation. 

Mr. ROGERS. To what do they relate? 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are not new legislation in fact; they relate 
to field musicians of the regular stationed atthe Academy, extra 
pay for the enlisted men, repairs of the soldiers’ chapel and the cadet 

1—merely an increase in a few particulars. 

I will also say to the gentleman from Arkansas this bill is a decrease 
of $18,000 as compared with the bill for the last fiscal year; that is out- 
side of the two public buildings which are provided for. 

Mr. ROGERS. If I understand the footing made at the end of the 
bill there is an increase over 1889 of something like $570,000. In other 
words, the appropriation for this year is $315,000, while for the year 
1890 the appropriations aggregate $889,000. What I am trying to get 
at is, whether the increase here consists of new legislation or occurs as 
the result of an increase of salaries, or what. 

Mr. TILLMAN. AsI remarked awhile ago, the increase is princi- 
pally for new public buildings which have been deemed to be neces- 
sary, unanimously, by the Military Committee, and which have been rec- 
om both by the General of the Army and the Secretary of War. 

Mr. ROGERS. These new buildings are to be at West Point. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no increase of salaries whatever. 

The Clerk with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I move in line 4, page 3, to correct a typographi- 
cal error; ‘‘1889’’ should be ‘* 1890.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. TILLMAN] a question. 

Mr. TILLMAN, 


i Certainly. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know whether there has been any law au- 


is this the inception of appropriations 
Mr. TILLMAN. There was an appropriation of $70,000 for the 
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academic building and of $35,000 for the gymnasium at the last ses- 
sion of 


Mr. BLOUNT. For what purpose? 

Mr. TILLMAN. To make additions to what is known as the aca- 
demic building, which is the larger building, and $35,000 for the gym- 
nasium, or smaller building, provided for inthis bill. It was deemed 
so inadequate and so impossible torepair those buildings to accomplish 
the purpose required that the academic board thought it best to allow 
eee covered back into the Treasury. An aca- 
demic board appointed by the Superintendent of the West Point Mili- 
tary Academy recommended unanimously the erection of entirely new 
buildings, and as I remarked awhile ago both the General of the Army 
and the Secretary of War agreed to it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This is the result, then, of their recommendation ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir. 

a BLOUNT. And this is the inception of the appropriations for 

i ? 

Mr. . Yes, sir; except that the appropriations of $70,000 
oo case and of $35,000 I referred to was passed by both Houses 

e last 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are two appropriations here, one for $490,- 
000 and one for $100,000. Will my from South Carolina state 
whether the remark he has made applies as well to the appropriation 
of $490,000 as to the one for $100,000? 

Yr. - Idid not catch the gentleman’s remark. There 
is an appropriation of $490,000 for the erection of a fire-proof academic 
building, and also an appropriation of $100,000 for the erection of an- 
other building to be used for a gymnasium as indicated by the lan- 

of the paragraph which will be found in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does thestatementthe gentleman from South Caro- 
lina bas made apply equally to both of these appropriations? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, sir; to both. 

Mr. KILGORE. Irise to a point of order, that these appropriations 
are not authorizéd by law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That item has not yet been reached, and the 

int of order therefore can not be raised against it. My friend from 

‘exas is a little too previous. 

Mr. KILGORE. I thought they were under consideration. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is this the first reading of the bill for information, 
or is it the reading of the bill by clauses for amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first reading of the bill for information was 
dispensed with, and the bill is now being read by clauses for amend- 

ts. 


men 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the erecti f a fire-proof building of the publi 
West Point, N. eo men be Sect te he Beacloe of ~vYy o— 
modate all the departments of instruction of the Military Academy, to be con- 
sarared sosertios te the Finns socommented br the oontemis board sed 
pe for said building slail be prepared under the direction of the academic 
board and epgoeved Gy the Secretary of War, which plans and specifications 
shall be such that when said building shall be fully completed the cést thereof 
shall not exceed the sum herein appropriated. 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order on that clause, that it 
roe for the erection of a building which has not been authorized 

aw. 

Mr. ROGERS. In order the whole question may be passed upon, 
because it is a matter of some importance as a precedent, I make the 
additional point of order that before any public building can be con- 
structed the matter should go to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds under clause 21 of Rule XI, which says: 


All subjects relating to public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of 
So See seems than appropriations therefor—to the Goaunitionen Pub- 


and Grounds. 

Whereas by the pending clause of this bill the construction of this 
building is provided for in the bill itself. 

It not only makes the appropriation but it likewise provides the 
method and manner and the plans and specifications by which or 
through which it shall be constructed. So I hold that the point of 
order is not only well taken as to clause 3 of Rule X XI, which point 
of order has been suggested by the gentleman from Texas, but it is also 
good under clause 21 of Rule XI, as I have suggested, and on either 
ground it seems it must be sustained. 

In this connection I will state to the Chair that I have sent for a 
ruling which was made by the eman from Georgia [Mr. BLounT] 
in the Forty-ninth Congress, if I am not mistaken, in relation to a point 
of order on an amendment offered for the purpose of constructing ad- 
ditional reservoirs on the Government property at Hot Springs, Ark. 
The point of order was made against the amendment on the same 
ground now stated by the gentleman from Texas, by Mr. RANDALL, 
and was sustained by the Chair. At the same session of Congress the 
same point of order was made with reference to the construction of some 
telegraph cables upon the Rhode Island coast. Ido not remember who 
‘was Chairman at that time or who made the point of order, but I be- 
lieve I made it myself. At all events that point of order was also sus- 
tained upon the same ground. 

Now, personally to me it is a matter of indifference what the ruling 









































is to be, except that I think the House should be consistent in this re- 
gard, and that these precedents heretofore established ought to be ob- 
served. Moreover, in support of the pointof order I may be permitted 
to state that there is a question of jurisdiction involved in this prop- 
osition. If preliminary to the construction of a public building the 
consideration of the subject should first be had by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, then that committee should consider 
this proposition before it is brought into the House for action. But 
that has not been the case here. There is no report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds in support of the proposition. 
Here the whole construction of the building is taken out of the ordi- 
nary course adopted for the construction of such public works and 
placed under a board that ordinarily—or as the general practice pre- 
vails—has nothing to do with the construction of public buildings at 
all. ; 

So I hold that on both grounds the point of order is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to decide the question. The 
Chair has no doubt—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the Chair proceeds with the decision of this 
question of order I desire to call his attention to the fact that as to 
the point made by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Rocers]}, the 
House may certainly take upon itself the right to pass any bill with- 
out reference to a committee, if it sees proper to do so. So that there 
can be nothing in that objection urged by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas. 


As to the point of order made by the gentleman from Texas, it 
seems to me that this may be regarded as the case of a public work or 
building already in progress or authorized by law; and that this ap- 
propriation is simply an enlargement of the work so authorized. Un- 
der the provision of the rule which excepts ‘‘objects already in prog- 
ress’? this may properly be regarded as not subject to the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Texas. I think that bas been so 
held by Chairmen of the Committee of the Whole at various times; and 
it seems to me that the point of order will hardly be pressed against 
this provision. 

Mr. ROGERS. One observation by way of reply. Of course, Mr. 
Chairman, if a bill were introduced into the House and were referred 
by the House to the Committee on Military Affairs, that committee 
could and should dispose of that question; because the House can change 
its rules or refer a bill, notwithstanding its rules, wherever it pleases. 
But it is not pretended that any bill has been introduced relating to 
this subject-matter and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. ROGERS. In what respect? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There was a bill introduced at the last session 
and referred to the committee which has jurisdiction of the subject. 

Mr. ROGERS. A bill for the construction of this building? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The very identical building; and that bill was 
unanimously reported by the committee. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have no information on that question; but if the 
bill were so referred to the Military Committee then the question 
would revert whether or not under the rules the inadvertent reference 
of a bill toa committee not having jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
could confer jurisdiction; and what I meant by an inadvertent refer- 
ence is a reference without an examination of the bill by the Speaker. 
Of course if the reference is made by a vote of the House jurisdiction 
is conferred. 

But on the point of order, especially that raised so clearly by the 
gentleman from Texas, this falls more strictly within the ruling made 
by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole in the Forty-ninth 
Congress. The question there decided, as I have said, had reference 
to the Hot Springs property, and the whole question was discussed. 
There were reservoirs—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ROGERS. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like to ask if the gentleman is aware 
of the fact that in the last Congress this subject was referred to this 
committee, and in the annual appropriation bill provision was made 
for the erection of this academic building and gymnasium? 

Mr. ROGERS. I was not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That was the law passed in the Forty-ninth 
Congress. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And for remodeling this whole building. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, and rebuilding. 

Mr. ROGERS. I did not know that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And in addition to that there was a prevision 
for the erection of a gymnasium without reference to remodeling, but a 

te provision for the erection of a gymnasium. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gymnasium is not involved in this provis- 
ion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will read the language of the law of last 
year: 

For the erection of a gymnasium for cadets. 

I was simply calling the attention of the gentleman to the fact that 
in the Forty-ninth Congress, in this very bill making appropriatious 
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for the support of the Military Academy, these two items occurred, 
and the appropriations were made. The only reason why the build- 
ings were not constructed under that law was because the appropria- 
tions were found inadequate, and it is for that reason we have made 
the appropriation in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gymnasium is not involved in this discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSEEND. The gentleman has raised the point of order 
against both. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That occurs in the following paragraph. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will call the attention of the gentleman to 
the provision relative to the academic building, as well as the gymna- 
sium. I have read the language in regard to the gymnasium. I will 
read now in regard to the academic building. 

Mr. ROGERS. We have not come to the gymnasium. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Texas raised the point of 
order on that portion of the bill. I will not avail myself of the tech- 
nical point that the gentleman has not availed himself of the point of 
order in reference to the academic building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the paragraph that is now under consider- 
ation. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. I wiil not raise any trouble about that. 

In the first place, for every building erected at the Military Academy 
since the establishment of that institution and the location of the Mili- 
tary Academy the appropriations have been made in the bill for the 
support of the Military Academy. Jurisdiction for reporting appro- 
priations for support of the Military Academy was formerly in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, but is now in the Military Committee, and 
in every bill the appropriations for buildings have been made in this 
appropriation bill from time immemorial. When my friend from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] and I were on the Committee on Appropriations, 
and we had charge of this very identical bill, he and I inserted in the 
biil appropriations for new buildings. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No point of order was made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No one ever thought of making a point of 
order when jurisdiction had been immemoriailly conferred upon that 
bill to provide appropriations for the erection or repairs on any build- 
ings for the Academy. It is the first time in the history of the 
American Congress that any one has ever attempted to deprive the 
Committee on Appropriations or the Committce on Military Affairs of 
the right to make appropriations for the purpose of supporting that 
Academy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hepe my friend will read that paragraph. 

Mr. ROGERS. | I will resume the floor unless we can have the lan- 
guage of the paragraph read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman from Illinois will read that 
paragraph, so that we can see what it says in regard to the remodeling 
and rebuilding. 

Mr. ROGERS. I am willing to let the gentleman read the para- 
graph about these new buildin 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will read all of that paragraph. In the 
first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, in a bill making appropria- 
tions for the Military Academy, occurred these two items: 


For the erection of a gymnasium for cadets, and for repairs and alterations to 
present gymnasiuni building, $85,000, to be immediately available. 
For remodeling and building the academic building, putting an additional 






























Mr. LYNCH. With the ramrod thrown in. 

Mr. ROGERS. With the ramrod as well, as is suggested by my 
friend from Pennsylvania. Inaclause of the appropriation bill referred 
to by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TownsHEND]— 

For remodeling and rebuilding the academic building— ‘ 

That is a building already in existence; and for— 


putting an additional story on and rendering it fire-proof and suitable for sec- 
tion-rooms for instruction of cadets, $70,000, to be immediately available, and 
to be expended under the direction of the of War, upon plans and de- 
tailed specifications to be approved by the academic board— 


I should not hesitate one moment to say that that was clearly within 
the power of the Military Committee; but these items are totally dif- 
ferent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Read the second paragraph that you have been 
reserving the point of order upon. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Illinois is entirely under mis- 
apprehension. He thinks that that section of the bill relating to the 
— has been read and the point of order made uponit. I am 

iscussing only the first 

Mr. Chairman, it is simply a question under the rules as to whether 
this is in order, and permit me to say that I feel no interest in the mat- 
ter beyond having the rules sustained and the jurisdiction of commit- 
tees preserved. 

Iam willing to concede that perhaps the latter point made by me 
about the first rule may not be sound; I am not sure as to that; but it 
is important for us to know whether or not this committee have the 
right jurisdiction under the rules to go out and construct a public 
building in toto, starting witli the very foundation of it, without any 
authority of law for its construction, and I make the point for the pur- 
pose of having that question determined. 

Now, I want to allude for a minute to the matter at the Hot Springs 
reservation, as illustrating this case. In that instance there were res- 
ervoirs built; they were in operation, they were inadequate, and hun- 
dreds of thousands of gallons of water that ought to have been used 
were running to waste. Under those circumstances I offered an amend- 
ment to one of the appropriation bills providing for the construction of 
additional reservoirs, and the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, on that state of facts, after a full discussion upon a point of 
order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
held that the amendment was out of order because it was violative of 
clause 3 of Rule XXI. If that be true, how much more is this out of 
order when it is proposed to construct an absolutely new building at a 
cost to the Government of $600,000. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am in- 
different as to what the rule is, but I want the House to either over- 
rule these precedents upon a full discussion of the question, or else let 
us adhere to the line of decisions heretofore made. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, just a word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. I submit, sir, that the appro ion bill now 
under consideration really proposes no new | m. Substantially, 
we have simply copied the appropriation bill of the last fiscal year, 
except that we have increased the amount deemed necessary for the 
repair or remodeling or rebuilding of these two structures which the 
academic board unanimously recommend and which the Secretary of 
War and the General of the Army and Military Committee approve. 
mony thereon, = suntosing | # Gregroet pa outtahte tot cotien-rooms for Poy In addition to the ee ees oe 
struction of ca 5 mm y ave e, expen: Military Committee, it 

. ; : 
Seam to a Seortan of en Somer, tend npon plans and detailed specifica- | 514 has been the uniform practice of the House that the Committee on 
. . : : Appropriations formerly had and the Committee on Military Affairs now 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, in discussing this question I will refer has exclusive jurisdiction over the matter of erecting and repairing 

eee ne an way domo of the public unds at buildings oh Sesh ruiaky 5 well 28 os elthangh = lengaage “ 
or 2D mn 
West Point, N. ¥., a8 may be designated by the Secretary of Wer. ea mag st bo ee hegeetinnan fees ——— 

It will be observed that this is a new building entirely, to be erected | intelligent men who know anything about the phy of West 
on a site which is to be selected by the Secretary of War. Point, or who have ever been there, that the emic building can 

Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. It is to be erected | not be erected anywhere except on its present site. 
on the site at present occupied by the academic building, and the ma- Besides, sir, what is West t but a town of many public build- 
terials in the old building are to be worked up into the new. ings, all ing to the Government? And if two more public build- 
_ Mr. ROGERS. I read from the bill the gentleman prepared, and I | ings be abet ialenssnencen cainenentihten Aatiomer new build- 
Supposed it was properly prepared. I assume the facts stated in this | ings in question will be mere adjuncts to the old ones, or the total 
bill are correct. I will observe, as being appropriate to a architecture of what is known as West Point. : 
tleman has just said, that when discussing a point of law b 


the record, you are not permitted to discuss matters dehors the veaul 
The bill reads: 


For the erection of a fire-proof building on such site of the public grounds at 
West Point, N. Y.,as may be designated by the of War, to accom- 
modate all the departments of instruction of the Military Academy, to be con- 
structed according to the plans recommended by the academic board and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War, $490,000: . iene specifica- 
tions for said building shall be prepared under the di of the academic 
board and a ved by the Secretary of War, which plans and specifications 
shall Le such that when said building shall be fully completed the cost thereof 
shail not exceed the sum herein a: i S 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if this is not a proper d ition of what is in- 
tended to be done, then it is no fault of mine. This isa proper descrip- 


. 


Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the points of order made 
by the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Arkansas have 
any force. As to the authority for rebui and remodeling these 
structures, it is found in the last act. This bill simply provides for 
reconstructing the building because it has been found that it can not 

As for the reference of the bill, they should 

een eee eee ee When the 
it to the ittee on Military Affairs he doubtless 

did so understandingly, and if there had been anything in that point 
it should have been made at that time. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, the points of order attempted to 
nome eg under two heads. The 


tion. It is a new building, lock, stock, ané barrel, and it is not pro- | first point is that tary Committee have not the jurisdiction to 
posed to he erected where any particular building was. It isa new | make an appropriation for a public bui I think the gentleman 
site, & new building in substance, and a round sum is 


himself [Mr. Roarrs] will reflection, hold 
the building or | Soe Lee r ] not, upon , 


that position is The second point is that this is new leg- 
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islation. In to the first point, when we seek for the foundations 
of the jurisdi of the Military Committee in dealing with this bill, 
we follow the bill back to the time when it was in charge of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. That entire jurisdiction, so far asit related 
to the Military Academy and all its branches, all its departments and 
all its interests, has been transferred from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

aut ROGERS. Will the gentleman permit me to make a correc- 

? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not now. Let me finish my statement. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, whatever jurisdiction the Committee on Appropriations 
have had in years past in reference to the Military Academy, or with 
reference to its maintenance and support, that jurisdiction in all its 
length and breadth has been transferred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman yield now ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to correct the 
misapprehended cd that I made. { hold that the Committee on 
Public Buildings Grounds have the jurisdiction to authorize the 
construction of a public buil but that the Committee on Military 
Affairs have the right to make appropriation. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, to finish very briefly what I de- 
sire to say, if the gentleman from Arkansas will follow the history of 
the ee | Academy from its foundation in 1802 down to t#e present 
time, he find that in all the years that have passed the Committee 
on Appropriations have had the unquestioned right, authority, and juris- 
diction to decide upon the construction of such new buildings as were 
deemed necessary to carry out the pu of the Academy. This is 
not the ordinary case of erecting a public building for a post-office in a 
town, or for a custom-house in a city. It is simply an appropriation 
to give additional facilities to a national institution which has been in 
existence for three-quarters of a century, and in this case what is pro- 
posed is no more than the repair of an old building. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withoutentering upon the question of the juris- 
diction of one committee as related to that of any other, the Chair 
holds that under clause 12 of Rule XI, ‘‘to the military establish- 
ment and public defense, including the appropriation for its support 
and for that of the Military Academy,’’ the Committee on Military 
Affairs has jurisdiction of this matter; and therefore they have properly 
jurisdiction of this subject-matter as to the erection of buildings. 

Chair will cause to be read the third clause of Rule X XI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 


order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of eee for such public works and ob- 


tleman, because he totally 


oe are already in p nor shall any provision nging existing law 
in order in any ge appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Without regard to the precedent cited by the 
gentleman from Illinois, the Chair decides that, within the meaning of 
the provision just read, the building proposed to be erected—‘‘ fire- 
proof building on site of public grounds at West Point’’—is within 
the purview of the rule. The construction of a building is an incident 
to the maintenance of the Academy itself, the object being already in 
progress—the main object contemplated not only by the bill but by 
the very institution of the Academy itself. 

Without reference to other decisions made from the Chair either in 
Committee of the Whole orotherwise, the present occupant of the chair 
is informed that the Speaker of the House on a former appropriation 
bill held that an appropriation for the construction of a new vessel’ 
was in continuation of the general object of maintaining a navy; and 
that decision of the Speaker ‘‘runs on all fours’? with the decis‘on 
which the Chair now makes when he overrules the point of order. 

Mr. KITGORE. Then I move to amend by striking out all of this 
bill from line 9 to line 20, inclusive, on page 14. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before the question is put on this motion I 
ask to say a word. During the last session I was appointed by the 
Speaker of the House as one of the Board of Visitors to West Point, 
and served in that capacity with the two gentlemen from New York 
[Mr. Bacon and Mr. Frrcn] and Senators REAGAN and CuLLom. 
We examined carefully into the condition of the two buildings known 
as the Academy buil and the gymnasium. For some years I had 
known that the Academy board had been urging appropriations for 
the rebuilding of the Academy building, the gymnasium being but 
a part of the present Academy building, being the basement story of 
that building. I had read the urgent appeals made by the board on 
this subject, but, like my friend from Indiana [Mr. Ho~man], my 
friend from Arkansas [Mr. Rogers], and my friend from Texas [Mr. 
Kiieore], I had often turned a deaf ear to these appeals. 

It had asserted in emphatic language that the condition of the 
building was such that not only was the health of the students im- 

ed but there was actually ger of the building tumbling in. 
building is very old; and from my investigation I am convinced 
that not a word or a line which has been sent to us from the Academy 
board or from the War ent urging the erection of these two 
structures has been in any degree whatever exaggerated. Not only is 
the present condition of the Academy building, with the gymnasium, 


dangerous to the health and the lives of students, but it is a disgrace 
to the country to provide any such building to be used in connection 
with the education of youth. These students come from every Con- 
gressional district in the land; and the future efficiency of the Army 
may depend to a very large extent upon the proper education and 
care of those students. . Hence I feel it to be a simple duty incum- 
bent upon this Congress to appropriate every dollar asked for this pur- 
pose. 

One word further and I am done. In reference to the cost of the 
building, I am satisfied that careful estimates have been made by those 
who can have no motive whatever except to subserve the public inter- 
ests, and that every dollar provided for in this item of the bill is abso- 
lutely necessary for the erection of proper buildings for this purpose, 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I presume that but asmall num- 
ber of the gentlemen who are called upon to vote on this appropriation 
have read the report on this subject made by the Military Committee— 
a report which can be obtained from the document-room. Hence it 
seems to me proper that a somewhat more explicit statement of the 
need for this building should be made. 

The present Academy building at West Point was erected fifty years 
ago—in 1838. In its day it was a pretty fair building, being four sto- 
ries high, I believe, with walls of stone. It was built upon a very 
peculiar style of architecture. In order to obtain space for the riding- 
hall in the basement story, the only support for the three upper stories 
consisted of wooden pillars. Of late years iron pillars have been added, 
and this basement story, the old riding-hall, is maintained as a gym- 
nasium. In the last Congress an appropriation of $76,000 was made 
for remodeling and rebuilding this structure. Examinations were made 
by architects and experts with reference to the expenditure of this 
money, and bids were solicited. No bid was made within $30,000 of 
the amount appropriated. It was declared by the experts who made 
examination that the only way to remodel the building would be to go 
to work and take out this entire interior structure, because it is a mere 
fire-box inside. The partitions are all of wood, carried up on these 
wooden supports; and it was declared that the only possible way to 
remodel or rebuild it would be to go to work and raze everything ex- 
cept the exterior walls. 

It was decided by the architects and experts that this could not be 
done for within tens of thousands of dollars of the amount appropri- 
ated. The authorities at West Point, as well as at the War Depart- 
ment, then took under consideration what next should be done to meet 
the urgent demand which was made for some change in this respect, 
and after a most careful examination and deliberation they came to 
Congress with a recommendation and asked us at the beginning of this 
Congress, and the appropriation was recommended by the War Depart- 
ment, that we should provide, not for remodeling or taking the inside 
out of the building and putting a new one in, but to leave it as it is, 
and to authorize the construction of a modern building, suitable to the 
purposes according to the plans of modern science and the experience 
of our day, with proper provision for lecture-halls, for light and ven- 
tilation, in fact, such a building as would meet the requirements of 
that institution. At the first session of this Congress the bill was in- 
troduced and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and was 
subsequently unanimously reported, carrying out precisely the same 
idea that is involved in this paragraph. ‘That bill waited in its order 
upon the calendars of the House, like many other measures of impor- 
tance, and I suppose is still there. 

Now what are the factsin regard to that building? It was,asI have 
said, built about fifty years ago. It is entirely inadequate—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to have a few moments longer, 
with the consent of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As I was saying, Mr. Chairman, this building is 
entirely inadequate in capacity. The number of cadets at that insti- 
tution has, of course, been largely increased, as the number of Congres- 
sional districts has been increased. It is an unventilated building, it 
is an unsafe building, and isactually unfitted for the occupancy of the 
upwards of four hundred young men whom we send there to become 
the leaders and instructors of our Army. If there is a public building 
needed in the United States to-day, and badly needed, it is a new aca- 
demic building there and a gymnasium, but I will come to that part of 
itlateron. At present I wish to confine myself to the paragraph under 
consideration, which refers to the Academy building alone. 

In regard to this building the section-rooms and the recitation-rooms 
are entirely unsuited. There is no examination hall whatever. There 
is no place for holding annual examinations or for holding the semi- 
annual examinations of the graduating class. There is no place for 
keeping the chemical and philosophical apparatus and other apperatus 
employed in teaching the students, and we have no place for storing 
the invaluable collections which are there, embracing, among other 
things, models of ancient and modern fortifications, models of civil en- 
gineering structures and stone-cuttings; models of fire-arms and project- 
iles, showing the progress of invention and the art of war; models of 
drawings used for instruction in topography and reconnaissance, and 
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many of these are of great historic value and can not be replaced; plans 
of campaigns and battle-maps, extensive geological and mineralogical 
specimens, and so on throughout a whole list of invaluable articles. 

These are all stored in this old rattle-trap, non-fire-proof building, 
actually ready to crumble at any time—the entire structure liable to 
fall down, and yet it is the only place where all of this valuable appa- 
ratus and objects of great historical value can be stored. 

Now, the West Point board has examined and reported favorably on 
this question. In the last Congress the Board of Visitors strongly rec- 
ommended this structure. The Superintendent of the Academy says it 
is an almost absolute and immediate essential; the Secretary of War 
has recommended it; the General of the Army has recommended it; 
the Secretary has sent in his estimates, and we have reported in favor 
of it. In view of these statements, it seems to me, and of the facts as 
they exist, as the officers of the Academy have certified, there can be 
no reason whatever for refusing the appropriation. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is it not trae that at the last session of Congress 
a bill was presented providing for the erection of a building not to cost 
over $490,060, which bill was vetoed? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Oh, no; the bill was presented. 

Mr. KILGORE. What became of it? 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Itis now on the Calendar. In the preceding 
Congress we appropriated $70,000 to remodel the building; but, as I 
have said, experts testified that it could not be done for anything like 
that amount. At the last session of this Congress the Military Com- 
mittee reporied the identical bill which is now inserted here in this 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. GEAR. I would like to have read a brief extract from the re- 
port of the committee in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Upon careful inquiry the committee is advised that the academic building was 
erected in 1838, fifily years ago, to provide for the necessities of instruction at 
that time. Its basement, designed for a riding-schooi and used as such for many 
years, reste directly on the ground, has no means of ventilation, is damp, and 
therefore is not available for recitations, models, or apparatus. At present it is 
used as a gymnasium, for which purpose it is badly adapted and entirely too 
contracted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed hy the gentieman from Texas, to strike out this paragraph. 

The question was taken; and the Chair decided that the noes pre- 
vailed. 

Mr. KILGORE. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas demands a division. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will withdraw that demand. 

So (no farther count being demanded) the amendment was rejected. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

For the erection of a fire-preof building on such site of the public grounds 
ai West Point, N. ¥., as may be designated by the Secretary of War, to be used 
as a gymnasium and fencing academy for the cadets of the United States Mili- 


tary Acacemy, to be constructed according to the plans recommended ‘by the 
academic board and approved by the Secretary of War, $100,000: 


plans and specifications for said eaeng oe be prepared ander the Sionction 
of the academic board and ap ed by Secretary of War, which plans and 
specifications shall be such when said building shall be jap heey oon 
the cost thereof shall not exceed the sum herein appropriated : Sur- 
ther, That the sums herein appropriated for erection of one building to be used 
by all departments of instruction and one um and fencing 

shal! be immediately available after ap; of this act. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, Imake the same point of orderupon 
that clause, that there is no provision of law forthe erection of that 
building, and hence the appropriation should not be provided here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. KILGORE. NowI move to strike out that clause of the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McCREARY. The next bill for consideration is the bill making 
appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States, and 1 hope that my friend from South Carolina will simply ask 
that his bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation; and that 
we goon with the diplomatic and consular bill. 

Mr, TILLMAN. I withdraw the motion that the committee rise, 
and move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

TheCHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McCREARY. I call up the bill (H. R. 11879) making appro- 
priations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. 

The Cierk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I ask that the first reading of the bill be dis- 


— with. The bill under consideration has no changes except two. 
he consulate at Elberfeld, Germany, is abolished, as the town isa 


























suburb of Barmen. The compensation of the consulate at Nuevo Laredo, 
Mexico, is increased from $1,000 to $2,000; and that of the consulate 
at Matamoros reduced from $2,000 to $1,000. The whole amount ap- 
propriated by the bill is $1,440 less than the amount appropriated last 
year. Therefore I ask that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman if there is any 
new legislation in the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. There are no changes in the bill except those to 
which I have referred. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Are there any changes made in the law ? 

Mr. McCREARY. There are no changes from the bill passed last 
year. 

ree no objection, and the firs‘: reading of the bill was dispensed 
with. 

The bill was then read by paragraphs for amendment. 

Mr. McADOO. I move to strike out the last word, Mr. Chairman. 
I can not permit this bill to pass without emphasizing what I consider 
to be the popular demand for the abolition of our present system of 
diplomacy. There is much comment upon the fact that one of the great 
countriesof Europe is unrepresented at this capital, and the Government 
of that country is said to have refrained from sending a minister in order 
to resent what they consider an insult in the return of their former 
minister to his home. Now, I have no doubt that 99 per cent. of the 
American people do not know, and do not care, whether a minister has 
been, or will be, sent from that country to the United States or not, 
and I am certain that the interests of the United States would not in 
any degree suffer if we did not send a single minister to any court in 
Europe or elsewhere. 

Our people are indifferent as te whether foreign ministers come or 
domestic ones go, because they realize that the whole system in our 
day, and so far as we are concerned, is a mere playing with dead forms, 
a@ meaningless mummery, which has ceased even to amuse. 

I know that I am only repeating what has been often said on this 
floor when I say that in this age of steam and electricity, with the fre- 
quent and ready means of communication existing between this coun- 
try and the otber nations of the world, the present system is obsolete. 
Of all things in the world the most absurd to my mind is a United States 
minister at a great Europeancourt. He can not compete, so far as dec- 
orations and displa: > vem nna ape aor n+ amma and dis- 

lay are concerned, which accompany the muster representatives 
of cen at alk nate aaa the tail-end of a 
long procession of bespangled, representatives 
pialidhandtimnat terest, adnlistem cnumstne Gaming Seathanel 
birds of the tropical forests. 

We send at his earnest solicitation John Smith, for indiscernible rea- 
sons, a8 minister plenipotentiary and envoy extraordinary to the court 
of the High Muckamuck of Mozambique. An envoy » magnifi- 
cent, phenomenal, and extraordinary, and a minister of power, if 
not omnipotent certainly plenipotent! Is it any wonder the head of 
the poor man is turned? That his senses reel on this dizzy height? 
Hitherto to him a militia general in full uniform was a spectacle to 
inake the assembled gods stand inawe; but the spectacular grandeurand 
eye-tiring magnificence of the courtimperial and heaven-ordained muck- 
amuck shades the child of war as a circus band-wagon would a push- 
cart. When in this mad whirl of a new existence he has in 
kissing the queen’s toe, has been offered a bad cigar by a worse duke, 
has orated at the annual dinner of the Ancient and Honorable Society 
of Royal Clam-Diggers, and has communed on literature and law with 
the Fellows of the Society of Revered and Honored Fossils, has launched 
with an earl, dined with a duchess, supped with a baron, and exposed 
his legs in silk stockings in his Majesty’s drawing-room, and been told 
that Mozambique and not the whole of Europe is his mother country, 
is it any wonder that the weak-headed man, dug out of obscurity, in- 
toxicated with flattery and empty form, begins forthwith to apologize 
for having been born in America, and that America—that is, the sub- 
stantial brain and muscle, the real men and women of America—be- 
comes heartily ashamed of him ? 

Now, Mr. if the small coterie of flunkeys and lord lovers 
in our country want to go abroad and apologize for our existence as a 
republic, let it not be done under Government patronage. It is not so 
muchaguestion of men. There are, and always have been, among our 
representatives at foreign courts a goodly number of able, sensible, pa- 
triotic men who are proud of their country and its institutions. 

Why compete in this playing with past customs? An envoy who 
underwent soul-stirring perils to reach and remain at his post was no 
ordinary man; a minister who carried war or peace in his keeping, un- 
checked by the speedy communication of railroads, steam-boats, or tele- 
graphs, was to be respected and feared. These have passed away, yet 
we, a republic, play with the older world in aping the language, cus- 
toms, and forms of the when these were real and ; 
The master of many had ‘‘the honor to be and remain the most 
humble, obedient servant’’ of the degen oneal og —— 
passed meaningless compliments to press ignoran 
multitude, and the language of the court the varnish of false- 


1889. 




























hood. The whole system in our age is a jabbering ghost that, walking 
by day, begets laughter.and contempt instead of reverence and respect. 
And in this spectacular burlesque on the old heroic and chivalrous ages 
when form and substance kept pace, we, as a country, play such a 
_ as to shame ourselves and make the whole performance ridiculous. 

omas Carlyle, attacking these sham observances in modern times, 


once said: 
Is — poor English existence wholly becoming a nightmare; full of mere 
n 3? 
The ree of England, cased in iron or tin, rides into Westminster Hall, 
“ being li into his saddle with little assistance,” and there asks if in the four 
uarters of the world, under the cope of heaven, is any man or demon that 
question the rightof this king? Under the cope of heaven no man makes 
— answer—as several men ought already to have done. Does not this 
champion, too, know the world; that it is a huge imposter, and bottomless in- 
anity, over with t cloth and other ingenious tissues? Him let 
us leave there, questioning men and demons. 

I regret that the distinguished gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] 
now occupies the chair, because if he were on the floor he would doubt- 
less add force to what Iam saying. He has had experience as a min- 
ister abroad, and while he undoubtedly reflected credit upon American 
wit, humor, and statesmanship at the court of the great Sultan, I am 
sure he would join with me in saying that the system is an obsolete 
one, which is totally unfitted to this age and to the character of our in- 
stitutioas. Why, Mr. Chairman, for twenty-five years past it has been 
@ common saying among the people of the United States that we have 
not had a thorough and'genuine American representative at one of the 

incipal courts of Europe where we have interests at stake, and tak- 

the samples which both the great political parties have sent there 

I am convinced that we shall never get, for practical purposes, a really 

good, genuine, out and out, in and in American minister at the court 

of St. James until we senda lay figure there, its legs made of good Ala- 

bama pig-iron, its armsof California live-oak, itsabdominal recess filled 

with Mississippi cotton, its head of Eastern granite, and its auricular ap- 

tasseled ears of Illinois corn. [Laughter.] Such a lay fig- 

ure would certainly do usas much good as has been done by any min- 

ister we have sent for the past quarter of a century to that or any other 
court in the world. 

Why should the hard-working people, the honest producing people 
of this country, be compelled to pay for these things? This play costs 
something, and is only a play. The taxes are not rained into the 
Treasury like the manna from heaven. The money that fills your 
vaults at the other end of the avenue is stained with the sweat and 
the blood of the honest producing people of this country, and what 
right have we, as their Representatives, to take that money and pay it 
ont in large salaries and bonuses to our ministers at foreign courts, in 
order that they may attempt to compete in ridiculous display with the 
representatives of the monarchies of Europe and Asia? I believe in 
being as dignified and proper as other nations, but our absence would 
be a potential protest against the resurrection and preservation of an 
absurd pomp in which we can not take part without stultifying our- 
selves. Iam not an iconoclast. The symbols of the past preach to 
the present, but this game of diplomacy, besides being useless to us, 
teaches only deceit and falsehood. The motive of the play is bad; the 
language belongs to another age. 

The United States consular system is absolutely necessary, I will 
admit; and a good consular service can do all our business, help our 
commerce, and represent us officially in all parts of the world. If 
there is any portion of our public service to which the so-called civil- 
service reform doctrine applied it would be to our consular service, 
that we might have to represent this country abroad a trained and 
experienced body of men, who know their own country, its institu- 
tions, and its wants, and understand its commerce. I must say that 
it looked to me inconsistent—and I dislike to be personal in this re- 
spect—that one of the great fathers of the present civil-service system, 
who helped in the Congress of the United States to plant it upon the 
statute-book, and himself to-day a minister plenipotentiary from this 
country, did not extend it to the one branch of the civil service that 
it could benefit, aboveall others, if it benefit any, to wit, the consular 
service, where experienced and trained men would have something to 
say as to what is necessary, and where it might have been of value, 
instead of extending it to tide-waiters, charwomen, messenger boys, 
and the men who open packages and boxes in the custom-houses of the 
United States. I have no desire, however, to go into any discussion 
at this time of the present civil-servicelaw. Let us reform this diplo- 
matic and consular service. Let us kill each sham in turn. Whata 
grand world this will be when a sham will find no resting place on 
the whole earth. 


ee - The time of the gentleman from New Jersey has 


a McCREARY. It is not my purpose to discuss our diplomatic 
service or present the merits of those who represent us abroad. Their 
faithful performance of their duties makes this unnecessary, and the 
brief time allowed for debate and my desire to conclude the considera- 
tion of the bill this evening compel me to speak briefly. Attacks have 
been made cally in the House of Representatives on our foreign 
service, the criticisms of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
McApo0) are in many respects of thesame tenor as those made by others 
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lieve our diplomatic service should be abolished. 
complished gentlemen have represented us abroad as ministers, who, in 
my judgment, have reflected credit on the United States. The distin- 
guished Chairman of this committte [Mr. Cox] rendered conspicuous 
service as a foreign minister. 
permitted who are now in service or who served with distinction in the 
years that have passed. The argument presented by my friend from 
New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], while it indicates that he is not pleased 
with what has occurred in Great Britain, does not, in my opinion, in 
the least degree justify the abolition of our diplomatic service. 
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at previous sessions of Congress, but nevertheless our diplomatic service 
has continued for a century, and will probably continue in some form 
as long as our Republic lasts. 


There are doubtless defects in our foreign service, but I do not be- 
Many able and ac- 


I might name many others if my time 


There should probably be a revision of the laws regulating our diplo- 


matic and consular service, and if the gentleman wishes to discuss that 
subject he will have an opportunity when the bill now on the Calen- 
dar for the revision ot our consular system comes before the House. 
At present we are considering the diplomatic and consular appropria- 
tion bill, which seeks to appropriate money to pay the salaries of our 
ministers, consuls, commercial agents, clerks, and such other expenses 
as are necessary, and I hope we will proceed without delay. 
all the nations of the world send their diplomatic and consular officers 
to our country, and this, the greatest Republic in the world, should 
send diplomatic and consular officers wherever they can advance the 
dignity and the commerce of our great nation or be of benefit to 
American citizens. 


Nearly 


Mr. McADOO. I do not desire to detain the committee, but have 


just one word to say in reply to my honorable friend from Kentucky. I 
want to emphasize the absurdity of the present diplomatic service as 
applied to our institutions. 
very ribbons and feathers and forms of it, and the mummery of it, per- 
tain toa past age. 
during the late campaign one of the ordinary forms of diplomatic 


The whole play, the very terms of it, the 
I am told that in one of the Western newspapers 


courtesy between the representatives of two countries was kept at the 
head of the paper with a view of presenting the present Secretary of 
State in a sycophantic and snobbish position towards a diplomat rep- 
resenting England here. Of course this was untrue and absurd, but it 


shows how ridiculous this game is in a country like ours. The very 


terms, the sign manual, of the system are as obsolete and dead as 


possible, and yet it is retained in our country. . 


If every court in Europe refrained from sending ministers here the 
mass of the American people would not care a handful of last year’s 
It might possibly annoy afew snobs who in their opinions, 
if they have any, as much represent the American people as they do the 
natives of Zanzibar. 

I am not, as my friend suggests, applying these remarks to Great 
Britain; I am not making any invidious distinction between Great 
Britain, Russia, China, or any other country; but am speaking of the 
principle at stake in this question broadly presented. I repeat that tis 
so-called diplomacy is absolutely obsolete and dead among the progress- 
ive peoples of the world; and it belongs to us, an intelligent republican 
people, to set an example by abolishing it, showing to the world that it 
is a service which is useless in this day of steam and electricity, that 
the business of nations now, like the business of individuals, is con- 
ducted on plain common-sense methods and principles, and that our 
consular service could be so employed. 

Mr. McCREARY. It is now getting near 5 o’clock, and I hope we 
will continue the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey withdraws the 
formal amendment. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the committee rise and report to 
the House the two appropriation bills which have now been disposed of. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman to permit the Committee of the 
Whole to remain in session in order that the fortification bill may be 
considered this afternoon. It is a very short bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam of opinion that we shall not have time 
to-day to dispose of the fortification bill. There are some points of 
order to be raised on that bill, which will take some time for theirdis- 
cussion and determination. I think it better, therefore, that the Com- 
mittee cf the Whole should rise now, in order that the House may dis- 
pose of the two appropriation bills already acted on. Then, if it is de- 
sirable, the House can again resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. If there should be any trouble in regard to the forti- 
fication bill, I will myself move that the committee rise in time for the 
House to pass the two appropriation bills already acted on. 

Mr. McCREARY. I will say to the gentleman from Texas that we 
can pass these two bills in a few minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is my purpose to make a point of order on 
some of the provisions of the fortification bill; and it will take some 
time to disposeof that measure. I think, therefore, we had better rise, 
so as to pass the two bills already acted on. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask a vote on my motion that the committea 


rise. 
The motion was agreed to, 
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The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Cox reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 11854) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and the 
bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con- 
sular service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, had directed him to report the same back to the House with 
amendments. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11854) 
making appropriations for the support of the Military Academy for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was read 
and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. TILLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House next proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of consid- 
ering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. BLount in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of general appropriation bills. The Clerk will read the 
title of the first bill in one. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bili (H, R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance 
for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent that the first reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. ADAMS. In proceeding to theconsideration of this bill by para- 
graphs there is no adequate opportunity to have the House understand 
the policy of the committee; and I see by the report—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that dispensing with the 
first reading of the bill does not cut off general debate. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment, 
read as follows: 

Be i enacted, elc., That the sums of money herein provided for be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, namely : 

Preservation and repair of fortifications: For the protection, preservation, and 
repair of, and preparation of plans for fortifications, $100,000. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the item immediately follow- 
ing the first item of this bill is one on which I wish to raise a question 
of order; and the point which I wish to discuss is applicable to every 
succeeding item of the bill. I have been unable since the bill has been 
taken up to get a copy of it, and therefore I am compelled to follow it 
simply from the reading. 

Mr, Chairman, the rules of the House have conferred on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations jurisdiction over appropriations for fortifi- 
cations, or, to state the matter rather more broadly, have given that 
committee jurisdiction over all subjects relating to fortifications. The 
word ‘‘fortification’’ has a well-defined meaning in the dictionaries, 
and is no doubt sufficiently understood by the Chair and by the mem- 
bers of the House without any definition by me. The bill which we 
have now under consideration contains in its first item all that can be 
_— in it relating to the question of fortifications. I refer to the 

tem— 

For the protection, preservation, and repair of, and preparation of plans for 
fortifications, $100,000. : 

Every other item of the bill relates to armament, relates to provid- 

ing guns and means of defense for the seacoast. There is no other item 

in the bill relating directly to fortifications, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The subsequent paragraphs have not yet been 
—— and the point of order can be made against them as they are 
reached. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is that? 

A MemBerR. The Chair has decided the gentleman can not cross the 
bridge until he has come to it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, we have reached onc bridge and I have 
crossed it, and it is in reference to that bridge that I have made the 
point of order. The first item is for the— 

Preservation and repair of fortifications: For the protection, preservation, 
and repair of, and preparation of plans for fortifications, $100,009. 

All the other paragraphs relate to something less than fortifications, 
and have no right under the rules to be included in this bill. I make 
the point of order that the paragraph ‘torpedoes for harbor defense ’’ 
is not in order upon this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That paragraph has not yet been read by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I supposed the Clerk in reading the bill had 
read that paragraph. It commences on the first page of the bill and 
goes down and includes line 6 on the eee 

The CHAIRMAN. That has not been at all. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will wait until the Clerk reads it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Torpedoes for harbor defense: For the purchase of submarine mines and nec- 
essary appliances to operate them for closing the channels leading to our prin- 
cipal rts; for needful casements oun aate ean So Senite hae 
to operate submarine mines; for cuntinntog to o experiments and for prac- 
tical instruction of eer in the of the service, $330,000. 

For torpedo-shed at San Fran: Harbor, $22,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against what the Clerk has just read. Now, I havealready stated that 
the only jurisdiction conferred by the rules of the House upon the 
Committee on Appropriations in relation to the military esta’ ment 
of the country is to make appropriations for subjects relating to forti- 
fications. 

Clause 12 of Rule XI is as follows: 

12. To the military establishment and the public defense, including the ap- 
propriation for its support, and for that of the Military Academy: to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Now, then, as I have already stated, only the first paragraph in this 
bill relates to fortifications. It is there provided: 

Preservation and repair of fortifications: For the protection, preservation, 
and repair of, and preparation of plans for fortifications, $100,000. 

The item which has just been read in reference to torpedoes for har- 
bor defense has no relation to fortifications at all, but provides: 


Torpedoes for harbor defense: For the purchase of submarine mines and 
nee appliances to operate m for the channels leading to our 
aie seaports; for needful casements and galleries to render it possi- 
le to operate submarine mines; for contin torpedo experiments and for 
instruction of engineer troops in the of the service, $330,000. 

It will he seen, therefore, it has nothing to do with fortificaticns. 
It is the planting of submarine mines. These are never planted in ,or- 
tifications themselves, but they are planted away from the fortifica- 
tions. They are usually planted in the harbors to prevent the entrance 


of the enemy’s shi y have nothing more to do with fortifications, 
therefore, than the gun or the uniform with which the soldier is 
equipped. 


Mr. REED. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. 
euk REED. What is the aggregate of appropriation provided for in 

bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Eight hundred and ninety thousand dollars. 

Mr. REED. A tremendous bill for the fortification of a country o! 
this size! [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNS . oe rine, TEs. Sen, 2 ee oe See 
casion to discuss the merits of the bill, but merely to have the point of 
order which I have raised di not only for the present but for 
the future action of the House itself. So far as the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs is concerned, it has no pride of on in reference to the 
matter. It desires that the House in the transaction of its business shall 
be consistent in what it does. It desires to see the jurisdiction con- 


ferred by the rules of the House exercised by the committees upon which 
that j ction has been conferred. It does not desire to see jurisdic- 
tion exercised by committees upon which the rules have not conferred 


it. In other words, it asks that the rules shall be executed as they are 
and not in any different manner than in accordance with their provis- 
ions. 


Now, the only jurisdiction conferred by the rules in to fertifica- 
tions on the Committee on Appropriations eee Se preservation 
and repair of fortifications, which are provid , as I have already 


et, ee ee ee ed se Menage gta 
rules conferring upon Committee on Ap) any power to 
ng upo a 


make oo to e armament fortifications, to 
provide Raving the expenses of maintaining them, to provide for 
furnishing with guns, butsimply for the preservation and repair of 


the themselves. Now, when yon look at clause 12, Rule 


1889. 
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XI, you will there see that the jurisdiction conferred upon the Com- | to another committee, that the language by which this segregation is 
mittee on Military Affairs is in reference to the military establishment | made must be strictly construed; and that when the House has com- 


and the public defense, including the appropriations for its support, and 
for that of the Mili Academy. 

- The question is a plain and simple one and no one can misunder- 
stand it. The Committee on Military Affairs has exclusive jurisdic- 
tion over the question, and not the Committee on Appropriations. That 
was the decision at the last session of Congress, and it has also been 
the decision during the nt session. I have before me a copy of 
the resolution reported from the Ways and Means Committee referring 
the President’s message, and that in the most specific and pointed man- 
ner refers this question to the Committee on Military Affairs, leaving 
no ground for controversy. It is there declared that armaments for 
fortifications and seacoast defense shall be reterred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and not to the Committee on Appropriations. Such 
was the resolution reported from the Committee on Ways and Means 
under the instructions of the House to provide for the distribution of 
the subjects discussed in the message of the President to the various 
committees of the House. Here is the resolution, signed by the Clerk, 
whereby the subject of the armament for fortifications and the public 
defense was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On the 6th day of last December Mr. McMILLIN, from the Commit- 
teeon Ways Means, submitted the following privileged resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That so much of the annual m of the President of the United 


States * 3 at the present session as ~ pod. Army of the — 
States, in ng appro; ms therefor, and roviding an armament for 
defense on the cone be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The message of the President of the United States discussed the va- 
rious means of providing a system of defense for the seacoast, and 
amongst them was discussed the question of providing torpedoes. In- 
cluded also in the same message was a reference to submarine mines. 

. I insist, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that this is a clear-cut, square 
question upon which the point of order is raised and on which I ask 
a ruling of the Chair. It isa matter of but little concern to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs or to any member of that committee as to 
what may be the ruling in this 
that impels me as well as the Military Committee to insist that the 
House s) be consistent with its own rules, and with its reference of 
this subject to that committee by the resolution to which I have just 
referred, and that the question so referred shall be left to the considera- 
tion and disposition of that committee. 

I do not care, sir, to occupy the attention of the committee unneces- 
sarily, and having stated simply, palaly, and briefly the ground on 
which I base the point of order, I will say nothing more upon the 
question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I was not present during the last 
session of Congress when this question was chiefly discussed, although 
I was present during a portion of the discussion. It stands, it seems 
to me, in an altogether different attitude to-day from the position it 
occupied at that time, because this question now raised, of which com- 
mittee shall have jurisdiction and report appropriations for the arma- 
ment of our seacoast defenses, has been taken in hand by the House 
itself, has been definitely decided, and it has referred the entire matter, 
by a resolution of the House, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

> sir, in the few moments that I will occupy the floor at this time 
I not discuss the question upon that narrow basis, but rather upon 
the more general ground of the principle underlying our rules and pro- 
cedure here. 

Formerly the entire matter ofappropriations for the public defense was 
in the hands of the Committee on Appropriations. In the Forty-ninth 
or by an amendment to the rules of the House, the jurisdiction 
of Committee on Appropriations was segregated, and portions of 
that jurisdiction were distributed to various other committees of the 
House. Among the riation committees so created was the Com- 
mittee on Military and to it was assigned the duty of making 
appropriations for certain purposes in addition to its former jurisdiction ; 
so that by a reference to therules as at present existing, the jurisdiction 
of that.committee now embraces: 

All relating to the mili i t b) 
am (ng ompecteees ingte no ml eer establishment and the public defense, 


That is, the support of the military establishment and the public de- 


and for that of the Military Academy. 

_ The words ‘‘the military establishment and the public defense’? in- 
clude all matters that relate to the military arm of the Government. 
The House has carved out of this wide and general field a narrower field, 
which is called the field of fortifications, and has committed that to the 
Committee on Appropriations. All the remainder of the military es- 
tablishment and the public defense has been committed to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

_ Now, sir, my first proposition is this: thatas the broader, the gen- 
eral and universal field is committed to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, that is, the whole military establishment and the entire public 
defense, and then a minor and lesser field is carved out and committed 
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It is simply a sense of duty: 


mitted to the Appropriations Committee a certain portion of the field, 
namely, that of fortifications, that term must be taken in its literal 
sense, because it isin qualification of the wider and more general 
jurisdiction which is conferred on the Military Committee. I think 
there can be no question about that as a matter of interpretation. 

Then the question arises, what is meant by the language of the 
rule where, when it says that to the Committee on Appropriations, by 
subdivision 3 of Rule XI, which confers jurisdiction upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to provide for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses, and for sundry civil expenses, are also included the 
words ‘‘for fortifications?’’ I say, what is meant when the rule says, 
in this paragraph, that the Committee on Appropriations shall have 
jurisdiction of matters relating to fortifications? To determine that 
we raust turn the light on by determining what is meant by the terms 
“‘military establishment’’ and ‘‘the public defense.”” What is the 
military establishment? The military establishment relates to all 
permanent military forces of the United States. It embraces, first,the 
infantry arm; second, the cavalry arm; third, the artillery arm of the 
service, and fourth, the engineers. All matters pertaining to the mili- 
tary establishment of the United States, the four branches of the mili- 
tary establishment I have named, are committed to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. That carries with it all matters relating to the equip- 
ment of these four arms, to the provisioning, to the supplying, to the 
clothing, and the transportation, and everything of that character. 
Now, among the four arms of the service each one has its own appro- 
priate armament. The infantry has its muskets or rifles; the cavairy 
its carbines, revolvers, and sabers; the field artillery its field-guns, and 
the heavy artillery the siege-guns and coast-defense armament. I 
maintain, sir, that the armament of the artillery, the equipment of the 
field artillery, and the equipment of the heavy artillery for coast defenses 
is just as much a matter within the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Military Affairs as is the matter of supplying the Army with clothing, 
or with provisions, or with transportation, or as the matter of manu- 
facturing arms for the infantry or cavalry. 

‘The paragraph of the bill which we have now reached relates to tor- 
pedoes. Now, the torpedo system of the United States is eminently and 
manifestly a part of the regular military establishment. It pertains to 
the engineer branch of the military establishment. The torpedois no 
fortification. ‘The torpedo has nothing to do with fortificationsin any 
proper sense of the word. A torpedoisanarm. A torpedo is just as 
much an arm as a musket, a rifle, a saber, a field-gun, or any other arm 
with which the Army is equipped. Itis anarm which may be planted 
on shore in a water channel, and it may be operated by electricity or 
by steam, or in any other way; but in whatever way it is operated it is 
by the Engineer Corps of the United States. We havea post at Wil- 
lets Point, outside of New York Harbor, where the Engineer Corps is . 
drilled from month to month and year to year in the torpedo system of 
the United States. 

Now, my position, Mr. Chairman, is this: that itis exclusively a mat- 
ter of armament, and not of fortifications, In the second place, thatit 
is a matter pertaining to the military establishment of the United 
States and the arming of the military of the United States, and for 
nothing else. My third position is that it has been expressly and defin- 
itively committed to the Military Committee by a solemn resolution of 
this House, and it belongs to them, and to nobody else. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let us look a little farther at this matter of for- 
tifications. I concede that all matters of fortifications are committed 
by the laws of this House to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Now, I hold in my hand volume 7 of the American Encyclopedia. 
Under the head of ‘‘ Fortifications,” in the special acceptation of the 
term, it defines fortifications into three classes: permanent fortifica- 
tions, siege fortifications, and field fortifications. I have read this ar- 
ticle from beginning to end, and I find that it does not speak at all of 
armaments, Sothatarmament is not necessarily part of fortifications. 

A few years ago, in the time of old General Totten, the Congress of the 
United States decided on the fortification of our ports. A plan of for- 
tification was prepared, was inaugurated, and carried out at a cost of 
more than $50,000,000. Such fortifications as Fortress Monroe and Fort 
La Fayette in New York Harbor and many other forts along our coast 
were built. 

Now, all matters as to fortifications, under the rules as they exist to- 
day, go to the Committee on Appropriations; bat when it comes to 
arming these fortifications; when it comes, in other words, to arming 
the troops that are to occupy the fortifications—because it is the troops 
that are armed, and not the fortifications—then that matter of arming 
the troops belongs to the Committee on Military Affairs. under the or- 
der of this House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have reached but one paragraph of the bill. 
In regard to the first paragraph no question can be made that relates 
to fortifications. We have already determined that all matters pertain- 
ing to the armament of the Army is committed to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. But if you will cast your eye down this bil) a little 
farther you will find here appropriations for field artillery—for 3.2- 
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inch guns, the lightest kind of field artillery, and you will find appro- 
priations here fer field carriages for such guns. In other words, the 
Committee on Appropriations assume to take into its jurisdiction this 
entire matter of arming the Army by providing the field artillery for 
the Army of the United States, and taking that right away from the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. Chairman, this may not be a very important question, Theim- 
portant question is that the work be done. But in an orderly transac- 
tion of the business of this House I insist that the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs shall be permitted to report here and have charge of the 
measures that this House has entrusted to it. It isnot a mere matter 
of jealousy between committees. It is a matter for the orderly divis- 
ion and transaction of the business of this House. I could say a 
deal more aboat this question, but the hour is late and I do not de- 
sire to consume the time of the House upon this point of order. But 
it is a point of order that will be renewed upon each point where it 
is pertinent. The House conferred that jurisdiction on the Committee 
on Military Affairs and can take it away, but I think it ought not 
to do so without some reason, 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think I am like the chairman of theCom- 
mittee on Military Affairs in this connection. He says he hasno feel- 
ing on this subject. I fear if I said so I would not do justice to my 
frankness. Enforced absence kept me from the House w this sub- 
ject was discussed at the last session. I had supposed it was finally 
settled. It seems now to rest upon a resolution distributing the Pres- 
ident’s message. 

The strong point at which we should leok, and, it seems to me, the 
only one that should have weight with the Chairman of this commit- 
tee in ruling upon this question, is, what authority or power or juris- 
diction did the Committee on Appropriations have before the separa- 
tion ef the appropriation bills? It is not disputed that all the sub- 
jects of appropriation te which reference has been made in this connec- 
tion then attached to the Committee on Appropriations, but the rules 
were changed and jurisdiction was given to Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs of a portion of the expenditures of the public money in 
connection with the Army. The Committee on Rules, which reported 
those changes, settled and fixed beyond controversy, in my judgment, 
what was intended by that committee in recommending the change, 
and the House, by following the recommendation of the committee, 
confirmed that interpretation. I read from a volume of committee 
reports belonging to the Committee on Appropriations, page 11 of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. This is what the committee say: 

The fortification bill, being one 4) jointl ar fone, Army mg Navy fortifica- 

on Appropria- 


tions and the general public efense, is with 
tions. 


Mr, TOWNSHEND. Who made that statement? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a part of the report of the Conimittee on 
Bules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What does the rule itself say? 

Mr. RANDALL. The rule has been in operation, and, under that 
rule, jurisdiction has been claimed by the Committee on Ap 
tions, and the decision of this very House sustained that claim at the 
last session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my friend do the House thejustice to have 
the role itself read? because I believe that the individual whe drew 
that report misconceived the nature of the rule which was being re- 
ported, and certainly the rule itself ought te have more weight with 
the House than the report of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I em only telling you what in my judgment was 
intended by the report of the Committee on Rules, and we ha’ 
under that rule several sessions. 

Mr. MAISH. If the report of the Committee on Rules is to deter- 
mine this question, will the chairman of the Committee on A pria- 
tions inform us what is the difference between ‘‘ general public a 
the language used in the report, and ae the language 
used ia the rule which the same committee reported ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The action of the Committee on Appropriations 
in taking, jurisdiction ef this subject shows what was the meaning of 
the rule, and the House affirmed it. Never, until the last session, was 
any question raised against the Committee on A ppropriatious exercis- 
ing that power, and whan Re qpetion wee. nian S anes by a 
vote of this House in favor of Committee on ooo 

Mr. MAISH. The gentleman misapprehends Rule 
li provies that to the Committee on Military Ait shall be re 
ferred all matters pertaining to the military and the pub- 
liedefense. Now the gentieman has just read an extract from the re- 
ee which says that that matter sball be- 

a to the Committee on Ar and I want him to explain 
whether the matters pertaining to the ‘ public defense ’?—— 


Mr. RANDALL (interposing). That is a very plain question, and 


easily answered. 

Mr. MAISH. Very well, I would like to have it answered. 

Mr. RANDALL. The practice of the House settles that question. 
= practice of the House settles it that under the rnle the Committee 


on Appropriations have jurisdiction, and they have taken that juris- 
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diction by the aetion of the House in this and in ine Coe 
So that the gentleman’s opinion, or mine (which, it seems, differ), has 
not that force and effect which the precedents established by the House 
have and should have. 

Mr. MAISH. But still thegentleman does not answer my question. 
The rule provides that the Committee on Military Affairs shall have 
jurisdiction in relation to the ‘‘ public defense,’’ and the report which 
the gentleman has quoted says not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I say that this report of the Committee on Rules 
made plain what was the intention in making the change of rule; that 
it shows what was taken from the Committee on Appropriations and 
what was left; and I say, moreover, that the action of the House itself 
in construing the rules confirms the position of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. The 
a gana g ey Cg iy one The Committee on Rules 

> but the House did not adopt that report; it adopted 
oe House had nothing to say about the report. It has not 
affirmed or indorsed that report. The House simply takes action upon 
the rules reported by the committee. The observation which the gen- 
tleman quotes from the report of the committee is not an official act of 
the House; it is simply an opinion of the eommittee. Now, I want to 
ask him whether the voice of the House, through the rule, 
ought not to have more force and weight than a simple recommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. RANDALL. I havesaid so. I have said that the gentleman 
from [linois and I might possibly differ in regard to the construction 
of the rules, but that the action of the House itself has settled the ques- 


HEND. When did the House so determine? 

Mr. RANDALL. In the last Congress, bills that came 
from the Committee on Appropriations, and i 
Congress the question was settled directly by a decision, though I, un- 
fortunately, was not able to be with my colleagues in their gallant 
fight for the rights of the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to my friend [Mr. RANDALL], who 
was not here, that the decision of the Chair on the occasion to which 
he refers was made upon the ground that the matter in question had 
been sent to the Committee on A the reference of the 
estimates; but here we stand in an entirely different situation, the 
House a by a unanimous vote referred this question to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have read what the Chair decided at that time; 
and I do not think he held as stated-—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My recollection is that that is the effect of the 
decision. 

Mr. RANDALL. I was not here, but I read the decision; and I 
differ from the gentleman. 

I do not rest at all upon what the Committee on Rules says, except 
as a view of the question which ought to have force in this House as 
interpretative evidence. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The best evidence is the rule itself. 
Mr. RANDALL. But I do rely on the action of the 
submit that resolution 


the pro forma 
coven: Ghee salt tans a8 

never intended by 
or ingenious 

Mr. McMILLIN. b 

ticular committee from which this su 

but in view of the fact that stress has 

from the Committee on Ways and Means 


ence of this subject to the Committee on Military 
See eee ene ee 


i 


613—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. s I misapprehend the gentleman. Does 
he deny that the resolution w I haveread is the one which he him- 
self ted to this House? 


Mr. McMILLIN. Idonotdenyitatall. Itis the resolution we in- 
troduced; but te Ra is in form the same resolution which had been 
uced That this is no new reference I will prove to 


the from by reading a clause from the resolution 
adopted the Forty-atath referring to various committees the 
cain cuienne the 's 


message. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am very happy to have the gentleman read 
that, because it my tion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As I stated in the I have no anxiety 
he, Gain suatn eends heh tes Seuhe ta GuaneeaRN UA Thala bo Aa 
before the House. This is the of the resolution adopted in 
the Forty-ninth Congress as given on page 613 of the REcorD: 

That so much as relates to the Army of the United States and to Department 
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of War, including appropriations therefor, and to provid an armament for 
the defense of the seacoast, be referred to the Committee on itary Affairs. 

Hence it appears that this committee, by reason of this reference, 
has no new authority, no authority which it had not in the Forty-ninth 
Congress; and,as stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it would 
seem that the House at the first session of this Congress did not con- 
ceive this to be a precedent. giving jurisdiction. We simply copied 
the resolution adopted in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, for more than fifty years provisions 
similar to those now under consideration have been a part of the forti- 
fication bill reported by the propet committee to this House. In the 
first session of the present Congress this point was raised upon the ap- 
propriation of money for the purchase of steel; and after deliberation, 
after argument pro and con by those favoring the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Appropriations and those opposed to it, it was deter- 
mined by the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole that this subject- 
matter was entirely and exclusively within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and was properly embraced in the fortifica- 
tion bill emanating from that committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend from Texas certainly does not insist 
“- for fifty years this subject-matter has been in the fortification 

The CHAIRMAN. As the hour fixed for the adjournment of the 
House has arrived, the Committee of the Whole must rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
the House stands adjourned until Monday next. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 12061) for the relief of Susan C. 
Ashcroft, formerly Susan C, Jackson—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H, R. 12062) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Frank L. Wolford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12063) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Jacob C. Patrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12064) granting a pension to Amanda J. Delap— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCSHANE: A bill (H. R. 12065) granting a pension to Will- 
iam McBrien—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 12066) for the relief of Margaret 
D. Porter and Mary A. Porter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12067) for the reliefof John H. Wilberding—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12068) for the relief of James Ray, administrator 
of Dr. George Hill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12069) for the relief of Wesley Steen—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R..12070) for the relief of Joseph M. Carriere—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12071) for the relief of Clement Hollier, jr.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12072) for the relief of John F, Irvine—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12073) for the relief of Jules A. Dejean and other 
heirs of Honore Dejean and wife—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12074) for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Francis Marks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12075) for the relief of Pierce Alexis Nezat—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12076) for the relief of L. D. Prescott—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12077) for the relief of William R. Barrow, de- 
ceased—toc the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12078) for the relief of James H. Gibbens—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12079) for the relief of Charles C. Pickett—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12080) for the relief of John Roy—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12081) for the relief of John Fahey—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. K. 12082) for the relief of Joseph P. Colomb—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12083) for the relief of Marcellin Lafleur, jr., ad- 
tministrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12084) for the relief of Abel J. Norwood and Joseph 
E. Norwood—to the Committeeon War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12085) for the relief of Ludger Lastrapes and 
Lucien Lastrapes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12086) for the relief of Jean O. Trahan-—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12087) for the relief of William Burleigh—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12088) for the relief of Notley C. Devilliers, ad- 
ministrator, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12089) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Francis Menillon and Maria I’. Semelle—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12090) for the relief of Francis C. Devilliers—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12091) for the relief of Valmont Stelly—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12092) for the relief of Onezime L. Pitre—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12093) for the relief of John L. Couret—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12094) for the relief of Lucille Guillory—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12095) for the relief of Felix Auzieme—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12096) for the relief of Jean Pierre Lafleur—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

3y Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 12097) for the relief of the estate of 
F. B. Culver, deceased—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 12098) granting a pension to H. E. 
”atee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12099) granting a pension to Jesse Deever—to the 
Jommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12100) granting an increase of pension to E. A. 
Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McSHANE: a bill (H. R. 12101) granting a pension to Mar- 
tin Stroud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





+ 


PETITIONS, ETC. ‘ 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce, of Pitts- 
bargh, Pa., for a tariff duty of 2}cents per pound on tin-plate—to the 
Committee on Ways and Meats. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 12043, for 
the relief of George Lewis Cousen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 12042, increasing the pen- 
sion of Henrietta O. Whitaker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 12044, to grant an increase 
of pension to Margaret Jane Swell—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLARK: Petition of the Milwaukee (Wis.) Turnverein, 
against the Blair religious amendment—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. CONGER: Rgsolutions of the lowa Commandery, Loyal Le- 
gion, urging early completion of the naval records—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Memorial of the National Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the cental system for transactions in grain, seeds, and other kin- 
dred subjects—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of Hon. W. W. Jones, of Columbia, Ky., 
and 190 others, asking an increase of pension to Frank L. Wolford, late 
colonel First Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of the Loyal Legion of Iowa, asking an early 
completion of the records of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition offarmers of Williamstown, Vt., for pro- 
tection to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition for theadmission of Dakota, but protest- 
ing against the Sioux Falls constitution—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of Rev. S. R. J. Hoyt and 
others, praying for a constitutional amendment to prohibit the manu- 
facture of alcoholic liquors—to the Select Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. : 

Also, resolutions of the Loyal Legion of Iowa, in favor of perfecting 
the naval records of the United States—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. LIND: Petition of John B. Hoddapp and many others, for 
refunding duty paid on tin-plates used in canning food products—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition ot James H. Dundore, for pay, allowance, 
bounty, and discharge as of Company H, Nineteenth Pennsylvania 
Colored Volunteers—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of J. B. Kilborn and 25 others, of Free- 
stone County, Texas, in favor of pure food—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of citizens of Tippah County, Mississippi, 
in favor of pure lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of 127 citizens of Eaton Rapids, Mich. , 
in favor of a law prohibiting Sunday work in the mail and military 
service of the Government and in interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Petition of farmers of Shelby, N. Y., for pro- 
tection to agriculture—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Memorial of the Jobbers and Manufacturers’ 
Association of Sioux City, Iowa, favoring the opening of the Sioux res- 
ervation in Dakoita—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the memorial and findings of fact by the Court of Claims in the 
case of Flora A. Darling, asked to be discharged from their further con- 


sideration, and that they be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 


LANDS IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3804) for the relief of the inhabitants 
of the town of Flagstaff, county of Yavapai, Territory of Arizona, to 
report it with amendments. As it is a matter of public interest, I ask 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
was, in section 1, line 5, after the word ‘‘ occupants,’’ to strike out the 
words ‘‘ and inhabitants,”’ and in line 7, after the word “‘ twenty,’’ to 
insert ‘‘one;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the u of Ya County, of g 
hereby, au ateek c= in trae fos the aéonpants of the town Wlapetadt 


for town-site purposes, the south half of township 21 north, range 7 
east, Gila oa Salt River meridian in the Territo: 4 sub: to 


provisions of sections 2387, 2388, and 2389 of shapter’b of the Revised Srntutes of 
the United States relating to town-sites. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘sec- 
tion,’’ to strike out ‘‘or three hundred and twenty acres;’’ in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘made,’’ to insert the words ‘‘in a body;’’ and in line 
8, after the word ‘‘subdivisions,’’ to strike out ‘‘and contiguous;’’ so 
as to make the section read: 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

3y Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Of printers and others, of New York. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Of G. J. Wood & Co., of Madison, and of J. J. 
Hazelrigg & Sons, of Greensborough, Ind. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Of William Simmonds, of Jacob Schmitt, and 
of N. H. Shurts, of Newark, N. J. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Of George L. Lenhart and others, citizens of 
Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Of Lucius P. Goddard and others, of Wor- 
cester, Mass, 


By Mr. RYAN: Of D. K. Swearingen, of Burlington, Kans. 


Sec. 2. That upon the of this act the Territory of Arizona, through its 
pro r officer. 1 be, and is , authorized to select as indemnity for said 
SENATE. and, and in full satisfaction thereo , and for the stated in section 1946 


of the Revised Statutes, one half-section of pu lands at any office in said 
Territory, said selections to be made in a body according to legal subdivisions, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ A bill for the relief of the oc- 


cupants of the town of Flagstaff, county of Yavapai, Territory of Ari- 
zona,’’ 


MONDAY, January 14, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, D. D. 
Joun P. Jonxs, # Senator from the Stateof Nevada, appeared in his 
seat to-day. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of War, transmitting copy of a letter from the Chief of os MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
nance, showing that the sum of *2,550, in addition to the approp A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
tion for ‘‘ Rock Island bridge, 1889, $9,000,” will be required during | Clerk, snaaahned that the House had passed the following bills; in 
the present fiscal year for care, preservation, and operating the draw of | which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
the bridge; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, | 4 pill (H. R. 11854) making appropriations for-the support of the 
and ordered to be printed. < ; Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- A bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
—— service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for the printing of the annual volumes of the Astronomical 
Observations of the Naval Observatory for 1886, 1887, and 1888; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the 
pensions of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, Mrs. Minnie L. Gardener, and Mrs. 
Lilla May Pavy to $30 per month, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 104) to print additional 
copies of the United States map of the edition of 1887, prepared by the 
Commissioner of Public Lands; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. . 


WISCONSIN WATER-RESERVE LANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3782) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act declaring that certain water-reserve lands in theState of Wisconsin 
are and have been subject to the provisions of the act of Congress en- 
titled An act granting to railroads the right of way through the 
public lands of the United States,’ ved h 3, 1875,” a ' 
September 10, 1888, to report it wi t amendment. The of 
the bill is simply to correct a date named in an act passed during the 
first session of the present Congress, and as it is a somewhat im t 
matter with reference to rights that have been initiated under the law, 
I ask unanimous consent the bill be now considered. } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


commission authorized by law to negotiate with the band of Ute In- 
dians of Southern Colorado for such modification of their treaty and 
other rights and such exchange of their reservation as may be deemed 
desirable by such Indians and the Secretary of the Interior, etc.; which, 
with the aceompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the Territory of Idaho, remonstrating against the 
admission of the Territory of Utah into the Union as a State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, SPOONER presented a memorial of the Turnverein Milwaukee, 
of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against the passage of the Senate bill 
to seeure to the peopie the enjoyment of the first day of the week, com- 
mouly known as the Lord’s day, as a day of rest, and to promote its 
observance as a day of religious worship, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Laads, reported a bill 
(S. 3809) extending the provisions of the Revised Statutes relating to 
town sites; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am also instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (8. 3665) to provide for the sale 
of certain lands, to report it adversely, the subject-matter of it being 
embraced in the original bill which I have just reported. I move that 
this bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3708) to establish two additional land districts 
in the State of Nebraska, moved its indefinite postponement; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a dill (S. 3810) to establish two additional land districts in 
the State of Nebraska; which was read twice by its title. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 3811) to secure to the several 
bands of Indians of the Sioux Nation in Dakota separate reservations. 
and a relinquishment of the remainder of said reservation to the Uni 
States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3812) for the relief of J. F. Bailey 
& Co., and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3813) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Wehr; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
com: ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3814) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas F. Sanford; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3815) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
T. Pyle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3816).granting a pension to Thomas 
Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3817) reviving the grade of 
lieutenant-general in the United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

COUNT OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 

Resolwed by the Senate (the House o; 


— 


Representatives concurring), That the two 

Houses of Congress 1 assemble in the Hall of the House of ntatives, 
on , the 18th day of F 1889, at 1 o’clock in afternoon, 
ursuant to requirement of the Constitution and laws relating to the elec- 
nm of President and Vice- of Uni tes; and the President of 
the Senate be the officer; that two persons be ted tellers 
on the part of Senate, and two on the part of the House of resentatives, 
to make a list of the votes as they he ; that the result shall be de- 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ee 

A (H. R. 11854) appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the year ending June 30, 1890; and 

A bill (H. R. 11879) appropriations for the diplomatic and 
— service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 


The PRESIDENT pro Is there further morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule 
VIII is in order. 


OE pega I move to proceed to the consideration of House 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and sim the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 


The PRESID. aa eees ey ara ae eet offered by 


the Senator from Mr. @ reported. 
The Cater CrerK. In section 2510, line 2690, after the word 


“‘plates,’’ it is proposed to strike out: 


Angles, beams, and bolts, and and tio etal which 
necessary for the construction —t—~y. pb -. - b the United 
Btates for foreign account. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


deck and bulb ther 
os on Sie aatane dak ceeeebeet eee edee woh ah 
iron or steel, castings of iron, steel, or composition, flues and tubes of iron, steel, 
Caen at Se eicaeet cf oionesee 
Sihsc eounsho waits tn thee Wattod Grates tee dercine necctn pror 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware. ” 


Mr. GRAY. Mr. President — 


Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senator from Delaware proceeds, if he | 
will permit me, I desire this a submit an amendment to the 


bill with a view of having it printed and allowing it to go over until 
to-morrow. 


Mr. GRAY. Very well. 
Mr. ALLISON. ask leave to offer an amendment, 
posed to be inserted on page 86. 





which io pro- | 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the amendment had better be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield for the p of allowing the amendment to be read ? 


Mr. GRAY. rtainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 


The Curzr CLERK. In section 11, on page 86 of the Senate substi- 
tute, line 57, after the word ‘‘approval,’’ it is proposed to insert two 
new sections, as follows: 


Szc.—. Until April, 1900, there shall be paid to the producer of sugar, testing 
not less than 80 degrees the pois: iaceone, from beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane 
grown within the United States,a bounty of 1 cent per pound under such 
rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Internal venue, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. The producer of said 
sugar, to be entitled to said bounty, shall have first filed with the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue a notice of the place for production, with a general descri 
tion of the machinery and methods to be employed by him, and with an esti- 
mate of the amount of sugar proposed to be produced in the next ensuing year, 
and an application for a license to so produce, to be accompanied by a bond in 
a penalty and with sureties to be a proved by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, conditioned that he will faithfully observe all rules and regulations 


that shall be prescribed for such manufacture and production of sugar, and shall 
have been duly licensed. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, upon receiving the application and 
bond hereinbefore provided for, shall issue to the applicant a license to produce 
sugar from sorghum, beets, or sugar-cane grown in the United States, at the 
— and with the machinery and by the methods described in the application; 

ut said license shall not extend beyond one year from the date thereof. 

No bounty shall be paid to any person engaged in refining sugars imported 
into the United States, or sugar produced in the United ‘tates upon which the 
bounty herein provided for has already been paid or applied for, nor to any per- 
son except upon 8 uced by such person from sorghum, beets, or sugar- 
cane grown in the United States. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue,with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall from time to time make all 
needful rules and regulations for the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, beets, 
or sugar-cane grown in the United States, and shall, under the direction of the 
eg co - the Treasury, exercise supervision and inspection of the manufact- 
ure thereof. 


The bounty herein provided for, including the expenses incident to the pay- 


ment thereof, shall be paid from the duties collected and paid into the Treasury 
on sugars imported into the United States, and a sufficient sum for said purpose 
is hereby appropriated and shall be paid annually from the duties so collected, 


such annual appropriation and payment to continue until the Ist day of April, 
A. D. 1900, and no longer. 


Sac. -—. Any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refining of sugar 
——— into the United States or upon which the bounty herein provided for has 


ready been paid or applied for, at the place described in the license issued by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and any person not entitled to the bounty herein pro- 


vided for who shall apply for or receive the same, shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and upon conviction thereof shall pay a fine not exceeding $5,000, or be 
imprisoned for a period not exceeding five years, or both, in the discretion of the 
court. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will lie on 
the table and be printed. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I presume that this morning very little 
is necessary to be said about the amendment which I had the honor to 
offer on Saturday to section 2510 of the Senate substitute. I am dis- 
posed to believe that it is apparent to Senators that my object in offer- 
ing the amendment was the same as that which is manifest on the face 
of the section as it now stands in the Senate bill, and that it is neces- 
sary that these additions should be made in order to make effective the 
encouragement that we seem disposed to give to the building of ships 
in American ship-yards to engage in the foreign commerce of the world. 

I called the attention of the Senate on Saturday to the fact that the 
conditions upon which a ship, launched from an American ship-yard, en- 
gaged in the foreign commerce of the world, competed with its rivals 
were essentially different from those surrounding the coastwise com- 
merce of the country and those ships that are built, as they must be 
built, exclusively in American yards to engage in that coastwise com- 
merce. 

The latter class of vessels are protected by the navigation laws of 
the United States. They are protected as other industries are pro- 
tected, by keeping out all foreign competition. But when we launch 
on the ocean a craft that is to carry our flag into foreign ports there we 
come into competition with all the world. There is no protection for 
the freights of an American-built steamer so engaged, and the condi- 
tions are so different that it is manifest we must consider the building 
of such vessels from a different point of view from that from which we 
look at vessels intended for the coastwise commerce. 

I ventured the assertion that there were many articles and structural 
shapes that went into the building of a ship that could not be made in 
this country so advan usly, and some which could not be made at 
all in this country; if an American ship-builder was to be per- 
mitted to avail himself of the advance in the science of ship-building, 
and to be allowed to use all of these contrivances which modern genius 
and modern science had evolved in the science of ship-building, he must 
be permitted to go to a foreign market for them. 

It is not necessary that this condition of things should continue in- 
definitely. I think we all believe that the imitative genius of Ameri- 
can mechanics, their enterprise and their skill, will soon adapt these 
modern inventions and produce them in American shops, but here and 
there and at different points in the building of a ship there must be 
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the liberty to go abroad for certain parts, for certain structural shapes, 
certain contrivances, if we wish to build a ship which will be in all re- 
spects equal to the foreign riyal of that ship when it goes upon the 






























































ocean, 

I have information since Saturday from an American ship-builder of 
my own State as to some of these important elements in the construc- 
tion of aship. He says: 

In addition to the composition castings— 

Of which I spoke on Satarday, notably the case of the composition 
propeller wheels— 

In addition to the composition castings, hollow steel shafting generally used 
in the larger steam-ships is not manufactured in this country, and can only be 
had from the Vickers or the Armstrongs of England, fhe Krupp works of r- 
many, or from the Creusot works of France. Other articles of equipment nec- 


essary to vessels whose business takes them to all parts of the world, such as 
the compasses of Sir William Thomson, are not made in this country. 

‘There is no reason in the world why, if we are compelled in our 
coustwise commerce to put up with just such ships as an American 
ship-yard may turn out, that we should be compelled to forego ihe 
building of a ship that can engage in the world’s commerce by being 
shut out from these contrivances and these aids to ship-building that 
are open to all the rest of the world. I believe that in all these mat- 
ters in a very short time, if once they are used in American-built ships, 
American mechanics will soon produce the very articles themselves, or 
substitutes for them which will take their place, and in that way, and 
in ways that we can not see now and can not anticipate, American in- 
dustry in oll parts of the country will receive the aid and impetus that 
will be given to it by upbuilding this one great industry in this way. 

I therefore hope, Mr. President, that it will not be thought neces- 
sary by the Senate to limit the scope of this amendment, or to strike 
from it, as suggested by the Senator from Ohio, as was his opinion 
should be done, the designation of machinery and parts of machines. 
This very matter of hollow steel shafting to which I have just called 
attention is an important part of the machinery of an iron steam-ship 
or of any steam-ship. It connects the propelling power directly with 
the whesl, and might be called a part of the engine. 

{ think it will beseen, asI said on Saturday, that the admission of 
these ariicles free of duty affects no American industry. It will not 
cause one blow less to be struck by an American workman, but will] 
help a great enterprise and increase the capital engaged in American 
industries and the number of workmen who will find ready employ- 
ment. 

for these reasons I trust that the amendment will commend itself 
to both sides of the Senate, as it does not involve any consideration of 
the theories that underlie the advocacy of or opposition to this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Delaware on Saturday asserted 
that the decay of the shipping interest in the United States was due 
wholly and eatirely to the protective duties put upon the materials 
which enter into the construction of ships. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwish to correct the Senator from Colorado in the out- 
set, if he makes any supposed remark of mine to that effect the text 
of what he is going to say. I did not intend to make so sweeping an 
assertion as that. 

Mr. TELLER. 


I will read what the Senator said, so that I shall 
not misquote him. 


Mr. GRAY. Where do you read? 
.Mr. TELLER. I read from the remarks of the Senator. 
Mr. GRAY. I mean, on what page? 


Mr. TELLER. On page 745 of the Recorp of Saturday’s proceed- 
ings. ‘The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] said: 

If we can we should relieve at any point an industry that suffers from this 
— legislation. Here is one that manifestly does. It is conceded on ail 

nds that your protection has so shut in and closed the avenues of ble 
enterprise that this great enterprise, to wit,the iron-ship building industry for 
forcign account and to engage in foreign commerce, is absolutely extinct in this 
_* country. 

If the Senator did aot say what I stated, then I do not understand 
the meaning of his lan 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ide not wish to interfere with what the Senator has 
to say, but that is very different, I conceive, from saying that the <a 
tective-tarifi law was the only cause of the decay of American ship- 
building for forcign account. There are some other reasons that I 
recognize. The war had a great deal te do with the transfer of the 
ownership of American ships to foreigners. But what I meant to say, 
and I think what I did say, was that as we are situated now weshould 
lift the hars at this point in the protective fence. I did not mean to 
cast any aspersion, in saying that, upon the protective I was 
not arguing as te the views on 
2 the lifting of the bars at that point would, in my 
. to be built that could net be built now. That iswhati meant to say. 

Mr. TELLER, I will read farther what the Senator said: 


We see that the protectivetariff, which is advocated on the ground that it is 
useful to all the ladustries of this country, that it promotes all 
the people of this country, in this one instance is crowding down and 


evi of ex industry portant country. 
ect we,if we can. tift colon wee wthas albus aaedien 
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come in free of duty which would not be made 
and which would not cause a blow to be struck by an American workman if 
this provision was not made, for I take it to be conceded that vessels can not 


now be built in American ship-yards to engage in the foreign commerce of 
the world ? 


a free-trader from a 
life is to get something cheap. The cheaper a thing is the more valua- 
ble it is in the estimation of a free-trader; and if ships could be built 
for $1 a ton or $10 a ton less on the Clyde or somewhere else than they 
could be built on the Delaware, the Senator would immediately trans- 
fer all the ship-building to that side of the water to saveadollar a ton, 
or $10 a ton, whatever it might be. 


the entire reason why we are not 
it is at least the chief reason, and from his remarks I understanc him 
to mean that that was the sole reason. However, I accept the modifi- 
cation that something else may have entered into it. 


this country. We have had profitable enterprises 






that questions but I ead at this time 
enable ships 
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tariff at any other, and give a chance for this industry to get upon its feet; not 
only that it may encourage that much of American labor engaged in the coa- 
struction of the hulls and machinery of ships, but to send our flag all over the 
world and encourage the ownership of American vessels 
trade, and make a new avenue for American capital and American enterprise 


din foreign 


not now possessed by us? 
There are no hy be used in the foreign trade built now in American 
ship-yards. How then can it hurt any industry if we allow those articles to 


ere under present conditions, 


The assertion there very plainly is that we can not build these ships 


because of the import duties upon the materials of which they are 
constructed. Therefore the Senator makes a very ardent appeal to us 
to allow all the materials out of which ships are built to come into the 
United States free of duty. 


When he was asked on Saturday whether he was willing to have 


ships brought in free constructed in other countries than our own, he 
declined to answer. 
amendment shows that he is in favor of free ships. He isin favor, not 
of doing a portion of the work abroad and doing a portion of it here, 
and thus keeping up our ship-yards, but he belongs to the class of men 
who would build all our ships abroad, who would not have any ships 
built in this country, because they can be built a little cheaper on the 
Clyde than they can be built in the United States. He belongsto that 
class of statesmen who woald close all the American ship-yards unless 
more money can be made by building ships in American ship-yards than 
can be made by building them in any other country. 


The very theory upon which he has based his 


In other words, the Senator has the general idea that distinguishes 
protectionist, and that is that the great object of 


What kind of a spectacle would be presented by this country, a great 


leading nation of the world, without a shipping interest? I find in a 
book that I read a few words from on Saturday that eight-ninths of the 
shipping of the United States is 
according to the report of 1880, that there are fifty-seven thousand per- 
sens engaged in the seacoast trade, and we have practically nobody 
engaged in the ocean carrying trade. - 


in the coatwise trade. I find, 


‘The Senator would have us to understand that if the tariff was not 
in the foreign carrying trade 


We can not compete first with the cheap money of Great Britain in 
i resented to the 


American capitalists of the land. We have been building more rail- 


roads than all the rest of the world. We have been putting money in 


profitable investments here at home, and there has been no call for the 
American capitalist to put his money in the ocean transit business; 
and if there was, we can not compete, as can be readily seen, with the 
English seamen, with the Swedish seamen, with the Scandinavians 
who run their vessels all over the world at wages paid to their sailors 
so much less than are paid toours. If the American shipscost no more 
than the ships built on the Clyde or in other portions of the world it 
would be utterly impossible for us to engage in oceanic transportation 
even if we had the ships. 

I want to call attention to a statement made in the book to which I 
referred by Mr. Jeans, in an article entitled ‘‘The Supremacy of Great 
Britain.’’ He says: 

As with ship-building,so with ocean , which is so important a part 
of the commercial of this country. eee aes cowneey Sas ee 
mercantile marine approaching to our own is the Un Sta’ 
steam fleet is almost three times the size of that of America, it is important to 
that only 154,000 tons, or about a ninth part of the whole steam conaege 
of nad eouniey, lnaecthahie teranedenn tanta. The remainder is enrolled 
the home trade only, in which English ships are prac from competing. 
foley ae — ‘absence =? possible competition is seriously felt in the local 

re’ paid on ers. 

Notonly do American-made ships cost much more than thesame vessels would 
hn etna ae ape ee 
wa et his difenones may be fully appreciated. In the Un 
the census report of 1880, average 
on 


con Che Ss Balt ee eran” wease eae to able-bodied seamen in 
same year was only £39. Here,then, we 

nt. against the United States. Protected vessels 
waters, this enormous difference does not greatly, if at affect their 
ie; but it renders it impossible for them to compete with english 

ing trade of the rest of the 


| 


i 


| 
: 
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calculated at about one hundred and sterling, no less than 
seventy-three millions, or 52.2 per cent, of this amount has been credited to the 
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‘United Kingdom, against only 19.6 falling to the United States, 5.4 to France, 
and abou’ to Germany. 


Later on he says: 

The waving wer of Great Britain on the sea between 1870 and 1890 increased 
by more than 500,000 tons, being exactly 60 per cent. of the total increase of car- 
rying power in the world during that petted. The total maritime ing 
power of im 1880 was 48 per cent. of the total carrying power of the 
world at that date. Put in another way, the carrying power of per 
1,000 inhabitants increased from 310 tons in 1870 to 487 tons in 1880, being an in- 
crease of 177 tons; while that of France in the same interval, only increased 
from 44 to 53 tons per 1,000 inhabitants; that of Germany from 32to 45 tons; that 
of Russia from 7 to Ll} tons; thatof Austria from 12to l4tons; thatof Italy from 
37to 46 tons; that of the United States (at sea only) from 64 to 74 tons. 


The writer then goes on and declares that there are other reasons why 
Great Britain not only has the supremacy in the carrying trade over 
America, but other countries also. But the matter is too voluminous 
for me now to read. 

























of vessels, and, of course, he restricted himself to the fishing vesselg 
about which he was being interrogated. He said: 
I heard the Senator s in regard to what duties we are paying. I think I 


can give you a little information in to the construction of our vessels, 
Senator Epuunps, State it, if you wish to. 


The Wrryzss. The duty on cables and cordage is about 20 to 25 per cent. 


Then, after being interrogated a little upon the subject of cordage and 
the materials made of cordage, he proceeded with the question of an- 
chors and chains. I suppose that would apply to ships built of iron 
as well as to fishing vessels. He said: 


The Wrrness. If we wanted chains to-day for the vessel we would have tq 


pay duty, but if the vessel should go into Halifax and buy them it would save 
the duty. 


Senator Epmunps. How much would it save? 

The Wirvess, A cent or a cent and a half a pound; not over 2 cents; buta 
saving of 1 to 2 cents a pound on chains is quite an item. So it would be on 
anchors or any iron in the construction or running of a fishing vessel. 
Everybody knows that since 1860 there has been a great increase in | Sek init a co — = ip a 

: Vas : . Senator from Dela now tha ere isa duty on Russia rope of 3 cen poun 
the ship-bu ilding capacity of Great Britain. The . on the manufactured article, beeause we can’t manufacture it in this country on 
ware said on Saturday that there were no subsidies granted in Great | account of not having tbe Russia tar, which makes it eo supple and pliable; 
Britain as we understand subsidies. I do not know what the Senator 


that quality is given to it by the tar that they use in Russia. 
means by that statement. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart} 
put in the RecorD what everybody understands has been the policy of 
Great Britain for many years, to subsidize ships to all parts of the 
world by immense subsidies. Whether it is in the nature of a mail 
contract or whether it isso much per ton per mile is quite immate- 
rial. We know for what purpose they have subsidized their ships. 
They have not subsidized them in the interest of the mails, but in the 
interest of commerce. When the Senator says that there are no sub- 
sidies in the way we use the term, I call his attention to the statement 
submitted by the Senator from Nevada on Saturday, which shows that 
immense sums of money have been thus paid. I have not taken the 
pains to aggregate the amounts, but commencing in 1848 with $3,250,- 
00G and sometimes running up to $5,000,000 and nearly $6,000,000 per 
annum, the amount for the year, 1882, for which the figures are 
given, is $3,538,835. 

The Senator can not be ignorant of the fact that France within afew 
years has subsidized her ships by immense bounties to the ship-owners 
and the persons who sail their ships. The great trouble with sailing 
ships and owning ships in this country is because many years ago it 
was asserted in regard toshipping and transportation by ships, exactly 
as is asserted, now by the Senator from Delaware and his coadjutors, 
that we were able to contend with the world in shipping and in the 
ae trade, and — wetook away from the ship-owners that which 

been theirs from very beginning of our navigation acts, from 
that hour there was a decline of American i Steen wilt Be 
a decline of American shipping until we return to the old system of 
encouraging shipping, or until the rest of the world shall abandon their 
system of encouragement by subsidies and largesses that they pay out 
to their ship-owners. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, personally I know very little 


the construction of iron ships; but it seems to me the effect of 


the amendment of my colleague, which proposes to relieve, to a cer- 
tain extent, persons engaged in that business from certain duties which 
they are now compelled to pay, is to enable them more successfully to 
compete with those 


We have heard a great deal of complaint about our shipping inter- 


est being depressed, especially such as is engaged in the Atlantic for- 
eign carrying trade.’ Tt has nearly disa) from our country and 


is being transferred to other countries. I apprehend that one of the 
reasons is because the construction of our ships is more costly than in 
other countries. 

Personally, I say I know but very little about it, but I have 
information to the that the duties which our builders are com- 
pelled to pay upon materials that enter into the construction of all 
classes of vessels are so great that they can not compete in the construc- 
tion of vessels with those engaged in the same business on the Clyde 
and in other countries. 

I had the honor, a few years ago, of being a member of the commit- 
tee that went up to New England to inquire into the fishing business. 
While there we investigated to some extent the question of the effect 
of the duties imposed by our system of taxation on the materials that 
enter into the construction of fishing vessels. Of course they are a dis- 
tinct class from the iron ships referred to in the amendment of my col- 
league. goo mal megan Bey peg to call the attention of the 
Senate to the rmation we derived on that subject as applied to fish- 
ing vessels. Though they are a distinct class from the iron shipping, 
it may not be unimportant to know how even that class of vessels are 
subject to burdens imposed by our tariff system, which, I apprehend, 
applies in as great extent to vessels built of iron as to fishing ves- 
sels of New England. 

We had before us Mr. George Steel, a very prominent and intelligent 
citizen of Gloucester, Mass., and who is the president of the American 
Fishing Union. In the course of his testimony he was examined upon 
this very subject of the duty on articles entering into the construction 





in the same business on the other side of 





Then I interrogated him on the subject as follows: 
Q. What articles are there entering into the construction and equipment of 


one of —_— fishing vessels which have to pay duty, besides cordage, iron, ete.? 


A. I havespoken, of course, of the anchers and chains ; then there is wire rope, 


on which there is a duty of something like 45 te 78 per cent, 


you use much of that? 
A. Weare using more and more for the standing rigging of the vessel, and we 


are trying it as an experiment for cables. 


Q. And there is a duty on the raw material that enters into your cordage? 
A. Yes, sir. 


Q. Now, if those duties were taken off of the manilla and other things, ought 


you not to be able to buy those things cheaper in this market than now? 


A. Yes; I should say of course there would be a great saving. 
DUTIES ON ARTICLES OF CONSTRUCTION AND OUTSIT. 
Q. Can you form an estimate of the amount of duties paid upon a vessel, say 


of 100 tons, upon the material entering into her construction and outfit? 


A. I should say, to the best of my judgment, it would be 30 to 35 per cent. 
That is the estimate, in reference to the fishing vessels, of one of the 


most intelligent witnesses whom we had before us, the president of the 
American Fishing Union, and yet he states upon being interrogated 
that the duty on articles entering into vessels of that description would 
be from 30 to 35 per cent. 


Now, I apprehend that there is no less a duty upon articles entering 


into the construction of iron-built vessels, and the amendment of my 
colleague is designed to relieve the builders of our iron vessels in order 


that they may be able to compete with men engaged in the same busi- 
ness abroad. 


Lhave no question that this burden imposed by our tariff system 
upon the articles entering into the construction of our vessels has a 
very material influence upon our commercial marine. If our builders 
could compete successfully and build ships as cheaply as they can upon 
the Clyde, I have no doubt that our people would invest more of their 
money in the construction of such vessels, and being interested in them 
would seek a portion of the carrying trade of the world. We should 
have greater interest manifested in that matter if we could induce our 
prople to put their capital into that class of vessels, : 

I hope that the amendment of my colleague will prevail. I believe 
it is just and right; and especially as we do not need as much revenue 


as we are deriving from our present revenue system, I think it is proper 


to relieve this industry as far as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the committee 
for a moment, as well as of the Senate, to section 2510. When this 
law was passed in 1872 it was intended to cover every imported article 
that was used in the building of wooden ships. Some use was made 
of it, but not near so much use was made of itas people generally sup- 
posed would be—not enough to make anybody who was a one-half tariff 
man complain that too much latitude was given in this matter of ship- 
building, Then in 1883, iron-ship building having commenced, words 
were added for the purposeof helping the builders of ironships. Then 
this clause inserted by the Finance Committee in this bill is still far- 
ther for the evident purpose of encouraging the building of iron ships 
for foreign trade. I have no doubt that under the language of the 
committee two-thirds at least of everything going into the construc- 
tion of iron ships will be admitted free of duty. 

But in modern ship-building many names have sprung up, new names 
representing new portions of the architecture of a ship, and some diffi- 
culties have been experienced as to whether certain things should be 
admitted, 

Now, it seems tome that the committee might reasonably consent, 
their purpose being the purpose I have stated, to encourage iron-ship 
building for the foreign trade, to an amendment which I shall suggest. 
As I understand, in line 2691 the committee have amended the word 
“‘ bars,”’ making it ‘* beams.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; we have stricken out “ bars’’ and inserted 
cc beams. ? 

Mr. FRYE. Now amend by striking outthe next word ‘‘and’’ and 
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inserting the words ‘‘ sheets, and other structural shapes.’’ Then, after 
the word ‘‘ metal,’’ in the same line, amend by adding ‘‘ together with 
castings and forgings of iron, steel, or composition.’’ So as to exclude 
complete machinery or anything of that kind, I would insert after the 
word ‘‘ construction, ”’ in line 2692, the words ‘‘of hullsand machinery;”’ 
80 as to read: 

Which may be necessary for the constraction of hulls and machinery. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that “‘sheets’’ are not 
‘*stractural forms,’’ and I have no doubt “‘plates’’ includessheets. I 
think practically the reconstruction of the section as it stands includes 
all the material which the Senator from Maine now proposes to include. 

Mr. FRYE. But the men who are building ships think it does not. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Sheets are not structural forms, 

Mr. FRYE. No. I putin “‘ sheets and other structural forms.’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. And ‘‘ other structural forms’’ as they read it 
would cover too much, but have no doubt that “ plates’’ includes 
sheets. I do not see any reason for adding a lot of words to the section 
which do not add to its significance. 

Mr. FRYE. Themen who are building the ships are very desirous 
that these additions shall be made; and certainly ifthe amendment does 
not extend the scope of the clause, why should the committee object 
to it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is evident that the people who are build- 
ing the ships are anxious to have everything that goes into a ship ad- 
mitted free; and the Senator from Maine from observations made here 
and these who are supposed to represent them are anxious that every- 
thing which goes into a ship shall be admitted free, but that we shall 
not have free ships. It was the purpose of the committee that any 
material used in the construction of ships which would give employ- 
ment to American mechanics should be admitted free, but the commit- 
tee are not in favor of free ships and they are not in favor of anything 
which under another name will be equivalent to free ships. 

Mr, FRYE. The Senator from Rhode Island is doing mea very 
great injustice. For eighteen years I have been fighting free ships, 
both in the House of Representatives and in the Senate, and there is 
not any comparison between the two propositions here and that for free 
ships. For instance, the proposition has come from the other side that 
ships shouid be admitted free and that they would admit all these 
things free to make an offset. It is no offset or it is no compensation 
for that atall. If youcan buy a ship free of duty, who will take your 
angles, and your bars, and your beams, and your plates, and every- 
thing else entering into a ship, and have them put into a ship 
employing your mechanics, your carpenters, your painters? They will 
be employed abroad, and then the ship will be taken to the dock and 
Inaded with freight and brought over here and get a profit on the 
freight and bring it into the port of New York. It will come a com- 
pleted ship, withouta cent being paid to-us on the freight eng mas 
and the ship wil! actually have made money in coming here. y do 
you admit all these things which this provides for, even if they would 
make an entire ship? Suppose you admit the whole. The freight 
upon a 4,000-ton ship would amount to $25,000 landed in Maine. In 
addition to that, if you admit everything that goes into a ship, one- 
half of the work of putting together, the work of carpenters, painters, 
etc., would be done here. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator believe that if this amendment of 
his was made we could import those things for the purpose of building 
ships? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not toa very great extent, but the iron-ship build- 
ers of this couatry up to the present time have only built four for the 
foreign trade. They have built three or four or five iron ships as 
good as there are inthe world. Ithink John Roach built two hundred 
for the coastwise trade. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator why they 
have to do so. Is it not because the ships built on the Clyde can not 
get into cur coastwise trade ? 

Mr. FRYE. That is exactly the explanation I should have made 
if 1 thought it was required. Our iron-ship builders have built vessels 
for the coastwise trade. They have built no ships for the foreign trade— 
none at all. My recollection is that only two ships, wood or iron or 
steel, have been built for the foreign trade for the few years in the 
United States of America. These ship-builders say that if they can 
have certain advantages given to them under these exceptions can 
build ships for the foreigr trade, and I say it is well enough to try the 
experiment. My judgment is that all they will use it for will be to 
bring ‘a occasionally a stractural form, an angle, or a bar, or something 
of that kind which they can not conveniently get at home. I do not 
belisve they will ever import eo that into a ship. 

Mr. HISCUCK. Will the Senator us why not? 

Mr. FRYE. The reason, I say, is what I stated on Saturday. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have the Senator repeat it. 

Mr. FRYE. As I stated on Satarday, if the Senator from New York 
were to-day starting upon the project of building a 4,000-ton iron ship, 
that building, in order to be completed at the least possible cost, must 

be driven at the highest possible speed. You must get from the men 
whe are employed for you the largest amountof work in a given amount 


of time; and in order to do that, if you wish to import the whole ma-| 
terial from abroad, you will be compelled to make out your plans and 
specifications for that entire eo stem to stern, all the machinery, 

every angle, every bar, every plate, every structural form, everything 
that goes into that ship, and send them to a foreign country to be re-, 
sponded to in that foreign country and then sent back here. That is 
not practicable. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That is where I am afraid I differ with the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the Senator from Maine, the only 
reason why it would not be done would be because of the cost of freight. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. I say you would be compelled to putin these 
plans and specifications in advance, and you could not wait, and from 
time to time you might want to change the plan of your — 

Mr. ALDRICH. Suppose you put it in advance and send the plan 
over to the foreign ship-yard and all the ship is completed there in all its 
forms and parts, as I understand the Senator further to say, it would not 
then be sent here on account of the difference in cost of freight, the greater 
cost of freight in an incomplete form. Why would it not be done? 

Mr. FRYE. I say for this reason: Suppose when your keel is ready 
you want to change the machinery in that ship; suppose when the ma- . 
chinery is in that ship you find that there is too much machinery or 
something more needed, and you want to change something else about 
your ship; suppose you want to change the form 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can not you do it in advance at Bath or Wilming- 
ton? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly; if you make your contract anew, and new 
plans and fications at a cost of $100,000 or $500,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why will not the contractor on the Clyde make 
those changes as readily and for the same compensation as the con- 
tractor at Bath or Wilmington? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Allow me a moment. Why will not the ship- 
builder on the Clyde prepare the plans and specifications for his ship 
and send his material over here and build his ship here, and if he wants 
to change it he will change it by substituting one piece for another over 
there? 

Mr. FRYE. Well, the most that I have learned practically about 
ship-building I learned from John Roach, whom I regarded as about 
the best ship-builder in the United States. In discu this with 
John Roach in connection with the free-ship bill, for the free-ship bill 
always provided that raw material should come in free, Mr. Roach 
told me that under that clause he did not believe a shi Mins - 
a er 


talk about making specifications, and then sending across 
the water 3,000 miles and im all the materials, all the bars, and 
ev else for a ship. He never would doit. I remember he told 


me that for a 4,000-ton ship it would cost in the first place $25,000 freight 
to land it at his ship-yard. I remember, in the second place, he told 
me that when every single thing was landed there, then you had not 
furnished one-half the work required for a 4,000-ton ship; that then your 
carpenters and painters and a and riveters, to put these 
forms together, would be called into play, and that at least one-half of 
the work of that ship remained to be done in American ship-yards, and 
that being so, it had to be done at twice the cost it was done on the 
Clyde. He said it never would work practically, and I do not believe 
it will work. 

Under the old law of 1872 I do not believe that one-twentieth part 
of the material for wooden ships which could have been imported has 
been imported. I do not believe the law has been taken advantage of 
to one-tenth the extent that it might have been. : 

—<. say now that these men believe they can build iron ships 
for the foreign trade if they can have the advantage of these exceptions 
under this law, and I do not see why it is not perfectly safe to grant 
them these exceptions. If the Senator from Rhode Island in his bill 
has gone to the extent of two-thirds of everything that goes in, is there 
not the same reason for going to the extent of three-thirds? Ido not 
agree with the Senator from ware that you should admit machin- 
ery free. It it just as important to this country that we should have 
mechanics of building marine nes and all such things as it 
is that we shall have men capable of iron ships, and I would 
not permit a completed form of machinery or a boiler or anything of 
that kind to be brought here free of duty. I do not agree with the 
Senator from Delaware in that. . 

Mr, CHACE. I ask that the ameadment may be read. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine if he does not 
think that it is just as important that our mechanics should have some 


in the construction of these different parts of ships 
as in pu them together? 
Mr. FRYE. They understand all that. 
Mr. It seems to me, on the theory of the Senator, that 


the ship would practically be built abroad and put together here. 


Mr. CHACE. I ask—— 
Mr. FRYE. Let me make one more there. 
Mr. CHACE. I should like to hear the two its read. 


Mr. FRYE. Hold on a second, that I may make a suggestion while 
it is in my head. 
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We have not built, I think I am right in saying, two ships, iron, steel, 
or wooden, in the United States in two years forthe foreign trade. Now 
su this change of the law induces the building of two next year, 
have we lost anything even if everything except completed machinery 
is made abroad? Have we not gained something in the two ships? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will allow me to ask him this: Sup- 
= we should let the completed ship come in and they should bring 

twenty, have we lost or gained anything then? 

Mr. FRYE. In my judgment I will say that you have broken up 
every ship-yard in the United States of America, and have transferred 
the ship-bullding industry from the United States to a foreign power, 
and your country might just exactly as well be without a Constitution 
as to be without ship-yards. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. the Senator from Maine will bear with me a 
moment, he is in favor of allowing certain articles to be used in the 
construction of ships to come in free of duty—all the articles, all the 
materials. We have gone to the extent of two-thirds. Now he wants 
us to go to the extent of the other third. The Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. ee supplements that by a proposition to allow all the ma- 
chinery in the construction of v and boilers to come in free, 
so that the only thing to be done in this country by the American ship- 
builders is the assembling of the parts in some ship-yard of the coun- 
try and putting them together. 

Now, the Senator from Maine sa; nd I have no doubt says truly— 
that if that should be done it would im a costof $25,000 for freight 
for an ordinary iron ship. Would not the ship-builder come here and 
appeal to Congress, and appeal with a great deal of force, and say, ‘‘ Why 
am I burdened with thiscost of $25,000 freight when that ship could be 
brought here for $4,000 if all the parts were sent here and were not put 
together on the Clyde?’’ Where are you going to draw the line if you 
allow a completed ship to be built on the other side and brought here 
on the deck of a v instead of being brought on the waves of the 
ocean for the mere sake of putting it together for the painter or the car- 
penter? I do not see, myself, where you can stop. If you allow the 
completed vessel to be made upon the other side and brought here in 
pieces, upon what argument can you say ‘‘ We will not admit the com- 
pleted ship free of duty?’ Why impose this $25,000 freight—freight 
paid to a foreign — probably, and not for the benefit of any 
American citizen ? y not have the ship come over here freeentirely 
completed? 

Mr. FRYE. Why does the Senator from Rhode Island consent to 
two-thirds coming in? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because it is two-thirds in the form of material, 
and because we found it in the present law, and I have no objection 

, when you coniine it to materials, to having two-thirds come in 
for the benefit of American mechanics. But when you go further and 
say that you will admit machinery—the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine would admit m in the form of pieces instead of be- 
ing put together; that is the only difference, as I understand, between 
his amendment and that of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. There is considerable difference, if the Senator from 
Maine will pardon me a moment. 

Mr. CHACE. I should like to hear the amendments read. 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. There is a considerable difference be- 
tween the amendment offered by myself and that of the Senator from 
Maine. His amendment leaves out machinery and boilers, completed 
engines, which should be brought here free of duty. I think they 
ought to be so brought here. I think it would be directly in the line 
of the policy that is manifest upon the face of this section and the ex- 
isting iw. 

The Senator from Rhode Island asked where you can draw the line. 
If I were a high protectionist, as he is, I should find where to draw the 
line, and I would try to make my theory of protection a practical one, 
and when I found it produced friction here and pressed hardly there 
I would endeavor to accommodate that protective system to the exist- 
ing conditions on industries of my country. If every 
component part of a ship to in foreign trade could be brought 
here free it would still have to be put together, when assembled, by 
American mechanics and American workmen to the extent, as the Sen- 
ator from Maine said, of more than 50 cent. of the whole cost, and 
he got his information from Mr. John , and that would be a dis- 
tinct gain to American industry. 

If you allow two-thirds to come in free, why not allow the other 
third? If you admit the head and body of the horse, you may as well 
let in the tail, too. That has nothing todo with freeships. I intended 
to say that if you allow free ships to come; that is, if you allow Ameri- 
can capital to order on the Clyde a 4,000 or a 5,000 ton ship, that ship 
sails over here built up by English workmen, comes over with freight 
and is sailed under the American flag, with no blow struck upon it by 
American labor, and the ship-yards of this country might go out of 
amet para d were it aa es a The ship- 

of country are en now in Lua vessels en- 
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commerce, That ship-build- 
in this country, I admit. 
. ALDRIC Does the Senator from Delaware agree with the 





Senator from Maine that if we should have free ships for foreign trade 
exclusively it would close the American ship-yards ? 

Mr. GRAY. So faras they depended on building ships for that trade. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How as to the coastwise trade? 

Mr. GRAY. American ship-yards always, under our present law, 
have work to do in supplying the coastwise marine of the country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it have any unfavorable effect upon the 
American ship-yards? 

Mr. GRAY. That is another question, but I can see the distinction, 
and it seems strange to me that the Senator from Rhode Island, with 
all his experience in these matters, can not see the distinction between 
adinitting a ship free to engage in the foreign commerce of the world 
and allowing all these materials, if it were possible to bring them here 
in that ship, to be assembled in American ship-yards and there made 
into American ships. 
ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 

The CureFr CLERK. In line 2690, after the word “‘ plates,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ account,’ in 
line 2693, as follows: 

Plates, angles, a. and bolts, and copper and composition metal which 


ay be necessary for the construction and equipment of vessels built in the 
United States for foreign account, 


And insert in lieu thereof: 

Sheets, angles, beams, and bolts, deck and bulb beams}together with all other 
structural shapes of iron or steel and copper and composition metal, forgings of 
iron or steel, castings of iron, steel, or composition, flues and tubes of iron, steel, 
or composition, machinery and parts of machines, and all other articles of for- 
eign production necessary for the construction and equipment of steamers or 
other vessels built in the United States for foreign account. 


Mr. FRYE. If thatis voted down, I intend to offer the amendment 
which I read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Maine was not sent to the desk. Will he state his pro- 

amendment? 

Mr. FRYE. In line 2091, after the word “‘bars,’’? which should be 
‘*beams,’’ I move to strike out the word ‘‘and’’ and insert ‘‘ sheets 
and structural shapes,’’ and after the word ‘‘ metal,’’ in the same line, 
insert ‘‘together with castings and forgings of iron, steel, or composi- 
tion.”’ 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask if that is an amendment to the 
amendment offered by myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine stated 
that if the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware should 
be voted down, it was his intention to suggest or offer the amendments 
which he has just read. As the motion of the Senator from Delaware 
is to strike out and insert, the Chair will state to the Senator from 
Maine that, under the rules, while the motion to strike out and insert 
is not divisible, the part proposed to be stricken out and the part pro- 
posed to be inserted are both amendable. The Senator from Maine can 
propose an amendment to the part to be stricken out before the vote is 
taken on the motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. FRYE. The languagein which theamendment is drawn is such 
that it is less difficult to do it in this way than it would be in that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware 
to make a statement explanatory of the amendment which he has pro- 


Mr. STEWART. The Senator can do that after I have finished. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to know whether or not he understands 
the scope of his amendment to be such that completed marine engines 
come in free of duty. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whether a pair of completed marine engines 
ready to be put into the hull of a ship would come in free of duty if 
the amendment were adopted ? 

Mr. GRAY. I do. 

Mr. STEWART. It was questioned on Saturday whether or not 
France also subsidizes her ocean steamers, and some question was also 
raised with regard toGermany. Ihavenot been able tofind thestatistics 
as to Germany, but I have been informed by the publications. I have 
seen heretofore that Germany also grants liberal subsidies. The bounties 
granted by France for the promotion of ship-building and aiding ocean 
carrying trade are as follows: 


The new shipping bounties in France (1880) are as follows: 48 shillings per 
ton for building iron vessels, and 16 shillings for wooden ; 15 pence per ton per 
100 miles run, on French-built vessels entering French ports; 7} pence per ton 
for French vessels not built in France. 


It will be seen that the French bounty is direct, unequivocal, not 
only in aid of the carrying trade but also in aid of ship-building. She 
makes no pretense that it is for the purpose of carrying the mail, but 
it is to enable her vessels to carry freight. She givesso much per ton 
for the freight carried in a Frenchship. Otherwise we should have no 
French line running between France and the United States. Germany 
has done the same. If we are to maintain our protective system let us 
be consistent. Let us promote our home production. Let our people 
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who build ships make it possible for them to do so, The only way to 
make it possible to do so is to give our people the same advantages that 
other nations who are contending for the carrying trade find it neces- 
sary to give. ‘There is no necessity for breaking up the protective sys- 
tem in order to acquire the carrying trade. We can notacquire that 
trade by so doing. : wit 

Lf ships could be built in this country with the material given to us 
free, they could not be run against the competition with which they 
would have to contend in the way of the granting of subsidies by other 
nations, because as soon as they started on the sea the subsidies granted 
by other nations, and particularly England, to their vessels would be 
increased. England has done that in every instance whenever we have 
endeavored to subsidize our vessels. The only way to compete with 
her is to grant eyually large subsidies and thus give our ships an equal 
chance. if we do that we will have our full share of the carrying 
trade; but to break down the protective system and injure our me- 
chanics, throw them out of employment, or deny them the privilege of 
keeping up with the times in building ships and in the construction of 
ali the parts to make up a ship, for the purpose of uiring ships we 
can not use in the carrying trade, can not be justified. It is not pro- 
posed that they shall be used in the coastwisetrade. That is the only 
place they can be used. They can not be used in the foreign trade, 
because the competition will besuch if they attempt to do anything of 
importance; if the trade they do amounts to anything, other govern- 
ments will increase gheir subsidies and drive our ships off tue seas. 

The uniform policy of Great Britain for the last thirty years in grant- 
ing subsidies wherever there is competition shows us that it is entirely 
useless to attempt to regain our carrying trade without subsidies or 
differential duties in favor of American ships. I would be willing, if 
that is the sentiment of the Senate and of the country, to resume our 
share of the carrying trade, to vote for such legislation as would ac- 
com plish it. 

The carrying trade of England, amounting in the aggregate to over 
$300,000,000 a year, although yielding a small percentage of profit on 
the money invested, is of immense benefit incidentally in cultivating 
the foreiga trade and aiding the general growth of that nation. They 
so regard it, and they maintain it atall hazardsand atany cost. Itis 
useless to make any effort in that direction unless we give our people 
the seme advantages both in the building and running of ships that 
the English Government gives to ship-builders and ship-owners. 

There is no necessity of interfering with the operation of the tariff. 
It will de no good, and if you get ships constructed they will be used 
in the coastwise trade or lie at the ports rottening and useless, because 
if you do any considerable business the discussion in England on the 
granting of every subsidy takes into account what other nations are 
doing. ‘‘On this line,’’ they say, ‘‘the Americans have subsidized 
ships. We must have an additional subsidy and run them off. We 
can ron them off by our competition.’’ That is what they have done 
and will do again. Now, to make a feeble effort to regain our carry- 
ing trade seems to me childish. If we are to meet the question let us 
meet it fairly and recover thisearrying trade. If we will put American 
ship-builders and American seamen on an equal footing with those of 
foreign nations they will do as they did previous to 1840; they will di- 
vide the carrying trade of the world. 

There is no doubt about that. But there is no use of pretending 
that you are doing something for them when you are doing nothing. 
That seems to me to be al out of the question. Let the ques- 
tion be met in its entirety; let it be met as a proposition to regain our 
foreign trade, and let the country understand it, and I believe that 
such legislation would be approved by the country as would give us 
that trade again. It was once our pride, aad it ought to beagain. If, 
on the contrary, it is not considered worth recovering, if it costs too 
much, if we are not willing to compete with France and Great Britain, 
that have subsidized their steam-ship lines, then we ought not to pre- 
tend to have a foreign trade, for we can not have it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I trust we shall not extend the list of 
articles which by the present law are permitted to be imported free of 
duty by ship-builders who are building vessels for foreign account and 
ownership or for the purpose of being employed in the foreign trade. 
The law as it stands seems to me to be a d from the principle 
of protection. I know of no other industry in the United States which 
has the right to import raw maverial, or materials which for that indus- 
try are raw materials which can be produced in this country, free ot 
duty. But in this ship-building industry the law as it stands permits 
lumber, timber, wire rope, and iron and steel rods and bars, spikes, 
hails, plates, angles, beams and bolts, and ss composition metal, 
all of which are produced in this country by American labor, to be 
imported free of duty if the vessel is for foreign aceount or ownership 
or to be employed in the foreign trade, I think if this were a new ques- 
tion I should not be in favor of that. I do not know that I particu- 
larly wart to change the law or desire at this time to raise the question 
of whether the law should be changed so that none of these materials 
thonld be imported free of duty; but it seems to me that we can not 

stand for a moment upon the theory that the which are to be con- 
¥tructed for foreign account or ownership are to have this privilege. 


There are two classes of ships for which the materials may 
be imported under this law. Theone is those built for foreign account 
and ownership, and the other those that are to be employed in the for- 
eign carrying trade. Now, taking first those which are to be built for 
foreign account and ownership, why should we allow a portion of the 
materials of anything that is to be built for foreign account or owner- 
ship to be imported free of duty? The law as it stands allows a re- 
bate when an article is exported, allows the manufacturer to import all 
his material and get drawbacks on it, but not to import portions of his 
material free of duty; and in no other instance that I know of is any. 
such law applicable. It seems to me that in the case of a ship built 
for foreign account and ownership there is no more reason why the 
builder should be permitted to import a portion of his material than 
there would be for allowing the manufacturer of woolen cloth who should 
get a foreign order to import a portion of the material which went into 
the cloth for that foreign order free of duty. 

It seems to me that that disposes of that class of vessels which are 
referred to in this statute. Now, with regard to vessels which are to 
be engaged in the foreign carrying trade, it will be noted that in the 
law as it stands to-day there is nothing that requires them to be con- 
tinued in the foreign carrying trade. You can build a ship to be en- 
gaged in the foreign carrying trade, import all these articles free of 
duty, but there is nothing which prevents that ship ever being sold to 
a foreigner to engage in the foreign trade. So it in no sense helps to 
revive our American industries; and if there were a provision here that 
the ship should always be run by American owners in the foreign carry- 
ing trade, it would be such a bagatelle, it would be so little of help to- 
wards reaching the end desired, that it seems to me it would not be 
wise to depart from the principle of protection, which, as I understand, 
covers all American labor engaged in the production of materials which 
are used in the manufacture of other products, and certainly that we 
ought not to extend the list. 

r. STEWART. Myattention has been called to another piece of 
very pertinent testimony directly on this pee which was given before 
the royal commission of Great Britain on the depression of trade, which 
sent out invitations to the boards of trade throughout the kingdom to 
report on the various industries. The Board of Trade of Greenock, 
among other things, made a report which was adopted and incorporated 
in the report of the commission upon the question of ship-building, and 
I want to read one or two extracts from that report, as follows: 

The gross value has decreased largely; contracts have been lately taken at 
such extreme low prices in order to keep works open as to yield practically 
no profit. The number of workmen at present and for the last two years em- 
ployed in this trade and subsidiary trades has largely decreased. 

That is, the trade of ship-building. 


It is reckoned that during the last _ of depression, which culminated in 
1879, the workmen then employed did not exceed & per cent. of the number 
in 1874. In 5882-83 the gross number emplo did not rise to the 
amount of 1874, but in 1885 the number is fewer than in . the total being es- 
timated at not more than 57} per cent. of the number employed in 1874. 


Then in a subsequent portion of this report they give the reason 
why Ship baildine fa England is depressed. They say: 
Because since 1882 the continental orders have ceased; the whers of 


Germany, Fran Italy, and of the countries which were the necipal cus- 
tomers of Gusupestt have now ceased 45 cullen vesuale tm Unent Beiiain 


Second. Because under the above and in France especially, under 
the stimulus of direct bounties given to the ship-builders, a number of 
power enas at ae have sprung into existence on the ent, ca- 
pable of furnishing tonnage required. 


Now, the proposition is, instead of treating our ship-builders and 
the persons engaged in the foreign carrying trade as France and the 
other continental powers have found it necessary to do in order to en- 
courage home industry, that we shall import the machinery and put it 
together here. If we Se ee See it will have a tendency to 
build up the English ship-yards benefit English ship-builders in 
reviving a waning industry there, which is met with competition from 
the subsidies granted by other governments. We shall make no effort 
to build the machinery at home; we shall give over to England the 
building of it, increase her profits, and d up her ship-yards, and 
all we are to do here is to put the parts . 

Tt seems to me that this amendment is most vicious. Exceptions 
to the tariff are generally dangerous, and this to me entirely 
vicious. If ithas any effect and the material is brought in, it will ben- 
efit England and not the United States. Ifweare to compete with Eng- 
land we must do just as France, Italy, Germany, and the other conti- 
nental powers have done. We must t bounties for the construction 
of ships or we must make it up in differential duties or subsidies 


under the name of paying for the mail, as most of them have 
done. France did not it that name, but putit direct for 
carrying freight. But whatever name it is done, we must pay 


to enable our vessels to carry freight in competition with all the 
eg or we must give up the carrying trade. Legislation in that di- 
rection will revive our foreign trade, and no other legislation will be ef- 
fective. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAatmer in the chair). The 
question is on the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on page 
107 of the bill, to be substituted for paragraphs 144 and 145, and ask 
for anorder to printthem. Perhaps the amendment had better be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator wish to have it read 
for information at the present time? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask it especially. 

Mr. VEST. What is it? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment relates to tin-plates. I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Finance to offerthis amendment. If Sen- 
ators will turn to page 107 they will see the changes proposed. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out paragraphs 144 and 
145 and to insert in lieu thereof: 


144. Sheets, of iron or steel, common or black, including all iron or steel com- 
mercially known as common or black taggers’ iron or steel, and skelp iron or 
steel; valued at $ cents per pound or less: Thinner than No. 10 and not thin- 
ner than No, 20 wire gauge, 1 cent per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gauge 
and not thinner than No. 25 view 1.1 cents per pound; thinner than No. 


25 wire gauge and not thinner n No. 29 wire gauge, 1.3 cents per pound ; 


thinner than No. 29 wire gauge, 1.4 cents per pound; corrugated or crimped, 
1.4 cents per pound: Provided, That all common or black sheet-iron or sheet- 
steel not thinner than No. 10 wire gaugeshall pay a duty as plate-iron or plate- 


145, All iron or steel sheets or plates and all hoop, band, orscroll iron or steel, 
excepting what are known commercially as tin-plates,terne-plates,and taggers’ 
tin, and hereafter provided for, when galvanized or coated with zinc or spelter, 
or other metals, or any ange of those metals, shall pay three-fourths oft. cent 
per pound more duty than the corresponding gauges of common or black sheet 
or taggers’ iron or steel; and on and after January 1, 1890, all such iron or steel 
sheets, when coated with tin or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, 
or either of them, isa component part, by the dipping or any other process, 
and commercially known as tin-plates, se, and taggers’ tin, shall pay 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound more duty the corresponding gauges of 
black sheet or taggers’ iron or steel. 


Amend ——_ 147 by adding thereto “until January 1, 1890.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The proposed amendment will be re- 
ceived and‘printed. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. GRAY. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


roll. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], but that pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HOAR (when Mr. RaNsom’s name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS. My colleague [Mr. SABLN] is paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN], and as I have some doubts 
about how he would vote on this amendment I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). Iam paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON ]}, and therefore 
ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Colquitt, Hampton, Vance, 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
burn, Eustis, Payne, Voorhees, 
Faulkner, Pugh, Walthall, 
Cockrell, George, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Gray, Turpie, 
NAYS—25. 
Idrich, Dolph, Morrill, Spooner, 
. Edmunds, Paddock, Stewart, 
i Hale, Palmer, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
om, Hiscock, Quay, 
vis, Manderson, Sawyer, 
wes, Mitchell, Sherman, 
ABSENT—28. 

Allison, Evarts, Hoar, Plamb, 
Farwell, Ingalis, Ransom, 
aoe Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 

en, * Kenna, Sabin, 
wn, Gorman, ; Saulsbury, 
tler, Harris, Morgun, Stanford, 

Cameron, Hearst, Pasco, Stockbridge, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
_ Mr. FRYE. Mr. 
_ in this vote that I shall not offer the amendment which I proposed, 


will offer one which is suggested to me by the Iron Ship Company 
‘of Bath, Me. ; that is, to insert aiter the word ‘‘ bolts,”’ in line 2691, the 
‘forgings, 


words ‘ rivets, and steel castings.’’ 





President, the disposition of the Senate is so mani- 


The Cuier CLERK. In line 2691, after the word “‘ bolts,’’ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ forgings, rivets, and steel castings.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the committee will consent to adopt that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer}. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll, 

Mr, ALLISON (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McParrson]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was cailed). I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). As I have already 
stated,my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] has been 
transferred to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN], and withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. 
MorGAN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. FRYE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GormMAnN], and withdraw my 
vote, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck], and withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine withdraws 
his vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom]. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
Bate, Coke, Gibson, Turpie, 
Berry, Colquitt, Gray, Vance, 
Blackburn, Daniel, Hampton, Vest, 
Butler, Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall. 
Call, Faulkner, Reagan, 
Cockrell, George, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—22. 

Aldrich, Davis, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Dawes, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cameron, Dolph, Morrill, Stewart, 
Chace. Hawley, Palmer, Teller. 
Chandler, Hisvock, Platt, 
Culiom, Ingalls, Quay, 

ABSENT—32. 
Allison, Frye, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Gorman, Morgan, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Hale, Paddock, Sherman, 
Bowen, Harris, Pasco, Stanford, 
Brown, Hearst, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Edmunds, Hoar, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Farwell, Kenna, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT proitempore. The Secretary will report the first 
paragraph informally passed over. 

Mr. VEST. I gave notice on Saturday that I should offer some 
amendments toitems on the free-list which were passed over on Friday. 
If it is convenient to Senators in charge of the bill I shall do so now. 

In line 2183, paragraph 650, I move to strike out the word “ berga- 
mot’’ and insert ‘‘ brick.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will report theamend- 
ment. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 174, paragraph 650, line 2183, it is pro- 
posed to strike out *‘ bergamot ’’ and insert ‘ brick.’ 

Mr. VEST. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That will simply make an absurdity of the bill, if 


| the Senator will permit me to sayso. This is ‘‘bergamotoil.” Ifhe 
| strikes out that, it will be ‘‘ brick oil.’’ 


Mr. VEST. I will meet the very serious objection of the Senator 
from Rhode Island by moving to strike out ‘* bergamot oil,’’ then, 
and insert the word ‘* brick.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that para- 
graphs 644 to 676 were passed over informally, and the word “‘oil’’ 
was not added. : 

Mr. VEST. ‘The committee stated that they would add it, but it 
has not yet been done by the action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not yet beendone. The pro- 
posed amendment of the Senator from Missouri wil) be again stated 
from the desk. 

The Corer Cherk. On page 174, paragraph 650, line 2183, it is 
»roposed to strike out ‘‘ bergamot’’ and insert “‘ brick.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this question the Senator from 
Missouri asks that the yeas and nays may be entered upon the Journal, 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]; otherwise I should vote 
** nay.” 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). 
junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). Iwill state for the last 
time to-day that my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. oo a 
has been transferred to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 
vote ‘‘ nay.’”’ 

The roil-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As fail tosee theSenator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON | in his seat, I ask to withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with him generally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws his vote. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. SHERMAN]. 
As he is not here, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there a quorum voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. In order to make a quorum I vote ‘‘ nay.’ 

Mr. QUAY. I did not vote, understanding that the iecaer from 
West Virginia [Mr. FAULKN ER], with whom I am paired, had not 
voted. I learn that he has voted, so I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HOAR. Iam at liberty to vote if my vote is necessary to make 
® quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The result was announced— 


I am paired with the 


The Senator from Kentucky with- 


A quorum is now recorded, 
yeas 17, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Rate, Colquitt, Hampton, Walthall 
Berry, Eustis, Jonesof Arkansas, Wilson of Ma, 
Butler, Faulkner, Saulsbury, 
Call, George, Vance, 
Coke, Gray, Vest, 

NAYS—24. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Allison, Dawes, Morrill, Spooner, 
Blair, Dolph, Paddock, Bock bri 
Cameron, Hawley, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Hiscock, Platt, Telte 
Chandler, Ingalls, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 

4 ABSENT—35. 

Beck, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Farwell, ae ee 
Blodgett, . cPherson eberger, 
Bowen, Gibson, Manderson, Sabin, ' 
Brown, Gorman, Morgan, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Hale, . Stanford, 
Daniel, Harris, Payne, Turpie, 
Davis, Hearst, Plumb, Voorhees. 
Edmunds, Hoar, Pugh, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. In line 2190, paragraph 657, I move to strike out 
**Civet’’ and insert ‘‘Staves and woods of all kinds.”’ I ask for the 
yeas and nays upon this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 174, paragraph 657, line 2190, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the word ‘‘Civet’’ and insert the words ‘* Staves and 
woods of all kinds.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri (Mr. Vest], on which he asks 
that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll, 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was called). 
junio: Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, = I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
TURYIE 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Manpexson]. If he were present, I should vote ‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. McPueErson], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Ne- 
braska {[Mr. MANDERSON], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Under that transfer of pair I vote “‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—20, 


I am paired with the 


Bate, Come, : ae 
Co Hampton 

Blackburn, _ Jones of Arkanses, V 

Butler, Eustis, ; Walthall 

Call, Faulkner, » Wi of 


























NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Allison, Cullom, Morrill, Spooner, 
Blair, aenr Endiods Stewart 
Chace, H % Palmer Stockb: 9 
Dawes, Ingalls, Platt, ° Telier, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 

ABSENT—32. 

Beck, Evarts, Hearst, Plumb, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Hoar, Pugh, 
Bowen, e, Kenna, Ransom, 
Brown, Gi McPherson, Riddlebe b 
Cameron, Gorman, Manderson, Sabin, 
Cockrell, Gray, Morgan, Sherman, 
Davis, Hale, Pasco, Stanford, 
Edmunds, Harris, Payne, Turpie 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment on page 183, which I send to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Corer CLERK. On page 183, paragraph 788, line 2409, after the 
word ‘‘ logs,’’ it is proposed to ad 

And round, unmanufactured oe not specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act. 

So as to read: 


788. Wood.— and round, unmanufactured timber, not specially enumer- 
ated or provided for in this act. 

Mr. ALLISON. The pean ened be stricken out after ‘‘logs.’’ 

The amendment was 

Mr. VEST. In line 2195, aemiin hh 662, I move to strike out “‘ lav- 
ender” and insert “‘laths.”? I ask for the: yeas and nays ou that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. lam going to call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri to the technical absurdity of these various amendments he has 
offered. These articles are all oils, from 644 to h 
676, and the effect of his amendment, if agreed to, would be to substi- 
tute for oil of lavender, lath oil, which, of course, in itself is an absurd- 
ity. I suppose it makes no difference to the Senator from Missouri what 
the effect of it is as long as he gets the record of the Senate on the ques- 
tion of putting laths on the free-list. ; 

Mr. VEST. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the absurdity of his objection in the face of the statement of 
the Presiding Officer of the Senate on the record of the Senate that the 
word ‘‘oil’’ is not added. 

Mr. ALDRICH. These are all oils. 

Mr. VEST. When “‘oil’’ is put in I shall renew the amendment, if 


it be o> keane 

ALDRICH. They are oils whether the word “‘oil’’ is there or 
aa Under the provisions of paragraph 644 ‘‘ oils,” a head- 
ing, a designation of oils, come the articles put upon the list from 
paragraph 644 to 676; they are all oils. 

Mr. VEST. I am amending this bill as it stands before the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As it stands before the Senate this is lavender oil 
or oil of lavender, and nothing else. 

Mr. VEST. Iam willing to accept the absurdity of the situation 
whether it is an oil or a solid substance, and insert *‘ laths.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of this would be to put lath-oil on the 
free-list. ; 

Mr. VEST. Ido not care whether it is an oil or a solid substance; 
that is not the absurdity. The absurdity is in the bill per se. 

Mr. VANCE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. VANCE. I should perhaps address my inquiry to the Senator 
from Rhode Island rather than to the Chair. I want to know if it is 
possible to increase the absurdity of a bill which taxes the laths used 
in building the poor man’s cabin and permits to come in free the oil of 
lavender tosweeten a boy on Sunday when he puts on hisSunday clothes? 
If there is any possibility of increasing the absurdity of that, I should 
like to know it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Of course theamendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri involves , double proposition. In the first place it proposes to 
remove the oil of lavender from the free-list, to _ upon the du- 
tiable-list. I do not know whether the Senator Missouri or the 
Senator from North Carolina thinks that a proper thing to do or not. 
They do not make that motion as a separate, independent, 
substantive proposition. I do not know any interest which requires 
a duty to be placed on oil of lavender as a distinct and separate propo- 
sition: Of course the Senators desire to put laths on the free-list, but 
they ee eee t the oil of lavender 
upon the dutiable-list. I suppose, of course, that that ee 
ment and that kind of amendment are not intended to to 


appeal 
sense of justice or judgment of this side of the Chamber, but merely to 


be used as an argument upon the hustings hereafter. 
Mr. VANCE. Oil of lavender toasense. This appeals to 
See people who have a due regard to the principles of tax- 


n. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator from 
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Missouri, but I suggest to him that if he desires to test the sense of the 
Senate as respects these oils, he make a single motion to strike out all The amendment was agreed to. 
that part, and if he desires to test the sense of the Senate, I will pre- Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 325, after the comma following the 
muse by stating—not wishing to suggest to him-—if he wishes to test | word ‘‘braids,’’ I move to insert ‘‘boot, shoe, and corset lacings, 35 
the sense of the Senate as to these articles of wood, hecan make a sep- | cents per pound.”’ 
arate motion to put lumber, etc., on the free-list. The lumber sched- Mr. VEST. What ad valorem would that be? 
ule has been passed over. That is an important question which is to Mr. ALDRICH. It is a little reduction from the 35 per cent. on the 
come up later on, and I submit to him that we are rather occupying | large portion of goods included within the paragraph. 
time unnecessarily in these inconsequential motions, as I regard them, The amendment was agreed to. 
with all due deference to the Senator from Missouri. If there is any Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 325 thereshould be asemicolon after 
reason why these oils should be put on the dutiable-list, I should be | the amendment just agreed to, and the word ‘‘cotton’’ should be in- 
glad to have the sense of the Senate tested upon that question, but it | serted immediately following, before the word ‘‘ gimps.’’ 
is certainly a manifest absurdity, if I may repeat what the Senator from The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the para- 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] has said, to put lath oil on the free-list, | graph as it will read when amended, punctuation and all. 
and that is what his amendment will do if adopted. The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. VEST. I amvery much obliged to my friends on the other side 825. Cotton cords, braids, boot shoe and corset lacings, 35 cents per pound ; 
of the Chamber, but I recollect an ancient Latin maxim which has | cotton gimps, galloons, webbing, ete. 
peculiar application just now, commencing Timeo Danaos. I do not ask Mr, ALDRICH. There should be no comma after “boot.” It 
advice on this tariff question from gentlemen whose position I under- | should read ‘‘ boot shoe and corset lacings.”’ 
stand so well as I do theirs. I care nothing about any of these per- The amendment was agreed to. 
fumes or the bric-a-brac of fashion, but I do care something about the| Mr. ALDRICH. In line 1327, at the end of paragraph 325, I move 
necessaries of life, and I want to put this question in antithetic shape | to strike out ‘'35’’ and insert ‘‘ 40;"’ so as to read, ‘40 per cent. ad 
to the Senate and the country. t becomes of lavender oil is mere | yalorem.’’ 
‘leather and prunella,’’ but I want to put laths on the free-list, and I Mr. VANCE. That is a decrease also ? 
want to — the two propositions not only in juxtaposition but face to Mr. ALDRICH. It isan increase. 
face, and see how the two parties stand in this Chamber. The amendment was agreed to. 

As to the sympathetic advice of my distinguished friend from Iowa, | Mr, ALDRICH. In line 1329, paragraph 326, I move to strike out 
I will simply dismiss it by saying the motive does away with the advice. | ‘« 35’ and insert ‘‘ 40;’’ so as to make the paragraph read: 


I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 326. All fact  extien net ial 4 ided for i 
The = and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call | this act, 40 per cent. ad clean. a 


the rol Mr. VANCE. The old rules of ing i 
. , . : ‘ , pleading in the courts were, lest a 
arn ne his enor TM called). I am paired with | man might conclude himself in some place, to plead everything he could 
e junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. think of, and then add ‘‘ with leave to add.’’ I think all these in- 


The roll-call was concluded. 66 we ” 
Mr. BUTLER. Is the vote of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. | “tne amendment wee agreed to. nS Canehter.] 


CAMERON] recorded? ragra : ‘e 
The P IDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. . 2 : aoe ee: adden I = se Sneee 
Mr. BUTLER. Then I withhold my vote. I am paired with him. | ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph will be read as it 
Mr. VEST. I announce a pair between my colleague [Mr. CocK- | pow stands. 
RELL] = junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. _ The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
a ISON. If the Senator desires to vote on this important 332. Cables or cordage, and twine, including binding twine, all of the above 
amendment, with his consent I will transfer my pair with the Senator | gomposed wholly of manilla, or sisal-grass, 1; cents per pound. 
from New Jersey [Mr. McPHerson], and then heand I can both vote.) yr VEST. Is my friend from Rhode Island through with the in- 
= cakes ee the pair of a een _— eel ed creases? Is there any other increase? 
” aon ete Bo vote “nay,” understanding that my vote isn Mr. ALLISON. Yes, there is another increase. The item relating 
maa PAYNE. ed swith my colleague [Mr. Sx 4a); whe 3 opens wre - passed over on account of the Senator from Mis- 
is —_== a pce of a. esd Oitharin Mr. VEST. I prefer to take that item up directly. 
e result was announced—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: Mr. ALLISON. The Senator prefers to take up cross-cut saws later. 





Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, a comma should come after ‘‘ unfinished.”’ 























ae i — ‘ He can go on with his amendments now. 
, uitt, ampton, est, Mr. VEST. In line 2199, paragraph 666, I move to strike out ‘‘ Ne- 
ort ieonaa’ Jones of Aricnnens, wie Ma. roli, or orange flower,” and to insert ‘‘ Needles,’’ and I call for the yeas 
Brown, - George, Sealibaen, and nays on the amendment. 
Coke, Gibson, Vance, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
NAYS—23. The Cuter CrerRK. In line 2199, paragraph 666, the Senator from 
Aldrich, Dawes, Mitchell, s r, Missouri moves to strike out— 
eSeen, ee Morrill come, Neroli, or orange flower, 
é Hiscock, Palmer, Teller, a And to insert 
5 Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. Needles. 
Cullom, Manderson, Sawyer, : ‘ 
ABSENT—35. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Onagreeing to this amendment the 
Beck, easta, ~stttte ai Senator from Missouri asks that the yeas and nays be entered on the 
Blodgett, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Journal. 
Bowen, Faulkner, Kenna, Riddleberger, The yeasand nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
Batter, Bye = Merictwon, = Eoin, the rol 
Cameron, Gray, an 7 Stanford, Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
Cockrell, Hale, Payne, Turpte, ator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 
Siomeda. Hearst, oon en Mr. STEWART (when his named was called). I am paired with 
’ the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. I do not see him 
So the amendment was rejected. in his seat. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if I were not paired. 
Mr. ALDRICH. On page 219, section 30, line 20, the word “‘ desig- The roll-call was concluded. 
nated’’ should be “ desi ;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ designed for use other- Mr. BATE. I wish to announce that the Senator from West Vir- 


wise than in the bona fide transportation of such merchandise.” I 
move that amendment. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 321, line 1301, I move to insert, after 
the word ‘‘narrowed,’’ the word ‘‘selvedge.’’ These are simply verbal 
amendments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 321, line 1303, after the word ‘‘fiber,’’ 
I move to insert ‘‘finished or unfinished.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Retaining the comma? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, retaining the comma. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itis proposed toinsert after the word 
‘fiber’? the words ‘‘finished or unfinished,” followed by a comma. 


ginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the junior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PLUMB. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CockRELL]. 

Mr. FRYE. In order to make a quorum, | vote “‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. McPnerson]. I am authorized to vote to make a quorum, [ 
vote ‘ nay.’ 

Mr. HOAR. Is there a quorum? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. 

Mr. HOAR. I vote “‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. PLUMB. In view of the absence of a quorum I transfer the pair 
which I have heretofore announced between the Senator from Missouri 


& 
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[Mr. CockRELL] and myself to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS]|, and I vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 
Mr. PAYNE. If there is no quorum I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. COLQUITT. Iam paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Cuacr] 


dustries of this country? A tolerably fair argument in reply to that 
question would be the fact. I admit that fact will not go as far as 
theory. I admit that arithmetic does not amount to much in a tariff 
discussion; but nevertheless I venture to give as a reason why the ab- 
olition of the duty would not destroy the industry of making salt in 


The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 24; as follows: this conutry the fact that it has been tried and that it did net. Let 
YEAS—17. that go for what it is worth. 
ote Coke Pugh Walthall From 1846 to 1861 there was no duty upon salt imposed in this coun- 
oan Eustis, Reagan, Wilson of Md, try. Did thesalt-making industries die that year? Did England cor- 
Blackburn George, ‘ Qeslsbury, ner the salt trade of this country and put the prices up to an extraordi- 
Bre yon 3 a Arkansas, Vance, nary per eent. and make salt cost us more than it would have done with 
cae andi iia. the duty added if the duty had been kept on? Lappeal to figures. I 
mas oe PI appeal, sir, to discarded and repudiated arithmetic. I appeal to the 
— — — el table of statistics which I find cited in the report of the Tariff Commis- 
Blair, - Hawley, Morrill, | Spooner, sion in 1882 as being authentic. From that table I take the figures 
Chandler, ee ; —s pane which I shall now proceed to give. 
Cullo oar, "almer, 7 E : —- & . 
Dawes, Ingalls, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. = rennet ie 0 Sem, Soatenize, een. 4 _ 
ABSENT—35. ; ? : ? , 
mee ali anation: tienen imposed upon salt. The average price of salt from 1860 to 1873, in- 
Blodgett Edmunds, Harris, Riddleberger, clusive, was 45.4 cents per bushel. There was a duty during that pe- 
Bowen, | Evarts, Hearst, Sabin, riod of 18 cents per hundred pounds in bulk and of 24 cents per hun- 
Butler, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, dred pounds upon salt in sacks. Theaverage price of salt from 1874 to 
i ao ePierson, oe 1885, inclusive, was 35.4 cents, when the duty had been reduced to 8 
Cockrell, Gorman, Morgan, Turpie, cents per hundred pounds on salt in bulk and 12 cents per hundred 
Colquitt, Gray, Pasco, Voorhees. pounds on salt in sacks. During the year 1830 the production of salt 
Daniel, Hale, Quay, 


in this country was 4,444,929 bushels, the average price of which per 
bushel was 21 cents, while the average price of the imported English 
salt was 12.5 cents. 

In 1840 the domestic product was 6,179,174 bushels. The average 
price per bushel was 20 cents, and the average price of imported salt 
was 12.4 cents. The increase in production between 1830 and 1840 was 
about 50 per cent. and the decrease of price if the domestic article was 
5 per cent. In 1850 the domestic production was 9,763,840 bushels. 
The average price per bushel was 22.7 cents. The average price of im- 
ported salt per bushel was 11 cents. The increase in the production 
of the domestic article was about 50 per cent. ; the increased price of the 
domestic article was 2.7 cents, and the decreased price of the foreign 
article was 1.4 cents. 

In 1860 the production of the domestic article was 12,717,198 bush- 
els. The average price per bushel was 18 cents. The average price of 
foreign salt was 10.15 cents. The increase of the domestic production 
was about as much in bushels, but not quite so great in per cent., being 
334, or about that. The decreased price of the domestic article was 
4.7 cents per bushel. The decreased price of the article was 1 cent 
per bushel. That was the average when the salt-producing industries 
in this country ought to have perished, if they were bound to perish 
under free trade in salt. 

In 1870 the domestic product was 17,606,105 bushels. The average 
price per bushel was 27.83cents. This embraced the war period. The 
average price of foreign salt was 10.8 cents. The increase of produc- 
tion was about 40 per cent. of the domestic article, and the increased 
price of the domestic article was 9.8 cents, whilst the increased price 
of the foreign article was only eight-tenths of 1 cent per bushel. 

The domestic production in 1880 was 29,800,298 bushels. The aver- 
age price of the domestic salt was 16.5 cents, the average price of the 
foreign salt was 10.6 cents. The increased production was about 70 per 
cent. The decrease in price of the domestic salt was 11.33 cents, while 
the decreased price of the foreign salt was two-tenths of 1 cent per 
bushel. These foreign prices were those of the country whence im- 

of course. 

The highest price of domestie salt from 1830 to 1880, during a pe- 
riod of fifty years, was in 1870, when it reached 27,8 cents, and the 
highest price of the foreign salt, during a period of fifty years, was 
12.5 cents. The lowest price of the domestic salt from 1830 to 1850 
was 16} cents, and the lowest price of the foreign salt for the same pe- 
riod was 10.15.cents, so that we see the fluctuations were almost en- 
tirely confined to the domestic article. 

Much of this increased production between 1870 and 1880 was due 
to bounties offered by States for its production. Much of it was due, 
say the manufacturers who testified before the Senate Committee on 
Finance, to improved processes of manufacture, to more scientific meth- 
ods, etc. None of it, as it seems to me, can be chargeable to the fact 
of a tariff, because we have seen from these tables that the effect of the 
tariff was almost precisely the reverse of what is claimed for it by its 
friends; that is to say, that the lowest prices at which salt ruled in this 
country were during free-trade periods, and the highest prices at which 
oS Ee ee ee ene err 
upon 

It would be entertaining in connection with the old argument, that 
the high protective duty always brings down a of salt, to read 
what took place in the case of the Michigan Salt Works, and to give a 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST In line 2206, paragraph 670, I move tostrike out “ Ottar 
of roses,’’ and to insert ‘‘Salt,’”’ and I call for the yeas and nays on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. In line 2206, paragraph 670, it is proposed to 
strike out the words “ Ottar of roses’’ and to insert the word “Salt;’’ 
89 as to read: 

670. Salt. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Missouri asks that 
uyion agreeing to this amendment the yeas and nays may be entered on 
the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE, Mr. President, when the item of salt was reached in 
the schedule where itis found I asked that it be passed over that I might 
make a few remarks upon it. To save the time of the Senate in recur- 
ring to it hereafter, I will say now what I desired to say then. 

Salt is the preservative principle of nature, and in aecordance with the 
necessities of mankind it is universally diffused. Two-thirds of the sur- 
face of the planet is covered with water which holds salt in solution. 
It is found in various places gushing from the earth insprings. In other 
places it is found by sinking wells, and in others it is stratified in the 
earth as rock, ready for the necessities of man. It is more necessary, 
perhaps, for the preservation of animal life than any other one thing— 
almost as much se, in fact, as the elements of air and water. Yet we 
find it loaded down with taxation whilst other things that are at the 
best mere luxuries ordelicacies, used for the pleasure or the ornamenta- 
tion of the thingsof life, are permitted to come in free. 

Look at this free-list which we are now considering, and seven- 
tenths of everything upon it will be found to be an article of luxury, 
the production of some foreign clime. With the exception of tea and 
coffee, and hides, which are the raw material of our leather industry, 
there is scareely an article upon the free-list that contributes mecessa- 
rily to the comfort of mankind. Yet salt is taxed, and has been for 
years, a specific duty which ranges from 60 to 82 per cent., according 
to the price of the foreign article. It is taxed here 82 per cent. 

Since I have been a member of this body I have used every proper 
eecasion to secure if possible the placing of salt upon the free-list. I 
have desired that one of the chief ingredients of human necessity at 
least should be placed cheaply in the hands of the people of this coun- 
try. So far I have succeeded in making no modification of the present 
daties on salt, except in securing in 1883 the use of free salt in the 
curing of fish taken upon the shores of the navigable waters of the 
United States. My earnest desire now is to have it made free for every- 
body for all purposes and for all uses. 

What is the argument against free salt, Mr. President? In the lan- 
guage of the Senator from Iowa, it is the old, old story, that, in the first 
place, the duty upon salt makes it cheap, and in the next place it is 
said that if the duty were removed the salt industry in this country 
would perish, and that as soon as we removed the duty England, that 
has the greatest repository of salt perhaps in the world gathered in one 
spot the most convenient for manufacture, would immediately put up 
the price of salt in this country. They seem to think that the only 
way of keeping England from “cornering” all the salt in the world 
and putting up the price of this necessary article in the face of the com- 
petition of the world is to exclude her from the American markets by 
a duty of about 80 per cent. and allow the American salt manufactarers 

to corner for themselves in this country, which they have invariably 


Will the abolition of the duty on salt destroy the salt-producing in- 
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Per barrel prices of imported and of Michigan salt compared. 
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the manufacture of salt. Right upon the banks of a navigable river 
the salt-wells were found. One bucket which went up filled with the 








Michigan brine from the dissolved salt-rock let a bucket into the 
Poundsre- Average; finesalt, | well of fresh water which was to replace the dissolving process in the 
ent enting Sena se— — —— values. bemrel, | per | Tock, and within 250 or 300 yards cane a little space of level soil there 
; rrel. was an outcrop in the edge of the mountain of coal, and a tram-railway 
ne ses upon an inclined plane led up to that coal, and the loaded car that ran 
Conte down the inclined plane full of coal and dumped it into the furnace 
1,101,593 | $015,546.51 - 135.00 | that boiled the salt pulled up the empty car to be filled in its place. 
1, 062, 081 $95,272.13} 84.294 158.00 | There, right upon the bank of the stream, with almost the whole oper- 
ae = =? = po ara ation automatic in its character and sel{-operating, the salt was boiled, 
* 909" 280 788,893.38 | 85.539 146.00 | Put into barrels or packages, and rolled down an incline into a flat-boat, 
1.2 oe cree + 4 —— ro was floated down - kien nee oo _— con- 
, rs . . aining the greatest meat-packing establishment in the United States, 
tt i ise e700 on a on where more of it was sold than elsewhere. 
1,282,163 | 1,059,941.12 | 82.668 85. 00 Yet that institution for the manufacture of cheap salt, and many 
+ oe aes an a. ine & | Othersin the neighborhood similarly situated, were under what is called 
1,432,038 | 1,180,082.42| 82. 406 76.33 | # dead rent; that is, the men from Syracuse, N. Y., had paid so much 
ececeeseersseserees| 1,473,008 | 1,242,542.55 | 84.354 87.80 | money to the proprietors of those salt works to keep them from maik- 
bedi ees ss Sts ike [ian | aoa | ono | aC ing salt, to keep them idle, to keep them from supplying the wants of 


the people of this country. I am told that the same thing was done by 
the Canadian Salt Works across the border, and that a number of 
them were under a dead rent to the people of Syracuse, or perhaps of 
the State of Michigan—I do not remember which. 

Mr. President, can we, as men of conscience, hope to maintain upon 
the free-list all these articles of luxury, of pure fancy, the production 
of foreign climes, nine-tenths of which even intelligent people never 
heard of and do not know what they are, for the gratification of the 
luxurious of our people, and keep such an article of dire and every- 
day necessity as salt upon the dutiable-list at the rate of about 89 per 
cent? Can we do it, I ask? 

The juxtaposition in which the Senator from Missouri has placed 
these two articles will tell its own tale. ‘‘ Ottar of roses,’’ on the one 
side, free; salt, 82 per cent., on the other. Ginger, spice, pepper, 
mace, pimento, come in free. Palm-leaf fans, fiddle-strings, skele- 
tens, and preparations of anatemy, and all kinds of sweet-scented 
things are permitted to come in free, but the tax collector follows up 
salt wherever it goes in this broad land, not only into the factory of 
the great pork and beef packing merchants of the Northwest, the 
greatest in this world, but into the cabins of the poor, into the gourds 
that hang in their chimney corners. I wonder if Senators on that side 
ever saw a salt-gourd? I reckon not: nor the poor herders of stock 
who climb the mountains or wander across the plains with a bag tied 
across their shoulders containing salt to sustain the lives of their cat- 
tle. Everywhere the agentof this protective policy with inquisitorial 
powers visits every use that is made of salt with a tax of 82 per cent. 
But you could go into a drug store, and half that you find upon the 
shelves, e articles of luxury (I can not take the time of the Senate 
to read a. over, they are before you all), are admitted free of duty. 

Mr. President, what is “‘ottar of roses?” I suppose the definition 
that an old Democrat once gave of a Federalist might be applied here. 
He was denouncing the Federalists very muck, and his friend to whom 
he was talking finally asked him, ‘' Bill, what is a Federalist?’’ 
‘* Well,’ said he, ‘‘a Federalist is—a Federalist—well, a Federalist 
is something agin nater.’”’ [Laughter. ] 

What is ottar of roses? To what use is it applied? How does it 
benefit the poor and how does it conduce to the happiness and increase 
of wealth and wages of the beloved American workingman? I should 
like to know. It is something certainly very good, or else I know that 
gentlemen on that side would not put it upon the free-list. Salt is 
something we happen to knowabout. Salt is something that an Irish- 
man said ‘‘ made a ’tatur taste bad when it did not have any of it in 
it.”’ [Laughter.] Salt is something that everybody uses; salt is some- 
thing that everybody knows something about. Therefore, it is tangi- 
ble and can be taxed and you go for it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from North Carolinaseems to think 
the duty on salt is a terrible burden to the people of this country. Has 
he figured out just about how much thisduty adds tothe expense of salt 
to each man, woman, and child in the United States? 

Mr. VANCE. I had it figured out for me the other day by a gen- 
tleman on your side. I thought he made it about 3 cents a head, and 
my reply to that was if it was big enough to steal it was big enough to 
save, 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will find, if he investigates it, that 
the whole cost of salt, including the duty, does not amount te 3 cents 
upon each man, woman, and child in the United States. 

Mr. VANCE. Then what do you want it for, if it is solittle? Why 
are you wasting the time of the Senate, and abusing the patience of the 
American people, and outraging the sense of justice of everybody by 
ae on a thing that is so little in itself and so enormous in its ag- 


Note.—The ry of imported salt are in fiscal years ending June 30, and 
of Michigan salt in inspection years ending November 30. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator state whether that included the pack- 
age, or was it bulk salt? Did it include the barrel which contained 
the salt? ; 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know, sir. The table does not give it. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a very important item, because the barrel is 
worth, I think, 26 or 27 cents in Michigan. 

Mr. VANCE. I will read what the witness said in presenting the 
table. He said: 


These views are made manifest the following exhibit, in which, for the 
sake of the comparison, pounds of salt im in packages es for our home con- 
sumption are reduced to foment barrels of 280 pounds each, the average for- 
eign invoice value per barrel is calculated, and the annual average price of 


actual sales of fine salt per barrel from the Michigan works during the last four- 
teen years is given in contrast. 


That is all the information the witness gives. 

So it seems that when this exciting contest between protected salt 
and free salt began, free salt or foreign salt was 83 cents and a fraction 
per barrel, and the Michigan salt was $1.85 per barrel; and when the 
race was concluded in 1881 the foreign salt was 84} cents per barrel — 
it had gaineda cent—and the price of Michigan salt was 87.80 cents per 
barrel. In other words, the foreignsalt had won the race, and the only 
bringing down of price in the case was the bringing down of the price 
of home salt. Now they turn around and, in accordance with protec- 
tion logic, claim that the domestic salt brought down the price of the 
foreign, whereas the figures show that the price of the foreign salt 
brought down the price of the domestic. When a bird is shot on the 
wing we generally say that the shot brought down the bird, but in pro- 
tective parlance we would have to say that the bird brou ht down the 

t; that is, the dead bird came down with the shot in his body. 
{Langhter. | That is the condition these men are reduced to by this 
t of their own work. 

If there ever was a country upon earth where nature had arranged in 
conjunction with art for the cheap and easy manufacture of this arti- 
cle of human necessity,it. would seem to be the State of Michigan. In 
the Saginaw Valley, as I am told, there are located between eighty and 
one hundred large saw-mills, whose occupation is pretty nearly gone 
for the reason that the timber of that country has all been cut away or 

into the hands of a few very wealthy men who are holding it 

_ Those mills are supplied by the logs which are im- 
Canada across the line, which we have made free. Right 

under the site of those saw-mills is this geological stratum which fur- 
nishes the salt brine. So whena manestablishes his plant for the man- 
ufactare of lumber he sinks his well into the ground, and the same 
which runs his circular saw and cuts his lumber draws the 

brine from the well beneath the mill, and the sawdust, and the slabs, 
and the wastage of the saw-mill feed the furnace; and the same heat 
which operates the mill which cuts the lumber passes under the salt- 
kettles and makes the salt. Under those circumstances they say that 
the salt-making of this country will perish and pass from the face of 
= earth a there is a duty amounting to 80 per cent. against the 

Mr. President, we understand, as a matter of course, why they are so 
anxious for this duty to be maintained. We understand, of course, why 
thesesalt, manufacturers are continually crying in alarm against the cir- 
culars of those great English salt manufacturers, and saying that they are 
seeking to corner all the salt in the world and put up the price. We 
understand that very well. They are going themselves to do that same 
thing, and if they could keep up the English article they would in- 
crease the price of salt to a greater extent than we have ever had to 

in this country. 


y Senators now present will remember a speech that Mr. Bayard 


rl 


made in 1852 or 1883, when in the Senate, in which he told us of a} Mr. MITCHELL. I am not consuming the time of the Senate. It 
visit that he made to the Kanawha Salt Works. He described how | is the Senator who is consuming the time of the Senate in talking about 
nature had located everything for the convenience and cheapness of 


a matter so absolutely infinitesimal that it is not worth talking about. 
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Mr. VANCE. ‘' The destruction of the poor,’’ says the wise man, 
‘is their poverty,’ If we can not take it off, if we have not the cour- 
age and the patriotism and the honesty to rescue the poor from these 
taxes, which in the little to each individual man seems so small and 
yet in the aggregate makes millions and millions for the pockets of the 
manufacturers—if we can not do that we had better resign our func- 
tions, abjure them, and let some one come here who can do it. 

At all events, Mr, President, I think I have demonstrated that the 
claim for keeping salt upon the dutiable-list at these figures is unten- 
able. I have shown that for a period of fourteen years, from 1846 to 
1860, inclusive, while salt was upon the free-list, not only did the salt 
manufacturers of this country not perish, but they flourished, and the 
increase in the production during that period was as great as it was at 
any other. I have shown that the manufacturers of foreign salt did 
not come in and did not engross the market of this country and put 
up the prices beyond what they were under a heavy duty. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When was salt put on the free-list, I ask the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina? 

Mr. VANCE. In 1846. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And it remained on the free-list until when? 

Mr. VANCE. Until 1861. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator remember what it was worth dur- 
ing that period ? 

Mr. VANCE. 
during that time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Was it placed on the free-list by what was known 
as the Walker tariff bill? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir, I suppose so; but the tariff acts of 1846 and 
1861, as I remember them, were new acts outandout, They were not 
amendments of existing laws. In 1861 the duty was resumed. 

I have shown, as I have said, that the argument against putting salt 
upon the free-list is fallacious in both instances, in regard to the prices 
of salt and in regard to the injury that the repeal of the duty would do 
the manufacturers. I hope that before this Co: expires on the 4th 
of March coming, or before it di of this bill, it will do something 
at least to commend it to the justice of the people of this country, and 
I can see nothing with regard to it that could more reasonably and 
properly fulfill that desire on the part of our constituents than the plac- 
ing of this article of such absolute necessity upon the free-list. 

I am tired, I am disheartened, I am discouraged at the peculiar wa, 
in which legislation is now conducted. It seems to me that the duty 
of the Congress of the United States and of all legislative authority 
everywhere should be to aid the weak, to help those who are struggling 
to help themselves, but that is not manifestly our policy. Instead of 
doing anything here to aid those who are fighting the battle of life an- 
aided, the struggling many, our legislation here is directed in the in- 
terestof the few. Instead of aiding poor men throughoutall the length 
and breadth of the land to make a living, to earn bread, the object of 
this legislation is simply to aid a few men to accumulate riches. The 
fundamental maxim of the protection policy seems to be not the great- 
est good for the greatest number, but the greatest possible good for the 
smallest ible number. 

With this expression of my desire, I shall leave the Senate to vote, 
announcing my determination, as far as I can make it known, to de- 
clare hereon and hereby my preference for free salt over and above free 
ottar of roses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator takes his seat I should like to 
have him state what he understands would be the effect of this pro- 
vision making salt oil free? That is all the effect it would have, and 
any attempt on the part of Senators upon the other side to say that it 
would have any other effect would be delusive to the American people. 
This “ ottar of roses’’ is one of the oils put upon the free-list. If the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri is adopted ‘‘salt oil’? would 
be free. I do not know what oil there is that might be called a salt 
oil. If this is simply a farce, it is all right, and the American people 
ought to understand itso; but if Senators expect any practical effect by 
voting for this amendment it will simply put ‘‘salt oil,’’ whatever 
that may be, on the free-list. 

Mr. VANCE. The attempt to give the people of this country free 
salt may be a farcee—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, But you are not proposing to make salt free. It 
is simply salt oil. 

Mr. VANCE. I can not tell who is going to be the Secretary of the 
Treasury. It will be some gentleman on that side. If I think he will 
not have sense enough to recognize salt when he finds it upon the free- 
list, I shall vote against his confirmation and do all I can to keep him 
out of that position, The technicality s by the Senator can 
be very mind i of. Ifa disposition to legislate in the interest 
of the masses of the people is manifested on that side I will agree to 
take care of the technicalities. 

__Mr. ALDRICH. All I meant to suggest was thatif thisis in earnest, 
if Senators upon the other side are moving this amendment with some 
desire of having it effectual, they should make it in an intelligent way, 


aud ina way which would result in placing salt upon the free-list if it 
were carried, 


I have read the figures to show what it was worth 


Mr. VANCE. What right has the Senator to assume that those of 
us on this side who want the duty on salt removed are not in earnest? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because their attention has been called repeatedly, 
both by the Senator from Iowa and myself, to the fact that if the 
amendment is serious, and if the amendment which is now offered 
should become a law, it would simply result iu making certain oils free. 
Notwithstanding that explanation they persist in mo these amend- 
ments in such a way that if they were adopted they would be entirely 
een gless and ineffectual to accomplish what the Senators say they 

esire. 

Mr. VANCE. Then it would not do your friends, the salt manufact- 
urers, any harm if it was ineffectual ? 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island a 
question. We ought to deal with each other in perfect candor. He 
knows very well that the technical objection he is making can be very 
easily remedied, and that what I mean and what the Senators on this 
side mean is to put salt on the free-list. He has heard again and again 
that the word ‘‘oil’’ is not now in the paragraph proposed to be amended. 
It is true that in a preceding paragraph the word ‘‘oil’’ occurs. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is precisely in the terms of the present law. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean that ‘‘ ottar of roses”’ is an oil? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do, precisely. 

Mr. VEST. Then I mean salt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Salt oil? 

Mr. VEST. I want to ask the Senator from Rhode Island if he will 
vote to put salt on the free-list anywhere in this bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly will not. 

Mr. VEST. Exactly. Notone Senator who is now hiding himself 
behind that little technicality about the word ‘‘oil’’ here would vote 
to put salt on the free-list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not hiding myself behind a technicality. I 
say I shall vote against a proposition to put salt on the free-list; but 
what Iam calling the attention of Senators to is the fact that if the 
Soreennens peerenn it will not accomplish what they say they desire 
to accomplish. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island where is the end of the paragraphs that he says embrace 
oils? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 676. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Where do the 


Mr. ALDRICH. At a. on 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. is g in the bill to indicate 
where the word ‘‘oil”’ would ly, and I do not know what it would 
apply to. It would seem to apply to everything embodied in the free- 
list. 


Mr. ALDRICH. ar — a stated >. the Sinin im oe ie ol 
mittee propose to e their meaning enti in in thi ist by 
utting all these oils into one paragraph, nl these paragraphs have 
n passed over informally for that purpose. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The paragraph in which the word “‘oils”’ 


hs stop? 
175. 


occurs, ‘Oils.—Almond,’’ which appears to be a separate h, 
is paragraph 644. The next is a separate ih, ‘‘ Amber, crude 
and rectified.’’ I suppose, of course, that refers to the word ‘‘oils’’ 


that goes before. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In the way the bill is constructed I do 
not think anybody can tell what the word ‘‘oil’’ is applicable to in 
the succeeding paragraphs. The word ‘‘oil’’ does not any more y 
to ‘‘ ottar of roses,’’ in paragraph 670, than it applies to “‘ ” 
in paragraph 684, in my opinion. So, as far as the grammatical construc- 
tion of these paragra is concerned, paragraph 684, which des 
that ‘‘ Paper stock, crude, of every description,’’ etc., shall be free, may 
as well be considered the ‘‘oil of paper steck ’’ as to say that the ‘‘ ottar 
of roses”’ is oil of ottar of roses as relating back to paragraph 644. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated twice to the Senate that there 
might possibly be a misapprehension in the way these different oils are 
printed, although they are printed in the same form exactly that they 
are in the tariff as classified by the Treasury Department, and these 
paragraphs have all been passed over informally for the express pu 
of allowing the preparation of an amendment which would put 
all in one to obviate the misunderstanding or misapprehen- 
sion which the Senator from Arkansas seems to have as to the meaning. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not know that I have any misappre- 
hension about it. I do not think Ihave. I simply asked for informa- 
tion where was the end of those alleged paragraphs. ee ee 
is numbered separately. Paragraph 644 contains two words, ‘ — 
Almond.”” Then 645, which is a different thing altogether, 
follows with ‘‘ Amber, crude and rectified.’”” The Senator from Rhode 
Island says that those two relate te each other. There is nothing in 
the structure of the bill to indicate it, and I was calling attention to' 
the clumsy structure of the bill, and was not asking for information; 
I did not have any about it. 

I do not su that the Senator means to claim that every para- 

necting te containing the words ‘‘oils’’ relates 
pack to and is conriected with that paragraph. I called his attention 
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to the fact that nobody could tell where the end of the application of 
the word ‘‘oils’’ was to be unless he would have the kindness to state 
to the Senate whereit should end. There is nothing to indicate where 
it would ~~. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated that exactly, I think, when these para- 
graphs were reached in the reading of the bill. : 

r. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not hear the Senator state it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I asked that the phs from 644 to 676 might 
be passed over to enable the committee to consolidate them all in one par- 
agraph, so that there should be no misapprehension as to the meaning. 
That action was taken on the suggestion of the committee, and these 
paragraphs are not now before the Senate, but have been assed over 
informally to allow that amendment to be made. 

Mr. VEST. That has not been done by the Senate, and I appeal to 
the REcoRD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was done. These items were all passed over 
informally. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, but the word ‘‘oils’’ was not.attached to each one 
of them. The Senator made that statement here this morning, but the 
RECORD does not show that it was done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon; the phs were 
passed over inforreally for the purpose of consolidating all of the oils 
under one paragraph. The Recorp will show that exactly. That 
was done. . 

Mr. VEST. It does not amount to much, but I recollect distinctly 
what occurred. On Friday the Senator from Rhode Island asked that 
these paragraphs from 644 down to the last numberthat he has named 
be over, without stating what his object was. That was done. 
Then just before the Senate adjourned I stated to the Senator from 
Iowa that I wanted to offer some amendments to that portion of the 
free-list which had been passed over, but on account of the absence of 
several Senators on this side I preferred to do so this morning. He 
said, ‘‘ Very well,’’ and the Senate then adjourned. There has been no 
action by the Senate putting the word ‘‘oil’’ after each one of these 
articles. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Missouri will agree with 
me that these items are all oils, and that the purpose of the present law, 
and the purpose of the committee, and the purpose of the bill is to put 
these oils upon the free-list. I suppose he will agree with me that that 
is the purpose of the committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. Inorder that itmay be seen—— - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island is entitled to the flcor. Does he yield to the 
Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was going to say, in order that it may be seen 
that the criticism made upon the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri is merely hypercritical, look at paragraph 669, ‘‘olive oil, for 
manufacturing or mechanical purposes, unfit for eating, etc.’’ Thatis 
oil. There is no change of heading until you get to graph 677, 
which reads, ‘‘ olives, green or prepared.’? That is under the heading 
of ‘‘ oils,’’ according to the Senator from Rhode Island, but it does not 
mean oil at all; it means ‘‘ olives, green or prepared.’’ The next is 
“‘opium,’’ still under this assumed heading of ‘‘oils,’’ that is way 
hail of that. Whatever the Senator’s intention may be hereafter to 
marshal these things together, his criticism does not apply until that 
marshaling shall have been made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the items have been passed over for the pur- 
pose of doing that, as was stated by the committee at the time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, of course no one can doubt the entire 
sincerity of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. The very 
great solemnity with which he discusses all these questions is of itselt 
evidence of his sincerity. The absence of humor, of jokes, and things 
of that kind which are supposed to accompany the flights of fancy in 
which men occasionally indulge, marks the utter and entire seriousness 
with which he discusses this question. I know he was serious, because 
he must have had in mind some of the things which he conveniently 
overlooked at the proper time, in which the people of North Carolina 
= to be interested. He is here to serve them, and undoubtedly 
will find when he goes back to give an account of his stewardship justi- 
fication for the duties he has aided to impose so far as they relate to 
products of North Carolina by saying that he has helped to rob the peo- 
ple of the United States for their benefit and therefore has helped them 
to get even. 

The other day when the Senator from Iowa moved to take out of the 
free-list mica, one of the productions of North Carolina, quite a prom- 
inent one also, and putit into the datiable-list at a duty of 35 per cent., 
the attention of the Senator from North Carolina was especially called 
to it, and he assented by a silence which is fully as convincing as any 
argument which I have ever heard him make. Certainly with all his 
yielding to the temptation to speak, if he had designed to oppose that 
amendment he would have been found on his feet at once. Every man 
in the North who uses a stove is affected by that duty. Unfortunately 
or fortunately, as the case may be, the people of North Carolina do not 
use stoves, and therefore they are entirely free from the burden of the 
35 per cent. duty imposed upon mica that is used in stove doors, 
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So when I look further I find that sumac, or shumac, as it is called in 
the local vernacular, is subjected to a duty of, I think, 1 cent.a pound. 
That is a North Carolina production, and the constituents of the Sena, 
ator from North Carolina more than the people of any other portion of 
the United States are benefited by the imposition of that duty. 

Mr. VANCE. Is not sumac on the free-list? 

Mr. PLUMB. Sumacis not on the free-list; it is a dutiable article, 
and it is a North Carolina production. As strong as the Senator is at 
home, I think he would find himself a little bit worried in justifying 
a vote to place sumac on the free-list. 

In addition to that, another staple crop of the good Old North State, 
peanuts, one of the articles which are especially the delight and stay of 
that class of people whom he so ably represents on this floor, is taxed 
112 per cent. The Senator may have been absent when that duty was 
imposed, or he may have been asleep, or in some other way his vigi- 
lance may have been relaxed; but if he excuses himself on any of these 
grounds, I invite his attention to the fact that the bill is still open ta 
amendment, and that it will be in‘order to move an amendment to the 
bill putting peanuts upon the free-list and thereby helping the great 
body of the people who are obliged by their state of finance and the de- 
praved condition of their appetites to use this popular edible. 

When the Senator comes to salt he waxes eloquent over that article, 
because he says it goes into every household; it is one of the staples of 
life. I donot know whether he said so or not, but I have no doubthe 
would put it next to or possibly even above whisky. Certainly the 
universality of its use can not be denied, nor perhaps the necessity of 
that use; but when I come to read along down this bill and come to 
page 129 I find that rice, a North Carolina product, is taxed by the bill 
112 per cent. The Senator’s concern is not about the food, it is about 
the dressing for the food. It is not the dress, but it is the trimming; 
and he has waxed eloquent here about the salt the poor men have to 
use, taxed, as he says, 80 per cent., but not a word has he said about 
the rice for the benefit of the North Carolina planter, which is taxed 112 

r cent. 

Mr. VANCE. Does the Senator say that we have considered and 
passed upon rice? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We are going back to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from North Carolina must remember 
that he has been in this body a long time. He has lifted up his voice 
early and often upon the rights of the people. If this tariff of 8 cents 
a hundred pounds upon salt is the robbery which he characterizes it, 
he would have been in better trim to have made that characterization 
if he had, either at this session or at some former session, done what he 
could, by motion or otherwise, to relieve the people of the United States 
from the robbery of the 112 per cent. duty imposed upon rice. 

Let the Senator make an open and candid confession. Let him admit, 
with all his assumption of candor, that he is doing what he can to get 
everything possible for the State of North Carolina to help his con- 
stituents, and, of course, on the other hand, in order to make perfectly 
sure that he does not tumble over backwards in the excess of his virtue, 
he is engaged in trying to cut down the duty on everything produced 
elsewhere. That would be thecandid thing for the Senator from North 
Carolina to say; and in saying that I do not question his sincerity af 
all. He is pursuing the line of self-interest for his own people. Heis 
endeavoring to get for them out of this bill everything that he can. 
He is perfectly willing that the people who buy stoves should pay 35 
per cent. upon the mica that goes into the doors inevitably. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Kansas madea statement just now 
that seems to be about as accurate as any I have heard him make for 
some time, and that is that the people do not use any stoves in North 
Carolina. If the Senator made that remark seriously, I beg to correct 
him. If he made it jocosely, all right. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will not discuss the stove question; but the fact of 
a duty of 35 per cent. upon mica is a cold, patent fact, and the Sena- 
tor was a contributing element tothe imposition of that duty. He sat 
in his seat. He heard the challenge on the part of the chairman of the 
subcommittee having charge of the bill. He assented to the report of 
35 per cent. upon mica. He has been consenting to the duty of 112 
per cent. upon peanuts. He has been consenting to the duty of a cent 
a pound, which is about 25 per cent., I think, upon sumac. He is 
ready to have us impose a duty of 112 per cent. upon rice. He is do- 
ing all these things in order that the people of North Carolina may 


have all the benefit that they can have, with the limited variety the 


productions of the people of that State are given to, outof this bill. If 
there is anything else which the people of North Carolina do which 
comes into competition with anything which is done elsewhere, ex- 
cept that which is embraced within these various items I have spoken 
of, I ‘will venture to say that the Senator from North Carolina will 
vote for the highest duty that can be named upon those products of 
North Carolina skill. 

There is one thing which I perhaps ought to make an exception. 
When we come to that provision of the bill which provides for free 
moonshine whisky, there the Senator is a free-trader for a North Caro- 
lina product sure enough. He will stand for that article, and he will 
stand for immunity to the men who make it in defiance of law, and if 
he can not get absolute immunity he will vote for a provision giving 
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to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue the right to pardon every one 
of them, nem. con., and to impose the lightest possible fine. 

I have no doubt the Senator finds himself in his own contemplation 
even candid in this juxtaposition. Whisky is, according to his opinion, 
T have no doubt, more thoronghly and essentially a necessary of life 
than even rice, and therefore he is forfree whisky, but he is not for free 
rice; he is not for free mica; he is not for free peanuts; heis not for free 
sumac. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the Senator says that he does not blame 
me for the course that I pursue in relation to this bill, for 1am follow- 
ing the seli-interest of my constituents. That is an accusation that I 
partly admit. If I did not represent the interests of my constituents 
and do the best that I could for them here I should not be fit to occupy 
a seat on this floor; and every man must judge for himself what is the 
interest of his constituents. 

The Senator has no right to say what I am going to do on peanuts, 
although I have no doubt he may feel an interest very deeply in that 
article. It may be very necessary to the conducting of public assemblies 
in Kansas that an abundance of peanuts should be distributed to occupy 
the time of the deliberators. He has no right to say what Iam going 
to do in relation to the duty on rice, for I have not yet been called upon 
to vote on it. But I have this to say to him and to all others, that there 
is no product of my State on the dutiabie-list (and there are only two 
or three) that I will not go as far as he, and a great deal further than he, 
in reducing those of his State. It is not true, as charged, that I desire 
to get everything that is on the dutiable-list from my State as high as 
possible and to cut down everything else that is produced in every other 
section of the country as low as possible. That is not the truth, I 
have not so voted here. I have tried upon all occasions to reduce all 
the duties, North and South, upon the products of every section of the 
eonntry to a reasonable revenue standard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will o name one article that is produced in North 
Carolina upon which he has voted to reduce the duty? 

Mr. VANCE. ‘There has been no proposition made yet that I know 
of specifically upon anything raised there to reduce the duty; but I ex- 
pect te vote for the Mills bill, if you will give me a chanee to do it, 
which reduces the duty on sugar, which reduces the duty on rice, and 
which reduces the duty on guite a number of other Southern products. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator was in his seat when we fixed a duty 
of 35 per cent. on mica, and when we fixed a duty of 112 per cent. on 
peanuts and upon these various other items. 

Mr. VANCE. I am not responsible for the introduction of that 
duty upon mica. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Neither he nor any Senator on that.side has moved 
to reduce the duty on those articles. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator knows very well that I declined to have 
anything to do with the duty upon mica. The Senator knows very 
well that I declined to go with my own constituents before the sub- 
committee for the purpose of advocating that duty upon mica. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senater means that he refused to have any- 
thing to do with it by sitting in his seat when the motion was made 
to put mica upon the dutiable-list and not objecting to it—— 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then he is correct in the statement that he had 
nothing to de with it. 

Mr. VANCE, Certainly. Does the Senator think that when I have 
failed to get a reduction of duty upon anything thataffects my people, 
and he of his own motion proposes with a semblance of fairness to 
a duty upon mica, that I should have risen and objected to it? 
the sense of honor and justice on that side be satisfied only by a South- 
ern man voting totake off, which you would gladly do, if not ashamed, 
every duty that pertains te my State, when you will not permit a sin- 
gie solitary duty upon anything that is produced in your State to be 
reduced? Does he think that that is my duty as a representative or 
even as an honest man? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is the Senater’s duty to vote to increase 
the duties upon articles produced in his State if he thinks they ought 
to be increased, or to preserve them if he thinks they t to be pre- 
served. I was simply traversing the statement which he made just 
before I rose the first time, that he had voted to reduce the dutiesupon 
articles produced in his State, and I challenged him to name onesingle 
instance in which he had so voted. 

Mr. VANCE. There are only two or three items that I remember 
in the pending bill that ing in my State, unless it would 
be the cheap cottons that he spoke of other day, the duties upon 
which he reduces whilst he elevates and puts higher the duties on the 
cottons that are produced in his State. I know of nothing except the 
cheap cottons, rice, and ground-peas, the production of my State, that 
is now upon the dutiable-list. About sumac, that the from 
Kansas spoke of, I know nothing. It is a wild North Carolina 
and Virginia and all the Southern country. there is any of it pre- 
pared in North Carolina for market, I do not know it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is not lumber a North Carolina production? 
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Mr. VANCE. I voted to reduce lumber, sir. 

I thank thee, Jew, for teaching me that word. 

To-morrow, or as soon as we reach that of the bill, I expect to 
vote to reduce the duty on lumber. -_ _ 

Mr. BLAIR. How much will the Senator vote to reduce it? 

Mr. VANCE. To make it free. 

Mr. BLAIR. To make it free? 

Mr. VANCE. Plumb free, so that there shall be no duty upon the 
plank which shelters a poor man from the sterm. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the Senator’s statement was that there was noth- 
ing upon the dutiable-list raised or produced in North Carolina exeept 
the trivial things which he mentioned. 

Mr. VANCE. Those are all I.can remember. 

Mr. BLAIR. I that lumber was an important production 
of his State, and I really rose forinformation. If the Senator votes to 
make it free, that is anotherthing. But lumber, I remind the Senator, 
and I give him this information gratis, is a production of North Caro- 
lina 


Mr. VANCE. I have thanked the Senator for that informa- 
tion in the most classical quotation that Ieould calltomind. {Laugh- 
ter.] There is more lumber manufactured in North Carolina, there 
are more trees growing therefit forlumber, thanin any Atlantic State— 
enough to cover almost the whole State of New Hampshire; yet I stand 
ready to put it upon the free-list,and I did in 1883 vote to put iton 
the free-list. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would ask the Senator this question, then, because 
this reach North Carolina—— 

Mr. VANCE. IL hope it will. 

Mr. BLAIR. Whether he thinks it for the interest of those who pro- 
duce lumber in North Carolina to put it.on the free-list, whether the 
-—_ noun there consider it to their interest to have it made a free ar- 

e ' 

Mr. VANCE. I do not.consider'their interest in contradistinction 
to that of the great mass of the people. That is the difference between 
the Senator and me. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has not answered the question. 

Mr. VANCE. What was the question? 

Mr. BLAIR. Whetherthe producers of lumber in the State of North 
Carolina consider it for their advantage that lumber should be placed 
on the free-list? 

Mr. VANCE. I think they do. I think they are men of sense, 


nearly all of them. 
Mr, BLAIR. I them to be. 
Mr. VANCE. if they think so I have never heard that they 


wanted a protection upon those which nature furnished to their 
hands, but if they do I can not be with them, as a matter of course. 


because I do not ask that every 
ne RN Aree Sane y NY OS 
ev 

Mr. PLUMB. Apply that to what the Senator said a moment ago, 
if it is small enough to steal it is small enough to save. 


Mr. VANCE. As how? " 
peanutsare small, an 
enough 
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eel spies and oppressors of the poor people in my country who | 
exercise their tyranny in the mame and under the authority of the 
United States for the purpose of taxes. That is what Iam 
to. Ihave neverdenied that. Ihave never gone half-way into 

and said that I would rather repeal the tax on whisky than tore- 

it upon shees and blankets and salt.and the necessaries of life. I) 

e never done that; and yet that is the intimation that comes from | 


the Senator’s party in its assemblages. 
My position, as to the Senate before, was that I wanted 
to remove all the taxes that are by the internal-revenue laws 


of the United States. I do not want testop atthe removal of the duty. 

n the income of Jay Gould; I do not want te stop at the removal | 
a ts Us ape rich men’s bank checks; I do not want to stop at the 
removal of stamp duties upon ; and all the wealth of this 
country that does not pay a dollar of taxes. I want to sweep it all 
away, eee oe and support the 


American people, 
Government, economically administered, by an adjustment of the cus- 


toms duties upon a revenue standard, let it bear as much protection | 
incidentally as it may. 

‘That is my position, sir, and in due time I hope to be permitted to 
. Yote in accordance with that position. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President,.a short time ago in this discussion 
something was said about ‘the infinitely small interest which the peo- 
— the subject of being relieved from the tax on salt. In that 

ion it was stated on the other side of fhe Chamber, and it has 
been said elsewhere, that the tax could not exceed 3 cents to the per- 
son, and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHe..] said it was infin- 
itely less than that; so as to show that there was no special reason for 
urging the exemption of the people from the duty on salt. 

I do not know that we have any statistics which show the amount 

the consumption of salt in this country, nor do I-know of any relia- 
ble statistics showing the amount of salt per capita used by the people 


of this country ; but looking to the great of Senator Benton made 
upon salt a many years ago, and to information which he col- 
lected, I find this statement: 

e consumption of salt in this. isiimmense. F all that we } 
seealiaatcen nated wend ene thed the aanaeaaniion mp smacree 
ple of this country— 

This is in reference to England— 
may be estimated at 22 pode per head; in France it was computed by Necker 
that the ee ea those nan which -had purchased an exemption 

from the gabelle, at 19} pounds per head. 


This was at a time when the mode of living of the people was per- 
different from what it is now, and when much less salt was prob- 

y used than at this time, I mean in the various ways in which it is 
used, because now in this country we use a great deal more salt than 


Iam not able to state precisely what is the retail price of salt—for 
that is the price which our people have to pay for it—but it would not 
probably be less than 1 cent a pound. het mone, ona ey 0M 
of the last buyer, and according to this table and to the En- 


gilish evidence—and that is the result of the evidence of a number of | 


most intelligent business men before a commission appointed to ascer- 
tain the whole truth with reference to the amount of salt, the amount 
used for the various uses for which it was made, and the effect-of the 
tax upon salt. ‘This evidence was taken most carefully, and I think I 
shall have to revise the estimates given in the Senate asto the amount 
of salt per capita that the American people use, and the tax 
will be more than 3 cents, and probably it will be more than four 
times 3 cents a head, and perhaps more than six times 3 cents a head. 
T do not propose to enter into the general discussion of this subject, 
but I will velunteer to suggest in ee ot een ee 
See ae better take an interest in making 
salt free and in securing the best quality of it, for if they are to go be- 
dt the kenuleae tenple onda o ee a 
of salt of the purest kind to save them inthe future. So they had bet- 
ter male salt free if they want to be saved from the effect such leg- 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. wince there is nothing that more com- 
illustrates the capacity and intelligence of the people of the 


nited States than the speeches which have been made by the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and the Senator from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN]. For more than half a century these have con- 
stantly been made in humorous, extremely witty, and we 
have heard them upon the Se ee every election, telling of 
the oppression of the or the robbery of the people by reason of 
the salt tax. Since ve been in Congress I can not @ session 


I 

in which I have not either heard or read as made in Congress the typi- 
cal speech of the Senator from North Carolina; and—here comes in the 
intelligence of the people of the United States—during this whole 
period of time the doctrine of protection has steadily advanced, con- 
stantly received converts, and ee ene 
tective ee has been growing gradually stronger and stronger 
in every section of the country. 

When the discussion first commenced, nearly all the salt manufact-’ 








ured in the United States was from the saline waters near the city of 
Syracuse, in the State of New York; and the duty upon it was attacked 
all along the line from ‘the South and from the West; and New York, 
and New England, and Pennsylvania, and Ohio stood for the protection 
of salt and defended it upon principle, weak.as the interest was, and 
with but one single vote I think originally in either branch ef Congress 
interested in a duty on salt, and that one from the district which | 
formerly had the honor to represent in the other House. So far as in- 
dividual interest was concerned, it was confined to one constituency. 

Year after year we have been treated to the sort of declamation which 
has amused the Senate to-day, and year after year the protection of 
the salt industry of the country has grown stronger and stronger; and 
I repeat it is a tribute to the intelligence, to the common sense, to the 
understanding, and to the learning of the people of the United States 
that the result has been what we have witnessed. They laugh at the 
witticisms of the Senator from North Carolina; and he should bear in 
mind that they are pleased with his wit; they grow fat upon it, and 
fat requires salt; but they vote for the protection of salt every time; 
and when this question has been tested, as it frequently has been in 
the House and in the Senate, I point tothe Recor as illustrating and 
proving that a vote for the protection of salt never cost a Representa- 
tive upon the floor of the House of Representatives or a Senator hera 
the support of his constituency. 

The Senator from Texas opens up the question of its being an oner- 
ous tax. His.colleague the other day described to us the flourishing 
condition of the great State of Texas, how it had blossomed out with- 
in the last few years, how rich its people had grown, no State having 
kept pace with it in the giant strides which it had made im the direc- 
tion of prosperity. I have no doubt that the Senator from North Caro- 
lina. could point to the same sort of picture in his own State. They 
have all grown rich and prosperous under the beneficent administra- 
tion of a protective tariff They have had the benefit of it, as the 
whole country has; and we are told that the residents of these States are 
suffering and borne down to the earth vader this onerous tax which is 
imposed upen them, upon the 40 pounus of salt each uses per annum, 
and ‘that is the extreme quantity consumed by each individual! Those 
ladies of North Carolina, who I have no doubt use many of the luxu- 
ries named in this bill that are protected or upon the free-list, as you 
please, are oppressed by it, and the sturdy toilers upon the land and in 
the forests are overwhelmed by this tax upon them, amounting in no 
instance to more than 3 cents per capita, provided it is a tax that is 
imposed by this tariff upon them. 

Mr. President, there is not another industry in the country that has 
been so constantly misrepresented as this salt industry. The amount 
of protection which it receives has always been overstated. Ido not 
know why this should be so. The argument.against the duty consists 
in witticisms and in overstatement, to say the least, of facts in regard 
to the industry. 

Twenty-five years ago, as I have said, nearly all the salt produced in 
the United States was produced im one locality. Now there is a bed 
of rock-salt discovered underlying 2,000 square miles of territory in the 
western part of the State of New York. The industry is prosperous in 
Pennsylvania, in Ohio,in Michigan. It is now becoming extremely 
prosperous in Kansas. It may be made prosperous, if it is not already 
so, in the State of Louisiana. In many parts of Texas salt is just as 
cheap as dirt. The development of the industry in all these States is 
largely due to the protection which has promoted the development of 
these new salt resources. 

I desire in this connection to cali the attention of the Senate to the 
- valorem duty which is imposed upen salt which has been mentioned 

ere. 

The largest importation of salt te this country is from England— 
457,701,000 pounds, and the ad valorem duty upon it is 43 per cent. I 
call the attention.of theSenator from Nerth Carolina to thatfact. From 
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince Edward Island, and some 
three or four other places, the importation to this country is 15,000,000 
pounds, and the ad valorem duty on it isabout 40 percent. From the 
British West Indies the importation to this country is 66,000,000 pounds, 
and the ad valorem duty upon it is 83 percent. From Mexico the im- 
portation to this country is considerable, and the duty is 34 per cent. 
From the Spanish possessions the importation to this country is some- 
thing over a million and a half, and the ad valorem duty upon it is 83 
per cent. As to all those grades of salt which enter into daily use, 
which come to us from England, which the people use, the common peo- 
ple and the rich people, which is upon the table of the rich as well as 
the poor, all that goes into the butter and is consumed in domestic use 
the average ad valorem rate upon it will not in any case exceed 45 per 

cent. 

There is a.class of salt coming in which needs to be purified, as it is 
of the very coarsest quality which comes here in bulk, and upon which 
the ad valorem duty is 100 percent. It is utterly impossible to frame 
a bill in which to draw the line between the two. It must be settled 
and determined by chemistry and by chemistry alone, and by an analy- 
sis of it. 

There is nothing, however, in this pretense that the duty stands higher 
and is exceptional to the duties which are maintained by the present 
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law and which have been maintained in all the past upon those articles 
which come in competition with the industriesof ourcountry. Atthe 
present time, with the vast beds of rock-salt discovered in New York, 
in Michigan, in Nebraska, in Kansas, in Louisiana, and in Texas, salt 
in its natural state is worth no more than the adjacent rock or the ad- 
jacent earth or the adjacent sand-pits. Every single mill of its value 
is in the labor which is bestowed upon it to refine it and prepare it for 
domestic use. 

But, Mr. President, I have a word to say now in reference to the 
prices that the Senator from North Carolina has called attention to. 

In 1867, I think under the same protection which salt has now, the 


subject talked yesterday. All there is of it, Mr. President, is that the 
same inspiration induced the same effort. 

Mr. VANCE. I simply rise, with the Senator’s permission, to ask 
him if anything in favor of protective tariff is repeated? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Nothing that the Senator said, I suppose, was & 
repetition of anything that he ever heard or read in his life. I trust 
Iam making myself clear. It is like a lawyer’s arguments upon the 
same facts, where you will find yourself right in the footsteps of some 
one who has gone before you, and this again illustrates or emphasizes 
the intelligence of the people of the United States. This sort of thi 





price of salt per barrel was $1.77; in 1887 the price of salt per barrel 


was 55 cents, including the barrel worth 25 cents. This ‘‘onerous tax” 
that the people have had imposed upon them has produced just this re- 
sult in this country. Geology has pointed unerringly to where the salt 
lay. It has told that nothing was necessary but capital to sink a well 
1,000, 1,500, 2,000, or 3,000 feet, and then rock-salt would be found; 


and with the guaranty of protection capital has been ready to sink these 
wells. Geology was right; the rock-salt lay there, and to-day it goes 


upon the market at a fair remuneration to the capital invested in it 
and the cost of labor in bringing it to the surface, cleansing it, and 
rendering it fitforconsumption; and I undertake to say—there will be 
more truth in the statement, if not near so much wit as in what we 
have already heard—that if we had had free salt in this country capital 
would not have been found to develop what geology and science told 
us was beneath the surface of the earth in these localities. Large sums 
are required for it and co-operation of capital. It is a large industry, 
and to-day it only exists because of the economical management of these 
industries. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator be kind enough to state how many 
laborers or operatives are engaged in this industry in the whole United 
States? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should say in the neighborhood of 10,000, 

Mr. VEST. I think not over 3,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There are 3,000 in my own county dependent upon 
this industry, and I commence there with the men who raise the brine 
to the surface of the earth. I also take into account the cooperage, the 
men who are employed in making the barrels; I take into account the 
men who are engaged in making the sacks; I take into account the im- 
mense factories in which it is ground and prepared for domestic use, as 
well as those that simply are engaged in evaporating the salt and mak- 
ing a marketable commodity of it, and I will not reduce my figures at 
all when you estimate the number of men, women, and children en- 
gaged in this and kindred industries. I say to the Senator from Mis- 
souri that this is a woman’s industry; more women and children than 
men are engaged in the sacking, the making of the sacks, the paper, 
and all that contributes to it or which is involved in placing it upon 
the market. I do not think that I have placed the number too high 


when I say that there are 3,000 people in one county in the State of 
New York who are interested in the production and manufacture of 


salt or are engaged in some industry dependent upon it. 

No, the Senator is entirely mistaken if he supposes the people com- 
plain of this duty under the witticisms or in the face of the witticisms 
that have been expended upon this industry. I say that you can 
scarcely make a speech, I care not how eloquent or witty it may be, 
it may abound in the rhetoric indulged in by the Senator from Indi- 
ana the other day, but if he will give me a little time I will aan 
from where it is buried in the RecorpD language so near that if 
upon the floor it would sound like plagiarism. 

Mr. VOORHEES. From whom? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am not charging any one with plagiarism. I re- 
member the Senator from Indiana the other day made an argument 
against this industry of salt, and I was saying that the elocutionary 
eflorts on this subject have been so abundant and have been engaged 
in so often that they have necessarily thrashed over the same old straw, 
and they sound exactly alike. 

Mr, VOORHEES. Does the Senator from New York allude to me? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I was at times alluding to some remarks made by 
the Senator in reference to salt in a speech he made the other day. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does he say that my remarks were borrowed or 
taken from somebody else? 

Mr. HEISCOCK. No, sir; nothing of the kind. I have made no in- 
sinnation, much less a charge of that kind. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. I certainly did not steal anything contained in 
my few remarks. 

Mr. IEISCOCK. Possibly what I said might appear to bear that con- 
struction, though I think not. 

Mr. VOORHEES, It sounded like an insinuation. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I have made no such insinuation; I certainly had 
no such intention. What I did say and what I repeat is that ar- 
guments in reference to this industry have been so oft repeated upon 
the floor, these witty attacks upon the industry have been so oft re- 

ted here, that you may dig out from where they are buried in the 

ONGRESSIONAL RecorD speeches which sound familiarly like them 
from which one might suppose those who are talking to-day on the 





has been pounded into them line upon line and ——- upon precep’ 
for half a century without the slightest effect upon their judgment and 
their a 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I was not going to ask the Senator if 
he was accusing me of eneae. I know he would not do that. I 
simply wanted to ask him if he supposed that anything said in favor 
of protection had ever been said before. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. It has been, and we will commence back with the 
wonderful doctrine emanating from the brain of Alexander Hamilton, 
given to the American people and to Con and in it you find the 
germ ofall that has been said since, and likethe stone, Ithink, that was 
hewn out of the mountain, it has now nearly filled the whole earth, and 
it will fill it completely in the process of time, and the prediction made 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHerMAn] the other day, I think, will 
within the lives of some of us be verified. 

Mr. President, the salt industry alone is not quite all there is of it. 
There is something else that I desire to call the attention of Senators 
to as connected with it. We will take the sal-soda interest in the 
United States. Seventy thousand tons of it are manufactured in the 
United States and manufactured from salt. With a development of 
the salt production in this country, that industry has come here, and 
it may be necessury for me to number with those interested or engaged 
in salt and dependent upon the salt industries those en in the 
production of sal-soda. Practically it ismade from salt and limestone. 
Let us look at the price of it with the development in this country, 
planted, as it is, side by side with the salt industry, fed from the salt- 
springs. In 1875, when, I think, there was none or but little made in 
this country, it was 1} cents a pound, and in 1887 it was at six-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound, having fallen gradually during that period. 

Of soda-ash, which is another product of salt, 65,000 or 70,000 tons 
are manufactured in this country, and those e in its manu- 
facture are engaged in the salt industry, and it is planted side by side 
with the salt-spring. I know of an instance in which capital—this 
much-abused capital that is talked about—went 20 miles and bored 
3,000 feet in the bowels of the earth in order to — up the brine and 
transport it in pipes to soda-ash factories established under the guar- 
anty of the protection which the lawnow affordstosalt. Soda-ash that 
was 2.1 cents a pound in 1875, in 1887 was 1.1 centsa pound. I have 
given the Senate the large amount of it which is produced in this coun- 
try, and when you strike at the tariff upon salt, you strike equally at 
that industry which exists in this country, and which will be planted 
everywhere where it is discovered that there is rock-salt, or salt water 
in sufficient quantities for manufactures to be established there so as to 
supply the adjacent market with it. 

a-ash is a new industry, as is suggested by the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Fry], as all these are, commen about ten years ago. 

Of sulphate of soda or salt-cake thirty to thousand tons are made 
in this country. Itis — a new ind . In1875 the price 
was 3.2 cents a pound, and e year of our Lord 1887 it was re- 
duced three-tenths of a cent a pound. 

Of bicarbonate of soda, another i of salt, from or to 
sixty thousand tons are made in this country, and the price has been 
reduced from 34 cents a pound in 1875 to 1.8 cents in 1887. 

I say there is no record in reference to any other industry in the 
United States that more clearly demonstrates the propriety of protec- 
tion and its effect in lowering the price to the consumer than is exhib- 
ited in the case of this ind salt, which has been developed all 
over the United States, and, as I have shown, side by side with it have 
grown up these industries in the uction of which sult is the raw 
material. Nothing but labor fair interest upon capital are in- 
volved “ee in the cost of any of Bnd ea ee ° roe 
States. It is no longer a feeble industry depending upon the logic 
which cond be presented and the vote of one man interested in it'in 
the United States to defend it. The results which have come speak 
for themselves, and a great party to a man stands ready to defend and 


su it. 

. VEST. as en the ss modesty of a) a 
from New York is absolutely charming refreshing. argu- 
ment this afternoon, or the half of it, is to be accepted as true, those of 
us who are now proposing to put salt on the free-list are almost idi- 
otic. 

Mr. VEST. And our patriotism ts to just nothing at all 

Mr. V ‘ our amoun us at all. 

Now, Mr. President, we have some illustrious eater = this 
question of putting salt on the free-list, notwit abso- 
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lately convincing and irrefutable argument of the Senator from New 


York. I have heard that argument before. I have read it in the 
CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He never did. 
aiae PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 


Mr. HISCOCK. There are certain elements and certain facts stated 
by me to-day for which I claim the credit of entire originality. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. VEST. Iam certain—and, ing for myself, absolutely cer- 
tain—that the right to that patent will never be disputed. [Laughter. ] 
The Senator is welcome to that patent forever, not under the limita- 
tions of the statute, but without day. 

Mr. President, the portion of the Senator’s argument which I said 
we had heard before is that repeated ad nauseam every time that 
a tariff bill comes before Congress for discussion, to the effect that the 
duty is so infinitesimal that no attention should be paid to it at all, 
that salt is so ¢ that it has become like the dirt beneath our feet, 
like the rocks and cliffs around us. If that be so, why does the Re- 
publican party take off this duty on salt in behalf of the fishermen 
of New England? Why does it give a rebate to exporters of meats and 
keep the tariff duty upon those farmers in the West whq prepare their 
meat for the domestic market ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator want me to answer that question 
now ? 

. Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say that, in my judgment, it ought to be re- 
pealed, and I say further than that, there is no logic, in my opinion, 
which can sustain the law referred to. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator mean that the discrimination now in 
favor of the oe of New England and the exporters of meat ought 


to be — ? 
Mr. HISCOCK. So far as the exporters of meat are concerned, no; 
it ought not to be repealed, because it is a principle underlying this 
bill that upon goods which are exported from this country and go into 
a foreign market they should be put on an equality with what they 
have to compete with on the other side. That is a feature in the law 
and in the bill running through it. So far as the rebate on salt used 
in curing fish is concerned, in my opinion it ought to be repealed. 

Mr. VEST. I understand, then, the Senator from New York to 
state that he thinks that that portion of the existing law, which dis- 
oe ape in favor of the fishermen of New England, ought to be re- 
pealed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do. 

Mr. VEST. Then it is most remarkable that the Senator agreed to 

' the report of the committee which retained it in this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no, it is not. 

Mr. VEST. That identical clause is in this bill. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I understand that identical clause is in this bill, ! 


but it is necessary in all cases in the formation of a bill to a certain ex- 
tent that it should be a matter of compromise. There may be things 
in this bill very likely that, in my judgment, should be changed. I 
admit that very frankly—not many, but afew. I always yield to the 
jadgment of those whom I am associated with in the formation of a bill, 
as I said, to a certain extent. 


Mr. VEST. I hope that my innocence and my unsophisticated nat- 


ure will be excused in this regard, because I assume that when a Sen- 
ator agrees to a report as to an entire bill, and then defends it sched- 


ule by schedule and item by item, he means to take the whole bill and 
to indorse it before the whole country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido. I say that I shall vote for this bill and de- 
fend this bill. I had an occasion the other day to attack that princi- 
ple of the bill, but I did not do it. One is not precluded from sup- 
poss a bill, where there is no great moral question involved, simply 

use he does not indorse every line in it. 

Mr. VEST. Then, Mr. President, I hope the Senator from New 
York when he strikes those sections of the bill to which he is opposed 
mentally will indicate it in some way to the Senate, so that we may 
know exactly what it is and where he stands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me a word? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Missouri has on several occasions 
alluded to the fact that this provision discriminates in favor of the fish- 
ermen of New England. I do not understand the billinthat way. It 
discriminates in favor of, and is, in a certain sense, an indirect bounty to. 
the fishermen of the United States, and is applied alike to the fisher- 
men of the Southern, and Middle, and Western States, and on the Great 
Lakes, and is used alike by the fishermen of the entire country. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the bill before me with that provision in it, 
but it speaks of licensed vessels engaged in the trade, and we 
all know what that means. Where are the fishing interests of this 
country? They are not out in the West; they are notin the trans-Mis- 


sissi) ti tag 
Mr A RICH. After the speeches made theother day by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan and the Senator from Wisconsin, I think it will not 








be safe to say hereafter that the fishing interests of this country are not 
in the West, in Wisconsin particularly. 

Mr. PALMER. And in Michigan. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And ia Michigan and California. 

Mr. VEST. Now, Mr. President, there is not an intelligent man in 
this country who does not know that when we speak of the fishing in- 
terests they are the interests upon the northeastern coast. TheSenator 
from New York says he is opposed to that feature of the bill; that it 
is unjust, and yet his colleague on the committee stands here and says 
no such feature is in the bill, when specifically, in totidem verbis, it 
says that vessels licensed in the fishing interest of the United States, 
in the fishing business, are to have this rebate or have this exemption 
from the tariff taxation upon salt. 

We have heard a great deal about the home market of the United 
States, and yet here is a man who prepares meat for the foreign mar- 
ket who has a rebate upon the salt he uses, whilst the man who pre- 
pares meat for the domestic and home market does not have that privi- 
lege at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to read the provision ? 
I think he is certainly laboring under a misapprehension. 

Mr. VEST. I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is as follows: 

That imported salt in bond may be used in curing fish taken by vessels li- 
censed to en in the fisheries, and in curing fish on the shores of the navi- 
gable waters of the United States, under such regulations as the Secretary ofthe 


Treasury shall prescribe, and wpon proof that the salt has been used for either 
of the purposes stated in this proviso, the duties on the same shall be remitted, 


Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That applies to all the fisheries. 

Mr. VEST. Of course, but the fishing interests upon the navigable 
shores of the United States outside of the Northeast amount absolutely, 
for all purposes of argument, to nothing. When we speak of the fish- 
ing interests, every intelligent man knows what that means. It means 
the interests of New England, which have almost involved us in war, 
and we have now theshadow ofa great unsettled question hanging over 
us on account of our relations with Great Britain by reason of those 
fisheries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator had better consult the Senators from 
Maryland and from North Carolina and from the Pacific coast and 
the Great Lakes, before he makes such a statement. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not pretend to deny that there are some fishing 
interests outside of the coast of New England, but I say this law was 
put there to protect those interests on the northeastern coast, and if 
other interests have sprung up and they are flourishing, for the pur- 
poses of this argument they might as well not exist, because when we 
speak of the fishing interests every man’s mind instinctively turns 
to the interests upon the northeastern coast. 

Now, as I said, if salt is so insignificant in value, if it to-day is as 
cheap as the dirt under our feet, why this discrimination at all? Why 
not make it like the air of heaven, free te all alike throughout this 
entire country ? Why do Senators tell us that it is nothing, it is like 
the rock, it is like the dirt, and yet preserve these distinctions which 
must amount to something, or else we are simply making asses of our- 
selves in passing upon them at all? We know that there is a discrim- 
ination in this bill reported here by the majority of the Finance Com- 
mittee. - 

But the Senator from New York ridicules any speech made for free 
salt and says it is simply a tissue of rhetoric and attempted wit, and it 
amounts to nothing; it is old, stale parliamentary talk in Congress and 
upon the hustings which he has heard for years—he will hear it 
again—and it amounts almost to absolute plagiarism. I want to read 
some votes on this question to show whether or not the men who voted 
for free salt and advocated it in this eountry can be charged with any 
mental deficiency, any want of intellect. 

Let me read from the proceedings of the Senate March 28, 1872: 

Mr. TrumBvuLy. I move to strike out ‘‘nine” and insert “ three,’’ so as to 
make the duty 3 cents. 

This was in relation to the duty on salt. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


: The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 15, nays 26; as 
‘ollows: 


Yeras—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Carpenter— 


Did anybody ever suppose that Matt. Carpenter was not a man of in- 
tellect? 


Casserly, Cooper, Edmunds— 


Now a distinguished Senator in this Chamber from Vermont; he 
voted in favor of reducing the duty on this worthless article— 

Harlan, Hill, Howe, Logan, Norwood, Patterson, Stevenson, Trumbuil, and 
Vickers—15. ‘ 

Nays—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Davis 
of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Pomeroy, Robertson, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, West, Wilson, 
and Wright—26. 

ABSENT— Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Clayton, Cragin, Davis of yon 4 Ferry of Connecticut, , Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Nye, Osborn, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, Sum- 
ner, Thurman, Tipton, and Windom—32, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. I will move toamend theamendment by adding these words : 
“ and that from and after the passage of this act salt shall be placed on the 
free-list, and no further import duties shall be collected upon the same.” 
On that I cal! for the yeas and nays, 
The yeas aud nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 
29; as follow . . 
Yess—Mesers. Blair, Cooper, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin-—— 
Mr. COCKRELL. Was that Hannibal Hamlin ? 
Mr. VEST. Yes, Hannibal Hamlin, formerly Vice-President of the 
United States. 
Harlan, Hill, Kelly, Logan, Norwood, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Spencer, Sumner— 
The great leader of the Republican party, Charles Sumner— 
Trumbull, and Windom—19, 
Nays-—-Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman,Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Kelloxg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Os- 


born, Patterson, Pomeroy, Rice, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, West, Wilson, and 
Wright—29. 

AxpsEnT—Messrs, Alcora, Bayard, Brownlow, Bucki m, Carpenter, Cass- 
erly, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, munds, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill 


. Of Maine, Nye, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, 


and Vickers—25. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. TELLER. What is the date of that? 

Mr. VEST. March 26, 1872. The other was March 28, 1872. 

Now, Mr. President, when we come to the House of Representatives 
we find that some gentlemen there voted in favor of putting salt on the 
free-list who are not amenable to the charge of mental incapacity 
made by the Senator from New York. I quote from the House Journal 
of June 27, 1870. 

Mr. Reeves submitted the following preamble and resolution, namely: 

* Whereas salt isan articleof prime necessityand universal consumption, which, 

roportionally to numbers, forms a larger item in the domestic economy of fam- 
lies of smal) or moderate means than it does on those of the wealthier 
and ought therefore at all times be as lightly taxed as is consistent with a due 
regard to ‘ he revenue needed for an economical administration of the Govern- 
t} 
ee Whereas inany genuineand well-considered scheme of revenue reform, du- 
ties which tend directly and } ly to augment the cost of such a commodity 
se salt should be reduced in preference to others which bear less heavily upon 
the resources of the great y of the people: Therefore, 

‘Be it resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means is hereby directed and 
instructed to report to this House forthwith a bill reducing the present duties 
on all classes of salt 50per cent.”’ 

And I find voting in favor of that Messrs. DAwrs and Hoar, of 
Massachusetts, KELLEY, of Pennsylvania, the great father of protection, 
now in Congress, Schenck, of Ohio, and Wheelerof New York, after- 
wards Vice-President of the United States. Are these gentlemen 
amenable to the charge made by the Senator from New York that the 
American le and all intelligent men have repudiated the idea of 
putting this worthless article of no value upon the free-list and ex- 
empting it from duty ? : 

But again—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Allow me to inquire of the Senator, that I may not 
misunderstand him: Does he mean to say that the last vote he has 
mentioned was to put salt on the free-list? 

Mr. VEST. No; but a reduction in the duty of 50 per cent., and in 
the line of putting it on the free-list, 

Mr. HIS K. I think it was by that vote, if my recollection is 
not at fault, that it was reduced to the present rate. 

Mr. VEST. It wasa reduction upon salt and an indorsement of the 
resolution that declared the duty should be lowered in order to make 
itcheaper to the poorer classes of people throughout thecountry. That 
is the point in this entire argument; and if our friends on the other 


side undertake to say that the reduction of the duty does not reduce the 


the cost to the consumer, I want to point them to that clause in their 
report upon sugar where they say that the reduction of the duty on 
sugar is necessary to make it cheaper to the people of the United States. 
If that be true as to sugar, it is equally true as to salt, and it is true 
as to all the articles of consumption, for the principle is not changed 
by changing the article. 

Mr. DAWES. I have voted since I have been here for the reduction 
of duties to the amount of $150,000,000 just as I did then. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad to hear it. ; 

Mr. DAWES. And I am generally considered somewhat of a pro- 
tectionist. 

Mr. VEST. Iam glad to hear that the Senator has conceded that 
duties ought to be reduced even $150,000,000. Judging from the ar- 
yzument of the Senator from New York the people of the United States 
have decared against any reduction, notwi ing that in the plat- 
form of the Republican in 1884 they pro to reduce duties 
and reform the inequalities of the tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator of course understands the meaning of 
the two words ‘‘then’’ and *‘now.’’ 

Mr, VEST. Ob, yes. Of course we always find that time makes a 
difference in the principle. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If free salt is such a sound Democratic doctrine as 

{ understand the Senator from Missouri to say it is, git eke 
pen that during the period from 1846 to 1861, when the 
party a large portion of the time was in control of both bramches of Con- 


gress and of the Executive, no legislative attempt was ever made to put 
salt on the free-list? 


Mr. VEST. Salt was put on the free-list in 1846. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no, 

Mr. VEST. Not in 1846? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It never has been on the free-list since 1812, and 
no attempt has ever been made, so far as I know, by a DemocraticCon- 
— Se they had the control of the Government, to put salt on the 

ree-list. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Vancr] has 
misled the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] on this subject. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know to whom I last yielded, so many Sen- 
ators have been on the floor. 

Mr, VANCE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I will withdraw myrequest. Isee the Senator from 
North Carolina desires to say something on this subject. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to state that in the compilation furnished us 
by the Department of the Treasury there is no duty appearing from 
1846 to 1861, when the tariff was reim upon salt according to this 
statement at 4 cents per bushel in and 6 cents per bushel in bags. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Under the act of 1842. 

Mr. VANCE. The act of 1861, March 2, 1861. Up to 1842 it was 
8 cants a bushel, I believe. 

r. ALDRICH. What does the Senator understand the duty to 
have been under the act of 1846? 

Mr. VANCE. Noneatall; at least thiscompilation gives none; and, 
as I stated in my remarks, the act of 1846 and the act of 1861 were both 
entire tariff acts and were not amendatory of existing law. So, as no 
duty on salt appears in the act of 1846, and as it in 1861, I 
infer, according to the statement in this book, that there was no duty 
from 1846 to 1861. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator still think that is true? 

Mr. VANCE. Ido. I have no authority for its not being true ex- 
cept the Senator from Rhode Island. [Laughter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TeELLrr] has a 
great deal better authority here than the Senator from North Carolina 
or myself, and that is the official of the Treasury Department. 

I will say that from 1846 to 1861 there was a duty collected of 20 
per cént. ad valorem, imposed by the act of 1846. 

Mr. YANCE. I havegiven my authority. Itmay be that this com- 
pilation has misled me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It certainly has in this case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The people are not misled. They know how it 
stands, and how the statutes read. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator from Mis- 
souri except for a word. 

When the Senator from North Carolina stated that salt was on the 
free-list from 1846 to 1861 I thought he was mistaken, and I find that 
he is mistaken. I find in House of Representatives Executive Docu- 
ment No. 36, Thirty-third Congress, first seasion, a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the ‘Treasury, transmitting statistics of salt, which, on Jan- 
uary 30, 1854, was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

I will read it: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 26, 1834. 
on On the I4th of December last the House adopted the following resolu- 
“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the 


House with a statement of the number 
neath inthe 


tion of foreign salt into the United 
In reply to this resolution, I have the honor to submit the following docu- 


ments: 

A. A table from the Superintendent of the Census, entitled “ Statistics of the 
salt manufactured in the United States for the year ending Ist of June, 1850," 
P ng to embrace all the salt mannfactories in the country whose annual 

uct is $500 or upwards in value. 

B, A table from Register of the Treasury, entitled “‘ A statement exhibit- 
ing the quantity and value of salt imported annually from 1847 to 1853, and also 
ch accrued thereon the same P 


the duties whi 

C. A table showing the value per or per of the salt manufact- 
ured in different counties of different States, according to the statement received 
_ Tou the Econ isbn respectfully obedient servant, 

very » your 
JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the 
Hon. Liyw Boyp, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. President, if the Senater will allow me a little farther I will call 
attention to the table and I will ask, if there be no objection, that I 
may put in the whole document, because it is an old one and it may 
throw some light on the su under discussion. The statement of 
the Senator from North is that d that time salt was worth 
26.4 cents per bushel. That would be about $1.32 a barrel. 

Now, Mr. President, not wishing to detain the Senate, I should like 
to be allowed to t in the Recorp the rest of this executive document 
Thirty Congress, 


No. 36 of the -third first session. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 


remainder of the document is as follows: 
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A.—Statistics of the salt manufacture in the United States for the year ending June 1, 1850. 
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, B.—Statement exhibiting the quantity and value of salt imported annually C.—Statement of the value of the salt per bushel, or per barrel, manufact- 


from 1847 to 1853, and also the duties which accrued thereon during the 
‘od - 
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F. BIGGER, Register. 


ured in different counties of different States, according to the data sup- 
plied in the table received from the Superintendent of the Census. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. To test the sense of the Senate, if it will not be 
intruding upon the Senator from Iowa in charge of the bill, I will make 
a motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before submitting that motion the 
Chair will lay before the Senate some messages from the President of 
the United States. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw the motion, to allow that to be done. 

DIFFERENTIAL TONNAGE DUES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, an 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representa/ives : 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress and such legislation in 
respect of the matters therein presented as may seem necessury and proper, a 
report of the Secretary of State, with accompanying explanatory correspond- 
ence, in reference to the international questions aris rom the imposition of 


differential rates of tonnage dues upon vessels entering ports of the United 
States from foreign countries under the provisions of the fourteenth section of 
the actof June 26, 1854, and the later amendatory provisions of the act of June 


19, 1886, as set forth in said report. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 





EXECUTIVE MANsIOsN, 
Washington, January 14, 1889. 


CONSULAR COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES IN CHINA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


Whereas, by virtue of the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 22, 
1860 (Statutes at Large, volume 12, page 73), entitled ‘An act to into effect 
provisions of the treaties between the United States, China, J: = aoe, Persia, 
and other countries, giving certain judicial powers to ministers and consuls, or 
other functionaries of the United States in those countries, and for other pur- 


poses,” Charles Denby, minister of the United at Peking, has formally 


promulgated, under date of Au 18, 1888, additional regulations qgreenies the 
rendition of judgments by confession in the consular courts of the United States 
in China, the same having been gemede assented to by all the consular offi- 
cers of this Government in that Empire: 

Now, therefore, in accordance with section 4119 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, being the sixth section of the act above mentioned, and which 
directs that all such regulations shall be transmitted to the Secretary of State 
“to be laid before Con for revision,’’ I do transmit herewith to Co: a 
copy of Mr. Denby's dispatch No, 754, of November 5, 1888, containing the reg- 


ulations 80 decreed. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 14, 1889. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had —S the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11785) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to permit the temporary occupation and crossing of cer- 
tain streets in the city of Washington and District of Columbia by the 
tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, to meet the de- 
mands of increased travel incident to the inaugural ceremonies on the 
4th of March, 1889; and 

A bill (H. R, 12009) to provide for the keeping open of the Potomac 
River. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1092) for the relief of certain property in the District of Columbia, 
or an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the 

~nate. 

The message further announced that the House had receded from 
its amen: |ment to the bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to 
Margarei 3. Heintzelman. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Them further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President tempore: 

A bill (H. BR. 5985) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
~ Minnie L, Gardiner, and Mrs. Lilla May Pavy to $30 per month; 


an 
A bill (8. 944) increasing the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth G. Scott. 
ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS OF NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 
The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the following 


concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was re- | 


ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate ), That the annual 
volumes of the Astronomical Observations of the Naval rvatory for 1886, 
1887, and 1888. te printed, and that 1,800 additional copies of each report be 
printed, of which copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 700 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 800 copies for the use of the Navy De- 
partment 


MARGARET 8. HEINTZELMAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives: 

Resolved, That the H recede f. amen t ill (3. 2726) grant- 
ing an increase of pansion te eae - 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, No further action is required on the 
pert of the Senate. = 
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DISTRICT IMPROVEMENT ASSESSMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of tatives to the bill (S. 1092) for the relief of 
certain property in the District of Columbia, which was, in line 17, to 
strike out ‘‘1887"’ and to insert ‘‘1888;’’ which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 11785) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to permit the temporary occupation and crossing of cer- 
tain streets in the city of Washington and District of Columbia by the 
tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, to meet the de- 
mands of increased travel incident to the ina ceremonies on the 
4th of March, 1889, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. 12009) to provide for the keeping open the Potomac 
River was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
mer¢e. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VOORHEES] moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, January 15, 1889, at 
12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, January 14, 1889. 


The House metat12o0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MiLBuRN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

MRS. MARY ANN CROSS AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RussELL] 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of the Senate amendment to 
the bill (H. R. 5985) to increase ney Fe of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
Mrs. Minnie L. Gardiner, and Mrs, Lilla May Pavy to$30permonth, and 
that the Senate amendment be concurred in. It is merely the change 
of asingle letter in the o phy of a name, an ‘‘i’’ being put in 
place of an ‘‘e.”’ If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. HenprERson, of North Carolina} for one week, on account 
of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. PENINGTON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 104) to print 
additional copies of the United States map of the edition of 1887, pre- 
pared by the Commissioner of Public Lands; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 

HOUR OF ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isubmit the following privileged report from the 
Committee on Rules, and as soon as it is read will ask the previous 
question on its \. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Gecuuteneal the House chal chem conch day af 6 Setows, be, 2nd tea eaten is 
hereby, resc.nded. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Pending that I desire to enter a motion to recommit 
the resolution with instractions. 

The SPEAKER. The proposed instructions will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To recom pending resolution to the Committee on Rules with instruc 
tion to report the same back to-morrow, or the next y 

t: “ That after the ration of the hour for thq 

of bills as provided by clause 5, Rule on y, January 

15 instant, the House shall as in ths Whole, to the con- 

of bill No. 181, entitled ‘An act granting pensions toex-soldiers 

en eae a fyb ee of manual labor, and 

relatives of deceased soldiers and 
Eedfenaf onions st a 


Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order that that is not germane. 
This is a report touching an order of the House, and is not a change of 


its rules. 
. . What is the statement of the gentleman ? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania niakes 
point of order that the proposed instructions are not germane to the 
pending proposition. 


F 


1889. 
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Mr. PAYSON. I would be glad to know on what ground the point 


of order is made. This is a proposition to change a special order or 
rule of the House, and the instructions proposed have reference to the 


same. 

Mr. RANDALL. The proposition of the Committee on Rules is to 
rescind an order fixing an hour for adjournment; and there is a clear 
and marked distinction between that and another proposition fixing 
certain bills for consideration, which would of necessity be in effect a 
change of other rules of the House. . 

I am, it seems to me, the proper one, Mr. Speaker, to make this point 
of order in connection with proposed pension legislation, and object to 
the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois coming in in this way; 
because it is well known to all the members of this House that I have 
been always and steadily in the advance in the direction of granting 

ons or wherever pension legislation has been involved. 


The SPEAKER. Chair will hear the gentleman from Illinois 
on the point of order. 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the resolution sub- 


mitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania it is to abrogate so much 
of the special order which has become a standing order or rule of the 
House, adopted on the 11th of May last, as provides that the daily 
sessions of the House shall terminate at 5 o’clock. 

To all intents and purposes that order has the force and effect of a 
standing rule of the House. It is astanding order under which, since 
the day named, the House has been operating, and it is proposed now 
in the resolution reported by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as I 
understand his proposition, to abrogate that standing rule. The first 
phrase of the rule which provided for the meeting of the House at 11 
o’clock every day was by unanimous consent, as I recollect, abrogated, 
but left the remainder of the rule in operation. 

Now, if the resolution reported here has for its object a change of 
that standing order, which has the same force and effect as a standing 
rule of the House, I insist that it is in order and germane to the prop- 
osition to permit the Committee on Rules to make such additional 
order in connection with the proposed change as in their judgment shall 
be — in to what character of lezislation shall take its place; 
and the tion which I have submitted as a substitute for the re- 
port of Committee on Rules it seems to me is necessarily in order. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition reported from the Committee on 
Rules is not a proposition to change any rule of the House; but even 
if it were the Chair does not think it would be in order to move to 
amend it by fixing days for the consideration of particular measures of 
legislation. Sup for instance, that the Committee on Rules had 
reported a proposition changing the rule in relation to the call of com- 
mittees in the morning, or the call of the States and Territories for the 
introduction of bills on Mondays, the Chair does not think it would be 
in order pending such consideration to amend by fixing a day for the 
consideration of any special bill. 

In this case the order which the committee proposes to change is no more 
than the other order which we have that the House shall take a recess 
at 5 o’clock on certain days to meet again at half past 7. Suppose the 
Commitiee on Rules should bring in now a proposition to rescind that 
order in regard to the recess, the Chair does not think it would be in 
order to moveto amend it by fixing daysfor the consideration of special 
measures, The Chair thinks, in other words, that it is not in order to 
fix a day for the consideration of bills upon a proposition to change a 
permanent rule, although such a proposition would be entirely in order 
when there is pending a proposition to fix days for the consideration of 
special measures. 

The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr, PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Upon a motion to recommit with instructions is the 
motion amendable? 

The SPEAKER. Unless the previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Under existing circumstances, I mean. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has not-been ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I offer the following amendment, and to that 
I offer a further amendment, which I also send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not amend his own motion. 
He can modify it in any way he chooses, and have it stated in that 
form, or in any form that he sees proper. But the invariable par- 
liamentary practice is that when a gentleman undertakes to amend 
his own motion it is simply a modification of his original motion. In 
other words, that the House can not be required to vote upon a modi- 
Sees his own motion until it is in possession of the original reso- 

ution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is thatan amendment to the proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. It is an amendment of his motion, not an amend- 
ment to the proposition reported by the committee. The gentleman 
moved to recommit, and now proposes to modify his motion, the Chair 
having ruled that the motion already made is not in order. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Would it be in order for any other gentleman upon 
the floor to move an amendment to the m@ion to recommit? 





The SPEAKER. The proposition to recommit is in order when the 
previous question is not ordered upon it. The present occupant of the 
chair has ruled to the contrary, but there have been one or two rulings 
that it was in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
commit. 

Mr. PAYSON. 

The SPEAKER. 
tleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to recommit the resolution of the Committee on Rules, with 
instructions to report the same back with the following amendment: 

That the vessiasion of thesaid order of May 11,1388, shall not apply to the ses- 
sions on the first and third Mondays of each month, so that the hour of adjourn- 
ment on each of those days shall be 5 o’clock p. m. as now; and also, 

That upon the rescinding of said order, as above provided, on the first legisla- 
tive day that shall occur thereafter, at the hour of 5 o’clock p. m., the remainder of 
such legislative day, as well as each succeeding day, after the hour for the con- 
sideration of bills reported by committees, shall be set apart for the considera- 
tion of Senate bill 18], until the same shall be disposed of, subject, however, to 
the consideration of prior orders, election cases, general appropriation bills, and 
reports from conference committees, 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order on that part of the 
proposition as stated by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is all subject to the point of 
order, except tke first part, which provides that the order shall not 
take effect on certain days. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to recommit the resolution to the Committee 
on Rules with instructions as to the first part. 

Mr. RANDALL. Imake the point of order that the motion to re- 
commit is in order, as stated by the Chair, for reasons given by the 
Chair, but the proposition in the other part is a very different proposi- 
tion, and is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so ruled, and thereupon the gentle- 
man offers the first part of his proposition, which simply limits the 
days to which the proposition reported by the Committee on Rules shall 
apply. It simply provides that the rescission shall not affect the hour 
of adjournment on the first and third Mondays of the month. The 
Chair thinks that is in order; and the question is on recommitting with 
instructions. 

Mr. RANDALL. On that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. PAYSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable, because the previous question 
has been demanded upon the gentleman’s proposition. The ruling has 
been that a proposition to recommit is not debatable, and it has been 
ruled that it isnot amendable; but the Chair thought that an improper 
ruling, and that an amendment is in order, but that an amendment 
was not debatable. 

Mr. PAYSON. Upon that principle it seems to me that where a 
proposition is amended the previous question is not operative; and if 
the previous question is not operative it is debatable, unless there is 
some specific provision in the rules to the contrary. 

TheSPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. PAYSON. That a proposition of that character is not debata- 
ble? I have not been able to find any rule to that effect. 

TheSPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is clause 3 of Rule XVII, page 250, at the top 
of the page. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the clause. [Laughter.] It is clause 
2 of Rule XIII, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The question of refercnce of any peopestion other than that reported from 
a committee shall be decided without debate, in the following order, namely: 
a standing committee, a select committee; but the reference of a proposition 
reported by a committee, when demanded, shall be decided according to its 
ebaracter, without debate, in the following order, namely: House Calendar, 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Committee of the 
Whole House, a standing committee, a select committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. But, Mr. Speaker, I submit that this is not a ques- 
tion of reference, because there is no pretense but that the resolution 
should go to the Committee on Rules, i agree that a question of ref- 
erence is not debatable, but this is not a question of reference; it is a 
question of recommitment, of the recommitment of a proposition which 
the Speaker decides, and, as I think, decides properly, is amendable, 
and because it is amendable it is debatable, the previous question not 
operating upon the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any provision in the 
rules or any practice of the House which permits debate upon a prop- 
osition to refer, whether it be upon an original commitment or a recom- 
mitment. It has never been the practice of the House to debate such 
propositions. The Chair thinks this is not debatable. 

Mr. PAYSON. I should like to submit some observations. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to hear the gentleman, 
but the Chair knows of no practice of the House which would make 
such a question asthis debatable. [Cries of ‘‘Regular order!”?] The 
regular order is demanded. The Chair has decided the question of or- 
der. The question is upon the motion to recommit with instructions. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the proposition read again so that we 
may clearly know what we are to vote upon. 


I ask the previous question on the motion to re- 


I have not yielded the floor. 
The Clerk will report the proposition of the gen- 
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The Clerk again read Mr. Payson’s motion to recommit with in-| I would be glad if under the rules I conid offer that amendment at 


stractions. 

The question was taken on the motion to recomrait; and it was re- 
jected—ayes 56, noes 75. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon ordering the previous 
question upon the report of the committee. 

The previous question was ordered, 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the adoption of the re- 
port of the committee. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes 
are allowed for debate, if gentlemen desire to avail themselves of it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ranpa1] whether the Committee on Rules would 
= think it best to modify this order so as to let the time of meeting 

be at 11 or half — 10 ia the morning instead of extending the daily 
seasion at the ot 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say in reply to the question a 
man from Michigan [Mr. BuRRows] that I de not remember that the 

position which he suggests was discussed at all in the Committee on 
ules. I think I may say that it was not. 

The SPEAKER. There are thirty minutes for debate, fifteen min- 
utes on each side. 

Mr. CANNON was recognized. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to be recognized before the ques- 
tion is taken upon the ion of the resolution. 


Mr. CANNON. I will yield to my colleague now if he desires. 
Mr. PAYSON. I will wait. 
fr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say only a few words. I 


favor the adoption of this resolution. Since the 5-0’clock adjournment 
order has been in operation we have found im practice that about the 
hour of 4 many if not most of us, ee ee ee be an ad- 
journment at 5 whatever may happenin the mean timeor w 
be before the House, schoannbinamhemaenionae 
by to those who remain, so that ordinarily an hour or more before ad- 
the House is left without a quorum. Now, it occurs to me 

that it is in the interest of the orderly conduct of the business of the 
House that a majority of the House should be present, and the exi- 
gencies of ion may sometimes, frequently, require our 
sitting beyond ths hour of 5 o’clock, ond for one I am in favor of any 
modification of the orders or rules of this House which will enable a 
majority of the House to legislate. Themere of this 5-o’clock 
order is not as radical action on the part of the House as I would be 
giad to see it take and as I believe itought to take. I would be will- 
ing to go much further. When it is remembered that for ten days past 
one man in this House has seen proper and has been able, under the 
rules, to obstruct all business, I think it is ectly paten 
tainly is so to every one of the minority, and I believe it is to substan- 
tially all of the majority—that there should be at least this 
modification, and, as I said before, that there should be even more radi- 
eal action in the direction of modifying our rules. So far as I am con- 
cerned I am willing to offer at the proper timeand toadvocatean amend- 
ment substantially as Iam about to read. If gentlemen will turn to 
the Manual, page 248, they will find the rule which makes a motion to 
adjourn, a metion te adjourn to a day certain, or a motion to take a re- 
cess in order at any time. I would be very glad to see the House at 
the proper time, and when we can have that poor privilege under the 
existing rules, amend clause 5 of that rule in this way: 

In line 3, after the word “order, ” insert “ ; when they are made as dil- 
atory motions; as such they shall not be in order.”’ 

The effect of that amendment would be to cut off dilatory motions 
whenever 3 appeared to = ate of the House that motions were 
made as su That would great to the Speaker, 
some may say. Trne; but all the whibe the cotee is liable to be 
corrected end overruled ao majority of the House, eae all the while 
the public sentiment of country is liable to be directed unfavora- 
bly towards him if his action is found to be arbitrary or ise un- 
justifiable. 

So that I not only vote to repeal this order (being the matter now 
immediately before the House) which requires us to adjourn at 5 o’clock 
each day, becausesuch repeal tends to enlarge the power of the majority 
but I would go still fi , if I had power by my vote to do so, and 
would cut up absolutely by the roots these three motions when they 
are made as dilatory motions. If that action were had the motion to 
adjourn could be made; thena motion to adjourn to a day certain, with 
two amendments, could be made; then a motion to take a recess, with 
two amendments, could be made. These seven motions could be made, 
with seven roll-calls, if one-fifth of those present should order the yeas 
and nays; avd upon six of these roll-calis a quorum could be demanded 
even cane the modification of which I speak and which I stand ready 
to vote for when I get a chance. Then, if the motions were repeated, 
I would place it in the power of the er to say, ei the — 
of order Siiee sabia, that they were dilatory motions, 

ooo ree to assume the responsibility it was alse toleeae 
and to legislate. 

Mr. CUTCHEON.- Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Not now. 


It may be said that this measure is not pending. Thatis true; but 


“ StEELE Why did you not do so in the Committee on Rules? 

ee Well, if it is proper for me to say what took plece 
in committee— 

Mr. RANDALL. Go ahead; I make no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I would say it was evident in committee that upon 


this 
* Mr. DINGLEY. Which committee— the committee which previously 
what should be done, or the whole of the committee? 
Mr. RANDALL. What does the gentleman mean by that ? 
Mr. en Let me naderstand the gentleman's g 


soe of the committee of four members with Mr. WEAVER, who 
determined this matter at first, or to the regular meeting of the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. CANNON, I know nothing of the committee of which Mr. 
SDAree a erine, Sa ngneieren ates focentetens tae Bbaee, 
being one step toward enlarging power of the majority, I am for 
it; and I am in favor of the far more radical steps which I have in- 
dicated when T can get the opportunity to test the sense of the Hense 


— 

‘Let me ask the gentleman from Tlinois [Mr. 
CaxNow] whether he has ever, as a member of Committee on Rules, 
made @ minority report here, or made any other eftort to secure this 
modification of the rules of this House; apes Fang pos peed 

Mr. CANNON. 2 Sacer S to the tleman, I ee oon * 
member of the Committee on Rules, and in the minority, and am 
araiilians i ancnaik Menauiien bd Anmmomaaiiten 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There isone way of making a protest against 
ee ee eee 
en ae and defending the report. 

ANNON. The Committee on Rules was unanimous in this re- 
port, and I believe every other reportit has made this My 
criticism on that committee is for its failure to report Te- 
ferred to it, and not for reporting resolutions. 
Mr.RANDALL. Ido not want to abridge the debate, but I would 
like to be reeognized before the whole of the fifteen minutes are taken 


up. 

Mr. CANNON. I will the floor when I have said that as one 
member of the minority of the Committee on Rules I had, on this prop- 
osition to do away with the 5 o’clock hour of adjournment, no minor- 
ity | to make, because, I say again, it strengthens the arm of the 


A Memprer. How? 

Mr. CANNON. It enables the majority to proceed beyond the hour 
of 5 o’clock in the consideration of 1 
Mr. PAYSON. Does it not allow the from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] to keep us here all night, if he chooses to do so, instead of 
cutting him offat 5 o’clock ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And to keep us here not merely one night, but 
several nights in succession. 

Mr. RANDALL. I xow yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. ReEp]. 


Mr. REED. Mr. , I believe it would be wise for this House 
to call itself back to real question at issue. That question is not 
one of , butone of law. For the last ten years— 


that is to say, "ever since I obtained an ng: of what the real rules of 
this House were—I have been opposed to their 
ency. I have made this manifest in season and ont of season through 
that whole period of time. In this House, in committee, and every- 
where, I have striven for such a modification of the rules as would en- 
able the majority of this House to control its business. I am acting 
in that spirit to-day. I proposed the other day, on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on = hee proposition which would not permit the introduc- 
tion of bills on two particular Mondays of each month, That was a 
small, a very small movement in the direction of my belief. Neverthe- 
less I was ready to go for it, because it was in my direction. I believe 
to-day that the rule which limits the sessions of the Home to So’elock 
is an invitation to filibuster, eee eee Ben ees ee 
See padiaieen Beas Iilinels (M2 Pavan: eeesenas. erent ty 
a a Illinois [Mr. png ew a we nae, Fe 
character. ving, then, as I do, on this subject, illustrated 
go gael ap Se thao Cnaianionsa Sith, ie eainaner 
what action I 1 take? 

Now, the gentleman from Tllinois [Mr. PAyson] undoubtedly has 
ee cieceent Laseani eckson dhe badites arte Me Wik that 
fha a. Ido not, purse ‘ie baainess of the 

ve no Marte not to 
ae eee the Democratic 


ice for me 


ti aie ated aa righty ove. Shall No. Istand here 
Sg ARERR AnmeIeIe seer ree a Re 
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Mr, PAYSON. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman is 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] and the members of the com- 


Will the gentleman permit me? 
to any bargain between 


mittee, why does he 
is said to have been made? 

Mr. REED. Because I believe the right of the majority in this House 
is going to be furthered by the repeal of the 5-o’clock limitation. . 

Several MEMBERS. How? 

Mr. REED. Because I never was in favor of it and never will be. 

Mr, PAYSON. How? 

Mr. REED. How? The 5-0’clock limitation is just like the limita- 
tion of the hour rule in the morning for the consideration of bills. It 
is an invitation to filibustering, and a man knows he has only to stand 
in his place from 12 0’clock to 5 o’clock—and any of us is equal to that 
endurance—to stop the ings of this entire House. Every man 
knows it. Hence the 5-o’clock adjournment is and always has been an 
invitation to filibustering. It is wrong in principle, it is contrary to 
sound parliamentary law, and it is one of those things which have 
tended to the putting of the House in its present demoralized condi- 
tion. For I venture tosay in the last twelve years—and I speak withia 
the limits of my experience—the House of Representatives was never 
before seen in the condition it now is, and because of these unfortunate 
and y limitations upon the right of the majority. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time is there remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will reserve the balance of the time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, on Tuesday, the 8th of this month, a 
resolution from the Committee on Rules, proposing a change of the rules 
of the House, dispensing with the order of business, the introduction 
of bills for reference on a call of the States on the first and third 
Mondays in each month during the session, was recommitted to the 
Committee on Rules. 

The object in view in reporting that resolution for considetation and 
adoption, although not avowed, but perfectly well understood in the 


here attem: to perfect the bargain that 


House, was to prevent certain gentlemen who were hostile to certain 
measures, the so-called Oklahoma dill and the Union Pa- 
ai ing bill, fi ing the time on those days 
w 


ill, from consuming 
the order of business was the introduction of bills by peng ae 
read at length, so that the entire day would be thus consumed up 
o'clock, leaving no time to move to suspend the rules and pass 
to them obnoxious measures, without opportunity to debate or 
amendments to them. 
the adoption of the proposed resolution that method of resisting 
consideration would not be possible, 
nder the lead of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ], who, 
well known, is violently 5 dag to the funding bill, the adoption 
the resolution was resisted by the use of the ordinary dilatory mo- 
and votes thereon, aided by many gentlemen who based their 
ition to the resolution upon the ground that it was objectionable, 
indeed, wholly unjustifiable, to attempt to make ee change 
in the rules of the House of Representatives for the accomplishment 
of a single purpose, the aiding in passing or defeating any specific bill 
or bills, especially under the gag of ion of the rules, which 
does not permit any amendment, and only fifteen minutes’ debate on 
each side of an entire bill. 
And it should be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that the proposed reso- 
did not have the approval of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Mr. RANDALL] nor the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs], two of 
the three Democrats on the Committee on Rules. 
Day after day was wasted in the attempt to pass the resolution, and 
t going into details as to what is familiar to us all, the matter was 
the subject of a caucus by the Democratic side of the House, and 
the lead of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] on the 
8th instant the resolution was recommitted to committee and the 


rules stood unchanged. 

On that day, after an hour ton a special order, the gentleman 
from Georgia (att. CRISP up for consideration the contested- 
election case of Smalls vs, Elliott, and that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] with others raised the question of considera- 
House voted to consider the case. 

Thereupon the en ees Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asked unan- 
imous consent to have this order made: 


Resolved, That Thursday, January 10. 
Journal, be set for the 


Bub ce 


28 
ea 


EF 


4 
F 
a 


, immediately after the reading of the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 10614) to organize 
of 0 and for other , now in Committee of the 
e state of the Union, and at 3 o'clock p. m. of said day the same 

to the House with such amendments as may have been agreed 
upon in the committee, and the previous question shall then be considered as 
ordered upon all such amendments, and upon ord the said bill to be en- 
and read a third time, and — the ae of same, and the votes 
shall be taken in the House before jjournment and without interven- 
motions or business. 

e SPEAKER. That day is already assigned to another order of business. 

Mr. Sprixeer, Then I will modify the resolution and make it Wednesday, 


Jan 9. 
‘The SPmakan, Is there objection to the request of the tieman from Illinois? 
Mr. Crary and Mr, Finuey objected, — - 


Because of this objection the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] 
began a series of dilatory motions, and requiring votes thereon, pre- 
venting thereby totally the transaction of any public business, except 
a few conference reports by accident, until Saturday morning. 

The gentleman from Iowa made no secrect of the object of his fili- 
bustering. 

The RECORD shows that he asserted that his struggle was to compel 
consideration of the Oklahoma bill, because of his view of its importance ; 
in other words, Mr. Speaker, he entered upon a campaiga of filibus- 
tering to compel a yielding by the House to his demand to consider 
that bill, as against a similar campaign indulged in by some at a prior 
period of the session to prevent consideration, and because of the re- 
commitment of the resolution to change the rules. Ido not debate, 
Mr. Speaker, the correctness of either course now. I am reciting his- 
tory only. That is sufficient for my present purpose. 

On Saturday the word was passed around that an arrangement of 
some kind had been made with the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. WEAVER] 
by a conference, formal or otherwise, with the Democratic members of 
the Committee on Rules, and after filibustering nearly a week, on Sat- 
urday the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, WEAVER] ceased operating in 
that line, and that operation by him was only suspended because of 
the agreement reached on a meeting or conference between himself and 
the Democratic members of the Committee on Rules, as is reported, 
which meeting resulted, as I am advised, in the offering of the resolution 
pro by the gentleman from Pennsylvania on Saturday last, and 
which is now reported back from the Committee on Rules, and which 
I am now op 

All over the country, Mr. Speaker, in every newspaper in this land, 
from the great metropolitan dailies down to the little country papers 
whose reading matter is known as made up principally of ‘‘ patent in- 
sides,’’ the gentleman from Iowa has a notoriety, not to say reputa- 
tion, which has not been equaled by the performance of any other gen- 
tleman who has occupied a seat on this floor since my public eareer be- 
gan. On Saturday last he suddenly ceased his operations, The news- 
papers, the Assuciated Press, and the metropolitan papers generally, 
published articles similar in substance to that which I now send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

Mr. STEELE, From what paper? 

Mr. PAYSON. The first is from the New York Tribune of yester- 


day morning. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
[By telegraph to the Tribune.] 


WASHINGTON, January 12. 
Ata private neeting this morning a bargain was made between Mr. WEAVER 
and the Democratic members of the Committee on Rules, in consequence of 
which Mr. WEAVER permitted the House to transact some business to-day. 
There were oe at the meeting Speaker CaR.isLe, Mr. Rawpaun, Mr. 
Mints, and Mr. Weaver. The terms of the agreement were that WEAvErR 
should cease to filibuster, and in consideration of this the Speaker d to rec- 
ognize a motion to pass the Oklahoma bill under suspension of rules on the 
next ngenion day,” and if the opponents of the bill filibuster to prevent a 
vote, the House shall be kept in continuous session from day to day until a vote 
is taken on the e of the bill. A necessary prerequisite was that the rule 
requiring an adjournment daily at5o’clock shouid be rescinded. In compliance 
with the agreement Mr, RANDALL offered a resolution in the House to-day to 
abolish the order of adjournment at 5 o’clock, and asked immediate considera- 
tion, but objection was made, and this part of the scheme can not be carried out 

until the Committee on Rules reports the resolution and the House adopts it, 


Mr. PAYSON. The next is from the Post of yesterday morning, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


> 
THE DEADLOCK BROKEN.—AN AGREEMENT WITH MRE, WEAVER REGARDING THE 
OKLATHOMA BILL. 


The deadlock in the House was broken yesterday, Mr. WEAVER having made 
an arrangement entirely satisfactory to the friends of the Oklahoma bill, and 
which would resuit in the consideration of the bill. The agreement between 
Messrs. CARLISLE, RANDALL, Mitts, and WzaveR was that Mr. WEAVER should 
cease to make dilatory motions and Speaker CARLISLE would recognize a motion 
to pass the Oklahoma bill on suspension day, and that if dilatory tactics are re- 
sorted to by the opponents of the measure,to prevent a vote by wasting the day, 
WEAVER shall have every proper facility allowed under the rules to prolong the 
legislative day from day to day, until a vote on the bill is reached. The latter 

art of the agreement can only be carried out by taking a recess fromday today, 
Sotend of adjourning, or by holding a continuous session night and day. 

To facilitate the execution of the agreement, also to rid the House of a stand- 
ing order which has given a great deal of trouble, Mr. RANDALL offered a reso- 
lution ne to rescind the order which requires the House toadjourn daily 
at 5 o’clock. 


Mr, PAYSON. All over the land has been sent the same item of 
news. The same publicity has been given to this alleged bargain that 
was given to the details of the contest. I wish to be understood as 
saying that as to the accuracy of these allegations I have no personal 
knowledge, but the same publicity has been given to the agreement 
or understanding, or whatever it may have been, which I believe to 
have been made all over the country, and it has not been disputed 
here on the floor of the House that such an agreement was made with 
the gentleman from Iowa. Nobody connected with the Committee on 
Rules—and that is a corroborating circumstance in favor of the truth 
of the allegation—has denied it since this matter has been so published, 
and it has become so notorious that it dces seem to me that it can not 
have escaped their attention. Moreover, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], in his place in the House, on Saturday 
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morning, made use of the following language, which I will read my- 
self, as my time is rather limited: 


Mr, WHAvVER. I merely want to say that I have refrained from making par- 
liamentary motions this morning because I have been waiting for the report 
from the Committee on Rules of the resolution which has just n off by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and referred tothatcommittee, That is why 
Iam not making motions now. 


[ Laughter. } 

The gentleman from Iowa permitted a little business to be transacted 
on Saturday, and to-day comes in this resolution pursuant to the al- 
leged agreement. 

It makes, sir, a most conclusive case; and the question is, shall the 
House ratify it? Iam opposed to it. I am opposed on principle to a 
coercing of the House by the activity of asingle member into a change 
of rule to aid or injure any pet measure. The House, in my judgment, 
can not afford to indorse such action. 

The rules should be general and for all alike; if defective in general 
application, amend them because of that defect, but not because one 
individual member, or a minority, making themselves obnoxious to 
the body, demand concessions in favor of their favorite bill. If that 
shall be done for one day, it may properly be asked for another to- 

- morrow. 

I have thought the dependent-pension bill was of greater public im- 
portance than this bill, or many others which have been considered, and 
have made effort, persistent but ineffectual, to secure its consideration, 
but never attempted to coerce an agreement like this and in this man- 
ner. A large majority of the House, I am convinced, agree with me; 
and not only that bill, but the educational bill, and many others, are 
of paramount importance to this, but we can not secure consideration 
of them because of non-action of the Committee on Rules on this floor. 

I am opposed to the principle of such concessions by change of rule. 
If the practice of filibustering is wrong, change the rules so as to pre- 
vent it as to all bills. It can easily be done if the Cormmittee on Rules 
and the House desire it. 

This resolution does not reach the evil; it simply permits an increase 
of the length of suspension day, which under this resolution may be 
extended till March 4, if so desired. 

The opportunity to filibuster is as great, precisely, as it was before, 
and in practical operation on the case in hand simply changes the bur- 
den, that is all. 

The gentieman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] filibustered to compel con- 
sideration of his measure; now he is to be relieved; and the opponents 
of the bill must filibuster to prevent consideration. 
misfortune. 

Nothing is to be gained in the dispatch of the public business if the 
other side is determined; nothing can help the situation except, as I 
have said, a radical change of the rules to prevent the practice. 

But outside of this, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, in the present ap- 
plication, the question now presented is one involving only a question 
of human endurance. When any gentleman undertakes to do as the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] has done, all he will have to do, 
if this rule should be adopted, is to submit this House to the incon- 
venience of remaining in perpetual session until he and those acting 
with him shall succeed in pressing to a vote a few favored measures. 
There iy no use of undertaking to disguise two or three things, One 
is that the action of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] is solely 
with reference to the consideration of the Oklahoma bill, and it is 
well understood the Oklahoma bill, the Pacific funding bill, and the 
copyright bill are the three measures which are to be pressed on the 
consideration of this House, in case this resolution should pass, on the 
next suspension day. 

And whether there is an actual agreement as alleged or not, it does 
not matter. One who sits in this Hall and does not know that there 
is some understanding satisfactory to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] that on the next suspension day the Oklahoma bill will be 
called up for passage undera suspension of the rules, isin my judgment 
& poor observer, 

Mr, NELSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Not now. Let the gentleman listen to me. 

Mr. NELSON. Is it any misfortune to pass that bill under a sus- 
pension of the rules? 

Mr. PAYSON. I was coming to that, but I will come to it now. 
Yes, sir, it isa misfortune. It would be such a misfortune to pass the 
bill in its present shape that i man who would vote for it with the 
valonientnan of what is possible under it as now offered (and I will 
explain this to the House in the course of thenext five minutes), would 
do an act he will certainly regret, as I think; and if the tleman 
from Minnesota will give me his attention for three minutes I will dem- 
onstrate it. 





Mr. REED. The gentleman from Illinois is simply defending the 


position cf another branch of the minorit 
Mr. NELSON. 
injure himself. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will remember that 


the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bil] has been pending for 


a considerable time. 
Mr, PAYSON. I understand that, but under the rules as they stand, 
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with the bitter opposition heretofore shown, the bill can never be 
sidered on suspension a and may not be called up, th sential, 
That course has been followed more than once, and would i but 
for the adoption of this rule, as I think, and so, uotwithetending the’ 
fact that it is pending, it requires aid to enable its friends to get it con- 
sidered; and therefore if this resolution now shall not 
it will be impossible to consider it if the opponents of the bill Bs tt 
stands now do their duty. 

Mr. SYMES. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. SYMES. My point of order is that if we are going to di 
the adoption of the amendment to the rules I do not desire to take any 
part in that discussion, but I insist we should confine ourselves to 
that question, and I make the pointof order that if the Oklahoma bill is 
going to be denounced in such language as the gentleman has just 
uttered I am going to take a part in the discussion and show that his 
statements in that respect are not correct. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, Mr. Speaker-— 

Mr. SYMES. I would like to have a rnling on the point of order 
whether the Oklahoma bill is up for consideration. gentleman 
from Illinois takes advantage of a little time given him to speak to a 
resolution reported by the Committee on Rules to amend the rules, so 
that the House may be enabled to transact a little necessary business, 


to denounce the Oklahoma bill. He does it because he thinks there 
will be no opportunity to reply to his unfounded criticisms. The gen- 
tleman states he is not opposed to the consideration of the bill ina 
parliamentary way. 
pany he has —_ during the consideration of this bill in the Commit- 
tee of the Who 

tion. His friends and the opponents of the bill with whom he has 
acted during such times have persisted in filibustering against the 


If that be so he is very unfortunate in the com- 
e during the several days it has been under considera- 


measure. 

As amendment after amendment has been offered they have de- 
manded tellers and made the point of no quorum for the sole purpose 
of killing the bill, as I understood them to admit. 

The gentleman from Illinois offered amendments, and I do not re- 
member that he ever protested against his friends filibustering to pre- 
vent those amendments being di of. Had it not been for the 
filibustering tactics resorted to by those acting with the gentleman in 


opposing this bill it would have been fully considered, section by sec- 


tion and paragraph by Paragraph, 1 ago, and at the last session. 
y 


gentleman has ities to t out the iniquitous 
character of this bill when it was ered in Committee of 
the Whole, but has never done so. has suddenly dawned upon 


him this morning when pretending to speak to the question of amend- 
ing the rules, and he —— there would be no opportunity offered 
those familiar with the bill to reply. The objections specified by the 
gentleman can all be shown to be unwarranted if he and his friends 
will only stop filibustering and allow fair discussion of it when it 
comes up. And all these alleged objections would have been explained 
or amended in detail to conform to the judgment of the House had it 
not been for the filibustering tactics resorted to by the opponents of 


this bill to defeat its full and fair consideration. 


The Oklahoma bill is one of the most meritorious measures before 


Congress. Millions of the best people in the great West are demand- 
ing its passage. 
tinued opposition to this bill, which will create a great Territo 
in due time a 


The gentleman from Illinois can not cover‘up his = 
, an 

State in this Union, by pretending he is for the bill 
if proceeded with in the regular way. It has been proceeded with in 
the regular way many days. But the opponents who act in concert 
with him have resorted to irregular filibustering to defeat not only its 
passage, but its full and fair consideration, and proper amendment if 

uired. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not follow example of the gentleman and 
discuss in detail the merits of this important bill under the guise of 
pretense of speaking to the ae of the rules. I will 
say to the gentleman that when the Oklahoma bill comes up in the 
regular way (and he ase to its so coming) he will 
havea good opportunity to ex andd some of his inconsistencies 
in matters pertinent to that bill. 

The er. eee eee soy — gentleman ore aggre 
ee e propriety of agreeing proposed resolution, may 
proceed to ste chsh Go ponding ee ee ee 
Mr. PAYSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, let it be understood once for all, 
for myself, that I am not opposed to the consideration of the Oklahoma 

I have never taken any part in 


bill in the usual iamen ; 
any Subamorinn easieot th oak So mhenetes to. More than that, sir, 


I have never engaged, during the eight years I have a seat 
here, in any filibustering invol a tion of a lesser 
degree of tude than t of a member to a seat on this floor; 


and I hope I may be permi to say, therefore, that I am utterly 
amazed to hear the remarks just uttered by the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Symes]. 

He asserts that when the bill shall come in the regular way I will 
Le ah Speen caiekane sania te ten in regard 
to the bill; that others, with myself, have resorted to irregular fili- 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


749 





bustering to defeat its fair consideration and proper amendment; that 
I have presented amendments, and this practice was indulged in to 
prevent my amendments being disposed of; that I have had many op- 
portunities to point out defects in the bill, but never have done s0; 
that it has suddenly dawned on me this morning to assert defects in 
the bill; and concludes by asserting in terms that I have used dilatory 


tactics to prevent its consideration in the regular parliamentary way. 
Now, Mr Speaker, I say it tfully, but earnestly, that there is 
- a shadow of foundation for a single assertion the gentleman has 


e. 

In the proceeding contemplated by this resolution, as the gentle- 
man well knows, under suspension of the rules only fifteen minutes 
are allowed to all the opponents of the bill, and so there is no inten- 
tion to have me given an opportunity to show other defects in the 
bill. . 

I repeat again that I have never engaged in a filibuster to defeat 
consideration, and the gentleman has no warrant for the charge. 

That I have presented amendments is true; that they have not been 
disposed of because of dilatory motions is not true, and my friend’s lack 
of knowledge on the point is lamentable, for every amendment I have 
offered, except the pending one, namely— 
and safiorsin tie late civil war to make homeson the publiclands under he ex" 
ni 


isting homestead laws shall not in any degree beim by the passage of this 
bill; and the ‘ht of such pee: Coen on soldiers and sailors to 
make hom entry and perfect same by occu under the existing 
homestead law shall extend to any and all lands which shall be open to any set- 


tlement by the provisions of this bill— 


and which has not yet been fully debated under the five-minute rule, 
with one exception, has been adopted and made part of the bill; and 
more than that, every amendment thus adopted of mine has had the ap- 
proval of my colleague [Mr. SPRINGER], he expressing the hope they 
would be adopted before the vote wastaken, I think this is so in every 


ce. 
He says I have had aaron to argue all the defects of the bill. 
He knows we have only reached section 7 of the bill, and there are 
nineteen sections in the bill proposed to be passed under suspension. 

The most vicious section of the bill, as I think, is section 9, to 
which I shall presently address myself, and it has never been discussed, 
nor has there been opportunity to discuss it for amendment yet, and 
the remark of the cag oer that it has suddenly dawned on me this 
morning to assert this defect is entirely gratuitous. 

Ihave had an amendment in my desk for weeks to that section, 
which I shall refer to later, only waiting an opportunity to present and 
discuss it, and I canvassed that.section with many gentlemen about me 
weeks ago. 

The trouble is, Mr. Speaker, several of these gentlemen seem im- 
pressed with the idea that their bill as reported is absolutely perfect, 
and that any amendment proposed to it is an evidence of hostility to 
the purpose of opening this land to white settlement. 

The adoption by the House, and with the full concurrence of my col- 
league from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], of many substantial amendments 
offered by myself and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Homan], 
based on our experience in public-land matters, is conclusive proof that 
the bill so far as considered was far from perfect as it was reported, and 
that the usual method of consideration was the only proper one, and 
because of the necessity for the ordinary consideration and with oppor- 
tanity for amendment, and because the bill which is being p is in 
many ways utterly different from the bill as reported, containing sev- 
eral more sections and different provisions, and more than all, that 
which tome isinexplicable, omits, as I readit, every amendment which 
has been thus far agreed to by the Committee of the Whole. 

I ask gentleman to tell us why these amendments which were con- 


ceded to be proper and needful when presented and adopted—why are 
they omi from the “‘s msion bill?’’ Because of my entire be- 
lief of the defects so far cur 


by the Committee of the Whole, but ap- 
pearing again in their bill to be pressed undersuspension if this resolu- 
tion shall pass, Iam opposed to the passage of this bill under a sus- 
pension of the rules. 1am opposed to its consideration under a sus- 
—- of the rules, because of the fact that I donot believe the bill is 
such shape as that it ought to as ted. I believe it to be 
an iniquitous measure, susceptible, as I shall demonstrate when the 
time shall come, and I can have the opportunity on full debate—— 

Mr. PERKINS rose. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ifthe gentleman will not interrupt me now I will 
agree to give to the gentleman from Kansas and to the House a demon- 
stration of the accuracy of that statement whenever it shall be possible. 

Mr. PERKINS. Have you not had several opportunities to demon- 
strate that? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir. The pending question on the Oklahoma 
bill to-day is an amendment of mine giving Union soldiers the right to 
make homestead entries, and that is to section 7. The worst feature 
of the bill is in a later section, not yet reached or touched upon. 

Mr. PERKINS. . Has not the House heard you upon that ? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir; thatamendment is still pending, with several 
— yet to in favor of it, and a vote to betaken. The de- 

te on my amendment was not concluded on December 14, the last 


day the bill was up, and it had not been passed on by a vote. I have 
wondered many times since this bill has been presented what the 
secret of it was that incited gentlemen to come to Congress to sit in 
these galleries month after month and year after year, and importune 
members with reference to it, and to press the consideration of this bill 
and secure its passage in its present form. I think I know now. I 
believe that I know now. We have had ever since 1864 in the statutes 
of the United States a provision of law in reference to the location of 
town sites. Itis section 2387 of the Revised Statutes, and it provides in 
substance that a town site may be located at $1.25 per acre to the Treas- 
ury and in trust for the occupants of the town, and all matters of the 
disposal of the lots and the proceeds of the sales shall be for the use and 
benefit of the occupants thereof. Another section of the statute pro- 
ea for town sites the proceeds of sales, at a minimum price of $10 
per lot. 

The law seems to bave been framed to prevent speculations in town 
sites, and for their location on the public lands for the benefit of the 
inhabitants, and under the control of the legislative authority of the 
State or Territory. This would, as it has, insure a good fund for public 
pur and the community which gives the added value to the land 
should have the benefit of it in the sales of the property above $1.25 
per acre. 

That the necessary profits, the increase in value of land within, arising 
out of the location of town sites and the sale of lots surveyed from the 
public lands, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, shall 
be for the use and benefit of the inhabitants of the locality. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the towns? 

Mr. PAYSON. In the towns. It is a statute that has worked suc- 
cessfully since 1864, and there has been no attempt since that has been 
incorporated on the public-land laws to amend it, so far as I know. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, what do you find in this bill? A section providing 
that in the location of town sites in this great area of country, an area 
two-thirds as large as that of the grand State in which I live, contain- 
ing the only arable land that is left in this country, and which is grid- 
ironed by railroads built and authorized more than any other section of 
the country, and upon the whole of it there is not at this hour a valid 
town site anywhere—that locations of town sites shall be by any ‘‘le- 
gally organized company ’”’ on payment of $20 per acre. 

This bill that comes from that committee, and which it is proposed 
to pass under a suspension of the rules, allows any legally organized 
corporation, whether organized in Maine, Illinois, or any other State 
of the Union, and without regard to any provisions in its charter, to 
locate cities and towns, to take the profits of the sale of the lots in such 
sites upon the payment of a pittance into the Treasury of the United 
States, to be held for school purposes, and that the vast profits growing 
out of this business shall go to men who have no connection with cre- 
ating it. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has spoken ten minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Upon the payment of a pittance of $20! 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I will use the other five minutes of 
my time. 

Now, an acre is 210 feet square, and there would be eight or ten 
residence lots in an acre, and more than double that of business lots of 
ordinary size. 

Mr. BAYNE. [I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. The point of order I make is whether the time in 
support of the proposition under discussion shall be consumed by the 
gentleman from Illinois, and whether he is speaking to that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. It is argued by the gentleman from Llinois that 
the effect of the change under this rule would be to permit a vote upon 
a bill which he says ought not to pass, and he is proposing to show, 
therefore, that the report ought not to be agreed to; and the Chair 
thinks it is in order. 

Mr. PAYSON. This is not to come out of my time? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, I appeal, Mr. Speaker, to the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, to whom the word ‘‘ monopoly ’’ has been 
‘*a sweet morsel to roll under their tongues,’’ how is it that they 
stand here asking for a suspension of the rules, without discussion, to 
allow a proposition to repeal the town-site act of 1864, with reference 
to the sale of all the town sites of this great area of country and upon 
all these public lands, making an industry, if you will permit it, in 
the location of cities and towns that will be stimulated by an immi- 
gration into this Territory that has never been equaled in the United 
States? Towns to the number of hundreds will be needed in that 
Territory when opened; its fertile soil guaranties a large population; 
and thriving towns are always hand in hand with such general pros- 
perity. And I should be glad to know who originated the idea in this 
section, to place in the hands of “‘legally organized ’’ corporations 
alone all the town sites to be located for the necessities of such a pop- 
ulation as will be supported by this great Territory? 

Corporate rapacity could not ask for a larger or a finer field for opera- 
tion, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] and my colleague 
[Mr. SPRINGER] do not propose to permit an examination or amend- 
ment to the proposal. 
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I trust they are ignorant of the effect of the section, and I ask them 
for a direct answer to this question. 

Why should not the proceeds of the sales of the lots composing all 
these sites be devoted to public and especially scheol purposes in the 
locality, and for the benefit of building up that Territory and adding to 
the greatnessand grandeur of this country instead of their being given to 
favored railroad directors and those they may choose to take in with 
them upon payment of the comparatively small sum named in the bill, 
about $2 per lot? We all know that in favored localities, as soon as a 
town shall be laid out, business lots will be worth hundreds of dollars 
each, and residence lots in ion. 

Why should not the people have the benefit of this? 

I appeal to any gentleman to answer me that question. 

The amendment which I have prepared as a substitute for section 9 
of the bill is this: : 


Snuc. 9. Town sites upon any public lands in said Territory shall located 
under the provisions of chapter 8, Title XXXII, Revised Statutes, entitled ‘ Res- 
ervation and sale of town sites on the public lands.”” The money so received 
from the sale of lots in each town site, ex such amount as may be required 
to begets te the Indian tribes, as provided in sections 5 and 6 of this act, shall 
be heid by the Secretary of the Interior as a separate school fund for the benefit 
of the people of such town, and shall be expended under his direction forthe 
erection of echool buildings and the suppert.of schools thereim: Provided, 
town sites actually oceupied on the Public Land Strip at the date of approval 
of this act by not Jess that one hundred bona fide inhabitants may be patented 
under section 23%7, and with the protection of to in or 
who have made improvements, as provided in section of the Stat- 
v‘es, said sites to embrace the amount of land provided by law: Provide: 
ther, That all surveys of town sites in the Territory of Oklahoma shall contain 
reservations for parks of substantially equal area if more than one park, and 
other public purposes, embracing in the aggregate not less than 10 nor more 
than 20 acres; but no deduction be allowed on this account in the amount 
to be paid for said town sites as provided in this section; and ene such 
reservations to be maintained for such public purposes shall be issued to the 
towns respectively when organized as mun ities. 


This substitute, I insist, is worthy of consideration. I have no time 
to go into details with reference to it. 

Through the Territory are these numerous railroads, fourteen lines 
in all, without a valid town site on them, on the lands embraced in | 
the bill, and the hundreds which will be located as soon as settlement 
begins, and which by the mere act of settlement of the country and 
their location will be worth millions of dollars. This added wealth, 
the result of natural processes in the growth of a country, can and 
should be saved to the people there rather than given to “any legally 
orgenized ’’ corporation which shall apply for it. 

Let us discuss this, debate the ar and adopt it if right, and 
not foreclose all discussion, useless if resolution be adopted, be- 
cause amendment to the bill will not be in order. 

Recurring to what I have before alluded to, will gentlemen remem- 
ber that the bill which is now pending, as offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], is not the bill containing the amend- 
ments this House has voted into the bill up to the time that that mo- 
tion was made? Do gentlemen forget the argument which was made 
here by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman], as well as my- 
self, that this great area of public land should be preserved as lands | order, 
for the landless and homes for the homeless; and upon my amendment, 
which was incorporated in this bill, providing that no man who was 
the owner of 160 acres of land in any other part of the Union should 
be entitled to land under the provision of this bill? That prevision, 
almost unanimously agreed to in committee, does not in the 
bill which it is proposed to be passed under a suspension of the rales. 


upon legislation; and I hope that this side of the House, and gentle- 
men upon the other side of the House who are in favor of doing thig 
thing, but doing it right, will vote down this proposition from the 
Committee on Rules and let the Oklahoma bill be considered in the 
ordinary, orderly, and parliamentary way. : 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

The SPEAKER. The has four minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. , it may not be amiss at this time to 
call the attention of the House briefly to what I may term the surface 
facts in this connection, so that undue credence may not be given to 
the allegations which have been made here by the gentleman from I1- 
linois [Mr. Payson] touching the introductionof this proposition. On 
the 11th of May, 1888, the order which it is now proposed to rescind 
was made. On the first Monday in Augusta suspension of the rules of 
this House was moved on the Oklahoma bil], and has remained as the 
unfinished business from that day to this and has been in order when 
that class of business has been up on the first.and third Mondays of every 
month. Therefore the statement.of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
PAYSON] that a bargain has been made that on the next suspension 
Monday the er of this House shall recognize some friend of the 
Okiahoma bill has not the semblance of truth to justify it. On the 
contrary, the bill stands beyond the control of the Speaker of this 
House, orof any member of the House, as the unfinished business on said 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is it not competent enany oneof the suspension 
ine thar bill? ne : 
ing 


Mr. RANDALL. I will touch that point later. This matter ran 


judicious, and I might use a yet stronger term and say unjustifiable 
under the circumstances. Then came a proposition from the Commit- 
tee on Rules to relieve the friends of the Oklahoma bill. ‘That was in- 
troduced on the 4th day of January, and on the 8th was referred back 
to the committee. Then it was that obstruction commenced against 


for the reasons stated 


Why is that omitted? tion was ata the judgment of 
Another thing. An amendment was made here with reference to the | the Democratic side of the House has to be vicious. 
extent of the Territorial government. By the last section of this bill, 


as offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Warner], it is pro- 
vided that the Territorial government © this bill operate 
enly upon the neutral strip—the Public Land Strip—an area about 
as large as the State of Rhode Island or the State of Delaware, and not, 
till years shall intervene in all human probability, on any other part 
of the Territory. 

Still another thing, Mr. Speaker; ought there not to be a measure of 
certainty as to all provisions with reference to the disposition of this 
vast area of land? ‘There is a dispute now between the members of 
the committee as to what this bill means in that respect, as to what 
will be its effect upon the Public Land Strip, an area, as I have already 
seid, larger than two of the States of this Union. The 


The R. Is there objection to the uest of the gentleman 
—e oe (Mr. Barrer]? [Renewed cries of *‘ Regular 


objection, ordered. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I give>notice that I shall print a few remarks in 
ly to thoseofmy colleague from Illinois[Mr. Parson]. [Laughter. } 
ir e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
committee. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 60. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 49 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
156, nays 85, not voting 62; as follows: 


mittee 

upon this side of the House, are equally certain that the homestead 

principle dees not and ought not to apply to oe area of land; 

und that question is to be left uncertain if this is under a 
suspension of the rules. 

Mr. Speaker, it ought not to be permitted that a bill of this char- 

acter, involving an empire of area and the enly 


: 
E 
F 
i 


involving so many important provisions, to a few of which I have ee 

ndverted here, should be considesed with but Sfteen minutes’ discns- 1 ion eee R ae. 

tion, and no opportunity te amend, and disposed of under asuspension rson, Miss, Bland, Burnett, Catchings, 
of the rules. it is a parody mpon legislation to say thet that is “ con- _ii. Blount, aes Ye 
tideration”’ atall. itis worse than a ; as is ted by my — —S. Ky. — -™ ‘Gunma, 
friend from Michigan, [Mr, OUTOHEOD} sotto voce, it is a burlesque | Biggs, —- on, Cobb, 


ee 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


‘Cogsw Hemphill McKinney, 
Selon Herbert, ’ McMillin, 
Cowles, McRae, 
Cox, oe Mills, 
Crisp, olman, 
Crouse, Hopkins e Moore, 
Culberson, opkins, Va. Morgan, 
Cummings, Howard, 
Davidson, Ala. —— een . 
Davidson, utton, Norweod, 
Dibbie, Johnston, N.C, Oates, 
Dockery, Jones, O’Ferrall, 
Dorsey, Ketcham, O’ Neall, Ind, 
Dougherty, Laffoon, O'Neill, Mo. 
Dunn, Lagan, Outhwaite, 
Fors: Lanham, Peters, 
‘orne’ 
eeacien, Lawler, Phelan, 
Glass, nk Rayner ? 
Greenman, Lodge, Reed, ; 
Grout,” Richardson, 
Hall, Maish, Robertson, 
Hare, Mansur Rogers, 
Harmer, Martin, Rowell, 
Hatch, Matson, Russell, 
Hayden, McAdoo, Ryan, 
Hayes, McClammy, Sayers, 
Heard, McCreary, Shively, 
NAYS—8. 
i Cutcheon, Hopkins, N. Y. 

Allen, Mass. Daizell, Houk, 
Allen, Mich. q Jackson, 
Anderson,Iowa Dar » Kelley, 
Arnold, Davenport, Kennedy, 
Atkinson, Davis, La Follette, 
Baker, N. Y. Dingley, Lehlbach, 
poe. tl Dunham, Lynch, 

yne, Farquhar 
Bliss, Finley, McComas, 

‘ Flood. McCormick, 

Bound, Fuller, MeKenna, 
Boutelle, Gallinger, McKinley, 
Brower, Gear, Milliken, 

, Ind. Gest, Moffitt, 
Brown, Ohio Grosvenor, Nutting, 
Buckalew, Henderson,fowa O'Donnell, 
Burrows, Henderson, Il, Osborne, 
Butterworth, Hiestand, Patton, 
Caswell, Hitt, Payson, 
Clark, Holmes, Phelps, 
Conger, Hopkins, Tl. Piumb, 

NOT VOTING—#82, 
Anderson, Kans. Elliott, Laird, 
Bacon, eentnent, mn, 
Breckin Ark, French, McCullogh, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gaines, McShane, 
Brumm, Gibson, Merriman, 
Buchanan, ‘Glover, Morrill, 
Bunnell, . Morrew, 
Burnes, , Morse, 
Butler, Guenther, Neal, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Ha . Nichols, 
Cam , Ohio Henderson, N.C, O'Neill, Pa. 
Cheadie, Hogg, Owen, 
Cockran, Hovey, Parker, 
Collins, Hunter, Peni . 
Compton, Johneton, Ind. ; 
’ ean, F ugsley . 
n, Kerr, Rockwell, 
De Lano, Kilgore, Rowland, 
So the resolution was 


On motion of Mr. BLANCH 


ing of the names 
The following 


ARD, by unanimous 


was dispensed with 


Rusk, 
Scott, 


Seney, 
Shaw, 
Simmons, 
Snyder, 
Stahinecker, 
‘Thomas, Iii, 


Wilson, Minn, 
Wise. 


consent, the read- 
were announced until further notice: 


Mr. BuRNES with Mr. WuITine, of Massachusetts. 


Mr. Jonxs with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Gorr. 
Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. Jomnston, of Indiana. 
Mr. LATHAM with Mr. NICHOLS. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. GUENTHER. 
Mr. GRANGER with Mr, RocK WELL. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. McSHANE with Mr. Larrp. 

Mr. FoRNEY with Mr. WILBER. 


Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BowEn. 


Mr. WIsE with Mr. J. R. Brown. 


Mr. Prpcock with Mr. Hovey. 
Mr. RoLAND with Mr. LYMAN. 


Mr. Henperson, of North Carolina, with Mr, Wioknam. 
Mr, PENINGTON with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. Frencu with Mr. MorRILL. 

Mr. NEA with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
Mr. SPrInoLa with Mr. Wurre, of New York. 


Mr. WILKINS with Mr. De Lawno, for this day. 


Mr. Senry with Mr. PuasL&y, for this day. 
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Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BRUMM, on this vote. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. BELDEN, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be iaid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET 8S. HEINTZELMAN. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I present the following conference report; and on 
its adoption ask for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension 
to Margaret 8S. Heintzelman, having met,after full and free conference have 
oa to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

ows: 


That the House recede from its ameu.dment to the Senate bill,and agree to the 
same, 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
THOMAS L. THOMPSON, 
A. ©. THOMPSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
©. K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, 
H. W. BLAIR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The statement, under the rule, by the House managers was read, as 
follows: 


Statement to accompany the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
0.2726) entitled “Anact granting an increase of pension to Margaret S. Heint- 

ze n.” 

The original bill proposed a pension of $100 per month. It was returned to 
the Senate with an amendment by the House reducing the amount of the pro- 
posed pension to $75 per month, and the committee of conference now report in 
favor of the original proposition, granting a pension of $100 per month. 

J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 

THOS. L. THOMPSON, 

A. ©. THOMPSON. 

The report was adopted. 
Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 

report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 

laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to, 
RALPH T. MOSES. 


Mr. SOWDEN. I desire to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 
The SPEAKER, It will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be authorized to employ Ralph 
T. Moses as an assistant folder in the seal-room of the House at a compensation 
of $2 50 perday for the present session, to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House, the compensation to take effect from December 8, 1888." 

The Committee on Accounts, to which was referred the foregoing resolution, 
authorizing the employment of Ralph T. Moses as an assistant folder in the 
seal-room of the House, having considered the same, and finding that there is no 
necessity for the employment of the said Moses, report back the resolution with 
the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. SOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Are these matters privileged for this day? 

The SPEAKER. They are. 


ADDITIONAL MESSENGER, BUTLER BUILDING, 


Mr. SOWDEN. Iam also directed by the Committee on Accounts 
to submit the following report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be authorized toappoint onead- 
ditional messenger, who shall! also act as night watchman, at a salary of $100 
per month during the remainder of this session, said messenger to be assigned 
to duty with the committees of the House of Representatives located in the 


Butler Building, and who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House.”’ 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the foregoing resolution, 
authorizing the employment of an additional messenger to be assigned to the 
Butler Building, have considered the same, and finding no necessity for the em- 


ployment of said ee, report back the resolution with the recommenda- 
tion that it lie on the table. 


The report was adopted. 


Mr. SOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 


adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed tc. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I demand the regular order. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to submit a privileged report. 


Mr. KELLEY. I hope my friend will yield to me to have a resolu- 
tion printed in the RECORD. 


Mr, DIBBLE, I will yield for that purpose. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 
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REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask uvanimous consent to have printed in the 


RECORD a brief resolution from the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadel- 
phia ; r E 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be printed 
in the REcorD. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution is as follows: 


MANUFACTURERS’ CLUB OF PHILADELPHIA, 
Neo. 1319 Walnut street, Philadelphia, . § 


To Ure honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

We beg leave respectfully to submit to your honorable bodies the following 
preamble and resolution unanimously adopted by the Manufacturers’ Club of 
Philadelphia at its regular meeting on December 17, 1888: 

Whereas the collection from the people, by the Federal Government, of taxes 
which are not required to enable the Government to meet its obligations is in- 
defensible upon any grounds of justice or public interest; and 

Whereas the taxes collected by the Internal Revenue Bureau are in fact the 
only Federal taxes certainly and wholly paid by the American people; and 

Whereas such taxes have never in the history of the Government been im- 
poset excepting to meet the emergencies of war, and have always heretofore 

een speedily removed upon the return of peace; and 

Whereas the customs service has been in the past and may without peril to 
the nation’s intetest be in the fature the dependence for the national revenues, 
without continued maintenance of a bureau which expends annually $4,000,000 
for collecting money which the Government does not need ; and 

Whereas the removal of the tax upon whisky will enable American manu- 
facturers to obtain, free of excise, alcohol, one of the most important of all the 
raw materials of industry, whilst it will permit the State governments to exer- 
cise full control over the liquor traffic; and 

Whereas removal of the internal taxes will at once solve the problem of the 
redaction of the surplus revenue in a manner most conducive to the interests of 
the whole body of the people: Ke it therefore 

Resolved by the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, That Congress be, and 
hereby is, respectfully and earnestly requested to adopt measures for the early 
abandonment of the entire internal-revenue system. 

THOMAS DOLAN, President. 
CHAS, HEBER CLARK, Secretary. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING OF THE CAPITOL. 


Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
repoited a joint resolution (H. Res. 251) to provide for electric lights 
and call-bells in the House wing, Rotunda, and Tholus of the Capitol 
at Washington; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr, Speaker, is this a privileged report ? 

The SPEAKER. It has always been held in the House that mat- 
ters relating ta the comfort and convenience of members, such as light- 
ing and heating the Hall, the arrangement of seats, etc., was privileged. 
‘The Chair thinks that this comes within the practice heretofore estab- 
lished. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask that the joint resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read of course. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution to geile for electric lights and <all-bells in the House wing, 
Rotunda, and Tholus of the Capitol at Washington. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 


gress assembled, That there is hereby appecpristes out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $125,000 or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, for the purpose of providing the power and plant, fix- 


tures, and appurtenances necessary for the electrical lighting of the House 
wing, Rotunda, and Tholus of the Capitol at Washington, and of pos 
electrical call-bells for the said House wing, according to plans and specifi- 
cations prepared by John E, Powell, electrical engineer, under direction of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the House of Representatives, 
by virtue of resolution of the House of Representatives adopted July 24, 1888. 

That the said work shall be carried on under the supervision and control of 
® conmmission of three members of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds cf the House of Representatives, Fiftieth ongpees who shall be also 
members-elect of the House of Representatives, Fifty-first Congress, and who 
shall be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, Fiftieth 
Congress; and that the said commission when appointed shall have full power 
and authority to accept bids, make necessary contracts, employ a superintend- 
ent or superintendents, who shall be an electrical engineer or engineers, and 
to fix his or their compensation, not to exceed for the whole of such service the 
sum of $10 for each day of actual service (and if such superintendent or super- 
intendents happen to receive pay from the Government on same days for any 
other official service, the per diem for such other service to be deducted from the 
pay for such days), and to do and take all action in ee ene them deemed 
necessary for the complete and expeditious accomplishment of t  petpes and 
object of this joint resolution. That the said commission shall also have full 
power and authority to audit and approve all a shall be paid 
out of the appropriation herein provided upon the order of the said commission 
or a majority of the members thereof, 

That the Architect of the Capitol is hereby authorized and uired to pro- 
vide in the House wing of the Capitol the s necessary for the lounian of the 
exe plant, and appurtenances required by the plans and specifications afore- 


That the said commission shall report to the House of Representatives their 
acts and doings in the premises, together with a full and complete account of 
ail moneys expended under this joint resolution. 


Mr. RANDAZLL. I make the point of order that this resolution 
must receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustainsthe pointof order. The joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent that it be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimousconsent that the report and accom- 
panying documents be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The report, with accompanying documents, is as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which was authorized and 
directed by the resolution of the ewes adopted July 24, 1888, to employ an 
electrical engineer to make plans and specifications for the lighting the House 
wing of the Capitol by electricity and for a system of electric , and also to. 
advertise and solicit proposals for the work, respectfully submit the following 


report: 

They employed Mr. John E. Powell, an electrical engineer, who prepared 
plans and specifications em the House wing, pre Tholus of the 
Capitol in a complete system of lighting, and a call- system for the 


House, all which were considered and approved by the committee; and the 
said pians and specifications were printed,and bids were invited in accord- 
ance therewith by advertisement in the Electrical Review and the Electrical 
World, published in New York, and the Western Electrician, published in 
Chicago. Twenty-seven sets of the plans and specifications were sent out on ap- 
plications therefor, and ten bids were received in response to the advertise- 
ments, some of which = bids relating to the plant alone, or parts thereof, and 
others relating to the tures ——Saee the plantand power. The bids for 
ae 4 and plant range from 4 ,400 to $94,775, and for fixtures from $9,500 to 


The committee calls attention to the specifications pared by Mr. Powell 
and to the necessity of the immediate passage of the joint resolution, in order 
that the work be commenced and be in progress during the coming spring and 


summer months. 

The House resolution of July 24, 1888, the report of Mr. John E. Powell, and 
the specifications prepared by im are ——— to this report, and are reported 
as a parbof the same, to be duly printed; and a set of the plans made by Mr, 
Powell, showing the location of the machinery and location and kind of fixtures, 
is submitted for the information of the House, to be filed with the Clerk. 

The committee bas incurred expenses as follows: For expert service, $575; 
for SS and specifications, $208; for advertising, money-orders, post- 
age, , wowe 


The committee recommend the passage of the joint resolution accompanying 
this report. 


[Resolution passed by the House of Representatives July 24, 1888. ] 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds are hereby 
authorized and directed to employ an electrical engineer to make plans and 
specifications for the lighting of the House and the committee-rooms with elec- 
tricity, and for a system of electric bells, and also to advertise and solicit pro- 
posals for this work, and to re as soon as practicable to the House, and that 
a sum not exceeding $1,000 is hereby appropriated for the payment of said en- 
gine and for the expenses of said advertisement out of the contingent fund of 
the House. 


WasuincTon, D. C., December 9, 1888. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith for your approval the plans and 

ons for the installation of an electric-light plant for the House wing, 

unda, and Tholus of the Capitol, and for asystem of electric call-bells for the 

various House committec-rooms. lans are in accordance with the de- 

cision of your committee to have the plant located in certain rooms under the 
terrace, shown on accompanying p 

The said rooms will require certain alterations in the walls thereof, removal 

of some, and erection of others, and the rting of the roof of terrace by iron 


columns, ete., so as to permit location of the nt designed 
stearn plant. Certain other details in the furnishing and fi of the rooms 
with doors, floor, and plastering of walls and ceiling are also n i 

A-filue shown on plan, intended to be used a smoke-stack, will uire to be 


carried up above the roof of the building, an extension of about 25 or 30 feet, 
All details relating to these matters have not been included in the specifications, 
as I deem it best, and do so recommend, that all the foregoing work be done in 
accordance with = and specifications _———— or approved by the Architect 
of the Capitol and under his direction. number of in t lamps re- 
quired is 810 of 32 candle-power each, and 2,500 of 16 candle-power each. This 
number provides for the substitution of electricity in place of gas almost abso- 


lately. . 
and artistic excellence to the general 


To secure fixtures conforming i 
character of the building, I recom your committee invite manufacturers 


of the same to submit posals for this separate branch of the work, accom- 
panied b an thereof, indicating upon a schedule the 
rooms an rs to be supplied with fixtures of certain designs, and price 


res by separate contract willsecure the best re- 
sult, and is now the practice of the Department to furnish fixtures for 
the public build separate contract, apart from the electrical service, and 
the is found to work well 


The acceptance of for fixtures to be determined by their relative 
merits of wiaptebiity, and price. 


A work of the magnitude and character proposed should be placed under the 
supervision of —— person, employed by the Governmentasan om 
to see that the work according to contract and decide minor issues. 

Without such intelligent su: us delays and embarrassments 


are likely to arise, and that exact Lapeloles of the manner in which the work 








is —_. ‘ormed, and which it is the duty of the Government to possess, can 
not 

I nd the tment of a ] ed person as a supervisor 
of ie work ton combtnmaion af =>" aaks'por dss antl the sctapianes 
of the plant by the Government. 

The estimated cost of the work may be generalized as follows: 
Engines, boilers, shafting, heater, pumps, and settings..............ccessss $30, 000 
Lamps, sockets, shad , labor, and other npenemmmnpuytinn 
ee eee qcemequeceqnenny mbhanennpscéneteene:- Ee 
Electric call-bell winehininne snbintiherlnaniaetiibidinediiaasmeiatmiiitebneeice de 750 

! 94,750 

The above is a liberal estimate, ex in the matter of fixtures, which, if of 

very ae desi 7 may be from 10 to 20 per cent. higher. 
very res y, 


J. E. POWELL, 
Inspector Electric Light Plants for United States Treasury Department, 


Buildings and Grounds 
House of Representatives, Washington, da 
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SPECIFICATIONS FOR AN ELECTRIC-LIGHT PLANT AND THE INSTALLATION THERE- 
OF IN AND FOR THE HOUSE WING OF THE UNITED STATES CAPITOL, WASH- 
INGTON, D. C. 


House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BuILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
Washington, D. C., December 18, 1888, 

Sealed proposals will be received until 12 o’clock m. Thursday, January 10, 
1889, for supplying and installing, in accordance with the plans and specifica- 
tions furn by this committee, an electric-light plant. 

Proposals must be submitted for furnishing all the materials, supplies, de- 
vices, and labor necessary in installing the electrical and power — of the 
plant and electric-bell system in the manner described in specifications, and 
must be for a specified sum, expressed in writing. 

Proposals must be sealed and marked on outside of or onwshene 
“ Proposals for electric-light plant.’”” They must state specidally and in de- 
tail the name, character, make, and type of the engines, boilers, pumps, feed- 
water heater, and minor appliances it is designed to furnish, with all data rela- 
tive to their construction, capacity, and power necessary to determine their 


relative merit. 
combination and electrical fixtures and their erec- 


Proposals for suppt 
tion in the manner in the specifications and of the number and loca- 


tion, as shown in accompanying plans, will be received from manufacturers of 
Designs and 


fixtures. cations of each style of fixture (with price thereof) 
rrgeeet to be supplied, with the location by number or name of room in which 
t is contem to place them, must be submitted. 
ee must be accompanied by a schedule showing the number of fixtures 
of design and the price of same, expressed in writing, with the total price 
of the entire bid, also in ce. 
The acceptance of proposals for fixtures will be determined by their relative 
“a = Sat be aes ed by th tion maki 
m' nm © person, company, or corporation ng 
them. If by a company, by the re of each member thereof; if a co: 
ration, by an officer duly autho: to sign, and accompanied with a copy (under 
o corporation) of his re contract for and bind the corporation, 
All ———- must be accompanied by written guaranty, signed by not less 
than three ble persons, that the bidder shall, within ten days after noti- 
fication so to do, execute a contract with terms of bidder’s and give 
bond as hereinafter —_ certification of the and sufficiency 
of guaranty signers to be made by an United States judge, United States attor- 
ney, or the clerk of a court of record at or nearest place of residence of bidder. 
he work must be commenced within thirty days and completed within 
twelve months from date of signing contract, 
All that portion of the work, both electrical and fixture,located in the Cham- 


ber of the House, its — corridors, lobbies, and rooms acent—i. ¢., all 
work » ne rincipal floor of the building—miust be performed during the re- 
cess 0 


ouse next ensuing after the award of the contract and perfectly 
completed before the next regular session of the House, Reference is here 
made to the period known as the long recess—March to December. In the 
event of an extra session and shorter recess work must be completed in the 
Chamber of the House, its galleries and lobbies, during said short recess. 
Should the contractor for any portion of the work fail to prosecute the same 
in such manner and at such a rate of progress as shall be deemed necessary by 
the to insure its completion within the time limit of con a notice of 
the same shall be served upon the contractor for said work, giving him twenty 
days from date of notice in which to remedy thedelay. Upon his neglect or re- 
fusal to provide a remedy the shall have the authority to suspend the con- 
tractor and employ other parties to complete the work, and any excess of cost 
over and above the contract price will be charged against the contractor and the 
sureties on his bond, who will, jointly or severally, be held liable therefor. If 
by circumstances beyond control of contractor, and through no fault of his, he 
be prevented from commencing or ae the work within the time speci- 
in contract, such additional time may be allowed in writing upon his appli- 
cation therefor as, in the judgment of the , may be just and reasonable. 
The right is reserved to suspend the work during the determination of any 
question at issue between the contractors and the Governmeni, and the time of 











such on, if it be the fault of the contractor, shall be considered as in and 
part aS contract time. Such questions are to be determined as hereinafter 
prov. \ 


Contractors for the electrical and power et and its installation will be re- 
quired to give bond in the sum of $25,000, with at least two responsible sureties, 
in which they shall covenant and agree that in case the said contractors shall 
fail to do or perform all or any of the covenants, stipulations, and ments 
of said contract (except in the matter of the time of completion of the work 
which is hereinafter provided) on the part of the said contractor to be per- 
formed as therein set forth, the said contractor and his sureties shall forfeit 
and Ry, to the United States of America the sum specified in said bond; for 
which said forfeiture the contractor and his sureties shall be jointly and sev- 
erally liable as fixed, settled, and liquidated damages (and not as a penalty), to 


be sued for in the name of the United 
= —— shall justify their _ ee oe showing —_ - 
e y own an pro ec value, in the aggregate, of double 
the amount of the above-mentioned forfeiture, over and above all debts aud 
liabilities and all pro; by law exempt from execution, to be sworn to be- 
fore a notary public, or circuit judge of the United States, and to be a 
proved by him or a Presidential postmaster. The contract will also provide 
that if at any time during its continuance the sureties or any of them shall die 
or become i ble the ——— shall have the right to require additional and 
sufficient sureties, which contractor shall f , to the acceptance of the 
, after fifteen days’ notice, and in default thereof the contract may be an- 
nulled at the option of the . 
In the event of the contractor failing to perform the work in the stipulated 
time, and the authorized extensions of the same, the aforesaid contractor and 
his sureties shall forfeit and pay to the United States of America the sum of $50 
for each and every day, including Sundays, beyond the stipulated time and the 
authorized extensions thereof which the: shail require to complete the instal- 
joinery for wa os forfeiture the ee —s his sureties em se 
ointly and severally liable as fixed, settled, an uida damages, to e- 
ducted from the ments due contractor on cnia work by the Government, 
— deductions to made on certification to the proper accounting officer 
y . 
Contractors for fixtures will be required to Po a bond similar in all condi- 
tions and requirements ex the amount of which shall be $10,000. 
The Government (or committee) reserves the right to reject any and all bids, 
to waive eteats, and $0 Bestpt ONY pact Of ony MA ond sehost the ether 
if in its j ent the interests of the Government shall require it; also 
right to annul the contract if in its opinion there shall be a failure at any 
time to perform faithfully any of its stipulations, or in case of a willful attempt 
to impose upon the Government articles inferior to those required by contract. 
SPECIFICATIONS. 


Boilers.—Contractors shall provide and erect, in boiler-room indicated on plan, 
four (4) boilers, of the follow escribed type, dimensions, material, ete., with 
settings and trimmings: 
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as to be of type known as horizontal tubular. 
(Proposals will also be received for supplying, in lieu of the above-mentioned 
type, any of the standard and well-known make of sectional boilers, as Bab- 
cock & Wilcox, Abendroth & Roots, ete., but said poeoeee must be for equal 
wer, capacity, and general style of finish, trimmings, etc., as indicated in the 
ereinafter-described horizontal tubular boilers.) 

Dimensions.—Each boiler shall be 18 feet a and 72 inches in diameter, and 
contain not less than ninety (90) 3}-inch lap-welded wrought-iron flues or tubes, 

Dome.—Each boiler shall be provided with a steam-dome 42 inches in diame- 
ter, 36 inches in height. 

Materials.—Shell of boilers shall be of steel plate three-eighths of an inch in 
thickness and of not less than €0,000 pounds tensile strength per square inch of 
section, the same, with manufacturer’s name, to be stamped on each sheet and 
on heads of boilers and domes. 

Heads.—Heads of boilers shall be five-eighths of an inch thick (same charac- 
ter of material as shells) and well braced in steam space. Dome shall be con- 
structed of same material as shells, heads well braced to side of dome. 

Seams.—All longitudinal seams shall be double riveted, girth seams single 
riveted. All seams to be chipped and calked with blunt tools. Seams where 
domes join shell shall be double riveted. 

Shells of boilers will uire to be put together (i. ¢., sections or courses riv- 
eted up) in proposed boiler-room, doorways not ae Seer of con- 
structed shell. This objection does not pertain to sectional boilers, Riveting 
must be done during recess of House. 

Man-holes.—Each boiler shall have a man-hole in front head under tubes; 
also a hand-hole in back head under tubes, and a man-hole in shell of boiler in 
rear of steam-dome ; the above to be su plied with the usual fittings, 

Brackets.—Four cast-iron brackets shall be riveted to each side of shells, 
1j inches thick, 14 inches wide and 16 inches piemen. resting on iron plate 
of not less than 1 inch margin, fitted with steel expansion rollers. 

Bracing and rivets.—All to be of refined iron and rivets of Al quality, 

Fire-fronts.—A cast-iron fire-front shall be supplied each boiler equal in de- 
i and general finish to the present battery of boilers in south wing of Capitol. 

re-doors.—Each front shall be — with two fire-doors and two ash-pan 
doors, all to swing right and left, and to be fitted with revolving registers, and 
fire-doors to have perforated bafile-plates. 

Cleaning-doors.—Each boiler shall be provided with a cleaning-door and 
frame 14 inches by 20 inches placed in rear wall back of each boiler. Frames 
to be securely anchored in walls by lugs or straps and placed with upper sur- 
face of lower portion of frame flush with top of flame bed. 

Upper doors.—Similar doors (14 inches by 12 inches) set in rear wall above flues 
(over return diaphragm). 

, pas connection doors.—Front connection doors (double) to swing right and 
eft. - 

Grate.—Full set of rocking grate-bars, equal to Kifkwood, Lanhann, or Na- 
Sone, shall be provided each boiler, area of not less than 36 square feet each 

iler. 

Binders.—Full sets of heavy wall binders, four on each side, and anchor rods 
for rear and side walls. Rods of rear walls to be tied through boiler fronts; 
binders to have truss-shaped web. 

Settings.—Foundations for séttings shall be not less than 2 feet 6 inches in 
depth and 2 feet wide, of hard brick, laid in good cement mortar. 

ustaining or side walls (to be of good hard brick) 18 inches thick, with 2 
inches air space, the outer faces to be of smooth brick, close joints. Walls to 
be tied every third course. 

Rear walls.—Rear walls 2 feet in thickness and solid. 

Direction of setting.—Setting shall provide for passage of smoke and flame 
under bottoms of boilers, thence through tubes, and return over top of boilers 
(to breeching as provided below) through a flue constructed of cast-iron T 
bars extending from wall to wall (side walls) of boiler; setting and bottom of 
said bars not less than 14 inches above highest point in crown or shell of boiler. 
On said T plates shall be Jaid two courses of brick in mortar, topped with 1 
inch cement. 

Access to man-hole.—Provision to be made for access to man-hole back of 
steam-dome by an aperture in top of said flue, said rture to be covered with 
cast-iron plate, fitted with ring-bolts to serve as handles for same, two in each 
plate. 

Return diaphragm.—The return flame diaphragm at back of each boiler shall 
be constructed of arched iron bars, ends of bars formed to receive the outer or 
end bricks of fire-brick arch, said arch to consist of two courses of fire-brick. 

Furnace walls.—Furnace walls and inside face of rear walls below diaphragm 
to be lined with the best grade of fire-brick laid in fire-clay. 

Flame bed.—The flame bed under boilers shall extend from rear and crown 
of bridge wall to inside face of rear wall; have fall of 18 inches from bridge wall 
to bottom frame of lower cleaning-door; tc be made of earth filling topped with 
two courses of brick laid in mortar, faced with 1 inch thickness of coment. Up- 
per surface of flame bed to conform to are of boiler. 

Gauges.— Each boiler shall have one steam-gauge, brass case, to register not 
less than 175 pounds, with 10-inch dial. Gauges shall be fastened to their re- 
spective boiler fronts, with air-space not less than one-half inch between them 
and surface to which attached. All gauges to be siphoned and have drain-pipes 
therefrom to ash-pits. 

Drain-pipe.—All drain-pipes from gauges, either water or steam, must extend 
down boiler fronts to at least 10 inches inside of ash-pits. Pipe to steam-gauges 
must lead from boiler domes and have small stop-valves therein (between gauge 
and dome). 

Gauges for engine-room.—An automatic registering steam-gauge, equal tothe 
Edson, must be placed in engine-room and connected to register pressure from 
each boiler, whether used independently or collectively. 

Feed-water pipe.—Each boiler shall have one 2-inch brass body check-valve; 
one 2-inch brass y straight way valve on feed pipe, and placed between check- 
valve and boiler; also one 2-inch brass body straightway valve between check- 
valve and juncture of feed-pipe with main feed. 

Blow-off.—One 2inch straightway valve brass body blow-off. 

All blow-off pipes, drain pipes from feed-water heater, pumps, injectors, etc., 
must extend to and into the nearest sewer, and are in no manner to be con- 
nected with or interfere with the operation of any pipes of similar service now 
in place. Pipes of this character in boiler-room are not to be laid in floor or 
concrete, but in a brick-lined trench to their point of entrance to sewer herein- 
before provided. Said trench to be laid in rear of boilers and to be covered 
with cast-iron plates. 

Intermediate or stop valves.—For each boiler there shall be provided and 
placed one 6-inch intermediate, brass'body, yoked, stop-valve, flanged to steam 
dome. All steam pipes to lead intoa common equalizer or distributiog pipe, 
from whence the steam-supply pipes to engines shall proceed ; equalizer to 
cylindrical (12 inches diameter) and extend entire length of battery of boilers, 
fitted with drain pipes; shell of lap-welded boiler-flue tested to 150 pounds 
per square inch; tensile strength of material, 60,000 pounds per square inch of 
section; equalizer to be braced at ends to prevent expansion strain on steam 


iping. 
. Kil joints of piping or stop-valves must be flanged and packed with three-ply 
wire insertion, rubber packing. 

Connections.—All connections, either of steam, feed-water, or blow-off, are to 
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be made so thateach boiler may be used independently or the entire battery at 
the same time. ; 

Pressure test.—The foregoing-deseribed boilers must be inspected and sub- 
jected to a hydrostatic pressure test, after their erection and connection with 


engines, ctc., of 150 pounds per square inch. Pressure test to extend to and 
inelude all steam piping te engines end equalizer, and equalizer also. The test 
to be applied before any steam is permitted te be raised on said boilers, and the 
test to be made by an United States inspector of steam-vessels, whose certificate 
of test must be filed with the authorities in charge of the work prior to raising 
steam. 

Drying boiler walls.—Slow fires are to be kept in the furnaces of said boilers 
every day at least two weeks before steam is raised thereon. 


Ash-pans.—The ash-pans under each boiler to be two courses of brick (com- 
mon) laid in and topped with cement, having drop of 2 inches from back to 


front. Doors thereof to swing clear of floors by at least 1 inch. 
Safety-valves.—For each boiler there shall ‘be provided and placed one 7-inch 
iron body, brass trimmed, flanged safety-valve, lever pattern, with An 


escape shall lead therefrom into smoke breeching at some point damper 
of its respective boiler. songs pipes and valves to be drained. All piping 


above boilers to be suspend from ceiling by tron or on 

trusses above boiler shells, as may be deemed a “Hand chains 

are to extend from safety-valve levers over suitable pulleys to boiler fronts, 
fire-room floor. 


terminating nt height easily reached from the Iron cleat on 
each front to secure chain to. Pulleys to be of iron, 
Water eolumn.—-Each boiler shall be provided with one cast-iron watercol- 


umn; bedy to have clear inside diameter of not less than 4 inches; connectin 
pipes thereto shall be not less than 1} inch, with T’s at each bend; open end o 
'T to be closed with screw p'ug (not cap), with square stock or nipple, and at 
outer icwer angle of lower ‘conn pipe a [inch globe-valve, with drain- 
Pipe thereto extending not less than 6 es inside of each ash-pit. 

Vater glass, etc.—Each column to have one ?-inch heavy brass water-gauge, 
with Seotch glass tube; three inch gauge-cocks, with stuffing boxes an 
wooden handles. 

Setting.—The lower try-gauge to be not less than 2 inches above the upper 
surface of the upper line of tubes; bottom of water-glass 1 inch below lower 
try-gauge; a brass or copper drip-pan to be supplied each column, with drain- 
pipe extending to ash-pit; a drain-pipe also to extend from bottom blow-out 
cock of water-glass, and connect with drain of column; at some point between 
blow-out cock of water-glassand junction of its drain-pipe wish drain of column 
a three-fourths inch brass-body globe-valve is to be 

All the above is to be sec y strap to boiler fronts to insure steadiness. 

Fire-floor.—A fire-floor, consisting of corrugated cast-iron plates, shall be pro- 
vided, extending not less than 8 feet from boiler fronts, 

Flues.—-A flue of No. 10 wrought-iron shall connect boilers to stack. Each 
section of fue shall have an area equal to the area of the flue surface of its own 
boiler plus that of the others whose smoke and flame peeeenenes it. 

A cleaning-door shall be placed near entrance of flue into stack, and also one 
midway ita pana, Above-described flue te be circular and to be hung by straps 
from ceiling. damper to be placed in each boiler’s b and be operated 
by an automatic governor or regulatorequal to Peerless, ete. present floor 
flue from boilers ean be utilized for new battery, but it is to be carried by con- 
tractors into the present air-flue marked on plan; said flue is to be made into 
smoke-stack for proposed battery by the Government, contractors to connect 
thereto. 

Veed-pump.—A duplex steam-pump equal to Worthington, Dean, Knowles & 
Co., size 10 by 7 by 10 inches, with a discharge of 300 gallons per minute at a 

iston speed not te exceed 100 feet per minute, a 4-inch discharge to 

iler-feed pipes (each and all), and pump to be fitted with brass 

rods, and rings, located as direeted by Government’s agent, set on un- 
dation, capped with a cast-iron dished sole-plate 8 inches beyond 
ends and sides of pump, with drain pipe from said plate to ash-pan of nearest 
bailer. Steam-pipe o — to be arranged to nanan steam from each or all 
boilers, separately or collectively. Exhaust to discharge into siphon condenser ; 
also to main exhaust elsewhere provided. Pump alsoto havea discharge pipe, 
suitable for and provided with fire-hose con on. 

Lubricators.—Pump to be fitted with sight-feed lubricators attached to steam- 
pipe (equal to Detroit). Feed-water or discharge pipe of the pump must be ar- 
ranged to supply boilers both through the feed-water heater and outand around 
or indeperident of said heater, with all necessary sto Ives. 

Feed-water heater.—A feed-water heater equal to or Berryman 
shall be provided, containing not less than 400 square feet heating surface ; 
tubes of O. S. seamless brass, with drain-pipe from overflow or safety release to 
sewer. 

Efficiency test.—All relief or overflow valves to be prompt in action and seat 
tightly. Said heater, when working with 80 pounds pressure on boilers and 
temperature of supply-water at 50° eit, shall deliver ite feed-water, at 

yint of said heater’s discharge, at a temperature of not less than 210° Fahren- 
heit. 

Contractors shall place in feed-pipe, at or near points of entrance and discharge 
from heater, T's, to receive thermometers; o_< of thermometer stock, three- 
fourths inch. Exbaust-pipe of engine is to be arranged similar to feed-water 
eupply pipes—i. ¢., discharging both th 
said heater to condenser by intervention of suitable stop-valves. 

Injector.—An injector, equal to Korting’s double tube, of 400 horse-power 
capacity, and to be connected to work from and discharge to each boiler sepa- 
rately and all collectively. 

Ladder,—aA light iron ladder is to be provided and secured to either side wall 
of battery for access to thereof. 

Firing tools.—A set of tools, consisting of two slice-bars, two hoes, and 
two large coaling-shovels, shall be supplied. 

Steam-fiue.—Also one steam-fiue cleaner for said boilers, fitted complete with 
steam connections, hose, clamp, etc., all attached ready for use. 

Fire-hose,—Also 5) feet of 1j-inch 3ply hydrant hose (with reel and nozzle), 
connected to city water supply, for wetting down ashes, filling boilers, etc. 
connection to discharge~ pe of steam-pum for fire purposes is to be q 

Joints.—-All steam piping joints, ete., shat be tested with test of 
not less than 159 pound: 


ii and all remedied 
ow he 2 yee eqnane tae, defects, leaks, etc., 


A working plan.—A set of shop or working plans, boiler setti 
location of heater, sun, Congenaitets, can. gel Seotnesed te tenauma 
ors for the » of the inspector and person placed in charge of the work 
and before the work is commenced. 

Water connections.—The water supply for the entire plant shall be made 
from the nearest point of city service on south side of Capitol building (about 
75 feet from face of southern terrace) and must be independent of any ilar 
service in the building, The su pe to be of double extra strong 
welded wrought-iron and 8 inches in . Sod over trench for same to 
outils es. and pipe to be laid in briek-lined trench throughout its course 
n e© bu ° 

Discharge ‘of siphon condenser.—The discharge of siphon condenser shall be 
delivered into the large sewer at point marked “sewer” on plan, 


ENGINES AND SHAFTING, 
_Engines.--Contractors shall and ere’ as plan submitted, two en- 
gines, of the type known as high-speed, autu.uatic cut-off, self-contained en- 


———— > es 


£ of the best construction in all their and equal in general efficiency 
any net eye Aomtogien. & Simms, or Por- 

ter-Allen, N. Y. Safety, etc. Proposals submitting typés of engines of 
slower apoeks as any of the well-known forms of Corliss, must be accompanied 
by sketch plan showing proposed method of driving main shaft, and the space 
to be required by such arrangement must not exceed the area shown on accom- 
panying plan of location of engine-room and general arrangement of engines 
and dynamos. 

Seceepetene- Pinas shall be = 
revolutions per minute, withan ial pressure of 80 pounds per square and 
cutt off at } stroke, 200 horse-power each, with a consumption of coal of not 
Selols Soonden pea uaiaaieninde aah ean 

ic cappe or stone, 

solid bed-plates of their own, in which event the stone or 
Engines of slower speed, as above referred to, must exhibit an equal efficiency. 
Foundations are to be iaid in cement and laid not less than thirty 
days before the engines are placed thereon. of engine to be rust- 
jointed to foundations at outer edges. All shaft foundations to be laid similar 
in depth and character, 

Running.—Engines must run smooth and without heating in of the fric- 
tional automatic ‘iaibelantorn. 


parts. T are to be supplied with 
Con _ engine shall be connected by means of a 200 horse-power 
friction-cluteh ual in and ion to the im- 


and placed with 
queens Seen style, tn eee engine plan. 
Valves.—Steam and exhaust connections are to be made by means of suitable 


valves in such manner as will of operating engines singly 


intermediate 

or collectively. ts.—All engines must be vided with complete devices 
ute — pro 

for indicator and for back-pressure gauge attachment on exhaust 


Engine 
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dynamos. shall be six each to deliver, 
when driven at normal P. of eet hens 


z 
a 
5 
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car- 
ara theircurrents in multiple arc to reservoir bars 
an of the building. - oo “, 
F —They shall ee et 
mounted frames of ash, or other wood, fitted with adjusti 
Sovane ox sieeah eakaneomrine gh Journals chall be sugpiied with 
““Rheostat. shall be suppited. should Sossigregulating 

the dynamosnot 
meane, Us guage 60 0s pumas and soe @ part of nai pole besa hana. 
on 

after provided, anda large or universal rheostat for the entire system (controlled 
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by an automatic regulator or motor) and of sufficient capacity to govern the en- 
tive eystann ot to maxinoem rate of operation. All the above to be protected by 
incombustible casings. 

Poiential indicator.—A tial indicator for entire system shall be supplied 
eres gael Goeet and connected at some remote part of system. 
A similar indicator shall be in the office of the chief engineer of the House 
of Representatives, and calibrated to correspond. Drep or potential fall 
must not exceed 5 per cent. between reservoir bars of switch-board andgany lamp 
in any part of the ae plant running with maximum load. 
fe rage a me ual amperemeters for each dynamo shall be supplied 

t in switch-board. 

Switch-board.—A switch-board of hard, fancy wood (mahogany or walnut, 
etc.), built in heavy panels to allow for shrinkage, shall be provided. It shall 
be of artistic design, and, in addition to containing appliances previously men- 

it shall also be furnished with a heavy lever switch for each dynamo in 
addition to that provided usually upon dynamos and of such design as will pre- 
vent accidental closing of the dynamo circuit. All switches, plugs, or er 
current-carrying devices placed upon the switch-board are to be insulated there- 
from by glass, asbestos, or other non-combustible material as will effectually 
vent or protect the same from fire; switch-board to be located at such point 

El apecanseeun as may be selected by Government's aeons 

Circuit switches.—Lever or switches of other pattern shall be arranged upon 
face of the board to control circuits of the following places, namely, all lamps in 
sub-basement. Alllampsupon other floors (basement, principal story, and attic) 
shall be divided into two circuits, each controlled by switch on said board, ex- 
cept that all lampsin the House Chamber shall be upon a separate service con- 
trolled by switch, as hereinafter described; also ali lamps in Tholus. Fusible 
safety strips or pl shall be placed in each “leg ”’ of all cireuits back of switch- 
board. Lamps in House Chamber shall be controlled by a group-switch for the 

Heries, another for lamps in gal face, and another for special “ bowl" 
tures in ceiling, all to be controlled by one main switch, 

Names, letters, or numbers.—Dynamos shall be lettered or numbered, and 
each fusible strip, box, or plug, main-circuit switch, dynamo switch shall be let- 
saat or numbered to correspond to the dynamo or circvit to which it is at- 

nan, SER Oe letters to be in black letters on nickel-plated strips of 
meta 


Wiring.—All lamps to be wired in multiple arc, and wires for mains and dis- 
tributers shall be o , conductivity not less than 96 per cent., and insn- 
lated with rubber or pa I in addition to a layer of rubber next wire, which 
must be unvulcanized, and all wires are to be wrapped with insulating tape, 
and the insulation must be of such character in its physical composition as sha!! 
permit it to sustain a temperature of 212 degrees without deterioration struct- 
urally. Itshall be equal tothe best grades of okenite or Grimshaw’'s white core, 
and contractors must submit specimens of the wire they propose to use (a spec- 
imen of each size), together with a statement of its resistance per thousand. No 
wires of any inferior grade than those required as above and with con- 
ee ee ee ee ires about en- 

and Tr rooms must also have wrapping or braiding of asbestos braid or 


Molding —An wires in the building shall be concealed from view, except in 
such cases as specially provided. Wires concealed in plastering must be lead- 
ineased. All other wires must be concealed in pine or moldings, the 
same to be of well-seasoned material and free from knots or ity to nk 
or warp. The molding shall consist of a back board, grooved for the neces- 
sary number of wires, grooves of such size as will allow wires to lie easily 
therein without jamming, the wires to be fastened with fiber stupies; the face 
strip of molding to be grooved or beaded on its exterior face and fastened b 
screws to the back board. A short section of face strip shall be placed over ough 
joint and marked with a star, painted or stamped thereon, 





































with their lamps, sockets, shades, and holders, and wall or ceiling blocks, as 
hereinafter described. 

Lamps.—There shall be provided incandescent electric lamps of 16 candle- 
power each and of 82 candle-power each, as per number on plans submitted, 
namely, about 810 lamps of 32 candle-power each and 2,500 (a few more or less) 
16 candle-power. Ali lamps shall be provided with key sockets, except thosein 
Tholus, in the Chamber of the House of Representatives, and those on special 
fixtures in Rotunda over paintings, but each fixture in places thus referred to 
shall have a key or switch for the number of lights therein. 

Tholus.—Lamps for special fixtures in Tholus are to be provided of following 
colors, namely : 

Colored lamps.—Red, blue, and white—. ¢., sufficient lamps as per special fix- 
ture design of each color for each circle. Fixture in Tholus is to wired with 
three mains, one for each circle of lamps, and each to be controlled by a sepa- 
rate switch placed in the dynamo-room. Lines leading thereto are to be con- 
cealed in moldings until they reach a point in upper frame-work of Dome, 
when they may be run on porcelain knobs to Tholus, Corrugated-metal re- 
flectors are to be provided for Tholus, one for each space between windows 
thereof (8); reflectors to be full length of windows, and to be supplied by elec- 
trical contractor. 

Shade-holders, shades, etc.—All lamps are to be provided with shade-holders 
and shades, In sub-basement they are to be plain porcelain, flat disk for cable 
drops, and where above desks, etc., to be bell-shaped. 

Shade and shade-holders.—Lamp shades or globes in basement are to be cable 
drops, fiat disk; in chandeliers in corridors, ornamental etched glass; in com- 
miitee-rooms, of glass in fancy designs, flower or lily-shaped, crimped edges. 
On the principal floor and attic the same provisions are to be made as described 
for basement, except in the matter of lamps on fixtures in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. ‘These are to be provided with shade-holders, with shades of slightly- 
tinted or opalescent glass, flower pattern, crimped edges, and all lamps are to 
be made of slightly ground or frosted glass in Chamber of the House. 

Lanterns or bowls.—Lamps overhead are to be inclosed in lanterns formed of 
corrugated or diamonded opalescent glass bowls; said bowls are to be inclosed 
in fine wire mesh or net, secured to frame of bowl to prevent accidents from 
breaking. 

Lanterns continued.—Lanterns: Forty, as per drawing submitted or similar 
thereto, above floor of House are to be piaced at intersection of beams of ceiling 
and arranged to lower from above, by means of safety chains, to within 7 
yeetof floor. Wires leading to said lanterns are to be run on upper side of 
beams (in the skylight or lantern space above) and put in wooden moldings; 
the bottom molding strip to be kept clear of iron beam by short pieces or cleats 
underneath, 

Electrica! connections to these lanterns are to be such as to permit of their 
easy detachment for purpose of lowering lamp, and also to be protected from 
dampness or dust. Design submitted is simply to show general plan. A con- 
venient device for raising and lowering these lamps within 10 feet of floorand 
a handy method of making electrical attachment thereto must be provided. 

Proposals for fixtures must contain a separate bid for supplying and placin 
of these fixtures. The Government reserves the right to accept such bid at suc 
time as it may determine, 

PRESS GALLERY. 


The fifty-three — fixtures, as per design submitted, for press-gallery desks 
are to be made of heavy sheet brass, inside face nickeled, supplied with strong 
hinge and key to socket of each lamp; all wiriag thereto to be carefully con- 
cealed, 

Lamps on terrace.—The gas-lamps on balcony of terrace (30) are to be fitted 
with one 32-candie power each, wires thereto to be lead-incased. All lamps 
shall be interchangeable in their sockets. 

a a eo materials _— ee must be _ _ a of 
their respective is, and drawings and specifications submitte erewith or 

many seskeinh am eieheh ania ene Re Seo et all meee submitted by contractors and accepted as part of their proposal must be executed 
Geahed. Palak la all tasdencan de b6 GF tnak lend andl nes teen the ie are ~ in their true intent and meaning. Curved pieces must be true and regular, free 
er mnere if nesemery to taatehs sierihens ini: dines heen indie boone from kinks and bruises, brazed joints when practicable, finish of fixtures to be 
of molding must a fed permet ince from mualipbastittee © polished “‘old brass,’’ fixtures to be wired with same character of wire as that 

Blind molding.—All molding carried from cornice to chandeliers must tons provided for other portions of the work. The fixtures are to be placed in po- 
continued “ blind” from chandelier to posite cornice sition by the fixture contractors, but all of the electrical connections—at the 

ceilings.—In rooms aeeaaaee fresceed cellings, euch as roo f ceiling or on wails, in the bodies of the fixtures and at the sockets—will be made 
Committee on Public Buildings and Guano. moldi aie hn dis: sania tale by the contractor for the iormance of the electrical work. They (electrical 
and silk-covered duplex whemap be run aeaaiieeentanhes te ees contractors) will supply all sockets and cut-outs necessary. : 

Ornamental plaster-work ,center-pieces,ete.—Where chandeliers sded Submitting designs.— Contractors must submit designs and specifications 
to the aniies cendementeh austarthacen tee weiten toe eae to anid chandeli thereof in addition to those provided in these specifications. Specifications 
chandelier | just be full and explicit, both as to sizes, material, and general equipment of 


shall be lead-covered and laid in grooves cut in the plaster of ceiling to center- fixtare. 


and across center-piece they shall be tucked or stowed in the least ob- . 
manner to chandeliers; lead casing of wire to be ted to match MOMENCLATURE, : 

All combination fixtures on plans are to be understood as having an equal 
number of electric lights and gas-jets (each) to that expressing the number of 
fixture, namely: One &light combination chandelier is to be understood as 
meaning 8 electric lamps and 8 gas-jets on said fixture. 


CABLE DROPS AND BLOCKS, 
All cable drops and their shades and lamps will be furnisked by the electrical 


P' cen Contractors’ attention isspecially directed 
to this provision : Groovesare to be subsequently filled with plaster and painted 
to match ceiling thro whichthey run, This feature of the work will be spe- 
cially enforced. Chandeliers in corridor of attic story may be wired from floor- 


joints.—All gas fixtures, piping, or m fixtures of | contractor. They will furnish suitable wood blocks and place the same in posi- 
an whatever to which wires are attached are to be insulated from | tion at the back of all electric brackets, and to hang all electroliers from. These 
“earth’’ by means of insulating joints or other device. On fixtures all insulat- | blocks are to be in keeping with the fixtures. 


HEIGHT OF STORIES, 


The height of stories may be taken from the drawings on file in the Archi- 
tect's office, and must be verified by the contractor. 

In general the chandeliers and pendants will hang at the following heights 
from the floor (measurements are to tip of burner): 

Office rooms, 7 feet 4 inches. 


from board.— wires leading 
Pome reeee pe nenreseteni ns an qprased ona tnneienioemaneh dynamo 


board. 
Wire through walls, door-frames, ete., must be inclosed in 
bard rubber tubes, closed at ends to wire. a. 


at Corridors, if ceiling is 14 feet or less in height, 7 feet 8 inches. 
Joints.—All joints or of wire to be heavily soldered and wra’ with Corridors, if ce’ is more than 14 feet in height, 8 feet. 
insulating tape ; on in addition to tape, a rubber sleeve secured with in- All work must be ed in a thorough manner, and ornamental work inthe 
sulating tape at each end is to be oa. over every joint. most artistic style. 
ar ae or vther devices of this character must be covered with remov- All combination fixtures must be furnished with 5-foot burners and lava 


have incombustible bases. They must be plainly marked with 
the number of 16 candie-power lamps they are intended to carry, and in all cases 


ee ee 
Rise ee ee Socio will bo peunitted cn any line which 


tips, chandeliers to be supplied with necessary lengthening pipe and casing. 
Drawings.—Full-size working drawings of each fixture must be submitted by 
contractors to the Government agent supervising the work within thirty days 


from acceptance of proposal, this requirement also to relate to such designs as, 
ao rise sauaeiieeer te in said of more than 30 degrees | having Seoneunestibed by quutzactors in proposal, shall have been accepted in 

above surrounding Such devices are to be placed at every | preference to those herein described. s 
point where size of wire for purpose is reduced. of clear etched glass and holders of same must be supplied for gas serv- 
Calculations relative to the ution of the current must take into consid- | ice of combination fixtures. Cup-burners may be substituted for the same in 
— bee — os bein - uently required a ——- sufficient | sub-basement or other poriion of Calidings whieh, in the judgment of the Gov- 

© maintenance of two power wl fixtures) for | ermment’s mt, does not require giass globes. 
in ting ceiling of House Chamber, _zihte ) Chandeliers must be suspended at a true vertical, using ball joint if required. 
must submit a separate bid for this service, supplying The fixtures will be subject to inspection by an agent of the Government dur- 
the lamps (not the fixtures), sockets, and and making necessary connec- | ing their construction. 


tractors for supplying fixtures will remove the present ones as necessary 
in the progress of the work, from time to time, and stere them in such locality 
uilding 


Electrical contractors must supply all lamps and their sockets 
ieieerel in the as may be assigned for that purpose. 


for fixtures, 
make all connections hereinafter to in fixtures, furnish all cable drops, 
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Test.—A test of thirty days’ run shall be made on completion of the plant in 
all its details, 

First ten days.—The plant during the first ten days of said test is to be run at 
the rate of the ordinary requirements of the service at that od. 


Second ten days.—During second ten days of test period it shall, in addition 
to the regular requirements of the service, be run at its maximum capacity on 
alternate days sor periods of not less than eight hours each. 

Third ten days.—During third or last ten days of test, in addition tothe regular 
requirements of the service, it shall be run at such rate and under such condi- 
tions as the agent of the Government may prescribe at various periods to per- 
mit of such determinations of horse-power, electrical efficiency or output, num- 
berand candle-power of lamps, etc., as stipulated in the specifications, 


Belting, oils, ete.—The contractors will furnish all necessary belting, equal to 
Schultz’s best Al solid leather, oak-tanned, short-lap, and during test 1 fur- 
nish all oils necessary for lubricating engines, shafting, dynamos, etc. 

Electrical sapplies.—The contractors shall furnish all electrical su re- 


quired during the test—i. ¢., lamps, slips, brushes, etc.—and at the end of test 
they are to have all broken, defective, or high-resistance lamps removed and 


replaced with new ones. 

tepairs.—If at end of prescribed test the plone is otherwise satisfactory to 
the Government, any damage to oe | part of the plant caused by its operation is 
to be repaired and ail defects remedied by and at expense cf contractors. 

Powers and electrical determinations.—The E. M, F, and Q. of current, candle- 
power of lamps, number per horse-power and indicated horse-power of engines 
and all other requirements relating to the performance of the plant, as described 
in these specifications, are to be determined by a properly authorized agent of 
the Government, 

During the installation of the plant the transaction of public business is not 
to be retarded in any manner or interfered with by the persons making the in- 
ae. except by permission from the Government’s agent in charge of the 
work. 

Piacing fixtures.—Combination fixtures must be put in place in such order as 
not to deprive any large number of rooms or length of corridor entirely with- 
on gee. Fixtures provided for Chamber of House must be placed during recess 
of the same. 

Pump test.—All combination fixtures must be submitted to pump test before 
erection. 

Inatructors.—The contractors must at their own onponee provide sufficient 
men of proper qualifications to instruct the employés of the Government du 
~~ ast in the management of the dynamos, engine, and all appurtenances 
the plant, 

Debris.—The contractors shall remove all débris resulting from the perform- 
ance of the work herein described from the Capitol, engine, and boiler rooms, 
and repair all Sarstee done to the premises in the best ble manner. 

Notice.—They shall file formal notice with Government's agent of their read- 
iness to begin test. 

Suspension.—Should any question arise as to whether the contractors are car- 
rying out these specifications in their true intent and meaning, either during 
the installation of the work or the — of test, the Government reserves the 
right to suspend the work of installation or the test of the same until the same 
shall be determined by the Government. 

Finally, these specifications and drawings are meant and intended to include 
everything essential to a first-class installation of the capacity and style herein 
apes, and any minor details omitted are to be included as if they were spec- 
ified, 


Changes.—-The Government reserves the right to make any changes, addi- 
tions, or deductions to or from same, at a price to be agreed upom between the 
contractors and the Government before the same shall be begun. 

Completion.—The entire plant, in all its details, shall be completed and ready 
for test twelve months after the awarding of the contract therefor. 


ELECTRIC CALL-BELL SYSTEM, 


Call-bells.—Contractors shall supply electric call-bells (diameter of gong, 3 
inches) to the number and in the locations as indicated on accompanying plans. 

Cirenit-closing device.—Said bells are to be operated by means of a mu- 
tator switch or other device of similar character, operated by lever or crank, so 
connected as to ring each and every bell successively ; said device to be neatly 
incased in biack walnut box and placed adjacent to seat of Doorkeeper of House 
of Representatives. 

Ground return will not be permitted. 

Individual-call board.—An individual-call board, arranged for sixty-four push- 
button calls, shall be supplied; said board to be of fancy wood (cherry, mahog- 
any, ele.), of artistic design, and not to exceed in area 4 square feet, é. ¢., 2 feet 
by 2feet. The push-buttons shall be flush with surface of said board, and the 
name of room or place with which it is connected shall be placed directly over 
iton nickeled plate in black enameled letters, all to be covered with hinged 
glass door, lock, and key, to be placed convenient to seatof Doorkeeper. Calls 
upon board to eperate same bell in each room operated by commutator switch 
previcusly deseribed (except bath-rooms), to which connection need not be 
made from board, 

Bells.—Electric bells shail be mounted upon walnut back-boards, ets 
and armatures covered by walnut box, all smooth finish and varnished ; 
gongs to be nickeled and have clear tone, 

Wiring.— Wires for bell service are to be of the same character, both as to in- 
sulation and conductivity, as that of similar sizes supplied for electric-lighting 
circuits; all joints to be soldered; no cleats allowed. 

Molding.—They shall in all instances be neatly molded, and, whenever 
practicable, they shall run in the same moldings con service 
of electric-lighting system. Moldings specially provided for system are to 
be painted or stained to match surface to which they are . 

attery.—An electric battery, composed of not less than twenty cells, ten in 
series by two in multiple, shall be provided. They shall be of the kind known 
as open-circuit batteries, equal in efficiency to the Le ClancheorGassner. They 
must be neatly inclosed in a suitable walnut case or box, with cover, lock, and 
aay sawed to wall of room now used by electrician for dynamo of gas 
service, 

Sealed cells.—All cells must be sealed to prevent evaporation. 


INFORMATION, 


All communications relative to the work or requesting information thereof | (H. Res. 252) appointing 


mus? be addressed to— 


JOHN DOUGHERTY, Clerk. 
By order of the committee. 


SAMUEL DIBBLE, Chairman. 
JOHN DOUGHERTY, Clerk. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Will this joint 
resolution retain its privilege ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not _— a eee it will re- 
tain its privileged character or not. It is a privi report, and is 
privileged for consideration if the House should consider it now. The 


‘Chair wil) examine the question suggested by the gentleman from 
South Carolina. 


. 


Mr. DIBBLE. If the resolution is to lose its place, I prefer to with- 
draw the ice 

Mr. RANDALL, I give notice that if I should be here, I shall again 
make the point of order; but I submit that the report can not now be 
withdrawn, having been referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair prefers not to decide a question of the 
kind suggested by the gentleman from South Carolina until it is pre- 
sented practically. The Chair will examine the matter to determine 
whether under the practice of the House—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. I prefer to withdraw the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. It can not be withdrawn, having been already re- 
ferred. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects to the 
withdrawal of the report. 

Mr. RANDALL, I want to know whatitis. It has not even been 
printed. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motionisinorder. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina moves that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering the privileged report. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to call the States and Territories for the 
introduction of bills and resolutions. 

Mr. WHEELER introduced the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


That Wednesday, the 16th day of January, 
reading of the Journal, be set apart for the consideratio: 


wi: Bill 


immediately after the 
n of the following bills 
from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, to 

H.R. 8189) to determine the final balances of accounts due to and 


from the United States Government, and for other ; bill (H. R. 6127) 
to determine and increase the pay of watchmen in ment; 
H. Res. 164, for the appointment of a joint committee of both Houses of Con- 


gress to inquire into existing irregularities, if any, in the compensation of the 
officers and employés of the Executive Departments and bureaus of the Goy- 
ernment ; bill h 9518 providing for leave of absence for officers and em- 
porte in the service of Government who receive per diem compensation ; 

ill (1. R. 9767) authorizing the Secretary of War to appoint a board of engi- 
n>ers to investigate certain claims for damages done to planted oysters in Rari- 
in 1881; esl CE. Be. TERRE) Aa pnrine one direct the Secretary of War 


to stations on the Islands; bill R. 11530) to estab- 
lish camps of refuge during yellow-fever epidemics; and if one day be not suf- 
ficient time in which to dispose of said > this shall be a continuing order 


from day to day until they are 


HOUR OF MEETING, 
Mr. WHEELER also introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the House that from and after this date the 
House convene daily at 11 o’clock a, m. 
JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. ROGERS introduced the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judi be instructed to inquire intothe 
propriety of amending the existing laws regulating the jurisdiction of the circuit 
courts of the United States,in order to correct the practice reported to exist insome 
of said courts of allowing suits to be mainta’ therein by assignees of choses 
in action, not made by a corporation, which could not have been maintained 


therein if no assignment had been made; and that said committee report by bill 
or otherwise. 


SAN LUIS OBISPO A PORT OF ENTRY AND DELIVERY. 


Mr. VANDEVER introduced a bill (H. R. 12102) to extend the privi- 
leges of immediate transportation to San Luis Obispo, and to constitute 
said place a port of entry and delivery; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MONTEREY HARBOR, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. VANDEVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 12103) to authorize 
the purchase of land in front of Point Pinos ligh at the en- 
trance of per Harbor, California; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

rinted. 7 
. MANAGER OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 

Mr. MORROW (by Mr. McKenna) introduced a joint resolution 
James A. Waymire, of California, a manager 
for the national soldiers’ homes for disabled soldiers, to fill the 
caused by the death of William Blanding; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

INDIAN LANDS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. 12104) to 
extend ae the act of February 8, 1887, providing for the 
caf ter ashlee denn ta ea tito sealing wien the Kioaat, 
and for other to the in upon l 
River Saeeutionl in California; which was read a first and second ti: 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.’ 


1889. 
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SANITARY INSPECTOR, MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 
| Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, introduced a bill (H. R. 12105) to pro- 


de for a special eye! inspector in the oa rye, are Service; 


hich was read a first second time, referred to the 
, and ordered to be printed. 


STREET LETTER-BOXES. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 12106) toauthorize the Post- 
master-General to advertise for and purchase improved street letter- 
boxes and locks and keys; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 


mmittee on 


INTERNATIONAL MONEY-ORDERS. 


Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 12107) to increase the 


maximum amount of international money-orders from $50 to $100; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commitiee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


BRANCH POST-OFFICE, WASHINGTON, 


Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 12108) to authorize the 


Postmaster-General to rent a suitable building on Capitol Hill, in the 


ity of Washington, for use as a branch of the Washington City post- 
otnee ; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 12109) to amend section 
3999 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the railway mail service in 
carrying the mails, and section 4001, relating to the compensation ot 
pears for carrying the mails, and to providea penalty for neglect and 

to carry the mails by railroads; which was read a first and 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
and ordered to be printed. 


BUYING AND SELLING VOTES. 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H.R. 12110) to pun- 
ish buying and selling votes, and for other purposes ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL MILITARY AND NAVAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 12111) to establish a 
national military and naval museum in the city of Washington ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTEREST-BEARING DEBT, UNITED STATES. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (H. R. 12112) to provide for refund- 
ing the outstanding interest-bearing debt of the United States, and 
to make provision for retiring national-bank notes and substituting 
therefor United States notes ; which was read a first and sec- 
‘ond time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask by unanimous consent that the entire bill be 
printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill to provide for refunding the outstanding interest-bearing debt of the 
United states, and to make vision for national-bank notes and 

substituting therefor United 
Be it 


Treasury notes for currency. 

enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
issue in sums notexceeding in the aggregate $1,000,000,000, ares to exceed so 
much thereof as be required to refund the present interest-bearing debt of 
the United States which is now represented by coupon or registered bonds bear- 
oe gy oye yaa 
ons or some m °! sum nm co © present 
d sehoumahives aiak tan wal in such manner as is herein- 
pre ~ Said bonds ~ bear ee ee provided, such in- 

terest payable quarterly each year, 80 issued, togethe 
the interest thereon, shall be free from taxation in any form, under one 
un’ local authority, and shall be exempt from the payment of 


z 
3 
: 


cent. per annum, such bonds to be received at and accrued interest. 
. Whenever and as soon as the sales herein provided for shall 
m of $10,000,000, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
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equal amount of the now outstanding bonds of the United States at par and ac- 
crued interest, and the bonds so called shall be canceled and discharged in the 
manner now provided for bylaw. And in like manner the said Secretary shall 
continue the sale of the bonds as provided for in this act, and shall redeem and 
refund the present outstanding 4 and 4} per cent. bonds untilall are redeemed, 
refunded, or paid. 

Sec. 5. That every association now formed for the purpose of banking under 
existing laws of the United States, or which may hereafter be formed under the 
same or amendments thereto, may, in the manner provided for by law, deposit 
with and transfer to the Treasurer of the United States the bonds issued under 
the provision of this act, and bearing interest at the rate of 2 percent. per an- 
num, in sums of $10,000 or any multiple thereof, and shall receive from the 
ury Department an equal amount of Treasury notes at their face value, in all 
respects like the notes now in circulation, which shall be for that pur- 
pose issued by the Treasury Department in the manner provided for by law. 

Sec. 6. Thatthe bonds transferred to and deposited with the Treasurer of the 
United States, as hereinbefore provided, by any banking association forexchange 
for United States Treasury notes shall be held forthat purpose and for the bene- 
fit of such banking association; and such association shall have the right, at the 
expiration of any quarter in which the interest on said bonds becomes due and 

yable, to repay to the Treasury any portion of the amount of United States 
reasury notes received by such banking association for the bonds so deposited 
equaling the par value of any bond or multiple thereof, whereupon such bon 
or bonds shall be exempt from the custody and control of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and shall be subject only to the custody and control of such banking asso- 
ciation: Provided, however, That said banking association may, atany subsequent 
time during its Cy existence, again deposit with and transfer such bonds, 
or any of them, with the Treasurer and receive in lieu thereof United States 
Treasury notes subject to the conditions provided for in this act. 

Sec. 7. That from and after the delivery by the Treasury Department to any 
banking association provided for in this act, or to any banking association 
formed under the laws now in force, of Treasury notes now issued as provided 
for in section 5 of this act, and until the return of such Treasury notes by said 
banking association, such association shal! accept and receive from the United 
States 1 per cent. per een. See quarterly, in full payment for interest on 
the bonds remaining deposi by it as security for Treasury notes so as afore- 
said delivered to such banking association : And it is further provided, That the 
one-quarter of the 1 per cent. thus allowed to the banking association shall be 
retained annually by the Treasu a and held in trust for the benefit 
of all the banking associations t shall accept of the provisions of this act, 
and the same shall constitute a fund to be known as the depositors’ fund. 

Sec. 8. The depositors’ fund, provided for in section 7 of this act, shall be used 
as follows: Whenever any banking association doing business under this act, 
or any act to which this is amendatory, shall fail to pay its depositors in full, it 
shall be the duty of the Comptroller of the Currency to appoint a receiver for 
such associetion in the same manner as is now provided for by law in cases 
where banking associations fail to redeem their notes of issue; and if after dis- 
posing of all the assets of such association, and exhausting the liabilities of its 
directors under existing law in the manner now provided, it sha!] be found that 
the proceeds of such assets are insufficient to pay in full and discharge such lia- 
bilittes to depositors, then the deficiency shall be made good so far as possible 
from the depositors’ fund, as aforesaid provided. 

Sec. 9. It shall be lawful for the holders of any of the bonds bearing 2} per 
cent. interest, issued under the provisions of this act at any time previous to 
the call of the said bonds for redemption by the Treasury of the United States, 
to exchange the same for bonds bearing 2 per cent. interest, authorized in this 
act at par and accrued interest for each class, and any 2 per cent. bonds so issued 
for the redemption of bonds bearing 2} per cent. interest shall be subject to the 
same conditions as the 2 pon Seat bonds first issued under this act. 

Sec. 10. Wheneverthe aoe of the Treasury has received the notes of sol- 
vent national banks in payment for bonds issued under the provisions of this 
act, he shall hold the same for redemption by the banking associations issuing 
the same, and said associations may, under such rules and regulations as the 
Treasury Department shall prescribe, exchange any bonds now held by the 
Treasury and belonging to any banking association for bonds bearing 2 per 
cent. interest, to be issued under the provisions of this act; and the Treasury 
Department shall, if so required by any suchassociation, provide for and carry 
into effect any exchange of Treasury notes for national-bank notes that may be 
n to retire such bank notes by substituting therefor Treasury notes, as 
provided for in this act. 

Sec, ll. That the maximum amount of United States notes outstanding and 
to bé used as a part of the circulating medium, as provided for in section 6 of 

‘An act fixing the amount of United States notes, providing for a redistribution 
of national-bank currency, and for other pu ,’ passed June 20, 1874, be, 
and hereby is, authorized to be enlarged by such an amount as may be required 
to substitute such United States notes for national-bank notes, and to furnish 
to national banks a circulating medium for the amount of bonds deposited by 
national banking institutions, as provided for in this act ; but nothing contained 
in this actshall be so construed as to authorize the retiring of the United States 
Treasury notes now outsanding from circulation, as provided for by law. 

Sec, 12, From and after the of this act it shall not be lawful for any 
banking association to issue national oank-notes, and as soon assuch notes now 
outstanding are retired in the manner provided for in this act, they shall be can- 
ecled and destroyed in the manner provided for by law. 

Sec. 13, All banking associations organized under the provisions of this act, 
or which, being now organized, may at 4 time surrender the bonds of the 
Government owned by them and held by the Secretary of the Treasury as se- 
curity for the circulating notes of such banking association for the pur of 
exc the same for the 2 per cent. bonds authorized by thisact, and which 
shall receive Treasury notes for the purpose of circulation, shall be governed in 
every seaport by the laws now existing for the government and regulation of 
national ks, except so far as relates to national-bank notes ; but all laws re- 
lating to the redemption and cancellation of national-bank notes shall remain 
in force and operation aslong as any such national-bank notes are outstand- 
ing unredeemed. 

mC, 14. That section 1 of an act to enable national banking associations to ex- 
tend their corporate existence, and for other purposes, passed July 12, 1882, be so 
amended as to read as follows: ‘“‘ That any national banking association organ- 
ized under the acts of February 25, 1863, June 3, 1864, and February 14, 1880, or 
under sections 5133, 5134, 5135, 5136, and 5154 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, may, at any time within the two years next previous to the date of the 
expiration of its corporate existence under the present law, and with the ap- 
proval of the Comptroller of the Currency, to be granted as hereinafter pro- 
vided, extend its period of succession b¥ amending its articles of association for 
a term of not more than twenty years from the expiration of succession named 
in said articles of association, and at the expiration of such extended corporate 
existence such banking associatiommay in like manner extend its succession 
for the further period of twenty years, and shall have such succession for such 
extended period, unless sooner dissolved by the act of shareholders owning two- 
thirds of i stock, or unless its franchise becomes forfeited by some violation of 
law, ee ae _ repealed.” aie - 

SEc. e Secretary o e Treasury may make su es and regu- 
lations, not inconsistent with the provisions of this act,as in his judgment may 
be required for carrying into effect the same, 
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Szc. 16. All laws ind parts of laws now in force contnory Sos to the be poyrisiene of 


this act are hereby repealed. 
and after its passage. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL, CHICAGO. 


This act shall take effect and 


Mr. ADAMS introduced a bill. (H. R. 12113) for the establishment 
of a light-house cod steam fog-signal on the outer breakwater at the 
which was read a first and second time, referred 


harbor of Chicago, iL : 

to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
STEAM-TENDER FOR GREAT LAKES. 

ADAMS also introduced a bill (H. R. 12114) for an 


i, for the construction of a steam-tender for the service of the Giost 


Lakes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coxamerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 12115) toamend seetion 4724 
of the Revised Statates, relating to pensions; which was read a first 


amd second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 


ordered to be printed. 
NATIONAL PENITENTIARY. 


Mr. MORRILL (by Mr. Prerees) introduced a bill (H. R. 12116) for 
penitentiary; which was read a first and 


the construction of a national 
second time, referred to the Committeeon Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. RB. 12117) toamend and re- 
eract section 5 of an act entitled “An act to divide the State of Lou- 
isiana into two judicial districts,’’ approved March 3, 1881; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


ir. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 12118) concerning the service of 
charitable 


members of in connection with institations in the 

District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to tae Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
STRAM-TENDER FOR GREAT LAKES. 

Mr. CUTCH BON introduced a bill (H. BR. 12119) renee meee os oe 
tion for the construction of a steam-tender for service of Great 
Lakes; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTRUCTION OF TORPEDO-BOATS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 12120) for the construction 
of four semi-submerging torpedo-boats with protected, deflect- 
ive decks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BELDUKE COMBINATION PROPELLER. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 12121) for testing the 
Belduke combination ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affaira, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BOLAS ON SATURDAY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Rules: 


WwW this House has until half past 10 o'clock 
“yh - om f the ——_ of quevemn those evenings 
xy reason © au on 
nscale da Sof Covent gato none slie ought 
Vhereas, e 
ay ne ee dee 


the remainder of the session, on Saturday of each 
of the Journal, all bills ea the 


Private Calendar mpme ie 
to private pensions sh 1 be the first and only only business until they are disposed 
ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN THE STATE OF MISSISSIPPI, 

Mr. HOOKER introduced a bill (H. R. 12122) to provide for an ad- 
ditional jndge in the State of ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREE COLAAGE OF SILVER. 


Mr, BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 12123) for the free coinage of 


silver, and other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered 


BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI RIVER NEAR S&T, CHARLES, MO. 


Mr. HATCH imtroduced a bill (H. R. 12124) te amend an act en- 
construction of 


titled *‘An act to authorize the 


a over the Mis- 
souri River at the most accessible between the mouth of the 
Ree Oe ne ee ee ee Charles, 


in the county of St. Charles, in the State of Missouri;”’ which was 


&@ first and secend time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 


ordered to be printed. 


REORGANIZATION AND EQUALIZATION, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. McKINNEY request) introduced a bill R. 
organize and equation the rank as pay of an gotunnd of 








i 


Ehates BOWE, oes Sn ole eeu: eile wee wel 2 Sark end sweat 
——— 3 the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to bq 
prin 

LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL IN PRINCESS BAY, NEW YORK. 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 12126) 
the establishment of a and a fog-signal at Old O 
Shoal, in Princess Bay, State of New York; rn nae 2 iaban 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
to be printed. 


CARRIAGE OF DANGEROUS ARTICLES ON PASSENGER STEAMERS. 


Mr. COX introduced a bill (H. R. 12127) to amend section 4472 o} 
the Revised Statutes, the carriage of dan 
passenger and for other purposes; which 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 


be priuted. 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. TRACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 12128) providing for the en, 
forcement of the eight-hour law on Government premises; es 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TRA I ask unanimous consent to have that bill printed 
in the Rrcorp. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent to have the bill which he has just introduced printed in the 
Recorp. Is thereobjection? [Afterapause.| The Chairs hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


The bill is as follows: 
Be @ enacted, etc., ee Se eae 
of the United States with any 


corporation, person, 
hanics whil loyed ewan ai Je 
dhe Unised Staten at weak sequaad tysmhesionat 

DANGER TO NAVIGATION. 

Mr. FARQUHAR (by request) introduced a bill a. R. 12129) to 
prevent dangers to ocean, and river uavigation from rafts of logs 
or timber; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 
FORBLDDING CLERKS, ETC., OF COURTS ACTING AS RECEIVERS, ETC. 

Mr. FARQUHAR also introduced a bill (H. R. 12130) to amend act 
of March 3, 1879, chapter 183 (Supplement to Revised tes, page 
464, paragraph 2); which was a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 
Mr. COWLES introduced a bill (H. R. 12131) to amend the inter- 


laws. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
Mr. COWLES. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. I do so for the reason that on the 17th day of last 


the performance of work, 
eight hours shall anninats a da 


to the internal 
oe to read the bill. 
( the reading). ‘The statement of the 
gentleman from North Dates Tacos na 
Mr. COWL I desire to make a verbal amendment in the bill as 


1889. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is upon referring this bill to the Com- 
mittee on ee Upon this question the yeas and nays have 
been ord 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
126, nays 91, not voting 106; as follows: 


YEAS—126. 
Adams, Cowles, Hermann, Peters, 
= — —— es, — 
Allen, mmings, ires, ‘ost, 
Arnold, Cutcheon, Hitt, Pugsley, 
Atkinson, Dalzell, Holmes, Romeis, 
Baker, N. Y. Darlington, Hopkins, Il. Rowell, 
Baker, Ill. Davis, Hopkins, Va, Scull, 
Bayne, Dingley, Houk, Seymour, 
peeen. — ¥ Hunter, aunt, 
ham. ugherty, pooner, 
Bliss, : Duaher, Johnston, N, ©, Steele, 
Boothman, Ermentrout, Kelley, Stephenson, 
om oN Felis Ki nl —. 
n, err, 
Bowen, Finley, Ketcham, Symes, 
Brewer, Flood, La Follette, Tauibee, 
Brower, Forney, Laidlaw, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Browne, T.H.B.,Va.Fuller, Long, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. Funston, Mason, as, Ky. 
Buchanan, Gallinger, McClammy, ‘Thomas, Wis 
Gear, McComas, Thompson, Ohio 
Burrows Gest, McCormick, Tillman, 
Campbell,T. J.,.N.Y¥.Glass, Milliken, Vandever, 
Candler, Greenman, Moffitt, Warner, 
Carlton, Grosvenor, Newton, Weber, 
Caruth, Grout, Nichols, West, 
Caswell, y O’Donne Williams, 
Clark, Harmer, O’Ferrall, Woodburn, 
Cogswell, Haugen, O'Neill, Mo. ee 
Comyiton, Hayden, ost. 
Conger, Henderson, Iowa Owen, 
Cooper, Henderson, Ill. Perkins, 
NAYS—91. 
Abbott, Dibble, McAdoo, E Russell, Mass. 
Allen, Miss. Dock M c Sayers, 
Anderson, Iowa |Enloe, McKenna, Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Foran, McKinney, Sowden, 
Anderson, Gibson, MeMillin, Spinola, 
Barnes, Hall, McRae, Springer, 
Biggs, Hatch, Mills, Stewart, Tex. 
Blanchard, Heard, — Montgomery, Stewart, Ga, 
Bland, Hemphill, oore, , Stockdale, 
——. Herbert, Morgan, Stone, Ky. 
reckinridge, Ky. Holman, Nelson, Stone, Mo. 
Burnes, Hudd, Norwood, _ 
urnett, Hutton, Oates, Thompson, Cal 
num, Jones, O’Neall, Ind. racey, 
o nts, Kilgore, Outhwaite, Townshend, 
Cobb, ‘oon, a Turner, Ga 
Cothran, Landes, Perry, Walker, 
Crain, Lane, Phelan, Washington, 
Crisp, Lanham, Randall, Wheeler, 
Culberson, Macdonald, Rice, Whiting, Mich, 
Dargan, Maish, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Davidson, Ala. Mansur, d Yoder. 
Davidson, Fla. Martin, Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—106, 
Anderson, Kans. Fisher, Lodge, Rusk, 
Bacon, Fitch, Lyman, . 
Bankhead, Ford, —_. Sawyer, 
Barry, , t, Scott, 
Boutelle, Gaines, Mahoney, Seney, 
Breckin . Gay, Matson, Shaw, 
Browne, hs Glover, M Sherman, 
Brown, Ohio Goff, McKinley, Smith, 
rumm, Granger, McShane, Snyder, 
‘ Merriman, Stahinecker, 
nell, Guenther, Morrill, Thomas, Ill. 
— Hayes, Morrow, Turner, Kans. 
tterworth, Henderson, N.C. Morse, Vance, 
Campbell, F., N, Y. Hogg, Neal Wade, 
Campbell, ’ Nutting. eaver 
Hopkins, N.Y.  O’Neill, Pa. White, Ind 
Catchings, Hovey, er, White, N. ¥. 
Cheadle, Howard, Patton, Whiting, Mass. 
Johnston, Ind, yson, hit . 
Clardy, Kean, Penington, Wickham, 
Cockran, Tagan. Phelps, Wilber, 
Collins, ‘ Pideock, Wilkins, 
Cox, Latham, . ilkinson 
Davenport, Lawler, Reed, Wilson, Minn. 
De Lano, Lee, eee 
Dunn, . 
Elliott, Lind, Russell, Conn. 


So the bill was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
2 ee eee: 


Prpcock with Mr. Jounston, of Indiana, on all political ques- 


tions, until further notice. 


to refer was agreed to; and also move that the 
laid on the table. 


by a motion to reconsider. 


which the motion 
to reconsider be 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Upon that I ask for a divis- 


The SPEAKER. The rules of the House provide that a bill which 
has been referred to a committee can not be brought back to the House 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, who also announced that the President had approved bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. 10323) toincorporate the American Historical Associa- 
tion; 

Anact (H. R. 10869). to construct a read from Florence, 8. C., to the 
national cemetery adjacent thereto; and 

An act (H. R. 10023) to authorize the Cairo and Tennessee River 


Railroad Company to construct bridges across the Tennessee and Cum- 
berland Rivers, 






















LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr, FRENCH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
two days, on account of important business. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDING, GREENSBOROUGH, N. C. 
Mr. BROWER introduced a bill (H. R. 12132) appropriating the 
sum of $20,000 for the enlargement and improvement of the United 
States Government building at Greensborough, N. C.; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAXES, 


Mr. BROWER also introduced a bill (H. R. 12133) to repeal the tax 
on tobacco in all its forms, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWER moved that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Brower, and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BROWER. [I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 42 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 101, nays 117, not 
voting 105; as follows: 





YEAS—101, 
Adams, Cutcheon, Hopkins, Ill. Rowell, 
Allen, Maas. Dalzell, Hopkins, Va. Ryan, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, Houk, Scull, 
Arnold, Davis, Hunter, Seymour, 
Atkinson, Dorsey, Jackson, Simmons, 
Baker, N. Y. Dunham, Johnston, N, OC, Spooner, 
Baker, Ill. Farquhar, Kennedy, Stephenson, 
Bayne, Finley, Kerr, Stewart, Vt. 
Belden, F! i Ketcham, Struble, 
Boothman, Fuller, Laidlaw, Taulbee, 
Bound, Funston, Lind, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bowden, Gaines, Lodge, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brower, Gallinger, Long, Thomas, Ky. 
Browne,T.H.B., Va, Gear, McComas, Thomas, Il. 
Brown, Ohio Gest, Milliken, Thomas, Wis. 
Brown, J.R.,Va. Grosvenor, Moffitt, Vandever, 
Buchanan, Harmer, Nelson, Warner, 
Burrows, Haugen, Nichols, Weber, 
non, Hayden, Owen, West, 
Casweil, Henderson,Iowa Payson, Williams, 
Clark, Henderson, Ill, Perkins, Woodburn, 
Cogswell, Hermann, Peters, Yardley 
Conger, Hiestand, Plumb, Yost, 
Cooper, Hires, Post, 
Cowles, Hitt, Pugsley, 
Crouse, Holmes, Romeis, 
NAYS—117. 
Abbott, Cummings, Landes, Rice, 
Allen, Miss. Dargan, Lane, Richardson, 
Anderson, Iowa Davidson, Ala. Lanham, Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Fla, ee, rs, 
Anderson, Ili. Dibble, Macdonald, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Dingley, Maish, Seney, 
Barnes, Dockery, Mansur, Shively, 
Dougherty, Martin Sowden, 
Blanchard, Enloe, Matson, Spinola, 
land, Foran, McAdoo, Springer, 
Bliss, Ford, McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Forney, McCreary, Stewart, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gibson, McKinney, Stockdale, 
Bryce, Glass, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Buckalew, Greenman, McRae, Stone, Mo. 
Burnes, Grimes, Mills, Tarsney, 
Bynum, Grout, Montgomery, Thompson,Cal. 
Cam ll, T.J.,N.Y.Hall, Moore, Tillman, 
Candler, Hare, Morgan, Tracey, 
Carlton, Hatch, Newton, Townshend, 
Caruth, Hayes, Norwood, Turner, Ga. 
Chipman, Hemphill, Oates, Vance, 
Clements, Herbert, O'Donnell, Walker, 
Cobb, Holman, O’ Ferrall, Washington, 
Compton, Hudd, O’ Neall, Ind. Weaver, 
Cothran, Hutton, Outhwaite, Whiting, Mich. 
x, Jones, Peel, Wilkinson. 
Crain, Kelley, Perry, 
Crisp, Eilers, Phelan, 
Culberson, Laffoon, Randall, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Anderson, Kans. Bowen, Bunnell, a Ohio 
Bacon, Breckinridge, Ark. Burnett, ings, 
Barry, Brewer, Butler, Cheadle, 
Bing . Browne, Ind. Butterworth, y; 
Boutelle, Brumm, Campbell, F.,N. ¥. Cockran, 
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Collins, Johnston, Ind. Neal, Snyder, 
Davenport, Kean, Nutting, Stahlnecker, 
De Lano, La Follette, O'Neill, Pa, Steele, 

Dunn, Lagan, O'Neill, Mo, Symes, 

Elliott, Laird, Osborne, Thompson, Ohio 
Ermentrout, Latham, Parker, Turner, Kans, 
Felton, Lawler, Patton, Wade, 

Fisher, Lehlbach, Penington, Wheeler, 
Fiteh, Lyman, Phelps, White, Ind. 
French, Lynch, Pideock, White, N. Y. 
Gay, Maffett, Rayner, Whiting, Mass, 
Glover, Mahoney, ' ‘ Whitthorne, 
Goff, Mason, Rockwell, Wickham, 
Granger, McCormick, Rowland, Wilber, 
Guenther, McCullogh, Russell, Conn. Wilkins, 
Heard, McKenna, Russell, Massa, Wilson, Minn. 
Henderson,N.C, McKinley, Rusk, Wilson, W. Va. 
Hogg, McShane, Sawyer, Wise 

Hooker, Merriman, Scott, Yoder. 
Hopkias, N. Y. Morrill, Shaw, 

Hovey, Morrow, Sherman, 

Howard, Morse, Smith, 


So the motion to refer the bill to the Committee on War Claims was 
not agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr, SHERMAN, on all political questions, for the 
remainder of the day. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. McK Enna, for the remainder of the day. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR introduced a bill (H. R. 12134) to make and alter 
regulations as to the times, places, and manner of holding elections 
for Representatives in Congress; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on the Election of President and 
Vice-President and Representatives in Congress, and ordered to be 
printed, 

EMPLOYES IN INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, ETC. 

Mr. GROSVENOR also introduced a resolution calling upon the 
Secretary of the Interior for certain information in regard to employés 
in his Department, etc. ; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

STEAM-TENDER FOR LIGHT-HOUSE DISTRICTS. 

Mr. FORAN introduced a bill (H. R. 12135) making capes for 
the construction of a steam-tender for service in the ninth and eleventh 
light-house districts; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING OF CAPITOL. 


Mr. DIBBLEintroduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 253) to provide for 
electric lights and call-bellsin the House wing, Rotunda, and Tholus of 
the Capitol at Washington; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC PARK IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 12136) authorizing and es- 
tablishing a public park in the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


SECURITIES OF INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 12137) 
relating to the deposit of securities of insurance companies; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC ORDER DURING INAUGURATION. 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 12138) to secure the main- 
tenance of public order during the inauguration of 1889; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTIONS OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mr. HOUK iutroduced a bill (H. R. 12139) to make and alter 


regu- 
lations as to the times, places, and manner of hold elections for 
Representatives in Congress; which was read a first second time, 


referred to the Committee on the Election of President and Vice-Presi- 
dent and Representatives in Congress, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TEXAS, 


Mr. HARE introduced a bill (H. R. 12140) to amend an act ap- 
proved Febraary 24, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act to create the northern ju- 
dicial district of the State of Texas, and to change the eastern and 
western judicial districts of said State, and to fix the time and places 
of helding courts in said districts,’ and to amend an amendment of 
said act approved June 16, 1879; which was read a first and second 


aes to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 





DENISON AND WASHITA VALLEY RAILWAY. 


Mr. HARE also introduced a bill (H. R. 12141) to amend section 9 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act te authorize the Denison and Washita Val- 
ley Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Indian Territory, and for other p ”’ approved July 1, 1886 ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RATIO OF REPRESENTATION. 

Mr. HARE also introduced a bill (H. R. 12142) to fix the ratio of 
representation for each Representative in Congress under the eleventh 
decennial census ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Eleventh Census, and ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF SILVER. 


Mr. HARE also introduced a bill (H. R. 12143) to provide for the 
increased coinage of silver, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. HARE also introduced a bill (H. R. 12144) to repeal an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to enable national banking associations to extend 
their corporate existence, and for other purposes,”’ approved July 12, 
1882; which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

. ELECTRICITY AS A MOTIVE POWER. 

Mr. THOMAS = ee introduced a bill - y sieatio - 
experimenting with electricity as a motive power in its application 
marinearchitecture; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INHABITANTS OF FLAGSTAFF, ARIZ. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. 12146) for the re- 
lief of the inhabitants of the town of Flagstaff, county of Yavapai 
Territory of Arizona; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WILLIAMS introduced a bill (H. R. 12147) to amend section 
354 of the Revised Statutes-of the United States relating to the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF UTAH. 

Mr. DUBOIS ted a memorial ofthe Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of icnegdant the admission of Utah as a State; which was 
read, and by unanimous consent ordered to be printed in the Recorp 
as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 1. ‘ 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


porte cas cans Uipad agate dineng tateana tector. ond con 
outnum ns , and con- 
— r many years to come would, have absclute control of all 


1 pretenses of an abandonmen’ and other crimes 
against the laws of the United States are ie oe 

oO ee ee, uainted with the abhorred practices of the 
Church, a favorable to the proposed admission of said 
Te 


That turning over of a State ment to said Mormon Ch 
Londen Ghoneal Saha ts aunntonadl anpelline Soemaipenae dnaadhs teoens 


sate Speaker of the House, 

Passed the onan Dossuptes She Sly A, J. P. CLOUGH, 
President of the Council, 

senee E. J. CURTIS 


Secretary of Idahe 
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Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the reference of this memorial to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. . 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. It seems to me that properly this 
memorial should go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the memorial could be referred 
= to the Committee on the Territories or to the Committee on the 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that it go to the same committee to which has 
been —— the proposition for the admission of Utah into the Union 
as & 

Mr. DuBo!s’s motion was agreed to; and the memorial was referred 
to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. TOOLE request) introduced a bill (H. R. 12148) to grant to 
the Territory of Montana the abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation 
in said Territ for educational purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


MONTANA WESLEYAN UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. TOOLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 12149) for the 
incorporation of the Montana Wesleyan University; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


organization and 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CROW INDIAN RESERVATION, MONTANA. 


Mr. TOOLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 11150) grant- 
ing to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Company a right of way through 
a part of the Crow Indian reservation, in Montana Territory; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RIGHT OF WAY, FORT CUSTER MILITARY RESERVATION, MONTANA. 
Mr. TOOLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 12151) grant- 


ing to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Company a right of way across 


the Fort Custer military reservation; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
BUSINESS OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 
Mr. McCREARY submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Thursday, 24th day of January, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, be set for the cons m of measures reported by the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, in such order as may be by said com- 
mittee, not to in re with appropriation or revenue bills, and if in ~~! case 
whatever said day shall not be so used, this order shall continue from day to 
day until a day is occupied. 


ENOS’S MACHINE FOR COUNTING AND RECORDING VOTES. 


Mr. COGSWELL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 
rt on 


That the Committee on Rules be directed to inquire and re 
the expediency of introducing a machine into the House, patented by John A. 
Enos, for the purpose of facilitating the counting and recording of votes. 
JUDGMENTS OF CONSULAR COURTS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


by virtue of the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 22, 
1860 (Statutes at Large, volume 12, page 73), entitled “‘ An act to carry into effect 
pro treati 


of the es between the United States, China, Japan, Siam, Per- 


sia, and other counteene, evens certain judicial powers to ministers and consuls 
or other functionaries of the United States in those 

the United States at Peking, has formally 
— of August 18, 1888, semen. ameetions vernin 
States in China, the having vi assented to by all th - 
sular cdiemnell this Government in adamcaes” . oe 


countries, and for other pur- 
poses,” Charles Denby, 
tion of judgments by confession in the courts of Unite 
same been 
with section 4119 of the Revised Statutes of the 
of the 


in accordance 
United —. the sixth section act above maoateonae, and — 
that such regulations to the Secretary o te 
“to be laid before for revision,” I do herewith transmit to the Con- 


= a copy of Mr. a dispatch, No. 754, of November 5, 1888, containing 
rs 5 GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EX®cuTIvVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 14, 1889. 
; DIFFERENTIAL RATES OF TONNAGE DUES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress and such in 
of the mas presented as may seem necessary and proper, a 


ndatory provisions of the act of June 19, 1886, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

MAnston, 

Washington, January 14, 1889, 





ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill + 944) increasing the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth Scott; and 

A bill (H. R. 5985) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Ann Cross, 
Mrs. Minnie L. Gardiner, and Mrs. Lilia May Pavy to $30 per month. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles; ia which concurrence was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 3804) for the relief of the occupants of the town of Flag- 
staff, county of Yavapai, Territory of Arizona; and 

A bill (S. 3782) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act declaring that cer- 
tain water-reserve lands in the State of Wisconsin are and have been 
subject to the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act grant- 
ing to railroads the right of way through the public lands of the United 
States,’ approved March 3, 1875,’’ approved September 10, 1888. 


UNITED STATES APPRAISER’S WAREHOUSE AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. MASON submitted a resolution to investigate charges of irregu- 
larity in regard to letting of contract for the erection of United States 
appraiser’s warehouse at Chicago; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


RESERVED FILES IN CLERK’S OFFICE. 


Mr. SHIVELY submitted a resolution for the preservation of reserved 
files in the Clerk’s document-room; which was referred to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 
Mr. TAULBEE, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that mem- 


— having reports to make may be permitted to file them with the 
erk. 


There was no objection. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

JOHN W. KENNEDY. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 4137) for therelief of John W. Kennedy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JENNIE HARRIS. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 7858) granting a pension to Jennie 
Harris; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

W. S. HENRY. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R, 7941) for the relief of W. S. Henry; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET YOUNG. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11669) for the relief of Harriet Young; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. HARRY ADAMS. 
Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11779) for the relief of J. Harry Adams; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JACOB A. HENRY. 
Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3511) for the relief of Jacob A. Henry; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MEDALS TO SURVIVORS. 
Mr, STAHLNECKER, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 1534) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to procure and present suitable medals to the survivorsof the forlorn- 
hope storming party of Port Hudson; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
SURRENDER OF BURGOYNE. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER also, from the Committee on the Library, re- 
ported back favorably the bill'(S. 3460) to appropriate $10,000 for the 
completion of the monument commemorating the surrender of Bur- 
goyne at Saratoga; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
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JAIL AND COURT-HOUSE, WHITMAN COUNTY, WASH. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on the Territories, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11918) to authorize the board of county com- 
missioners of the county of Whitman, Washington Territory, to issue 
bonds and to build a court-house and jail and to sell and vire real 
estate for such purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD BRIDGES, 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R, 11782) to approve and ratify the construc- 
tion by the Vicksburg, Slireveport and Texas Railroad Company of the 
bridge over the Red River at Shreveport, La., and the bridge over the 
Ouachita River at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company 
to maintain said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stip- 
ulations and conditions; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE J. WEAVER. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8100) granting a pension to Annie 
J. Weaver; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE K. OTIS. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 3348) for the relief of George K. Otis; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PAWNBROKERS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 12154) as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 9082) to 
regulate and license pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REYORT OF HEALTH OFFICER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably a joint resolation (H. Res. 241) authorizing the printing 2,500 
extra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably a Senate concurrent resolution to print 4,000 copies of 
the report of the National Academy of Sciences for 1887; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, I ask consideration of the bill H. R. 11785, Re- 
port No. 3639, I will state that it relates to the laying of tracks at 
the Baltimore and Ohio depot for the pacers of the inauguration. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bil) (H. R, 11785) Spagna | the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia to permit the temporary occupation and crossing of certain streets 
city of Washington and District of Columbia by the tracks of the Baltimore 
Obio Railroad Company, to meet the ene of increased travel incident to 
the inaugural ceremonies on the 4th of March, 1889, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Against that I raise the question of consider- 
ation. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I rise to a point of order. 

‘The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ATKINSON. My point of order is this, that Rule X XVI pro- 
vides as follows: 

‘That the seeond and fourth each month, after the call of States 
and Territories, , when claimed the Committee on the District of Co- 
tumbia, be set apart for the cutnineraties 7 such business as may be 
by said com mittee. 

This rule, sir, is imperative, and it is not competent to antagonize the 
business of the Committee on the District of Columbia by raising the 
question of consideration. 

I desire further to call the attention of the Chair to the wording of 
the other eection of this same rule: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for the consideration of private busi- 
ness, tnicas otherwise determined by the House. 

Fridays therefore may, by the rule, be taken by some other com- 
mittee, or they may not be set apart for the consideration of private 
business, bat this particular day is reserved, by the express language 
of the rule, for the Committee on the District of Columbia, and nobody 
Se eRe DENN AE ey ene 

"PiThe SPEAKER. It is not competent for the House, except by an 
order made by unanimous consent, or upon a suspension of the rules, 


ae bree nein 


| or upon a report from 


the Committee on Rules, to vacate the order set- 
ting apart this day for the consideration of business reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. But it is in order for any 
gentleman on the floor of the House to raise the question of considera- 
tion on any bill called up by the ae may be done on 
Friday when, though private business may not be dispensed with, the 
question of consideration can be raised wit with reference to any private 
bill. The House might desire to go on with the consideration of busi- 
ness reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia but may 
not want to consider this particular bill; and the Chair has always 
held that the question of consideration can be raised against each bill. 
The Chair overrules the point of 
The question is, Will the House now to consider the bill 
called up by the gentleman from South lina? 
PO ara sp om and on a division there were—ayes 73, noes 


Mr. BLANCHARD. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER appoin as tellers Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr. 
HEMPHILL. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 98, noes 43. 
So (no further count being demanded) the House determined to con- 
sider the bill. 
TEMPORARY OCCUPATION OF CERTAIN STREETS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MoCreary in the chair). The 
House having determined to proceed with the consideration of the bill 
called spyhy, POGIeenne Sam rere ee 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Be ih enacted, <a, Tend of the District of Columbia are 
hereby au and directed to issue to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company a permit to lay and use, fora F 20, 1889, 
and exten to and including March 1 ne on the follow- 

streets and avenues 


Commencing Ree eeretecres 
eee oe od of D street, occupying tw 


two tracks to th New 
at the south side of 
the building line into 


Second. 

ing in a southerly d across E street 

square 681, the property of the Taltivnore aad and Ohio Railroad Company, and run- 

— parail . the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company’s freight ware- 
ouse 2 


Third. To cross the 
between F 


—_ 


street 
with five 


south 
— k i ‘Gere theast matte cak ae piehngs ‘of 
trac Ss now in use in the sou oO! 
cinsinr thisatuash to toueeh boame tien tonne tee ated March, inclusive 


Se Tees 

was accordingly third time, 

OT EMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by os 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EDUCATION IN THE MANUFACTURE OF SUGAR. 
Benn FUNSTON, by unanimousconsent, introduced a bill (H.R.12152) 
a sugar station for education in the manufacture of sugar; 

which Wii vend Ret Gal Guna time, referred to the Committee on 

Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, aeetonid te 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, 
a bill (H. R. 12158) for the erection 
Mass.; which was read a first and 
Mas; which was road a fst and eregn time, refered to the Con 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN PROPERTY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. ee SEN ee Bee eseeeh etree ihe bill 
OS eee a 
Be it enacted That the of of the act of the late 
tive assem pr 1 Droviions section 1 eo ‘ees 
epeny to eh ae ee San noe 21, 1871, and that 
commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby to make the 
necessary reductions in assessment for such work. 
Sec, 2. That drawback certificates for the amount of such reductions, with 
interest thereon to the date of the passage of this act, shall be issued to the 
holders of the liens the security for which is reduced by the operation of this 
act, and to such other as be found to have paid in excess of o 


359 
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The bill as amended was read the third time, and 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote which the bill 
ee that the motion toe reconsider be laid on 
The latter motion was agreed te. 


NAVIGATION OF THE POTOMAC RIVER. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I now ask consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 12009} to provide for keeping open the Potomac River. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

The bili was read, as follows: 

Sanadied, ae. MRSS SH OS SNES. 90 ap Cnanls Chamnnt up way yo nee 

: ay | oo during the sha of 1889 ‘and 1890, t ane Sp cnptohed 

under the direction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, one half 

tobe to the United States, and the other half to the District of Columbia, 
and to be immediately available. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move toamend by adding the letter ‘‘s”’ after 
‘* winter,’’ in thesixth line. It has been omitted in printing the bill. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina in charge of this bill if such an iation as this has ever 
been made heretofore; whether this is following in the line of pre- 
cedent, or whether it is entirely new legislation on the subject. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state to the gentleman that so far as my 
knowledge extends there has not heretofore been an appropriation made 
for this purpose. There wasa bill introduced here for the construction 
of an ice-boat to the river clear during the winter, but when we 
found that that could not make any headway so as to obtain the use of 
it during this season, we asked this appropriation for this winter and 
next. Only so muchof it is to be used as may in the discretion of the 
commissioners be found to be necessary. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I simply call attention to this fact, that in keep- 
ing open the rivers and harbors elsewhere in the United States the 
money used in building ice-boats has either been furnished by private 
individuals or corporations. I am not aware that anywhere else in the 
United States the Government has entered into keeping channels of 
communication open during the winter season. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Do you mean the city government or State gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I mean the city governments take care of this 
matter; and, in many cases, re enmneeearneees as they 
do in Detroit River. I was not aware the United States Govern- 
ment was entering into the practice of keeping open these channels of 
communication until this bill appeared. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But the gentleman will remember that we are 

for this city. We are doing here what the corporation of 
Baltimore does for 


Mr. FARQUHAR. By thisbill you make the United States do that. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. These matters have been taken from the city of 
Washington by the action of Congress itself, and the city can not do 
anything towards keeping open the channels. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. In words, you ask the people of my dis- 
trict to eo keeping the Potomac open. 

Mr, PHILL. Oh, no. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Qh, certainly. Now, I wish to say to the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina that I am willing to vote everything for 
the District that is ; but I think this is going a little outside 
of proper requirements. I do not know how accommodating it may be 
to anyone. Is it to keep the channel open between this city and Alex- 
andria, for instance, or is it to extend beyond the limit of the District? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, it is to keep the river open so far as it is 
senontegs So bore, op Soe. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. From Washington to the month of the river? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. While I do not want to make any particular ob- 
jection, as the District is somewhat the infant of the United States, yet 
it seems to me that those who are interested in it ought to attend to 
Foe Sean ere eee ene men in the clly ought to 
take care of such a matter as this without doing it out of the general 
tax funds of the United States. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The item under consideration isa very small one, I 
admit, but it is like the edge of a wedge. It is proposed to start in 
with a small appropriation and to continue that probably year after 
ear. If started it will continue to grow in magnitude as time rolls 
by nti the whole matter is laid wide open. Now, sir, I do not think 

is is a proper i tobe made. I am willing to go as far as 
any member of this House towards appropriations for the District of 
Columbia; but when we are to commence upon a new question and in- 
troduce a new class of iations for an entirely neay purpose | 
must oppose it. Itis a purpose heretofore unknown in this House of 
Representatives. It is a proposition which may have been made, but 
has never been granted, according to the statement of the chairman of 


the committee, and is one which, in my judgment, will establish a 
very dangerous precedent. I must oppose it, for in another year you 
— probably find in the river and harbor bill appropriations for simi- 


eg mare for other cities. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. There have been none. 

Mr. SPINOLA. There have been none, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors says; but you can not tell what will 
come. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. “Sufficient anto the day is the evil thereof.’’ 

Mr. SPINOLA. I admit that; but there has got to be a starting 
point for this new class of legislation and this new character of expend- 
iture, Therefore I trust that the appropriation may not be made. 

Mr. LEE. I do not think that my worthy friend from New York 
[Mr. Sprvoia] altogether understands the question. The city of 
Washington has been for many years, and oftentimes, subjected to 
great inconvenience and great expense by the Potomac River becom- 
ing blocked with ice. There have been efforts made from year to year 
to obtain an ice-boat to keep the river open, in which we have failed; 
and this isa measure simply and solely to provide for contingencies 
which may occur during this winter. The Potomac River furnishes 
the city of Washington with its fuel in a large part, and with its food 
in a large part. It is often the case that at some little reefs within 
20 miles of Washington there are ice blocks which have prevented nav- 
igation for a period of six weeks or two months, as the case may be. 
The United States stands in the same relation to the city of Washing- 
ton that the municipality of the city of New York does to the harbor 
of New York; and it is just as important to the United States because 
of the comfort of this city, and for the material which is used, that 
this river should be kept open, as it is for the harbor of New York or 
Baltimore, Philadelphia or Detroit, or any other great city of this 
country. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. And Congress is the legislature of the District. 

Mr. LEE. Congress is the legislature of the District, as my friend 
suggests. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this proposition is a 
fair, moderate, and proper one. The fact that this appropriation has 
not been made heretofore is, in my judgment, simply an additional 
reason why it should be made now and why we should begin to keep 
open the harbor of this great city, the capital of this ccountry, and I 
hope that my friend from New York will withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA ] raises a point of order, which the Chair will decide. Subsec- 
tion 3 of Rule XXI refers to general appropriation bills. The bill now 
under consideration is not a general appropriation bill, but is a bill to 
provide for keeping open the Potomac River. The point of order is 
therefore overruled. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I think that gentlemen have not 
exactly understood the character of this proposition. It is nota propo- 
sition to commit the United States to keeping open the rivers and 
harbors of this country. Gentlemen areall aware of the fact that every 
particle of legislation that is enacted for this District has to be done by 
Congress, and we are now simply proposing to do for this city what is 
done by other municipal corporations all over the country, as I am in- 
formed. Certainly it is done in Baltimore, and there the work of keep- 
ing open the harbor is provided for by the city council. This bill ap- 
propriates $10,000 for this purpose, to be paid one half by the District 
and the other half by the United States Government, just like any 
other public improvement in this District. If we were making pro- 
vision for the erection of a new post-office for this city (which every 
one of us will admit ought to be provided for), the cost of the structure 
would be paid one half by the General Government and one-half by the 
people of the District, in accordance with the provisions of the general 
law under which all appropriations are made for the District, which 
rests upon the theory that the Government owns one-half of the prop- 
erty here. Therefore, for Congress to make this appropriation is just 
the same as for the eity couneil of Baltimore to make an appropria- 
tion for keeping that harbor open. Now as to the necessity of this, if 
Baltimore finds it necessary to keep two boats for the purpose of keep- 
ing open its harbor, we certainly can safely appropriate $10,000 for one 
boat to keep open the harbor of Washington. There has not been any 
such appropriation as this heretofore, so far as I know, but that is no 
reason why it should not be made now if the expenditure is a proper 


one. ., 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Can the gentleman inform us out of what fund 
the money has been taken for this purpose heretofore? . 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Idonot know thatany money has been used for this 
putpose heretofore. So far as I know there has been no such appropri- 
ation made, but ever since the District government was abolished and 
Congress took control ef District affairs we have been appropriating the 
money for similar expenditures exactly in the same way. Therefore 
this is not anything extraordinary. The only thing extra or unusual 
about it is that it is an appropriation for the clearing of the harbor, a 
work which has not been provided for heretofore, so far as my knowl- 
edge goes, dvving the time that I have been in Congress; what was done 
before I came here I am not able to say. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But the work has been done before, has it not? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I say I do not know about that. 

























































Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, I take very much the position of my col- 
league from New Yotk [Mr. SprnoLA], that you are proposing here to 
vote an appropriation, and to continue it annually, for this purpose, 
whereas, heretofore, in all probability, the money for this work has 
been taken out of the contingent fund of the District, and now, that 
fund being exhausted, they come here for a special appropriation. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The gentleman does not seem to understand 
that the District commissioners do not have any contingent fund at 
their disposal. They do not have a dollar at their command that is 
not raised under an act of Congress, one half of it being paid by the 
people of this District and the other half by the Government. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. We all understand that. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. So that if this work has been paid for at all 
heretofore, it has been paid for out of the funds of the District. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And the question I want answered is, by what 
authority the money has been expended for this purpose heretofore? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I have said that, so far as I know, no such ex- 
penditcre has been made. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, it has been, as every member knows. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no information of it. 

Mr. LEE. I will say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Far- 
QUHAR] that I have no knowledge of any money having ever been ex- 
pended for this purpose. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. How did they get theice out of the harbor when 
there was ¢- flood here which was sending the water back over the low 
lands of the District? 

Mr. LEE. Isay it may have been done before, but I have no knowl- 
edge of it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, it has been done. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say that 
out of several contingent funds money has been expended from time to 
time in clearing the harbor of ice and perhaps clearing the river to 
some extent below, and, as I understand it, the object of the committee 
is to provide regularly for clearing the harbor and keeping it open. 
Certainly that is a work of necessity for this great — city of over 
& quarter of a million of people, and the reasons for this appropriation 
are just as strong and just as urgent as they are for an appropriation 
for sweepihg or paving the streets. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. As the streets are inside of the District I donot 
see that the cases are parallel. 

Mr. McCOMAS. 8o is the harbor and so is a portion of the river. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, I simply say, as I said before, that I do 
not object to the amount, but rather to the character of the precedent 
that it is proposed to establish. This bill pro that we shall go 
into the municipal work of clearing the harbor of this city, although 
other cities all over the country provide for clearing their own harbors, 
and where there are railroad corporations interested, as, for instance, 
at Detroit, they keep the harbor clear. 

Mr. LEE. What good would it do to clear the harbor of Washing- 
ton if the river 20 miles below was blocked with ice? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I agree that it would not do any good; but other 
parties ought to co-operate in a case of that kind. 


Mr. LEE. What other parties? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The railroad companies; as they do at Detroit, 
for instance. 

A Memprr. But if they do not do it, then people can not get into 
the harbor. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If they do not do it, they do not have any of the 
advantages. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. But we want the people to have the 
ad vantages. 


Mr, FARQUHAR. Iwould greatly prefer to vote this money into 
any contingent fund rather than have a precedent of this kind estab- 
lished. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This expenditure is icft entirely in the discretion 
of the commissioners, and they will el to work to clear out the 
ice here at Washington unless the river below is clear so that vessels 
can get in and out. I call for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peseks and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PROTECTION OF GIRLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I call up the bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the ct of Columbia. 

The bill as proposed to be amended by the Senate was read, as fol- 
lows: 

That every person who shall carnally and unlawfully know an 
under the age of sixteen years, or who shall be tosuch 
lawful knowledge before the fact in any Terri '. 
other place over which the United States exclusive 
sitct esate ak pane ae Ceeaiaral& Soe 
ou 8 
vioted thereof shall be punished iy imprisonment at hard “for the 


female 
and un- 
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ing to the District of Columbia, for the protection of 
lane in any Territory, the District of Columbia, or 
United States has ex: 


the conveyance the: 
power other than such as is asked for specially in this 
may be needed for a full understanding of the subject-matter referred 


of the purchase of such sites in tuture, to the end that proper | 
be effected for that purpose. 


lution of Jan 
chase of school sites in the District, having had the matter under careful con- 


sid , respectfully report: 
In the opinion of your committee i 
uo ctewel 


tion, insert the words “ station-houses 
the word “‘ purchase,” in the seventh 


line, insert the words “ and the amount so paid.” 
eighteenth line, insert, “‘the amount of 
thus amended your comm! 









JANUARY 14, 





offense not more than five years, and for the second or other offense for not 
more than ten 


Amend the title so as to read: “‘An act to amend the Statutes relat- 


Revised 

ls under sixteen —_ 
usive jurisdiction, and for other purposes.”’ - 2 
Mr. HEMPHILL. I am instructed by the committee to move that 


the House non-concur in the amendment of the Senate and ask for a 
conference. 


The motion was agreed to. 
PURCHASE OF REAL ESTATE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. The resolution offered by the gentleman from 


Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] (Miscellaneous Document No. 22) in rela- 
tion to the purchase of real estate for the District, and the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND], which were 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
by that committee to report back with a substitute therefor, which, in 
effect, is the resolution of the gentleman from 
HEND] with amendments, which wiil appear by the 
read. Let the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Towns- 
HEND] be read first. 


am directed 


Illinois [Mr. Towns- 
I ask to be 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 


furnish the House with a statement of all matters relating to the purchase of 
sites for public schools erected within the Distriet Gnler the pro- 
visions of the acts 
statement the location of said site, the amount 
amount was the fair market price of said 
whether the sites in question were purchased from the 
or through the intervention of agents, and if agents were em 
terms such employment was made, and if any sum was 
rendered commission 

whether 
ers of such sit 
middlemen, an 
sorted 


March 3, 1887 and Justy 18 1808, conbenet in such 
. e 8 
paid therefor, and whoher such 
site at the time of said p ; 
owners 


ved 


urchase ; 
thereof directly 
upon what 
for the services 
by such agent by the ers or with their knowledge, and also 
the deeds for such sites were made in all cases directly from the own- 
orinany and what case by the intervention of third or 
if by third deo or naakibemen why such m was re- 
to, and generally, all information the purchase of said sites and 
reof to said commissioners which they may have in their 

resolution, and which 


to, to- 
for the conduct 
ion may 


er with such recommendations as to may seem best 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Now let the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the reso- 
5, 1889, introduced by Mr. TownsHEND, relating to the pur- 


Seeman fa cee of tie etnge and acge erp 
a - an an iu 
facts in the matter. The committee LS 


Re Bete BAe nae oe i ve 
suggested the following amendments with the view of extending the scope of 
the statement called for: After the date “ 1888,” 


in the fifth line of the resolu- 
and all other public structures.” After 
line, insert the words “and what price 
the word ‘‘ knowl ,” in the eleventh 
word “ to,” in the 
rofit realized by middlemen.” As 
reco that the resolution pass, 


Mr. ATKINSON. I ask for the reading of the resolution referred to 


actual owners received.” After 


in the report. 


The resolution was 


in reported. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. “The substitute that is offered by the committee, 


Mr. Speaker, is simply intended—— 
Mr. TAULBEE. r. Speaker, I desire to reserve the point of order 


for the t the substitute. 
Mr, TEMPE Ms. er, the object of the resolution of the 


gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE], which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, was an investigation of the 
purchase of certain sites for public institutions made by the commis- 
sioners of = — ; sm rs Sa ee ee the a 
and report resolution favorably ouse. uen 

however, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ewomenent adeuued 
another resolution calling upon the commissioners for all the informa- 
tion they had with reference to the purchase of these sites. The Dis- 
trict Committee considered the matter and concluded that it was but 


aa TAULBEE] stand — the Calendar 

that it may be passed by the 

the the commissioners is not satisfactory. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I think the reason assigned by the 
ae cf tanaey ir tha unchaiien of inmaaniieeenetiel ly mao 
ution of ing resolution of investigation submi my- 

self is a sufficient why it should not be done. 

So far as my purpose in the 
investigation was 


: Sroka 
of whatever money t have 
Pande belonging 6 the District of Oolnaabla 





1889. 
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furnishes no information whatever upon which ings might be 
instituted looking to such recovery. a tte 

So far as the question of the rights of the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to be heard is concerned, there has been no allegation 
against them of an official character, hence their answer is unnecessary. 
It might, I think, with reason be assumed that during the course of 
an en to ascertain facts with reference to any of their acts 
they could be heard by witnesses and by documents, and whatever 
vindication they might rely on for their conduct in regard to the mat- 
ter could be fully heard and determined. There is, in my judgment, 
no danger whatever of our passing any law authorizing an institution 
of suits against the District_commissioners, except upon the fullest and 
most thorough investigation. 

I believe, sir, that the adoption of the resolution offered as a substi- 
tute will defer the consideration of this subject until such time as the 
House will be unable to pass any legislation whatever looking to the 
reimbursement of the District funds for the moneys erroneously taken 
from them, if such has been the case. 
Now, I believe if we need any information at all it will be such as 

ill enable us to understand how much money, if any, has been wrong- 

lly expended, and who have been the beneficiaries of the transactions; 
and then I presume we will be able to determine what proceedings 
will be proper looking to the recovery of the money. 

So far as I am concerned I am willing that the House shall take the 
matter as it is and vote upon it without further delay or the consump- 
tion of unnecessary time. I hope the substitute will be voted down, 
and that the resolution will be passed as it was reported originally by 
the committee, and in the concurrence in which I understand they 
are practically unanimous. 


SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 


pro by the committee. 
. HEMPHILL. There seems to be some little misapprehension, 
I understand. 


I desire to have the House pass the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsSHEND], which calls upon 
the commissioners for all the information in regard tothe matter. That 
gives their statement of the case. When thisis done, if that answer is 
not sufficient we can pass the resolution for an investigation, and in 
the mean time I will ask the House that the resolution of the gentleman 
from Kentu may remain on the Calendar where it can be reached 
the next ict a: 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Has not this matter been investigated to some 
extent elsewhere? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. All I know is that Mr. TAULBEE’s resolution 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and we 
heard some statements from the commissionersthere. But that state- 
ment was not in writing, nor was it taken down byastenographer. It 
was simply a verbal statement. 

Mr. GROUT. And not of record. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does not this statement show that in some cases 
the owners of real estate had been paid a sum larger than the asking 


ce? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, itshowed this, as far as the statement went, 
that there were certain 


persons e: by the commissioners as agents. 
who Me roperty at one price and sold at a higher price. 
Mr. B ANAN. Higher than was originally asked by the original 
owners? 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Ido not know that the price was higher than 
that which was paid to the owners; but the object of this resolution 
is, if it ——, to get from the commissioners a full and complete state- 
ment of allof these matters. Thenif it is not sufficient, as I have said, 


we can incur the expense of appointing a committee to investigate it 
and see what is n to be done. 


ecessary 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Meantime the session expires. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no. Iwill state to the gentleman from New 
Jersey, as I stated a moment ago, that this resolution of the gentleman 
from Kentucky will, if the House agrees to my proposition, stand upon 
the Calendar to be acted upon at the next District day. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. When will that be? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Two weeks from to-day. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman from South Carolina allow me 
a question? 

. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam not certain that I caught correctly the read- 
ing of the resolution which he proposes as a substitute. What I wish 
to ask him is, whether or not under the resolution as he asks the House 
to pass upon it calls for such facts as will enable the House to ascertain 
to whom these amounts were paid, if any, and how much was realized 
as profit by these intervening parties? 

r. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir; it does. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. er, I wish to ask this further ques- 
tion of the oo from South Carolina—— 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will tell the gentleman, ifhe will allow me to 
answer, that every amendment he suggested to the committee was 











adopted by the committee with a view of obtaining all necessary in- 


formation on this subject. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Ionly recommended such amendments asI thought 
were necessary, or which would in some measure answer the purpose; 


provided the resolution authorizing the investigation can not be reached 
and passed by the House, it was thought to be necessary to accomplish 
something in the direction in which the original resolution looked. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire toask the gentleman from South Carolina 


another question, and that is based upon what I understood to be his 
statement, that one of the objects of this resolution which his motion 
substitutes for the resolution of inquiry is to give to the commission- 
ers an opportunity to be heard. My question is whether the commis- 
sioners were not fully heard by the committee of which he is chair- 
man, and did not that full hearing by the committee influence the belief 
that the resolution which I introduced ought to pass as introduced and 
amended by the committee? 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from South Carolina permit 


me a question? 


Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman from New Jeisey pardon me? 


I was asking the gentleman from South Carolina a question. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not know that I ought to reveal the secrets 


of the committee. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Certeinly. 


I do not ask that. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. 


I willstate for the information of the House that 


the committee did invite the commissioners before them, and that after 
some consultation and talk with them they reported Mr. TAULBEE’S 
resolution back to the House with the recommendation that it ‘lo pass, 
Subsequently this other resolution was introduced in the House and 


referred to that committee, and they came to the conclusion that Mr. 


TAULBEE’S resolution should be adopted in case there was necessity for 


an investigation, but that it was fair to any public officer that he should 
have an opportunity to make a statement which the House could have 
before it before we appointed a committee of investigation. An inves- 
tigation proceeds upon the theory that there is some grave suspicion as 
to the proper conduct of public business, and it is but fair to a man, 
whether he be a commissioner or holds a portfolio in the Cabinet, or 
anywhere else where he occupies any official position, that he should 
have an opportunity to make a proper showing before the House should 
enter upon an investigation. That is-the whole object we have in pass- 
ing this resolution, because the members of the committee, and I think 
I may say I believe every member on the floor, would like to get at the 
truth of this thing; and there is no other purpose in view. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Isit not a fact that the term of one of these 
commissioners has already expired, and that of another expires the Ist 
of next month? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I do not know that of my knowledge, but 
I may say I understand the commission of one of them expired yes- 
terday, I believe, but I know nothing about that except what I see in 
the press. The other will not expire until some time in the spring, 
two or three months hence. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam told thatit expires at the end of the present 
month. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do not know positively. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is an error. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I am told by the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
McComas] that that is an error. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let me ask one more question. Is it not the 
belief from what was produced before the committee of the gentleman 
from South Carolina that there should be a deep, thorough, and search- 
ing investigation into this matter? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can notsay that I am thoroughly satisfied about 
that. I think it is fair and just to all that these gentlemen should be 
permitted to make their statements, and if they are not satisfactory we 
have the other resolution here. It will not take three days to investi- 
gate the whole subject, I think. 

Mr. TAULBEE rose. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from South Carolina to say that he desired the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky should remain on the Calendar, and action should 
be had on what he has offered as a substitute. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair understands the com- 
mittee report this resolution as an independent resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Which one is reported as an independent resolu- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution reported by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My pointof order is that the resolution introduced 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is not before the 
House except on the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina, as 
a substitute for the resolution which I introduced and which was called 
up. That resolution was before the House before the substitute was 
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offered; and it is now proposed that my resolution shall keep its place 
on the Calendar. 






































olution of inquiry should not be substituted oars way for the reso- 
lution which eh and which would aoe @ real investi- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the chairman | gation of the facts. ‘The tax-payers of this haverights. I pay 
of the District Committee has the right as chairman to call up which- | some taxes in the District myself, and I believe, with due regard to all 
ever resolution he desires. He offered the resolution introduced by | the public officials connected with this business, that the reports printed 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] as a substitute for the in the newspapers and the documents read by a member of this Ho House 
resolution of the geutleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. Before | during the consideration of the District appropriation bill were and are 
any action had been taken on the resolution introduced by the gentle- | sufficient to authorize the House to proceed to the investigation in a 


man from Kentucky he announced that he offered the resolution, which 
he has called a substitute, as an independent resolution, and asks the 
House to pass that resolution. The Chair thinks that the gentleman 
from South Carolina has the right, before any action is taken on a reso- 
lution called up, to introduce any resolution as an independent resolu- 
tivn that he desires. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My point of order is that the gentleman from South 
Carolina called up the resolution which I introduced. That brought 
the resolution before the House, and not the resolution introduced by 
the gentleman from Ilinois{Mr. TOWNSHEND]. He then announced 
his purpose to modify it by an amendment to the resolution which was 
then pending, and of which the House has never disposed. My point 
of order is that the resolution which I introduced is the resolution 
now pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before any action was had on the res- 
olution heretofore introduced by the gentleman from Kentucky the 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia withdrew that 
and introduced the other resolution as an independent resolution. 
The Chair thinks that he has that right, as no action had been taken 
upon the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to be understood plainly, and not misun- 
derstood. Do I understand the Chair tosay that when the gentleman 
from South Carolina had called up the resolution which I introduced 
that he could then withdraw it without the consent of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks he had the right to 
withdraw it until some action had been taken upon it; and the Chair 
thinks no action has been taken upon it. Novote had been taken upon 
it, and therefore the Chair thinks that the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia had the right to withdraw it. 

Mr, TAULBEE. If I understood the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, he asked to modify that resolution by another, which would, in 
my judgment, amount to consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There was no vote taken. The Chair 
decides that the chairman of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia withdrew the resolution which was called up by himself, and that 
be has the right to do so. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I simply rose that I might understand clearly what 
has been stated by the Chair and to know whether I was mistaken. 
My understanding wae we had proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution which the gentleman first called up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There had been no vote upon a pend- 
ing amendment and no action of the House. The Chair holds that the 
gentleman from South Carolina has the right to withdraw his resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then the resolution introduced by the gentleman 
from Lilinois is pending? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I will offer as a substitute the resolution 
which I introduced, as amended by the committee, and which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Whereas it is stated in certain newspapers that the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have in recent purchases of real estate within and for the use 
of the District of Columbia paid to and through certain agents ted orem- 
yee by — — ae — asked or received by the vendors or owners 

Resolved ced, TI hat the Speaker of the House of Representati penagpeinhaanesias 
committee of five members to investigate the matter of the 
estate by the commissioners of the District, and report to ue in rag 

furnished a ste- 


proper and orderly manner, ina manner which will bring out the facts. 
I have in my possession the statement of a citizen of this District who 
has taken some pains to inquire into the facts, and who is a reliable 
gentleman, to the effect that in more than twenty instances of the pur- 
chase of sites, relatives of the commissioners of District have been 
employed as middlemen to purchase the property of the owners and 
then have sold it to the commissioners for much greater prices than 
were advertised on the bulletin-boards of the real-estate men who had 
the for sale. I believe that such will be found to be the fact, 
but I can not hope that these facts will be reached by an ex parte state- 
ment from the commissioners, even if their statement before the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia was such as to justify that commit-_ 
tee in recommending the passage of my resolution. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. What is the difference between the two 
propositions ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The difference between the two propositions is 
this: ree Cae calls for an ex parte statement, or ex- 
eearee Se oheere ve been made by the newspapers and 

upon he foe That, I believe, would be the whole 
effect of the resolution introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND]. The effect of the resolution which I introduced would 
be to give us a committee—— 

Mr. GROUT. To raise a new committee? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir; to raise a new committee, and to give 
the employés of the District, and all the persons connected officially 
with this business, an opportunity to be heard, while at the same 
time it would afford to the commissioners te —— opportu- 
nity to explain or justify whatever ve the 
House any information which they t —. to = Mr. 
Speaker, I think the resolution eR ll ana in one, and 
while I have all due respect for the conduct of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and while I believe that they are sincerely desir- 
ous of this investigation, I give it now as my belief that the passage 
of this resolution of inquiry and the postponement of the resolution 
authorizing an investigation wili deprive us of an opportunity to 
carry into effect some of the possible remedies for these evils and to 
enact such legislation as will result in the recovery of this money. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I raise the point of order against the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TaULBEE] that he- 
can not take up a resolution reported by a committee and offer it as a 
substitute for a measure that is pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the gentleman 
from Kentucky has the right to offer asubstitute that is germane to the 
pending proposition, and the gentleman sends up a resolution which 
may be in substance the same as the resolution w was pending be- 
ae the Committee on the ae of Columbia, but which is germane 


oh ag t of order is therefore overruled. 
Me HEMpel One of of which the gentleman [ Mr. 


Tasaaund age bo he eatenes te ie possession is that a number of 
pieces of property, twenty, I think, have been bought by relativesof the 
commissioners as middlemen, and sold to the commissioners. Now, 
that is one of made in the and, so far as the proofs 
went that were the committee, is nota of founda- 
tion for any such statement. That is one reason why the committee 
thought it was proper to give the commissioners an opportunity to make 
a statement for themselves before voting for an investigation. We all 
know that when such charges get there are always people in the 
world who, whether they are rascals themselves or not, always take the 


Mr. TAULBEE. Ido 

Mr. HEMPHILL. gentleman freun Kentucky bas not made 
cnr cette at The whole object is to get at 
the truth, to pat the House in a position where, if things have been 
done in a disorderly or unbecoming manner, they can be Their tc reg 


at any time, » by bill or otherwise; and that said committee be ground that everybody else is a rascal. Nobody pretends that the 
y assignment by the e Speaker from the roll of now in “ite TAULBEE. I do noteharge ta er ar ee 
the a of the House,and that y be authorized to aclerk ata 


the seasions of the to adm 
sons and pa’ pare. That the annem said investigation be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in regard to this in I have 
the further fact to state that until the Totanction tate tale Miemee of 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] I had heard but little said among citizens of the District 


compensation of $6 a a tasteal said committee be te ae to Step 


with reference to the proposed investigation, but when that resolution other hand, if two weeks from have not made that 
of inquiry was introduced a meeting was held of citizens re wg | statement, then we can pass the resolution for an investiga- 
many thousands of dollars of tax-paying property in the District, an 


they appointed a delegation who waited w me and furnished me 

with a copy of resolutions which they had expressing the be- 

lief that the resolution of inquiry could effect nothing except to ‘‘side- 

SS = matter and a such an investigativn as my resolution 
00 . 

brom what I know of the sentiment of the tax-payers of this District 

J believe that they are almost universally of the opinion that this res- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. HEMHPILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. T wadeseteed thequntionen to sey that this in- 
could be made in two or three days. 

Mr, HEMPHILL. In three days. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it nota fact that the subject of this inquiry 
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has been a matter of public knowledge for soapeleasin, Shanna, eo 
press and the resolution offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE]? 


Yes, sir. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Howe ths. ecenmaiinienann af the Disteleh of Go- 
lumbia made haste to answer, or have they in any way answered, or 
ica gmamaaitane anata caceamnaeasssinaatatd 


oir. HEMPHILL. I will say to the gentleman that so far as my 
knowledge goes the statement whith they made before the committee 
ae eee they have made. But I will state also that I 

commissioners of the District, like other public officers, 
can aot devote their entire time to explaining charges against them. 
The gentleman knows as well as I do that if members of Congress 
should undertake to explain everything that is said about them in the 
newspapers, they would be drawing their salaries simply for taking care 
of theirown individual characters. I think the commissioners will make 
a statement to this House, and if they do not, then we can pass the 
resolution by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. G OR. I wish to ask the gentleman another question. 
If this whole matter can be investigated in two or three days, why can 
not the commissioners answer the questions immediately instead of 
postponing the matter until the next District day? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I am perfectly willing that they shall answer it 
within five a er within any other reasonable time which the House 

probable that I named next District day, because I thought it 

ble that we should not have an opportunity before that time to 
business from the District Committee. 

— o COMPTON. Mr. , if I understand the decision of the 
Chair, it is that the resolution of "the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE] i is in order as a substitute for the resolution reported by the 
committee, and that that is the now before the House. 


The SPEAKER pro —- question is on the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from ar. TAULBEE]. 
Mr.COMPTON. Asa ee of the Committee on the District of 


Columbia, I desire, for ye sake, to state briefly what my position 
ison this question. On 10th of December a resolution was intro- 
duced into this House by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TauL- 
BEE} which was considered sufficiently grave to justify its reference to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. The committee took that 
resolution into consideration and made inquiry enough to satisfy them 
= it was their duty to report the resolution back favorably te this 

am pene for an investigation. I so voted in the committee, 
= I divulge no secrets when I say that that was a unanimous vote. 
That resolution was reported back here after proper consideration, in 
the j ent of the committee which reported it to this House, and is 
on the Calendar in proper form. 

A resolution wasoflered by my friend from Illinois les TowNSHEND] 

covering the same groand, and italao was referred to the District Com- 
r consideration. I have not seen the time in the committee 
when I felt, and Ido not now feel that I can, in justice to myself or 
to the committee, vote to substitute the resolution of the gentleman 
frem Illineis for that originally recommended by the committee. I 
took that position in the committee, and I take it here. If thisisa 
matter of sufficient consequence to deserve the attention of this House, 
if there are grave questions involved affecting the business interests of 
the community, or the conduct of the District commissioners, then I 
maintain that it is the duty—not simply the right, but the duty—of 
this House to investigate that matter to the bottom; and I 
maintain further, that of all men living within the limits of this Dis- 
triet the commissioners are the men who should, most of all, desire a 
thorough investigation by an impartial committee. 

The committee that will be a: nes to investigate this charge will 
be appointed by the Speaker of this House. That fact in itself isa 
guaranty, an absolute guaranty, that that committee will be one which 
will do justice to all the and, for one, I shall cast my 
vote in favor of the resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the. gentleman allow me to say a word? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, when the question was before 
the House in December last, at the time the District tion was 
under consideration, the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. TAULBEE}, 
by his remarks then, as well as those made by him to-day, indicated 
that he had no that the conduct of the commissieners in 
eonnection with matter was censurable, ai least so far as their in- 
tegrity is concerned. It seems, sir, from what I could learn, that his 
desire was to inquire whether a better method could not be found than 
the one heretofore adopted for the purchase of sites for schools and po- 
lice station-houses. 

It seems to be his desire to elicit information so as to enable this 
House to legislate judiciously and intelligently on the subj The 
resolution reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
was ed by the objections which have been made from time to 

in order that the real facts might be elicted and that 
the House might be fully and theroughly informed as to the facts, I 
offered the resolution of inquiry which has been adopted by the com- 


mittee, and which was intended to cover the entire field of investiga- 
tion. That was introduced a week or more ago. The Committee on 
the District of Columbia had the right to report that resolution back 
at anytime. If it had doneso promptly it could have been passed and 
answered in time for action by the House on the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to-day, and then we could more intelligently 
determine whether we should incur the expense of appointing a new 
and special committee oi investigation, and the employment of a ste- 
nographer, ete. It is prebable in this way all the information desired 
could be ascertained without making any appropriation. 

Mr. TAULBEE rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interrupt me now. The gentleman 
has said some one or more persons in the District of Columbia in- 
formed him that the resolution I introduced had the tendency to side- 
track the investigation which was intended by hisresolution. Let me 
say to the gentleman from Kentucky that his informants, whoever 
they may be, are entirely mistaken, and that they had no warrant for 
making any such remark. My resolution was intended to obtain all 
the facts in regard to the matter and to spread them before this House, 
but it was not in any sense intended for the purpose of side-tracking 
his resolution or to conflict with it. 

Mr. TAULBEE, I do not wish the gentleman from Illinois to mis- 
understand me. What I think I said, and what I meant to say, was 
that citizens of the District of Columbia had expressed that belief to 
me, that the adoption of the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois could have no other effect. I meant to cast no reflection upon 
the gentleman’s purpose in offering the resolution, nor do I intend to do 
so at this time. If he unders me to say anything of that sort, I 
can only say thatI am sorry for it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not understand the gentleman to impute 
such a pu tome. I merely intended to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that those who stated that would be the effect of my resolu- 
tion or that it was so intended in any sense were mistaken. My 
resolution was intended to elicit information pending the consideration 
of his resolution for investigation, in order that we might more intelli- 
gently act upon his motion when it could be reached. 

My purpose was to do everything I could for the purpose of reaching 
a just conclusion in regard to this matter. I supposed my resolution 
of inquiry could be answered before action on his resolution could be 
had. I sought thereby to put the House in possession of all the facts 
which it would have brought out. 

The gentleman has himself disclaimed any intention of reflecting 
upon the commissioners of the District of Columbia. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, so far as my observation has gone, extending over some years 
in reference to these matters, I believe we have never had more honest 
and capable commissioners for the District than we have to-day. Iam 
glad to hear the gentleman from Kentucky say that he does not reflect 
on them. I understoed him to say his purpose is to provide for the 
purchase of sites for school-houses and station-houses by the very best 
method and upon the most advantageous terms to the District of Co- 
lumbia, and that if money has been paid out unlawfully to agents in 
securing the purchases it should be recovered. I heartily join hands 
with him on that proposition, but I think the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have taken the right view of this subject in de- 
termining that before the committee of investigation is appointed all 
the facts obtainable without investigation should be presented te the 
House, and then we can more judiciously determine whether a special 
committee should be appointed to investigate. 

So far as I am concerned, I do not object to the adoption of the reso- 
lution of investigation. I introduced mime as an independent propo- 
sition. I repeat that it was not intended to conflict with that of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, but to stand on its own merits as a resolu- 
tion of inquiry for the purpose of bringing fully and thoroughly all 
the facts involved before the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to join hands with 
the gentleman from Illinois in his effort to obtain all the facts that would 
lead to the recovery of money paid out to gentlemen in this District 
unlawfully. Now, I wish tocall his attention to the fact that his res- 
olution as introduced into the House did not look to that result. 
There was nothing in that resolution which would justify the commis- 
sioners, in answering the resolution, to give one single intimation as to 
who were the parties, or how much of the people’s money had been 
paid to parties not entitled to any. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, let it be read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My resolution was intended for the purpose of 
naming the parties and the amount. It included everything, as the 
resolution will show. Now, the gentleman has made it more specific 
by suggesting amendments which I think ought to be adopted; and if 
he has other amendments which will unearth other features, I beg that 
he will introduce them, so that we may get at the very bottom facts of 
the case. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Thedifference between the gentleman and myself 
is simply one of fact, which the resolution will determine without ban- 
dying words. I read the resolution and went before the Committee on 
the District of Columbia and suggested an amendment, which they 
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adopted, which would call for the information as to how much money 
has been realized by the middlemen. His resolution did not call forany 
sach information, and I ask that the resolution now on the desk be 
read, leaving out the amendment recommended by the committee; and 
the reading of the resolution will demonstrate that what I have said is 
absolutely correct. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will not my friend from Kentucky do me the 
justice to state that when he said the resolution I introduced would 
not elicit all the information desired, I said, while differin in opinion, 
I desired him to present such suggestions as would meet the object he 
had in view, did I not? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Yon did. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And I was gratified to learn that the commit- 
tee adopted the gentleman’s suggestions. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And I have suggested an amendment in the nat- 
ure of this resolution which will answer the object fully. ‘ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, in order to bring this matter to a 
conclusion, 1 will state that if this resolution is adopted it simply gives 
each member of the House the information upon which the com- 
mittee had to act, and then it will be for every man to act upon his 
own responsibility. Otherwise, if you adopt Mr. TAULBEE’s resolu- 
tion, it is simply adopting it upon our recommendation solely, and 
without a report as to what the commissioners said; for, as I have 
stated, we had no stenographer, and we think it but fair to the com- 
missioners to have their statement in writing. I will then, if this is 
adopted, at the proper time move that the resolution be reported in 
one week after its passage, so that it will come back to the House in 
time to adopt any legislation that may be deemed necessary before the 
adjournment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman also incorporate in his res- 
olution a provision thet upon the reception of this information, if 
deemed unsatisfactory by the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
the committee may at once proceed to investigate? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The original resolution provides for a special 
committee of three. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know, and to that feature I am opposed. I 
think the Committee on the District of Columbia is amply able to at- 
tend to that matter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
tend to now. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, I do not notice a very haggard look on the 
faces of its members. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that, so 
that we can have a vote on this question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The resolution of Mr. TAULBEE was again read. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I move to strike out so much of this resolution 
as provides for the appointment of a clerk at a compensation of $6 per 
d 


We have more work than we can possibly at- 


ay. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
stitute now? 

Mr. ATKINSON. Yes, I refer to the resolution just read, offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky as a substitute, and I desire to be 
heard briefly. 

One of the objections, sir, which I have to this resolution of the 
gentleman from Kentucky is that by reason of this provision that a 
clerk shall be employed at a compensation of $6 per day, the investi- 
gation would be unnecessarily protracted and hence unreasonably ex- 
pensive. So far as I can see there would be no work for thatclerk to do. 
A stenographer is provided for in the resolution also, and no man living 
can tell you how long this investigation will run or how much it may 
be protracted at the instance of that clerk, who desires to retain the 
very handsome salary provided by the resolution. 

1 believe, sir, that the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois will 
develop all the facts in the case in controversy here that are desired, 
and if after the commissioners have answered that inquiry and all of 
the facts are developed, then this investigation provided for by the 
resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky can go on if deemed neces- 


Does the gentleman refer to the sub- 


sary. 

Iam perfectly satisfied that the gentleman from Kentucky has of- 
fered his resolution in good faith, but I know thatafter the resolution was 
offered and referred to the District Committee, and after it was 
it became a matter of common know! that war was being made upon 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia, not on account of school 
sites, but because they had refused licenses to certain liquor-sellers 
here because they had been violating the provisions of the license 


law of the District, and whether that delegation of e of the 
District of Columbia that called upon the gentleman from Kentucky 
were applicants for license who had been refused or not, I do not know. 


. Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow mea moment? The 
first question I asked of them was whether any of the parties — 
pating in the transaction had anything to do with the traffic in intoxi- 
eating liquors in this District, and the answer was that they had not. 
So far as I am concerned, I have never asked the commissioners to 


grant licenses to anybody, nor have I ever been engaged in the business 
myself, and I disclaim any such motive or purpose. I know nothing 
of the war upon the commissioners of which the gentleman speaks. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I was careful in my statement to say that I did 
not believe the gentleman from Kentucky was actuated by any such 
motives or influences; but if he reads the daily papers here, if he reads 
the Sunday especially, that seem to be sent gratuitously to us, 
he will learn that there is war being made upon the commissioners be+ 
cause they have refused to renew liquor licenses to men who have 
abused the privileges that had previously been given to them. 

And whether this proposed investigation is intended to cast an asper- 
sion upon these commissioners, and the liquor-dealers are back of it or 
not, Iam not prepared tosay. Ican nottell. It may be that these 
men are under two fires instead of one; but nevertheless I do believe 
that this resolution presented by the gentleman from I which 
will give to these commissioners an opportunity to answer fully all the 
allegations that have been made against them, should first be adopted, 
and after that, if this House should deem a further investigation nec- 
essary, it could go on with all the paraphernalia of a stenographer, 
clerk, if you please, or anybody else, and make this investigation, but 
until then I believe that the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois should be adopted. To remove the objectionable feature in the 
resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky, however, I adhere to my 
motion that so much of the resolution as provides for the appointment. 
of aclerk at $6 adayshall bestricken out. ([Criesof ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘*Vote!’’) 

The SREAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. | 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard for three min- 
utes. I do this being a member of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. The resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky was re- 
ferred to that committee to investigate as to whether there was occa- 
sion for the investigation of the subject-matter referréd to in the reso- 
lution. The committee called the commissioners before them. The 
gave them the privilege of bringing before the committee just su 
witnesses as they saw fit to explain the transactions ref to; and 
after the committee had deliberately heard the statements of the com- 
missioners, and heard the statements of those they desired to bring be-’ 
fore us, we reported in favor of an investigation; and that report has 
been in the hands of the chairman of our committee, who has been 
unable to present it or call it up in this House. That was the condi- 
tion of things when the resolution was introduced by the gentleman 
from Illinois. I do not know why this House, nor do I understand 
why our committee, after its deliberate consideration of that resolu- 
tion and its report, should go back on it here to-day. 

I voted against oe back the resolution of the gentleman from 
Illinois, because I believed from the lips of the commissioners themselves, 
every member on that committee believed, there ought to be an inves- 
tigation, and that there were transactions that ought to be explained, 
transactions that could not be explained by an answer to the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Illinois. And there is not one transac- 
tion, but there are many of these transactions, as was developed before 
that committee. 

Now, in regard to the clerkship, I care nothing about that. Iamin 
favor of the substitate of the gentleman from Kentucky, and I believe 
the committee, if that is the usual course, should have its clerk, and 
that it should proceed with this investigation in order that such legis- 
lation should be had at the present Congress as may be found to be 
necessary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The questionis on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 39. 

So the amendment of Mr. ATKINSON was d to. : 

The SPEAKER tempore. The question is now on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to have the substitute reported, so that 
we may know what we are voting upon. 

The substitute was again read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iask to amend the resolution, simply to correct a 
typographical error and bave the word *‘ vendees’’ changed to ‘‘ vend- 
ors. ” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The correction will be made. 


So the substitute was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro ao The question now is on the adoption 
of the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. — 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
as and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr, SPINOLA. I ask the gentleman to withhold that for one mo- 
meni. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the House 
some personal requests of members. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I withdraw the motion to adjourn at the 
request of the gemtleman from New York [Mr. Srrxo.a]. ’ 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. RowLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. JounsToN, of Indiana, until Thursday next. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. HATCH was granted leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in the 
pension case of William C. Ebert. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPINOLA rose. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, what has become of the motion to 
adjourn? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THomp- 
SON ] withdrew it. 

LIGHT-SHIP AND FOG-SIGNAL, SANDY HOOK. 

_ Mr. SPINOLA. I have been requested by all the commercial in- 
terests of the city of New York to ask the House to give favorable con- 
sideration at this time to a short bill which I send to the desk. I ask 
the Clerk to read the report, which is very brief, and which will ex- 
plain the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be established off Gondry Hook, entrance to New 
York Harbor, a new light-ship, with a steam fog-signal, the entire cost of which 
shall not exceed the sum of $60, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from New York to the fact that this bill is in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iask unanimous consent that the Commitice of the 
Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
that it be now considered in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that at this hour and 
under these circumstances the House ought to undertake to pass a bill 
appropriating $60,000. 

r. SPINOLA. I will say to the gentleman that this bill passed 
both Houses before, and failed to become a law only because it did not 
reach the President in time. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest that the bill lie over until to-morrow as un- 
finished business. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 12155) for the 
relief of Mary B. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. C. E. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 12156) for the relief of Thomas 
= Foulds, late postmaster of Cincinnati, Ohio—to the Committee on 


aims. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 12157) for the relief of Leonard 
Roberts Coates, of Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 12158) for the relief of Clifford Oak- 
man—to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12159) for the relief of William G. Capers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12160) for the relief of Thomas G. White, exec- 
utor, ete.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12161) for the relief of Thomas G. White—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12162) for the relief of Alfred H. McTureons—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12163) for the relief of Edward T. Walker—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12164) for the relief of Francis M. Pritchard—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12165) for the relief of John B. Miller—to the 
Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12166) for the relief of Daniel P. Jenkins——to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12167) for the relief of Thomas Means—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12168) for the relief of Augusta E. Fripp—to the 
Cemmitiee on War Claims. 


XX——49 








Also, a bill (H. R. 12169) for the reliefof B. E. Fripp, administrator— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12170) for the relief of Elizabeth and Joseph J. 
Fripp, executors, ete. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12171) for the relief of W. O. P. Fripp, admin- 
istrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 12172) for the relief of William O. P. Fripp—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12173) for the relief of John R. Read—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12174) for the relief of Mary A. Capers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12175) for the relief of Edward Capers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12176) for the relief of Francis T. Capers—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12177) for the relief of Henry H. Von Harten—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12178) for the relief of W. A. Chisholm—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12179) for the relief of J. A. Hamilton and Will- 
iam H. Perryclear—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12180) for the relief of Stephen E. Scanlan, admin- 
istrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12181) for the relief of Ann E. Pritchard and O. 
J. Pritchard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12182) for the relief of Franklin Talbird—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12183) for the relief of Franklin Talbird, exec- 
utor, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12184) for the relief of Thomas B. Chaplin—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12185) for the relief of Heph J. Pope—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12186) for the relief of Honorah Armstrong, ad- 
ministratrix, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12187) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Albert L. Hazeltine—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 12188) for the relief of William Z. 
Congers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 12189) for the relief of Granville 
H. Mansfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12190) granting a pension to Thomas Cottrell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 12191) to remove the charge of 
desertion against William Rafferty—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 12192) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of T. W. Smythe—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 12193) granting a pension to 
Louisa M. Gordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12194) granting a pension to Abraham A. Fow- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12195) granting a pension to Charles T. Fleming— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12196) granting a pension to Mary Jane Owsley— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12197) for the reiief of Henry Cohen— to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12198) granting increase of pension to H.S. May- 
hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMILLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 12199) granting 
# pension to Margaret L. Watson, widow, and Charles E. and Boyd 
Watson, heirs of Charles H. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: A bill (H. R. 12200) to grant the Home Mining / 
Company the coal underlying the bed of the Missouri River opposite 
Fackler’s addition to city of Leavenworth, etc.—to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12201) for the relief of Josiah 
E. Butler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a Dill (H. R. 12202) for the relief of W. T. Zorn—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12203) for the relief of Thomas B, Lee—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12204) granting a pension to 
Susan M. Gardner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12205) granting a pension to Julia W.{Freeman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 12206) granting a pension to Ed- 
ward Patton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12207) granting arrears of pension to Dr. W. H. 
Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 12208) for the relief of Johan J. 


t Eichoff—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. PLUMB: A bill (H. R. 12209) for the relief of Eliza Mur- 
phy —-to the Committee " 2 ar Claims. 

By Mr. REED: A bill (H. Rt. 12210) to enable the city of Portland 
to build a — house on Hoe Island Ledge—to the Committee on 
Military Affair 


By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 12211) forthe relief of Daniel W. Bout- 
well—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Rv Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12212) for the relief of 
John H. Harria—to the Committee on War Ciaims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 12213) for the relief of Elias 
Cleveland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 12214) for the relief of Charles E. 


Hasbrook—to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
ander the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of Josiah Collins and 34 others, 
asking for a law providing for a drawback on tin-plate, ete.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

by Mr. BARNES: Petition of James M. Williams, of Glasscock 
County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
= Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, for the passage of Senate bill 2851 amendatory of the act 
regulating interstate commerce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of Benjamin C. Haygood, of Elizabeth 
W. Robson, of Gabriel Parks; of heirs of John R. Rallis, of. Monroe 
County, and of heirs of Beheathiland Fountaine, of Wilkinson County, 
Georgia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of John R. Johnson, of Accomac 
County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAREY: Memorial of certain citizens of Wyoming, praying 
that compensation for the excess of eight hours’ labor by certain United 
States employés be paid—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of Francis M. Swanson, for property 
taken by the Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FENLEY: Petition of William H. Nall, for special act 
granting him arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HALL: Resolution for relief of Robert Dougherty, an em- 
pleyé of the House folding-room—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition to place Thomas Cottrell on the pension- 
roli-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petiticn of Granville H. Mansfield, for an honorable discharge— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of Abel J. Leatherwood, for refer- 
ence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

iy Mr. JONES: Petition of Lafayette D. Steele, of Monroe County, 
Alabama, heir of Stephen Steele, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of Isaac McKinney, Company K, 
Fortieth Iowa Volunteer Infrantry, for relief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of Joseph Belduke, relative to pro- 
pellers for steam-ships—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of S. F. Dunlap, relative to the constitu- 
tionality of the interstate law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of Sears & Nichols and others, of Chil- 
licothe, Chio, in regard to tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of G. A. Boll, of Los Angeles, Cal., asking 
inquiry into the Lomas de Santiago land grant—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Remonstrance of the North Side Turn- 
verein against the Blair Sunday bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

. By Mr. SPINOLA: Petition of the Maritime Association of New 
York, for a harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Maritime Association of 
New York, favoring a harbor of refuge at Point Jadith, R. I.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of Lewis Nash, of Georgia, for 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition to accompany bill for the relief ot 
ee Cleveland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 462 citizens, of 199 citizens, of 81 
citizens, of 114 citizens, and of 22 citizens, of Washington 
praying for legislation permitting women to vote for members of the 
coustitutional conventions in the several Territories, and for the adop- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JANUARY 15, 





tion or rejection of the constitmtions submitted therefrom—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Cynthia H. Brown, sole distrib- 
utee of Granville P. Brown, deceased, late of Phillips County, Arkansas, 
for reference of his claim to the Courtof Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Resolution for the relief of Maurice Rud- 
diesden—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of Council No. 241, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, of Conshohocken, Pa., for the passage of a law 
regulating foreign immigration—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, 


The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of W. H. Mullane, of Nebraska. 

Ly Mr. HOWARD: Of citizens of Seymour, Ind. 

By Mr. SENEY: Of A. H. Balsley, of Findlay, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 15, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CERTIFICATE OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the act of Congress approved F 3, 1887, a certified 
copy of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice- 
President appointed by the State of Michigan; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying certificate, to lie on the table. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT fe tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting, in compliance 
with the act of Congress of January 20, 1885, the conclusions of fact and 
of law filed by the Court of Claims in a certain French spoliation claim; 
which, with the accompanying was referred to the Committee 

on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of Centreville, Wayne 
County, Indiana, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions adopted by the Jobbers’ and 
Manufacturers’ Association of Sioux City, Iowa, a petition of jobbers 
and manufacturers of Dubuque, lowa, and resolutions adopted by the 
Board of Trade of Dubuque, Iowa, in favor of the opening of the Sioux 
Indian reservation for settlement; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Military Order of the 
Loyal Legion of the United States at Des Moines, lowa, favoring suit- 
able provision by Congress for the completion of the publication of the 
naval suede of Oh war of the rebellion; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of the Board of Trade of San 
Luis Obispo, Cal., praying that an appropriation of $50,000 be made 
for ga a breakwater at the port of San Luis Obispo, as recom- 
mended by the Army engineers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Savan- 
nah, Ga., praying that the channel in the harbor at that city be deep- 
ened to 28 feet and that an adequate appropriation for that purpose 
may be made; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Zerelda N. McCoy, vice-presi- 
dent of the National Woman’s Association of Washington Ter- 
ritory, praying that a clause allowing women to vote for delegates to 
the State constitutional conventions and at the election for the adop- 
tion of the constitution, in every Territory where the Legislatures thereof 
have laws providing that women may vote, be inserted in the 
enabling acts for such Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Library, reported a 
joint resolution (S. R. 129) accepting the donation of the battle-sword 
of the late Capt. Samuel Chester tendered as a gift by his son, 
Sam C. Reid, and providing for the presentation to him by Congress of 

a gold medal; w was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the joint resolution may be placed on 
the Calendar, and I notice that on some suitable occasion I shall 
call it up for the action of the Senate, and to enable me to submit some 
remarks upon it, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3777) to authorize the board of county commissioners 
of the ceunty of Whitman, Washington Territory, to issue bonds and 
to build a court-house and jail, and to sell and acquire real estate for 
= purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a 
ight-house and a fog-signal at Old Orchard shoal, in Princess Bay, 

ew York; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3819) granting a pension to Esther 
Gould; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3820) granting a pension to Philos G. 
Cook; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

JOHN LL. BROOME. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to offer a substitute for the bill (S. 1463) 
to authorize an additional appointment on the retired-list of the Marine 
Corps. I offer this as a substitute for the entire bill, and when the bill 
is taken up I shall ask that the substitute may be considered. I ask 
that it be printed and placed on the Calendar with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
iV and placed on the Calendar, and noted in connection with the 
ill. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to pass a little 
bill this morning which will provoke no discussion and which has here- 
tofore passed the Senate three times, referring a claim to the Court of 
Claims for adjudication. It is Senate bill 205. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar, under Rule VIII, being in 
order, the Senator from Indiana asks unanimous consent to proceed to 
the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not object unless it should take time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would not ask it if I thought it would take 
time. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 205) for the relief of the State Na- 
tional Bank of Louisiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish simply to say that the bill was reported 
from the Committee on Claims by the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Hoar] not now in his seat, and I have his permission to call it up in 
this way. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the State National Bank of Louisiana for 
the payment of cotton belonging to said bank taken by the agents of the Treas- 
ury Department of the United States in the States of Louisiana and Arkansas, 
after the 30th of June, 1865, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims for adjudication, and that said bank may institute suit in said court, 
and that the same shall be tried and adjudicated as if said action had been filed 
in said court within the time authorized by law ; that the testimony and origi- 
nal papers filed by said bank or the United States before the Treasury Depart- 
ment of the United States in connection with the said claim be, and the same 
shall recei by said court as evidence as if taken or filed under the rules 
of said court; that the said bank and the United States may take further evi- 
dence as may be deemed proper, subject to the rules for taking testimony in 


said court 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the last clause again read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ; 

That the said bank and the United States may take further evidence as may 
be deemed proper, subject to the rules for taking testimony in said court. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator require further 
reading ? 

Mr. PLATT. No, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia for the protection of girls and for the 
—— of the crime of rape, agreed to the conference asked by the 

te on the disagreeing votes of the pee Se thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. Compton, Mr. GROUT managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 
* The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of 
James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow 
of John Waters. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill (H. 


R. 11683) for the establishment of a light-ship with a fog-signal at Sandy 
Hook, New York Harbor; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue, the pending question being on the amendment proposed by Mr, 
VEST, in line 2206, paragraph 670, of the free-list, to strike out ‘‘ Ottar 
of roses’’ and insert ‘‘ Salt;’’ so as to read: 

670. Salt. 


Mr. VANCE. Yesterday I stated upon the authority of the tariff 
compilation which has been placed upon the desks of Senators that 
there was no duty upon salt from 1846 to1860. I find by a visit to the 
Bureau of Statistics that I was mistaken; that although there was no 
duty imposed in the statute, and the tariff duty of 1842 had been re- 
pealed, yet under the general clause taxing non-enumerated articles 
there was a duty of 20 per cent. collected upon salt until 1857, when 
the duty was reduced to 15 per cent. 

I desire to make that correction, merely remarking that the force of 
the argument, such as it was, that I presented as applicable to free salt 
would be equally or very nearly equally applicable to salt at a very low 
rate of duty. 

I have received the following telephonic dispatch from the Bureau 
of Statistics: 


JANUARY 15, 1889. 
Senator VANCE: 


The duty on salt under the act of 1846 was 20 per cent.; under the act of 1857 
the daty on all salt was 15 per cent. 
THE BUREAU OF STATISTICS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] 
has the floor upon this amendment, so I will delay any observations I 
may have to make. 

Mr. VEST. Go on; I yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I prefer that the Senator should go on. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I desire to supplement what has been 
said by the Senator from North Carolina in regard to salt having been 
on the free-list by stating that I relied upon the compilation to which 
he has referred, and also upon the testimony taken before the Tariff 
Commission in 1882, when Mr. E. P. Wheeler, of New York, stated 
emphatically that salt had been upon the free-list from 1846 to 1861, 
and also the statements—— 

Mr, TELLER. Who stated that? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. E. P. Wheeler, of New York, on page 221. 

Mr. TELLER. He is president of the New York Free Trade Club? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. Very likely. 
from him. 

Mr. VEST. I might retort by saying that I should expect a state- 
ment on the other side equally erroneous, judging from a good many 
statements that have been made here in this debate. But that does 
not prove anything. Mr. Wheeler is a man of high character, and 
generally accurate in his statements. Besides his statement, the same 
thing was stated in the debate in the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and not contradicted, and that debate 
was &@ most acrimonious one. 

Mr. TELLER. Ifthe Senator willallow me to interrupt him, I will 
say that it was contradicted on the floorof the House. 

Mr. VEST. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I gay it has been contradicted on the floor of the 
House more than once, and if the Senator had read some of the speeches 
on the subject he would have found that the duty was specifically given 
year by year. 

Mr. VEST. I think that I have read-—— 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dotrn in the chair). 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Michigan ? 

Mr. VEST. I prefer to goon. Senators can take their own time. 
However, I yield to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. PALMER. I merely wish the Senator from Missouri to repeat 
his statement. I could not hear it, there was so much confusion on 
this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. I can hardly hear myself. 

My last statement was, that in the House of Representatives during 
the debate upon the salt item in the Mills bill Mr. BrEecKINRIDGE, of 
Arkansas, made the statement that salt had been put on the free-list 
from 1846 to 1861, and without going back to the statistical or official 
tables, I took it for granted that such was the case, and have always so 
understood. 

As to reading all the speeches in the House of Representatives or any- 
where else upon the tariff question, life is too short, and unless put in 
solitary confinement for life I hardly think that any human being will 
ever accomplish that feat. 


Forall practical purposes it does not matter, or, tospeak more correctly, 


I should expect such a statement 


Does the 
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for all the purposes of this discussion it does not matter whether I was 
absolutely correct in that statement or not. I have before me the state- 
ment of a gentleman about whom I think the Senator from Colorado 
will not make the statement he did about Mr. Wheeler, that he would 
expect that sort of a statement; in other words, that a man who dif- 
fered with him politically as to ‘the tariff question would not state the 
truth, That was the substance of it. 

Mr. TELLER. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. VEST. I leave that for proper deduction. Here is the state- 
ment of Mr. David H. Mason, of Chicago, Ill., representing the Michi- 
gan Salt Association before the Tariff Commission in 1882. After giv- 
ing a summary of the legislation on the subject of the saltduty he pro- 
ceeds to say: 

After four and one-third years under the duty of 8 cents, followed the tariff of 
1846, going into effect December 1 of the same year, and fixing the duty on salt 
at 20 per cent.ad valorem ,equal, during the period of its continuance, to a spe- 
cifie rate of only 2.43 cents per bushel on a general average. Almost simultane- 
ously with this reduction of the import charge New York reduced her tax to 1 
cent per bushel, at which figure it has remained ever since ; consequent) 
long as the tariff of 1846 was in force, or ten years and seven "months, the New 
York manufacturers, who then produ the bulk of our domestic salt, had only 
the mockery of protection contained in the excess of 1.43 cents of import duty 
over the State tax. Then came the act of 1857 further diminishing the tariff 
rate to 15 per cent.ad valorem. This rate lasted three years and nine months. 
Taking the average for that time, it was equivalent to a specific duty of 1.58 cents 
oe bushel, wing for protection, if any y can venture to call it such, not 
‘ une ® three-fifths © a cent per bushel afier the amount of the State tax was de- 

uc 

So if salt was not absolutely upon the free-list it was reduced toa 
nominal protection, as was stated by this gentleman, who represented 
before the Tariff Commission the salt interests of the great North- 
west. 

One of the contentions in regard to salt is that the tariff duty has 
diminished the price. That has been continually asserted in both 
branches of Congress, and I am obliged to the Senator from Colorado 
for putting in the RecorD yesterday a table of prices which is conven- 
iently at hand, the Statement B showing ‘‘the quantity and value 
of salt imported annually from 1847 to 1853, and also the duties which 
acerued thereon during the same period.’’ That was during the con- 
tinuance of the tariff of 1846, under nominal protection, In 1847 this 
table shows that the ave price per bushel was 12.35 cents. In 
1848, under the same tariff, it was 11.62 cents. In 1849 it was 12.38 
cents. In 1850 it was 11.2 cents. In 1851 itwas 12.7 cents. In1852 
it was 10.99 cents, and in 1853 it was 10.52 cents. 

Mr. TELLER. The price? 

Mr. VEST. The price, the average per bushel, according to the 
Senator’s own table furnished here and put into the RECORD on yes- 
terday; and that was under a nominal protection. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to ask the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield? 

Mr. VEST Oh, yes. 

Mr. PALMER. I merely wished to ask whether that was the quo- 
tation at the custom-house for the purpose of collecting the tariff duty ? 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator willturn to the REcoRD, on page 788, 
he can read exactly what it was. It was this: 

B. —Statement exhibiting the quantity and value of salt im annually 


from 1847 to 1853, and also the duties which accrued thereon during the same 
period. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to say, if the Senator will allow 
ne-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; of course. 

Mr. TELLER. Phat i is the foreign price at the port from which it 
was shipped. 

Mr. VEST. -As a matter of course itis; but we have always had the 
contention here that if you took off the duty the foreign importers, 
the manufacturers of salt in Great Britain, would avail themselves of 
it and would put up the price in the United States. I show from that 
table, printed by the Senator from Colorado, that when the duty was 
simply nominal upon salt, a iking went down, the import and 
that the statement here that off the duty gives Mt — 
importer contrel of the domestic nates and the to put up 
price to suit himself, and to increase his own t, is not true; and 
that is a material point in this entire controv 

Yesterday the tor from New York [Mr. Hiscock] was kind 
enough to say that any one who advocated the removal of this duty 
upon salt was almost idiotic. Let us see, turning to that portion of the 
record, or history rather, of thesalt duty, whether the Republican party 
has been consistent upon this question, or whether its great leaders 
did not join us in iosatine the removal of the duty upon salt 
entirely in 1871. I read the vote yesterday taken in the Senate. I 
turn now to the House of Representatives. In 1871 my 
friend from Maine [Mr. HALE] led the cohorts of reform upon the salt 
duty in the House of Representatives. He closed that debate with the 
following statement: 

In dosing general debate upon this bill— 


Which was a bill to put salt upon the free-list — 
In ‘upon salt ts no dehate upon this bill, I wish to but a word or two. 


duty upon is now 18 cents per h pounds in bulk and 24 centsin sack. 
The best Turk’s Island salt can be at the place where it is produced 
fe nen bie thcakieten ie Any tleman here can compute for himself 
the percentage of duty resting upon article. I believe that there is no one 
question about which the reflection of mulifons of pes day by day isso decided 
as it is in declaring that there should be no tax u: this article of salt. 

I have been asked to amend the bill introd by me so as to cut down the 


duty 50 per cent. I do not consent tothat. I believe this article should go upon 

= woes oat the nonce which has obtained heretofore for = Onon- 
daga sait-works—as great and complete as any monopoly ever gran y 
Tudors in England’s most despotic times—ought to cease. 


Mr. GEORGE. Whose language is that? 

Mr. VEST. It is the language of the Senator from Maine [Mr, 
HALE], who was then a member of the House of Representatives, when 
he introduced the bill to put salt upon the free-list; and when that 
vote was taken in the House of Representatives the bill was carried by 
a vote of 147 to 47. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was a Republican House. 

Mr. VEST. The House suspended the rulesin css the bill, for 
it took two-thirds under the rules of the House to do it; and in the list 
of those voting in the affirmative—the idiotic qe st of the community, 
according to the Senator from New York—I find DAWES, FRYE, 
Garfield, HALE, HAWLEY, and Hoar. I- leave to their Republican 
associates to determine the mental capacity of these leaders of that 
great party. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They are now members of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, with the exception of Garfield. 

Mr. FRYE. We have grown wiser as we have grown older. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes, Mr. President, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts said yesterday, there is a great difference between now and 
then; but that difference grows not out of an increase of wisdom, but 
out of the exigencies of the Republican party—an overwhelming argu- 
ment, and one that is always omnipotent in thisor the other branch of 
Congress when it arises. 

But the distinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] was not sat- 
isfied with that emphatic vote of 147to 47. He said a yearafterwards, 
in the House of Representatives, May 9, 1872: 


One year ago, on the yeas and nays, the House voted to put salt on the free- 
list by a vote of more than two-th We have the record The vote was 
147 in the affirmative and 47 in the me panties. I see no reason why members of 
the House should igo back on the — they then made. Nothing since 
has occurred which ought to change their views. 


At that time a distinguished member of the House, who was after- 
wards President of the United States, sup ted the statement 
of my friend from Maine. General James A. Garfield, the martyred 
President, said: 

I know, moreover, that for nearly two years the wholesale 
salt in Toronto, Canada, was a dol a ~ — than the same salt was 
ae for on \ the New York side — lake. = hat is, we produced it, ae 
and then peri it'to our Canadian neigh| 3 ata dollar per Saevel less than i it 


was sold to — on our shores. Certainly gentlemen will not want a duty 
continued that enables that thing to be done. 


Another idiot joined the grand procession. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Missouri give me the year ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir; I willgivethe year. That was delivered Ma: 
18, 1872, and the gentleman who delivered it was General Garfie 
In en from Maine, which I have read, he re- 
fers to the Onondaga ly, and we are again confronted in consid- 
piu iii dely atone the absolute necessaries of life with that 
eternal and ever-present specter to the American people, a combina- 
tion, a trust, called by a witness before the Committee on Ways and 
Means, from whose testimony I read the other day, a gentleman from 
New York, a ‘‘ sympathetic movement.”’ 

I now read testimony which shows that a salt trust was created un- 
der these high protective duties upon salt which lasted for more than 
five years, which was indignantly denied to be any combine or any 
trust, or even a sympathetic movement, but was called a ves 
interests. I read now from a statemeit made by the Saginaw Board 
of Trade, in the salt country in Mich Ina the 
lumber and salt production and industries of the Ww 

Valley, the annual report of the Saginaw Board of Trade, I find the 


rice of American 


following: 

The Salt Association was by limitation in 

1881, was at onee reorganized under the name of of Michi- 

gan, and in was its old name, the “ Michigan Salt 

fame hailwankes. Cincinnath Telede, Rosie nt eee 
. The capital stock and the office io) Sass 

ss cetnl along tpt cto en 
as 


Seer i on the cecon 


making returns in from a unity ik 
terest— 


‘The benefits derived from a unity of ee 


oe ar ey ee ee ae eaten 
ently (with two or or ee tee eaee icden » of the Sats. 


Dents 2008 the meevesont <f the alt product was greatly delayed owing to 
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of cars. To obviate this as much as possible a car-line company C6+u- 


of salt manufacturers has been organized to be known as the “ Michigai: 
t Line. 


The officers are: President and treasurer, W. C. McClure; secretary, D. G. 
Holland ; ar day, G. MeClure, East Saginaw; F. C. Stone, C. A. Rust, Sagi- 
naw City; J. F. , Thomas 2 ae oar The capital stock is $75,000. 

Contracts have been let to the Com: y for the construction of 
one hundred and twenty freight cars to constitute the 1 ichigan Sait Line, and 
to be run in four solid trains of thirty cars each, between the Saginaw Valley 
and . The cars will each have a capacity of 50,000 pounds, equal to 150 
barrels of salt, and the whole number can move 18,000 barrels. It is also pro- 


posed to construct a number of lighters to be used in transferring salt from the 
various works to the cars. 

So this trust was not confined to the production of salt, but to its 
transportation by land and water, and with its immense capital was 
enabled to control the market and to unify all the interests, direct and 
indirect, that were connected with this industry. 

It is notorious that two van ago this same Michigan Salt Association 
went into the State of West Virginia, bought up the salt springs in 
the valley of the Kanawha, and closed all except two, and by that 
means controlled also the uction of salt in another State of this 
Union; and they were enabled to do it by reason of this tariff duty 
which shut out foreign competition, handicapped the foreign importer 
eae such an extent that it left them in absolute control of the home 

et. 

I can read testimony here showing the impossibility of constructing 
such a trust under the free-trade system of Great Britain. It was at- 
tempted there and went to pieces because it required a sufficient 
amount of capital to control the output of salt throughout the whole 
world, there being no tariff which put a commercial wall around Eng- 
a: Soy gave to the producers of salt an unlimited monepoly of the 
marke 

I was glad upon pe to hear from the Senator from New York 
pie. Enecoox |. w o has taken a prominent part in constructing this 

ill, in framing the report, and in the debate which has followed, that 
he was prepared to vote now to repeal the clause in the existing law 
and in this proposed substitute which gives free salt to the fishermen 
of the United States, although he is not willing—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to say 
that I am prepared to vote to repeal that section ? 

Mr. VEST. I certainly understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no; I said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. VEST. Did not the Senator state yesterday that he thought 
that provision of law was wrong? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did. 

Mr. VEST. Well, then, is not the Senator willing to remove any- 
thing that is wrong from the law? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, it is not morally wrong. 

Mr. VEST. But I mean wrong in legislation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to say to the Senator that there is no ques- 
tion of future rewards and punishments involved in it. 

Mr. VEST. I hope for sake of the Republican party there is not. 
a. 

Mr. K. It is largely a question of expediency. The ques- 
tion of a tariff bill, a revenue bill is to a certain extent alway s a ques- 
tion of compromises and reaching the best sense of a majority that have 
inchargethe measure. I shall always bow to that judgment, and while 
I am not in favor of that provision, I shall bow to the judgment of the 
majority on this side of the Chamber on that question. I thought I 
made m clear yesterday in regard to my position. 

Mr. VEST. I did not understand it that way. I supposed that 
when the Senator denounce? the legislation he was ready to remove it; 
but if there isa more potcat influence with him than his conviction 
that it ought not to be upon the statute-book, of course he enters into the 
wide domain of ethical reform, about which I have nothing to say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope that the Senator will not put into my mouth 
the word ‘“‘denounced.”” I simply expressed my private judgment 
and ion with respect to that provision, and tried to make clear 
what I have said. 

Mr. VEST. Very gooa;Iaccepttheamendment. TheSenator from 
Florida [Mr. Carat hands me the Recorp. I tried to quote the Sen- 
ator correctly, and would not do any injustice intentionally. I read 
from the record of yesterday’s proceedings: 

Mr. Hiscock. I say that, in my judgment— 

Referring to that clause in regard to free salt for the fishing vessels— 


I that, in my judgment, it ought to be repealed, and I say further th 
that, there is wo tenia, teeny opinion, which can sustain the law Sohuned to. “i 


But we must content ourselves with the abstract opinion of the Sen- 
ator from New York, which is something, although we can not secure 
his practical action in the way of reform. We will take it for what it 
is worth. ‘‘ Blessed are they who expect nothing, for they shall not 
be disappointed.”’ 

Mr. President, IT have said all that ee to say in regard to this 
spam I feel very earnestly that duty t to be taken off. 

t seems to me that it is worse than absurdity for any Senator to say 
that the amount of the duty has anything to do with the principle. If 
it were but the shadow of 1 cent I would take it off the people of this 
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country, because salt is an absolute necessity of life, and the present 
condition of our Treasury gives us the best argument possible for re- 
ducing taxation in every direction. 

The Republican party has stood since 1884 pledged to reduce the 
surplus in the Treasury, and here is a duty upon an article that enters 
into every household, an article which should be, like the light and 
air of heaven, free to the humblest citizen in our broad domain, and 
with an overflowing Treasury, an enormous surplus, no necessity for 
the money, we continue to impose this duty; and when we point out 
its iniquity we are told it amounts to nothing; it is a mere shadow; 
salt to-day is as cheap as the dirt under our feet and as the rocks 
around us, and therefore the duty should be retained. : 

I close what I have to say upon this subject by quoting from 2 his- 
toric statesman, my illustrious predecessor upon this floor, Thomas H. 
Benton. He says in his Thirty Years’ View, in giving the debate 
upon the salt question: 

A salt tax was not only politically but morally wrong; it was a species of im~- 
piety. Salt stood alone amidst the productions of nature withoutarival or sub- 
stitute, and the preserver and purifier of all things. Most nations had regarded 
it as a mystic and sacred substance. Among tiie heathen nations of antiquity 
and with the Jews it was used in the religious ceremony of the sacrifice, the 
head of the victim being sprinkled with salt and water before it was offered. 
Amnone the primitive Christians it was the subject of divine allusions and the 
symbol of purity, of incorruptibility, and of perpetuity. The disciples of Christ 
were called “ the salt of the earth,” and no language or metaphor could have 
been more expressive of their character and mission; pure in themselves, and 
an antidote to moral as salt was to material corruption. Amongthe nations of 
the East salt always has been and still is the symbol of friendship and the pledge 
of inviolable fidelity. He that has eaten another's salt has contracted towards 
his benefactor a sacred obligation and can not betray or injure him thereafter 
without drawing upon himself (according to his religious belief) the certain 
effects of the divine displeasure. While many nations have religiously re- 
garded this substance, all have abhorred its taxation; and this sentiment, so 


universal, so profound, so inextinguishable in the human heart, is not to be over- 
looked by the legislator. 


Mr. Benton concluded his speech with declaring implacable war against this 
tax, with all its appurtenant abuses of monopoly in one quarter of the Union 
and of undue eae in another. He denounced it as a tax upon the entire 
economy of nature and of art, a tax upon man and upon beast, upon life and 

n health, upon comfort and luxury, upon want and superfiluity, upon food 
and upon raiment,on washing and on cleanliness. He called it a heartless and 
tyrant tax, as inexorable as it was omnipotent and omnipresent; a tax which 
no economy could avoid, no poverty could shun, no privation escape, no cun- 
ning elude, no force resist, no dexterity avert, no curses repulse, no prayers 
could depreciate, It was a tax which invaded the entire dominion of human 
operations, falling with its greatest weight upon the mest helpless and the most 
meritorious; and depriving the nation of benefits infinitely transcending in 
value the amount of its own product, I devote myself, said Mr, Benton, to the 
extirpation of this odious tax and its still more octious progeny, the salt monop- 
oly of the West. I war against them while they extst and while I remain on 
this floor. Twelve years have passed away, two years more than the siege of 
Troy lasted, since I began this contest. Nothing disheartened by so many de- 
feats in so long a time, I prosecute the war with unabated vigor; and relying 
upon the goodness of the cause, firmly calculate upon ultimate and final success, 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri whether 
in his reading of the Thirty Years in the Senate, by Hon. Thomas H. 
Benton, he has not’ come across another eloquent passage, where Mr. 
Benton stated that he had almost become a free-trader, but when it 
came to the subject of putting the tariff on lead, said he, ‘‘I rose and 
proposed to put 100 per cent. upon that, and I carried it, because Mis- 
souri produces the chief part that is to be found in the United States.’’ 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I well remember it, and it haunted that distin- 
guished statesman to the day of his death. In 1849, when he made 
his celebrated appeal to the people of Missouri, before he commenced 
this work, The Thirty Years’ View, to which he devoted his latest 
efforts, there was not asingle speech that he delivered in Missouri 
where he was not confronted by Democrats with that statement, and 
it as much as anything else brought about his political downfall. 

I remember another historic episode. If my friend, and he is my 
friend, from Vermont will permit me, I remember another statesman, 
covered now with years and honor, who, when the question of taking 
the duty off of coal and salt was pending in this Chamber, rose and said 
when his name was called, ‘‘ Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont 
on this question is paired with himself. He is for free coal but not for 
free salt,’’ or ‘‘for free salt and not for free coal,’’ I am not certain 
which; but ‘‘he is paired with himself,’’ and the record stands in that 
way to-day. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I hope there was nothing in what I 
said yesterday that questioned the capacity and the learning and the 
integrity of the distinguished Senator from Missouri in discussing this 
question. I confess that as I have seen Senators upon the other side 
day after day insist that the duties upon the raw material for the more 
finished product, as it was advanced step by step, were all aggregated 
in the last duty, and when I have heard it asserted here as if they be- 
lieved it that the schedule of duties must cover the entire labor cost 
of the articles protected, I have questioned in my own mind somewhat 
their knowledge of this question or their integrity in discussing it. 

The Se.ator from Missouri is frank and ingenious upon this question. 
He comes as near being a free-trader, doubtless, as any other Senator 
upon that side of the floor, and he has the courage of his convictions. 
But how long ago was it that we were treated in the Senate to the sight 
of two distinguished Senators upon the other side giving him notice 
that he did not represent the Democratic party and that they would 
not follow his leadership? ‘They served notice upon him that the doc- 
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trine for which he contended had resulted in a defeatof the Democracy 
in the past and wou!d result in the defeat of the Democracy in the fat- 
ure, and he was deposed as a great party leader upon this question. 


| say again that it does seem to me that even the Senator from Mis- 
souri in the examination of this question hardly delves beneath the 
surface for the facts that he parades before the Senate. He points to 
the fact that during the period when the duty on salt was reduced to 
20 per cent. ad valorem it ruled at a lower price in this country, It 
did. Then, as now, unless misstatements are made in the public press, 
a salt syndicate upon the other side of the ocean controlled the prod- 
net and controlled the price, and they attempted to stifle this indus- 
try in the United States during that period of time, and it was a con- 


test between the salt manufacturers of Europe, Asia, and Africa, and 
these of the State of New York, that I have in part the honor to rep- 
resent here, whether it should be stifled or not. During the whole of 
that period of time the most liberal appropriations were made by the 
State of New York to develop the salt industry in thatState. All that 
science could do it employed in that direction, all that mechanism 
could accomplish it employed in that direction, for the of de- 
veloping the salt industry of this country. Europe low the price, 
attempting to crash out this industry in the county of Onondaga, in 
the State ef New York. The Stete of New York was back of the in- 
dustry, and its liberal appropriations during that period of time in the 
promotion of the industry in that State were all that prevented the 
absolute crushing out of it in the United States. Michigan, by acci- 
dent or in some other way, discovered salt within her territory, and I 
think I am right in stating that the result was aliberal bounty in that 
State upon the production of salt in it, and the only reason why we 
were not turned over to the foreign producer was that the State of New 
York and the State of Michigan, with liberal hand, promoted the do- 
mestic industry. ' 

The Senator has seen fit to call the attention of the Senate to re- 
marks which have been made by Republicans against this industry. 
Well, sir, there is nothing that mere completely illustrates the 
ress we have made than the cireumstance that the facts of the las 
ten orfifteen years have changed the minds and the judgments of those 
same gentlemen upon this subject. When they spoke and when they 
voted as has been cited here this industry was limited to two Congres- 
sional districts in the United States. Science, as I said yesterday, pro- 
claimed that we had all the raw material that was necessary to produce 
all the salt that was needed in this country, and yet in deference to 
the public sentiment of constituents, as I doubt not, somewhat, these 
gentlemen, Senators and Representatives, cast the votes to which the 
Senator has referred. But they did not put salt on the free-list. They 
left upon it the same protection which I am defending here to-day; and 
let us see what the result of it has been. 

Calitornia in 1870 produced 174,000 bushels of salt, in 1880 nearly a 
million; Kentucky, 64,000 bushels in 1870; in 1880, 83,000 bushels; 
Michigan, 3,981,316 bushels, in 1870, 12,425,885 bushels in 1880; New 
York, 4,900,000 bushels in 1870 and about 9,000,000 bushels in 1880. 
Ohio about held herown. Pennsylvania increased from 579,000 bush- 
els in 1870 to 861,000 bushels in 1880; Utah increased from 1,950 bush- 
els in 1870 to 483,000 bushels in 1880. West Virginia about held her 
own. In the other States the product was doubled; and since the cen- 
sus of 1880 the development of this industry has been in 
the United States. In my own State of. New York itdias more than 
doubled. In Kansas it is prospering. The result of thifhasbeen that 
the price of salt has been forced down to a point never before known in 
the history of that product. Every hecy that was made by the 
salt-men during the discussions which have been referred to by the 
Senator from Missouri has been verified and fulfilled; and now the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen whose names have been called, who were on the 
rol! of those who voted against the then protection of salt, in view of 
the facts are unanimously in favor of holding the protection which is 
now afforded it by the present law. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I supposed when the amendment 
was offered to put salt on the free-list that it was done more in a jocu- 
lar mood than in any-other. I did not suppose that there was any se- 
rious opposition to the tariff on salt, for if there is ing in tariff 
legislation which shows clearly the benefit of protection it is the effect 
ou the salt industry as developed in this country. 

The State which I have the honor to represent in part produces one- 
third of thesalt used in the United States—about four millionso 5 
New York produces about a sixth. One-third of the consumption is 
imported from abroad, and the other sixth comes from West Virginia, 
California, Kansas, and other States which produce salt in small quan- 
tities. The question now, as faras protection is concerned, is more a 
matter of transportation than anything else, for salt at Saginaw is just 
the same in price as it is in Liverpool, and there is a margin of country 
along the coast of the United States where salt can be delivered cheaper 
from Liverpoul than from Saginaw, but it would not be delivered cheaper 
if it had net been for the development of that great interest in w. 

In 1860 there were only 4,000 barrels produced in Michigan. Ip 
1857 or 1858, it having been known by tradition and by the geological 
surveys that there was an immense salt t under a great — 
of Michigan, the State offered a bounty of 40 cents a barrel, and wells 











were put down. Then the tariff of 1861 gave a new impetus to the in- 
dustry, and it has from that time till this, when it has reached 
its maximum of a little over 4,000,000 barrels, 

The business now is unremunerative. It hardly pays the wear and 
tear, let alone the interest on the great works that have established 
throughout the State, in which have been invested millions of capital; 
and everything that goes into salt at the present time is labor. 

There is probably no part of the world where for the same amount 
of labor so much saitcan be manufactured as in Saginaw, for the steam 
which saws the logs, and which generally goes off into the ipe, 
is injected or projected through the pipes that are in the centers of the 
salt block and evaporates the salt, so that all of that is economized. 
There is nothing for fuel. Then, again, the refuse of the mill is worked 
up into barrels and into headings, so that barrels are manufactured 
cheaper there than anywhere else. And now salt is sold, with a bar- 
rel costing 21 cents, the raw material in, for 51 cents a barrel. 
The barrel, as I say, costs 21 cents. In other words, they only get 6 
cents a bushel for salt now at Saginaw. 

To show what an effect this has had upon the foreign salt, I will 
just read the first and last of a couple of tables here, and let them go 
into the Rrcorp, showing the range of prices: 





Year. 
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that with the immense demand here in America, if it had not been sup- 
plied in part by our local wells the price of English salt would have 
been dragged down in this wise? 
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In other words, the foreign salt has been com 
one-third in fifteen years, notwithstanding the. 


price of labor 
abroad, and that was the reason why this attempted salt trust was 
up, and I do not know but that it is a success in England, to save 
wo eam cams eo 

e Senator from in one 
if ng the decline 
bushel was 12.35 cents; it ended in 1853 at 10.52 cents; but take the 


point referred to a table 
gi in salt under a free-trade 
1847 to 1853. It commenced in 1847, when the average per 


tariff right along through, pag oh ete heed ad 
hibitery, the price has gone down from 10.52 cents to 6. cents a I, 
showing that protection more than free trade has had a tendency to re- 
duce the price of salt in this country. 

In regard to the Salt Association of Saginaw, I think I know some- 
thing about it. 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator proceeds—— 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator from Missouri wish to say any- 
thing? Ifso, I ; 

Mr. VEST. Upon the point which the Senator is just leaving, as to 
the depreciation or decrease in price under the respective tariffs, I neg- 
lected in the remarks I made to allude to a table which I find in the 
first volume of the report of the Tariff Commission, upon page 1198, 
incorporated in the testimony of Mr. David H. Mason, who represented 
the Michigan Salt Association. He takes the respective decades from 
1830 to 1880 and gives the price of salt, and domestic, for each 
ten years. I call the attention of my from Michigan, for this 
evidence comes from his own side of this ion and his. own State, 
to Mr. Mason’s statement and as to the decline in the price of salt 
from the year 1850 to the year 1870. He gives the amount produced, 
salt, the amount retained in the 
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‘tariff, the Walker tariff, took effect on December 1, 1846—22.76 cents 

‘per bushel. In 1860, after ten years of that tariff and after an ad- 

Fitional reduction from 20 to-15 per cent. ad valorem in 1857, the 

i was 18 cents per bushel, a decline of 4.76 cents per bushel; and 
was under the low tariff of which he was just speaking. 

Mr. PALMER. Under the lew tariff? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, and I will ask that these tables—in order that the 
whole question may be put upon the record—shall be in 
my remarks. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there in there also a table showing the continu- 
ance of the depreciation in the price of salt? 

Mr. VEST. I have noobjection to puattingallof the tables in. The 
Senator from Iowa can inspect them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not care to inspect them, but I think it might 
be well to put them all in. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse,allofthem. I want tobe oy fair about 
this question. I believe lamright. I thinkIam;Iwanttobe. The 
table to which I particularly refer commences with the year 1830, and 
by decades brings the price of salt down to the year 1880. 

Mr. ALLISON. What was it in 1880? 

Mr. VEST. 1880 it was 16.51 cents. It declined steadily, with 
fluctuations, sometimes lower and sometimes higher, but the decline 
has spread. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that the price per bushel? 

Mr. VEST. Per bushel, the average per bushel. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator read those tables again before he 
sits down? 

Mr. VEST. With the greatest pleasure. In 1880 Mr. Mason—andI 
refer to his testimony as that of an adverse witness—gives first the source 
of supply, then the year, then Pea. then the value, then the 
average per bushel. The price in 1830 was 21 cents per bushel. 

Mr. PALMER. In 1830? 

Mr. VEST. In 1830. Then he gives the amount retained of foreign 
and domestic salt. Now, come to the next decade. He by the 
census. In 1840 there were produced in the United States 6,179,174 
bushels and the price was 20 cents. Go to the next. There were pro- 
duced in the United States 9,763,000 bushels, an increase of nearly 4,- 
000,600 bushels, and the price was 22.76 cents, an increase over the price 
in 1840. We had the Walker tariff from December 1, 1846, to 1861, 
and we also had a decrease during that time in the ad valorem duty 
from 20 to 15 per cent. Im 1860 there were produced in the United 
States 12,717,000 bushels, showing, that under the Walker tariff there 
was an increase of 4,000,000 bushels in those ten years, and the price 
had decreased under the Walker tariff from 22.76 cents per bushel to 
18 cents. 


Again, in 1870 there were produced 17,000,000 bushels, an increase 


of 5,000,000 within a fraction—nearly 5,000,000 bushels; and the price 
a fraction. There might have 


had increased in 1870 to 27 cents an 
been abnormal reasons forthat. Iam y fair about it, and I will 
state frankly that I do not know that 1570 was an average year as to salt. 

Mr. PLUMB. The increase between those two periods was greater, 


the Senator will ascertain, than the entire amount of the duty—abont 


twice the total duty. 

Mr. VEST. I think it was. 

Mr. PLUMB. So that the Senator can readily see that there must 
have been circumstances operating. 

Mr. VEST. I admit that, and I said that of my own accord. 

Mr. PLUMB. I only called attention to it. 

Mr. VEST. I think 1870 wasan exceptional year, as we know there 


ee Seer that year which increased the price of all com- 
modities. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Do.pa in the chair). Before the 
Senator from Missouri Chair that the 


Senator from Missouri is talking in the time of the Senator from Michi- 
gap (Mr. PALMER]. The Chair will insist on the rule that when a 
ator is addressing the Senate he shall address the Chair and wait 


until he is recognized and the consent of the Senator having the floor 
is obtained. In this colloquial discussion going on it must be difficult 
for the Reporter to take the reports of the debate, and it does not tend 


to the orderly consideration of the bill. 
Mr. VEST. In 1880—Lam through with the table for which the 
Senators on the other side asked—in 1880 there were produced in the 
United States 20,800,298 bushels of salt, and the prices had decreased 
from 27 cents and a fraction in 1870 to 16.50 cents in 1880, and there 
is the table to prove it. 
Mr. ALLISON. Since that time the price has further decreased. 
Mr. VEST. No doubt about that, has been a decrease in 
that and everything else. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think it is about 10 cents a bushel now. For 
some reason or other there has been a constant decrease in the price. 


Mr. VEST. There has been a decrease in the price of every other 


article of necessity in this country. I know my friends on the other 
side claim that the tariff did it, and I claim that it has been done 
by competition and 
pene and in the rock-salt which is dissolved and made into salt for 

table and I now present the tables produced by Mr. Ma- 
son before the Taritf Commission for insertion in the RECORD: 







improvements in methods and discoveries in salt- | 





Salt, 
Y 
Source of supply. ons aati 
YEAR 1850. 
Produced in United States........... | May 31 
Exports of domestic salt hee Sept. 30 
Retained in United States.....| Sept. 30 
Imported into United States *........ Sept. 30 
Exports of foreign ce Sept. 30 
Retained in United States.....| Sept. 30 
Domestic salt retained ..............«« Sept. 30 
Poreign salt retained.............<-<00«+ | Sept. 30 
a i ccncocscnssescccsaitoteacvenedeens 
YEAR 1840, 
Produced in United States............ | May 31 
Exports of domestic/salt............... | Sept. 30 
Retained in United States | Sept, 30 
Imported into United States*........) Sept. 30 
Exports of foreign salt.................| Sept, 30 
Retained in United States 2 Sept. 30 
Domestic salt retained .......0..0.+.0-+ Sept. 30 
Foreign salt retained ..........-.0..00+ | Sept. 30 | 


Total retuined..............00..<ccres 
| 


YEAR 18590. 
Produced in United States............. May 31 
Exports of domestic salt ..........+00. June 30 
Retained in United States....| June 30 
Imported into United States*........ June 30 
Exports of foreign salt........0....0++ June 30 
Retained in United States....| June 30 
Domestic salt retained .................. June 30 
Foreign salt retained.............0000+++ June 30 


Total retained..............s0«»+« 
YEAR 1860. 


Produced in United States............ 
Exports of domestic salt............... 


Retained in United States..... 
Imported into United States*........ 
Exports of foreign salt..............0.+ 


May 31 


June 30 
June 30 
June 30 


Retained in United States.....| June 30 





Domestic salt retained ...............++ June 30 
Foreign salt retained..........00.....++- June 30 
i IE aicctnnnictpricntiniens 
YEAR 1870. 
Produced in United States............ May 31 
Exports of domestic salt............... June 30 
Retained in United States...... June 30 
Imported into United States”........ June 30 
Exports of foreign salt................. | June 30 
Retained in United States..... June 30 


Domestic salt retained.................. | d 
Foreign salt rétained.... “ 


Total retained } 


SPOR ee tHe eens ees Rene ee nee eh eees pees 





YEAR 1880. | 
Produced in United States............ May 31 
Exports of domestic salt ............... June 30 
Retained in United States..... June 30 
Imported into United States*.. ...... June 30 
Exports of foreign salt.................. June 30 
Retained in United States June 30 
Domestic salt retained.................. June 30 
Foreign salt retained..............<<<..». June p0 


Total retained 


* Average prices of imported salt per bushel are those in the foreign ports of 


departure. 


Mr, PALMER. 


June 30 
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| 
Average 
Bushels, Values. | per 
bushel 
ee 
Cents. 
| 4,444, 920 $935, 173 21. 039 
| 47, 488 22, 978 48. 387 
| 4,397,441 | 912,195 20. 744 
| 5,974,046 | 671,979) 12,504 
} 101,866 20,064 | 19.696 
5, 272, 180 651, 915 12, 365 
4,397, 441 GED, 195 foeccccseeccen 
5, 272, 180 651, 915 |. cce. een... 
Brtien ad 
| 9,660,681 | 1,564,110 as 
6, 179, 174 1, 285, 835 20, 000 
92, 145 42) 246 45. 847 
| 6,087, 029 1,198, 589 19. 609 
| 8,283,208 | 1,015,426) 12.400 
| $1,999 11,524} 36. 017 
8,251,204 | 1,003,901} 12.316 
6,087,029 | 1,198,589 |... = 
| $151, 204 1, 008, 901 |............... 
| 14,238,238 | 2, 197,490 |... eescceees 
ee — ———— 
| | 
| 
| 9,768,840 | 2,222,7 22, 765 
|__ 819,175 75, 108 23. 530 
| 9,444,665 | 2,247,642} 22.739 
—_——— ——— ——— 
| 11, 224, 185 1, 287, 186 11.023 
| 31, 9. 668 31. 141 
| 11,193,139 | 1,227,518| 10.900 
9,444,665 | 2,147,642 |e... 
11, 198, 139 1, 237, 518 |............... 
sevssens} 20, 687, 804 8,375, 160 |.........00000- 
| 12, 717, 198 2,289,504 | 18,003 
| 475,445 | “129,71T| 27.283 
12, 241, 753 2, 159, 787 17. 643 
14, 094, 227 1,431, 140 10, U5 
126. 28, 983 22. 932 
13, 968, 060 1, 402, 207 10. 089 
12,241,753 | 2,159,787 |.. * 
13, 968, 060 1, 402, 207 |... 
..| 26,209, 813 8, 561, 994 auto 
7, 606, 105 4, 818, 229 27. 833 
298) 142 119, 582 40. 109 
17,307,963 | 4,698,647} 27.147 
“13, 340, 25899 | 1,442,835| 10.816 
| "234, 73088 42,714] 18.193 
| 13, 105,47748 | 1,400,121 | 10.683 
| 47,307,963 | 4,698,647 foo... 
| 13,205, 47799 | 1,400, 121 }............... 
| 30, 413, 44099 | 6,098,763 lll 
| 29, 800, 298 4,817,636} 16.502 
' 22,179 6, 613 | 29. 816 
29, 778, 119 4, 811, 023 16. 156 
“YT, 213, 76223 Y 837,432 10. 674 
118, 39928 8, 861 7.434 
17,095,363} | 1,828,571 | 10.696 
26,778,119 | 4,800,023 beceesace.s.... 
| 17,095, 36358 | 1,828,572 |... .escaee 
46, 873, 4824 


| 6,639,594 |ovvsssecaseecce 





Is the Senator through? 
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Mr. VEST. Yes, sir, 

Mr. PALMER, The Senator’s own argument, I think, proves very 
conclusively the benefit of the protective tariff, for if it is the object of 
law-making to cheaper commodities certainly it must be conceded 
that the protective tariff has cheapened salt much more than the free- 
trade tariff of which he speaks, for there was in none of those decades 
any such decrease in price as there has been in the last ten years, 
which has brought salt down to 6 cents a bushel without the package, 
and that I imagine is the way he characterized it in speaking of it. 

We are now consuming in this country 60,000,000 bushels of salt. 
Fight million barrels are produced in this country; 4,000,000 are 
brought from abroad. Now let us see what the effect would be of tak- 
ing out 2,000,000 or 4,000,000 bushels of the salt production of this 
country. It would undoubtedly increase the price by the discourage- 
ment of the industry by reducing the tariff and letting in foreign salt. 
It would compel the abandonment of many salt-blocks in Michigan, 
and when they were once abandoned they are very expensive machines 
that would never be rehabilitated unless under very exceptional circum- 
stances. It would be for the benefit of this country, if they could not 
be kept up in any other way, to pay a direct bounty for the maintenance 
of the blocks in Michigan, which make 4,000,000 barrels a year for the 
supply of this country and for competition with foreign salt. 

A word now in regard to what the Senator from Missouri said in re- 
spect of the salt association of Saginaw; he characterized it as a trust. 
If he wishes to make trusts popular, he wants to take just such instances 
as that and hold them up before the public. What has been the mis- 
sion of that salt association? It has been to do through the hands of 
one oflice business much more cheaply than it could have been done 
through fifty offices. Instead of having runners all over the United 
States, they have their agents at different points, and they know ex- 
actly the supply. The weak salt-blocks upon the river or throughout 
the State have been enabled to get advances upon their salt. None of 
them have ever been crushed out, none of them have ever been stifled. 
They have been helped against the interestsof the strong. If the salt- 
blocks of Michigan had been decimated, if the weak ones had been al- 
lowed to go to the wall, salt would be higher to-day. That salt asso- 
ciation of Saginaw is just like the rules of the House of Representa- 
tives, for the protection of the weak and for the protection of the public. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan yield 
to the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly; Iam in pursuit of knowledge, and Iam 
very glad to be interrupted. 

Mr. VEST. I am always very willing to be interrupted myself, but 
as a matter of fact I indulge very little in the interruption of others. 
Does the Senator mean to say—because I take it that is the tendency 
of his argument—that the creation of the Saginaw or Michigan salt 
trust or salt association diminished the price of salt? 

Mr. PALMER. I do not suppose that was the intention, but that 
has been the practical result. As the Senator can see, when a weak 
concern which isstaggering along can get advances on its product with- 
out going into the market and selling it, the effect must be to cheapen 
salt. 

Mr. VEST. That reminds me, if I am notinterrupting the Senator 
at too much length, of the attack that was made upon my course in 
the Senate in the Steel and Iron Bulletin of Se ia. Istated here 
in the debate on the steel and iron schedule thatthe Vulcan Steel Works, 
near St. Louis, had been leased for five years by the iron and steel mo- 
nopoly trust, and had been shut down for three years in order to enable 
the trust to contro! the output of steel rails in the United States. This 
r came back and said that I was entirely mistaken, that the price 
paid to the Vulcan Iron Works to shut down for a yearor nine months 
was about $70,000 and not $500,000 a year, as I stated. But the re- 
markable part of the statement in the line of the Senator’s argument 
was that the steel and iron trust, which they admitted existed, had in- 
terfered and paid $70,000 to the assignee who had charge of the Vul- 
can Works in order to prevent the sacrifice of the property, and that 
they had simply gone in out of a spirit of philanthropy and charity in 
order to prevent this very valuable preperty from being bid off under 
the hammer for almost nothing ! 

Now, Mr. President, I deny that the Senator is entirely right when 
he states that the formation of that Michigan salt association, which it 
is said was to unify interests, was not simply to increase their profits 
and to enable them to control the market. I make this statement, and 
I ean prove it by the report of the Saginaw Board of Trade, that from 
1866 to 1876—and that trust was formed in 1876—the price of salt 
went down to a greater degree than it did in the years when the trust 
was in existence, and it could not have been that the trust was formed 
to depreciate the price. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator base the | 
argument on a verification of that? I have the figures right here. 

Mr. VEST. I have the figures also. 

Mr. PALMER. He will permit me to say that in 1867, nipe years 


prior to the organization of what he calls the trust—it is not a trust; it 
is an organization—— 


Mr. VEST. It was born in 1876, 


pa 


ogical connection of his 


Mr. PALMER. In 1876. Salt was sold at $1.70 a barrel in 1867, 
and it ran down to $1.05 a barrel in 1876; but the great decrease waa’ 
in the last three years. 

For instance, in 1873 salt was $1.37 a barrel, and from 1876, when it 
was $1.05, it has ran down at the present time to 51 cents. So you! 
will see, conceding that it was equable through the nine years previous 
to 1876, the proportion for the ten years following has been for each 
year greater than it was before. 

Mr. VEST. What was the price in 1886? 

Mr. PALMER. In 1886 the price was 61 cents and now it is 51 
cents; but at the same time the Senator must remember that there is one’ 
thing that remains arbitrary all the time, and that isthe barrel. That 
costs just as much now as it did twenty-five years ago. 

Mr. President, I concede that salt, which in our State employs from 
5,000 to 10,000 laborers, has been very much eae Our people, 
however, are asking for no relief, but they ask that this tariff s be 
allowed to remain just where it is; and my opinion is that if it should 
be taken off, salt would rise within five years to double what it is at 
the present time. 

Right on the St. Clair River there is an immense salt-bed of salt-rock 
where the water from the river is let down into a vast cavity and the 
salt is saturated, as they call it, and the pressure of the water forces it 
to within about 10 feet of the top of the ground—the saturated brine 
that is pumped out with very little expense; and yet notwithstanding 
wo a. _ — has given, notwi ng that ae be 

elive ere for $1.50 a ton, that large concern, managed by good - 
business men, making 500 to 600 barrels a day, has not paid one cent 
of dividends in the last six years. It isso, measurably, throughout the 
State, and the blocks are supplied by steam from the mill. I do not 
believe there is a salt-block in Michigan that is paying enough to make 
up for wear and tear, let alone the interest; and the great object now 
is to keep the work for our men, looking for better times. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Colorado ? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly, if he desires. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr. PALMER. I think I have said about all I have to say. 
not given to making long 

The Senator from Texas | Mr. REAGAN ] was ane who paid the 
tax. I can not see where the tax comes in if one year I pay a nominal 
tax and the next year the article falls so much below the present price 
that I more than get my tax back, and that has been the history of 
the salt industry in this country, and every measure of protection that 
has been given to it has been recompensed by five times the reduction 
by the manufacturers at home. 

Mr. PLUMB withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, yesterday the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] both 
made arguments to show that the tariff on salt had been oppressive to 
the people of the United States, and that in the halcyon days, of which 
they are always so fond of talking, under the Walker tariff from 1846 
to 1861, there was no duty on salt, salt was very cheap, and the people 
were not oppressed by great monopoly. Mr. President, the argu- 
ment fell to the ground when it was discovered that there was a duty 
on salt during that period. It is true it was not a great duty, but it 
was 20 per cent. ad valorem, which I have heard denounced on this 
floor over and over again on some articles as an outrageous duty. But 
the Senator from Missouri this morning excuses himself for having made 
this mistake as to the fact on the ground that the statement had been 
made by the presidentof the Free-Trade Club, whom I do not personally 
know, but of whose conduct d the last campaign I have had some 
knowledge, as to the character of the arguments that have been sent out 
by that club. He made the statement, and the Senator relied upon 
that. I said it was just such a statement as I would expect to come 
from that source. 

I did not mean to say that Mr. Wheeler, the dent of the club, 
was nota reliable man. I do not suppose Mr. er got up the sta- 
tistics and the statements that were sent out. In nine cases out of ten 
no doubt they were the result of the mental operations of some clerk 
in that free-trade club office. But I do mean to say that not only have 
statements gone from that club in the interest of free trade unsup- 
ported by facts, but contrary to facts; and I want to say that a great 
many of the statements made on this floor have been without the basis 
of fact. It is not the first time on this floor, in the interest of free 
trade, that the plain statistical facts of the country, that can be reached 
and examined by everybody, have been misrepresented. 

We have heard here about the great a on the whole North- 
west, aggregating more in some States than the value of the farm-lands 
in the States, mortgages upon the farms, put forth here solemnly by a 
Senator who had never taken a moment’s time to examine to see 
whether the statement was true or not; but because he found it in some 
free-trade journal or in a circular issued by some free-trade club, he ac- 
cepted it as true and palmed it off on the of the United States 
under the high authority of his ge in ly. We heard only a 
day or two ago from the other of the Chamber that Great Britain 
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was paying no subsidies in fact to her subsidized steamers. We heard 
the statement from the same source that the French Government were 
not subsidizing steamers at thistime. And this when itis a notorious 
fact, which nobody ought to deny on this floor, that since 1848 the 
English Government has paid out nearly, if not quite, five millions a 
year on an average and some years six millions and more of money for 
the support not of her mails but of ber commerce. It is a notorious 
fact that ought not to be disputed here that the French Government 
has entered upon the system of subsidies to her steamers. And yet, 
upon the authority of a Senator in this body, the people of the United 
States are told that all the world has abandoned subsidies to steamers, 
and that we on our side are the only people who have any desire to 
engage in that kind of business; and we are told further that the United 
States has never granted to ships bounties, when the history of this 
country proves that that is not true. 

I am reminded by a Senator near me that Great Britain is now com- 
plaining bitterly of the subsidies that are granted by the French Gov- 
ernment to the French steamers encouraging French commerce; and 
so, Mr. President, as I said, I was notsurprised at a misstatement ema- 
nating from a free-tradeclub. I repeat again, the misstatements of free- 
traders are not confined to free-trade clubs. The Senator from North 
Carolina yesterday attempted to show that there was no tariff duty on 
salt in 1846 and subsequent thereto to 1861, and that by reason of the 
absence of duty the price of salt had fallen. Will the Senator from 
North Carolina tell me what was the price of salt in 1861 when Con- 
gress adopted the new tariff? I presume he has not got that. It was 
nearly twice as much as it is to-day, and it was more than twice as 
much as salt has sold for in the State of Michigan by the barrel within 
the last four years. 

Mr. VANCE. Ifthe Senator will allow me—~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Colorado yield ? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. If theSenator will recur to my remarks yesterday he 
will see that I gave the average price of salt, not for every year, but 
for the period he alludes to. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator gave the price of salt for a series of 
years under that tariff as 26.4 cents a bushel, which is $1.32 a barrel. 
For years salt has not been $1.32a barrel. I called attention yesterday 
to a report made in 1854, showing that there was a duty on salt during 
the Walker tariff, and I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from = Carolina toa report made the 2d of January, 1858, in which 
it is said: 

The present duty, under the act of 1846, is 20 per cent. ad valorem, which, on 
the importation of 15,405,864 bushels last year, valued at $1,981,065 by the cus- 
tom-house books, makes the duty within a fraction of 2.57 cents per bushel. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator certainly was not in the Chamber this 
morning when I made the correction of my statement of yesterday. 

Mr, TELLER. I have not been out of the Chamber at all. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator will probably remember that I said that 
I had gone to the Bureau of Statistics and corrected my statement 
made yesterday, showing that there was a duty of 20 per cent. un salt 
from 1846 to 1857, and then it was reduced to 15 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. I have been in my seat all the time. I knew the 
Senator had the floor this morning, but I confess to him I did not hear 
what he said, and I did not know that he made any correction. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not finding any fault withtheSenator. I was 
only pes Se his argument had fallen to the ground, because the 
basis on which it was founded had failed. We have had a tariff on salt 
at all times, except from 1807 to 1813. There has been no free salt in 
this country at any time within the memory of man, and it is a notorious 
fact that under that free trade in salt, salt was higher in price than it 
has ever been at any other time, except during the war before we had 
revived our destroyed salt industry. 

It is further a notorious fact that year by year salt has been going 
down in price, until to-day it is not worth over 11 cents a bushel. Or 
course, it may be worth more in some sections of the country, but not 
in the salt-marts and salt-markets of the country. 

Now, the Senator from Missouri, not learning experience by having 
followed Mr. Wheeler, produced another free-trade argument, a state- 
mentthat has been denied over and over again in the public press, that 
owing to the duty on salt the salt manufacturers of the United States 
were enabled to carry their salt in 1872 and thereabouts to Canada and 
sell it for a dollar a barrel less than they sold it in the United States. 
At the very time the Senator complains of, when he says salt was being 
sold in Canada for a dollar less, salt was selling in the United States, 
and had been for more than a year before that time, for $1.46 a barrel, 
with 21 cents for the barrel. Saying nothing about the transportation 
from the salt-fields to Canada, the producer must have received on 
Canadian soil 25 cents a barrel for his salt. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me a moment—— 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. VEST. I simply read what President Garfield said in the 
House of Re: tatives, without comment. I read his own state- 
ment, and if it was a mistake it was made by him. I gave the author- 
ity at the time, and you will find it in the ConcREsSIONAL ReEcorD. 














Mr. TELLER. It does not make any difference what the authority 


was. The Senator must have known, if he had stopped to think a mo- 
ment, that the statement must be erroneous. He must have known 


that no such thing could have existed, and the Senator must have seen 


over and over again the statement made and its contradiction in the 
public press, If he has not, I have. 


The Senator waxed eloquent and became somewhat pathetic over the 
sufferings of the people of the United States caused by this great duty 
when salt is selling for from 9 to 11 cents a bushel, and when the ut- 
most consumption that can be claimed is a bushel per capita in the 
United States, which includes all the great packing establishments, 
all the salt for manufacturing purposes, as well as agricultural pur- 
poses. It can be readily seen how oppressive this must be upon the 
common people, who are so dear to the Senator from Missouri! 

Why, Mr. President, the ordinary farmer who puts up his own pork 
does not use more than a barrel of salt a year, and the ordinary me- 
chanic, with an ordinary family, does not use a bushel of salt a year. 
The duty paid on that is inconsequential. The prico of salt is of no 
earthly account in the consideration of a man’s expenses. 

There is an article that enters intouse in every family in this coun- 
try, an article that so far all the duties we have been able to put upon 
it have not succeeded in stimulating the industry to such an extent 
that any appreciable amount upon the market can be produced and has 
been produced in this country, and notwithstanding the high tariff we 
have put upon it we are producing less to-day than we produced thirty 
years ago; and that article is sugar. The Senator from Missouri is 
quite willing to keep the sugar tariffon. He admits that we do not 
need the duty. He says that we do not need the revenue, and yet he 
will grow enthusiastic, and pathetic, and eloquent over the duty on 
salt, while he is entirely silent on the question of the duty onsugar. 

Mr. VEST. Wait until we reach that schedule and see whether I 
am silent or not. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know what the Senator may do when we 
reach the sugar schedule. I know what his political party has done 
asa party. While they are aggrieved over salt, as a political party 
they have nothing to say about sugar, or but little. What they do is 
in favor of the continuance, practically, of the present duty, 

Mr. President, Mr. John L. Hayes was the chairman or president of 
the Tariff Commission of 1882-83, He madeastatement which I find 
quoted in the House of Representatives, to which my attention has 
been called, and I desire to put it in the Recorp. Mr. Hayes said: 


It is said that the cost of salt to the consumer will be diminished by free trade 
or reduction. This is contradicted by American experience. In 1807 the duty 
of 20 cents a bushel which had before been imposed was repealed, and salt was 
admitted free of duty for six years. Consequently our home works were aban- 
doned, or greatly reduced in production. Domestic competition being with- 
drawn, the prices of foreign salt which then flooded the markets advanced, 
being as high as $2 per buskel. When the war of 18/2 arrived the foreign sup- 

ly from England and her colonies was cut off. We had to depend upon the 

ew establishments of our own which had not been driven out of business by 
foreign rivalry; and it is recorded asa historical fact that ‘salt was sold in 
quantities in more than one of our States at $4 per bushel.” 

While writing this article we were informed by a merchant of Portsmouth, 
N.H., that a cargo of salt was held in that town during the war of 1812 by specu- 
lators, though not actually sold, at $8 per bushel. 

In 1872 Congress reduced the duty on salt in bags from 24 cents per 100 pounds 
to 12 cents, and on salt in bulk from 18 cents per 100 pounds to 8 cents, that is, 
reduced the duty more than one-half. What was the result? The foreign pro- 
ducers put up the price immediately, and in forty-seven months after the re- 
duction of theduty took effect the average increase in the foreign invoice value 
amounted to over 8 cents per 100 pounds, or to more than two-thirds of the duty 
taken off; and the expected benefit of reduction, instead of inuring to our con- 
eumers, went into the pockets of foreign manufacturers of salt. 

The rise of prices attracted attention everywhere in this country; and the 
New York Chamber of Commerce, in areport upon this subject in 1873, declared : 
“The reduction of duty on foreign salt has not had that effect upon the price of 
salt that was anticipated by those who advocated its passage. The cost of both 
ground and fine salt is higher than it was before the duty was reduced.” 

These facts establish what the American salt producers maintain, that any 
legislation which would break the growing force of the American competition 
against the foreigner would be sure to strengthen the foreigner and enable him 
to exact higher prices, and that the tendency to cheaper salt, now in operation, 
can be sustained only by maintaining those circumstances which strengthen 
the power of American competition. 


Mr. President, I have here a statement of the price of salt, and I say, 
notwithstanding what has been said by Senators on the other side about 
the small duty on salt under the Walker tariff, that since 1877 salt has 
been cheaper in barrels in the United States than it was in 1860 and 
1261, before the passage of the new tariff law. This salt question is not 
simply a question of expense. No people can afford tobe without salt 
manufactures on their own soil if they have the means of so doing, 
and a better illustration of the necessity of the home manufacture of 
salt can not be had than that which we had during the recent war. The 
South was without manufactures at all, although the State of Louisi- 
ana and other sections had an abundance of salt which if they had 
utilized would have been of great value to them, not only as a neces- 
sity of life, but as a necessity of war. I do not know what the price 
of salt was in the South, but it went up to an unheard-of price, and 
there was undoubtedly great suffering in the South because of the lack 
of salt. 

If we should have a foreign war with a power great enough to block- 
ade our ports—and if we are to have a war there is where it will be, 
upon the ocean and not upon the land—what condition would 65,000,000 
people be in if they had no salt manufactures? Mauch as Senators on 
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the other side may be in love with the idea of cheapness, I do not think 
when they carefully consider this question that they ought to view it 
wholly and entirely from the standpoint of dollars and cents. It is as 
necessary toa successful nation that itshould have salt as that itshould 
have woo! or that it should have iron, They are necessities in time of 





war, and we can not abandon our salt industry in this country, if we 
should save 2 or 2or 5 or 10 cents a bushel on salt; but with salt at 10 
and 11 cents a bushel, with the industry being opened and salt being 
made in al! parts of the country and the people thus being saved the 


expense of transportation, there is the greater necessity for the encour- 
agement of this industry. ° 

The people of Colorado and the people of Kansas would pay to the 
railroad companies immense sums of money for the transportation of 
salt if the salt came from the seaboard and had to be transported across 
the continent by rail. We want to develop the great salt-fields of 
Kansas, of Northern Texas, of Utah, and of all that section, and we 
shall have local production as wel! as local demand. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to say a single word before the 
vote is taken. I apologize for having consumed so much time in the 
discussion already. What I have to say is suggested by the last re- 
marks of the Senator from Colorado. 

So far as his country and mine are concerned in the trans-Mississippi 
department it is not affected by this duty at all. We can very safely 
rely upon the salt-fields of Kansas and of Michigan, and the competi- 
tion between them will bring the price down to us whether the tariff 
be increased or diminished. 

But the operation of this tariff, the unjust operation of this duty upon 
sult is in the South and on the Southern Atlantic seaboard. The testi- 
mony before the Tariff Commission in 1852 showed that the freight 
from the New York salt-mines and the Michigan salt-mines put their 
product absolutely out of the reach of the Southern consumer; and the 
salt that comes into Galveston, and New Orleans, and Savannah, and 
Charleston, and Richmond, Va., te a large extent must be foreign salt. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Missouri must be aware 
that Louisiana is one of the most vaiuable natural deposits of salt in 
the world. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, I know as much aboutitas any man living; [have 
seen it, and there is an island in the Mississippi River which could pro- 
duce enough salt to furnish the entire world, or ten more such worlds. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish the Senator would explain, then, how the 
places to which he alludes are dependent upon foreign salt. 

Mr. VEST. As to the mine to which the Senator alludes, if he will 
turn to the debate in the House he will find that a member from 
Louisiana gave a very intelligent and succinctaccountof it. The mines 
in Louisiana have been under pecuniary difficulties and have not been 
worked. Whether those difficulties have been removed now or not I 
am unable to say, but that Louisiana mine would not supply the mar- 
kets upon the Southern Atlantic seaboard. 

Ihave here astatement te show how this tariff operates. Ispeak now 
in regard to the region of country which I have mentioned. Here isa 
statement from Mr. W. A. Hazard, who is the managing partner of one 
of the largest salt establishments in the United States, and here is his 
caleulation: 
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Makes the cost of the English salt wpon our shores, per ton............... 5,42 

=: 

Cost at the works in New York, per ton, including everything................... 3.20 
(I mean the salt works of New York.) 

Preight to New York........0.-ssssssessesecserseses 1,00 

Total cost............ . £2 


Leaving a margin between the foreign salt and the New York salt of 
$1.22 a tén, and that is what this tariff does. It gives, according to 
my position (and I do not think there is any man living who can an- 
swer the statement), the additional cost of $1.22 on every ton of salt, 
which must be paid by the consumer, As a matter of course, if the 
consumer does not pay it that is the end of this whole tariff discus- 
sion. That closes the book atonce. But from my standpoint and that 
of the Senator from Rhode Island—because in his report he claims that 
the duties on sugar have increased the cost to the consumer, and his 
argument in that report is that the duties on sugar ought to be dimin- 
ished because sugar is an article of absolute necessity and there is 
more suar thea bread used in the United States—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I admit the truth of the statement as apptied to 
svgar, but I ebject to the inference which the Senator is now making 
that that condition would apply to all the imports of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. I understand what the Senator would say, because he 
knows what he has said in that report, but it does not answer his own 
position. He says the sugar produced in the United States is not suffi- 
cient to furnish the requisite competition with the imported article, 
but that is only in degree; the principle remains; the principle is there. 
He admits iu so many words in his report thatif you take off the duty 
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on sugar you diminish the cost to the consumer. That isallI say. Ther 


the Senator and myself at last have got ; 
Mr. ALDRICH. Upon the article of we have. 
Mr. VEST. We are together on the whole principle, because if tak- 


ing the duty off sugar diminishes the cost to the consumer it is only a 
question of degree measured by the quantity of production in this 
country as to how much you take off. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Missouri will agree with 
me that where nine-tenths of any article that is consumed in this coun- 
try are imported, the price is fixed by the foreign price plus the duty; 
but, to reverse that statement, where one-tenth is imported and nines 
tenths produced in this country, it is the nine-tenths that fixes the 
value of the article and not the one-tenth; and the eases are not anal- 
ogous. A statement of facts which might be true in one case is not 
the truth in another, and the inference drawn from the one would not 
apply to the other. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, I could quote a good deal more 
authority which I have here, and which I will take occasion to put in 
during the debate, showing that whenever it suits our friends on the 
other side they always insist upon the doctrine as I lay it down, that 
the increase of duty comes off the consumer; but again they take the 
other side of that question and deny the truth of the proposition. Now, 
I contend, and [ can not see it in any other way, without regard to the 
quantity imported or the quantity produced in this country, if you 
ever admit as to any single article, without regard to the amount that 
is produced or imported, that the consumer pays the tariff tax, you 
give away the whole position of the Republican party upon that ques- 
tion. 

I know that you can bring ix sporadic articles, as the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Epmunnps] did in his two magazine articles and in his 
argument afterwards in the Senate, like coffee, but I think I showed, 
without any sort of question, as my friend from Rhode Island ‘ 
ArLpricH] will admit, I believe, that coffee is an exceptional e, 
and it is the only one in all commerce that the Senator from Vermont 
could have found in which the rule that the duty is added to the cost 
did not work. 

Mr. ALDRICH, If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, I think 
I can explain by a practical illustration exactly what I mean. Take 
the article of straw on which a discussion was had in the Senate 
the other day, where the entire amountconsumed isimported. Ithink 
every Senator in the Chamber will agree that in this particular case 
the duty is added to the cost to the American consumer. 


and where the duty is say 2, 3, or 4 cents a yard. 

ons whatever of eloths and the duty is never added, I 
think the Senator will agree, to the cost to the American consumer. 
These two cases illustrate the difference in conditions which render 
the rule applicable or inay le. Between these two extremes are 
a great number of cases 
cost to the consumer, the 
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is that we produce so much salt that we fix the price 
produce about two-thirds of all the 
which is about in the 


is 8 cents a hundred, amounting 
to every bushel of salt. consumed 
bushels, will make him 
chanic, who consumes a bushel—which 
ordinary mechanic would consume who does not put up meats— would 
pay by this 2} cents a year. And yet, 
or listener who had heard the speeches made 
eigner, coming in here and listening to 
facts, would have supposed there never was 
of the earth. 

The Senator from Mich Mr. PALMER] says that salt is selling 
in Saginaw for 3 cents a bushel. sO 
it is to-day, except occasionally. The 
down year by year, and it is becoming 
a sections of the country, beeause we are opening up 


there. 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
since that salt was cheaper in Kansas than it ever had been. 
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Because we are getting the advantage in the West of the local preduc- 
tion, and I sawa statement made only a few days ago that 10,000 
barrels had been shipped to the capital of Colorado in one single ship- 
ment, which I understand was shipped from the salt-fields of Kansas. 

Mr. President, all this worry and talk when salt is selling from 
7% to 11 cents a bushel seems to me hardly worth our while. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I stated before distinet:y that the amount 
of this tax made no sort of difference with me as te my action in the 
matter. Ifit were bat the shadow of a cent, it ix wrong. I have 
nothing to do with the vote of the Senator from Colorado or with his 
principles about it, but if he thinks it is right that the men who put 
up meat in this country for exportation abroad, his constituents and 
mine, should have only 10 per cent, rebate on the salt used under this 
bill, whilst the fishermen have 100 per cent. rebate, I have nothing to 
do with it; but in my judgment it is an unjust discrimination as the 
bill now stands. I want to take the whole duty off That single 
distinction, that single discrimination in this bill stamps it as unjust 
and inequitable. . 

Now, referring—as I have found the paper—to one of the salient 
points in this whole disenssion, and that is who pays the tariff duty, I 
have here an authority that I think will be indisputable in the Repub- 
liean party. The Philadelphia North American, which is the ablest 
protection paper in the United States, of December 22, 1888, on the 
point of who pays the tariff duty, says: 

The Republicans of the Senate found the revenue bill delayed, the early part 

week, by the obstructive tactics of theopposition. All sortsof objections 
Senator Vance, of North Carolima, was quite agitated by the pro- 
that eotton-ties should be made in America by men insiead of our buying 

m in England where they are made by women and girls. He thinks the re- 
tention of a duty upon them isa clear proof of the sectional character of the bill, 
whereas the truth is that the putting eotton-ties on the free-list was. aclear proof 
that the Mills bill was a sectional measure. The Senate bill aims at protecting 
all American industry with which foreign laborcan competeinjuriously. The 
Mills bil? took the amplest care of every Southern industry, while it transferred 
to the free-list whatever theSouth was mere interested in buying than in selling. 

Mr. V. however, contends that while the tariff does nothing for the cot- 
ton-planter, it makes him pay dearer for this necessary article. He forgets that 
the very existence of a cotton industry in America is due to the pro- 
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teetive duty on was imposed im spite of Alexander Hamilton’s 
protest, and up until the planter was well on his feet. Wnder that duty 
the women ew England long paid a higher price for every pound of cotton 
they plaited into ks or wove into sheetings. Ft was not until the im- 


the English totake the duty 

Birt, that the South joined — ak Monemannen, and on to kick down 

the ladder by whieh it had climbed. Let Mr. Vance read Edward Everett’sad- 
on the history of American cotton. 

Now, I should like to knew how that inerease to the cost of the 
women of New England was breught about upon cotton unless it was 
by that tariff duty. 

Mr. DAWES. [I will tellthe Senator. In the early days, before the 
American manufacturer could supply the market, the foreign producer 
charged the duty that he paid in addition to the cost. It is only when 
the American producer can supply the market that the foreign producer 
is obliged to pay the duty himself. The times have changed. That 
was the reason why John Quincy Adams, in 1832, made the statement 
which was read by the Senatorfrom Texas [Mr. REAGAN] here. That 
was true until a protective tariff had introduced and created industries 
that supply our market, and ivhoever comes inte a market already sup- 
plied must pay the additional 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. i here is the point, and the Senator 
ignores it—I will not say evades it, but he does not notice it. The 
— between the other side of the Chamber and us is just simply this: 

the tariff duty come out of the consumer or out of the importer ? 

Mr. DAWES. is what I was trying to state. 

Mr. VEST. This editorial artiele says that before the cotton-plant- 
ing interest became of any interest in the United States, and when there 
was a tariff duty on cotten, that increased the price to the women of 
New England. 


Mr. DAWES. All I said was true then, and I undertook to give the 
Senator the reason, because then the manufacture at home was so lim- 
ited that it could mot supply the market at heme, and therefore the 
importer came in to y our market, and could add the duty tothe 
cost; but the moment that the home producer supplies the market that 
ceases, and while that was true in the early production ef cotton fabrics, 
it has long since ceased to be true under the influence of protection. 

Mr. VEST. That, I respectfully submit, is another branch of the 
subject. That is as to the effeet of competition created, as our friends 
say, by the exclusive tariff. Their position is that the tariff creates 
domestic competition which brings down the price of the article to the 
consumer notwithstanding the aan duty; but the point Iam mak- 
ing is this: Is there amy phase of tariff question when the tarifl 
duty comes off the consumer, or not? I am not talking about the ef- 
fect of the tariff in building up domestic manufactures te create com- 
petition to reduce prices te the consumer, but I am talking about this 
point: Does the tariff duty at any time come off the consumer? The 
article which I read says it does, and the Senator from Massachusetts 
admits it, because he says until the domestic cotton interest is built 
up to such an extent as to compete with the foreign importation, that 
state of things exists which this article depicts. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Does the Senator from Missouri admit that it did 


exist; that the duty upon cotton increased the cost to the American 
consumer ? 





Mr. VEST. I believe in every case the tariff duty increases the cont, 

Mr. ALDRICH. But for a great many vears prior to the time it was 
repealed it was inoperative; that is to say, the exportation of cotton from 
the United States was very great. Now does he think the fact that that 
duty remained upon the statute-book added to the cost ef American 
cotton cloths consumed by the American people ? 

Mr. VEST. That is not pertinent to this question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly pertinent. 

Mr. VEST. Not.at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The duty remained just the same. 

Mr. VEST. That is another phase ef the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Three cents a pound was levied on cotton from 
the time the duty was put om the statute-heek, under the influence of 
Mr. Calhoun, until it was finally repealed, comparatively a few years 
ago. In the first part of that period it did add to the cost of the 
cotton. 

Mr. VEST. Precisely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the theory of the Senator from Missouri, as I 
understand it, is correct, that a tariff duty is a tax at all times and is 
added to the cost both of the foreign product and the domestic prod- 
uct, then will he explain how it was that for the last years of that. pe- 
riod it did not add to the cost to the American consnmer? What 
stopped it? If there is any natural law about it, why did it not eon- 
tinue over the whole period ? 

Mr. VEST. I have never denied that to some extent the principle 
might be true thai there might be domestic eompetition betwern 
American manufacturers or producers, instead of the operation of the 
tariff, that would for the time decrease prices, but unfortunately the 
experience of this country is that as seon as that thing comes about 
then the manufacturers or producers combine and ereate a trust, create 
one of these associations to unify interests; one of these sympathetic 
movements—— 

Several Senators. Where? 

Mr. VEST. Some Senators ask ‘“where?’’ Wherenet? Whatar- 
ticle of any importance im this country te-day is not under the opera- 
tion of a trust? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The cotton growing and cotton manafacturing and 
woolen manufacturing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. VEST. I yield to anybody. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I finda provisionin the law that potatees per bushel 
of 60 pounds pay a tariff duty of 15 cents a bushel. There were im- 
ported into this country in 1887 one million and a half bushels. In 
1888 it was largely increased, and the duty collected upon all of those 
potatoes was 15 cents a bushel. The product of the potato crop of that 
year in this country was 134,000,000 bushels. Now, I ask the Sena- 
tor from Missouri if the 15 cents a bushel paid upon the importation of 
potatoes into this country, paid upon a million and a half ef importa- 
tions, raised the price of the other potatoes raised and consumed in this 
country 15 cents a bushel ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. One other question in that same connection. Hay 
is quite a crop in this country. Theve is imposed upon it a duty of $2 
per ton, and the importation to this country was 78,000, nearly 79,000, 
tons of hay, and the hay product of this country was 41,000,000 tons, 
Now, do I understand the Senator from Misseuri-—— 

Mr. VEST. How much did we export? 

Mr. HISCOCK. We may have exported a little. Possibly we ex- 
port manufactured goods also. The parallel holds all the way through. 
Now, does the Senator from Missouri assure me that $2. ton was added 
to the costvto the consumer of the 41,000,000 tons of hay produced in 
this country and consumed in this country? And when he has an- 
swered that, we will take tobacco also, and we will take very many 
other products; and when he has answered, if he insists that the duty 
did not add to the price, then I ask him to discriminate or draw the 
line of distinction between these items, these goods, these products 
that I have indicated and the products of the manufacturing industries 
of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, all that is in a copy of the Tariff League 
Bulletin, which I have here, and whieh I have been looking for since 
the Senator commenced his question. 

Several Senators. ‘‘ Plagiarism.”’ 

Mr. VEST. I will not say “‘plagiarism.’’ It just shows how great 
minds run in the same channel. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That, if the Senator will pardon me, was what I 
attempted to illustrate yesterday for his information. I say I never 
saw this in the Tariff Bulletin. 

Mr. VEST. That shows what I say to be true. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam very glad it is true, and lam very glad for this 
reason: The Senator seems to have his attention called to it; he has 
had time to reflect upon the problem, and I deubt not now he is thor- 
oughly prepared exhaustively to explain iti. 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President, if the Senator will take the vol- 
ume which I have here, containing the testimony of Mr. Mason, from 
which I read this morning, he will find his whole argument applied to 
wheat and to corn and to the productions of the truck garden; and then 
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Mr. Mason, who represented the salt interest of Michigan, triamph- 
antiy asked, ‘‘ Now we want to know of our free-trade friends if the duty 
upon wheat is added to the cost to the consumer in this country.’’ Jo 
triumphe! and the protection drums are beating and the protection bugles 
are sounding and the American people are expected to believe any such 
nonsense and stuff and rot as that! Why, sir, do we not know that 
all of our agricultural productions are exported from this country? Do 
we not know that we have asurplus of them? Do we not know that 
the miserable pretense of protecting the farmer by putting a duty on 
corr and wheat is worse than the old absurdity of carrying coals to 
Newcastle? Do we not know, besides feeding consumers in this coun- 
try upon wheat and corn, that we send abroad out of all our exports 
two-thirds in wheat and corn and cereals? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I insist that the Senator from Missouri shall not 
divert me at least from the question which I put to him. I have not 
called his attention to wheat; oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, no. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not called his attention to wheat; I have 
called his attention to those products which stand on a parallel with 
our manufacturing industries; I have not extended it to the products 
as to which he seeks to answer; not at all. I have directed his atten- 
tion te those products which we import because we require more than 
we produce, asin the ease of tobacco, and therefore I say to him that his 


answer with respect to corn and with respect to meat is simply an. 


avoidance of the question. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 
the rule. 

Mr. HISCOCK. AndI announce to the Senator this rule, which I 
do not believe he has ever studied, that there is always a proportion 
between an imported article and the home production; there is always 
a relation in the price of the imported article, whatever the duty may 
be upon it, and the price of the home product, whatever the duty may 
be upon the competitive article, which depends absolutely upon the 
relative volume of the two. In other words, as in the caseof potatoes, 
I will give the Senator the answer to-the problem. The importation 
is so inconsequential as compared with the volume of the product that 
it does not affect the price. 

So with reference to hay; the importation is so inconsequential as 
compared with the whole volume which is consumed that it does not 
affect the price. So with reference to woolen goods; so with reference 
to steel goods, the importation—I would not say does not affect the 
price; it does affect the price, but it does not raise the price to the 
amount the Senator seems to think it does under the protective duties. 
So it is with respect to steel goods and iron goods, and with respect to 
leather and with respect to all goods as to which we produce immensely 
in excess of that which we import, there is not that increase which he 
claims that there is on account of the duty which has been imposed. 

Something was said about sugar the other day-—— 

Mr. VEST. Now, I am the best-natured man in the Senate—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. I thought the Senator had yielded the floor. 

Mr. VEST. I do not care to have a whole speech interjected in the 
nature of a question. But let the Senator go on. 

Mr, HISCOCK. There is one other word—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from New York will suspend. The Chair thought the Senator from 
New York was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs the pardon of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. Does the Senator from Missouri now yield to the 
Senator from New York for further remarks? 

Mr. VEST. Oh, yes; I yield. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is one other point to which I desife to direct 
the Senator’s attention. Something was said here yesterday, I think, 
about the Senator from Rhode Island having conceded that the duty 
was added to the price in respect to sugar. Thatis true. Why? Be- 
cause the condition of things is reversed. The production in this coun- 
try is inconsequential as compared with the importation, and the re- 
sult is that every sitigle farthing that is added to the tariff upon sugar 
practically is added to the price of sugar to the consumer. The rela- 
tion between the two is maintained, only it is reversed. 

Begwing the Senator’s pardon if I thrust myself inopportunely or in- 
os into his speech, I yield. 

Mr. VEST. Not at all, except that I must say I get a little impa- 
tient ander certain statements made by Senators on the other side when 
they put a question and tell me I have never studied this question and 
know nothing about it, and therefore the inference is logical that I 
ought to keep my mouth shut and listen to ex cathedrd denunciation by 
the great statesmen on the other side of this Chamber in reference to 
our mistakes, and flagrant mistakes, made by men who I thought were 
a little larger than any of those leading in this debate, and I am a little 
tired of hearing that we can learn nothing except from that fountain of 
perpetual and perennial wisdom, and there are other people, and I in- 
sist upon my right to go elsewhere than to them. I am not arm expert 
on the tariff. My people are not living on it, thank God! We arenot 
making money out of it, and are not in partnership with it to make 
money. The people of Missouri are digging it out of the ground, mak- 


I announced the principle; I announced 
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ing it without any protection from these laws for which the Senators 
on the other side are now so energetically striving. If the Senator had 
waited, as he ought to have done in all courtesy, for me to have an- 
swered—of course I could not have answered it in his opinion and never 
expect to, but when I arrive at that sublimity of wisdom where I can 
answer anything satisfactorily to a protectionist, I expect to be read 
for that temple ‘‘not made with hands, eternal in the heavens,’’ 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. President, I was about to remark in answer to the Senator that 
I have never gone to the extent of saying that the tariff duty, every 
cent of it, was put upon the cost to the consumer. I thought the Pres- 
ident of the United States stated that too strongly and that the facts 
did not warrant him when he made that statement in his celebrated 
tariff message. But I do say that the imposition of the tariff duty af- 
fects the cost to the consumer, always modified by the amount of 
duction in the United States. For instance, as to potatoes; let there 
be a failure of the potato crop in my country and all through the West- 
ern States and then you will find the foreign importation affects the 
supply and affects the price, and whenever we raise enough potatoes to 
supply the home market and have a surplus, foreign importation does 
not affect us at all. So with other products. And I would have at- 
tempted to have said that in my feeble, Western, Democratic way if 
my friend from New York had permitted. That is the natural opera- 
tion of the tariff. 

I repeat again, when Senators undertake to make an exception as to 
sugar they give away the whole case, because the quantity uced 
in this country can not affect the principle when you once admit that 
the tariff duty is put on the cost to the consumer under any state of 
the case at all, and that is the whole of it. If the duty does not come 
out of the consumer, why do you impose it? Why do you put it there? 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwzEs] would say that it is put 
there in order to enable domestic competition to lower the price. That 
is the answer to the proposition, and when I asked in regard to this 
identical article of salt, why is it that you make a discrimination be- 
tween the meat producers of the West and the fishermen of New Eng- 
land and the fishermen anywhere else; why, when you give a rebate of 
90 per cent. only to one, to the other you give a rebate of 100 per cent., 
the reply comes, ‘To protect the Navy, to build up the Navy;”’ no 
other excuse can be given for it. 

Mr. President, without being offensive to any one, I believe as hon- 
estly as I am a United States Senator addressing the Senate of the 
United States that the whole of this tariff system is based upon greed, 
to protect and encourage (as they call it, to protect) the manufacturers 
in profits and more exorbitant demands, and that every cent 
that is unjustly taken from the people of this country is taken under 
the pretense that it protects American labor, when in fact it protects 
those gentlemen who are putting enormous amounts of cash in these 
respective interests for the purpose of building up enormous fortunes 
for themselves. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri and my- 
self seem to agree now with reference to the effect of the tariff upon 
prices, and I propose to make one other suggestion in regard to the in- 
crease of prices, and possibly we may agree upon that. It is this: 
Suppose that in Europe is produced $100,000,000 worth of woolen 
clothing, and we enact a system in this country which enables us te 
produce $100,000,000 worth here, doubling the volume of woolen cloth- 
ing that goes into the market. Now, what we say is, that that condi- 
tion of things has the effect to force down the price to the consumer. 
That is our proposition. So in reference to cotton goods; and if we 
keep on increasing the production in this country until we increase 
here the product of the world three times, the effect of it is to force 
down the price of that product to the people of the world; and this is 
conceded by every political economist who has written upon the sub- 
ject. Indeed, I know of no one who does not concede that the tariff of 
the United States in stimulating production, increasing the product of 
the world to the world’s consumers, has had the effect to produce the 
abnormally low prices which we have to-day in everything. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from New York a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Any question. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator states that the production in this coun- 
ry, stimulated, as I understood him to say, by the protective tariff, 
high taxation, has a tendency to reduce the price of commodities. Now 
I would be very much obliged to the Senator if he would explain just 
how that is done. I pa may owe him an apology for not listenin 
to what he said, but I should be glad to understand how it is that wi 
a high protective tariff the ® sagt of the commodity in this country is 
reduced as compared with the same commodity in a foreign country, 
and what the limit is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. WhatI said and what I repeat is this: Upon the 
other side $100,000,000 worth of of any particular line are made. 
You stimulate the industry in this country so that we place in the mar- 
ket from our factories $200,000,000 worth of 
world’s market. 
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the goods here and the price of the goods upon the other side, and yet 
we are claiming that there is a decrease in the price of the goods here 
and elsewhere that more than compensates for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, thatbeing true, may I ask the Senator what 
is the necessity for this excessive taxation uponimported goods? The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] says it is not excessive. Why 
this high import duty which brings a hundred million dollars surplus 
into the Treasury? If the argument of the Senator from New York is 
sound, we have this tax upon imported goods in order to reduce the 
price in this country. 

Mr. HISCOCK. For the reason that here in this country to enable 
us to produce these goods it is necessary that certain conditions be- 
tween our producers and foreign producers should be equalized—the 
labor cost, if you please, the cost of money, every element which enters 
into the price of goods. The theory of a tariff is to equalize those con- 
ditions. 

I will illustrate my argument in the same way that I think I have 
done before upon the floor of the Senate on this same quesfion. France 
and Germany gave high protection in one form and another upon sugar. 
They gave a bounty upon the beet-sugar product of those countries. 
The result was the development of the beet-sugar industry, so that at 
the nt time it equals the cane-sugar product of any country in the 
wel By this paltry sum in bounties, compared with the product, 
the world’s product has been increased, and the result of that has been 
to force sugar down to its present low price. 

Mr. BUTLER. If that be true, may I ask the Senator from New 
York if the protection given to the uction of sugar in France and 
Germany has enhanced the value of wages in those countries ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no sort of doubt about it. Isay yes. I 
know how often the argument has been used that protection does not 
increase the price of wages, and it has been illustrated by the rate of 

in Europe. In that connection it is always well for the inquirer 
to in mind what the price of labor in Germanyand France would 
have been if this increased field for labor had not been opened. That 
answers the question, or at least the inquirer should answer that ques- 
tion himself first. With their accumulating population there in those 
paternal iti ne =n they have to look after the people and keep them 
employed or else — have a revolution on their hands. The German 
statesmen discovered anid the French statesmen discovered that they 
had to furnish labor for their subjects, or else they would have a revolt 
and a revolution, and therefore they stimulated this industry for the 
purpose of giving labor to their people. 

Mr. BUTLER. And only for that? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not say that it was only for that. I can not 
say that. I say it was because of the fact, which I have no doubt the 
Senator from South Carolina will concede, that it is the compelled 
policy of those nationalities to furnish.their people with labor, or else a 
revolution follows. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, if that be true, is it a fact that the high tax- 
ation in France and Germany has brought the value of labor in those 
countries up to the point it is in this country, where we have a high 
protective tariff? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, the rate of wages is not equal. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New York be kind enough 
to explain why it is not equal? If his theory is correct, why is it the 
fact that the labor in Germany or in France, with a high protective 
tariff, is not upon a plane with that in the United States, where we 
have a high protective tariff? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Simply for the reason that France and Germany 
have all the labor they want to do the work they must have done. 
That is the reason why. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why is it not as high there as it is here? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If France and Germany could be the producers of 
the world, if our ports were open to them free, if they could supply 
us—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from New York to state 
awhile ago that we imported very largely from foreign countries more 
than we ex lo , 

Mr. H . Ihave not said so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to say so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator misunderstood me. I have not even 
discussed that question. 

Mr. ene I a the ey ~ say that we brought in 
a many £8, we are very porters. 

. HISCOCK. If the Senator will read my remarks he will dis- 
cover that I have not even touched yang question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the tor to say so in reply to the 
Senator from Missouri. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said nothing of the kind. I stated that with ref- 
erence to certain products to which I called the attention of the Senate, 
the lel held good in our importation and exportation of them as 

as in the manufacturing industries. . 

We have heard the fact that the price of labor has not advanced in 
Germany or in France dwelt eee It is advancing to some extent, 
but I do not care to state that fact. I simply will ask the man who 
puts she question to me why it is not higher, to tell me where it would 



























have been unless this immense amount of labor had been furnished to 
their people. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to give the Senator from South 
Carolina just one item of increase of wagesin Germany. Germany did, 
nt adopt the protective system really until 1883. They had a very 
small tariff, but in 1883 the chancellor declared that it was now time 
for the German Empire to adopt a protective system to be putin force, 
and he declared that the great prosperity of the United States, in his 
judgment, was due to the protective tariff, which prosperity he said 
was oe and unparalleled in the history of the world. 

If the Senator will allow me I will call his attention to the changed 
condition in that short time in the German industries: 


The statistics of German companies owning iron and steel works show that 
in January, 1887, 138,695 workers were employed in 250 works, but in January, 
1858, there were 147,051 employed, an increase of 6.2 per cent. But the average 
of wages for all classes in these 250 establishments was 66.20 marks in January,| 
1887, and in January, 1888, the average of wages had risen to 69. 67 wae 
month. Thus an increase of 11.7 per cent. was recorded in asingle year, with a 
large increase in the number of hands In four years after the protective tariff 
was adopted it added 52,000 to the number of workers in German iron and steel, 
industries, and increased their wages 17.4 per cent. ! 


Mr. BUTLER. The arguments of our friends on the other side are’ 
sometimes very amazing to a simple-minded man. I have sat in this 
Chamber by the hour and heard our friends on the other side emphati- 
cally and eloquently depict the condition of the American laborer as 
compared with the European laborer in lan which I should not 
attempt to follow. They have contrasted to the advantage of the Amer- 
ican laborer his condition with that in Germany and France, and they 
have attempted time and again to impress upon the American people 
that there were no laborers upon the face of the earth so happy, so rich, 


to the Senators on the other side as to the condition of the German la- 
borers under the influence of a high protective tariff, they say that the 
German laborer’s wages have been wonderfully increased under a pro- 
tective tariff. 

Mr. HISCOCK,. Oh, no. 

Mr. BUTLER. TheSenatorsays ‘‘Oh, no,’’ they have notincreased. 
The Senator from Colorado has just read statistics to prove that they 
have increased under a protective tariff. 

Mr. HISCOCK. When I shook my head inopportunely, I was ex- 
cepting to the word ‘‘ wonderfully.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will withdraw the adjective, and I will say 
that the wages of the German laborers have been increased under a 
high protective tariff. Does that suit the Senator ? 

Mr. DAWES. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. BUTLER. If it is a fact, your argument then is not worth the 
time it takes to utter it. 

Mr. DAWES. That may be; but is it not the fact? 

Mr. BUTLER. Your argument is not worth the time it takes to 
utter it if that is true. The controlling reason that I have heard in 
this discussion for a high protective tariff, sometimes a prohibitive 
tariff, is that it is enacted to protect American labor against the pauper 
labor of Europe. Now you prove, when you are tested on another 
branch of the argument, that there is no pauper labor in Germany 
practically. 

Mr. HISCOCK and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘‘Oh, no!’’ The Senators shake their heads and 
say ‘‘Oh, no.’’ They do not say there is no pauper labor. The Sen- 
ator from Colorado has just proven by statistics that the German la- 
borer is fairly well off at least, and that the American laborer has to 
compete with pauper labor in Europe so far as Germany is concerned. 

Now, Mr. President, one word more. I never have believed, I do 
not believe now, in the doctrine that any taxation, high or low, has 
anything whatever to do with the price of wages. I, in my humble 
judgment, believe that to be the most flagrant, the most untenable posi- 
tion that any intelligent people ever got into theirminds. I do not be- 
lieve that a high protective tariff in this country enhances the value 
of any man’s wages. I think it is a fallacy from beginning to end. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator think that theduty upon rice 
enables the laborers of South Carolina and Georgia to produce rice in 
competition with the cooly labor of India? 

Mr. BUTLER. I doubtit very much. I doubt very much if it af- 
fects the labor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was not my question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I doubt very much if it affects the labor. 

Mr, ALDRICH. My question was not as to whether it affects the 
labor, but whether the protective duty upon rice does not allow the 
laborers of South Carolina and Georgia to raise rice in competition with 
the cooly labor of India. 

Mr. BUTLER. They may be in competition with the cheap labor 
of India, perhaps. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Could they do it without any tariff at all? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

ar. ALDRICH. Without any tariff? 

r. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 





so prosperous as the American laborers. Yet, when I put the question’ 
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Mr. PLATT. Then let us take it off. 
Mr. BUTLER. I have not asked you to keep it on. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have not said that the Senatordid ask us to doso. 
Mr. BUTLER. And I will never ask it. Let my friends onthe other 
side understand ihat. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I have not made any such suggestion. 


Mr. BUTLER. But when the Senator from Rhode Island gets up 
and says that he is attempting to protect all the industries of this 
country under this bill uniformly, without regard to locality, without 
regard to industries, and increases the tax on cotton-ties 100 per cent., 
and reduces the tax on imported rice 50 per cent., he will pardon me 


if I question the entire sincerity and honesty of that committee—I do 
not mean personally, of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the duty upon rice is not necessary at all and 
if we stil} retain a duty of 50 per cent. ad valorem, we certainly have 
done ample justice to the Senator’s constituents. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well; I am not complaining; but I am simply 
calling the Senator’s attention to the want of consistency of the com- 
mittee. As my friend from Iowa said when he was discussing this 
question the other day upon the tax on fish, the committee desired to 
be conservative. I was a little struck with the condition of this bill. 
But that is apart from what I was saying. 

Now, the Senator from Colorado produces statistics, coming back to 
this question of labor, to show that the wages of German laborers have 
increased, and yet we hear day in and day out upon this floor and every- 
where that the main object of a high protective tariff is to increase the 
wages of labor in this country. I had supposed that the tariff tax was 
like the dews of heaven, that it fell upon the righteous and unrighteous 
alike. Yet we find under its operation the wages of labor at one point 
in one section of this country at one rate, at another point at another 
rate. We find one rate in Ohio, one rate in New Jersey, one rate in 
the State of the Senator from New York, another rate in Georgia, and 
another rate in Texas. And yetour friends tell us that so beneficent is 
this protective system intended for the benefit of American labor that 
they all thrive and prosper and grew happy and rich under its oper- 
ation. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator answer me a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. And that is claimed in the face of our experience 
for fifteen years that the laboring classes in this country have had to 
combine and strikeday after day, week after week, month after month, 
and year alter year, in order to have simple justice done them. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iyield to anybedy. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAWES] wants me to yield to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senator will give me his attention, I should 
like to have him tell the Senate what he thinks the effect upon the 
wages of labor would be of increasing employment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that would depend eatirely upon the amount 
of labor that was te be employed. I think if there was an abundance 
of labor it would be cheap. 

Mr. DAWES. That is not answering the question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think if there was a scarcity of labor it would be 
dear. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not ask the Senator what degree of effect it 
would have, but what effect does the increase of employment have upon 
wages ? 

Mr. BUTLER. The only way I can answer that is just as I have 
answered it. It would depend entirely upon the demand. 

Mr. DAWES. I will put my question in another form. If one man 


has two things to do, and two men have only one thing to do, which 
is the best off? 


Mr. BUTLER. 
value of labor. 

Mr. DAWES. Thatisall. That is the answer. 

Mr, BUTLER. I have no doubt upon earth about that.. In any 
department of life, whether in agriculture or in manufactures, or in the 
professional world, I think that increased employment increases the 
value of labor, of course. Nobody but an idiot could think otherwise. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me one word in that con- 
nection I will say that that is all the theory of a protective tariff. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no, Mr. President. ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. That is the theory of a protective tariff in relation to 
labor. Nobody that I know of claims that a protective tariff increases 
the wages of labor in any other way than that it increases employ- 
ment, and by increasing the employment of labor has a tendency to 
raise the wages, and wages are always regulated by supply and de- 
mand. When the supply of labor is greater than the demand for it, 
wages will fall. When the demand for work is greater than the sup- 
ply of labor, wages will rise. Therefore the greater the amount of em- 


I think that increased employment increases the 








ployment the greater the demand, and that will as certainly raise 
wages as that water will rise from a fountain, 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a new phase of the question, 

Mr. DAWES. That is the bottom of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a new phase of the question presented in 
order to meet the proposition which I made. As I said, they always 
have something to meet every proposition of that kind. Admitting it 
to be true that increased employments increase the value of labor, I 
take it the Senator and I would differ very widely as to what would 
increase employment. 

Mr. DAWES. That is very likely. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not believe for one that a high protective, pro- 
hibitive tariff increases employment for anybody. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BUTLER. On the contrary, if the Senator will allow me to 
conclude my sentence, I think up to acertain point it restricts employ- 
ment for labor. It makes possible trusts and combinations which shut 
down and put labor out of employment. Thatis my theory upon that 
subject. So whilst we might agree upon that general proposition that 
increased employment will increase the value of labor, we should differ 
as to what would give increased employment in this country. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the Senator from South Carolina 
yield further to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I will tell the Senator how I think that a pro- 
tective tariff will increase employment. I may be wrongand the Sen- 


ator may be right; but I will tell him as well asI can just how I think 
it is. 


There are about $2,890,000,000 worth of fabrics affected by a 


tariff. Seven hundred million dollars of themare imported. Twenty- 
one hundred million dollars of them are manufactured in this coun- 
try. Therefore, one-quarter of all the labor 
sumed in this country is performed abroad. Now, if a protective tar- 


ed on what is con- 


iff should so operate as to enable the wage-earners of this country to 
perform all of the labor on these fabrics, there would be $700,000,000 
more of fabrics made in this country, or 33 per cent. more of labor 
performed in this country than-there is now. You would add 33 per 
cent. to the amount of labor to be performed while the number of 
laborers would remain the same, and my opinion is that it would just 
as certainly lift up wages as that the sun rises. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the proposition of the Senator be true that if all 
the products made elsewhere than in the United States were made here 
there would be just that much more labor employed in this coun- 


Mr. DAWES. Iam putting an extreme case. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; that is an extreme case. I do not re- 
member the figures, but the Senator said if every im ion that we 
bring in from foreign countries were manufactured just in that 
proportion would be the demand for labor. If that be true and all of 
the products manufactured elsewhere than in America could be manu- 
factured here, what does the Senator from Massachusetts think would 
be the condition of what he chooses to call the home market? 

Mr. DAWES. My opinion about it is that two things would hap- 

The home producer would have this market at his door and spend 
no dead loss in carrying his uct toadistance. The American pro- 
ducer having employment all the time and adequate recompense would 
beable toconsume a great deal more, and thus each one would strengthen 
the other. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
to say that practically there is no limit to the home market; that no 
surplus can be manufactured in this country ? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know why the Senator should infer that I 
said there was no limit when I did not intimate anything about the 
limit. 

Mr. BUTLER. Simply because the Senator stated that if all these 
goods were manufactured in this country it would require the employ- 
ment of additional labor, and therefore there would be additional! con- 
sumption; and that the people of this country would not have to spend 
the money for transporting and shipping articles abroad and bringing 
others in. I understood from that statement of the Senater that the 
entire product of this country would be consumed in this country. 

Mr. DAWES. I spoke of the condition which would supply our mar- 
ket. When that time comes and our manufacturers seek a foreign mar- 
ket they must do just what England does; they must devise a way by 
which they can produce articles cheaper and put them down in that 
market cheaper than anybody else can, or else they can not sell them. 
The effect of that will be, as I had occasion to say other day, if they 
adopted that principle here at home, to weaken home consumption, and 
therefore it would be suicidal to them. ' 

Mr. BUTLER. The argument comes down to this at last: that the 
Senators on the other side who advocate what I think to be a mon- 
strosity—I must say monstrosity, as this bill a is —— 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to add a word? 

I do not mean to say that in any disrespect to any- 
body, but I think in effect it is a monstrosity. Understand me to say 
this, that when it becomes necessary for any country, as it is for this 
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country, to raise $300,000,000 annually, largely from importations, 
whoever talks about this man or that man being a free-trader because 
he advocates such an adjustment of the tariff duties as shall be fair and 
equ.table and just and equal all around, I was about to say would be 
perhaps but one or two degrees removed from idiocy. 

The ideaot any man in this country, with this large amount of money 
to be raised annually, largely from importations, being a free-trader is 
such an absurdity that really it does not require discussion, it seems to 
me, among intelligent people. Nobody in this country is a free-trader; 
nobedy can be a free-trader with that amount of money to be raised. 
All that I contend for, all that those contend for with whom I agree, 
is that the taxation shall be so adjusted and so laid and so collected 
that it will be fair and just and equitable and honest to all the people 
of this country, not for the benefit of one privileged class. 

The argument is made that one of the effects is, in addition to the 
encouragement of American industries, to enhance the value of Amer- 
ican labor. God knows I do not want to destroy any American indus- 
try. I want to encourage themall. I would be glad to see in my own 
State, as I have said again and again, in every township in that State, 
if it were practicable, a cotton factory erected. But I am not prepared 
to see that done at the expense of the other tax-payers of the State, and 
I say in reference to the whole country what I say in rd to the 
State I have the honor in part to represent; and that is I contend 
for. When we hear in this discussion the claim, the argument, and 
the pretense that the effect of a high protective tariff is to enhance the 
value of American labor, I can scarcely restrain myself from character- 
izing that pretense as I think it deserves to be characterized in the face 
of our experience and of the facts of history and in the face of the very 
statistics which the Senator from Colorado himself has read to the Sen- 
ate this morning. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina has 
made a great deal out of the statistics to which I referred. He as- 
sumes that those statistics show that the prices of German labor and 
American labor are the same. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator practically said that, and he said that 
I had furnished the proof here that gave away our whole case. - 

Now, Mr. President, what is the fact? Germany was not a protect- 
ive country and had the lowest labor of Europe with one or two ex- 
ceptions. She never had been a protective country. Great Britain 
had been a protective country until forty years ago, when she aban- 
doned the protective system. After she had organized all her indus- 
tries upon a solid basis, with a home market and with much of the 
market of the world that she had got by her skill, by her superior 
knowledge of manufactures and her great capital and her commercial 
advantages, she abandoned the protective system. She then was pay- 
ing the highest wages to labor of any nation of the world—I mean 
outside of the United States. She has continued to pay the highest 
wages to labor in the world outside of the United States. Yet in very 
many of these industries we are paying 100 per cent. more than Great 
Britain and as high as 140 per cent. more than Germany. 

Whild I read a statement to the effect that in four years of protec- 
tion in Germany wages had advanced 17 per cent., yet it will take 
twenty-four years for the very lowest of German industries to reach the 
price of the ordinary labor in the ordinary industries in this country, 
and in some of the industries it will take forty years; yet the Senator 
rises and says the whole case is ered because four years of Ger- 
man tariff protection have advanced the wages 17 per cent. when they 
are still 100 per cent. lower than the wages in the United States. 

Technically speaking I suppose it is true that a tariff does not raise 
wages. It does not immediately put them u In other words, you 
can not legislate that a man shail isos so much more for a day’s work 
by a tariff But when you do as the Germans did, when you organize 
a system of industries that will add fifty-two thousand more workers 
to the men who work in iron and steel in four years, you have made a 
demand for labor that did not exist before, and everybody knows, even 
the Senator from South Carolina admits, that the demand for wages 

verns the price of wages. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; and that is all there is in it. 

Mr. TELLER. And that is all there isof it. When Germany said, 
**We will manufacture instead of buying of Belgium,” as they had 
been doing, their iron and their steel, when they took 52,000 men from 
the farms and put them in the iron mills, they raised not only the 
‘wages of every man they put in an iron mill, but of every man they 
left on afarm. Doesit require any great comprehension to understand 
that? It is a fact that can not be questioned or denied. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allew me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. TELLER. The German consuls are authority for the statement 
and the report of the English consuls everywhere, and I have the proof 

ight here if the Senator wants to look at it. 
r. BUTLER. No, I do not want to look at it. 

Mr. TELLER. I have the proof to show that with a protective tariff 
in Germany have come more labor, more demand, better wages, and 
— — rity, not only to the men who labor in these industries, 

rmany. 


Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 





— 


Mr. BUTLER. I may have misconeeived the drift and tenor of 
what is called the protection argument in this debate, and in all the 
other debates on that subject, but I have been very much mistaken if 
I have not understood it to be the object and purpose of a high tariff 
to enable the manufacturer to pay higher wages to the laborer. Now, 
the Senator says, as I understand him, that that question is regulated 
by demand and supply; that a high tariff has nothing to do with it; 
that is to say, so far as the reguiation and raising and reducing of 
wages is concerned. I may be mistaken, but I say that the entire ar- 
gument in the past has been that we want a high tariff, that we want 
high taxation, in order to protect American labor against the pauper 
labor of Europe, solely and simply to enable the manufacturer to in- 
crease the price of American labor. That is what I have understood 
to be the argument. 

Mr. TELLER. Ican not say what the Senator from South Carolina 
understands and what he does not. Nobody I ever knew of has as- 
serted that the manufacturers of this country because of a tariff would 
add, unless they were compelled to do so by their interests, a single 
cent tothe wages of labor. I never heard it suggested that they would 
do it as a matter of charity. What we have asserted from time to 
time and what has been asserted on this floor by the men who sustain 
the protective system, including the great South Carolinian, John C. 
Calhoun, was that it was to make labor where there was not any, to 
give opportunity to men where no opportunity existed, not that the 
manufacturer became a philanthropist, not that he was to step outand 
do charity to labor, but that when he was enabled to manufacture large 
quantities of goods that had before been manufactured in a foreign 
country he was compelled to call upon the American people to do the 
labor, as the German people were compelled to call upon the men who 
had not worked in iron when they had command of the iron market of 
Germany and needed to make more iron than they had been producing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the Senator to say that he does 
not justify the importation of foreign labor to compete with American 
labor. 

Mr, TELLER. That has nothing in the world to do with the ques- 
tion of free trade or with the question of protection, and the Senatear 
had no right to come here and say a word upon that subject, repre- 
senting the political party that he does, which has at all times insisted 
upon opening the door to foreign labor and which has derived the great 
benefit, politically speaking, that has been derived from a mass of 
ignorance and vice in this country. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not suppose, if the Senator will allow me to 
interrupt him, that the Senator from South Carolina has a right to ex- 
press his opinion upon this floor at all, in the estimation of the Seva- 
tor from Colorado. But, Mr. President, as long as I have a seat upon 
this fleor I propose to exercise my right to express my opinions just 
as freely as I choose, and upon all questions and all subjects, the Sena- 
tor from Colorado to the contrary notwithstanding. I have as perfect 
a right to express my opinion upon the labor question as the Senator 
from Colorado, and therefore I can not quite see the force of the ob- 
servation which he made, that I had no right to express my opinion 
here, representing the party that I represented, which opened the door 
to this influx, when I put a very civil and, as I think, an entirely 
proper question to him, and asked him whether or not he justified the 
influx of pauper labor from Hungary, and Germany, and Canada, and 
other parts of the world, to come in competition with the American 
laborer, who, he says, is the essential object of consideration by the 
party which he represents. 

Mr. TELLER, If the Senator from South Carolina desired to be ex- 
tremely courteous and wanted to read me a lecture he should have 
read it in his own time and not in mine, or he should at least have 
waited until I consented that he might occupy the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to consent—— 

Mr. TELLER. I decline to yield to the Senator. The Senator 
knows very well, when I replied to him in that way, I had no refer- 
ence to his personal expression of opinion on this floor. The Senator 
knew that it had no connection with him personally, that I spoke of 
him simply as a member of a great political party, and that I was not 
attempting in any wise, either directly or indirectly, to reflect upon 
him er to curtail his privileges in this body or anywhere else. He 
knew that very well, and he can not seek occasion to find fault with 
me because I replied to him as a member of a political party when he 
attempts to thrust into this debate that which is as foreign to it as if 
is possible to be. 

The question of protection to American industries has nothing to do 
with the question of the admission of foreigners, one way or the other; 
and if it was cennected with it the Senator from South Carolina, | re- 
peat, representing the political party he does, would have no right to 
arraign any man on this side of the Chamber, because that political 
party from the very day that it had organization and political existence 
has stood al ways for the admission of all classesof people, withoutany ref- 
erence to their character or the country from which they come, as long 
as they come here with the ability to assimilate themselves with our 
own people and become a part and parcel of the people of the United 
States. 

I do not hesitate to say that in that sentiment I have always been in 
sympathy with them, I have yet but little of that feeling which is 
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wing up so rapidly in these days, and which we have condemned on 
Other occasions as an un-American spirit, which declares that only those 
should come here who are rich and strong and great. The question 
whether men come here from abroad or not, I repeat, does not have 
anything to do with this question. The point that we were touching 
upon, and on which I read the little slip which I said had come from 
the German minister, was to prove that a tariff created a demand for 
labor, and I trust the Senator from South Carolina can appreciate what 
I mean by that. . 

If the great bulk of articles consumed in this country is manufact- 
ured abroad, does not everybody know that there is a reduction cor- 
respondingly in the demand for American labor? I spoke one day 
here of the great mass of manufactured goods brought to this country, 
that have averaged for more than ten years $238,000,000 a year of the 
coarser manufactures, of the class of manufactures that we are manu- 
facturing now, where we have the plants, where we have the skilled 
men to manufacture, where skill is required. I am not speaking ofthe 
finer articles, but of the coarser articles of production we have im 
$238,000,000 a year for tenconsecutive years. How much labor would 
the production of these goods have furnished to American mechanics, 
and American manufacturers, and American wool-growers, and Ameri- 
can laborers generally can easily be determined when you divide that 
sum by what is a fair compensation for labor, for in almost every in- 
stance it represents labor and nothing else. 

Ido not pretend, Mr. President, I never have pretended, that we 
could legislate labor up, but I simply contend that when you have made 
an opening for labor you have increased the demand for labor, and the 
increased demand is followed always by an increased price, and the 
greater the demand is in proportion to the number of men to be em- 
ployed so the price always is. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not quite understand the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado, that the introduction of the cheap- 
est or most worthless of the foreign population that comes to this coun- 
try has no influence upon the subject of the wages of labor. I do not 


understand how it is that he says the advocates of a protective tariff 


regard that as a question foreign to the issue before the Senate. His 
argument all through has been that the prime object of protection, the 
great object, was to increase the wages of American laborers. 

The Senator says, and other Senators say, that the increase of con- 
sumption and the increase of production cause increased employment. 
Butif there is a foreign population sending goods here they say they 
are made by pauper labor. If instead of the the men are brought 
here, taking the place of the labor here at cheap rates, as we know to 
be the case, is not that affecting the ratesof wages? Is not that affect- 
ing the profits of labor? We know that there are companies in this 
country who have been and are perhaps to-day sending abroad to obtain 


cheap labor to take the place of American labor; and still the cry is 


that protection means the increase of the wages of American labor. 


There is another phase of this question that occurred to me while 


the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from Massachusetts 
were discussing this matter. 


the wages of labor all over this country, and of all classes of labor, or 
is it the increase of some particular class of labor that is meant? 
Which is it? If itis the increase of a particular class or classes of la- 
bor at the expense of others, we all understand that that is unjust dis- 
crimination, and wrong. If it is intended by this position to assume 
that it increases the value of all labor, let us see how that tallies with 
the doctrine of home markets, which came up in that same discussion. 

It is insisted that to encourage by protection domestic manufactures 
is to increase the labor of the country and to give a home market for 
the products of the country. I have had occasion before to state in ref- 
erence to the subject of home markets that we already have more money 
and more machinery invested in manufacturing establishments than 
can be successfally run, the result of which is that those establishments 
frequentiy have to shut down for a time and turn their laborers out to 
beg, to steal, or to starve. That comes from the great bounties which 
have been offered upon these particular classes of industries at the ex- 
pense of other people, stimulating investments beyond the natural de- 
mands of the country; and{because under our high protective tariff we 
have made our manufactured products cost so much that we can not 
go into the markets of the world and find markets out of our own 
country forthem. Our market being substantially limited to our own 
country, the investments in manufacturing establishments caused by 
the bounties offered having gone beyond the demands of the country, 
we have disorganized our system of industries, and we have produced 
evils that can not be corrected until we abandon it. 

Further, iet us see whether protection benefits—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— 

Tne PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Senator from New York ? 

Mr. REAGAN. 
would be glad to complete the suggestion I have to make now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well. 


Mr. REAGAN. In relation to the home market and to the encour- 


agement of labor all over the country, we have seen that even under 
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When we talk about the increase of 
the wages of American labor, what do we mean? Is it the increase of 





Does the Senator from Texas yield 
I will yield to the Senator in a few moments. I 
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the circumstances which I have mentioned, with an overinvestment of 
capital in the manufactures of this country, during the last year in the 
exports from this to foreign countries, amounting to a little Over $700, - 
000,000, there were five hundred and thirty-three million and odd 
thousand dollars of agricultural products. 

Seventy-five per cent. of all our exports were of agricultural prod- 
ucts, and yet that agriculture, as I had occasion tosuggest once before 
here, is hardly regarded as one of the American industries. It is re- 
garded as the field of plunder from which all othersare to be enriched. 
It gets no protection. Ido not care if there is said to be a nominal 
protection on things that can not be competed with in this country, I 
say it gets no protection, as was displayed:here on the subject of cotton- 
ties. The tax is increased over 100 per cent. on an agricultural prod- 
uct that furnishes the largest portion of our foreign products of any 
single agricultural — We have aecording to the census of 1880 
nearly 8,000,000 laboring people—I do not mean population—we have 
of the 17,000,000 people in this country engaged in gainful occupations, 
nearly 8,000,000 exclusively in agriculture. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him, in connection 
with his very interesting statement that agriculture is plundered for 
other occupations, how it happens that during the last twenty-five years, 
ever since this high protective policy has been in force, while there has 
been an immigration from Europe into this country, into the manu- 
facturing States, there is a much larger immigration constantly going 
on into theagricultural regions and a large emigration constantly going 
on from the manufacturing regions to the agricultural? How does he 
explain that, if the fact he states is true? 

r. REAGAN, I donot know whether that can be explained or not. 
I am not sure that the hypothesis is correct. A very large proportion 
of the foreign immigration that has come into this country has stopped 
in the Senator’s own State and a much larger proportion in the States 
of New York and Pennsylvania. It may be that the cheapness of lands 
in the West has drawn people to them. I think that probably it is 
natural that a larger portion of that immigration should have gone to 
the cheap lands of the West, where they could have a chance to obtain 
home3, which they could not do in the East, where the lands are dearer 
and are occupied. 

Mr. HOAR. The fact is notorious. I have not the census figures 
now, but I have seen them, and I am justified in stating as the result 
of official information that from the great manufacturing States and 
centers an enormous emigration is constantly going on into the agri- 
cultural regions, and they are filling up, that although the manu- 
facturing States grow, the proportion of — is very y against 
them as compared with the agricultural States. Look at 


Mr. REAGAN. I do not suppose it is the purpose of the Sena- 
tor—— 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me one sentence; take the 


most purely agricultural States in this country, take the two, Iowa and 
Kansas. There is nothing there to disturb the natural flow of the emi- 
grant. Labor is honored and honorable. Thereare no traditions there 
of a state of things when labor was not honored and honorable. There 
is no remnant of that. The current goes in freely. Now, how does 
the Senator explain the fact that Kansas and Iowa are receiving from 
the manufacturing communities of the East this enormous stream of 
their best blood if the fact he states be true? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not suppose it was the purpose of the Senator 
to to break the force of the ment I was , but Ido not 
see the relevancy of the question he has put to me to the point I was 
trying te present to the te. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I was going to make a suggestion which might be a 
reply to the Senator from husetts. 

. HOAR. What I wished to say to the Senator was this: The 
Senator said that the agriculture of country was the victim of the 
rapacity of the rest of the country; that it bore all the burden and 
was the subject of robbery. He did not use the term “rob ” at 
this i time, but something equivalent toit. I asked if 
the which I called his attention to is not inconsistent with the cor- 
rectness of the very thing he was saying. That is the relevancy of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not see how that can be, and I do not care to 
go into that now. It is not the subject I was discussing. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator oy me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT ¥ se tempore. the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. REAGAN. If Senators are determined not to permit me to 
— a statement, if they think it is injuring them, of course I shall 
yiel 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I wished to give him a 
fact. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not wish to interrupt the Senator, but to ask 
him if from his standpoint he could not well suggest in reply to the Sen- 
on 8 and oe con hn gs ae mon 

rohibi States; they have opposed pro’ e liquor 
Praffie in both of those States constitutional enactments as well as 
by rigid statutory laws which have enforced. I ask the Senator 
if'on the common ground which he and I occupy in reference to that 
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t reform this suggestion may not be an ample reply to the Senator 
tn Massachusetts. 

Mr. REAGAN. Doubtless the temperance and industry of those 
—_ have invited other people to participate in their good fortunes. 

ut I do not care to take up that line of argument at present. 

I was trying, Mr. President, to meet the suggestion that protective 
tariffs were for the benefit of the labor of this country, and I was try- 
ing to demonstrate by official statistics that the great body of the labor- 
ers of this country not only derived no benefit from this legislation, but 
were the victims of the plunder which was to be given to other voca- 
tions. When we see that there is no protection to agriculture, that a 
majority of the people of this country engaged in gainful occupations 
are engaged exclusively in agriculture, that 75 per cent. of the exports 
of this country are purely agricultural products, and that these people 
are to be taxed from 30 to 100 per cent. on all they buy for the benefit 
of those engaged in other vocations, it seems to me that it is very clear 
such legislation is not for the general benefit of labor, but for the ben- 
efit of the capital engaged in particular vocations, and is not for the 
labor en in them. 

I most thoroughly with the statement made by the Senator 
from South Carolina that the rate of duty imposed on imports has no 
relation to or connection with the rate of wages. It is true that it may 
farnish additional employment where there are manufacturing estab- 
lishments, but it is not true that it increases wages. I before stated, 
and I repeat, that wages are controlled by otherconsiderations. If there 
is a demand for labor greater than the supply the rates of wages will 
be higher. If there is more labor than the market demands, the rates 
of wages will be lower. If the country is in a condition of prosperity, 
wages will be higher. If it is in a condition of financial depression, 
wages will belower. If the circulating money of the country is abun- 
dant, wages will be higher. If there is too limited a circulation of 
money, wages will be lower. 

These are the character of the considerations which influence the 
price of labor; but that the tariff does not increase wages generally, 
and that it does not equalize wages, is proven by every Senator’s know]- 
edge of the different rates of wages in the various parts of the country 
now prevailing and at all times prevailing; for instance, between New 
York and Illinois; between Massachusetts and Iowa; between Ohio 
and Georgia. You will find in the different cities and different places 
men engaged in the same vocation receiving different rates of wages. 
This is illustrated by our labor reports in the fullest manner. 

So, if the effect of tariff legislation was to increase wages, it ought to 
be to equalize them, if it is just, for if it increases a class at the ex- 
pense of others it is unjust. We see that it does not equalize wages; 
and from what I have stated I maintain that it does notincrease wages, 
but it places a burden — somebody, for when money is to be paid it 
is to be paid by somebody, and for the benefit of somebody else. Who 
paysit? ‘Those who purchase the article of the protected classes. Who 
receives it? In the first place, the Government receives the gross 
amount of duties directly paid on the imports, but the domestic manu- 
facturer increases the price of his product to correspond to the increased 
price of the imported product caused by the addition of the tariff to its 
ordinary price. 

This being so, let us look further. There were of taxed imports that 
came into the United States during the last fiscal year four hundred 
and odd million dollars. By the census of 1880 it is shown that the 
amount of manufactured products in the United States for the year 
for which that census was made amounted to five billion three hundred 
and odd million dollars, If we take off two billions of that amount 
as corresponding to what would be upon the free-list of imports—and 
that would be a larger amount than corresponds with the free-list of 
imports—we still have over $3,000,000,000 of manufactured products 
corresponding to the taxed imports, upon which the price may be in- 
creased to the consumer just what the tariff increases the price to the 
foreign manufacturer. When we do that, any one who will take the 
pains to calculate will find that in addition to the two hundred and 
odd million dollars which are paid into the Treasury, the gross reve- 
nues arising from imports, we pay about $600,000,000 into the treasu- 
ries of the manfacturing companies, which comes from the labor and 
mainly from the agriculture of this country. 

I mention this to show the injustice, the inhumanity of a system of 
legislation which will take $600,000,000 a year beyond the needs of 
the Government from the toiling millions of this country and transfer 
it to the treasuries of the few or many manufacturing establishments, 
as the case may be. 

This legislation which is urged here in the name of labor is depriv- 
inga majority of the laboring men of this country of the fruits of their 
labor, taking from them what they honestly earn, without price, with- 
out consideration, and transferring it to men who never earned it. 
This is the effect of this class of legislation. It not only does not ben- 
efit American labor in the aggregate, it does not give increased wages, 
but it reduces them in the aggregate, and besides that it is a system 
which it is impossible in logic, in morals, or in reason to defend. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I suppose it is not the first time in 
Iris history that the Senator from Texas has indulged in invective of 
the same character as that of to-day against political systems in which 
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he did not believe and against opponents to a political policy that he 
believed in; and the nation has been endangered, and our institutions 
would perish, and we would all go down in wreck unless his peculiar 
notions obtained ! He has had the courage of his convictions. Such 
denunciation has been indulged in for fifty years and more, and yet the 
country has survived it, and it will survive it long after the Senator 
from Texas has retired from this body. Yes, it will survive it until 
the chances are that, like the great West, when the roll-call is made 
here in this Chamber we shall find from the Southwest States that those 
who,represent them were born in New York, New England, Pennsyl- 
vania, and other Northern States. . The tide of empire from the North- 
east will take its way to the Southwest, and carrying with it the polit- 
ical principles, the political doctrines of the Northeast, we shall see a 
higher degree of prosperity there than was pictured by the colleague of 
the Senator from Texas the other day. 

I do not know that it is worth while to become excited over this talk 
about robbery and robbers and men who take the money from one man’s 
pocket illegally and dishonorably and put it into another’s. In politi- 
cal methods and social life, in all that constitutes civilization, we chal- 
lenge a comparison with those States that hold the peculiar doctrines 
of the Senator from Texas. 

We have been told of late that the war was to go on, we do not know 
how long. They have had a meeting in Boston, Mass., and I think 
substantially made Cleveland a candidate for some time in the future. 
We have been told by Senators upon the other side that a great ques- 
tion was not disposed of by one defeat; that they were organized for a 
future victory; and it has been coupled with these denunciations of the 
men who believe for their political faith in these doctrines. At the 
same time there comes to us that which I mentioned earlier to-day, the 
notice served on the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] and the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
VOORHEES] that they did not follow in his footsteps or accept his leader- 
ship, and half the Democratic press of the North to-day is in revolt 
against your doctrine and in support of the men whom you denounce 
as robbers and this policy which you denounce as robbery. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from South Carolina toa 
fact or two which seems to be invited by a remark that he made, and 
it is equally pertinent in connection with a remark made by the Sena- 
tor from Texas. I agree that a tariff does not equalize labor all over 
the country, but I maintain that it does advance labor, because it fur- 
nishes more employment for it. That is the reason. I desire in this 
connection to call the attention of the Senator from South Carolina to a 
fact or two. I will take the State of New York, and I will take the 
wages of farm laborers. In 1888 it was $16.30a month. I will take 
the State of South Carolina. It was $8 a month. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator be good enough to allow me to ask 
him a question in that connection ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. What does that $16.30 include? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Board. 

Mr. BUTLER. What else? 

Mr. HISCOCK, It does notinclude the man’sclothing. Itincludes 
his board. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does it include his quarters and fuel, and ail that? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly, the whole thing; everything except his 
clothing; and in the same conditions in South Carolina it was $8. In 
North Carolina it was $9. In Georgia it was $8.81. In Louisiana it 
was $11. In Texas it was $12. In Arkansas it was $12.50. In Mas- 
sachusetts it was $18. In Rhode Island it was $17. In Ohio it was 
$15. In Kentucky it was $11 and alittle over. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, let me ask the Senator a question right there. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Are the tariff laws of this Government uniform all 
over the country ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe this, sir-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, just answer my question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I shall answer the question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Are they uniform all over the country? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then will the Senator explain why it is that the 
wages of farm laborersare less in South Carolina than they are in New 
York? 

Mr, HISCOCK. I shall proceed to do that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator explain why they are less in New 
York than in Massachusetts ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. You will find that the value of the labor of the 
farm laborer bears a direct proportion to the manufacturing in the 
State. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ah, sir, I am right, and it has been ciphered out 
absolutely. 

Mr. EUSTIS. What statistics does the Senator read from? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam taking the statistics of the Bureau of Agri- 
culture of this year. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I desire to state that as far as the price of labor in 
Louisiana is concerned those statistics are ridiculous. 
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Mr. HISCOCK., 


I have no doubt that the gentleman at the head 
of the Bureau of Agriculture, Mr. Colman is his name, is an accom- 
plished man, and has tried to furnish honest statistics, Asis suggested 
to me by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], do you ques- 
tion the facts as stated ? 


Mr. EUSTIS. I do as to the amount paid in Louisiana. 

Mr. REAGAN. I question the correctness of the statementas to 
Texas. I have been carrying on a farm for twenty years there, and 
hiring every year, and I have paid from $12 to $18 all the time, 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘Twelve dollarsis the average in the Senator’s State. 


Mr. REAGAN. Asa question of actual experience, I can say that 
the statement is not correct. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. Strange as it may seem, I, too, am a farmer, and I 
can say that in my State he has given about what is right and correct. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator if he quotes from the same re- 


port of the Bureau of Agriculture which says that in the State of New 
York ‘‘ three-tenths of the farms are mortgaged, and that one in twenty 
of the farm proprietors is hopelessly in debt?’’ 


Mr. HISCOCK. Possibly. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave got that right before me. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know where that statement is. 

Mr. VEST. It is in the report of the Department of Agriculture for 
1886. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I may as well reply to that now as at any other 


time. I say that a great deal of the land in New York is mortgaged. 
It isa common thing for a young man to buy the farm perhaps that 
his father owned before him and give the mortgages that are to pay off 
the distributive shares to his brothers and sisters and make it his home. 
It is cheaper, allowing the interest upon a mortgage, than to hire a 
farm perhaps, and estates are subdivided in that way. That practice 
exists very largely all over the Stateof New York. If the Senator will 
go to that State, though, and traverse it from one end to the other and 
look at the thrift thatis presented on all sides, he will be satisfied with 
the prosperity of the State. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it will not disturb the Senator, I wish to ask him 
one additional question. Is it not a fact that the manufacturing in- 
dustries of New England have practically destroyed the agricultural 
interests of those States? I should like to be informed on that subject. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The manufacturing industries of New England and 
New York have practically destroyed the agricultural industry in those 
States as the Senator understands it. A higher agrieulture has been 
developed; track farming, all that is more valuable of the products of 
the earth, instead of hay and corn and wheat, as used to be produced. 
Sheep are fattened, stock are stall-fed, and all that for the near market 
for the butter and for the milk. Away up 300 miles in the interior of 
New York the milk trains gather up the milk and cream and take it 
on to the city. Agriculture has changed entirely. 

Mr, BUTLER. In that connection it would not be improper for me, 
I am sure, to ask the Senator whether the agricultural products of 
New England (and I include New York, although I have not reference 
to that especially) support the population? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose not, and I want to say to the Senator—— 

Mr. DAWES. Itisdemonstrated in Massachusetts by statistics that 
the farms of Massachusetts are more valuable now than they were 
twenty years ago. We export the farm products of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to have some information on that sub- 
ject, because-—— 

Mr. DAWES. So far as Massachusetts is concerned, the suggestion 
of the Senator is not true by any means. In no respect has the value 
of the farms of Massachusetts or their products decreased. They have 
undergone the change suggested by the Senator from New York, and 
in the remote hill towns farthest from these markets that have been 
built up the value of the farms has diminished, but everywhere else 
they have so increased that the aggregate of farm values is very much 
larger than before. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not making this inquiry for any invidious 
comparisons, but for information. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand tbat. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it not true that under the system of industries in 
New England a good deal of land has been turned out to waste? 

Mr. DAWES. Iam speaking of Massachusetts, and what is true of 
Massachusetts I have no reason to doubt is true of all the other New 
England States. The change has taken place which was suggested by 
the Senator from New York, but the result is highly beneficial. 

Mr. BUTLER. My information was thatagriculture was being dam- 
aged very largely for the benefit of manufactures. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I think I will continue my remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator to allow me to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that the county in which Llive, which 
is the heart of the manufacture of New England and is the largest 
county certainly in Massachusetts, is the fifth agricultural county in 
this country. 


Mr. HISCOCK. As I said earlier—and I invite especially the at- 
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tention of the Senator from South Carolina to this—I do not claim that 
aprotective tariff equalizes the price of labor all over that country which 
comes within its jurisdiction. What I claim is that wherever the pro- 
tected industries are planted, there the value of farm labor is advanced. 
The place of domicile is strong upon every man, and men South will 
not rush away to the North for higher employment so as to reduce the 
balance which is devoted to agriculture, so as to raise the value of agri- 
cultural labor in that locality. The South is theirhome. They have 
lived there, they and their fathers before them, for generations, and 
when you have the area too large the equalization does not extend over 
it all. After you recede a certain distance you are outside of the limits 
of the effect of it; but wherever you have planted these industries and 
diversified agriculture and diversified labor, the man who is interested 
in agriculture and enjoys laboring in agriculture can devote himself to 
that, the man whose brain would be busy with mechanics can devote 
himself to that, giving to each brain and to each arm its proper em- 
ployment, not forcing them all into one industry. The effect is to ele- 
vate all and to increase the price of labor to all, and you can mark the 
increase in the value of farm labor by the amount of manufacturing 
done in these States respectively. It bears a direct relation to it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Missouri ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The State of New York is, I believe, one of the largest 
manufacturing States, It has about the largest manufacturing inter- 
est of any State in the Union, as it is geographically one of the largest 
States. I understood the Senator to say a few minutes ago that there 
were mortgages upon the farms of New York, put there by young 
men. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no doubtof it. I said that, and I have 
no doubt, too, by old men. 

Mr. VEST. 1 wish to call the Senator’s attention to the statistics 
which he commends so highly, and which state as follows—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. On what page does the Senator read ? 

Mr. VEST. I quote from page 418 of the Agricultural Report for 
1886, published in 1887. 

Mr. HISCOCK. TI have it here. 

Mr. VEST. I read from pages 418 and 419. The statistics were not 
prepared by Commissioner Colman, but by his assistant, who is a pio- 
tectionist and a member of the Republican party, and who, if I had 
had my way, would not have remained there as long as he has done, 
I will add parenthetically. He says: 

The result of the investigation in New York shows that three-tenths of the 


farms are mo: , and that one in twenty of the farm ietors is hope- 
a in debt, e estimate, which is based upon extensive information, is re- 


Again he says: 
There are a number of farms, which were purchased a few years ago 
and mortgaged, which now would not sell for more than the face of the mort- 
owing to the de of the farm lands, which on an av is 
of the farms in the Binte 


gages, 
fully 33 per cent. in ten a. Probabl 
would not sell for more than the cost of buildings and other improvements, 


owing to this shri 

Mr. HISCOCK. I thank the Senator for that. That is doubtless 
the statement made by the Commissioner of Agriculture. It is in the 
larger type. I call the Senator’s attention to what the State agent says 
right below it: 


In the best sections of the State the farmers are making money or holding 


the more unpro- 


pure and 
now would not sell for more than the face of ee 


owing to the de- 
preciation of the farming lands, which on an qeeaneele tap 00 pat cand. tn. ton 
years, 


Mr. HISCOCK. See ae 
by him. It is entirely unlike the 

about this. I state for the benefit of the Senator 
the fact is true that at the close of the war, or I will say a 
of time when we SEE 2 ere { 
fixed upon land was in the currency of try. 
our return to the gold standard that inflated value has been wiped 
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as it has all over country. The effect has been a depreciation be- 
yond any sort of question of the value of the real estate in that State 
nominally. It is recovering from that, and has been for the last four 


or five years. We can all understand that condition of things. Many 
of these farms were Jy purchased by men when was at 50 or 
100 ium, and land was 50 or 100 per cent. in that in- 

currency than it is to-day under gold values. explains all 
that. I have no doubt that will be found to be equally true in all of 
the older States. 

As I said, if Senators will trace it through will find that the in- 
crease in the rate of wages paid in the States above 
persed eprentrersemnsey a ty roger gy apap Rae 
increase of manufacturing in those States above what it is in the Caro- 


linas and in Texas and Arkansas. 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


787 





Mr. BUTLER. Does not the Senator think there is another factor 
or element entering into that? Does he not think that the price of 
farm wages in South Carolina, for instance, is due very largely to the 
fact that there is so much farm labor in that part of the country ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. The supply is in excess of the demand. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir; I do think so. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then it is not attributable to the fact that manu- 
factures have been established or are being established, because the 
Senator will allow me just one moment to state as a matter of infor- 
mation—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

- Mr. BUTLER. Mannfactures have increased immensely in my State 
in the last ten years. I think the next census will show an increase in 
cotton manufacturing that will surprise even the Senator from New 
York, and I am rejoiced at it. I have no hostility to manufactures; I 
have none to New England or to New York; but my deliberate judg- 
ment and opinion is that the effect of this high stimulation, if I may 
use the expression, of manufactures in this country, which has been 
going on under the high protective tariff, will result just as the Sena- 
tor from Texas has stated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to say to the Senator from South Carolina 
right here that in 1879 the price of farm labor in South Carolina was 
$6.66 with board. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Per month? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Per month. In 1888 it was $8. 

Mr. BUTLER. In South Carolina? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; andI have no sort of doubt whatever but that 
the increase is in direct proportion to the increase in manufactures. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator from New York be better to me 
than I was to him, and let me interrupt him? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish only to say that if the conditions can be 
changed, and the States of South Carolina, Texas, and the other 
Southern and Southwestern States could receive as much advantage 
from the Eastern States as they are receiving from the States I have 
mentioned, the condition of prosperity would be changed between the 
two sections, and he would not have occasion to speak of the advan- 
tages of protection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe most emphatically if the same political 

m had been acted on in the Senator’s State that prevails in mine, 
and if the people of his State had had faith that the system would be 
maintained, if they had not clung to their old system, if they had been 
in favor of the diversification of labor, Texas to-day, with her natural 
resources, would be far in advance of the Stateof New York. Itismy 
opinion that the gravest mistake is made by gentlemen on the other 
side whose States have natural resources far beyond the mountainous 
States and the rock-bound States of the East and of the Northeast in 
this country. If they had but adopted the same policy, and had not 
continually pushed away capital and enterprise, they would have been 
in advance of us. That I certainly believe. 

Mr. REAGAN. The difficulty with us, if the Senator will permit 
me, is that we begin of course as new States after others have age and 
accumulation and comfort. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, you begin as new States—— 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator willallow me, thesystem which pre- 
vails transfers the net earnings of the country, and more than the net 
earnings of the country, year by year, from those States to the State the 
Senator represents and to some other States engaged in manufactures, 
and we never can get up because we never can accumulate the capital. 

Mr. HISCOCK. They begin as new States, but no newer than Kan- 
sas and Nebraska, and I might almost say than Iowa. However, the 
emigrants to those States carried with them their political faith. They 
welcomed industries, they sympathized with them, and the result has 
been that those States outstri others, and will continue to outstrip 
them in progress until your States adopt the same policy they have 
adopted and let capital feel that it is sympathized with, and let the 
labor of your States feel that it is respected, tolerated even, and has 
the same right that the labor of the North has. Do this and you will 
surpass the North in the race of prosperity and obtain a larger degree 
of wealth than is possessed by us to-day. 

But, as I started to say when interrupted upon this subject, I in- 
dorse all that the Senator from South Carolina has said in respect to 
their having a surplusof agricultural labor there. I repeat that home 
is dear to everybody, and it is not the case that your people will leave 
your States and your communities to go to the manufacturing indus- 
tries, so as to reduce the volume of farm labor to the point that will 
increase the price. Manufacturing industries must be carried to them. 
So the man who has been fitted to toil in the shop goes to the shop and 
toils, and there at home you the volume of agricultural labor- 
ers will decrease; and then the value of the labor of the agriculturist 
will be increased. Why, do you know that the facts of the case—I 
can not believe it is trae—demonstrate that it is your purpose to con- 
stantly depreciate the value of agricultural labor; that that is your 
line of now as much as it ever was. I believe I could establish 
upon the evidence before even a South Carolina or a Texas jury that 
you are wedded to this old agricultural system, this cotton and rice 


and sugar raising system; that you want the cheapest kind of labor 
with which to prosecute those industries; that you are fighting against 
any system which elevates labor and increases the price of labor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not, of course, ajuryman of South Carolina, 
and I suppose my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] will not claim to 
be a juryman from Texas; but I should be very glad to hear the Sena- 
tor prove the statement he has just made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say I can not believe you are so misguided as to 
adopt any such ruinous policy as that; but in the face of the faets I 
have stated, that labor appreciates as you diversify the uses in which 
it is employed, and that you refuse to invite new industries to settle 
among you by giving them the protection they demand, what are we 
to conclude? 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, the Senator is certainly very 
wide of the mark if he states that anybody in my part of the country 
has refused to protect the infant industries there, for we have exempted 
all manufacturing establishments from taxation for ten years, and it 
seems to me we have done everything that a reasonable people can do 
under our condition to invite manufacturers. 

If the Senator will pardon me one moment further in reply to what 
he stated, I will say that I have been preaching and almost praying 
and begging and urging the people of my country to diversify not only 
their mechanical industries but their agriculture. I will also say to 
the Senator that that is going on in a very satisfactory way at the pres- 
ent time, and instead of our attempting to depreciate labor, every rea- 
sonable effort has been made to elevate it and to encourage it in every 
way that we can possibly do without doing injustice to somebody else, 
and I think the Senator will be content atter the next census upon that 
subject. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is eternally in it ‘‘ without doing injustice 
to anybody else;’’ thatis eternally what is urged, and that is that these 
industries flourish and are prosperous, the most intelligent that you 
can find in the country anywhere. ‘There is no complaint on the part 
of the poor, for we have none, and there is no complaint on the part 
of those who labor by manual labor for their support. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has the advantage of us, because we 
have a great many poor people. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We have very few. 

Mr. BUTLER. We have a great many, I am sorry to say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say in my State there is no man or woman who 
by industry and temperance may not support himself or herself and 
accumulate a surplus and educate the children and fit them to fill and 
adorn the stations occupied by him or her. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, we have such, I am sorry to say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make thatassertion broadly, and I have no doubt 
I shall be indorsed in it by the Senatorsfrom Massachusetts, and from 
every New England State. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam very sorry to say that we have a great many 
poor people, but I think I may make this statement in answer to the 
statement made by the Senator from New York, that we have fewer 
paupers than they. I think the statistics will show it. ° 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is not unlikely that in our great cities, in which 
vice and crime congregate, we exceed you in pauperism and in crime 
where the foreign countries unload upon us their vicious; that very 
likely is true; but I am speaking for another class. I am speaking for 
the people of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. The paupers are part of the people. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not believe that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina is in favor of degrading, or lowering we will say, the price of labor, 
and yet it seems to me that it is absolutely patent that such is and 
must ever continue to be the result of the policy that he and those as- 
sociated with him are pursuing and have been pursuing for the last ten 
years, I believe these Southern States have wrought themselves irrep- 
arable mischief during the last ten years in keeping unsettled con- 
stantly this question of protection, agitating the country, making capi- 
tal to feel that is was unsafe to invest in manufacturing enterprises, so that 
it has held back from your States. We have enough and more than 
enough of it in the North at a low rate of interest seeking investment 
everywhere. Capital is easily alarmed, and the constant agitation that 
has come ftom your section over this question has affrighted it and it 
is held back from investment in your States. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not quite content to sit quietly and permit 
that statement to go uncontradicted. I have not the figures before 
me, but I have read them lately, of the amount of capital invested in 
enterprises south of the Ohio and Potomac Rivers, which would indi- 
cate that capital was not very much frightened by the agitation of this 
or any other question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Capital has to some extent, and a large extent, 
been invested there, I know. 

Mr. BUTLER. And I will say to the Senator that it seems to me 
quite fast enough for all practical purposes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It has followed the great Appalachian chain that 
severs your-territory largely. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say that it has followed that in the main; not en- 
tirely. 

Mr. BUTLER, I will state to the Senator, for his information and 
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that of other Senators who feel any interest in the subject, that within 
the last five years a cotton factory ‘as been projected or built in almost 
every county in my State. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I congratulate the Senator and his State. 

Mr. BUTLER. And in almost every town. I would state to the 
Senator, furthermore, that quite a number of foundries have been 
erected in that State, and there is very little iron there, and capital is 
being invested in many enterprises. So the Senator is mistaken in 
saying that capital has been frightened. Capital has not been fright- 
ened. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not mistaken. Many times I have been in 
consultation and heard it. It is affrighted there. It has been af- 
frighted in the North. 

Mr. BUTLER. And yet within the last year there have been 2,000 
miles of railway built in that very section of country which the Sena- 
tor says is driving capital away. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Perhaps I may be too strong in my language in 
saying that it drives capital away, but I have known instances of that 
kind, in large volume, too. Perhaps it would be more correct for me 
to say that it has prevented large amounts of capital from seeking in- 
vestment there. 

Mr, BUTLER. Then will the Senator explain why it is that New 
Jersey is getting along so well, having voted at the last election on the 
line which’ he has just been denouncing, and so Connecticut is getting 
on happily and prosperously, and his own State of New York, which 
went against his views at the last election. Is capital affrighted in 
those States ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say to the Senator that this time both capital 
and jabor combined in sturdy resistance against this policy of yours in 
New York, Connecticut, and New Jersey, and in New York we were 
successful. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr. HISCOCK,. I will say to you, further, that,in view of the large 
number of Democrata in the State of New York who joined with us, 
we have a right to believe at least that we can carry on the resistance 
successfully in the future. 

Mr, BUTLER. May I ask, asa matter of information, if New York 
did not vote for Governor Hill by about 20,000 plurality ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itdid. Wherever ram, rum, rum was the banner 
Democracy was successful. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘‘Rum!” 
with it, or ‘‘ rebellion?’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK. Hill upon the open sale of whisky carried the 
State. Harrison under the aoe of protection carried the State. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did not Governor Hill indorse the Mills bill? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, Governor Hill is to have no voice in this 
tariff-making. He is to confine himself to legislation on the question 
of license or no license, high license or low license. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask another question? I ask if the Chicago 
Republican convention did not indorse free whisky ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itdid not. There was in the Chicago platform a 
plank of this kind, that before we would submit to the destruction of 
the industries of the country—— 

Mr. BUTLER. You would take free whisky. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We would abolish the internal-revenue tax upon 
whisky. That is precisely what we said. 

Mr. FRYE. And the Temperance party said the same. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And I ask if the Senator from South Carolina is 
not quite ready to vote to repeal the internal-revenue tax on whisky, 
whether protection goes or stays? 

Mr. BUTLER, 1 did not catch the question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I inquired of the Senator from South Carolina how 
he steod on the question of taking the tax off distilled spirits, without 
any reference to the question of protection whatever 

Mr. BUTLER. What would be my position on that subject? 

Mr. HISCOOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would retain the tax on whisky. 


Did ‘‘ Romanism”’ have anything to do 


= = HISCOCK. You would maintain the present revenue tax upon 
whisky? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think so. . 
a a CK. Unchanged and unbroken. You do not indorse the 

i ill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it is a pretty fair bill. 

Mr, HISCOCK. But do you stand on the Mills bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. I am for the Mills bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly; I supposed so. 

Mr. BUTLER. And theMills bill does not propose to take the tax 
off whisky. 


Mr. HISCOCK. The Mills bill carries in it those provisions which 
practically allow the free distillation of whisky in this country, and 
the very moment those provisions become law the effect will be to break 
down the internal-revenue system with reference to whisky and com- 
pel the repeal of the internal-revenue system. 

Mr, BUTLER. When the Senator from New York has to resort to 
such a labored argument to establish a fact it ought to be taken with a 
great many grains of allowance. I do not understand the Mills bill to 
favor free whisky by any means. It takes the tax off tobacco. 





Mr. HISCOCK. I commend to the Senator from South Carolina the 
criticisms on that feature of the Mills bill contained in the majority 
report of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will do myself then the honor to instruct myself; 
but I thought I had done so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It will be well. 

Mr. BUTLER. I thought I had done so, but the Senator from New 
York may be wrong and I may be right. If I am wrong, certainly a 
very ] number of the people of country are wrong. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very likely they are. I think that is true. I 
agree with the Senator that there are a great many people wrong on 
this question, and it is a constant surprise to me that such is the case, 
and I confess it is a constant surprise to me to hear so much of error so 
openly proclaimed on that side of the Chamber. 

Now, as illustrating the question of the effect of home manufactur- 
ing industries upon agricultural labor, let us take the two States of Ohio 
and Kentucky. A river, I believe, divides and there isa marked 
difference in the value of agricultural labor in two States. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me just one moment on that 
line to refer to some statistics upon the agricultural products of differ- 
ent States? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not wish to yield for a speech. Of course I 
will always yield to a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is strictly in reply to the line of argument the 


Senator is pursuing. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly, then, I yield. 
Mr. BUTLER. I made some inquiries awhile ago about the agri- 
Senators from Massachusetts 


cultural products of New England and the 
notably rather berated 
sufficient food 
tion. I find by reference to some figures, 


prod canal in Ni : Fontana ¢ a =n vn 
ucts rai ew to sup ula- 

that in the Btate of Suter 
ticut, for instance, there were 58,140 acres in corn, and 1,997,000 bush- 
els were raised, valued at $1,324,590. Of wheat were 3,171 acres 
producing 37,000 bushels, valued at $36,630, Then I come to Massachu- 


setts—— ‘ 


Mr. HISCOCK. What State is that? 
Mr. BUTLER. I have just given Connecticut. Massachusetts had 


in corn 59,997 acres, producing 2,124,000 bushels, valued at $1,486,800. 
~ t had in wheat 1,080 acres, which produced 16,000 bushels, valued at 
16,000. 


Then I come to my own State. I do not know what the population 


will be under the next census, but Massachusetts certainly outstripped 
her very largely in the last. I find South Carolina had 1,501,322 acres 
of corn, and she made 15,013,000 bushels, valued at $9,308,000. She 


amas acres in wheat, and she raised 1,233,000 bushels, valued 
at $1,220,670. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator state the area of Massachusetts and 
South Carolina in square miles? 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 can not state exactly the area, but South Carolina 
is larger than Massachusetts, of course. 

Mr. HOAR. How many times? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know how many times. South Carolina 


has about 30,000 square miles. 


Mr. HOAR. And we have about 8,000. 


Mr. BUTLER. Morethan three times as Then I find Maine, 


which I believe is larger than South Carolina, had 32,165 acres in corn 
and made 1,132,000 bushels, valued at $769,760. She had in wheat 


39,460 acres, and made 481,000 bushels, valued at $505,050. I find 
that Rhode Island had in corn 12,946 acres, ucing 414,000 bushels, 
valued at $289,800, and I find wheat blank. She did not produce a 
seed according to these statistics. I might carry out the comparison in 
Vermont and New Hampshire and the other agricultural States. I see 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLATR] is interesting himself 
in this. I find that New ome Bey” had 38,578 acres in corn, that she 
made 1,323,000 bushels, valued at $912,870; in wheat she had 10,485 
acres, which produced 110,000 bushels, valued at $114,400. 

I eee eae the immense progress made by ag- 
riculture in those States. 

Mr. HISCUCK. In which States? 

Mr. BUTLER. In those which I have just mentioned. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Which ones do you mean? 

Mr. BUTLER. The New England States especially. 

Mr, CHACE. What is the farm land worth? 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad indeed to be informed what 
it is worth. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Allow me to say to the Senator that, as I under- 
stand the statistics, they are introduced for the ape of showing the 
impoverished condition of agriculture in these New England States. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; that was one of the objects. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That was precisely what the Senator intended to 
do. Now, I wantto say to him in reference to ture in those 
States as well as in large sections of New Y we have not the ad- 
vantages that you have South in reference to ture. We have not 
the rich alluvial soil that you have, and we d upon a higher de- 
gree of cultivation and a more vation. We produce 
milk, we produce meat, we produce fruit, we produce chickens, we 


produce these agricultural products of a higher value, 
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- vegetables; we have truck gardens depending on the near vil- 

or city for a market, which is far more profitable than the raising 

a wheat or corn. We raise potatoes, early potatoes, onions, and all 
t. 


Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps the Senator from New York may be able to 
answer the question theSenator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHAace] asked 
as to the value of farm lands. I should like to know. 

Mr. CHACE. If the Senator from New York will allow me, I have 
astatement here prepared by the Agricultural Department. The value 
of the land in South Carolina is $5.10 per acre. 

Mr. BUTLER. A good deal less than that, some of it. 

Mr. CHACE. The value of land in Rhode Island is $50.37 an acre. 

Mr. BUTLER. Farm land? 

Mr. CHACE. Farm land; agricultural land. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is itin Connecticut? 

Mr. HAWLEY. About $49. 

Mr. CHACE. In Connecticut it is $49.34, I believe. 


Mr. HISCOCK. That settles the question and that tests it, and if 


your people want to be prosperous—— 

Mr. BUTLER. We are getting along reasonably well. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You can do still better. 

Mr. BUTLER. We are getting along pretty well, but we get lect- 
ures every now and then as to how we ought to behave ourselves. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What you ought to do is what has been done in 
the North. The farmers there all recognize the fact that it is no longer 
profitable for them to raise grain in many localities, and they depend 
upon the sale of their products in the cities and manufacturing towns 
that are near them, an oo has been diversified; and what you 
want in the South is the diversification of your industries. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. lagree with the Senator in that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What you want is to build up a home market. 

Mr. BUTLER. I with the Senator in that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. What you want is to discard forever the idea that 
cotton is to be = only product. 

Mr. BUTLE I agree with the Senator in that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You want to manufacture your cotton; you do not 
want to send it across the ocean to be manufactured there and bear the 
expense of transporting it. You want to manufacture it at home and 
raise around about you in the villages where it is manufactured the 
farm products that are necessary for the support and maintenance of 
the operatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I agree fully with the Senator in that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And the way to accomplish it is to preserve the 
market of 65,000,000 people inviolate to the working men and women 
of America. 

Mr. BUTLER. I agree fully with the Senator. 
at all upon these general propositions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest this question to the Senator: Supposing 
that South Carolina had a population that her agricultural resources 
were unequal to feed, what then would be the effect upon the agriculture 
of that State? It would be lifted to the same plane that it occupies 
in Massachusetts and in New York. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am sorry to say that it is very largely true now, 
and I will go as far as the Senator from New York or anybody else to 
get them out of that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the Senator say that the agricultural resources 
of his State are unequal to the support of the population of the State? 

Mr. BUTLER. I say that we import a good many articles in the 
way of food products, and I am sorry to say it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. You importa great manythings. That has always 
been the peculiarity of your State and section; you confine yourselves 
to oneline of agriculture without diversifying it. As I have been told, 
although I do not know that it is true, the cotton-planter has been ac- 
customed to plant cotton’and to look to another market for the meat 
with which to feed his employés and the bread with which to feed them 
and the clothing which they are to wear. 

Mr. BUTLER. That has been unfortunately true. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well. We want to change it. 

Mr. BUTLER. So do I. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And the difference between the Senator and myself 
is that I see only one way to change it, and that is to preserve all this 
heritage to the labor of the country. As is su ed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I see one way in which to change it, 
and you see no way in which to change it. 

Mr, BUTLER. I think I do see a way. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say to the Senator from South Carolina that we 
have had a policy in the North since this Government was established, 
and we have clung to it, and we can see the beneficent effects of that 
policy among our people. Let him sit at our feet and learn from us 
or follow our lead — this great questiou, and I assure him that pros- 
perity will come to his State ifhe will do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will allow me. He says that I have 
no method for improving these conditions. I beg leave to differ with 
him. He says that he has and that I have none; that I can make no 
suggestion, If the Senator will pardon me for giving him my remedy 
for some of the evils of which he speaks—andI admit there are a great 


We do not disagree 





many in the South; there is no doubt about that—the State of my 
benevolent and venerable friend, the Senator from Illinois, who sits in 
front of me [Mr. CuLLoM], supplies a good many people in my State 
with something to eat, and I should be afraid, if we got to be inde- 
pendent of them in that respect, his people might suffer. But if 
the Senator from New York will permit me to suggest a remedy for 
many of the evils to wiich he has just alluded, I would say that the 
most direct route to prosperity in that country is to reduce taxation 
and stop imposing unnecessary burdens upon the people who have to 
labor for their daily bread. I think that would be the solution of 
the difficulty. The Senator thinks that the solution of it is to increase 
taxation and pile it up higher, to make the people’s expenses greater, 
and make the expenses of the laboring man and of all who consume 
ee and in that way increase their prosperity! There I draw the 
ine. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, we have heard this constantly urged, 
** reduce taxation.’”? Gentlemen talk of robbery, of taking from the 
pocket of one man to put into the pocket of another. I can dismiss 
that by saying that it is the highest compliment to the intelligence of 
the people that that sort of declamation ceases to-day to have any effect 
whatever on the publicmind. Noman believes it in my part of the 
country. It awakens a laugh on the hustings, I suppose, in the gen- 
tleman’s State. Wherever this question is discussed the idea that this 
is a matter of taxation has been discarded by everybody. One talks 
about taxation and another talks about the increase of price. Life is too 
short, at least the day is too short, to go into a refutation of these pre- 
tenses. 

There is but one other suggestion that I have to make, and that is in 
reference to the oft-repeated declaration which is made, that the tariff 
does not increase the price of wages. I think I have heard the Sea- 
ators from South Carolina—I am not sure—make that same statement, 
when the fact must be conceded if what they say is true, that if it ad- 
vances the price of the product, with the competition there is in this 
country, it must advance theprice of labor. That follows asasequence. 
It logically flows from it, because trusts and combinations are the ex- 
ception. The labor cost in the main is what advances the price or cost 
of goods in this country above what it is abroad; and therefore when 
you strike down protection you do and must of necessity lower the price 
of labor, and in my part of the country, in my State, labor is willing 
to receive the difference that I pointed to in wages between what is paid 
in the State of South Carolina and what is paid in the State of New 
York, and stand this onerous tax that the Senators complain of. 

Mr. BUTLER. The labor is willing to receive it, but does labor al- 
ways get it? That is the point. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not think that the Senator from South Caro- 
lina is one of those who believe in this accumulation of wealth in the 
hands or in the coffers of the manufacturers of the country. I grant 
that there are exceptional men who have piled up immense fortunes in 
manufacturing, as some have in railroading, as men have in specula- 
tions of different kinds. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then why are there a million laborers out of em- 


ployment in this country? I believe that is the last estimate. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know that there are any such number. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the statement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But certainly the Senator from South Carolina does 
not believe, and he will not go upon the record as believing, that the 
capital invested to-day in the manufacturing industries of the country 
receives a higher rate of interest than is paid for money invested upon 
farm land, mortgage security. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not quite catch that remark. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say Ido not believe that the Senator from South 
Carolina will go upon the record with the claim that capital to-day in- 
vested in manufacturing receives a higher rate of interest than money 
invested upon farm land, mortgage security. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, I will. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I say to the Senator that he is entirely mis- 
taken, and that he may go to friends and foes, in respect to politics, 
engaged in manufacturing industries, and he will find, taking them as 
a whole, that he is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. BUTLER. I of 60urse am not prepared to make a statement 
as to any part of the world except my own State; but I will say to the 
Senator that certain lines of manufacturing in my part of the world 
are paying anywhere from 8 to 22 per cent. dividends annually, and I 
do not object to that. I have no hostility to manufactures; I am glad 
tosee them prosper. But whatI do object to is that it should be claimed 
that all this protection is for the benefit of labor and that the manu- 
facturer gets a very small percentage on his investment. I know the 
contrary is true. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We do not claim that capital invested in manu- 
factures receives any less than it ought to have; but will the Senator 
stand here and deliberately assert that capital receives more than its 
due proportion of interest, in the face of the immense amount of capi- 
tal that is constantly leaving the Northern and Eastern States and 
seeking investment in bonds and mortgages in the Western States, the 
vast amount of money that is deposited in our savings-banks at 3 and 
4 per cent.? Will he tell me that he believes exceptional high rates of 
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interest or dividends are paid upon capital invested in manufacturing 
when there is this immense volume of capital earning this low rate of 


swers so as to get at what seems to me to be the average result over the whole 
interest t 


country. This investigation—one of the ever 
clearly to light the following facts : 
1, That an average free common-school education, such as is provided in all 


Mr. BUTLER. That sustains the statement of my friend from Texas | the States where the free common school has become a permanent institution, 
[Mr. REAGAN] awhile ago, that the investment of capital in our man- we tes me ee — productive power of the laborer considered as a mere 
ufactaring industries is overdone; there is too much of it, and it does | " 2. That the average academical education adds 100 per cent. 
not require any protection. There is too much money in manufact-| 3. That the average collegiate or university education adds from 200 to 300 
ures now. according te the Senator’s own statement, and it is going to a average var oS peer ta capacity, to say nothing of the vast 
seek investment elsewhere. manliness—to godlikeness 


By the census of 1880 we had in the United States 4,204,362 illiterate adults— 
white and colored. 

Now, putting their labor at the minimum annual value of $100 each (which is 
far below the average even for farm laber, while the wages of man uring 
operatives, including 15 per cent. of women and children, as shown by the census 
of 1880, average in the whole country $345 each per ),and the annual loss to 
these persons from the lack of at leasta coummmaanninenat education would be $50 
each, This, for the whole number of 4,240,362, is $210,000,000 per -a sum 
twice as Jarge as the entire annual expenditure for public education in the whole 
country. This sum—$210,000,000—is a clear annual loss, not only to these illiter- 
ates, but to the community, by reason of their ° 

- . * rs > . + 

The late slave States complain of their inability to pay the exyenses of free 
common schools, and they raised for public education in 1880 only $10,883,104. 
The amount of the annual loss in these same States, from their labor being il- 
literate, is at least $150,000,000. The extra productiveness of their laborers over 
what it is now would—had they been educated, as in Maine and New Hamp- 
shire—establish and support free common schools nine months in the year for 
every child of the school age within their borders, and leave a surplus sufficient 
to support a free academy in every county anda free college in every State. 


A supposition of that kind is very well, but it must be remembered 
that an existing state of things, where itis the status of human beings, 


can not be changed but by long and expensive processes, and that to 
change the actual condition in these Southern States to the degree of 


literacy which exists in the ones referred to must necessarily be the 
work of ten or fifteen or twenty years. 


A careful examination of the census of England. Scotla Treland, and of 
the several countries on the continent of E: indicates , other things 
being equal, pauperism is in the inverse ratio of education of the mass of the 
people; that is, as education increases pauperism decreases, and as education 
decreases pauperism increases. 

In the Grand Duchy of Baden they put into operation in 1S$4arigorous 
of universal compulsory education in the elementary branches. The in 
seven years upon pauperism was to reduce it 25 percent. It has been calculated 
by statisticians and students of social science that 96 per cent. of pauperism could 
be exterminated by universal compulsory education in the elementary branches 
of knowledge and industry. 


Mr. HISCOCK. What there is in reference to manufacturers is this: 
They want stable laws that are net te be changed or to be threatened 
every year, so that they may know what to depend upon, what their 
markets are to be, and the result will be, if you will give us this con- 
dition of things, that the earnings of capital in whatever it is invested 
and wherever it is invested will be equalized all over the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it is singular, it seems to me, that both 
sides of the Chamber should have discussed this important matter all 
the afternocn and failed to strike upon the real secret at the bottom of 
all this difficulty between the South and the North. ‘The labor of the 
South is cheap because it is ignorant labor. Make it intelligent and it 
will get what it is worth. As long as it can be kept as it is, it will 
work for 33 to 50 per cent. of what is paid for the same sort of service 
in the Northern States. That is the secret of the whole difficulty. 
My friend from New York might have suggested that in connection 
with his protective-tariff theories. 

“ow, Mr. President, I will put in a few statistics, inasmuch as this 
seems to be a debate from which statistics as a rule are excluded, I 
have here a document in which extracts are made from the official rec- 
ords of the Government and as reliable as the census. The late Com- 
missioner of Education has prepared a statement, from which I read 
this extract: 


I must net pause to elaborate these points, but supposing (1) that the labor of 
nn illiterate ‘s increased in value 25 per cent. by teaching him to read and write, 
50 per vent. by fatriy educating him, apd 75 per cent. by giving him a thorough 
training; and (2) that the average value of the labor of illiterates is the same as 
the average wages paid employés ia manufactories, then the following compu- 
tations give sound conelusions : 

By the census of 1880 the number of persons of twenty-one years and upward 
in the Southern States who were unabie to write was 2,984,387. If 75 per cent. of 
them should be taught to read and write, it would increase the value of the labor 
of 2,238,290 porsenms 25 per cent. The present value of their labor is, approxi- 
nately, $248 a year each. The increase of value would be $62 ae per capita, 

rly educated, 


a total of $138,773.98. Hf 15 per cent. of the illiterates should be ¥ ° * * s s s 

it would increase ‘the value of the labor of 447,658 ns 50 per cent,, or from In Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois, three great central where self-sup- 
$248 Lo $872 a yeareach. The tetal of this annual increase would be $55,509,592. | port is not difficult, one in ten of the illiterate; is a pauper, w of the rest of 
If the remaining 10 per cent. of iliterates should have the value of their labor | the population only one in three hundred is a pauper. other words, in those 
increased 75 per cent. by being thorough|y trained, the industrial valne of 298,439 | three great central States a given number of children suffered to grow up in ig- 
persons would be raised from $248 to $134 a year each, a total of $55,500,654. By 


norance produce thirty times as many paupers as when given an ayerage com- 
mon-school education. 

In 1870 a speciai investigation was made,in fifteen States, of the inmates, to 
the number of 7 of almshouses and infirmaries, Of these, 4,327, or nearly 
59 per cent., could not read and write; while in those fifteen States the average 
percentage of illiterates was only 6 per cent.of the whole population. From 
this 6 percent. came that 59 cent. of the 3 or, toe it in another 
form,a given number of chi in those States, to grow upin 
i penense, peoSeed bwnnte we Cee ered Damas oe ams bases 

ildren would if given a fair common-school . 

Similar results may be obtained from the census of almost every country in 
Europe or America, 

We may safely , then, that it is a law of modern civilization that 
an illiterate person is from twenty to y times as liable to become a pauper 
nee : 
and that annual loss to the community, in the United States, in the produc- 
tive power of the illiterates, and in the support of paupers made such by illite- 
racy, is . if not quite, equal to the amount that would be required to estab- 
lish and maintain a free common school the year round in every State in the 
Union, sufficient for the whole fifteen millions of the children of the 
school age in the United States. 

The annual expenses of maintaini per cent. of whom have 
become such through lack of while at least ten times 


adding the three totals just given, it is seen that the increase which would come 
to the industrial value of illiterates in the Southern States would be, were they 
educated as indicated, $24],727,220 a year. 


And then he makes an estimate for the whole country, were the 
illiterates educated, which gives an increase of the production of the 
country in value of $488,'757,022 a year, which would be the increased 
value ofthe production of this country if the same leborers were educated 
who now perform this work. There is much more of this matter which 
it would be profitable to examine. I read further from the same source: 


Aregular computation may be made for the entire country. Theaverage an- 
nual wages paid by manufacturers is $845: The number of persons twenty-one 
and over unable to write 184,904,268. By fetter ges. of these to readand 
write the labor of 3,153,272 individuals is inc im value from $345 to S431 a 
year, a total gain of $271, 181,392 each . The gain which would come from 
e@ucating 1 per cent, (880,654) of the illiterates so that their labor would be in- 
creased 50 per cent. in value would be $108,787,815. The sam~samount would be 
gained by so training the remaining oa cent. of illiterates that their labor 
would be of 75 per cent. more value; and the total annual profitto the country 
by the conversion of illiterate into educated labor would be, according to the 
premises assumed as a basis of computation, $488,757,022 a year. 

Need I go further to indicate that education is a most profitable investment 
for both labor and capital? * * * : 

Oniltting any reference to the influence of illiteracy during minority, or any 
bearing of the illiteracy of the female adults, the late census shows us that 
there isa atarmy of 1,870,216 adult males or voters who can not write, an 
army nearly double that ever in the field during the late deplorable civil war. 
You will certainly excuse me from any delineation of the horrors of the devasta- 
tion that might follow their united and concentrated efforts against the peace 
and order of society, 

1 simply call your attention to what may be the injurious effectof theirsilent 
action at the polis. The members of our respective political parties believe in 


Statistics no 
ventive of pauperism ; and that the of andapplying in season 
this preventive would not be that mi nate upon society by pau- 


PeThe first incentive to action is ing @ livelihood. This is 


the rightness of their principles and seek to make their appeal to the reason are vested in such a manner the is 
and consciences of the peonle: but the figures disclose the alarming fact that y safe, the income large, sure, ao aye! paid. 
in eleven States these illiterate voters outuwmbered the votes cast in the last | should see to it a reasonable of kind is made in and for 


Presidentia! eleation by either of the political parties. Thus, should they unite 
under any streng, impassioned, successful leader, they would have absolute 
contro! of legislation and offices in those States, and of the election of twenty- 
two members of the United Statee Senate. - 

I turn now te the address of Col. Dexter A. Hawkins, of New York 
City, whe is a prominent lawyer and publicist, as undoubtedly mem- 
bers of the Senate are aware. His address was upon the relations of 
education to wealth and morality, pauperism and crime. I read only 
the most pertinent extracts, and would refer any one interisted to the 
entire address: 


In 379 the Commissioner of Education at W: sent out a series of 
pn drawn, a and searching questions to the great centers 


From this half came % per cent. of the persons arrested for crime. From the 


anor in all parte of the U States. These centers were so selected as to | produced cent. of the criminals. ae n 
represent kind of labor, from the rndest.and simplest up to the mostekilled. | children in England at that time to up uced 
The object of the quastlens waste detamabaptine relative uctiveness of lit- | fifty-three timesas many criminalsasthe same would if educated tothe 


erate and illiterate labor, Ihave tabulated, reduced, generalized the an- 
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tion of the moral effect of the New England system of public education,Car- 
dinal Antonelli to the contrary notwithstand 
a —_ State of ey mp in 1880, the illiterates produced eight times their 
yan sate Geenien of the criminals in that State; that is,a given number of 
rouge =! illiterate on the average uced Be ate as many 
children would have uced if educated to the extent 
of the Scheie of the public schools. 
In the city of New York, in 1870, among the illiterates, ene crime was com- 
mitted for every three persons; while among the literates there was only one 
crime to every twenty-seven persons. Or, in other words, the ignorant cla sin 
= city furnishes nine times the criminals they would if educated in the public 
ools. 
In the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in 1870, the illiterates, according to 
their numbers, committed seven times as many crimes as the literate class. 
In Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Lilinois, taken illiterates commit- 
ted ten times as many crimes, according to their numbers, as the literate class. 
Take the whole of the United States an oe according to the census of 
_= the illiterates committed ten an ian, roportion of crime. 
In Pennsylvania, in the years 1879 and irtieth of the pula- 
tion above ten years of age could neither Sa nor oenutbn. and this one-thirtieth 
committed cna part of the crimes, or dig en six times its proper 


ropor- 
tion. But if we class with the illiterates the criminals who id barely read 
and write, but who had no education bare reading and writing, it will 
then a that the one-thirtieth of the ion of Pennsylvania that is 


illiterate commits one-third of the crime, or more than fourteen times its legiti- 
mate proportion. 


A careful aon emmenannelian, of the statistics of twenty States shows the following 
average resu 

First, That one-sixth of all the crime in the country is committed by per- 
sons wholly i literate. 


Second, That one-third of the crime in the country is committed by persons 
wholly or substantially illiterate. 

Third, That the souenilien of criminals among the illiterate class is, on the 
average, ten times as great as it is among those who have been instructed in the 
elements of a commen-school education or beyond. 


Fourth. That the expense imposed upon society to protect itself against a 
few thousand criminals, most of whom were made such through the neglect of 
society to take care of their education when young, is one of the heaviest of the 


public burdens, Inthe city of New York it is 50 per cent. more than the whole 
cost of the public schools. 


In that city the annual appropriation for police, criminal courts, reformato- 
ries, jails,and penitentiaries is over five millions of dollars; while that for the 
training of the 385,000school children in the city is only $3,500,000. 

Toe average attendance at the schools in 1880 was 138,329. The * compulsory 
school age re that is, the age within which all children are required by law in 
the State of New York to attend school—is eight to fourteen years. The num- 
ber of childre this age in the city of New York in Jane, 184 1880, was 144,474; 
while the average attendance on the public ls of children of all ages from 
five to twenty-one in that year in the city was only 133,096. Asa logical conse- 
quence of this neglect of education the jails and almshouses are crammed 
and taxes are high. 


The city, in its meager provision fer education and its enormous taxation 


for criminals {to use an old but expressive adage), ‘‘ saves at the spigot but loses 
at the bung.” 


What is true of the metropolis of the country is equally true of every city, 
town, vi and neighborhood. 


Thece f could be snultiplied almost without limit. 
The examination of the statistics of criminality and illiteracy in the census 


of any civilized state or country will give results substantialiy in harmony with 
the above. 
Carlyle says that— 


“if the devil were ng through my country and he applied to me for in- 
struction on any truth or fant of this universe, I should wish to give it to him. 
He is less a devil knowing that three and three are six than if he didn’t know 
it; a light spark, though of the faintest, isin this fact; if he knew facts enougi:, 
continuous high t would dawn on him; he wo uld (to his amazement) understand 
what this universe is, on what in conducts itself, and would cease to 


be a devil.” 

There is much more matter of this kind, but I have presented sufii- 
cient to suggest the real difficulty in regard to the difference in wages 
between the South and the North. 

The statements which have been read to the Senate, these returns of 
the Agricultural Department, are rather flattering than otherwise to 
those States in the Southern portion of the country. Ihave made per- 
sonal inquiry in several of them. Go into the State of Virginia, go 
into the State of Maryland close by where we are to-day, and inquire 
of the men who earn the wages, and they will state their wages lower 
than the amounts read from this book. 

Inquire of men who are engaged in other occupations, those who are 

in railroad occupations at the depots or stations along the lines, 
and wherever you find a railroad laborer you will find that his wages 
average but a very trifle more than 50, er at the most, 60 per cent. of 
what is paid for corres ing laborers who are employed on the rail- 
roadsof the North. That has been the result of my personal inquiries 
in both sections of the country, and I believe that is the best way to 
find out how these things are. 

Our statistics as published give us averages and do not show the 
amount of misery that exists to a very large extent throughout the 
country. Take the case in reference to schools, Here are whole 
counties in the Southern States that have no schools at all, and yet 
there are cities in the Southern States, like Atlanta, for instance, which 
have as good school systems, compared with ethers according to their 

as exist in any of the Northern States. Put the city of 
Atlanta and a county which has no school together, and you get an 
average of perhaps three and a half or four months’ schooling in the 


But the real difficulty as revealed by the naked facts is that here 

arecertain children who are having just what they ought to have, and 
there are great numbers of other children who are getting nothing at 
all. Some are receiving a reasonable degree of food and sustenance for 
their intellectual natures and others are simply todeath; and 
ane are spread before us do not call the at- 
tention of Congress or of the country to those things which demand 
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actual remedy and legislation at our hands, and do notin any substan- 
tial sense indicate the necessity of action or the locality where that 
action may be most needed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand, according to the Senator’s own 
statement, that the statistics that he has just read are not werthy of 
consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no. I say that they throw some light, but they 
do not throw that intensity of light upon these dark places that is nec- 
essary in order that we may realize the difficulties which exist. They 
are the best we have. What we get in the reports is an average. It 
is like taking the illumination of the country; it is an average of so 
much, and in a great many places there is no shining whatever, but a 
darkness that may be felt night and day and the year round, That is 
the point I wish to illustrate. 

I wish to suggest one other thing: that here are two systems of labor 
in this country, cheap labor at the South and dearer labor at the North, 
and that the increased cost of production at the North is by reason of 
this difference in the cost of labor more than all other causes combined. 
The labor at the North is ninet y-odd per cent.—from 90 to 96 per cent.— 
of the cost of everything that is produced and everything that is con- 
sumed. At the South the cost of the article there produced, as placed 
upon the Northern market, may be, and will be, made just as nearly 
as possible the cost of the Northern article as it can be made and at the 
same time command the market. 

So it comes to pass that the laborer is paid from 33 to 50 per cent., 
and not more than that,in the State of South Carolina for his work in 
a manufacturing establishment,compared with what the same laborer 
would get in the North. That labor, thus cheap, enables the manu- 
facturer,who controls the labor and who produces the article that is - 
sold in the North in competition with the Northern product, to pocket 
from 8 to 22 per cent. of profits, and that is why manufacturing is so 
much more profitable at the South than it is at the North. 

The Senator from South Carolina is quite misled when he judges 
the profits of the capital of the North by the returns which he finds, 
owing to this existing cheap labor, at the South, and now this com- 
petition between Southern and Northern production can be and will 
be conducted and become sharper ané sharper until the laborer at the 
North will be obliged to take just what is paid to the laborer at the 
South, in order to retain the markets of the country. 

So it is that the quéstion of the general education of the masses of 
the people, the masses of the producing clement of the South, is an 
absolutely indispensable condition to the continuance of the prosperity 
of the capital and Jabor of the North. The plants of the North are 
located where they are already engaged in manufactures. The farms 
and other occupations are there, and there they will stay; and so of 
the labor. That is there, and there is nowhere else on the face of the 
earth for it to go. If it goes to the South it meets and must compete 
with cheaper labor there. 

It can not engage in any other occupation without breaking down 
the existing producing occupations of the North. But if you educate 
the illiterates of the South or the illiterates wherever they are found, 
they will demand corresponding prices for their labor, and thus they 
will effect a distribution to the masses of those who produce of these 
high profits which the manufacturers of the South are now taking to 
themselves. 

I say there is no other protective system which can be applied to the 
great industrial system of the North in its competition with the devel- 
oping industries of the South. This protection of the general educa- 
tion of the masses of the people, that is to say, of the laborers who are 
the producers of the South, is alike a benefit to them and the salvation 
indeed of the North. 

There is no protective tariff that can exist as between the States; 
and the end in view can be secured only as you render the condition 
of the masses of the people homogeneous, so that labor, which is the 
great element of production and cost, shall be as much and the same 
in one section as the other, and give a corresponding purchasing power 
to the laborer in one section as in the other, so that an equality of civ- 
ilization. and of conditions can be established and wants can be satisfied ; 
and when you do this you held this great country together in peace. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope we can have a vote now on 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I am sorry to interfere with the desire 
of the Senator from Iowa, who hrs been so patient, but I wish to put 
one or two statistics in the RECORD of to-day’s debate, which will take 
two or three minutes only, in reply to what has been said by the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina. 

He has undertaken to claim that the value of the farm products of 
the North has diminished by the policy of the protective system there 
as compared with other States. Just one hundred years ago the en- 
tire wealth of the State of Massachusetts, personal and real, including 
Maine, was $11,000,000. The last etatistics furnished by the statisti- 
cian of the Department of Agriculture show that there were in Massa- 
chusetts alone, which has a little less than 8,000 square miles of ter- 
ritery, 3,359,000 acres, of the value of $146, 197,000. 

In South Carolina, under the Senator’s system of cultivation, there 
are 13,457,000 acres of farming lands, being a little more than four times 
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Massachusetts in area, and the value of those farming lands is $68,- 
677,000, or about one-third only of the value per acre of the farming 
lands in Massachusetts—in South Carolina $5.10 an acre, while in 
Massachusetts it is $43.32. 

Mr. BUTLER. As the Senator has that statement I should be glad 
if he would state what the value of the farm products of the respective 
States is. 

Mr. HOAR. I have notgot that before me. It is here somewhere, 
but it would take more time to find it than I wish to impose on the pa- 
tience of the Senate. 

It is very obvious that the value per acre of $43 compared with $6 is 
occasioned by the amount of the value of the farm products wholly. 

In regard to mortgages, I suppose that in. every community, as is 
the case of every enterprising man, the existence of mortgages is a 
sign of tifeand health. The first thing I did myself after I got admit- 
ted to my profession and proposed to be married, was to buy a tract 
of land and give a mortgage on it, and every time I enlarged the tract 
of land of my dwelling I gave a mortgage onit. What would become 
of these Western States if the mortgage did not exist, if they could not 
get credit for the development, which is only possible for the settler in 
consequence of the use of his credit, which is his life and the breath 
of his nostrils? The thing to look at is not the amount of mortgages. 
It is the question of the credit of the borrower as indicated by the rate 
of interest. 

It is very difficult in Massachusetts or in any New England State to 
get a real good 5 per cent. mortgage. Ican borrow money to-day easily 
on real estate at from 4 to 44 percent. That is the generally prevailing 
rate. Our savings-banks, who do largely invest in real estate, make 

“dividends of but 4 per cent, 

Now, what is the condition of things under the Senator’s policy? 
I will take for that the testimony of the Senator who sits in the very 
seat from which the Senator from South Carolina spoke, the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]; and I desire merely to have read a sin- 
gle marked passage from his speech made in the Senate on the 13th of 
December, 1888. 

I send it to the desk to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I wish in this connection to call attention to a fact, and that is the amount of 
mortgages that, as is stated, are upon the lands of pd we of the Northwest. 
Before doing that, however, I desire to say that the capitalists in the Northern 
States while the ¢arpet-baggers were in force in the South and had the authority 
over us, were afraid to invest their money upon mostoegns in our Southern 
lands. The result is that there are not many mortgages held in the Northern 
States upon Southern lands, Nevertheless they are being mortgaged rapidly 
and at a terribly usurious rate of interest. Who are the m ? The 
British people. The British capitalists are swarming the South with their 
money. You ean not go to a considerable village in a Southern State to-day but 
you will find the authorized agents of British capital there loaning money to 
the people at from 12 to 25 per cent. per annum and taking m for it. 

Why are the agricuiturists who produce three hundred and odd millions of 
money a year, and throw it into the exchanges of this country, so crippled and 
berne down that they are compelled to resort to the same plan that your agri 
culturists in the North were, to load their estates with m at usurious 
rates ofinterest? The Northeastern people, from New York and the East mainly, 
own the mortgages upon the Northwest, but the British people own the mort- 
gages upon us, and it is getting to be an evil of such dimensions as that the 
thoughtful men of the South are beginning to inquire whether, after awhile, 
the British people are not going to dispossess them of their homes, and introduce 
immigrants from their own country to take possession of these lands. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, I call the attention of the Senator from 
South Carolina to the fact that within six weeks the Democratic leader 
on that side of the Chamber from the South has declared in this very 
debate what is the result of this policy of as foreign countries 
and fostering but a single industry. He says that there is not a con- 
siderable village in the South in which there is not to be founda 
British money-lender lending money at the rate of from 12 to 25 per 
cent., and that the serious and thoughtful men of his country are an- 
ticipating with dread the oceupation by British of the land of the 
Southern people. That is not my statement. It was a surprise to me 
when it was stated. It is the statement of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not see exactly what that has to do with what 
I was discussing. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it has a great deal to do with what the Sena- 
tor was discussing. The Senator undertook to make the | ay omg the 
result in the Northern States, where this policy had its full, free, and 
legitimate effect, was that the lands of the people were becoming mort- 


gaged, 

Mr. BUTLER, I did not say that. 

Mr. HOAR. And that the farm products were diminishing; that 
the farm products were insufficient to maintain the people. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not say a word about mo The Senator 
has it all wrong. The statement I made was that the farm products 
were diminishing. 

Mr. HOAR. meant the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator must reply to the Senator from Mis- 
souri, then. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam replying to both Senators at once. 

Mr. BUTLER. The point I made—if the Senator will allow me to 
interrupt him and put him right, because I de not suppose he wants 
to place me in a false attitude —— 

Mr. HOAR. I do not. 
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Mr. BUTLER. The point I made was that, as I believed, at least I 
had been informed, the result of this excessive development of manu- 
facturing industries had largely impaired the agriculture of the coun- 
try, and I asked the question, for information, whether or not the farm 
product of New Engiand would feed its people. It was upon that 
point. That was the idea. 

Mr. HOAR. A State two-thirds of whose lands are fit only to raise 
granite and ice, when its agricultural lands are multiplied alone in 
their value by eight to ten is in a condition of high prosperity, even if 
the result of the system which has,brought that t has brought into 
that State a large additional po ‘ion which its agriculture is insuf-' 
ficient to feed. The very fact that the Senator calls attention to is an 
instance of the result of the prosperity and of the success of this policy. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state the point I desired to make, if the Sen- 
ator will allow me one moment. I did not elaborate it, of course, be- 
cause I did not have the time and did not intend to do it; but I have 
always understood—and if I am wrong I shall be glad to be corrected— 
that one of the results of the div cation of manufacturing indus- 
tries was to make the people independent of everybody else. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘That it made them self-reliant, and I merely called 
attention to the fact that in that particular they were not self-sustain- 
ing and independent. 

Mr. HOAR. When we are speaking to the country, I do not suppose 
it is an answer to that proposition to point out that the cotton crop of 
Massachusetts does not supply the demand of Massachusetts, but that 
the cotton crop of the country supplies it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should think hardly anybody would be stupid 


enough to make that proposition. 


Mr. HOAR. I understand. I am illustrating it by reducing to the 
reductio ad absurdum the Senator’s proposition. The country becomes 
independent. It is stronger in peace, stronger in war, stronger in its 
capacity to supply its own wants and from its own resources, and the 
particular State shares the general prosperity, as is shown by the fact 
that in every department of labor the values of its property and the 
values of the products of that labor increase. 

Massachusetts, which, including the large area of the present State 
of Maine, a hundred years ago was worth $11,000,000 only, now has 
a production of at least fifteen hundred millions. Under the devel- 
opment of the manufacturing system it has an annual production of 
at least fifteen hundred million dollars, nearly one hundred and fifty 
times its whole principal one hundred years Its farms have ar 
annual product of forty-six or forty-eight ns, and are wortk, 
$142,000,000. That is my proposition. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely. Now, if the Senator will permit me, 
carrying his logic to its necessary consequences, I understand the Sen- 
ator and those who think with him to urge upon us, upon the regt of 
the United States, the remaining States of the Union, to have estab- 
lished in those States precisely the same condition of things that exists 
in New England. I merely mention New England by way of illustra- 
tion, because I have nothing against New England, but to illustrate 
the point I desire to make. If it be true that the result of the diversi- 
fication or development of the manufacturing industries of New Eng- 
land has been to deprive that whole section of its power to produce its 
own food products, and the same condition of things were established 
in all the other States, we have a right to assume that that same result 
would follow in those States. 

Mr. HOAR. The other States have vastly increased their producing 
forces as com with the South. i 

Mr. BUTLE.t. Take my own State, for instance. Suppose we had 
the same condition of things in South Carolina that you have in Mas- 
sachusetts in regard to manufactures, and that the relative condition 
of the industries was the same of agriculture and of manufacturing. 
we should have to depend on somebody else for our food product, and 
therefore we should not be independent. —_- 

Mr. HOAR. That is the precise fallacy. the precise error, the pre- 
cise wrong frame of mind in which, with all due respect, it seems to 
me, that Senator and his associates are found in su that each 
separate State is like a separate country. What we want is to make 
the United States independent. Now, if we can take the thirty-three 
or thirty-four million acres of South Carolina, which to-day furnish 
food ps for 700,000 or 800,000 people—not all that, as the Sena- 
tor plant 5,000,000 , prosperous, and cortented peo- 
ple there, for 3,000,000 of whom that agriculture will find table 
ene to support itself, the fact that there are 2,000,000 of who 

ve to look to Dakota or California or or Texas or the great 
wheat regions which we will come into country on our north- 
ern border makes it not the less a profitable and a prosperous thing todo. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the answer to the whole argument. 

Mr. BUTLER. I agree fully withthe Senator. It would bea great 
deal better for us to do that. 

Mr. HOAR. That is ly what we are ,. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think it would be a great better for us in 
South Carolina if we had diversified industries. There is no doubt 
about that. But if you carry the argument to its legitimate conse- 
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quences, it would seem to me, if you take that section of country which 
has developed in the highest degree, you are bound to bring the same 
condition of things to exist all over the country. 

‘Mr. HOAR. The whole point of the Senator’s ment is, and 
nothing more, that while we have multiplied our food products and 
the value of our farming lands from $11,000,000 in value to over $146,- 
000,000, because we have increased our manufacturing population in 
still larger proportion, that it is something by way of a failure, because 
when our population was entirely agricultural they fed themselves; 
and now they feed themselves, but do not quite make out to feed all 
the people who have come in there. I do not think that argument 
carries us very far. 

Iwish to make one other remark before I get through. Idonot want 
to cite over and over again the statistics of wages which have been put 
in so often in this debate. I hold in my hand a very careful and accu- 
rate statement made by Dr. DAVIS, an eminent member of the other 
House, largely interested in manufacturing, and who has made a full per- 
sonal examination of this matter as relates to the city of Fall River, where 
he dwells—and that was brought into discussion the other day—and he 
gives statistics, a table which I will have printed in my remarks with- 
out reading. He shows that the wages in Fall River are more than 50 
per cent. higher than they were in 1860, when the Morrill tariff bill 


The table is as follows: 





































Preston H. Bailhache, of Illinois, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States. ’ 

Charles S. D. Fessenden, of New York} to be a surgeon in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 

James M. Gassaway, of the District of Columbia, to be a surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

John Godfrey, of Alabama, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States. 

Charles B. Goldsborough, of Pennsylvania, to be a surgeon in the Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

George Purviance, of Pennsylvania, to be a surgeon in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 

Henry W. Sawtelle, of Maine, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States. 

George W. Stoner, of New York, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States. 

John Vansant, of Virginia, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States. 

Walter Wyman, of Missouri, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States. 

Robert D. Murray, of Florida, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States. 

William H. Long, of Kentucky, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service of the United States. 

Fairfax Irwin, of the District of Columbia, to be a surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

William H. H. Hutton, of Illinois, to be a surgeon in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 

Arthur W. Condict, of New Jersey, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Julius O. Cobb, of South Carolina, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

John B. Fattic, of Illinois, to be an assistant surgeon in the Marine- 
Hospital Service of the United States. 

Henry D. Geddings, of Alabama, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Henry T. Goodwin, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Gregorio M. Guitéras, of South Carolina, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Frederic C. Heath, of Maine, to be an assistant surgeon in the Ma- 
rine- Hospital Service of the United States. 

oe H. Hussey, of Ohio, to be an assistant surgeon in the Ma- 
rine- ospital Service of the United States. — 
Joseph ‘J. Kinyoun, of Missouri, to be an assistant, surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

George M. Magruder, of New York, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Seaton Norman, of Maryland, to be an assistant surgeon in the Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Thomas B. Perry, of Georgia, to be an assistant surgeon in the Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

William J. Pettus, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in the Ma- 
rine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

James B. Stonor, of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

George T. Vaughan, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Rell M. Woodward, of Indiana, to be an assistanié surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Charles P. Wertenbaker, of Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Robert P. M. Ames, of Massachusetts, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Samuel T. Armstrong, of Missouri, to be a passed assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Charles E. Banks, of Maine, to be a passed assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

William D. Bratton, of South Carolina, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Stephen D. Brooks, of Massachusetts, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Duncan A. Carmichael, of New York, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. : 

Paul M. Carrington, of Maryland, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. _ ; 

Henry R. Carter, of Maryland, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Spencer C. Devan, of Missouri, to be a passed assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

John Guitéras, of Pennsylvania, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Arthur A. Glennan, of the District of Columbia, to be a passed aasist- 
ant surgeon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Parker C, Kalloch, of Pennsylvania, te be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 





He states in his speech in the House that he can vouch for the accu- 
racy of that statement on his personal knowledge and information. 
Then he gives the statistics of the dividends upon the manufacturing 
establishments in that city and the cotton manufactures in New Eng- 
land. Here is what he says: 


Dividends paid by fifty-two corporations, having $53,182,000 capital stock, 
man cotton goods in Maine, New Hampshire, and Massachusetts, have 
averaged during fourteen years, 1874 to 1887, inclusive, 6.149 per cent. per an- 


num, 

Dividends paid by seventy-five Senpeeetioms, having $70,681,000 capital stock, 
manufacturing cotton gence in ne, New Hampshire, and Massachusetts, 
have avera during six years, 1882 to 1887, inelusive, 5.952 per cent. per an- 


num. 

Mills in Fall River— 

A great cotton center now in this country— 
having a capital stock of $13,361,330, have paid dividends a D 
during fourteen years, in 1878,'5.23 per ping we re 

So it is perfectly clear that, while the profits on manufacturing capi- 
tal have been constantly going down till they have reached a point not 
equal to the ordinary interest paid upon money loaned over the largest 
portion of this country, there has been during that time a correspond- 
ing and a most marvelous rise in the value of farm lands, in the prod- 
uct of farm lands, in the amount of agricultural wages, and in the 
amount of wages paid to the workman. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 57 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, January 16, 
1889, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 15th day of January, 1889. 
COMMISSIONER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

William B. Webb, of the District of Columbia, to be a commissioner 
of the District of Columbia; reappointment, his commission having 
expired January 13, 1889. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF UTAH. 


Thomas J. Anderson, of Iowa, to be associate justice of the supreme 


court of the Territory of Utah, in the place of Jacob S. Boreman, whose 
term has expired. 


f PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 
Passed Asst. Surg.-Presley M. Rixey, a resident of Virginia, to be a 
m in the Navy, from the 27th November, 1888, vice Surg. William 
J. Simon, deceased. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Henry 8. Nunn, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Pamlico, in the State of Nofth Carolina, to succeed John A. 
Richardson, resigned. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


Hiram W. Austin, of Ohio, to be a surgeon in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States, ini 
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William P. MeIntesh, of Maryland, to be a passed assistant surgeon 


in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Frank W. Mead, of New York, to be a passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Cyrus T. Peckham, of Massachusetts, to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon in the Marine - Honpital Service of the United States. 

Francis M. Urquhart, of New York, to be passed assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 

Eugene Wasdin, of South Carolina, to be passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 

William A. Wheeler, of New York, to be passed assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 


Joseph HU. White, of Georgia, to be passed assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Louis L. Williams, of South Carolina, to — assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by tke Senate January 15, 1889. 
POSTMASTER. 


Walter C. Newberry, to be postmaster at Chicago, in the county of 
Cook and State of [inois. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 15, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Miipurn, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

MANUSCRIPTS IN STATE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of State of 
an appropriation for mounting and binding certain manuscript letters 
and papers in the State. Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

OBSTEUCTIONS IN COLUMBIA RIVER, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, witha letter from the Chief of Engineers, the sec- 
ond preliminary report of a beard of engineers wpon obstructions to 
navigation in the Columbia ‘River, and upon 'the feasibility of a beat- 
railway at The Dalles and Celilo Falls; which was referred to the Com- 
mittce ou Rivers gad Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIANS OF SOUTHERN COLORADO. 

TheSPEAKER also laid before the Honusea letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying mapand pa me from the 
General Land Office, a report of the commission appointed to negotiate 
with the Indians of Southern Colorado for a modification of their treaty 
and for an exchange of their reservation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed without the 
map. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bilisof the follow- 
ing titles; which were respectively read a first and second time, and 
referred as indicated: 

The bill (S. 3804) for the relief of the oecupantsof the town of Flag- 
staff, county of Yavapai, Territory of Arizena—te the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

‘The bill (S. 3762) granting a pension to Nancy Polock—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

WATER-RESERVE LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3782) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act declaring that certain water-reserve lands in 
the State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the provisions of 


the act of Congress entitled “An act granting to railroads the right of at 
ited 


way through the public lands of the Uni States, approved* March 
3, 1875,’ * — September 10, 1858. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent that this Senate bill 
be taken up and passed. It is in the nature of an amendment to an 


act already passer by this Congress. It simply explains an error in 
that former act, 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which there will be 
opportunity for objection to its consideration. 

‘The bili was read. ” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that this bill be retained on the Speaker's 
table for the present. 

The SPEAKER. If there beno objection, that course will be taken. 
The Chair bears no objection. 

USELESS PAPERS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 
The SPLAKER also laid befare the Honse the following: 
ix fue SENATE OF THE UnrreD StaTRs, January 11, 1889. 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States 


ring), That in the onrollment of the bill es ean; to a and provide for 


t 


ee ne eae ea cores 
it occurs in the eighth line, theeword “Senators.” 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this resolution, which pro- 
vides simply for the correction of an error, will be concurred in 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


JAMES TRABUE AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton 
Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment is simply the 
insertion of the name of the executor of James Trabue, and I ask¢that 
it be agreed to; also that the title of the bill as amended by the Sen- 
ate be agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ROWLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. McCuL.oaH, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Browesn, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, for two weeks, on account of impor- 
tant business. 


REPRINT OF CERTAIN BILI&. 


On motion of Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, the bill (8. 2851) 
to amend an act entitled “‘An act to regulate interstate commerce,’’ 
with the amendments agreed toby the House, was ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. GROSVENOR, by unanimous consent, 2,500 extra 
copies of the bill (H. R. 12134) to make and alter ter regulations as to the 
times, places, and manner of holding elections for Representatives in 

Congress, were ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-SHIP AND FOG-SIGNAL, SANDY HOOK. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, at the hour of adjournment on yes- 

terday the House was considering the bill (H. R. 11683) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-ship and at Sandy Hook, New York Har- 
bor. Iask that this bill be considered now, it the unfinished 
business. 

The SPEAKER. But the unfinished business does not come up at 
this time ex by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimous consent that it be taken up now 
and disposed of. It was before the House at the hourof adjournment 
last night, and if any gentleman desires to interpose an objection I 

he will permit me first to make a brief statement. 
r. COX. Is this for the establishment of a light-ship at Sandy 
Hook? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Ido not think anybody will object to that, 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this does not lead to debate—— 

Mr. MILLS. It is the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. But the unfinished business does not come up until 
after the hour for the call of committees and the hour for the consider- 
ation of bills. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iask unanimoas consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union be from the further 
consideration of the bill, and that it be now 

The SPEAKER. This bill is not in the Committee of the Whole. 
The Journal and the Recorp do not at all agree in regard to the con- 
dition of the bill. The Recorp shows that the gentleman from New 
York asked unanimous consent to consider it, and pending that request 
the House adjourned. The Journal shows that the bill was taken up 
for consideration, the question upon the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimotsconsent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE and Mr. KILGORE. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER, Itisin relation to the establishment of a light-ship 


Sandy Hook. 
Mr. KILGORE. I think this bill has the right of way some time 
during the day anyhow, and we might as well proceed in the regular 


order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I hope the gentleman from Texas will reserve his 
objection until I can make a very brief statement, not exceeding one 
minute. 

This bill at the last session of Congress both Houses unani- 
mously. Ithas been reported unanimously committee this year. 
It failed to become a law at the last session because it reached the Presi- 


dent too late for his signature. It was recommended by the Light- 

House Board and also by the Gocastanyat the Treasury in the follow- 
ing language: 

The vessel pend ote a imporiant station is badly out of ay 
and must rebuilt. ceopaemnaada Uaaeieeanatel takes 
first-class vessel, bal nahems ten including a steam 
such as is placed on all important 

It is a matter absolutely necessary for 

, and solely in the interest of the 


the preservation of life and 
FT tsest the piadiotend thom Deuba will alla Ws t0 be ¢ to be 


< Sc 
considered. 
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The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 


jection. 
The bili is as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That there be established off Hook, entrance to New 
= Harbor, a meer light ahi swith a steam , the entire cost of which 
not exceed the sum of $60,000. 


There being to objection, the bill was considered and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
y read the third time, and passed. 
. SPINOLA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ble. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
LIEUT. COL. E. E. EYRE. 


Mr. FELTON. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House from the farther consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 3106) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre, and put it upon its 


passage. 

Mr. SPRINGER. After one recognition on that side, as we have 
had one on this, I shall demand the regular order. . 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Lieut. Col. Edward E. late lieutenant-colonel of 
the First California Cavairy, be released from all her liability on account of 
his receipts and disbursements of funds as acting quartermaster, and the proper 
officers of the United States Treasury are authorized and directed to cancel 
said liability, whether the same be pending in court or has become a judgment, 
and to close the accounts of said Col. Edward EB. Eyre. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? : 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Reserving the right to object, I desire to know 
whether this bill has been considered by any committee of this House. 
_Mr. STEELE, It was considered by the committee at the last ses- 
£100. 
Mr. FELTON. And it was unanimously reported by the committee. 
It involves but a small amount. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the report bs read subject to the right of 
objection. 
Mr. FELTON. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. YopER) was read, as follows : 
From an examination of the records of the War Department and from other 
reliable info we find the facts to be: 
That Lieut t-Colonel me performing duty with his regiment at 
Las Cruces, N. Mex., on A’ 4, 1862, was ordered by his commanding offi- 
cer, General James H. , to relieve Capt. T. Moore, assistant quarter- 
master U.S. Army, from duty, and to assume and perform the duties of said 
office, a under ete immediately did (with the understand- 
ing that on arrival at Santa Fé, N. Mex., he should be relieved from duty 
as quartermaster), and received from said Gapt. T. Moore, August 14, 1862, the 
sum 6a een the sum of $721.37, making a total of re- 
* at on the march of General Carleton’s command, consisting of the greater 
portions of the First and Second Califernia Cavalry, from Las N. Mex., 
to and into Texas, thence to Santa Fé, 'N. Mex., con forty- 
cieecia mee estlanaraiel padiescPbrensr oat 
r- 
muss! igen ie som of SS =e 


stores the 
week oo eee 3. he turned over to (Lieut. A. H. French, of the 
First California Volunteers, sum of $200; onthe 5th of September, 1862, to 
Col. J. R. West, of the First California Volunteers, thesum of $3,000; and in San- 
ta Fé, on the 30th of September, 1862, to Lieut. B. C. Cutler, of the First Califor- 
nia Volunteers, assistant quartermaster, the further sum of $10,557.48, together 
with his accountsand vouchers for the disbursement of the sum of $3,668.91, to 
the said "s oo J. 8. Barbey, which amount, ther with 
ualed the 


rnia Cavalry ; 


ied to the Department, and 
debited with the exact sum of his ex- 


notified within any reasonable time he could have availed 
of the law of June 23, 1870, made and provided for the settlement of such cases 
as his(whose existence was limited to two years), and have settled the said bal- 
ance now standing to his debit. 

We find that the character of Colonel Eyre for truth and veracity is not nor 
ever has been questioned; that he has been and is a man of means and high 
social standing, well known and universally respected ; and believing that the 
deficiency, as ré ted in his accounts, was e ded for the uses and bene- 
oat ai facaas Shiten, we thivifane reovenneeadl the passage of the bill as an 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the bill ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. From what I can hear of the 
reading of the report, this is a case where an officer is allowed to settle 
his accounts without any vouchers beingshown. I do not see why this 
should be taken out of the regular coarse. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? 
The Chair did not hear whether the gentleman from Kentucky objected 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Keutucky. I do 

r. en 5 not to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 7 
The SPEAKER. Then the question is on ordering the bill to be en- 


grossed and read a third time. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of K . I do not object to the con- 
sideration of the bill. I think the bill ought to be considered. 
















Mr. SPRINGER. If it is te take up any time I shall demand the 

lar order. 

Mr. FELTON. If the gentleman had heard the report read, I do 
not think there would be any objection. It takes no money from the 
Treasury. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do notobject tothe consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Kentucky does not object to the consideration of the bill, and that the 
gentleman from Illinois announces that if it be desired that the bill 
should be debaced he would demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it go over. 

Mr. McKENNA. I understand the Chair said that the question was 
on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did; but the gentleman from Kentucky 
demanded consideration of the bill. o 

Mr. McKENNA. Is it not too Iate? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The Chair will endeavor to dispose of 
it one way or the other if there can be order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If this bill can be disposed of in five minutes I 
have no objection to its consideration; and if it can not be disposed of 
in five minutes I object to taking it up. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill 
for five minutes? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not agree to its consid- 
eration being confined to five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think it is ofsufficient im- 
portance to go over and receive consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. DouGHERTY, leave of 
absence was granted to Mr. DavipsoN, of Florida, indefinitely, on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 


ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] de- 
mands the regular order, which is the special order for this day. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I call up the special order, S. 185, which the 
Clerk’ will read. I have been requested, before this order be taken up, 
to ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having reports from commit- 
tees to file may be permitted to hand them to the Clerk. 

Mr. McKENNA. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Idonotcare. I do not desire it for myself. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the State of South Dakota is hereby declared to be a 
State of the United States of America, and is hereby admitted into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States in all respects whatever; and thatthe 
constitution which the people of South Dakota have formed for themselves be, 
and the same is hereby, accepted, , and confirmed, subject, however, to 
the provisos hereinafter contained. ‘ 

Sec, 2. That the following shall be the boundaries of the said State of South 
Dakota, to wit: Beginning at the point of intersection ofthe western boundary 
line of the State of Minnesota with the northern boundary line of the State of 
lowa,and running thence northerly along the western boundary line of the 
State of Minnesota to itsintersection with the eeventh standard parallei, where 
in its easterly course it intersects said boundary line; thence west along the 
said seventh standard parallel to the easteriy bank of the Missouri Riverat low- 
water mark; thence upthe said Missouri River, along the easterly bank thereof 
at low-water mark, to the point of intersection with the a parallel of 
north latitude; thence west along the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude to 
its intersection with the twenty-seventh meridian of longitude west from Wash- 
ington ; thence south on the twenty-seventh meridian of longitude west from 
Washington to its intersection with the northern boundary line of the State of 
Nebraska ; thence easterly along the northern boundary line of the State of 
Nebraska to its intersection with the western boundary line of the State of 
Towa; thence northerly along the western boundary line of the State of lowa to 
its intersection with the northern boundary line of the State of Lowa; thence 
— along the northern boundary line of the State of lowa to the place of be- 

nning. 

Sxc. 3. That the said State of South Dakota shall have concurrent jurisdiction 
of the river Missouri and of every other river bordering on thesaid State of South 
Dakota, so far as the said rivers shall form acommon boundary to the said State 
and any other State or States or Territory or Territories now or hereafter to be 
formed, said rivers to be common to both; and that the said river Missouri shall 
be a common highway, and forever free as well to the inhabitants of said State 
as all other citizens of the United States, without any tax, duty, impost, or toll 
imposed by said State of South Dakota therefor. 

Src. 4. That until the next census and apportionment shall be made the said 
State of South Dakota shall be entitled to two Representatives in the House of 
Representatives of the United States Congress. 

Sec. 5. That to defray the expenses of the constitutional convention held by 
the people of said State, and of elections heid therefor and thereunder, the sum 
of $25,000, or so much thereof.as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out 
of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the treas- 
urer of said State upon the requisition of the Legislature thereof, setting forth 
the items and particulars of such expenses so incurred. 

Src. 6. That sections 16 and 86 in every township of the public lands of the 
United States within said State. and where such sections, or any part thereof, 
shall be mineral lands, or shall have been sold or otherwise disposed of by the 
United States according to law, other lands equivalent thereto, in legal subdi- 
visions of not less than one quarter-section, are hereby granted to the said State 
for the support of common schools; and such sections shall not be subject to 

mption or entry, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, but shall be reserved 
‘or school purposes only. 

Sec. 7. t thirty entire sections of the unappropriated public lands within 

said State, to be selected and located by direction of the Legislature thereof, with 
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the approval of the President, shall be, and are hereby, nted, in legal subdi- 
visions of not leas than one quarter-section, to the said for the purpose of 
erecting public buildings at the capital of said State for legislative and judicial 
purposes, in such manner as the Legislature shall prescribe. The lands may be 
velected out of the public lands within the boundaries of said State, whether sur- 
veyed or unsurveyed. 

mo, & That so much of seventy-two sections of land ted by the act of Feb- 
ruary 18,1881, to the Territory of Dakota for the use of a university as lies with- 
in the said boundaries of the State of South Dakota is hereby granted and con- 
firmed to said State for such purpose, and, in additi«n thereto, a sufficient num- 
ber of sections to make a total of seventy-two. If any of the lands ted by 
said act of February 14, 1881, and lying within the boundaries of onid State, have 
been sold under the provisions thereof, then the proceeds thereof shall go to said 
State in lieu of the land sold. 

Sxc. 9. That ninety sections of land, to be selected and located as provided in 
section 8 of this act, are hereby granted to said State for the use and su of 
an agricultural college in said State, and none of the lands ted by act, 
or the proceeds thereof, shall be used for any other puspesn than that for which 
the grant is specifically made whatever. 

Sec. 10, That so much of the lands belonging to the United States as have 
been ulred and set apart for the purpose mentioned in “An act appropriatin 
money for the eeeeney a pees in the Territory of Dakota,” appro 
March 2, 1881, together with the buildings thereon, be, and the same is pe, 

ranted, together with twenty sections more of the een ublic 

ands, to be selected as herein provided, to the State of South or the 
purpose aforesaid. 

Sec, 11. That 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of sales of all public lands made 
by the United States within the Jimits of the said State, prior or subsequent to 
the passage of this act, after deducting all expenses incident to the same, be, 
and the same is hereby, granted to the said State of South Dakota for the sup- 
port of public schools, 

; oo. ~ Neier ali mineral land shall be excepted from the grants provided for 
mn this act. 

Sac. 13. That immediately after the taking effect of this act the governor and 
the commissioner of school and public lands of said State shall p: to ascer- 
tain the number of sections l6and 36 within the limits of said State which are 
mineral lands, or which shall have been sold or otherwise of by the 
United States according to law; and the said officers shall then to se- 
lect, from any unappropriated public lands in said State, a number of sections 
equal to such mineral lands and the lands so sold or disposed of; and said offi- 
cers shall also, in addition thereto, select a number of sections equal in number 
to the totai number of sections granted in thisact for other than common-school 
purposes; and when such selections shall have thus been made said officers 
shall certify a list of the same to the Secretary of the Interior, and if the same 
shall be approved by him the title to the same shall vest in the said State of 
South Dakota. 

Spec. 14. That all lands herein granted for common-school purposes shall be 
sold only ai public sale, and at a price not less $5 per acre, and in parcels 
not exceeding one quarter-section to any one person, the proceeds to constitute 
® permanent school fund, the interest of which only is to be expended in the 
support of commen schools, 

Sree, 15. That the State of South Dakota shall constitute one judicial district, 
which ehall be called the district of South Dakota, and the circuit and district 
courts therefor shall be held at the capital of said State for the time being. The 
judge of said district shall receive a —- salary of $5,000, payable in four equal 
installments, on the first days of January, April, July, and of each 
year, and shall reside in his district. There shall be inted clerks of said 
courts, who sball keep their offices at the capital of There shall be 
appointed for said district one district judge. one United States attorney, and 
one United States marshal. The ar terms of said courte shall be held at 
the piace aforesaid on the first Monday in April and the first Monday in No- 
vember in each year. For judicial pu the district of South Dakota shall 
be attached to the eighth judicial cireuit, and only one grand jury and one petit 
jury shall bo summoned in both of said courts. 

Tach a = ae — courts for ~ district of South _ ; a, 
and the ju ereof, vely, possess same powers and ju 
diction and perform the same duties and ceed tp be performed 
by the other circuit and district courts and ~~ thee nited States, and shall 
be governed by the same lawsand 

Sno, 17, That the marshal, district attorney, and clerks of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the said district of South Dakota, and all other officers and other 
persons performing duty in the administration of justice therein, shall sever- 
ally possess the powers and perform the duties la y possessed and required 
to be performed by similar officers in other districts of the United States, and 
shail, for the services they may perform, receive the fees and com 
allowed by law in the State of Nebraska to other similar officers persons 
——. similar duties. 

See. 18. That that portion of the Territory of Dakota not included within the 
boundaries of said State upon the admission of said State cf South Dakota into 
the Union shall, until otherwise provided by act of continue as a 





Territory by the name of North Dakota; and all provisions of acts of Con- 
gress and of the Legishttive Assembly of said of not locall 
napplicable, shall continue therein in full foree and the same as tho: 


no portion ofthe Territo 
the governor, secretary, United States marshal, and district attorney of the pres- 
ent Territory of Dakota shall continue to hold and exercise their ive 
offices within and for said Territory of North Dakota; and the 

three of the associate justices, to be designated by the President, 
to hold and exercise their respective offices for and within said Te 
North Dakota; and apeeneey and until otherwise provided — 

Assembly of said Territory o! North Dakota, the ief-j 
secretary thereof may divide said Territory into j 
judges thereto, and into twenty council and fifty tative districts, and 
apportion the representation therein to which each district shall be entitled in 


the Legislative Assembly: Provided, however, That the actof Congress ved 
March 3, 1879, creating the fourth judicial district for the Territory of Dakota, 


ve 
, and 
districts and assign the 


shall not apply to the Territory of North Dakota. 
Sxc. 19. F all cases of + or writ of error 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States any record 
the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota, or may la be 
»rosecuted. from said court, may be heard and determined by said Supreme 
‘ourt of the United States; and the mandate of execution or of pro- 


further 

ceedings shall be directed by the Supreme Court of the United States to the 
circuit or district court of the district of South Dakota, or to the supreme court 
of the State of South Dakota, or to the supreme court of the Territory of North 
Dakota, as the nature of the case may require; and each of said last-mentioned 
courts, respectively, shall be the successor of the supreme court of the Territory 
of Dakota as to all such cases, with full power to proceed with the same and 
award mesne or final process therein; and that from all judgments and decrees 
of the supreme court of the Territory to the adm of said State the 


parties to such judgment shall have same t to prosecute and 
writs of error to the S Ones of tha Uatiediteabee ea thaw chal eave had 
the 


5 


by law prior to the admission of said State into the Union. 


Seo. 2. That in respect to all . proceedi semene pening 
supreme or inlet courtof the Tersiteey of Dates an the shoes the ‘a 
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of said State into the Union, whereof the circuit or district courts by this act es- 
tablished might have had jurisdiction under the laws of the United States had 
such courts existed at the of the commencement of such cases, the said cir- 


Stetekss comets of ast Moctineay + cad ty Ueapual Geiitaaeen seocnsitonn end 
cou ; an cases, ngs, an 
matters ary er ee the limits of the Territory of North Dakota, the courts of 
North Dakota Territory be the successors of the courts of the Territory of 
Dakota; andall the files, reco: indictments, and proceedings relating thereto 
shall be transferred to said circuit, district, and Territorial courts, respectively, 
and the same shall be proceeded with therein in due course of law: Provid 
however, That in all civil actions, causes, and in which the Uni 
States is not a party, such transfers shall not be made except upon the written 
request of one of the parties to such action or proceeding filed 


court. 

Sec. 21. That the Legislature provided for in said constitution shall have the 
power to provide, by an act to effect, for the transfer of all actions, cases, 
soos and matters pending in the supreme or district courts of the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota at the time of the admission of the said State of South Dakota 
into the Union, arising within that part of the said Territory of Dakota herein 


rescribed as the roposed new State, and not included within the provisions 
e : ll be established 


of the foregoing sections, to such courts asshall be under the consti- 
tution of said Beate; and no indictment, action, or pene shall abate by 
reason of an m the courts, but shall be proceeded with in the State 
courts according to the laws thereof. 


Suc. 22. That the following division of the public debt of the former Territory 


of Dakota is made: All the ic inde ness thereof which has been in- 
curred for of public institutions within the limits of the State of 
South Dakota be and by the said State of South Dakota. The 
said State of South Dakota shall make imm for the settlement 
of said the remaining fun of former 
Territory of Dakota shall be and remain a debt of the Territory which by this 
organized out of the ion of ‘ormer Terri . The 

of said Territory shall e immediate provision for the settlement 

of said in of the funds ining in the treasury of the 
Territory of Dakota at the of act, and of all receipts from taxes 
im) by r the expense of collecting, and after 
the payment of in may be a st the 
same, shall be by the treasurer of said Territory to treasurer of the 
State of ota. All archives and records of the former Territory of Da- 
kota now in the of the secre or governor of said Territory shall be 
turned over by said to the go of the said State of 
South Dakota That the State of South Dakota shall furnish to the 


Seo. 23. That until otherwise ores act ofthe ive Assembly of 
said Territory of North Dakota, y of be the place of - 
ing the sessions of the Legislative Assembly which place shall be the 
capital of said Territory until changed by such e Assembly ; and the 
covertes Vasunel Gait Gee pawn Gower S porarily, and until 
otherwise provided the laws of said Territory of N the places 
in the first, districts whereat the district courts shall 


tu- 
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bh by the constituticnal convention recited in the preamble 
hereto, been from that of the State of Dakota to the State of Sou’ 
Dakota, and the of said State have been modified in this act by the 
change thereof, east Missouri River from the forty-sixth parallel of north 


aries of said pro; State, on the 28th day of A 1888, w ~— “ 
there shall be to said electors the pro’ : First, 
the name of the State of South Dakota accepted? d, Is the proposed 
change in boundaries east of the Missouri River to the seve: th standard paral- 
lel accepted? The form of the ballots to be used shall be as follows: Siange of 
name to South Dakota accepted. Yes. Or, change of name to South ota 
No. Change of boundaries to seventh standard east of the 


ha been a sos with each of the articles 
call ta enkdenae with holiche cf sald noustibetion, including the 
selection of the temporary seat of government. 

Sc, 28. That said election shall be governed in all respects by the laws of the 
Territory of Dakota governing electionsand the can and return of the votes 
thereof. Within twenty after the day of said election, offi- 
cers and county canvassers by the law of the of such 
duties in charge shall make returns ofthe votes so cast for and of 
said propositions to the governor of said Territory of Dakota. And within ten 
days thereafter, or sooner, if the returns are all received by him, the said gov- 
sult thereof to the President of the United States, whoshall issue his proclama- 





1889. 
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have full force and effect, and said constitution shall be deemed amended so as 
to to changes. But ifa majority of said votes so cast shall not be 
Yn favor of both of said propositions, and not in favor of the ees of said 
constitution, then this act shall cease to have further force or 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA} 


withdraws his objection to the request of the gentleman from Lllinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER], that members having reports to present may have 
ve to file them with the Clerk. Is there further objection? 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ae following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
k: 


BENJAMIN E. SNYDER. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10780) for the relief of Benjamin E. 
Snyder; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM FOWLER. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
uo back favorably the bill (H. R. 10216) granting a pension to 

illiam Fowler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARIA ©. M’PHERSON. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
yomee back favorably the bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. 

aria C. McPherson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
erdered to be printed. 

MARY WHITNEY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
= back favorably the bill (H. R. 5790) granting a pension to Mary 
hitney; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
OSCAR K. ROGERS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1552) to increase the pension of Oscar 
K. Rogers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed, 

JAMES B. BRAY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2864) granting a pension to James B. 
Bray; which was referred te the Committee of the Whole House on the 
— Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIA M. EDIE. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension 
to Julia M. Edie; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

AARON 8S. LANCKTON. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11953) granting a pension to Aaron 8. 
Lanckton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARGARET M. NUGENT. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11736) granting a pension to Mar- 
os M. ae me eau name to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Cale with the accompanying re 
ordered to be printed. ee 

REBECCA D, VEDDER. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 11737) ting a pension to Re- 
~ D. Vedder; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
LYMAN D. GREEN. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6314) granting a pension to Lyman D. 
Green; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ERASMUS W. JONES. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11459) granting a pension to Erasmus 
W. Jones; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


DELIA W. MONSHALL. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11728) granting a pension to De- 
lia W. Monshall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JULIANA ROITSCH. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3502) granting a pension to Juliana 
Roitsch; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ABIGAIL FARLEY. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3457) granting a pension to Abigail 
Farley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY C. THOMPSON. . 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3428) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Thompson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. MAYS. 


Mr. SAWYER also, from the Commiittee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3556) granting a pension to William 
H. Mays; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MISS ELIZABETH A. TUTTLE, 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
— back favorably the bill (8. 3529) granting a pension to Miss Eliza- 

th A. Tuttle; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on tue Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MINERVA GRIFFITH. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3477) granting a pension to Minerva 
Griffith; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

TRUMAN A. MORTON. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 1598) granting to Truman A. Morton 
a pension of $24 a month; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES S. HAMILTON. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (S. 3387) granting a pension to 
Charles 8. Hamilton; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WATERS. 


Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 11714) to provide increase of pension to James 
Waters, formerly of Captain Weatherbye’s Company of Pennsylvania 
Militia, war of 1812; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

DORCUS ALFORD. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 10474) granting a pension to Dorcus Alford; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FLORIDA KENNERLY. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 11584) for the relief of Florida Kennerly; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM DALLY. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 11959) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham Dally; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN J. BROWN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10977) granting a pension to John J. Brown; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 
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JOHN CARLOCK. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9943) granting a pension to John Carlock; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. M. S. JEWELL. 
































Cee Se ae a pension to 
lizabeth Harper; which was referred ae Se Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


PETER REVELLETT. 
Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with | ported back favorably the bill (H.R. 11994) granting a pension to 
amendment the bill (H. R. 11091) granting an increase of pension to | Peter Revellett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Mrs. M. 8. Jewell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole | House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying — 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, | ordered to be printed. 


ordered to be printed. WILLIAM BARNES. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11999) granting a pension to 
William Barnes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

STERLING H. TUCKER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R.11938) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker 
and others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


JOHN H. STARR. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the pill (H. R, 10975) granting a pension to John H. Starr; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

WILLIAM L. WILSON. 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 10976) grantinga pension to William L. 
Wilson; which was referred to.the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

EMMA BIDDLE. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 3628) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Biddle; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


JOHN W. DORSEY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BIGGS, from the Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6997) for the relief of John W. 
Dorsey and others; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID 0. SANBORN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 3456) granting a pension to David O. Sanborn; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ZO. 8. COOK. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 3249) for the relief of Zo. 8. Cook; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the aceompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES H. L. PRESCOTT. 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (8. 1144) granting a pension to Frances 
Hi. L. Prescott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
tiouse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


ALFRED T, M’ KINSEY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred T. McKinsey; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

THIRZA & JENNER. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back faverably the bill (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to Thirza 8. 
Jenner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CONSULAR CLERKS. 

Mr. HEARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 12216) 
to provide for the compensation and promotion of consular clerks of the 
United States, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
MARTHA E. FLESSCHERT. ee ee ee 
Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on Claims, reported baek favor- _— 
ably the bill (H. R. 11660) for the relief of Martha E. Flesschert; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDNANCE AND ORDNANCE STORES. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1752) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to credit the State of Oregon with the sum of $12,398.55, for 
ordnance and ordnance stores to be issued to the Territory of Washing- 
ten on account of said State, in payment for ordnance and ordnance 
stores horrowed by said State of said Territory during the Nez Pereé 
Indian war of 1877 and 1878, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee ef the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be prinied. 


REFUGE STATION, ALASKA. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 22011) for the establishment of refuge stations at or near 
Point Barrow, Alaska, at or near Point Alaska, and at or near 
East Cape, Siberia; which was laid on the hs 

Mr, DAVIS alse, from the Commiitee on Commerce, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 11852) to establish two refuge stations on the coast of 
the Arctic Ocean; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. DAVIS also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported in lieu 
of the two foregoing bills a bill (H. R. 12215) for the establishment of 
a refuge station at or near Point Barrow, Alaska, on the coast of the 
Arctic Ocean, and fer other purposes; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN WILLIAMS. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11596) for the relief of Stephen Will- 
james; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
oe printed. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
concurrent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved by the Representatives Senate coneurring), That there be 
oxen. 1 Gatien to tee usual member Wao copies of the ak num 
of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for the year 1888, of which 5, 
copies shall be for the use of fhe Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 


PROTECTION OF GIRLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint on the conference on the 
d votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 5870) to amend 
the Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, for the pro- 
tection of girls and for the punishment of the crime of rape, Mr. Hemp- 
HILL, Mr. Compton, and Mr. Grout. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ee ates GIFrFroRrD] de- 
sires to submit some its to the text of the substitute, 
od eo uaaadpalene nitidh tee tan aah tate aber I yield to 
him now for that p 

Mr. BURROWS. r. Speaker, I understood the gentleman from 
Illineis [Mr. Srrivexrr] to say that some amendments were proposed 


to be te the 
Mr. Amendments to Senate bill No. 185. 
Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman said amendments to the substi- 


tute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They are amendments to Senate bill 185, which 
has just been read. 
wn SPEAKER. It is in order to offer amendments fo the original 
Mr. BURROWS. I had no question about that, Mr. Speaker, but I 
understood the gentleman to say they were amendments to the substi- 
tute, and I desire to have the matter understood. 

ie ee GIFFORD were read, as follows: 
Anand aie © c— eo one ieee, 
‘Amend section 26 by a a 


a 


ELIZABETH HARPER. 
Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
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Amend seetion 27 ashi terse thefollowing: ‘‘ And at said election there 
shall be elected the — = icial, and other officers and members of the Legis- 
lature of the said State uth Dakota provided for in the constitution of said 


State, and also two Representatives in the House of Representatives of the 
United States Congress; and if a majority of the votes cast at said election, upon 
the acceptance of both change of name and boundaries and of said constitution, 
shall be in the affirmative, as hereinafter provided, the governor, judicial and 
State officers thus elected shall have power to at once qualify enter upon 
the duties of their respective offices, and they and the members of the Legisla- 
ture thus elected shall hold their offices until the next general! election, in No- 
vember, 1890, unleas otherwise provided by the laws of said State, and until 
their successors are duly eleeted and qualified. The governor shall have 
authority to at once convene said Legislature, and said Legislature thus elected 
may,inthe manner provided by law, elect for said State two Senators to serve 
in the Senate of the United States Congress, and the Representatives duly elected 
at said election provided for in this section, and the United States Senators 
thus chosen, if otherwise legally qualified, shall be admitted to represent said 
State of South Dakota in the Congress of the United States.”’ 

Mr. COX. Are those amendments printed? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes, in the amendments which the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SpRinGER] has had printed. I desire also to offer an- 
other amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, 2s follows: 


Amend section 27 by striking out the word “ not” from line 7. 


The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded upon these amend- 


ments? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to these amendments being 
agreed to, as they are submitted mainly for the purpose of perfecting 
the text of the original bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, would the adoption of an amendment 


to one of the sections of this pending bill preclude a motion hereafter 
to strike out that entire section? 


Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no. 

TheSPEAKER. There had better be an understanding upon that 
point. The order-under which the House is now proceeding provides 
that this bill shall be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union bills are read by paragraph for amendment, 
or by sections, as the House may choose, so that unless some under- 
standing be had the Chair thinks that when a section is taken up and 
discussed and amended, that would preclude a reeurrence to a previ- 
ous section nnless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then I will ask unanimous consent (of which, how- 
ever, I may not choose to avail myself) to submit a motion hereafter 
to strike out the sections providing for an election to ratify the change 
of name and the change of boundaries. 

The SPEAKER. In order to prevent confusion hereafter, it woul! 
perhaps be best that the bill be read by sections, or that it be under- 
stood that amendments may be offered to the different sections without 
— = their order, as the House proceeds with the consideration of 

e bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to make another parliamentary inquiry. It is 
generally understood that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
will offer a substitute for this bill after the text is completed. Now, 
the question is, will that substitute be read by paragraphs, so as to ad- 
mit of amendments, as in the case of the original bill? 

The SPEAKER. The substitute would be one entire amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. And when adopted it could not be amended further? 

The SPEAKER. , After a substitute is agreed to, it is not subject to 
amendment 

Mr. REED. But it can be amended prior to a vote upon the sub- 
stitute. 

The SPEAKER. Of course. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. The bill has 
now been read the first time. Is it not the regular order to read the 
bill by sections for amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that the friends of the bill should have 
leave to put in just such amendments as they desire to ect the text, 

those prepared by the Delegate from Dakota [| Mr. Grrrorp]. 
Iask unanimous consent that those amendments be now agreed to 
without prejudice as to any other amendments that may be offered. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. And that the bill be then read by sec- 


































election can take place under the provisions of the bill. I desire that 
time shall not be occupied in the reading of the bill by sections. These 
amendments can be agreed to at once, as they are formal and there is 
no objection, as I understand, to any of them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr, Cumminas] 
has objected to the request of the gentleman from I]linois. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. As the bill is to be read by sections, theseamend- 
ments can be offered just as well when the sections to which they re- 
late are reached, 

Mr. GIFFORD. That will take a great deal of time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is withdrawn. Is a separate vote 
demanded upon any one of the amendments proposed by the gentleman 
from Dakota? If not -—— 

Mr. CUTCHEOW. Is it understood that the action on these amend- 
ments is not to prejudice the right to offer other amendments? 

The SPEAKER. It has been expressly so stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is it in order to ask that the 
order under which the House is proceeding be read, so that we may 
knows it exact terms ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause it to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of Senate bill numbered 185, being a bill to provide for the 
admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union and for the organization 
ofthe Territory of North Dakota, and that said bill be made a special erder to 
be considered in the House as ir Committee of the Whole immediately after 
the reading of the Journal on te-morrow, and from day to day until disposed 
of, with leave to offer as a substitute therefor House bill 8166; that thereafter 
other bills in relation to the admission of the Territories reported from the said 
committee shall be in order in the House in like manner until disposed of, to 
be considered in the order fixed by the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
that the order be carried out, and I object to any modification of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects te the re- 
quest, which has been made. The bill will be read by sections. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No modification of the order is proposed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects, and the 
Chair has no control over the matter. Theorder provides that the bill 
shall be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and of 
course the bill must be read by sections unless some other arrangement 
be made. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘To expedite matters I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. At the request of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories | Mr. SPRINGER] I withdraw my 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is withdrawn. The question is 
upon the amendments proposed by the gentleman from Dakota. 

Mr. BURROWS. Are those amendments to be voted upon in gross? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has asked two or three times whether 
any gentleman desired a separate vote, and there was no response. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no doubt the amendments are all right; 
but I doubt whether when they were read ali members heard them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They have been printed for two weeks; and they 
are simply those amendments which are necessary in order to—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Let them be read one by one, so that we may un- 
derstand them. 

The first amendment, offered by Mr. GirrorD, was cead, as follows: 

Amend section 9 by striking out the words “ ninety sections of” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “‘one hundred and twenty thousand acres.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The question ison agreeing to this amendment. 

Mr. COX. Have I theright, Mr. Speaker, to take the floor now and 
speak on the general merits of the amendments to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chairthinks so. General debate must be al- 
lowed under the rules, if any gentleman desires to discuss the bill in 


that way. After that will come the discussion under the five-minute 
rule. 


Mr. Cox rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood there was no objection to agreeing 
to the amendments in gross. 

The SPEAKER. The statement was these amendments might be 
agreed to or disagreed to without prejudice to any other gentleman to 
amend any furthersection of the bill hereafter. Nothing was said about 
general debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Cox] desires to discuss the bill generally. 

Mr. COX. We want to understand the bill and the amendments be- 
fore we are required to vote on either of them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There must be some understanding as to that 
fact. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is simply endeavoring to carry out the 
order of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As soon as these formal amendments were agreed 
to in regard to the general features of this bill and the other bill then the 
members of the committee who desired to speak on the subject could 
do so. I was on the floor for that purpose, and so far as the gentleman 
from New York is concerned I intended to ask, after yielding the floor 
to the gentleman from New York on the other side of the House [Mz. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is not necessary. Let this proposition be 
submitted first. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprrinGER] asks 
unanimous consent that the amendments proposed by the gentleman 
Sem Dahots {iit. Guvveus) be now eeasihered, and cayeed to ox dio- 
agreed to, as the case may be, without prejudice to the right of any 

tleman to offer other amendments, Is there objection ? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Clerk will proceed in the regular order 
and read the bill by sections. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS] will not insist upon his objection These are the amendments 
which the friends of the bill desire to have adopted in order to perfect 
its text. The election provided for in this bill was to take place last 
August; and these amendments provide for fixing a time when that 
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BAKER], to yield and to ask the members of the House to yield to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. I intended to follow the reg- 
ular order of proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order of proceeding. Thegen- 
eral debate comes first. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thought we had proceeded to consider the bill 
by sections. 

“The SPEAKER. On the contrary, that was waived for the present 
in order that the amendment moved by the gentleman from Dakota 
[Mr. GiIrrorD] might be disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER, 
opening the general debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was entitled to the floer under the 
usage of the House, and if he claimed it, it would have been given to 
him. The Chairis in somedoubt what course should be pursued under 
the circumstances. . 

The gentleman from Illinois was undoubtedly entitled to the floor 
according to the practice of the House to open the discussion of this 
bill, and if the debate continued longer than to-day he was entitled to 
one hour to conclude the debate. But the gentleman from Hlinois did 
not take the floor for that purpose, but on the contrary permitted 
amendments to be offered, and before those amendments were di 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] inquired of the Chair 
whether he could take the floor for the purpose of addressing the House, 
and the Chair said he could. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I only wished to have those amendments intro- 
duced, then intending to take the floor for the purpose of opening the 
general debate. While they were trying to get unanimous consent to 
dispose of those amendments the gentleman from New York, I under- 
stand, asked to be recognized. I did not intend to yield the floor, but 


on the contrary had taken the floor and was then oceu it, intend- 
ing to proceed as soon as I could do so to open the debate on 
this subject. 

Mr. COX. Thegentleman from Illinois will not be disturbed by my 


remarks in this connection. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. How long is it proposed this debate 
shallcontinue? There should be some arrangement, of course, as to the 
time to be devoted to general debate on this subject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I must insist upon holding the floor. 
I will yield any ordinary courtesy to the gentieman from New York 
{Mr. Cox], but he not being a member of the Committee on Territo- 
ries, he isasking an extraordinary favor at my handsthat he shall take 
the floor at this time before the general debate has been opened. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemencan arrange itamong themselves. The 
confusion arose from the fact that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] did not take the floor to debate the bill, but permitted 
amendments to be offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was endeavoring to get these amendments 
offered, and by unanimous consent they might be agreed to. Pend- 
ing that the gentleman from Kentucky and other gentlemen asked 
they might be read, and they were read. While those amendments 
were being disposed of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] rose 
and took the floor. But, Mr. Speaker, I did not yield the floor to the 
gentleman from New York, but was standing here all the time, intend- 
ing as soon as I could do so to open the general debate. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois states that he had 
taken the floor to debate the bill that presents a different question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As these formal amehdments were by 
the friends of the Senate bill I thought they should be entertained and 
disposed of, but after they were disposed of I intended to go on with the 
general debate. I took the floor for that purpose, and did not yield it. 

Mr. COX. If I can have the floor need, I will not insist on 
occupying the floor. | 

Mr. SPRINGER. After one hour has been occupied by the gentle- 
man from New York on the other side, I will yield to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not propose to occupy the floer at 
present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If no gentleman on the other side of the House 
desires to occupy the floor, of course then the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] can take the floor. 

Mr, COX. Then I will follow my friend from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. SYMES. There ought to be some understanding in to 
the time te be cecupied by the members of the committee and others 
in this debate, Gentlemen of the committee have the prior right in 
this debate, but there are many other gentlemen on the floor who also 
desire to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The matter is in the control of the House. 

Mr, SYMES. I withdraw the objection I was going to make, at the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Maine. 

7 SPRINGER withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 


x. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I favor the substitute proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and his committee. I favor it, 


provided there are adopted certain amendments. | In the last resort, if 


Mr. Speaker, I claim the floor for the purpose of 


other Territories, in so far as 


States, with proper boundaries and 
ries. These are combined in the substitute—the two Dakotas, Mon- 


tana, Washington, and New Mexico. I omit purposely any considera- 
tion of Utah. 


contrary, that these Territories can not become political States 





these Territories can not be brought in within a reasonable time, I 
propose to help any conference between the two bodies looking to the 
statehood of Dakota and the other Territories. 

Congress has been derelict with respect to the admission of these 
Territories. For reasons which can not be given within the hour, but 
reasons which appeal to the discretion of gentlemen, I ask that these 
Territories be admitted. 

ROMANCE OF EMPIRE. 

There is a sort of glamour and fascination about the admission of 
States into our imperial federation. I am subject to influences of a ro- 
mantic ter. But they have not disturbed, and I think will not 
disturb, that discretion which belongs to Congress when it votes to 
make complete the circle of our Federal felicities. 

Mr. Speaker, as we approach the centenary in the life of our na- 
tion the mind becomes reminiscent. It would also be prophetic. In 
dim outline the ancient seers saw, through the mists of western seas, 
our hemisphere as the home of a race which rejoiced in a ‘‘ golden 
age.’’ These dreams take hold upon the imagination. They give an 
illusion to our ‘‘ discretion ’’ on bills like these looking to future em- 

ire. 

The imaginary commonwealth of Plato was not altogether unsub- 
stantial. Some of the visions upon the horizon of our early epochs 
have found realization.. But a republic never imagined by Plato, nor 
dreamed of by Harrington or Sir Thomas More, has found its home 
in our hemisphere. Like all hope that has its fruition, this has come 
to us through toil, danger, and heroism. These sacrifices have no par- 


allel in the adventures of our race or upon our planet. 


Out of what were mere nebulz four centuries ago, stars have been re- 


solved. Our western heavens are aglow with political luminaries 
which have their symbolization upon our flag. 


A few only of our Territories remain in their rudimentary state. 
They are fast assuming the proportions for statehood. 

Wyoming, Idaho, Arizona, and Alaska are springing to the front. 
They are fulfilling the conditions of political independency, while our 
ulation and resources are concerned, 
have already human souls prosperous opulence enough for a more 


exalted relation in the hierarchy of statehood. 


What concerns us immediately, Mr. Speaker, is the admission as 
suitable numbers, of five Territo- 


As to Wyoming, Idaho, Arizona, and Alaska, provision will be made in 


time, that when they attain a adequate under the Repre- 
eile mena aes benion ie toe admission. 


for their 
So that in the consideration of Territorial questions we view it from 
a standpoint whose scope comprehends nearly all of our remaining do- 
FORMALITIES OF ADMISSION, 


It is well to remember, notwithstanding certain precedents oS 
There 


equal privileges in a Federal way without certain formalities. 


is no leaping, like Minerva from the brain of Jove, fully equipped and 
matured. Under our system there are provisions to be be- 


fore the boon of stately equality and regality of “‘ unassuming 
pomp’’ are bestowed. 

The examination of these formalities involves the question, first, of 
power; second, the array of precedents; and, third, the deductions of 
reason. 

As to the power. Is it not ample on the part of Congress? Why, 
sir, there is cule one limitation. That power is found inthe third sec- 
tion of the fourth article of the Constitution. It says: ‘‘ New States 
may be admitted by the Congress into this Union.”’ In a subsequent 
section it ‘‘ guaranties to every State in this Union a republican form 
of government.’’ Here is a power toadmit. It is unquestionable. 
The meaning of the phrase ‘‘a republican form of government’ was 
mucn discussed during the slavery i before and during our civil 
war. It needs no rehearsal now. a 
tution made by any of these Territories will be unrepublican 
It will not only have the authority from the stamp of ma- 
turity and the reflection of the popular will, but in its very body as 
well as in its essence it will be repub 

The Territories which we propose to admit have an organic law from 
Congress and they are under certain clauses of our Federal statutes. 
The organic law does not provide for a convention of the people to 
form constitutions. There been no legislation by Congress in that 
direction, and there is no inhibition in our statutes apon such action. 

Whether it be necessary that Congress should initiate 
looking toa convention and a constitution and admission or whether a 
Territorial ature may do this I will not now discuss. If Congress 
has not done it in the organic act, it has certainly not delegated the 
power to do it to the Territorial Legislature, and therefore, although 
the precedents are not all one way, it would certainly be more regu- 
lar and comport more with the dignity of the that the scep- 
ter of sovereignty should be derived from? people of the United 
States in Congress assembled. [Cheers.] 
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PRECEDENTS, 


IT am not unaware that some precedents can be quoted for the admis- 
sion of States where the initiative did not begin with Congress, but in 
the body of the Territory; and although there may be absolute discre- 
tion, limited, as I have stated, in Congress to admit States, regardless 
of the initial steps, it is safer to follow the words of Jefferson as to the 
first constitution of Virginia, adopted in 1776, when he said that the 
aeons of that time had been elected only for the ordinary purposes 
of legislation. He denied that the acquiescence of the people had sup- 
plied the want of original power to create the constitation. ‘This was 
in 1824. He fortified his opinion by saying— 

That of the twenty-four States then under the Federal organization, twenty- 


three have disapproved the doctrine and example of Virginia, and have deemed 
the formal authority of their people a necessary foundation for their constitu- 
tion. 


In the case of Arkansas, General Jackson’s Attorney-General decided 
.that the Legislature could not act in the formation of a State govern- 
ment, In the Michigan case, Mr. Buchanan held that such acts were 
usurpation. California is no precedent, for her case, like that of Texas, 
was exceptional. The Lecompton constitution is no precedent; the 
people of Kansas set aside the Lecompton constitution as null. She 
came in afterwards under the authority of Congress. I had the pleasure, 
under much objurgation from Republicans, of voting for Kansas. Ken- 
tucky was admitted without a constitutional convention. Her consti- 
tution was not even submitted to her people. Tennessee, in 1796, 
formed a State without asking Congress. The question was discussed 
in Congress. The majority of the statesmen who engaged in that dis- 
eussion maintained the same right which was ordained in 1787, and 
upon that right Tennessee was admitted. Indiana came in under an 
enabling act. Iowa, Michigan, Florida, and Oregon came in under 
constitutions whose only authority were the conventions which were 
held under legislative acts. 

In many of our States there were no enabling acts at all. So that there 
is no uniformity of procedure in matters of this nature. 

Tn so far as this question can be distorted into a party question, I 
may say that there is a uniform line of precedent for the admission of 
States into the Union, under conditions not so urgent or favorable for 
statehood as those presented by the Territories named in the substi- 
tute of the honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprrncER]. 

The ordinance of 1787 was a compact. By it the people, in certain 
boundaries, when they attained 60,000 inhabitants, were authorized to 
form States and demand admission as ‘‘an act of justice.’’ By the 
acts of Congress of June 20, 1834, and April 20, 1836, this ordinance 
was extended to the Territory of Wisconsin. That Territory then in- 
cluded Dakota. Section 1891 of the Revised Statutes recognized the 
same right in the present Territory of Dakota. [Cheers. ] 

Our custom, sir, as to —— has not been uniform. If popula- 
tion is to be the test of admission, the Territories in the substitute 
have each a sufficient number for one member of Congress. This is 
the moral, though not the legal, touchstone by which the admission of 
States should be determined. Many of our States have been admitted 
with less than a representative ratio. Illinois was 380 less; Florida, 
6,000 less; Oregon, 43,000 less; Kansas about 20,000 less, and Nevada 
87,381 less than the ratio! The ratio in 1864, when Nevada was ad- 
mitted, was 127,381. Nebraska was less than the ratio by 27,000, and 
Colorado by 31,425. 

An observant foreigner, Professor Bryce, of Oxford, has carefully 
noted the relation of our Territorial government to the Union. I com- 
mend his words to your attention, and ask the Clerk to read it. It 
will serve as a relief to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ets weve poeunes under the Federal Constitution to admit Territorial resi- 
dents to ve citizensh suffrage—adm 


p—that is to say, to Federal itted they 
would be. But the Union is a union of It knows no representatives in 


Co no except those chosen in States by State 
voters. of granting Federal suffrage to citizens in a Territory 
into a State. This would confer a power of self- 
government, guarantied by Federal Constitution, for which the Territory 
unfit. But it would do still more. It would entitle this possibly 
rude community to send two Senators to the Federal Senate, who 
would there have as much weight as the two Senators from New York, with its 
6,000,000 of e. This is a result from which Congress may a recoil. 
Anda illustration of the evils to be feared has been afforded by the 
case evada, a State whose ts number only about 40,000, and which 
is — ow of burnt-out mining camps. Its population is obviously un- 
worthy of vilege of sending two men to the Senate, and , in fact, al- 
lowed itself to , for political pu into a sort of rotten borough which 
by leaders of a silver ring. It would evi- 
Dd yo evada ele Tee ie te tion east 
y community had occup resurface, whic 
dismal desert, in which the streams descending 
of the Sierra Nevada soon lose themselves in lakes or 
On a review of the whole matter it meres te said that the Amer- 
of Territorial government, suffers from the occasional 
incompetence of the governor, and is inconsistent with democratic theory, has 
in practice worked well, and gives little ground for discontent even to the in- 
ts of the Territories themselves. 


- Mr. WOODBURN. I amglad the gentleman has been compelled to 
resort to British authority to sustain him. 
Mr. COX. es, sir. 
Mr. WOODBURN. Because he could not produce any American 
authority. 
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Mr. COX. Iwas just trying to say that you and I agree for the first 
time in our lives. [Laughter.] My authority is an intelligentand ob- 
servant Briton. Heseemstoloveourcountry. Mr. Speaker, wherever 
such discreet laudation of our country comes from I care not. If an 
Englishman praises our Western folk, I give to him, as I give to Glad- 
stone, all honor for his idea of autonomy, whether applied to Erin or 
Dakota. 

In regard to the admission of new States we must regard population 
and representation. We must do that not alone with reference to Ne- 
vada. I might take that State as an illustration of our worst derelic- 
tion. Ido this not because her distinguished Congressman is not able 
to fill the bill for a dozen other members [laughter], and net because 
her two Senators are not able to represent Nevada as the older and 
larger States are represented, but because of the fact that in the dis- 
cussion of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, in which I took a part, there was 
fixedat that time for admissionacriterion. Thatcriterionshould guide 
us. It provided that no State should be admitted unless it had a suf- 
ficient population for one member of Congress. I think that was a 
good plan, because it gave a good test on a fair ratio. I believe that 
the good old motherly people of this country, who adhere with a great 
deal of reverence to proper precedents, will sanctify this standard, not 
because we would like to get rid of the gentleman from Nevada who 
represents Nevada, for we love him too dearly to part with him. 
{ Laughter. ] 

When my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] discusses all of the 
various details of the Senate bill and his own substitute, he seems to 
anticipate the future. In that future these States by their Legislatures 
or constitutional conventions may revoke any law, organic or other- 
wise, which they may pass for local interests, subject only to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Therefore I am ready to welcome any legislation looking to the ad- 
mission of Territories which fills the conditions, knowing that by leg- 
islative enactment or constitutional changes all defects may be reme- 
died under local influences. 

In most of the States Congress has provided for a convention and 
has generally required the constitution to be submitted to the people. 
But there are some precedents which after ratification by the people 
indicate that the State can be admitted by the proclamation of the 
President. When such an amendment appears, with respect to these 
long-deferred Territories, as one is intimated by the eloquent Delegate 
from Washington [Mr. VoorHEEs], I will cheerfully vote for it. 

SUBMISSION OF CONSTITUTIONS. 

Many of the earlier constitutions were not submitted. But in the 
great majority of States, the constitutions were submitted to the people. 
The weight of the precedents is in favor of the principle of submission. 

Therefore it would seem to be wise, especially owing to the lapse of 
time since the South Dakotan constitution and the Montana constitu- 
tion have been adopted, to require new conventions in order that in 
these fast-growing States the new order shall conform to the latest pop- 
ular judgment. 

If, therefore, it be said that the precedents are not one way, I answer 
that it is altogether more regular and more in accordance with sound 
discretion that enabling acts should be passed in order to induct our 
Territories within the circle of the Union. 

DISCRETION THE TEST. 

But afterall, sir, whatever may be said or done in the last resort on 
this question of statehood, the admission of States depends upon the 
wise discretion of Congress. 

Some States have come in like Texas—teres atque rotundus—a ‘‘ Lone 
Star,’’ a republic already instituted. But Texas is superbly excep- 
tional! When she came in she had memories—tearful and patriotic 
memories—of the Alamo and of San Jacinto. Yet her statesmen made 
provision for an emergency of five States, each—not asteroids—but 
each a star, brilliant and beautiful. Other States, like California, came 
in with fixed limits, boundaries, and peculiar interests, and others 
again, like Michigan, having catastrophic origin, being impelled into 
prominence by the insurgent, volcanic action of her people irrespective 
of Congressional authority. 

This question of discretion, therefore, addresses itself to our best 
reason. There is no absolute right on the part of the Territory for ad- 
mission, unless it be derived from those abstract rights of human nat- 
ure which, under our system, must be chrystalized into an organism 
before it becomes an object of Federal fraternity. 

CONDITIONS OF ADMISSION. 

The only remaining conditions which appeal to our judgment are 
those relating to the population, boundary, intelligence, prospects, and, 
I may add, character of the Territory. 

In early days, when Kansas came forward with a constitution un- 
authorized, and with a mode of submission ambiguous and illusory, I 
voted against her admission. But I declared at that time, in the first 
speech I ever made here, and the first made in this Hall—and it was 
listened to for its acoustic properties [laughter]—that I would have 
voted for the admission of Kansas as a slave State if it had been fairly 
made so by the people. In the last analysis the popular will must be 
the foundation of sovereignty. 
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By the prompt admission of these Territories, and especially of Da- 
keta, with her six or seven hundred thousand people, we avoid the 
invidious remarks which have been often made and which partake too 
much of partisan spirit. 

It is the habit of some gentlemen to refer to the Southern States and 
the meagerness of their vote compared with the number of their Con- 
gressmen-elect, and then to make the further comparison that the 
Territories have a larger population than some of our States. 

The question is asked cynically why should the votes of States of 
less population be used to prevent Dakota, which would have seven 
members of Congress in 1890, from voting at all? 

NO MOBE LARGE STATES. 

Mr. Speaker, although in the discretion which each member here is 
authorized to exercise in admitting States, I give great heed to the 
judgiment of the people of the Territories who are most affected by our 
action on the question of admission, which includes boundaries and 
population and even names, Bat I am not so bound that I would 
admit a State with such an extensive area as undivided Dakota. I 
would not so vote if every man, woman, and child in the Territory 
should demand it; for, sir, it then becomes a question affecting other 
States in the brotherhood; as other States are affected by representa- 
tion in both branches of our Federal Legislature. 

SHACKLES ON STATES. 

Nor would I clothe a State with the robes of sovereignty and then 
shackle its limbs so that it might not change its own constitution at 
pleasure and within the limits of a ‘* republican form.” 

If we give sovereignty to Utah and hamper her with conditions that 
she shouid do something or reverse something or abrogate something 
abnormal, ineongruous, corrupt, or disgraceful, according to the stand- 
ards of civilization, we do that which is futile, for we do not give to 
her State sovereignty, but make her still a dependency. 

Governments are representative, says Jefierson, only as they embody 
the popular will and execute it; and in that popular will should reside 
the power to change and revoke whenever the wisdom of the people 
desire it. These, Mr. Speaker, are some of the preliminary proposi- 
tions upon which to determine the votes which may be given upon the 
questions before us. 

I propose, therefore, to consider in their order the admission of the 
Territories proposed by the bill reported from the Committee on the 
Territories. 

OMNIBUS NOT FAVORED. 

I would have preferred that each one of these Territories should have 
come in by her own intrinsic vigor and virtue, and not through any 
interdependence or leaning upon one or more of the other Territories 
embraced in the bill. Perhaps in the end our legislation may run in 
that channel. Certainly such a channel will be more easily navigable 
and free from quicksands and difficulties. I can not see why South 
Dakota should depend on the admission of Washington, or North Da- 
kota upon the admission of New Mexico. There used to be some sort 
of implication when I first came into this body that we should balance 
a slave State with a free, and a free one with a slave State. But all 
that has happily gone to the rear. 

MORE PRECEDENTS. 

When Ohio camein she came in under the ordinance of 1787, as Ten- 
nessee came in under an ordinance made upon thesame line. But they 
depended for their admission upon their intrinsic merits. And I should 
not ivesitate to vote for each one of these Territories in this so-called 
‘‘omnibus bill’’ separately and independently, one without the other, 
if by no other means we could accomplish the object. 

PARTY RIAS, 

Above all things, Mr. Speaker, this question of admission is not a 
party question. In the nature of things it can not be. The people of 
the Territories are not wedded to any party. They are remote and 
isoiated; preoecepied with absorbing local matters. They are easily 
molded, like the clay in the handsof the potter. As the wheel whirls, 
a little pressure here and a little pressure there, and out comes the 
graceful vase, irrespective of the rude and selfish manipulations of our 
Federal polities. Lf these Territeries be notadmitted this session they 
will surely be admitted under Republican auspices in the next Con- 
gress, and their polities will take the reflection of the friends who give 
them their ea:ly nurture. 

[ have voted for many Territories to become States since I have been 
here. I have heen taught some lessons from the result. Perhaps the 
only mistake I have made in my vote was in voting prematurely for 
Oregon; for we had no correct census reterns of her population, and 
she did not, at that time, approach the ratio. We had to determine 
her population more from her resources and her tax returns than from 
any other souree. She was ushered into the Union by the eloquent 
dialecties of Alexander H. Stephens. She bid fair to be a Democratic 
State, and she eame in with Democratic and Representatives. 
Bat how long did she remain so? I notice the honorable gentleman 


from Oregon—a Republican—smile as he recalls his majority. 
ons voted for Kansas and Nebraska. came in as 

publican tes, and thongh their population was not quite to 
the ratio, they were growing fast; and we but anticipated a t 


population, while we settled a prolonged and vexatious controversy. 
Party bias is a fragile reed to rely upon when principles are at stake. 
COLORADO, 

When Colorado came up, lacking a sufficient number for even one 
Congressman, I gave my vote against her admission, because I did not 
see then from the quality of her soil and the peculiar occupations of 
her people that they had the elements of growth as other Territori 
have developed. 

NEW MEXICO. ‘ 


When New Mexico, fourteen years ago, appeared at the bar here, she 
was ushered in by a Republican Delegate (Mr. Elkins). You know 


Mr. Elkins. 

Many Mempers. Oh! yes; we know Stephen. [Laughter.] 

Mr, COX. Yes; Stephen. He has not hidden his light since under 
abushel. [Langhter.] I recall his personality. He tried with all the 
urgency belonging to a party full of the zealotry of the war and the 
glory of its triumph to have New Mexico admitted. I did not give it 
my vote, because New Mexico at that time was in such a confused and 
incongruous condition that I resented the attempts made by the Re- 
publican party to force herinto the Union. New Mexico is here again. 

Mr. PETERS. There has been a change of heart since. 


Mr. COX. I can not change my party. I have been too long in it 
for that. 
Mr. PETERS. I said a change of heart. 


Mr. COX. Now, my friend represents Kansas. When I wasa 
Congressman from Ohio, he was my little constituent, about that high. 
[Indicating.] His heart was all Democratic then, for he used to peddle 
my tickets. [Laughter and applause.] I never could get over my af- 
fection for the gentleman from Kansas on account of his early partisan- 
pe forme. My heart toward him never changes. [Cheers and laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. PETERS. Well, that is beautiful fiction. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. It is too late in the day forgentlemen of the Republican 
party to challenge the admission of New Mexico. Our REcorD (page 
4129) shows that on the 21st of May, 1874, a Representative from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. McKee) proposed to take up the bill for the admission of New 
Mexico, which was the bill of Mr. Elkins, the then Delegate, and, al- 
though he was opposed by gentlemen on the Democratic side and by 
some Republican gentlemen, notably Mr. G.F. Hoan, of Massachusetts, 
now 4 Senator from that State—the House voted to admit New Mexico 
by 160 yeas to 54 nays. The strongest speech i 
mission by a Democrat was made by my then co Mr. 


N. Potter, of New York. The most urgent —- its favor was by 
Mr. Kasson, assisted by Mr. Maynard and Mr. Hoskins, all Repub- 
Ticans, 


In presenting the bill the Republiean party gave their voice, through 
Mr. McKee, in favor of admission, because New Mexico had all the 
elements out of which we make States. He said: 

It isla h; it has lati enough ; it has prosperit: 
fact, 18 RubeteryCecamsetieiiaan In area it is three times as - 
It has more than 145,000 people. The vote by which the Delegate 
is over 17,000. There are forty Representatives on this fleor— 

Said Mr. McKee— 

ho come here with fewer votes. In everything that goes to make a State, 
New Mexico is fully up to the standard. = : 


Certainly, since that time New Mexico has not diminished in popula- 


o ; in 


tion or prosperity. She has not been curtailed of her area nor dis- 
appointed in her At that timeshe had a Republican Legislature 
and a Republican Well, has she not a Republican Legisla- 
ture to-day? Andif she has a Democratic itis beeause he was 


more in sympathy with the large body of her peculiar people than his 
Republican competitor. I warn my Democratic friends that New 
Mexico is more nearly Republican than Democratic. If it be not Ste- 
phen B. Elkins as one Senator, it will be Stephen as the other. 
Much rhetoric has been expended on this subject. 
force New Mexico in as a State hasbeen stigmatized asnefarious. The 

ieans in the Forty-third Congress had 49 of the 74 Senators, and 
149 of the 200 Representatives, _— oes All hail to the half- 
breed, unprogressive population ew Mexico. would have 
Sean as enh eames indhetaesahoadah Weer Fealienhtuemybente 
I do not say this because New Mexico had Republican proclivities at 
that time. I think she has the same proclivities now, and with more 


certainty. 

I find, in | at the Recorn, that I opposed her admission be- 
cause of her lack of population, and this was what I said: _ 

In the ad mission of States in those early of Buchanan’ sadwministration, out 
of all that Red Sea of we some = men the end vf this 
struggle we agreed to a and that was that a 
to the ratio by a member of Congress should be 
for the adm of a State, and that was entered of record a joint resolu- 
tion passed to give effect to it. 


Although it is within the discretion of Congress to allow or disallow 
for one Ceugrestman, whether fe be Maeding ty iuiaeseettion or mot 
for one , Whether or. 
should be the criterion for admission? Perhaps the Senate in its wis- 
dom acted upon thatdoetrine then. But, inasmuch as the lation 
is now fully up to the standard, the Senate may reverse rule and 








1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


803 





admit New Mexico. Certainly it does not lie on the part of Republican 
to refuse her admission on that ground. 

If the Republican party could vote for New Mexico fourteen years 
ago, why can not they do it now? She has added 55,000 in population 
since the census of 1880 was taken. In the last year 384.000 acres of 
_— land have been entered for actual occupation and improved. 

he is engaged in the construction of railroads across her territory, and 
is opening new sections to settlement and establishment. At the end 
of the year which has just passed there was completed 2 000 mileage of 
railroads. Her grain crops and other products, especially grapes and 
semi-tropical fruits, grow in profusion, while her cattle ranges are 
among the marvels of her growth. She had an increase of 135,000 
head of cattle in 1888 over 1887, and her mines are becoming productive 
after the idleness of years, if not of centuries. 

It will not do, therefore, to say that New Mexico has not enough 
population or wealth to support a State government; nor is it just to 
the elements which permeate that Territory to say that she has too 
much ignorance or too small an admixture of intelligeace for the regu- 
lation of a State. It is no objection to her admission that the peon and 
mongrel race forms a portion of her population, for the same rule would 
have kept out California, and would to-day disbar the States south for 
their mixed colored elements. It is no objection that the New Mex- 
icans speak a Spanish patois, for California had the same disability and 
has outgrown it promptly. The progress which New Mexico is now 
enjoying in mining and stock-growing, sheep-raising and agriculture, 
indicates that though portions of her soil may be barren, rainless, and 
arid, she has all the elements of growth, and will shine asa fit embodi- 
ment of statehood in the catalogue of States. 


OTHER TERRITORIES, 


From the reports of the governors of our Territories it will appear 
that as to population re has 50,000 people and $25,000,000 in 
wealth; Idaho has 100,000 in population and $65,000,000 in wealth; 
Arizona 120,000 population and $75,000,000 in wealth. | As to the other 
Territories, omitting Utah, Dakota is registered as having 600,000 in 
population and $320,000,000 in wealth; Washington 168,000 popula- 
tion and $250,000,000 in wealth; Montana 140,000 population and 
$70,000,000 in wealth. But I have no doubt that Montana has to-day 
a sufficiency for one member of Congress. So that in the bill proposed 
there is no objection to any of these five Territories on account of 
wealth or population. 
MONTANA, 

First, as to Montana. Hergrowth is at the rate of 10,000 a year and 
100,000 over that of the census of 1880. Her financial condition is 
sound and stable, with money in the treasury and freedom from debt. 
She has every inducement to emigration, for her taxes are light. Her 
mines of gold and silver and lead are even greater than her agricultural 
and pastoral resources. 

WASHINGTON. 

Second, as to Washington Territory. Her governor believes that 
the population I have named to be a low figure and that at present her 
population is equal to nearly 188,000. Her gain in values, though 
not equal to that of Dakota, is simply enormous, being a gain of over 
$65,000,000 during the past ten years. She has nearly 1,200 miles of 
railroad, and over her bosom are borne the products of eastern Asia, 
as well as her own commercial and agricultural produce, in which fish 
and lumber figure prominently. 

DAKOTA. 

As to Dakota, it is tome amusing, if not astonishing, that those who 
have had charge of our Territorial aftairs in this House should require 
another expression from Dakota as to the matter of division. 

Again and again, through her conventions of both parties and her leg- 
islatures, bas she asked for that division, respectfully, earnestly, and 
persistently. The fact is that by the action of this Congress the ques- 
tion of division has practically disappeared. Still it is submitted by 
the third section of the substitute, and I am content if gentlemen 
desire to have it submitted again. It is be no obstacle to my vote for 
admission, and it seems to give our friends some relief; since no one 
desires to force Dakota apart in order to admit her astwins. It seems 
to be practically concluded that she will be divided according to the 
provisiens of the bill, upon the seventh standard parallel. The sub- 
mission of the question of division may be wasteful excess, but so long 
= — with a certain regularity in procedure I will not object 

i 
_ Dakota in length and breadth, in population, in area, in wealth, and 
in progress, stands unexampled in the annals of mankind for mate- 
rial, political, and, I may say, intellectual and spiritual advancement. 
[Cheers. ] 

DIVISION OF DAKOTA, 

I will not argue the propriety of dividing her, nor will I discuss now 
the necessity of complying with the rule which I have laid down—of 
giving to her population members of Congress in proportion to her 

tion. It is the rule of the Constitution and the rule of right. 

I will say that the census of 1890 will show that Dakota, which 
began with 14,000 population in 1870, and rose te 135,000 population 
in 1880, and has over 600,000 population—I will say, that a 


State which leaped in the last decade, from 1870 to 1880, 885 per cent. 
in the increase of her population, will have in 1890, by the least com- 
putation, 1,329,750 people, with seven members of Congress to repre- 
sent her in her entirety. 

Every element connected with the progress of this remarkable Ter- 
ritory, including her 4,000 miles of railroad, all point with no unmis- 
takable.gesture toward the division of the State. There can be no 
greater indignity, Mr. Speaker, than ig keeping so vast a country, 
with a population so energetic and hopeful, se industrious and far- 
sighted, under a Territorial form of government. The people there 
desire to vote for the Chief Magistrate of the Union. They desire to 
have a voice under the Constitution of the United States. They desire 
to have representation at this Capitol. They desire to govern them- 
selves by their own elected officials. They desire that their income- 
less school lands shall be utilized for the education of their children, 
They desire courts of theirown judges. They desire the right tomake 
their own laws and toreform them at pleasure. They want neither the 
satraps of the Orient, nor the satraps of reconstruction. 

When they pay their taxes, they desire a voice as to the disposition 
of themoneys. They desire even when traveling from one part of their 
Territory to another, something less than a thousand miles of their 
journey, for the argument of cases. Because there is little or no com- 
mercial intercourse between North and South Dakota; because one part 
is reached by one system of railroad and the other by another, and be- 
cause they are different in their very organizations north and south, 
as well as in their homes of charity and institutions of learning, they 
wish that independency which division will give them, and that lib- 
erty to which they were accustomed before leaving their homes in the 
States to build an empire in the wilderness. 

Dakota has already spoken for division through her conyentions as 
she had often spoken before. Joining with her sisters, Montana and 
Washington, she appeals in behalf of the Northwest to this Congress 
of thenation forthe recognition of hermovementtoward statehood. She 
points to her population and her wealth, and with no unmeaning ges- 
ture to the history of our States. She admonishes us that Kentucky 
came in with 74,000; Tennessee with 67,000, and yet she has ten times 
as many people as had either of these States on admission. She points 
to the admission of Ohio with her 35,000; Missouri with her 66,000; 
Michigan with her 65,000; Florida with her 64,000; Iowa with her 
78,0v0; California with her 92,000; Oregon with her 50,000; Kansas 
with her 107,000; Minnesota with her 120,000; Nebraska and Colo- 
rado with their 100,000 each; and Nevada!—what an anti-climax!— 
[laughter] with her 40,000. She says to the nation, ‘* Behold our 
600,000 people, and give us the habiliments of statehood according to 
our growth!’’ When divided, South Dakota is five times the average 
of our States in population and North Dakota four times. 

EARLY HISTORY OF DAKOTA. 


The history of the Territory is that of fur-trading upon the Upper 
Missouri. Lewis and Clarke—pioneers hardy and true from West Vir- 
ginia—were there in the beginningof thecentury. The tirst steamers 
visited there in 1830. In 1839 Frémont, and in 1841 Catlin visited 
Dakota; then military posts began to be established. It was not until 
1856 that the first settlements began on lands bought of the Sioux, 
near Sioux Falls. Part of Dakota became a partof Minnesota Territory 
in 1851. In 1857 a land company from Minnesota traveled overland 
and established the town of Medary, in honor of one of my constituents 
from Ohio, then governor of Minnesota. In spite of many contests 
with the Indians—some of them bloody and horrible—the Territory 
was organized on 2d March, 1861, and grew wonderfully. 

She is too large, too unwieldy, too top-heavy, to be admitted as a 
whole. Let us not forget the lessons of our State history. California 
seeks for division, or begins the agitation. So does New York; and but 
for her superb ante-State annals, so would Texas. 


AREA OF DAKOTA AND OTHER TERRITORIES AND STATES. 


I can remember very well the jealousy between tide-water Virginia 
and Virginia west of the Alleghanies. The constant bickerings between 
the two sections of Virginia never ceased until the Cesarian operation 
during the war, whereby West Virginia was brought forth from the 
womb of the mother. 

Dakota was not made one Territory because of any homogencity of its 
soil or other elements. When it was organized its population did not 
number more than 5,000. Had it been divided into two Territories 
then, who would think now of making its territory into one State? 

Look at this table and draw your own inference as to the argument 
which may be made in opposition to Dakota as a whole: 

Square miles. 


New Hampahiire ...........c00-cessereseessecresressnenenserses anes apenecens 9 











aun 005 

VOTING oo cecscsccctcvvcccecccceseccesnescetsece 00 9, 135 
Massachusetts 8,040 
Rhode Island. 1,085 
Connecticut ... 4,345 
OTT, CN ceecsachascenece. coset encercanqnscemarqhatrernsttaverevernésqueesnseubepuiapeiadiiniacs tenet , 620 
NGF POU dance cdecodestnacssasicidbconincaSdnapie tottiolrcejaiiacccessmibiseandiaimebi dma 7,455 
9, 866 

diouseatitinheyecuvenbnedeoesadnasiagpeutnahineinseouinpen  cunesiociagiants abencnveiginn anbantion 126, 940 

Dakota «. 150, 932 
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A good deal has been said, sir, about the sectionalism of the recent 


tariff legislation. Much more will be said, likely, about sectionalism in 
connection with the Northern Territories if Democrats oppose their ad- 


mission on party grounds. This is to be deprecated, and most of all 
by the Democratic party. Already it is hinted that the vote of South 
Carolina and Dakota is about the same; and yet South Carolina has 
nine votes in the Electoral College and Dakota none! Why none? it 
will be asked. Why no representation in Congress, and yet taxation? 
And if South Carolina or other Southern States prevent Dakota com- 


ing in, what will then be said? Andifsaid,whatistheanswer? And 
who will respond ? 


TAXATION AND REPRESENTATION, 


The question of the admission of Dakota is a question of taxation; 
for is it not the interest of the people even in the matter of money to 
have small States? 

Oh, it may be said that it will cost more for salaries if there are two 
States instead of one; but those who say this do not know that about 
100 per cent. is levied for general taxation when the area is undivided. 
That is the experience of Dakota. These facts demonstrate it: 


Levy | 








1) Ginte Levy 

Small States, lper #100, Large States. per $i00. 

: 

} 

Massachusetts.............. salindiielia $0.09 | Lowisianna .....000-ccccecseseseee sees $1.00 
Rhode Island...., of 1F 68 
New Hampshire wi -20 | . 56 
Maryland......... paneled vhipieotonnpenatil 17 .50 
EE SINT vndacnechhcanaseccegiossos | .20 40 
PREEMPT vecvesessanetsvseccseeenses cece r -ll | Minnesota. . 30 
Connecticnt ......:.......... .12} | New York. . 80 
Wisconsin ......... | -10 | Nebraska... .40 
TOC RGUIIIE?.. cncsconencnstntesonsscopsssidpscancondaina MII eel kane 44 
} Mississippi .50 


*None paid by railways. 
These figures are taken from the census of 1880, and are authentic. 





They show that the larger the State and the farther the people are’ 


away from the seat of legislation, the more the fraud, the greater the 
corruption, combinations, and appropriations; and hence the greater 
the taxes. It is easy to see to which of the above classes of States 
Dakota would belong if she did not get division. 

‘*The cost of paying our own officers,’’ say the Dakota people, ‘‘is 
not adropin the bucket compared to the appropriations we would 
save paying.’’ 

If it be true that the remoteness of the administrative offices from 
the seat of government tends to corruption and prodigality, then a large 
State like Dakota is an element of weakness, while a State of less size 
has an elnment of strength. Besides, it has been said by those who 
have urged the division of the State that the Territorial expense of 
Dakota by the last Legislature amounted to thousands more than the 
State of Wisconsin, and that there has been a constant increase of Ter- 
ritorial expense for the past few sessions of the Legislature. This state- 
ment shows the increase: 





MRED. -sinansietpuanmenpannenicpatiatintaascnbeneianneeeveneedeunenitntnaseitl anh teaniiiaial $75, 000 
1888 .. 150, 000 
SOE chimnesitivinteiinitindiniannn ~» 700,000 
MT nsaiaiasine .- 1,400,000 


Se that representation and taxation have some meaning in connection 
with the admission of Dakota. 

There are many complaints of the tyranny exercised by the “ one- 
man power’? in Dakota, which no Territorial legislation and no re- 
straints by Congress have suppressed or cansuppress. The governor— 
notchosen by the people, and generally an outsider appointed by the Pres- 
ident—names ninety officers. These control the expenditure of all the 
revenuesoftheYerritory. Heappoints mostofthe other officers connected 
with the charities, colleges, and otherinstitutions. There is a revenue 
of over half a million per annum expended by these officers, subject 
to the approval of the governor. In the last ture the governor re- 
fused to approve of any appropriation bills unless the expenditure was 
subject to his seonnedk that the old American doctrine of taxation 
and representation was substantially nullified. 

AREA AND RESOURCES. 

But as Professor Bryce, the British observer, remarks, these Terri- 
tories to be autonomous must be States, and here the question arises, 
Shall these States be top-heavy in the unpopular the Senate ? 
I beg pardon of the Senate, Mr. Speaker. I did not mean that the Sen- 
ate was unpopular. aoe) It is only plutocratic. [Laughter. 
I meant to it was not the popular bran But to resume: Shal 
Nevada cancel New York? Shall these remote Territories, with mixed 
populations, be admitted, and nullify the votes of such imperial States 
as Texas, Georgia, and Pennsylvania in the national Senate? 

Assuming that Montana, Washington, and New Mexico combined 
have three times the unit of representation, or about 450,000, and that 
Dakota has 600,000, there would be enough in Dakota, according to the 
unit rale of sepresentation, for three or four members of Congress. So 
that Dakota would have in excess, ifshe were admitted as one State, 


enough for two other membersof Congress in addi to the two which 
the *"Gumibus bill’ would give her, 500 


Moreover, a strong pleacan be made for Dakota on the ground of her 
resources and her marvelous in all that makes up the State. 
Her area is 151,992 square miles, Her sister Territories, whom my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] would seat in the same ‘“‘omnibus”’ 
with her, have the following area: Montana, 145,310; Washington, 66,- 
880; New Mexico, 122,460; or a total of 334,650 square miles. 

This is somewhat more than double that of Dakota. But Mon 
Washington, and New Mexico are mountainous, and likely to re 
so for some time; their population is sparse, and also likely to re- 
main so. 

We know that nearly all of the soil of Dakota is fertile. It is filled 
up with the homes of people who are industrious and who can stand 
anything in the shape of disaster—from a March blizzard down to a 
summer’s drought. When it comes to making grain Dakota can beat 
all the rest of the ‘“‘omnibus.’’ When it comes to banks, newspapers, 
and schools, she has the same preponderance. 

Bishop Hare, in writing to the New York Herald, indicated the rapid 
growth of this great community when he said: 

You may stand ankle-deep in the short-burned grass of an uninhabited wil- 
derness. Next month a railroad train glides over the waste. I have ridden 
into Dakota valley and pitched my tent. Lolling on my buffalo robe, I looked 
around and could see nothing but a wolf. When I visited the 
lo! a train of Pullman cars. I camped on the flat bottom 
the Missouri River thatsame trip. There was only a log hut, with a mud roof, 
No other sign of civilization. ithin a year I revisited the spot, and lo! there 
was a town of two thousand. 

‘*Seven thousand new-comers a month,’’ exclaims the author of the 
Resources of Dakota, published in 1887. 

Dakota’s wheat crop in 1887 exceeds the record of any State in the 
Union. It was one-seventh of the entire crop of the United States in 
1886. In 1886 the wheat crop of New York was 11,093,000 bushels, 
while Dakota’s was 30,704,000; yet in 1860 Dakota raised only 945 
bushels, and in 1887, 62,553,499 bushels. Whereas in 1860 the live 
stock of Dakota was worth about $40,000, in 1887 it was over forty- 
three millions! Her corn crop was 20,000,000 bushels per year; bar- 
ley, oats, rye, flax, grass, buckwheat, and v lesin proportion. Her 
railroad mileage was over 4,207 in 1887, and of railroads graded in 1887, 
301 miles more. She has more completed railroad than either - 
fornia; Tennessee, Nebraska, Virginia, North Carolina, Colorado, 
bama, or Georgia; twice as many miles as either Massachusetts, Sou’ 
Carolica, Florida, New Jersey, Mississippi, or Kentucky; more than 
three times that of either Maine, Maryland, West Vi Louisiana, 
or Oregon; more than four times that of New Hampshire, Vermont, or 
Connecticut; thirteen times the railway a of the gigantic State 
of Delaware, and twenty times that of the Brobdignagian State of 
Rhode Island ! 

ay she is fitted for statehood if railroads or transportation facil- 
ities indicate a prosperous community. Even if she were divided, 
she not entitled toa yo Seteheen Her ity Besides _ = - 
ing, as wellas her crops, indicate ample ity. 

Giueed, moral, and refined people, Whbee cobotts. churches, and other 
moral advantages are the peers of those farther east. ‘These indicate & 
preponderance of citizens of advanced nationality who have moved on 
isothermal lines to better their fortunes in the new Territory, which 


has shown so much alluring a. 
Of the population now at end of 1888, likely eS wee 
one-third are of foreign birth, of which one-sixth are , and 

few hundred Chinese, colored, and Indian citizens. Therest are of the 


e. 
The rich, dark Seitin of stants Sonn, es Siar eens 
moisture and aes oa illustrate the bounty of nature 

Dakota, for her very soil her weaith, and this enrichment, with no 


need of manures, contains a ‘‘ us ’’ thatno wary ee 
Indeed, her surface is arable land. - It is easily and 
miraculously productive. is no trees or re- 


or except 
pied, and would farnish farms of 160 acres each to three hundred 
thousand families, or two millions of people. 
WHY NOT DIVIDE DAKOTA? 
Why should she not be divided? She has withinsher breast two po- 
litical communities. They are distinct in 
associations, and institutions—more so than the people 
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—have been fixed with as much distinctness as these designations to 


the Carolinas, Is there any interest which requires that there should | 


not be a separate and distinct political organism for each portion of the 
Territory? If it be political or partisan, let it be shown. Is the Re- 
publican party, which is sure to divide it, as they have the next Con- 
gress, to have all the merit of this act of wisdom ? 

The Territory, as a whole, is larger in extentthan New York, Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, and Virginia put together. 
It is 430 miles from its northern to its southern boundary, and 400 
miles from its eastern to its western boundary. 

It is as far from the southern to the northern boundary as Chicago is 
from Memphis, or New York from Raleigh. 

To be candid, it must be stated that one-fourth of the acreage of the 
Territory is in Indian reservations. They are not within the Territo- 
rial jurisdiction; but the reservations are melting away before the pro- 
gressive Caucasian! 

It is ogee to divide the Territory not quite east or west or north 
or south, but nearly upon the forty-sixth parallel, or rather, on the 
“seventh standard lel’? which issome 5 miles south of the forty- 
sixth parallel, and that has been adopted as the boundary line of organ- 
ized counties which are cut by the forty-sixth parallel. If divided 
into two States, South Dakota will have an area greater than any one 
of the States, except California, Colorado, Kansas, Minnesota, Nevada, 
Oregon, or Texas. It would exceed the whole of New England with 
New Jersey thrown in. It would be one-third larger than Iowa. It 
has a population running from 375,000 to 400,000. It is bounding 
ahead vith a tremendous energy. Its wheat crop in 1887 was 60,000, 000 
bushels; its corn crop 26,000,000. Its mineral opulence figures up over 
$33,000,000 of gold and silver from the Black Hills since 1877. In ad- 
dition to her soil and climate she has lignite coal, with 20-foot veins, 
which is quite a useful thing when the blizzards come. 


A PEERLESS BEAUTY. 


The report on these topics, gentlemen will recall—the report from 
which all others on the Republican side are taken—is from the urgent 
pen of General Harrison; and it must be heeded. Even my honored 
friend and colleague [Mr. BAKER] has learned from that report. 

I might sum itall upin the lyric language of my colleague from New 
York [Mr. BAKER], who made the report of the minority in favor of 
South Dakota: 

For ten years she has pressed herself, a tless beauty in resources, wealth, 
numbers, and intelligence; the pride of all America, yet ignored by Congress 
and denied the right to enter her father’s house! : 

This personification of Dakota as a fair female has received the im- 
primatur of many publications, for I have seen a picture of the Terri- 


tory in female form, pointing with some pride to a stately column of 


figures showing the resources of other States and then pointing with 
sublime gesture and tearful indignation toa roll on which is inscribed 
her own magnificent area, accomplishments, and destiny. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 

The bill for North Dakota, or the territory lying north of the sev- 
enth parallel of surveys, authorizes the election of delegates to a con- 
vention to form a constitution. Itis in the usual form. The Demo- 
cratic majority of the House Committee, however, have interposed an 
adverse report. 

What reasons will be given in favor of such a measure? First, the 
State will have an area of 74,000 square miles. It will be 400 miles 
long from east to west, and 214 miles wide from north to south. Its 
area will be equal to that of our largest States, with the exception of 
eight, namely: Nebraska, Kansas, Minnesota, Oregon, Colorado, Cali- 
fornia, Ne and Texas. Itisa prairieand, like the rest of the Ter- 
ritory, fertile. It is capable of sustaining an immense population. It 
had already 225,000 le on the Istof January of this year, as shown 
by official data in the office of the Secretary of the Interior. 

It will be urged in favor of her admission that no State was ever or- 
ganized from the public domain with such a population. The assessed 
value of her for the purposes of taxation, including railroads, 
was seventy-two millions and a half, and her railroad mileage 1,966. 
The value of her school property and the outlay for schools, her school- 
houses, her newspapers, and capital, all play their part 
in the argument which the Republicans the friends of the division 
of the Territory will urge for the admission of North Dakota. The 
question ~ Shall that party have the monopoly of the credit for its 


This immense growth has occurred since 1880. In 1870 her popu- 
lation was only 2,000. In 1880 it was 38,000. It is now 225,000. 
The next census will show enough for two members of Con- 

However, that is dependent upon the ratio as it will be fixed 


the Fifty-second 
in favor of the patriotism, the institutions of 


Much will also be 
learning and religion, and the soldier element, as well as the precedents 
which have been fixed by Federal legislation for statehood. 


WHO DEFEATED @HE ADMISSION OF THE DAKOTAS? 

Why, has not one or the other or both of these Territories been 
admitted ? 

party or of politics? Iam afraid there has been too much of it. I 
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it because their admission has been made the sport of 
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remember to have read in the Chicago Times an article headed ‘‘ Da- 
kota the victim of both parties.’’ It fixed the odium of denying Da- 
kota admission to the sisterhood of States six years ago upon a Repub- 
lican Senator. That Senator was Hon. EUGENE HALE, of Maine, 
because, as he thought, one county in Dakota had acted in bad faith 
as to a small amount of bonds held by his constituents. He interposed 
the fatal objection. He relegated her toa position of an outlying prov- 
ince. And yet Maine had at that time about the same population as 
Dakota and hardly one-half of the square miles of South Dakota. 

It will be asked, why should Maine be favored with our Federal egis 
and Dakota disfavored? Why should there be an ostracism upon this 
people, irrespective of the doctrines of Jefferson, Jackson, ard Doug- 
lass, and popular sovereignty? Why should we oppose Mr. HALE’S 
party in building up the great Republican States in the Northwest, 
when the liberalities of trade and interchange, growing out of our 
philosophy and economy, would make them, in time, Democratic 
States? 

DAKOTA AS SHE WAS. 

Dakota has only recently been organized. It was within a decade 
a desolate wilderness, held only by the buffalo, the bear, and the not 
less savage Indian. Gradually the change began through the influ- 
ences of our adventurous population and with the aid of steam and 
lightning. From a rude country, thinly settled, inhospitable to 
strangers and armed with ruffians, cowboys, and gamblers, with re- 
volvers, the ramshackle stage, and the glittering bowie-knife, with an 
Indian war constantly menacing, all has been changed. 

Already the ruffian is a myth; the gambler has gone to his last ac- 
count; the cowboy rides upon the foothills of the Rocky Mountains, 
and the Indian at least is acquiescing in his changed condition, for 
his children, if not himself, are being educated and civilized under our 
institutions. The old fort, Sitting Bull, and all the wildness of those 
early days have given way to cities and towns and railroads and farms, 
and a population larger than that of many of the States looms up in 
majestic proportions, with all the paraphernalia of government and all 
the refinement of Christian civilization. 

THE DEMAND FOR ADMISSION. 


It is impossible, Mr. Speaker, to resist the demand of such a State 
even when divided. You can not enchain this Prometheus to a rock. 
Its organisms—counties, towns, and cities—governed just now as In- 
dians are governed, by a remote Department in this city, can not afford 
to wait upon a Congress whose recreations are filibustering and whose 
best business habits are the ridicule of the nation. Why sheuld such 
a country, so rich and prosperous and intelligent, be governed differ- 
ently from Georgia or Massachusetts, Illinois or New York? You can 
not keep such a people down. Your Territorial organization and your 
two hundred Federal officers chosen outside; your governor, with his 
little brief authority, exacting that every dollar spent of the people’s 
money should pass through his palms, is an alien system. Our fathers 
would have none of it in the Revolution, and our country were prompt 
to be rid of it after our civil war. 

RESULT OF REFUSAL TO ADMIT. 

Refuse to admit this State and its Territorial sisters? Why, sir, you 
may enact that frost shall cease in the North and blooms in the South, 
or try to fix the figure of Proteus by statute, but you can not prevent 
the people of this Territory from their demand, and you must accede 
to it; and if this Congress does not, we know that the next Congress 
will, 

The spirit of this people of the Northwest is that of unbounded push 
and energy. These are the men who have tunneled our mountains, 
who have delved our mines, who have bridged our rivers, who have 
brought every part of our empire within the reach of foreign and home 
markets, who have made possible our grand growth and splendid de- 
velopment. They are the men who have made our national life. There 
is no parallel in history to their achievements. You can not hold them 
as —_— to the Federal system. You must give them self-reliant state- 
hood. 

The historian of Rome draws a picture of the proud Queen of Pal- 
myra arrayed in purple and loaded with golden chains toaggrandize the 
procession in honor of the conqueror of Asia. It needs no such imagi- 
nation to picture thecondition of our inchoate Statesin the West. They 
will wear no golden chains. No,sir! They will marchin no procession 
of dishonor. Such exhibitionsdo not belong toour country. Our peo- 
ple are not to be led in fetters at the car of an imperial Congress. 
Why, such exhibitions were unfit even for pagan Rome. So that in every 
possible equipment, whether divided or united, this remarkable Terri- 
tory is ready to join that circle of felicity which makes up the Federal 
fraternity. 


PROGRESSIVE MOVEMENTS WEST. 


In speaking of the admission, of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, on December 
16, 1857, I made some remarks illustrative of the vast changes in our 
political and social existence upon this hemisphere as compared with 
the laggard movements of other nations. Here, change was the very 
condition of existence— 


here, States are formed in the twinkling of an eye; cities — up in a night, 
as if under the magic of Aladdin's lamp; here, economical ideas, more power- 
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ful than political tenets, are ever permeating the body political, to change its 
form and substance: here, the border men are students of politics, and seek 





pularity and weaith by ameliorating institutions; here, the telegraph throws 
Te thought from the very Capito! in which we speak to the borders of our ter- 
rilory; and the “ goblin of steam,’’ under the aid of Congressional land grants. 
is doing the work of years in a week, and the work of a hundred years in one 
Behind its power the dwarf removes mountains and bridges rivers; civilization 
fellows in the train. Gs 

Bm « * * & : 

Tiere, in America, where the changes of a year are equal to the changes of a 
century in Europe, and where the changes of a lustrom only herald greater 
changes: and a!l through change, working out thatsecular magnificence which 


is the destiny of our land, 


We should be mindful of those laws that bring to the front those 
States upon our border whose destiny will be our own. I will not say 
that all the hardy sonsof New England, New York, and the other Middle 
and Eastern States have emigrated tu the West and followed the iso- 
thermal line to make up the million of men who now ask under this bil! 
for statehood. But such an emigration of men who can grapple with 
the hardships of pioneer lifedo drain the best element of our olderStates. 

There is 2 class of peculiar people remaining in New England, if not 
in New York. It isstranded on some rock-bound farm in some bucolic 
town. [Laughter.] This class generally has a big family. Its head 
raises bineberries in spite of the mortgage on his worthless acres. 
[Laughter.] He has found that the lucky, thrifty, and unshiftless 
neighbor has gone to the West, where no isolation depresses him, and 
where he is energized by new surroundings; but he remains—or it, 
the class, in biocks of five or fifty—on its paternal acres, while the 
evolution goes on which brings to the new order and new lands the 
fittest as survivors ! 

The emigraiion from the Eastern States constitutes the nerve, the 
sinew, the muscle, and the mind which penetrates the wilderness and 
builds up our commonwealth. It is the unaided energy which has 
made a million of men stand in intelligent masses and ask of the Fed- 
eral Government participation in its blessings and its glories. The 
pioneer recks not of the past; he works in the living present. All the 
energies of his nature are aroused by the splendid prospect and by the 
glowing inspiration of budding commonwealths. Government itself is 
but an incident in the march of his civilization. No figures of speech, 
no flights of imagination can picture or compass the achievements of this 
State-creating and man-ennobling advancement. Like the eagle, to 
which our nation is often compared, he seeks a wider ether for his wing 
and the fire within his heart seeks the source of all illumination—the 
sun itself. [Cheers. ] 

« How much nobler and wiser is the effort to install and institute such 
States of our own land, rather than chase the ignis fatwus of Canadian 
annexation. ‘There will be time for that when our nebulous Terri- 
tories put off their rudimentary and don their stately stoles of inde- 
pendence! 

At this time in the world’s history, when the overgrown nations of 
Europe are seeking fresh colonial dependencies, when the centers of 
Asia and Africa and the coasts and islands of every sea are scrutinized 
as homes for immigration, is it not ennobling to contemplate the quiet 
yet immense expansion of our numbers and our realm within our own 
boundaries during the past hundred years, and to feel that glowing 
pride over the: prediction of what our country shall be when another 
century comes around ? 

This energetic and hopeful population have in their veins the vigor- 
ous blood oi many races. They have inherited the material, intellec- 
tual, and moral triumphs of thé Old and New Worlds and their civiliza- 
tions. They settle upon soil which has norival in richness and no peer 
in preduction. Their faith in their future is buoyant. No perplexity 
about their fortune; no weariness in their work; no despondency in 
their hope—exulting ever in their strength, these millions move on to 
fill up our territory from sea to sea, from Canada to the Gulf, and from 
norih to south. Restless, active, and yet steady, like the movements 
of the heavenly bodies, shining as they move in orbits of their own, 
and yet to the casual eye fixed in our heavens as the stars. 

There is a chapter in the book of Professor Bryce, whose spirit, out- 
vying the careful analysis of De Tocqueville, is of the very essence of 
democratic-repablicanism. It deals with the temper of the West. 

A HOROSCOPE OF THE GREAT WEST. 

Western America, to this author, is the most interesting subject of 
study which the modern world has seen. Its territories, resources, and 
climate; its variety of production, such as mountains of minerals, for- 
ests of trees of fabulous height, appliances of modern science, and other 
phenomena, make Western America, to the eye of this observer, with- 
out precedent in history. He says thatit may not recur elsewhere, be- 
cause our planet contains no such other favored tract of country. He 
lays most stress upon the character and temper of the men of this re- 
gion. The West is tohim the most American part of America. Here 
those features which*distinguish America from Europe come out in the 
strongest relief. He exclaims: 

What Europe is to Asia, what England is to the rest of Europe, what America 


isto Europe and England, that the Western States and Territories are to the 
Atlantic States. The heat and pressure and hurry of life,always growing, is 


that following the path of the sun. 


Hie sees what we are very prone to forget, that in Eastern America 
valleys of the Alleghanies, in the nooks 


there are still quiet spots in the 
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of old New England and in our university towns, which doubtless re- 
minded him of some places in England and elsewhere in Europe, as 
they have reminded me of places in the Orient. But in the West there 
is none. All is bustle, motion, and struggle, more so, of course, 
among the native Americans. Yet, even the alien from the secluded 
valleys of Bohemia or the shores of some Norwegian fiord learns the 
ways almost as readilyas the tongue of the country, and is soon swept 
into the whirlpool. This is the frontier spirit, with its passionate 
eagerness and strenuous effort. It would extract the greatest amount 
of values from mining, hills, territories, and fields, and with a passion 
so absorbing as fo be unselfish. It takes from its very vastness a tinge 
of ideality. It makes routes for exchangeable commodities with a 
rapidity which seeks a market with one hand and throttles a monopoly 
with the other. 

He sees this remarkable people intoxicated by the majestic scale of 
nature in which their lot is cast. Their imagination revels in every 
sight. They gild their own struggles with the belief that they are the 
missionaries of civilization and the instruments of Providence in the 
greatest work the world has everseen. They live in the future rather 
than in the present; not that they fail to work while it is called to-day, 
but they see the country not merely as it is, but as it will be twenty, 
fifty, or one hundred years hence, when the seedlings shall have grown 
to forest trees. 

Before this all-pervading spirit governments become mere incidents in 
the raceofadvancement, Their people will use governments as they use 
plows and saw-mills and ore-crushers and locomotives, and when they 
come to in the robes of statehood they little care what party 
may have made the robes or embroidered them with land largesses for 


schools, political franchises for men, decent domesticates for women, 
and liberty and independence for all. 


[ Applause. } 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a bill (S. 205) for the relief of the State National Bank 
of Louisiana; in which concurrence was requested. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr, FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 5349) for 
the relief of James Trabue, executor of James Trabue, deceased, Thorn- 
ton Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow of John Waters; when 


the Speaker signed the same. 


ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. Before the gentleman from Dakota 
takes the floor, I desire to ask unanimous consent that the proposed 
substitute of the gentleman from Illinois, and the amendment which 
I understand the gentleman from Minnesota proposes to offer, be printed 
in the RecorD, so that members of the House may read them in the 
morning, with the amendments offered by the gentleman from Dakota. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments offered by the gentleman from 
Dakota will necessarily be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I ask that it include the amendments proposed 
by anybody. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois how much space the substitute and amendments would occupy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is the substitute which I desire to submit. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER submitted the following substitute for ‘‘An act (S. 
185) to provide for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the 
Union, and for the organization of the Territory of North Dakota.”’ 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 


Spcrion 1. That the inhabitants of a:i: hat part of the area ofthe United States 
ries Dakota, a Washington, and New 


nafter authorized 

information nable, in each of which districts three 
elected, but no elector shall vote for more than two persons for 
such conventions; said shall be 
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entitled to vote upon the election of delegates and upon the ratification or re- 

nm of the constitutions, under such rules and as said conven- 

may prescribe, nut in conflict with this act: Provided, That in the appor- 
tionment of delegates to the convention in the Territory of Dakota, the dis- 
tricts shall be so constituted that one-half of the delegates to be elected in said 
Territory shall be elected in districts north of the seventh standard paralic! 
— due west to the western boundary of said Territory, and one-half in 


cts south of said parallel. 
Src. 3. That at the election for to the constitutional convention in 
section of this act, each 


delegates 

the Territory of Dakota provided for in the foregoing 

qualified eleetor may have written or printed on his ballot the words ** For di- 
vision ” or the words “* Against division.”” The returns on this question shal! 
be made and the result ascertained in the same manner as provided in said sec- 
tion. And if a majority of the votes cast in that part of the Territory south of 
the seventh standard parallel produced due west to the western boundary of 
said Territory shall be ‘ For division,” and also if a majority of the votes cast in 
that part of the Territory north of said parallel shall be “‘ For division,” then in 
both those events the following provisions in this section set forth shall take 
effect and be in force and all subsequent sections of this act shall be changed 
and modified accordingly, namely : 

First. The area comprising the Territory of Dakota shall, for the purposes of 
this act, be divided on the line of the seventh standard parallel produced due 
west to the western bo of said Territory; and the delegates elected to 
the constitutional convention in districts north of said paralle! shall assemble 
in convention, at the time prescribed in this act, at the city of Bismarck; and 
the delegates elected in districts south of said lel shall, at the same time, 
assemble in convention at the city of Sioux F. The convention which shal! 
assemble at Bismarck shal] form a constitution and State government for aState 
te be known as North or as if said convention shall so deter- 
mine, and the convention which shall assemble at Sioux Falls shall form a con- 
stitution and State government for a State to be known as South Dakota, or by 
any other name than that of Dakota which said convention may determine. 
Each of said conventions shall form such constitution and State government in 
accordance with and subject to all the visions of this act the same as if the 

Dakota had been provided for in the first 
act, and mentioned instead of the State of Dakota in all the sub- 


of this 
of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota shall be en- 


one Representative in Congress until the ionment for Representa- 
Congress under the eleventh census of the United States. 


donations of public Jands provided for in this act to be granted to 
Dakota shall apply to and be granted to each of the States of North 


to 
South as far as and Congress will in the act or 
atcin camtlosand adjust the donations of 
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each of the 
Fifth, Re pn no ga RN pe rN Re 
South Dakota appoint a join eo composed not less than 
three members of cach convention, whose oa be to assemble at the 
preseat seat of of said agree on an equitabie division 
to the Territory 


Bfail property belonging to Dakota, the disposition of all pub- 
lie s, and also pa he we upon the amount of the debts and liabili- 
ties of the Territory, w ial hp eteeeeaeaans ie ann Of toe grenased 
States; and the agreement reached respecting Territorial debts and liabili- 
ties shall be incorporated in the respective constitutions, and each State shall 
ebligate iteelf to pay its proportion of such debts and liabilities the same as if 
ay had en reed oa een mapaiaiy- 

Sixth, If the formed for North Dakota and South Dakota 


| 
: 
: 
F 
: 


States, respectively. 
The constatutions shall be republican in form, and make no distinction in civil 
Sd gery 2 rights on account of race or to 
uashosnpaeesatto the Geastiiation: States 
of the of And said conventions Seeaenees, by 
the people 


ordinances irrevocable tthe consent of the United States an 
of said States: . 
That perfect of sentiment shall be secured and that 


to residents thereof; that no taxes shall by the States 
er property therein toor which may be purchased 
the United States or for its use. But nothing herein, or in the or- 
herein provided for, shall preclude the said States from taxing as other 
lands are taxed any lands owned or held any Indian who has severed his 
tribal ‘relations and has obtained from the United States or from any person a 
title y patent or other save and except such lands as have been 
or may be to any Indian or Indians under any act of Co contain- 
inga exempting the lands thus from taxation ; but sald ordi. 


shall provide that all such lands be exempt from taxation by said 


State so long and to such extent as such act of Congress may prescribe. 
Third. That the debts and liabilities of enid Territories be assumed and 
paid by the said States respectively. ; 
Fourth. That provision shall be made for the establishment and maintenance 


systems of public schools, which shall be open to all the children of said 
States and free from sectarian control , 


5. That in case constitutions and State governments shall be formed in 
re Sen forming 

by for submitting said constitutions to the 
for their ratification or rejection, at an election to be held 


g 


Ht 


the same 
of 
each of 
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thereon and u 
tution, and ordinances. 


the Union in accordance with the prov 
appropriated public lands within said State, to be selected and located in legal 
subdivisions by direction of the Legislature thereof, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior, on or before the Ist day of January, 13892, shal! be, and 
are hereby, granted to said State for the purpese of erecting public buildings at 
the capital of said State for legislative, executive, and judicia! purposes. 


a price not less than $10 
fund, the interest of whi 
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said Territories on the Tuesday after the first Monday of November, 1889, at 
which election the qualified voters of said proposed States shal! vote directly 
for or against the pro 

arately submitted. 
of each of said Territories, who, with the governor and chief-justice thereof, or 
any two of them, shall canvass the same; and if a majority of the legal votes 
cast shall be for the constitution, the governor shall certify the result to the 


constitutions, and for or against any provisions sep- 
returns of said elections shall be made to the secretary 


President of the United States, together with a statement of the votes cast 
n separate propositions, and a copy of said declaration, consti- 


Sec. 6. That until the next general census, or until otherwise provided by 


law, said States shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, except Dakota, which, if admitted as one State, 
shall be entitled to two, but if admitted as two States such number as may be 
provided in the third section of this act; and such Representatives, together with 
—gunenets and other officers provided for in said constitutions, may be elected 
on 


esame day of the election for the adoption of the constitution ; and until 


said State officers are elected and qualified under the provisions of each con- 
stitution, respectively, and the States, respectively, are admitted into the Union, 


the Territorial officers shall continue to discharge the duties of their respective 
offices in each of said Territories. 


Sec. 7. That sections numbered 16 and 36 in every township of said proposed 


States, and where such sections, or any parts thereof, have been sold or other- 
wise disposed of by or under the authority of any act of Congress, other lands 
equivalent thereto, in legal subdivisions of not less than one quarter-section, 


and as contiguous as may be to the section in lieu of which the same is taken, 
are hereby granted to 


, d States for the support of common schools: Provided, 
Chat the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections embraced in permanent rese-va- 


tions for national purposes shall not at any time be subject to the grants nor 
to the indemnity provisions of this act, nor shall any lands embraced in Indian, 
military, or other reservations of any character be subject to the grants or to 
the indemnity provisions of this act until the reservation shall have been extin- 
guished and such !ands be restored to and become a part of the public domain. 


Sxc. 8. That when either or any of Wepre States shall be admitted into 
isions of this act, fifty sections of the un- 


Sec. 9. Thatso much of the lands belonging to the United States as has been 


acquired and set apart for the purpose mentioned in “An act appropriating 
money for the erectyon of a penitentiary in the Territory of Dakota,"’ approved 
March 2, 1881, together with the buildings thereon, be, and the same is hereby, 
granted, together with any unexpended balances of the moneys appropriated 
therefor by said act, to said State of Dakota, or to the State of South Dakota, if 
said State should be divided, as provided in this act, for the purposes therein 
designated; and the States of New Mexico and Washington shall, respectively, 
have like grants for the same purpose, and subject to like termsand conditions 
as provided in said act of March 2, 1881, for the Territory of Dakota. The pen- 
itentiary at Deer Lodge City, Mont., and all lands connected therewith and set 
apart and reserved therefor, are hereby granted to the State of Montana. 


Sec. 10. That 90,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as provided in 


section 8 of this act, are hereby granted to each of said States for the use and 
support of agricultural colleges in said States, as provided in the acts of Con- 
gress making donations of lands for such pu 


Tpose. 
Sec. 11. That 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lying 


within said States which shall be so'd by the United States subsequent to the 
admission of said Statesinto the Union, after deducting all the expenses incident 
to the same, shall be paid to the said States, to be used as a permanent fund, tho 
interest of which only shall be expended for the support of the common schools 


within said States respectively. 

Sec, 12. That all lands herein granted for educational a. except as 
hereinafter otherwise provided, shall be disposed of only at public sale, and at 
r acre, the proceeds to constitute a permanent school 
only shall be expended in the support of said schools. 
But said lands may, under such regulations as the Legisiatures shal! prescribe, 


be leased for periods of not more than five vears, in quantities not exceding 
one section to any one person or company. 
have located, resided upon, and made valuable improvements on section 16 or 
36, prior to the Ist day of January, 1890, with the intention in good faith of pur- 
chasing such lands from the State upon its admission, the respective Legisla- 
tures may provide for disposing of so much of the lands so settled upon, to such 
settlers, their heirs, or legal representatives, at a price not less than $6 per acre, 


to be fixed by appraisement of the value of the lands, exclusive of improve- 
ments. 


In ali cases where actual! settiers 


The appraisement of such lands shall be made in the manner following : 

The actual settler shall, within one year after the admission of such State 
into the Union, apply to the court in the county or district where the land is 
situated, havmg general common law and chancery jurisdiction, setting forth 
the facts of settlement and cultivation in good faith and praying for appraise- 
ment and sale of such land, making the county superintendent of schools of 
the county in which the land is situated, or, if there be nosuch officer, the county 
treasurer, the y defendant. The court shall thereupon appoint three com- 
missioners, who shall be freeholders and wholly disinterested, whose duty it 
shall be to appraise such land at the actual cash yalue at the time of such ap- 
praisement and the improvements thereon, separately, under oath, and make 
report thereof tothe court. The court shail thereupon make an order for tho 

'e of such land either to the settler at the appraised value thereof or at public 
sale to the highest bidder, in such manner as the court may deem just to the 
public and the settler. 

Sec. 13. That the lands granted to the Territories of Dakota and Montana by 
the act of February 1s, 1481, entitled “An act to grant lands to Dakota, Mon- 
tana, Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming for university purposes,” are hereby vested 
in the States of Dakota and Montana, respectively, or in the States of North 
Dakota and South Dakota if such States are formed as provided in this act, to 
the extent of the full quantity of seventy-two sections to each of said States, and 
any portion of said lands that may not have been selected by either of said Ter- 
ritories of Dakota or Montana may be selected by the respective States; but 
said act of February 18, 1881, shall be so amended as to provide that none of said 
lands shall be sold for less than $10 per acre, and the proceeds shall constitutea 
permanent fund to be safely invested and held by said States severally, and 
the income thereof be used exclusively for university purposes. And the 
lands, to the extent of two townships in quantity, authorized by the sixth sec- 
tion of the act of July 22, 1854, to be reserved for the establishment of a univer- 
sity in New Mexico, are hereby granted to the State of New Mexico for univer- 
sity purposes, to be held and used in accordance with the provisions of this sec- 
tion. And such quantity of the lands autnorized by the fourth section of the act 
of July 17, 1854, to be reserved for university purposes in the Territory of Wash- 
ington, as together with the (ands confirmed to the vendees of the Territory by 
the actof March 14, 1564, will make the full quantity of seventy-two entiresections, 
are hereby granted in like manner to the State of Washington for the purposes 
of a university in said State. None of the lands granted in this section shall 
be sold at less than $10 per acre ; but said lands may be leased in the same man- 
ner as provided in section 12 of this act. The schools, colleges, and universi- 
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ties provided for in this act shall forever remain under the exclusive control of 










































and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the nal Stat 


the said States, respectively, and no part of the proceeds arising from the sale | to provide for the division of Dakota into two States, and to make donations 
or disposal of any code herein granted for educational purposes shall be used | public lands to such States.” 
for the support of any seciarian or coceuineiea + a 7 eo Amend further by striking out the preamble of said bill. 
sity, The section of land granted by the act of June 16,1880, to the Territory ; nani nse 
of Dakota for an asylum for the insane shall, upon the admission of said State Mr. SPRINGER. . i desire now to ask u AEROS COI nt that ony 
of Dakota into the Union, become the property of said State, or of the State of gentleman who desires to print remarks upon any of these Territorial 
North Dakota or South Dakota, an She case may we. . . ainsi admission bills may have leave to do so. 

Spc. 14. That all mineral lands sha x” exempte rom the grants made by oT r ; ; 9 
thisact. But ifsections 16 and 36, or any subdivision or portion of any smallest The SPEAKER. Is there objection s 8 
subdivision thereof in any township, shall be found by the Department of the Mr. WARNER. At the present time this is rather premature, and 
Interior to be mineral lands, said States are hereby authorized and empowered | I object for the present. 
to select, in legal subdivisions, an equal quantity of other unappropriated lands ; DO ran 
in said States, in lieu thereof, for the use and the benefit of the common schools | .. On motion of Mr. MAC NALD, leave was & ted for members to 
of anid States, fileamendments to be printed in the Recorp. 

Swe, 15. That in lieu ofthe grant of land for purposes of internal improvement They are as follows: 
made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 4, 1841, which 


act is hereby repealed as to the States provided for by this act, and in lieu of any 
claim or demand by the said States, or either of them, under the act of Septem- 
ber 28, 1850, and section 2479 of the Revised Statutes, making a grant of swamp 
and overflowed lands to certain States, which grant it is hereby declared is not 
extended to the States provided for in this act, and in lieu of any grant of sa- 
line lands to said States, the following grants of land are hereby made, to wit: 

To the State of Dakota: For the maintenance of a school of mines at Rapid 
City, 50,000 acres; for the reform school at Plankington, 50,000 acres; for the 
deaf and dumb asylum at Sioux Falls, 50,000 acres; for agricultural coll at 
Vargo and Brookings, 50,000 acres each; for the State normal schools at Madi- 
son, Spearfish, Springfield, and Minto, 25,000 acres each; for public buildings at 
the capital of the State, 150,000 acres, in addition to the fifty sections hereinbe- 
fore granted for that purpose. If the States of North Dakota and South Dakota 
are formed as provided in this act, the donations shall be made to the States in 
which said places are located, and other donations shall be made to each of said 
proposed States as provided in section 3 of this act. 

To the State of Montana: For the establishment and maintenance of a school 
of mines, 100,000 acres; for State normal schools, 100,000 acres; for agricultural 
colleges, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for that purpose, 50,000 
acres; for the establishment of a State reform school, 50,000 acres; for the es- 
tablishment of a deaf and dumb asylum, 50,000 acres; for public buildings at 
the capital of the State, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for that 
purpose, 150,000 acres. 

To the State of New Mexico: For the establishment of permanent water res- 
ervoirs for irrigating purposes, 250,000 acres; for the establishment of an insane 
asylum, 50,000 acres ; forthe establishment of State normal schools, 50,000 acres ; 
for the establishment of a school of mines, 50,000 acres; for the establishment of 
a deaf and dumb asylum, 50,000 acres ; for the establishmentof a reform school, 
50,000 acres. 

To the State of Washington: For the establishment and maintenance of a 
scientific schoo), 100,000 acres ; for State normal schools, 100,000 acres; for public 
buildings at the State capital, in addition tothe grant hereinbefore made for that 
—. 100,000 acres; fer State charitable, educational, penal, and reformatory 

nstitutions, 200,000 acres. 

That the States provided for in this act shall not be entitled to any further or 
other grants of land for any purpose than as expressly provided in this act. 
And the lands granted by this section shall be held, appropriated, and dis 
of exclusively for the purposes herein mentioned, in such manner as the Legis- 
latures of the respective States may severally provide. 

Sec. 16, That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this act shall 
be selected under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior from the sur- 
veyed, unreserved, and unappropriated public lands of the United States within 
the limits of the respective States entitled thereto. And there shall be deducted 
from the number of acres of land donated by this act for specific objects to said 
States the number of acres in each heretofore donated by Congress to said Ter- 
ritories for similar objects 

Swe, 17. That the conventions herein provided for shall have the power to pro- 
vide, by ordinance, for the transfer of actions, cases, and matters pending in the 
supreme or district courts of the Territories of Dakota, Montana, Washington, 
and New Mexico at the time of the admission of the said States into the Union, 
arising within said Territories, respectively, to such courts as shall be estab- 
lished under the constitutions to be formed as provided in this act; and no in- 
dictment, action, or proceeding shall abate by reason of any change in the 
courts, but shall be proceeded with in the State courts according to the laws 
thereof. 

Sec. 18, That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of — money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

e 


Mr. MACDONALD moved to amend the substitute offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] by striking out all after the 
words and figures ‘* Section 1,”’ in line 3 thereof, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 


That the State of South Dakota is hereby declared to be a State of the United 
States of America, and is hereby admit into the Union on an equal footin 
with the original States in all respects whatever; and that the constitution whi 
the people of South Dakota have formed for themselves be, and the same is 
hereby, acsouted , ratified, and confirmed, subject, however, to the provisos here- 
inafter contained, 

Sec. 2. That the following shall be the boundaries of the said State of South 
Dakota, to wit: Beginning at the point of intersection of the western bound- 
ary line of the State of Minnesota with the northern boundary line of the State 
of Iowa, and running thence northerly along the western boundary line of the 
State of Minnesota to its intersection with the seventh standard parallel, where 
in its easterly course it intersects said boundary line; thence west along the 
said seventh standard parallel to the easterly bank ofthe Missouri River at low- 
water mark ; thence up the said Missouri River sheng Oe easterly bank there- 
of at low-water mark to the point of intersection with the forty-sixth 
of north latitude; thence west along the es allel of north latitude to 
its intersection with the twenty-seventh m ian of longitude west from Wash- 
ington; thence south on the twenty-seventh meridian of longitude west from 

ashington to its intersection with the northern boundary line of the State of 
Nebraska; thence easterly along the northern boundary line of the State of 
Nebraska to its intersection with the western boundary line of the State of Iowa; 
thence northerly along the western boundary line of the State of Iowa to its 
intersection with the northern boundary-line of the State of lowa; thence east 
along the northern boundary line of the State of Iowa to the place of nning, 

Sec. 3. That the said State of South Dakota shall have concurrent j iction 
of the river Missouri and of every other river bordering on the said State of 
South Dakota, so far as the said rivers shall form a common boundary to the 
said State and any other State or States or Territory or Territories now or here- 
after to be formed, said rivers to be common to both; and that the said river 
Missouri shall be a common highway, and forever free as well to the — 
ants of said State as all other citizens of the United States, without any » 
duty, iment, o toll imposed by said State of South Dakota therefor. 

Src. 4. until the next census and apportionment shall be made the said 
State of South Dakota shall be entitled to two Representatives in the House of 
Representatives of the United States a. 

Src. 5. That to defray the expenses of constitutional convention held b. 
the le of said State, and of elections held therefor and thereunder, the sur 
of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby supstorenses, ou 
of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appre , to paid to the 
treasurer of said State upon the requisition of Legislature thereof, setting 
forth the items and particulars of such expenses so incurred. 

Src. 6. That sections 16 and 36 in every township of the public lands of the 
United States, within said State, and where such sections, or any part thereof, 
shall be mineral lands, or shall have been sold or otherwise disposed of by the 
United States according to law, other lands equivalent thereto, in legal subdi- 
visions of not less than one-quarter section, are hereby granted to the said State 
for the support of common schools; and such sections sbha!! not be subject to 
a or entry, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, but shall be reserved 

‘or school purposes only. 

SEc. 7. That thirty entire sections of the una) blic lands within 

said State, to be selected and located by direction of 


, with 
th val of the President, shall be, and are . ted, in legal subdi- 
one of the said Gate for 


riated, to each of said Territories for defraying the expenses of the said con- | Visions of not less than one quarter-section, to the purpose of 
ventions, except to Dakota, for which the sum of $35,000 is so appropriated, and | erecting public bu at tal of said State for and judicial 
for the payment of the members thereof, under the same rules and regulations paves. to be di of in manner as the ure shall 
and at the same rates as are now provided by law for the payment of the Territo- 


ibe. 
be inate sany be eslesied out of Che pabite leads wile aoe Couninclaser eth 
State, whether surveyed or unsurvey ~ 

Sec. 8, That so much of seventy-two sections of land granted by the act of Feb- 
ruary 18, 1881, to the Territory of Dakota for the use of a university, as lies within 
the saidiboundariesf the Staie of South ota, is hereby granted and confirmed 
to said cat Gee pempens, ane, Se Of ition thereto, a sufficien 
sections to make a total re If any of the a by said act 
of February 18, 1881, and lying thin the boundaries of State, have been 
gall nates Se e provisions reof, then the proceeds thereof shall go to said State 

uo so 
_ SEC 9 sack eee > oe as ees aa gooeians 
n section act, are gran said State use an 
1 sald State, and 


<i aera sierra aren ene 


rial Legislatures. Any money hereby appropriated not necessary for such pur- 
pose shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

Seo. 19. That the constitutional conventions may, by ordinance, provide for 
the election of full State governments, including members of the 
and Representatives in Con ; but said State governments shall remain in 
abeyance until the constitutions framed by said conventions shall have been 
approved by Cengress. In case the constitution of any of said proposed States 
shall be ratified by the people, but not otherwise, the lature thereof may 
assemble, organize, and elect two Senators of the United States; and the gov- 
ernor and secretary of state of such proposed State shall certify the election to 
Congress; and when the constitution so framed is approved by Congress, and 
such State admitted into the Union by special act of Con therefor, the Sen- 
ators and Representatives shall be admitted to seats in Congress, and to all the 
rights and privileges of Senators and Representatives of other Statesin the Con- 
gress of the United States; and the State governments formed in pursuance of 
taid constitutions, as provided by the constitutional conventions, I proceed 
to exercise ali the functions of State officers; and all laws in force made by said 
Territories at the time of their admission into the Union shall be in force in 
paid States, except as modified or changed by this act or by the constitutions of 
the States, respectively. 

Src, 20. That the constitutional convention to assemble in the Territory of 
Now Mexico, as hereinbefore provided, shall submit to the people, asa separate 
prernenien, to be voted upon at the same time that the vote upon the constitu- 
ion is taken, the question of nging the name of the State from that of the 
Biate of New Mexico to that of the State of Montezu and if a majority of 
voters shal! be in the affirmative the name of the State 1, upon featintuaen, 
be Montezuma; and all the powers, rights, peivisere, genets, and obligations 

rtaining under this act to the State of New Mexico attach to, be vested 


re ’ 
ted, together with twenty sections more of the pria‘ed pubic land 
Che selected as herein provi , to the State of South ota for the pu 


Src. Ll. That 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of sales of all public lands 
by the United States within the limits of the said State, prioror su uentto th 

of thisact, after deducting all expenses incident to the same, be, and 
samme i hereby, granted to the said State of South Dakota for the support 
public schools. 


2, aad imposed upen the State - —pneeen and the Lee EE ean ano all mineral land shall beexcepted from the grants provided for 

on of Washi Territory shall, ike manner, an e su * 

mit to the people the question of changing the name of that State from Wash- | Sxc. 13. That immediately after the taking effect of this act the governor and 
agton to ma. 


ec. 21. That all acts or of acts in conflict with the provisions of this act, 
—e by the Legislatures of said Territories or by Congress, are hereby 

Amend the title 90 as to read: “A bill to enable the of Dakota, Mon- 
tana, Washington, and New Mexico to form constitutions State governments 
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shall also, in addition thereto, select a number of sections equal in number to 
the total number of sections nted in this act for other than common-school 
pu ; and when such selections shall have thus been made said officers 
Pnall certify a list of the same to the Secretary of the Interior, and if the same 
shall be approved by him the title to the same shall vest in the said State of 
South Dakota. 

Sec. 14. That all lands herein granted for common-school purposes shall be 
gold only at public sale and ata price not less than $5 per acre and in parcels 
not exceeding one quarter-section to any one person, the proceeds to constitute 
a@ permanent school fund, the interest of which is only to be expended in the 
— of common schools, ‘ 

. 15. That the State of South Dakota shall constitute one judicial district, 
which shall be called the district of South Dakota, and the circuit and district 
courts therefor shall be held at the capital of said State for the time being. The 

udge of said district shall receive a yearly of $5,000, payable in four equal 
stallments, on the Ist days of January, a. uly, and October of each year, 
and shall reside in his district. There shall be appointed clerks of said courts, 
who shall k their offices at the capital of said State. There shall be ap- 
inted for said district one district judge, one United States attorney, and one 
nited States marshal. The regular terms of said courts shall be held at the 
lace aforesaid, on the first Monday in April and the first Monday in November 
sedleod Ge tes clghih foticiel cioeas ant caly one grand jury and one petit fury 
to eight reuit, and only one grand jury and one petit jury 

be summoned in both of said courts. 

aE Che jadoss Uninpal cbapouitveld. taal pansuss fide qune powers ond Juris 
an e ju 4 vely, possess jthe same powers and jur 
diction and perform the same duties possessed and required to be performed b 
the other circuit and district courts and judges of the United States, and shall 
be governed by the same laws and regulations. 

Sec, 17. That the marshal, district attorney, and clerks of the circuitand dis- 
trict courts of the said district of South Dakota, and all other officers and other 
persons ne duty in the administration of justice therein, shall severally 
possess © powers and perform the duties lawfully possessed and required to 

performed by similar officers in other districts of the United States, and shall 
for the services they a perform, receive the fees and compensation allowed 
by law in the State of Nebraska to other similar officers and persons performing 


SEc, 18, That that eon of the Territory of Dakota not included within the 
boundaries of said S' upon the admission of said State of South Dakota into 
the Union shall, until otherwise provided by act of Con continue as a Ter- 
ritory by the name of North Dakota; and all provisions of the acts of Congress 
and of the Legislative Assembly ofsaid Territory of Dakota, not local! inappli- 
eable, shall continue therein in full force and effect the same as though no por- 
tion of the Territory of Dakota had been admitted into the Union; and the 
vernor, secretary, United States marshal, and district attorney of the present 
erritory of Dakota shall continue to hold and exercise their respective offices 
within and for said Territory of North Dakota; and the chief-justice and three 
of the associate justices, to be designated by the President lcontinue to hold 
and exercise their respective offices for and within said Territory of North Da- 
holes one temporarily ,and until otherwise provided by the ative Assembly 
of Territory of North Dakota, the governor, chief justice, and secretary 
thereof may divide said Territory into judicial districts and assign the judges 
thereto, and into twenty council and representative districts, and apportion 
the representation therein to which each district shall be entitled in the Legis- 
lative Assembly: Provided, however, That the act of Congress approved March 
3, 1879, creating the fourth judicial district for the Territory o: ota, shall 
not apply to the Territory of North Dakota. 

Sec. 19. That all cases of appeal or writ of error heretofore prosecuted and now 
pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon any record from the 
supreme court of the Territory of Dakota, or that may hereafter lawfully be 

uted from said court, may be heard and determined by the said Supreme 

urt of the United States; and the mandate of execution or of further proceed- 
ings shall be directed b the Supreme Court of the United States to the circuit 
or district court of the district of South Dakota, or to the supreme court of the 
State of South Dakota, or to the supreme court of the Territory of North Dakota, 
as the nature of the case may require ; and each of said last-mentioned courts, 
res ively, shall be the successor of the supreme court of the Territory of Da- 
kota as to all such cases, with full power to proceed with thesame and to award 
mesne or final process therein; and that from all judgments and decrees of the 
supreme court of the | aot Dakota prior to the admission of said State 
the parties tosuch judgment shall have the same right to prosecute yom and 
writs of error to the Supreme Court of the United States as they shal ve had 
by law prior to the admission of said State into the Union. 

Sec, 20. That in respect to all cases, proceedings, and matters pending in the 
supreme or district court of the Territory of Dakota at the time of the admission 
of said State into the Union, whereof the circuit or district courts by this act es- 
tablished might have had jurisdiction under the laws of the United States had 
such courts existed at the time of the commencement of such cuses, the said cir- 
cuit and district courts, respectively, shall be the successors of said supreme and 
district courts of said tory ; and in respect to all cases, proceedings, and 
matters a the limits of the Territory of North ota, the courts of 


North Dakota tory shall be the successors of the courts of the Territory of 

; and all the reco: indictments, and proceedings relating thereto 
shall be transferred to said circuit, district, and Territorial courts, respectively, 
and the same shall 


be proceeded with therein in due course of law: Provided, 
however, That in all civil acti roceedings in which the United 
, such made a the written 
= © parties to such action or proceeding in the proper 
co 
Src, 21. That the Legislature provided for in said constitution shall have the 
power to provide, by an act to that effect, for the transfer of all actions, cases, 
ings, and matters pending in the supreme or district courts of the Ter- 
ritory of ota at the time of the admission of the said State of South Dakota 
into the Union, arising within that part of the said Territory of Dakota herein 
prescribed as the eee new State of South Dakota, and not included within 
the provisions of forego sections, to such courts as shall be established 
shall oa by reseon ¢ fs Senin dae urts, but shall Re ieocsen neu ed At 
of any n co wit 
in the State courts according to the laws thereof. 

That the following division of the public debt of the former Territory 
of Dakota is made: All the public indebtedness thereof which has been incurred 
for rpow of public institutions within the limits of the State of South Da- 

l be assumed and paid by the said State of South Dakota. The said 
of South Dakota shall make immediate provision for the settlement of 
indebtedness. All the remaining funded indebtedness of the former Ter- 

Dakota shall be and remain a debt of the Territory which this act 
the remaining 

Territory of North provisio 
ent of said indebtedness. One-half of the funds remaining in the 
the Territory of Dakota at the passage of this act, and of all receipts 
from taxes im) by former Legislatures thereof, less the expense of collect- 
and after the payment of any unfunded indebtedness that may be a charge 
nst the same, shall be paid by the treasurer of said Territory to the treasurer 
the State of South Dakota. Al! archives and records of the former Territory 


FEsgeers 
ie bs 


of Dakota now in the custody of the secretary or governor of said Territory shall 
be turned over by said officers to the governoror the secretary of the said Staté 
of South Dakota: Provided, That the State of South Dakota shall furnish to the 
Territory of North Dakota full and accurate copies of all such archives and rec- 
ords at the cost of said State of South Dakota. 

Sec. 23. That until otherwise provided by act of the Legislative Assembly 
of said Territory of North Dakota, the city of Bismarck shall be the place of 
holding the sessions of the Legislative Assembly therein, which place shall be the 
capital of said Territory until changed by such Legislative Assembly; and the 
governor thereof shall also have power to designate temporarily, and until 
otherwise provided by the laws of said Territory of North Dakota, the places in 
the first, second, and third judicial districts whereat the district courts shall ex- 
ercise the jurisdiction of district and circuit courts of the United States. 

Sec. 24. That in accordance with the stipulations contained in section 5 of 
article 13 of said constitution of said State of South Dakota, there is hereby a 

rtioned to the State of South Dakota, and said State shall assume, be liable 

or, and pay, all the indebtednessof the Territory of Dakota incurred for public 
buildings of the Territory which are built and situated, or which are provided 
by law to be built, within the limits of said State; and the Territory of North 
Dakota shall assume and be liable for all the indebtedness of the Territory of 
Dakota incurred for public buildings of the Territory which are built and situ- 
ated, or which are provided by law to be built, within the limits of said Terri- 
tory of North Dakota. 
Sec, 25, That there is hereby granted to the Territory of North Dakota so 
many sections of the unappropriated public lands lying within said Territory 
as will, with the other lands lying therein selected and set apart under the act of 
February 18, 1881, make the full amount of seventy-two sections, such additional 
sections to be selected and set apart under the provisions of said last-named act 
and for the use therein mentioned ; and any other grants heretofore made by 
act of Con , to the Territory of Dakota, for any purpose, of lands lying 
within the limits of said Territory of North Dakota, are hereby confirmed to 
said Territory of North Dakota for the same uses and in the same manner as 
the same were granted to said Territory of Dakota. 

Sec. 26, Provided, however, That inasmuch as by this act the name of the State, 
which was adopted by the constitutional convention recited in the preamble 
hereto, has been changed from that of the State of Dakota to the State of 
South Dakota, and the boundaries of said State have been modified in this act 
by the change thereof, east of the Missouri River from the forty-sixth parallel 
of north latitude to the seventh standard parallel, before said State of South Da- 
kota shall be admitted by her representatives to the Congress of the United 
States or be entitled to the other rights and privileges of a State in the Union, 
there shall be submitted to a vote of the people of the proposed State of South 
Dakota the question of the acceptance or the rejection of said amended bounda- 
ries and name; and to that end an election is hereby ordered to be held by the 

ualified electors of said portion of said Territory of Dakota included within 
the boundaries of said proposed State, on the 9h day of April, 1889, upon 
which day there shall be submitted to said electors the following propositions: 
Fi Is the name of the State of South Dakota accepted? Second, Is the pro- 
posed change in boundaries east of the Missouri River to the seventh stand- 
ard parallel accepted? The form of the ballots to be used shall be as follows: 
Change of name to South Dakota accepted. Yes. Or, changeof nameto South 
Dakota accepted. No. Change of boundaries toseventh standard parallel east 
of the Missouri River accepted. Yes. Or, change of boundaries to seventh 
standard parallel east of the Missouri River accepted? No. 

Src, 27. That at the time of the election herein provided for, the people of 
said pro State of South Dakota shall have submitted to them, for their 
ratification or rejection, the constitution heretofore stated as having been 
formed and adopted, together with each of the separate articles thereof, in con- 
formity with the schedule of said constitution, not including the selection of 
the temporary seat of government, and at said election there shall be elected 
the State, judicial, and other officers and members of the Legislature of the said 
State of South Dakota, provided for in the constitution of said State; and also 
two Representatives in the House of Representatives of the United States Con- 

; and ifa majority of the votes cast at said election upon the acceptance of 
th change of name and boundaries and of said constitution shall be in the 
affirmative, as hereinafter provided, the governor, judicial, and State officers 
thus elected shall have power to at once qualify and enter upon the duties of 
their tive offices, and they and the members of the.egislature thus elected 
shall hold their offices until the next general election in November, 1890, un- 
less otherwise provided by the laws of said State, and until their successors are 
duly elected and qualified. The governor shall have authority to at once con- 
vene said Legislature,and said Legislature thus elected may, in the manner 
provided by law, elect for said State two Senators to serve in the Senate of 
the United States Congress, and the Representatives duly elected at said elec- 
tion provided for in this section, and the United States Senators thus chosen, if 
otherwise legally qualified, shall be admitted to represent said State of South 
Dakotain the Congress of the United States. 

Sec. 28. That said election shall be governed in all respects by the laws of the 
Territory of Dakota governing elections and the canvass and return of the votes 
thereof. Withintwenty days after the day of said election, the respective officers 
and county canvassers having by the law of the Territory of Dakota such duties 
in charge,shall make returns of the votes so cast for and against each of said 
propositions to the governor of said Territory of Dakota. And within ten days 
thereafter, or sooner, if the returns are all received by him, the said governor, 
ealling to his assistance the auditor and chief-justice of said Territory of Dakota 
shall with them said vote, and immediately certify the result thereof 
to the President of the United States, who shall issue his proclamation announc- 
ing the result of said vote. 

Src, 29. That if a majority of the votes cast at said election shall be in favor 
of the acceptance of both the change of name and boundaries, and also for said 
constitution, dless of the separate articles, then said State of South Dakota 
shall be deemed admitted into the Union of States on an equal footing with the 
original States in all respects whatever. And this act of admission shall then 
have full force and effect, and said constitution shall be deemed amended so as 
to conform to said chan: But if a majority of said votes so cast shall not be 
in favor of both of said propositions,and not in favor of the adoption of said 
constitution, then this act,so far as it relates to South Dakota, shall cease to 
have further force or effect. ‘ 

Sec. 30. That the inhabitants of that portion of the Territory of Dakota in- 
cluded and within the boundaries hereinafter designated as North Dakota be, and 
the same are hereby, authorized to form for themselves out of said portion of 
said Territory a constitution and a State Government, with the name of the 
State of No Dakota, which State, when formed, shall be admitted into the 
Union upon an equal ae with the original States in all respects whatso- 
ever, as hereinafter provided. ‘ 

Sec. 31. That the said State of North Dakota shall consist of all the territory 
included within the following boundaries, to wit: Beginning at the point of in- 
tersection of the eastern boundary line of the Territory of Dakota with the 
northern boundary line ofthe United States, and running thence southerly along 
the western boundary line of the State of Minnesota to its intersection with the 
seventh standard parallel of the Territory of Dakota ; thence west along the said 
seventh standard parallel to the Missouri River; thence up and | the left 
bank of said river at low-water mark to the forty-sixth degree of north latitude ; 
thence west to the twenty-seventh meridan of longitude west from Washington; 
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thence north apon said twen(y-seventh meridian of longitade to its intersection 


with the northern boundary line of the United States; thence easterly along 
the northern boundary line of the United States to its place of 
Snc, 82. That in order te secure the formation of such State government the 
qualified electors resident within said boundariesare hereby authorized, on the 
second Tuesday, the 9th duy, of April, 1889, and in conformity to the laws of 
the Territery of Dakota yo io the election ape =| officers as nearly as 
oticabie, and iv so far as they may be applicable, tocleet delegates possessing 
She quelifications of such electors within limite of said boundaries. That 
there shal! be elected at said election the following number of delegates,whoshali 
be apportioncd among and elected by the qualified voters of each organized 
county within said boundaries, the following number of delegates from such 
organized county, te wit: One delegate for each 3,000 inhabitants thereof, and 
nddition thereto; one delegate for the major part.of the fraction of said 3,000 in- 
habitants: Previded, however, That each organized county within said boun- 


darics shall be entitled to at least ene delegate. That said del shall each 
bean inhabitant of the county from which he may be elected. That it shall be 
the duty of the officers of the several counties herein named to provide for the 
election of said delegates, by calling and giving notice of said election and can- 
‘vases the returns thereof, as is provided for in the election of county officers, as 
near as the same may be applicable and pr.-cticabie. 

Soc. 83. That said delegates shall meet at Bismarck, in the Territory of Da- 
kota, on the second Tuesday of June, 1889, at 12 o’clock neen, and when 
ized shall deciare on behalf of the people of that portion of the Territory of Da- 
kvia within said boundaries hereinbefore set forth, that they the Consti- 
tation of the United Siates ; and thereupon said convention is authorized 
to iurm a constitution and State government for that portion of the Territory of 
Dakota within said described boundaries, and said State, when formed and or- 
ganized, shall be known and called the State of North Dakota: Provided, never- 
theless, That such constitatien shall be republican in form,and make no distinc- 
tion in civil and political rightson account of race or color, except.as to Indians 
mot taxed, and not repugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the 
principles of the Declaration of Ir : Prowided further, That such con- 
atitution shall provide that neither the money nor the credit of the State, or of 
any city, town, or other raunicipal corporation therein shall be given or loaned 
to or fn aid of any association, corporation, or private undertaking, and that 
the aggreguie debt of the State shall not at any time exceed $200,000: And pro- 
wided further, That such constitution sball provide that the Legislature of said 
State shall under no circumstances exempt any portion of the property within 
said State belonging to any corporation, except corporations organized for re- 
ligious and educational purposes, from taxation, and that no distinetion what- 
ever shall be made im the assessment and collection of taxes between an 
vidual and a corporation: And provided further, That said convention shall pro- 
vide by an ordinance. irrevocable without the consent of the United States and 
the peopie of said State, that perfect toleration and the free exercise of re- 
ligious sentiment shall be secured; that the inhabitants within said 
Stete de agree and declare that they forever disclaim all and to 
SeanesS public lands and the lands the Indians’ to which has 
beea extinguished by the United States lying therein, and that the same shall 
be and remain al the sole and entire disposition of the United States; that no 
tax shall be impesed by said State on lands er property therein belonging to the 
Daiited States, any Indinn tribe or Indians sustaining tribal er which 
may hereafter be purchased by the United States; and thatall 
within said State shall be and remain public highwaye free to all of the 
United States. 

Sec. 34, That seid convention, having formed such constitution as provided 
in this act, «hail provide by ordinance for submitting the same to the people of 
said State for their satisfaction or rejection, atan election to be held at such time 


i 


Same to the President of the United States, 
tattion and ordinances. 


mronts of this act, shal) thereupon transmit a y of said constitution and ordi- 
mavecs and result of said vote to Congress, and 
admitted into the Unien on an equal footing with the original States by aspecial 
act of Or ; for that purpose. 

Suc. 37. until the next general census said State shall be entitled to one 
Representative in Congress, 

Src. 88. That such Representativeand yernor and other officers that may 
be provided for in the constitution of said shall be elected ona te be 
fixed by said constitutional convention, and which may be the same as ene 
fixed for the submission of the propesod consi itution to the people for ratifica- 
tion or rejection as aforesaid, and that until said State officers are elected and 
— the Territorial officers shall continue to discharge the duties of their 
respective oftices. 

Suc. 39. That from and after the admission of said State intothe Union in 


Sc. 40, That the Legislature provided fo- in said constitation shall have the 


ing 
on be transferred io P with in the State courts according to the 
ws 


Jocated, for iegzisiative and 
Sec. 44 That fifty other sections of such lands, to be selected as aforesaid, are 


hereby likewise granted to said State for the erection, maintenance, and sup- 


port of a State penitentiary. 

Sac. 45. That other sections of such lands, to be selected as afore- 
said, are hereby iikewise to such State for the erection, maintenance, 
and support of a State 


y: 

Sec, 46 That 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of public lands lying 
within said State which shall have been made after the 30th day of June, 1880, 
shall be paid to said State for school purposes. 

Sec. 47. That all lands herein granted fer common-school purposes shall be 
sold only at public sale, and at a price not less than $5 per acre, and in parcels 
not exceeding one quarter-section to any one person, the to constitute 
a permanent school fund, the interest of which only is to be expended in the 
support of common schools. 


Sac. 49. That immediately after the taking effect of this act the governor and 
the commissioner of school and public lands of said State wr po to as- 
certain the number of sections | and 36 within the limits of said State which 
are mineral lands, or which have whe Fomyt ow appropriated to private 


and a district attorney of the United States shall be 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
ers, and duties as provided by law for similar officers in the other districts ex- 
eae ; that said district of Dakota shall be atiached 


performing duties in the administration of justice therein, shall pos- 
sess the powers and eaten he Sates heey, and required to be 
perforn:ed by similar officers in other districts United States, and for the 


as they shall had to such admission ; maaan hae enen aera ene 
Souter ee ee 
as 
Sac. 5. Se in the 


pe en ee ee ee en — 
mencement of such cases, the said circuit and district courts, \y, shall 
eee rent atinnae catiet ans bee ee all the 
files, records, indictments, and thereto shall be tranferred 
te said cireuit and district courts, the same shall be 

with therein in due course of law : however, That in all civil actions, 
causes, and proceedings, in which the U. we ne pene 
shall not be made except upon the written request of one of the parties to such 


tions shall besuch as’ by the laws of said Territories persons 


-— 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Sil 





several counties within the limits of the proposed States, in such districts as 
may be established as herein provided, in proportion to the population in each 
of said «counties and , 48 near as may be, to be ascertained at the time 
of making said rtionments by the persons hereinafter authorized to make 
the same, from the bestinformation obtainable, in each of which districts three 
delegates shall be elected, but no elector shall vote for more than two persons 
for delegates to such conventions; that said rtionments shall be made by 
the governor, the chief-justice, and the Un attorney of said Territo- 
ries ; and the governors of said Territories of Montana, Washi n, and New 
Mexico shall, by proclamation, orderan election of the delegatesaforesaid in each 
ofsaid last-named Territories, to be held on the Tuesday after the second Mon- 
day in May, 1889, which proclamation shall be issued at least thirty days prior to 
the time of said election ; and such election shall be conducted, the returns made, 
the result ascertained, and the certificates to ns elected tosuch convention 
issued in the same manner as is prescribed by the laws of these Territories regu- 
lating elections therein for Delegates to Congress. The number of delegates to 
said conventions respectively shall be seventy-five, and al! persons resident in 
said proposed States, whoare qualified voters of said Territories of Montana, 
Washington, and New Mexico, as herein provided, shall be entitled to vote upon 
the election of delegates and upon the ratification or rejection of the constitu- 
tions, under such rules and regulations as said conventions may prescribe, not 
in conflict with this act. 

Sze. 59. That the delegates to the conventions elected in the Territories of 
Montana, Washington, and New Mexico shall meet at the seat of government 
thereof on the 4th day of July, 1889, and, after organization, shall declare, on 
behalf of the people of said proposed States, that they adopt the Constitution 
of the United States; whereupon the said conventionsshal!l be, and are hereby, 
authorized to form constitutions and State governments for said proposed 
States, respectively. The constitutions of all the States named in this 
act shall be republican in form, and make no distinction in civil or political 
rights on account of race or color, except as to Indians noittaxed, and not be re- 
— to the Constitution of the United States and the principles of the Dec- 

tion of apes. And said conventions shall provide, by ordinances 
irrevocable without the consent of the United States and the people of said 
States, and said State of South Dakota is admitted into the Union of States upon 
the express conditions: 

First. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, and that 
no inhabitant of said States shall ever be molested in person or property on ac- 
count “i = a mode = reli tod ——_- . . a 

Second. at peo t proposed States do agree and declare 
that they forever di all right and title to the unappropriated public lands 
lying within the boundaries thereof, and to all lands lying within said limits 
owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes; and that until the title thereto 
shall have been extinguished by the United States, the same shall be and re- 
main subject to the disposition of the United States, and said Indian lands shall 
remain under the absolute jurisdiction and control of the Congress of the United 
States; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United States residing with- 
out the said States shall never be taxed at a higher rate than the lands belong- 
ing to residents thereof; that no taxes shall be imposed by the States on lands 
or property therein belonging to or which may hereafter be purchased by the 
Uni States or reserved for its use. But nothing herein, or in the ordinances 
herein provided for, shall preclude the said States from taxing as other lands 
are taxed any lands held or owned by any Indian who has severed his tribal 
relations, and has obtained from the United States or from any person a title 
thereto by patent or other grant, save and except such lands as have been or 
may be ted to any Indian or Indians under any act of Congress containing 
aprovision ee lands thus ted from taxation ; but said ordinances 
shall provide that all such lands be exempt from taxation by said State 
so long and to such extent as such act of Con may prescribe. 

Third. That the debts and liabilities of Territories shall be assumed and 


paid by the said States, vely. 

of systems of Pitie schools, hich shall & eo an che a 
w to ce ren 0 i 

States, and free f from sectarian control. “ = 


Sec. 60. That in case constitutions and State governments shall be formed in 
eompliance with the provisions of this act, said conventions forming the same 
sha! vide by ordinances for submitting said constitutions to the ple of 
said for their in or rejection, at an election to be held in each of 
said Territories of Montana, Washington, and New Mexico, at such time and 
under such as such conventions may prescribe, at which election 
the qualified voters of said proposed States last named shall vote directly for or 
against the proposed constitutions, and for or against any provisions separate! 
submitted. The returns of said elections shall be made tothe secretary of ea 
of said Territories, who, with thegovernor and chief-justice thereof, orany two 
of them, canvass the same; and if a majority of the legal votes cast shall 
be for the constitution, the governor snall certify the result to the President of 
the United States, together with a statement of the votes cast thereon and upon 
separate propositions, and a copy of said declaration, constitution, and ordi- 
nances, 


Sec. 61. That until the next 


law, said States of M ash 
one Representative tn tndhonen of 
for a 


census, or until otherwise provided by 
and New Mexico shall be entitled to 
tatives of the United States; and 
resentatives, together with the governors and other officers provided 
constitutions, may be elected on the same day of the election for the 
adoption of the constitution; and until said State officers are elected and quali- 
fied under the provisions of each ti mages , and the States, re- 
spectively, are admitted into the Union, the torial officers shall continue 
tod the duties of their ve offices in each of said Territories. 

Sc. 62. sections numbered lé6and 36 in every township of said proposed 
States of Montana, Washington, and New Mexico, and where such sections, or 
any parts thereof, have been sold or otherwise disposed of by or under the 
quietiay of any act of Congress, other lands equiva!ent thereto in legal sub- 
divisions of not less than uarter section, and as contiguous as may be to 
the section in lieu of which the same is taken, are hereby granted to said 
States for the support of common schools: Provided, That the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections embraced in permanent reservations for national purposes 
shall not at any time be subject to the grants nor to the indemnity provisions 
of this act, nor shall any lands embraced in Indian, military, or ot reserva- 
tions of any character, subject to the grants or to the indemnity visions 
of this act until the reservation shall have been extinguished and uth lands be 
restored to and become a part of thé public domain. 

Sec. 63. That when either or any of the proposed States shall be admitted into 
the Union in accordance with the provisions of this act, fifty sections of the uu- 
appropriated public lands within said State, to be selected and located in legai 
———— direction of the with the approval of the Sec- 


Legislature thereof, 
retary of the Interior, on or before the Ist day of January, 1 shall be, and 
are hereby, granted to said State for the purpose of erecti ublic buildings at 
the capital of said State for legislative, executive, and judi purposes. 


Sec. 4. That the States of New Mexico and Washington shall, 
have like ts for the erection of ° prtentiors. and subject to like terms 
and conditions as provided in the act of March 2, 1881, for the Territory of Da- 
kets. The penitentiary at Deer Lodge City, Mont., and all lands connected 
7 eee and set apart and reserved aude, are hereby granted to the State 

ontana, 

Src. 65. That 90,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as provided in 


vely, 


section 8 of this act, are hereby granted to each of said States of Montana, 
Washington, and New Mexico for the use and support of agricultural colleges 
in said States, as provided in the acts of Congress making donations of land for 
such purpose. 

Sec. 66. That 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lying 
within said States which shall be sold by the United States subsequent to the 
admission of said States into the Union, after deducting all the expenses inci- 
dent to the same, shall be paid to the said States, to be used as a permanent 
fund, the interest of which only shail be expended for the support of the eom- 
mon schools within said States respectively. 

Ec. 67, That all lands herein granted to the States of Montana, Washington, 
and New Mexico for educational purposes, except as hereinafter otherwise pro- 
vided, shall be disposed of only at public sale, and at a price not less than $10 
per acre, the proceeds to constitute a permanent school-fund, the interest of 
which only shall be expended in the support of said schools. But said lands 
may, under such regulations as the Legislatures shall prescribe, be leased for 
periods of not more than five years, in quantities not exceeding one section to 
any one person or company. 

Sec, 68. That the lands granted to the Territory of Montanaby the act cf Feb- 
ruary 18, 1881, entitled ‘‘An act vograntlandsto Dakota, Montana, Arizona, Idaho, 
and Wyoming for university purposes,’’ are hereby vested in the State of Mon- 
tana, to the extent of the full quantity of seventy-two sections to said State, and 
any portion of said lands that may not have been selected by said Territory of 
Montana may be selected by that State; but said act of February 18, 1881, shall 
be so amended as to provide that none of said lands shall be sold for less than 
$10 per acre, and the proceeds shall constitute a permanent fund to be safely in- 
vested and held by said States severally, and the income thereof be used exclu- 
sively for university purposes. And the lands,to the extent of two townships 
in quantity, authorized by the sixth section of the act of July 22, 1854, to be re- 
served for the establishment of a university in New Mexico, are hereby granted 
to the State of New Mexico for university purposes, to be held and used in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of this section. And such quantity of the lands 
authorized by the fourth section of the act of July 17, 1854, to be reserved for 
university purposes in the Territory of Washington, as together with the lands 
confirmed to the vendees of the Territory by the actof March 14, 1864, will make 
the full quantity of seventy-two entire sections, are hereby granted in like man- 
ner to the State of Washington for the purposes of a university in said State. 
None of the lands granted in this section shall be sold at less than $10 per acre; 
but said lands may be leased in the same manner as provided iu section 12 of 
this act. The schools, colieges,and universities provided for in this act shall 
forever remain under the exclusive control of the said States, respectively, and 
no part of the proceeds arising from the sale or disposal of any lands herein 
granted for educational purposes shall be used for the support of any sectarian 
or denominational school, college, or university. 

Sxc. 69. That all mineral lands shall be exempted from the grants made by 
this act. But if sections 16 and 36, or any subdivision or portion of any smallest 
subdivision thereof in any township, shall be found by the Department of the 
Interior to be mineral lands, said States are hereby authorized and empowered 
to select, in legal subdivisions, an equal quantity of other unappropriated lands 
in said States, in lieu thereof, for the use and benefit of the common schools of 
said States. 

Src. 70. That in lieu of the grant of land for purposes of internal {mprovement 
made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 4, 1841, which 
act is hereby repealed as to the States provided for by this act, and in lieu of 
any claim or demand by the said States, or either of them, under the act of 
September 28, 1850, and section 2479 of the Revised Statutes, making a grant of 
swamp and overflowed lands to certain States, which grant it is hereby de- 
clared is not extended to the States provided for in this act, and in lien of any 
grant of saline lands to said States of Montana, Washington, and New Mexico, 
the following grants of iand are hereby made, to wit: 

To the State of Montana: For the establishment and maintenance of a school 
of mines, 100,000 acres; for State norma! schools, 100,000 acres; for agricultural 
coHeges, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for that purpose, 50,000 
acres; for the establishment of a State reform school, 50,000 acres; for the es- 
tablishment of a deafand dumb asylum, 50,000 acres; for public buildings at the 
capital of the State, in atidition to the grant hereinbefore made for that purpose, 
150,000 acres. 

To the State of New Mexico: For the establishment of permanent water res- 
ervoirs for irrigating purposes, 250,000 acres; for the establishment of an insane 
asylum, 50,000 acres; for the establishment of State normal schools, 50,000 acres ; 
for the establishment of a school of mines, 50,000 acres; for the establishment of 
a deaf and dumb asylum, 50,000 acres; for the establishment of a reform school, 
50,000 acres. 

To the State of Washington: For the establishment and maintenance of a 
scientific school, 100,000 acres; for State normal schools, 100,000 acres; for public 
buildings at the State capital, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for 
that purpose, 100,000 acres; for State charitable, educational, penal, and reform- 
atory institutions, 200,000 acres, 

That the States provided for in this act shall not be entitled to any further or 
other grants of land for any purpose than as expressly provided in this act. 
And the lands nted by this section shall be held, appropriated, and disposed 
of exclusively for the purposes herein mentioned. in such manner as the Leg- 
islatures of the respective States may severally provide. 

SEc.71. That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this act shall 
be selected under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior from the sur- 
veyed, unreserved, and unappropriated public lands of the United States within 
the limits of the respective States entitled thereto. And there shall be deducted 
from the number of acres of land donated by this act for specific objects to said 
States the number of acres in each heretofore donated by Congress to said Ter- 
ritories for similar objects. 

Smc, 72. That the conventions herein provided forshall have the power to pro- 
vide, by ordinance, for the transfer of actions, cases, proceedings, and matters 

nding in the supreme or district courts of the Territories of Montana, Wash- 

ngton,and New Mexico at the time of their admission into the Union, arising 
within said Territories, respectively, to such courts as shall be established un- 
der the constitutions to be formed as provided in this act; and no indictment, 
action, or proceeding shall abate by reason of any change in the courts, but shall 
be proceeded with in the State courts according to the laws thereof. , 

Src, 73. That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, cut of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to each of said Territories for defraying the expenses of the said con- 
ventions, and for the payment of the members thereof, under the same rules 
and regulations and at the same rates as are now provided by law for the pay- 
ment of the Territorial Legislatures. Any money hereby appropriated not nee- 
essary for such purpose shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

Src.74. That the constitutional conventions may, by ordinance, provide for 
the election of full State governments, including members of the Legislatures 
and Representatives in Congress; but said State governmentsof North Dakota, 
Montana, Washington, and New Mexico shall remain in abeyance until the 
constitutions framed by said conventions shail have been approved by Congress, 
In case the constitution of any of said proposed States shail be ratified by the 
people, but not otherwise, the Legislature thereof may assemble, organize, and 
elect two Senators ofthe United States; and the governor and secretary of state 
of such proposed State shal) certify the election to Congress; and when the con- 
stitution so framed is approved by Congress, and such State admitted into the 
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Union by special aci of Congress therefor, the Senators and Representatives 
shall be admitted |to seats in Congress, and toall the rights and privile of 
Senators and Representatives of other States in the Congress of the United 
States; and the State governments formed in pursuance of said constitution, as 
wovided by the constitutional conventions, shall pr pees to exercise all the 
Nosteans of State officers; and all laws in force, made by said Territories, at the 
time of their admission into the Union, shall be in force in said States, except 
as modified or changed by this act or by the constitutions of the States, respect- 
ively. 

Sxc, 75. That the constitutional convention to assemble in the Territory of 
New Mexico, as hercinbefore provided, may submit to the people, as a separate 
proposition to be voted upon at the same time that the vote upon the constitu- 


tion is taken, the question of changing the name of the State from that of the 
State of New Mexico to that of such name as such convention may propose, and 
if a majority of voters shall be in the affirmative the name of the State shall, 
upon itsadmission, be Montezuma; andall the powers, rights, privileges, grants, 
and obligations pertaining under this act to the State of New Mexico shall at- 
tach to, be vested in, and imposed upon the State of Montezuma; and the con- 
stitutional convention of Washington Territory shall, in like manner, and with 
like effect, subminit to the people the question of changing the name of that State 
from Washington to Tacoma, 

Sec, 76. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this 
act, whether passed by the Legislatures of said Territories or by Congress, are 
hereby repeaied. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to enable the people of Dakota, Mon- 
tana, Washington, and New Mexico to form constitutions and State govern- 
ments and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States, to provide for the division of Dakota into two States, and to make dona- 
tions of _— lands to such States.” 

Amend further by striking out the preamble of said bill. 


By Mr. Cox: 


On pagos 4 and 5 of substitute strike out all after the word “second” to 
the end of the paragraph, and insert ‘‘the State of North Dakota shall be en- 
titled to one Representative in Congress and South Dakota shall be entitled to 
two Representatives in Congress until the apportionment under the eleventh 
census of the United States. 


By Mr. ADAMS: 


Amendment No. 1 to 8. 185: In section 1, line 7, strike out the words “South 
Dakota’’ and insert in lieu thepeof *‘ that part of the Territory of Dakota lying 
south of the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude.” 

Amendment No. 2: In section 1, line 8, strike out “subject, however, to the 
provisos hereinafter contained ” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘as the constitution 
of the State of South Dakota.” 

Amendment No.3: Strike cut sections 26, 27, 28, and 29, 


Mr. GIFFORD.: Before proceeding I wish toask unanimous consent 
that a memorial or petition of the convention of North Dakota be printed 
in the Recorp. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The memoria! is as follows: 
NOLTH DAKOTA'S REQUEST. 
Te the Senate and House of Represeniatives of the Uniled States Congress: 


The undersigned, a committee appoivted at a convention held in the city of 
Jamestown, Dak., on the 5th day of December, A. D. 1888, for the purpose of 
considering the question of division of said Territory and the admission into 
the Union of the northern portion thereof, at which convention all counties 
north of the seventh standard parallel of north latitude were represented, re- 
spectfully represent that said convention unanimously agreed that Dakota 

erritery should be divided on the seventh standard parallel; that the northern 
portion thereof should be speedily admitted into the Union of States; that it 
should be admitted under the name of North Dakota, and that the Fiftieth Con- 
gress provide for such admission. y 

Iilinois was admitted into the Union with a population of 34,420; Kentucky, 
73,077; Tennessee, 67,096; Ohio, 45,365; Indiana, 63,897; Missouri, 66,557; Mich- 
igan, 65,000; Florida, 64,000; Iowa, 78,819; California, 92,597; Oregon, 50,000; 
Nevada, 40,000; Nebraska and Colorado, 100,000; and Minnesota, 120,000, The 
eaid committee appointed as above state, as facts showing the qualifications of 
the said section of Dakota Territory for statehood, the following: 

North Daketa has an area of 72,000 square miles. It contains over 40,000 cul- 
tivated farms, or over 1,000,000 acres of cultivated land, showing the surprising 
fact that it contains nearly one cultivated farm for each voting lebabitant, and 
if admitted would be the ninth State in the Union in area of territory. 
in 1885 a population of 152,199, and from facts appearing from the assessors’ 
returns in 1885 it is shown to now have a population of more than 245,000, or 
more than twice the number required of any of the States above named, and 
more than six times as many as Illinois or Nevada contained when admitted 
to statehood. It has 700 manufacturing establish mentsof various kinds, 150,000 
head of horses and mules, and over 600,000 head of live-stock, 2,000 miles of 
completed railroads, 129 newspapers, more than 200 churches, 1,187 public 
school-houses, and an assessed valuation of $70,039,893, and paid a postal rev- 
enue in 1885 of $140,534. 

It has as public Territorial buildings: The capitol building at Bismarck ; hos- 
pial for the insane at Jamestown; the penitentiary at Bismarck, and North 
Dakota University at Grand Forks, costing in all more than $900,000, 

It has a Congregational college at Fargo; a Baptist college at Tower City; a 
Presbyterian college at Jamestown, and Ursalyn college at Grand Forks, 

There were raised in North Dakota in 1888 more than 20,000,000 bushels of wheat 
and 11,000,000 bushels of oats and barley. 

It is universally conceded that whenever any Territory possesses the qualifi- 
cations presented by North Dakota, such Territory shall be admitted into the 
Union on terms of equality with older States. 

North Dakota having attained to all the conditions of statehood according to 
any aud all precedents heretofore observed for the admission of States, these 
conditions should entitle its citizens by all laws and rules of civil government 
to the rights enjoyed by an equal population in any one of the States. Which 
rights can be long withheld without the eee of a great wrong, and 
which can find explanation only in the ability to inflict it, 

Now, therefore, the people of North Dakota, through its committee nted 
as aforesaid, without regard to political preferences, do most ly ask 

bodie: ll div a +s 


It had 


and petition your honorable es to enact such measures as w 
present Territory of Dakota on the seventh standard parallel. Passan en ng 
act or such other measure as will most —e for our adoption of a 
constitution, election of proper officers, and adm “7 oe Core of Stat 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I will first notice some of the obiec- 
tions raised by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to the 


of South Dakota, a complete record of eve: 





details or provisions of the constitution of the proposed State of South 
Dakota, and of the Senate bill. Some of these objections are of public 
importance, concerning the whole country, and no doubt must be ad- 
justed by Congress. His first objection is in regard to the vote cast upon 
the adoption of this constitution by our people. There were thirty-odd 
thousand votes cast upon the adoption of the constituton; and permit 
me to say that no greater or larger vote has been cast in the whole 
history of the admission of States upon the adoption of a first constitu- 
tion, with but one exception, and that was the State of Minnesota. 
The vote cast in Dakota was satisfactory to the people there. No objec- 
tion has ever been offered to it. It was a full, free, and fair vote. 

Now, in regard to the legislative apportionment under that consti- 
tution. This same answer which I shall make will apply to several 
of these objections. If the State of South Dakota, or the proposed 
State of South Dakota, had been admitted when it should have been, 
some years ago, these objections would not be tenable. They would 
not lie against the provisions of the constitution, provided that Dakota 
had been admitted into the Union during the first session of the Forty- 
ninth Congress. The adjustment of our legislative districts and all 
details in regard to the apportionment would have been perfectly 
proper and just. Of course they need readjustment, and if the delays 
in regard to the admission of Dakota be continued much longer we 
would need still further changes in the constitution. 

Another objection which the gentleman from Illinois makes is in re- 
gard to this election committee. I mean the committee to audit the 
expenses, etc:, of our constitutional convention. He says that extraor- 
dinary powers were conferred upon that committee. Mr. Speaker, not 
one word of criticism has ever been made upon the action of that com- 
mittee, nor upon the manner in which they performed or executed 
their duties—not one word of reflection has ever been cast upon them, 
and if they had extraordinary powers, then it redounds to their credit 
that they did not exercise those powers improperly. 

Another matter to which the gentleman from Illinois refers demands 
special attention. That is the question of the adjustment of the State 
debt and the disposition of the archives, etc. Our people have wisely 
provided for this very contingency. They propose not to suffer any 
such embarassnent as has been suffered by the States of Virginia and 
West Virginia in the past. They propose that this whole matter of the 
adjustment of the State debt and the disposition of the joint property 
shall be arranged, and I will read the provision of the Senate bill in 
regard to that: 

Suc. 24. That in accordance with thestipulations contained in section 5 of arti- 
cle 13 of said constitution of said State of South Dakota, there is hereby appor- 
tioned to the State of South Dakota, and said State shall assume, be liable for, 
and pay, all the indebtedness of the Territory of Dakota incurred for public 
buildings of the Territory which are built and situated or which are provided 
by law to be built within the limits of said State; and the Territory of North 
Dakota shall assume and be liable for all the indebtedness of the rritory of 
Dakota incurred for public buildings of the Territory which are built and situ- 


ated or which are provided by law to be built within the limits of said Terri- 
tory of North Dakota. 


Then follows the provision in regard to the Congress of the United 
States making further adjustment in case any matter shall remain un- 
provided for under this act. What better, what more business-like 
provision could you ask for than that? And our constitution further 
provides that there shall be furnished to North Dakota, at the expense 
hing they wish for, and 
we have to pay for that out of our own et. In this connection I 
wish to notice a provision in the substitute bill which will be found on 
page 5, the fifth subdivision of section 3. It says it shall be the duty 


of the constitutional conventions cf North and South Dakota to appoint 


a joint commission to be composed of not less than three members of 
each convention. Now, supposing they do not do that, what then? 
Why, this act fails. A part of the duty imposed upon those conven- 
tions is to do this and appoint thecommissioners. This is to be a joint 
body composed of three commissioners from North Dakota and three 
from South Dakota. Supposing they do not agree, there is no other 
body to which they can appeal. There is no provision made for any- 
thing further in regard to this, and in case of disagreement your bill 
fails and Dakota is not admitted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. That part of it 
fails, but that isall. That is not made a condition- ent. 

Mr. GIFFORD. It is oneof the duties to be performed by this con- 
vention. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, but if they should come to Co and say 
that they could not agree, we might let that pass; but I the duty 
should be urged upon them. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Supposing that they fail to agree, then what? 
py ee 
cay property ining property wo 
over us. Is not our provision a much better one? In case of a disa- 
greement there can be no readjustment of the joint debt. No appeal 
lies to anybody, and there is no provision in the omnibus bill for any 
other way of adjustment. 

Ours is a perfect act within itself. It leads to an absolute adjust- 
ment of every question that can arise in connection with this subject. 

These to amatiiet uestion here to which the gentleman has referred 
which seguinas aueeel mention, and that is found in subdivision 2, of 


1889. 
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section 4, in reference to Indian Jands and Indian property. I desire 
to say in this connection that this constitution and the Senate bill un- 
derwent severe criticism on this point in the Senate committee, and in 
the Senate itself when it was considered and discussed there. It is 
precisely the same provision that has been placed in the compact be- 
tween the States in several instances and the United States upon their 
admission to the Union. There can no trouble arise out of that pro- 
vision. Why, sir, our Territory has had jurisdiction over certain In- 
dians for many years, and those Indians have suffered no hardships in 
consequence. The provision is the usual one. 

But I want tocall attention now to the peculiar provisions of this sub- 
division of this section. I can not imagine where the gentleman from 
Tilinois found them or what he drew them from. They are most ex- 
traordinary. Why, sir, under this subdivision if a man who has a 
single drop of Indian blood in his veins holds a section of land we can 
not even lay out a highway over it. We can not exercise any right of 
eminent domain over the land, no matter whether he has held it one 
year, or twenty-five years, or fifty years; and every man is held to be 
an Indian who has Indian blood in his veins, and there are many such 
in Dakota. I will read the provision: 

Second. That the people inhabiting said proposed States do agree and declare 
that they forever disclaim all right and title to the unappropriated publié lands 


lying within the boundaries thereof, and to all lands lying within said limits 
ewned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes. 


We must have jurisdiction over these Indians to a certain extent. 

We are perfectly willing that the United States shall exercise juris- 
diction over the lands belonging to Indian tribes, and over all public 
lands. 
Under the Senate bill and the Constitution we will have no more 
jurisdiction over these matters than has the State of Michigan, Min- 
nesota, or any other State. 

Weare to recognize tribal relations in connection with Indians for only 
a very short time longer. Our proposed State can not submit or con- 
sent to any such provisions as these. 


Except such lands as have been or may be granted to anv Indian or Indians 
under any act of Congress containing a provision exempting the lands thus 


granted from taxation. 

That provision is all right. We have no objection to the usual pro- 
vision for the protection of Indians in their property, but extraordinary 
provisions of the character found in this bill are unjust and ought not 
to be made. 

I apprehend that if this bill fails it will be for other reasons than de- 
fects in the Sioux Falls constitution; or that the proceedings in connec- 
tion therewith are improper or ill considered in detail. I do not sup- 
pose that Congress, nor any Member or Senator, will undertake to dic- 
tate to a people the provisions of their constitution, except in such sev- 
eral matters as concern public policy and the spirit of our Government. 

If this bill for the admission of South Dakota as a separate proposi- 
tion fails in this House it will be because a majority of the members 
are unwilling to vote upon.and determine the claims of South Dakota 
for statehood, without coupling with it some other question which may 
determine the fate of the bill, without even touching the merits of Da- 
kota’s claim. Certainly, then, objections to our constitution can not 
have much weight in deciding this question. 

I am only surprised that more and greater objections have not been 

und to it. There have been for three years among the files of this 

ouse and the Senate complete, engrossed, and certified copies of the 
proceedings of the convention which framed this constitution; records 
of everything done, votes taken and wordsspoken in that convention, are 
now and have been for years here for inspection. All of the proceed- 
ings of our le in connection with this business from first to last are 
and have been for years a public record in possession of this House; and 
it appears that the only mistakes we have made are in not stating spe- 
cifically that a woman shall not be a judge, and that we have been too 
liberal with the right of suffrage. 

If gentlemen will take the trouble to examine the constitution of 
several States they will find identically the same provisions. 

Considerable stress is placed upon the fact that it is proposed to re- 
submit this constitution and many questions therein contained to a 
vote of the people of the proposed State. If this matter had been dis- 
posed of when it should have been, nothing would now be heard of 
these propositions. ; 

Our e, in connection with those of North Dakota, desire that 
the name ‘* Dakota ’’ shall attach tobothsections. We undertook in the 
beginning to satisfy some sentimental people concerning this matter 
of name, and we found it much more difficult to satisfy them than 
ourselves, and have gone back to our first love. Not a very serious 
matter—simply oue of adjustment, and only requires a formal vote of 
our people. I wish to say that our people desire the names of North 
and South Dakota. They are attached to the name of Dakota just as 
strongly as the members of a family or the people of a community or 
State are attached to a favorite name of theirown. And why should 
we not have it? If we are willing to live and grow up under these 
names, why not be permitted to do so? 

Undoubtedly our | gn prairies will bloom as brightly and our people 
be as prosperous and happy under another name; but why can not we 





be accorded the privilege that has been given to every family, tribe, 
city, community, and State since the ‘‘ morning stars sang together,’’ 
and have given us the name of our choice? It isglear to us, we are at- 
tached to it and we want it. It not only represents blizzards, but it 
represents warmth and sunshine; not only the hardships incidental to 
a frontier prairie life, but also as well a country of unexampled fertility 
and productiveness, and a people qualified and anxious to perform their 
whole duty in life, both to themselves and to the Government. 

Another formal question to be submitted is a slight change to our 
proposed northern boundary to a fixed, surveyed line, a difference of 
only three or four miles, perhaps. 

The other questions that were submitted to our people with the con- 
stitution as separate propositions it is proposed to resubmit to them. 
There is nothing unusual or strange about this. Quite likely it would 
have been done anyway about this time had we been admitted asa 
State three years ago, when we should have been. Among other prop- 
ositions we propose to submit the question of the location of the tem- 
porary capital. 

Among these questionsis prohibition. Our constitution provides for 
submitting amendments, provided a majority of the Legislature so de- 
termine. This was done that we might have, as the country grew, a 
ready means for amending the constitution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say again. if this bill fails it will be 
because gentlemen are unwilling to meet this question squarely. No- 
body will be misled, neither now or hereafter, by coupling with it the 
question of the admission of other Territories, to which some people 
have objections. 

The people of Dakota would like to see this question presented and 
decided upon its merits. South Dakota is satisfied with this constitu- 
tion and the State government they have provided for; and the people 
of North Dakota are perfectly willing this should be done. 

We want no further vote upon this question of division. Notevena 
petition, not even a letter, so far as I have heard, has been written or 
sent during the present session of Congress either protesting against the 
passage of the Senate bill or asking foranother vote on division. Our 
people are not asking for anything of the kind. 

The question is, will the House consider and pass upon the claims of 
our people for statehood as an independent proposition? It is conceded 
by all that we are fully prepared and qualified to enter the Union. 
This was conceded years ago, and still we live under a miserable, un- 
satisfactory, Territorial government. Our condition would be almost 
unbearable did we not feel that relief would soon be given. 

Think of a Territory containing 700,000 people, with a wealth of 
$320,000,000, as estimated by the governor of the Territory in his last 
report, with more than 4,500 school-houses, over 5,000 teachers, with 
a school fund of nearly $2,500,000 and a thousand post-offices. What a 
criticism upon the theory that our Government is in favor of home-rule 
and self-government Dakota furnishes! It costs us almost $700,000 per 
annum to support our Territorial government and public institutions. 
An average of almost $45,000 per annum of this is paid by the United 
States, and the balance is paid by our people and out of their own 
pockets. 

Not one of the officers who disburse and pay out these Territorial 
moneys is chosen by the people. Not one of them is responsible to the 
people for his official acts. Every one is appointed by a governor who 
comes from abroad. They are responsible only to those who appoint 
them, and not tothe people whose money they handle and whose laws 
they execute. Not a public officer in our Territory above county offi- 
cers is elected. Even clerks of court are appointed. 

In the matter of insufficiency of our courts, the sufferings of our peo- 
ple have been intolerable. Dockets are two and three years behind, and 
parties charged with crime have awaited in confinement for almost 
years a trial, simply because the judge had more business than he 
could possibly reach. Counties with many thousands of people and 
with populous towns have had no court at all, in some cases, and in 
many others not to exceed three days ina year. Crimes go unpun- 
ished and property rights are frittered away from sheer lack of sufficient 
courts. 

Dakota to-day is a province, and not a Territory, except in name; 
as much a province in the formation of its government as was ever at- 
tached to the British Empire. 

We are in no sense a Territory. We are ruled over by officers not 
of our choosing. We bear the expense of our own government, schools 
and all, to within $30,000 or $40,000 per annum, and our people pay 
more than three times these sums back into the Treasury as internal 
revenue. 

Even our postal service would be more than self-supporting were it 
not for the great transcontinental service across the Territory. Com- 
parisons are ofttimes instructive, but generally odious. I can scarcely 
forbear making a few comparisons between our Territory and some 
States; I mean our Territory as a whole. 

First, as to population, wealth, and material prosperity. The area of 
the proposed State of South Dakota will be about 75,000 square miles 
and North Dakota the same area or larger. The country is eminently 
an agricultural country throughout, and capable of supporting as dénse 
a population as any of the States adjoining us—Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
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Illinois, Iowa, or Nebraska—which can be easily shown by reference 
to the oflicial report on immigration of Dakota and official census re- 
ports, ‘ : er , 

The namber of farms in Dakota in 1885 was 50,235 in the south and 
31,781 in the north, according to the official census. From reliable 
data there are now nearly 70,000 in the south and over 40,060 in the 
north, 


The crop reports of 1887—those of 1888 are not in—show that we 
raised nearly 60,000,000 bushels of wheat and 25,000,000 bushels of 
corn, while hundreds of thousands of horses and cattle graze upon our 
boundless and fertile prairies. 


ln the matter of stock, we have more cattle than any one of twenty- 
one States; more horses than any oneof twenty States; more swine than 
any one of fourteen States; more sheep than any one of twelve States. 

In the matter of ba :king institutions, we have sixty-two national 
and tvro hundred and thirty-seven private banks; we have more banks 
than either one of twenty-eight States, including Indiana, Connecticut, 
California, Kentucky, Miunesota, Wisconsin, Texas, and Colorado. 

We have more than the eight States of North Carolina, West Vir- 
ginia, Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Delaware, and Ne- 
vada combined; more than twice the number credited to the States of 
Maine, New Jersey, New Hampshire, or Maryland; nearly three times 
as many as Georgia, Virginia, Colorado, or Tennessee combined; and 
more than the States of Vermont, Oregon, and all the Territories put 
together. 

in the matter of railways, we have nearly 4,500 miles of completed 
railroad in Dakota, and more than is contained in any one of twenty- 
five States of the Union that could be named, it being the thirteenth 
State in this regard. 

I do not care toenter upen a comparison of schoel-houses, educational 
institutions, and expenditures for educational purposes with otherStates. 

Suflice it to say that we have nearly, or quite, 4,500 school-houses, 
with about 5,500 teachers, and expended nearly $2,500,000 for school 
purposes, the proceeds of taxes raised by the people, or more than was 
expended by any one of twenty-two States in 1835. 

These figures and comparisons will give the House some idea of 
our population and wealth, which is so essential to every State and com- 
munity. 

But we have not neglected that important particular, which may be 
regurded as the foundation of true greatness in every State, the educa- 
tion of our children. 

Dakota may justly feel proud of her common-school system and the 
educational ad vantages which are placed within the reach of every youth 
of the Territory. 

We have two Territorial universities, three normal schools (Terri- 
torial), and an agricultural college, besides a school of mines and one 
for deaf-mutea, and also a very large number of sectarian colleges and 
academies belonging to diflerent religi denominations. 

In the matter of the value of school Dakota exceeds any one 
of twenty-three of the States. Not one dollar of money or aid have we 
received from the Government towards the su of our schools either 
from lands or in any other way. Our public lands are not yet avail- 
able for schoul pu 

As another evidence of the intelligence of our people, it is proper to 
state that we have in Dakota three hundred and fifty-two different 
newspapers, and more than are published in any one of twenty-three 
States. 

In the matter of post-offices, we have forty-six Presidential offices, 
and nine hundred and sixty fourth-class offices; a number equal to or 
exceeding that of any one of twenty-two States. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I grow weary of giving these statistics and 
comparisons, however interesting and instructive upon this question 
they may be. I could continue to do so indefinitely, and each compar- 
son given would only make stronger the argument in favor of the prop- 
csition I have presented. 

it must be remembered that the proposed State of North Dakota con- 
tains at least 300,000 people, and South Dakota 400,000, and that each 
of the proposed States contains a like proportion of the material wealth 
and educational advantages possessed by the whole Territory. 

North Dakota had a population, even under the census of 1885, which 
was Official, of 152,199, and South Dakota 263,465, and there have been 
added at least 150,000 people to each of the two sections since. 

It ts edmitted, indeed there can be no question, that so far as popu- 
lation is concerned in the matter of the admission of new States, the 
basis is that thereshall be a sufficient number to entitle them toa Repre- 
sentative in the lower House of Congress, and therefore there can be no 
question about the eligibility of each of the proposed States to admis- 
sioa so far as population, wealth, material prosperity, and capacity for 
self-government are concerned. 

The total vote of Dakota at the last election, held in November, 1888, 
for the election of Delegate to Congress was 114,500, of which nearly 
71,000 was cast in South Dakota and over 43,000 in North Dakota. 
There are something over forty counties in the Territory nnorganized, 

which contain a considerable population that is not allowed to vote. 
_ Ll append the following from the last report of the governor, 1888, 
in regard to our population: 


The population of Dakota in 1890, according to the national census of that 


| scarcely name a foreign country which is un 


year, was less than 5,000; im 1870 it was.14,181, showi 
decade of about 200 per cent.; in 1880 the number of inhabitants in the 


an increase "4 — 
hea 


tory amounted to 135,177, or an addition of 850 
now census, and five years later this num had , a8 shown by a 
ederal census, to 415,610, a gain of more than 200 per cent. in the period 


tween the years 1880 and 1885. 
tion since the Federal census of 


cent, to the population of the 


There has been no official count of the popula’ 
1885, and the only figures availiable forthe years 1886, 1887, and 1888 are estimates 
approximately correct, made by the commissioner of tion, and based 


im 
on the public-land entries as reported by the ten United States land offices within 
the Territory. : 


On June 30, 1886, the commissioner estimated the number of Dakota's inhabi- 
tants to amount to 500,000 souls. A year later, June 30, 1887, the same authority 
gave the Territory a population of 568,477; and his estimate for the year end 

une 30, 1888, indicates a gain, since the date of my last report, of 62,346, or 
population to-day of 640,823. This, of course, does not inelude Indians, Govern- 
ment employés, nor the other inhabitants of the numerous Indian and military 
reservations, which cover one-fifth of the entire area ofthe Territory. Add these, 


and the whole number of people within the boundaries of Dakota will approach 
closely to 700,000. 


The proportion of foreign-born to the entire ponsistivn is about one in three, 
or at least that was the ratio in 1885, as shown the Federal census,and there 


is no reason to nae it has changed very much with the increase during the 
three years since that enumeration. 


A majority of the settlers of foreign nativity are Scandinavians; next come 
the Germans, Canadians, Irish, and Russians in the order mentioned. One can 


ted among the inhabitants 
ofthe Territory. Colonies of Jews from Poland, Mennonites from Russia, Turks 


from Roumelia, natives from Iceland, and representatives of nearly every clime, 
color, and religious sect u the globe are here side by side in that 
struggle for home and independence which marks the better civilization of the 


Id. 
But as the admixtute of the brain and the brawn of the world has produced 
in our nation a yace which ranks in energy, intelligence, and all the distinguish- 
ing traits of civilization, just so has this commingling, in the settlement of Da- 
kota, of the best elements of foreign and native ambition and enterprise yielded 
its return in a prosperous people whose happy homes and well-tilled farmssur- 
round the thrifty villages, marked by towering spire of church and school. 

Mr. Speaker, what are the qualifications of a Territory or people 
for statehood? It is conceded that they must possess— 

Those conditions as to area, productiveness, capacity, pageition, loyalty, 
and good omy seve of her people as are in keeping and in harmony with the 
spirit of our Constitution and policy of oar Government. 

Does the proposed State of South Dakota possess these qualifications ? 
I need not reiterate what has been said os this in the many 
speeches and reports both in this and the other end of the Capitol. As 
I understand, there remains no question over our possessing these 
qualifications. 

Then, sir, have not the people of the State of South Dakota 
an absolute constitutional right to be admitted asa State? Weclaim 
it as a matter of right. In the language of the appeal that was made 
in behalf of California: 

These people uest admission to the Union asa State. They understand 
and estimate the tages which will accrue to them from such a connec- 


tion, while they trust they do not too highly eompute those that will be con- 
, . me the: 1 ppliants, do they bear 

not present mselves as su nor y 

with arrogance or presumption. They come as free American citizens, by 
treaty, by and by birth, and ask that they may be permitted to reap 
the common benefits, share the common ills, and promote the common welfare 
as one of the United States of America. 


of a Territory, qualified in all 
absolute constitutional right. Can there be any question regarding 
that proposition ? 

It is true there is no court or tribunal wherein the right may be 
tried or enforced. No decree can be rendered, no mandate 


with the wrong and injury of depriving us of statehood. 

Abuse of diseretion has dethroned kings, destroyed courts, and im- 
peached judges. It has frequently deprived parties of political power 
in the history of our own country. Our people have but one recourse 
left, if Congress does not give us justice, and that is to appeal to the 
popular sense and fairness of the American people at a general election. 
Let the people of the country understand the case of Dakota, which 
they in part do, and there can be no doubt of the result. 

Dakota was organized as a Territory in 1861, and was carved out of 
the Louisiana purebase. It was in the celebrated treaty 
between Napoleon as the tative of the French, and Jefferson 
ofour people, that the inhabitants of that region should have guarantied 
to them al! the rights of American citizenship, inel 


than the mere cession of territory to be ruled and governed as the 
United States should see proper. It contemplated, and the obligation 
was assumed on the part of our Government, to i and 
the people who might settle in the new Territory fall of 
citizenship, including self-government and statehood. 

The third article of the treaty is as follows: 

The inhabitants of the ceded shall be Union of 
ort aria sen aie ae mance ms meee aie eeeat 
lanunitien of citizens of the Dated beten and inthe oan tee they 4; 


intained and ected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 
the calighens satin thamtenetiat. 
What can be than this 


? 
Is there any ‘‘ discretionary ”’ in this stipulation, provided it 
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is conceded the necessary conditions regarding pepulation, intelligence, 


ete., exist? 
This of the treaty was in harmony with a policy this Gov- 


ernment adopted at and even before its formation. 

Some before, and prior to the adoption of the Federal Constitution, cer- 
tain of the States had ceded and re to the United States all of their 
several claims to a vast region which nerthwest of the river Ohio. In order 
to eevee this territory, and also to inevitably destine to admission into the 
U the commonwealths which it was clearly seen would arise within it, the 
ordinance of 1787 was enacted. This revered instrument, like the Constitution 
which immediately followed it, was framed by statesmen who “ looked into the 
seeds of time to see which would grow and which would not.” [ft also 
provided in most icit language of law and of inviolable compact that the 
communities to come into being in that territory should, under cer- 
tain conditions, be entitled to enter the Union as it then was, without the for- 
mality of special precedent license. 


The foregoing is taken from the remarks of Senater DAVIS upon this 
— 
The ordinance of 1787 provided as follows: 


Sec. 18. And for extending the fundamental principles of civil and religious 
liberty, which form the basis whereon these ee ikt a 
tions, are erected; to fix and establish those principles as the basis ef all laws, 


and governments which 


general 
Sec. 14. It is hereby ordaimed and declared by the authority aforesaid that the 
articles shall be eonsidered as articles of con:pact between the origi- 
nal States and the people and the States in said Territory, and forever remain 
unalterable, except by common consent, to wit: 
* * * + o * 


Whenever any of States shall have 60,000 inhabitants 
shall be admitted its inte the Congress of the U 
= equal footing with the original States in all respects 


such State 
States, on 


_ and shall be 
to form a permanent eonstitution and State government. 


irginia, with a ity that has been ef im- 


tory out of which the great and populous States of Ohio, Indiana, Mich- 
' igan, and Illinois were taken. 

This ordinance was over and over again extended after the adoption 
of the Federal Constitution te territery of which Dakota now forms a 


part. 

We see, upon examination, that the ordinance of 1787 and the Lou- 
isiana treaty have been successfully and repeatedly used as authority 
for the right of new States to be admitted to the Union. Ne better 
authority or language regarding the duty of Congress to admit new 
States need be given than the following from ChiefJustice Taney in 
the Dred Scott case (19 Heward, 446): 


have been made over and over again and sustained 
in of other States based upew this article of the treaty quoted 
above, and also upen the ordinance of 1747, and their application te ns. 


The ordinance of 1737 gave to the Northwestern Territory at first a colonial 
—_ of government. The = legislative, and powers were 


mgress. But this was of necessity and tem- 
were found in the disteist,authority was 


admitted, by its 

equal footing with the original tes in all respocts whatever, 
at liberty to form a permanent constitution and State government: 
¢ ecoustivution and government so to be formed shail be republican 
conformity to the principles contained in these articles; and so far as it 
, consistent with the eral interest of eonfederac 
yon and when there may be a 
habitants in the State than 60,900." ~ 


I t 


y. shal 
Jess number of free in: 


act of Congress passed April 20, 1836 (5 Stat. the Territory 
Wisosnsin —- aan and eet ee its ao perhaps A 
“ arr. eet anes ol ~ of Dakota. —' l2 of that eeetet 
fret Territory by tho ord [380 fo. the inhabitants of the Territory of 
which embr of east of the Missouri and White Berth 
a roe ee Sana, Ce Sates 
ple the and advantages 0 ‘ordinance of 787, al 





ee 


eee ee east tt tC CC CL LT 


The ordinance of 1787 was a wise and-beneficent compact. 
certain rights to the people who should settle the western wilderness, and 
among the must valuable of these was the right toform a State governmentand 
to be admitted on termsef equality to the Unionof the States, The hardy men 
and women who pushed baek our frontier and developed the vast resources of 
the West were to be alse builders of States. We do not stop te discuss at any 
Iength the question whether one of these States contemplated by the ordinance 
of 1787 eould become de jereand de facto » State without the sanction of Cen- 

ress, The existence of a State is a politien fact, and imvelves the admission of 
ts Senators and Representatives to the Congress of the United States, Again, 
by the terms of the eompact the right of admission as a State was upon the 
eondition that “the constitution and government so to be formed shall be 
republican and in conformity to the prineiples contained in these articles.’’ 
Congress must judge whether these conditions have been complied with, 


It guarantied 


Whatever views may be entertained by the committee regarding a 
strict construction ef the Louisiana treaty and the ordmanee of 1787, it 
certainly will strike the average mind that Congress is under an ‘‘im- 
perious moral obligation’ to admit both Nerth and South Dakota as 
States into the Union, if the conditions as to area, produetion, eapacity, 
population, good disposition towards the Government and institutions 
of the country are found to exist. 


It appears that Dakota comes within the provision beth ef the ordi- 
nance and the treaty. 


Time and again have Territories within the great region included 
within the ordinance and treaty proceeded, as we have done in Seuth 
Dakota, in the formation of a constitution and State government with- 
out authority of Congress, and ever and over agaim have this treaty 
and ordinance been quoted and invoked as authority therefor. 

New, what is the history of other Territories regarding this matter 
of admission ? 


By the act of March 25, 1801, the Louisiana purchase was divided into two 
Territories. That i north of the thirty-thied paraliel of latitude was 
constituted the Territery of Orleans. 

By the act of March 2, 1805, a Territorial government was instituted for this 
Territory, and it was ordained that the inhabitants thereof “ shail be entitled to 
enjoy all the rights, privileges, and advantages seeured by such ordinanmer (1757) 
and now enjoyed by the inhabitants of the Mississippi Territory.”’ 

This act further provided that— 

“The inhabitants of the Territory shall be authorized to form for themselves 
&@ constitution and State government, and be admitted inte the Union upen the 
footing of the origimal States in all conformably to thethird article of the 

of Paris. * * * Provided, Thatthe constitution shall be republican in 

form and not inconsistent with the ordinance of 1787,s0 far as the same is made 

tothe Territory of Orleans: Provided, That Congress shall be at liberty 

at any time prior to the admission of the inhabitants of the said Territory to the 

rights of a separate State, to alter the boundaries thereof as they shall judge 

proper, except only that mo alteration shall be made which shall proerastinate 

the peried for the admission ef the inhabitants thereof to the rights of a State 
government according to the previsions of this act.’’ 

It will have been ebserved that the provisions of the erdinance of I787 were 
extended to the Territory of Louisiana te the same extent that they were en- 
joyed by the imhabitants of the Territory of Mississippi. 

‘The application of this ordinance to that Territory was by the act of April 7, 
1793, auc it provided that the people of the Territory of Mississippi— 

“Shall be entitled to enjoy all and siucular the rights, privileges, and advan- 
tages — tothe people of the Territory of the United States nerthwest of the 
river Ohio” — 

By the ordinance of I787— 

“in as full and ample a manner as the same are possessed and enjoyed by the 
people of the last-mentioned Territory.’ 

‘The Territory of Missouri was established by the set of June 4, 1812. By im- 
plieation these rights were continued to the people of that Territory, the act 
repealing only the repugnant portions of the acts in reference to the Territory 
of I ae 

The present Territery of Dakota has been, in part, successively a part of the 
Terrtories of Missouri. Michigan, W iseonsin, Iowa, and Minnesota, and in part 
of the Louisiana pureltase. By the act of June 29, 1834, all that region north of 
Missouri, and east of the Missouri River, and west of the Mississippi River, and 
south of the northern boundary of the United States, was attached to the Ter- 
ritory of Michigan by an act which provided that — 

‘* Phe inhabitants therein shail be entitied tothe same privilegesand immuni- 
ties, and be subjeet te the same laws, rules, and regwiatiows, in all respects, as 
the other citizens of Michigan Territory.’’ 

By act of Aprih 20, 1836, this region hast described was transferred to the Ter- 

ef Wisconsin, and it was provided— 

* That the inhabitants of the said Territory shall be entitled to and enjoy all 
and singular the rights, privileges, and advantages granted and secured to the 
people of the territory of the United States north west of the Ohio River, by the 
artieles of the compact contained in the ordinance for the government of the 
suid territory, passed on the i3th day of July, 1787.” 

lows became a Territory by the act of June 12, 1838, and comprised all the 


Territory of Wisconsin west of the Mississippi River end west of a line drawn 
due nm from its headwaters tothe international boundary. Thisact provided 
that— 

** The inhabitants of the said Territory shall be entitled to all the rights, privi- 


leges, and immunities heretofore 
consin and its inhabitants.” 

All of the region in question had previously been part of the Territory of 
Michigan, under the statute enacted in 1834, which so extended the western 
boundary of that Territory as to eomprise all of the territory between the north- 
ern line of Missouri and the northern international boundary lying east of the 
rivers Missouri and White Earth. 


granted and secured to the Territory of Wis- 


Michigan had been a Territory ever since 1805, by an act which declared 
that— ir ; 

* The inhabitants thereof shall be entitled toall and singular the rights, priv- 
jleves, and advantages granted and secured to the people of the territory of the 


United States northwest of the Ohie River by the said ordinanee’’— 

Of 1787. 

In 19 the above portion of Dakota beeame part of the Territory of Minne- 
sota, under an act for the Territorial government, whieh ordained that the 
inhabitants of the Territory ‘‘shall be entitled to all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities granted and secured to the Territery of Wiscousin and its iniabit- 


yo which, a3 has been shown, were these conferred by the ordinance of 
1787, both by the ordinance itself and by subsequent re-enactment of its terms, 
It thus appears that Dakota stands upon the equities of both the ordinance 
and treaty. , 
By the act of May 26, 1790, the ordinance of 1787 was extended to all of the 
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territory south of the Ohio River. It constituted all of that region one district 


for the purposes of temporary government— . 

“ The inhabitants of which shall enjoy all the privileges, benefits, and advan- 
tages set forth in the ordinanée of the late Congress tor the government of the 
territory of the United States northwest of the river Ohio.” 


By the act of August 14, 1848, Oregon and its inhabitants were invested with 
the “rights, privileges, and advantages ” of the ordinance of 1787. 

The preamble to the constitution of Arkansas, adopted in 1836, asserted— 

“The right of admission into the Union by virtue of the treaty of cession by 
France to the United States of the province of Louisiana.”’ 

Im the case of Kansas, the preamble of the Topeka constitution asserted— 

The right of admission into the Union by virtue of the treaty of cession by 
France to the United States of the province of Louisiana.” 

The same assertion of right under the treaty is found under the Lecompton 
constitution. It was also put forth in the Minneola or Leavenworth constitu- 
tion. 

Turning to another passage of our diplématic history which records the ac- 
quisition of territory by treaty, it is found that the treaty with Spain, concluded 
in 1819, by which the United States uired the Floridas, contains this article : 

“Ant. 6, The inhabitants of the terrt 
to the United States by this treaty shall be incorporated 


munities of the citizens of the United States.” 


Accordingly, in 1839, Florida adopted a constitution, the preamble of which 


deciares that— 


** We, the people of the Territory of Florida, having and claiming the 
admission inte the Union as one of the United States of America, co’ nm 


with the principles of the Federal Constitution, and by virtue of the treaty of 
amity, settlement, and limits between the United States of America and the King 


of Spain.” 


The treaties with France and Epain became, by constitutional mandate, the 


supreme laws of the land, and so remain to this day. 
The ordinance of 1787 was extended by act of Congress, May 26, 1790, 
to the territory south of the Ohio River. 


The case of Tennessee is of the utmost importance in considering this 


question, because it establishes beyond a possible doubt the right of 


our people to form a constitution without authority of Congress. 


A convention met at Knoxville, January 11, 1796, for framing a State 


constitution. A committee was appointed to frame aconstitution, and 


a bill of rights was reported to the convention within a few days. The 
labors of the convention were completed on the 6th of February by the 
adoption of a constitution, and on the 19th an Sea copy was for- 
warded to President Washington with a notification that on the 28th 
of March the Legislature of the proposed State would meet to act on 
the constitation, and on that day the temporary government estab- 
lished by Congress would cease. 


Thus, nearly a hundred years ago, a people took position far in ad- 
vance of Dakota to-day. There was no pretense on their part that an 
act of Congress, even, was necessary to admit a State to the Union. It 
was the proposed State government or nothing with them. They so 
distinctly notified the Government. Neither was there any arrogant 
claim on their part. They relied squarely upon the same authorities 
that Dakota relies upon to-day, and their claim was successful after an 
energetic discussion and considerable opposition. Washington referred 
the matter to Congress with the following message: 


GENTLEMEN OF THE SENATE AND OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES: By an 
act of Congress passed on the 26th of May, 1790, it was declared that the inhab- 
itants of the territory of the United States south of the river Ohio should enjoy 
all the privileges, benefits, and advantages set forth in the ordinance of Con- 
gress for the government of the territory of the United States northwest of the 
river Ohio; and that the government of said territory south of the Ohio should 
be similar to that which was then exercised in the northwest of the 
Ohio, except so far as was otherwise provided in the conditions expressed in 
an act of Cage passed the 2d of April, 1790, entitled “An act to accept a ces- 
sion of the claims of the State of North Carolina to a certain district of western 
territory.” 

Among the privileges, benefits, and advantages thus secured to the inhabit- 
ants of the territory south of the river Ohio appear to be the right of forming a 
rmanent constitution and State government, and of admission as a State, 

ts dele 8, into the Congress of the United States on an equal footing wi 
the original States in all whatever when it should have therein 60,000 
free inhabitants, provided the constitution and government to be so formed 
should be republican, and in conformity to the principles contained in the arti- 
cles of the said ordinance. 

As proofs of the several requisites to entitle the territory south of the river 
Ohio to be admitted as a State into the Union, Governor Blount has 
a return of the enumeration of its inhabitants, and a printed a the consti- 
tution and form of government on which they have agreed, , with his let- 
ters accompanying the same, are herewith laid before Congress. 

G. WASHINGTON, 

Unrrep States, April 8, 1796. 


The admission of Tennessee under this movement was objected to 
upon the ground that no previous act of Congress authorized it. The 
debate was spirited and participated in by men who assisted in form- 
ing this Government, notably Mr. Madison. The House acted upon 
the message, and passed a resolution declaring Tennessee a State and 
admitting it to the Union. 

The debate upon that resolution is exceedingly instructive, and 
among the proceedings is the following: 

‘Mr. Rutuerrorp. They have erécted a State pevenes and wish to come 
into the Union, and to resist their claims would be out of character. 

“Mr, Dearsory. As to passing a previous law the Territory as 
a State before it was admitted into the Unon, he did not believe it to be necessary. 

“Mr, Lyman. In his opinion, according to the ordinance had a clear 
right to be admitted as a State into the Union, forit was then said that when 


they had 60,000 inhabitants they should be admitted. 
“Mr. Sepewick quotes Mr. Madison as sa that ‘the inhabitants 
were made in- 


were in a degraded condition because control laws w 
dependent of them.’ 

“Mr. Macox. The question before the committee was on admitting the Terri- 
tory to be & State of the Union. There appeared to him to be only two things 


tories which bis Catholic Majesty cedes 
in the Union of the 
United States as soon as may be consistent with the principles of the Federal 
Constitution, and admitted to the enjoyment of all privileges, rights,and im- 





ht of 
t 


n to be inquired into: First, was the new government repubiican? It 
a to him to be so. And, secondly, were ia. 60,000 inhabitants in the 

erritory? It appeared to him there were; and if so, admission as a State 
should not be considered as a gift, but asa right. To admit this Territory asa 
member of the Union to him as a matter of course. It also seemed as 
if the Executive were of that opinion. The President having been duly in- 
formed from time to time of the = of that Territory toward being ad- 
mitted into the Union, if he had thought they had been doing wrong, he would 
have set them right.”’ 

I come now, Mr. President, to the opinions of one whose words upon every- 
Ging seehees with the Federal Constitution are of more than judicial author- 
ity, Mr. Madison. He said: 

‘The gentleman from South Carolina seemed to think that the ordinance by 
which this State should be admitted into the Union required that the Territory 
should first be acknowledged as a State, and then have the inhabitants of it as 
such numbere1 under the authority of Congress. He thought this would be 
spinning a fine: than was necessary, and would give the geagte reason 
to suppose that te General Government was disposed to keep them in their 
present condition as long as possible. If the United States 
should be convinced that the Territory contained a sufficient number of inhab- 
itants to entitle them to into the Union, it was matter of form only 
how the census had been taken, or whether the Territory had been previously 
oe nowledged as a — by Bn eae Po ane —_ of ——_ : se the 
only necessary one, and would no evidence gentleman but such as 
they themselves should direct? * * * 

“The inhabitants in that district of country were in a degraded situation at 
present; they were deprived of a right essential to freemen—the right of being 
represented in Congress. Laws were made without their consent, or by their 
consent in part only. An exterior power had authority over their laws; an ex- 
terior authorit aw their executive, which was not analogous to the 
other parts of the United States and not justified by anything but an obvious 
and imperious necessity. * * * He thought when there was doubt Congress 
ought to lean towards a decision which should give legal rights to every part 
ofthe American people.” 

‘*Mr. Gallatin was of the opinion that the people of the Southwestern Terri- 
tory became ipso ———— the moment they amounted to 60,000 free inhabit- 
ants, — that it e the duty of , as of the original com- 


Congress a part 
po ize them as such and to admit them into the Union whenever 
y had sattatactory of the fact.” 
“ Mr. Colt said it 


by the ordinance for the government of the Ter- 

should 60,000 inhabitants in any one of the States 
there, they should be admitted into the Union. If, then, it is not in contempla- 
tion to divide the Territory into two States, he considered the right to be ad- 


mitted was complete as soon as was the requisite number within the 


whole Territory.” 
Mr. Kitchell proposed a resolution in the of the one agreed to in the 
convention of the whole, as he thought some law should be passed by Congress 
they were admitted into the Union. 


recognizing the Territory as a State 


Tt was negatived, and the original resolution was to by a vote of 43 to 30. 
Among the were James Madison Albert “Galatia illiam R. Giles, 
Wade Hampton, 


bert Goodloe Harper, Nathaniel Macon. 
The committee of the Senate reported against admission, because— 
“1. The Territory had not been laid out by Congress into a State or States, as 
provided by the ordinance of 1787. 
“2. The census had not been taken under authority of the United States.” 
And recommended a bill laying out the Territory into a State, and providing 
for an enumeration of its inhabitants. Such a bill passed the and went 
to the House... The result finally was a report from Mr. Giles upon the bill as 
See eee nae, “which went to change the principle of the bill from 
e Senate.” 
' “The House contended that the proceedings of these ple had been so far 
regular as to authorize the admission of them as a State inte the Union; but by 
the bill sent from the Senate it was to lay out this Territory into a 
State and order a census taken before it could be admitted. This of the 
eommittee confirmed the bill to the opinion heretofore Sa House.” 
The bill thus conformed was by a vote of 48to 30. The House bill 
was disagreed to by the Senate; a committee of conference was appointed; the 
Senate finally receded from its plan and passed the House bill or resolution. 


The ease of Michigan is one of the most remarkable in the history 
of the admission of States. Michigan applied for admission in 1835. 


Michigan 
the first Monday and 
one We have the honor to be, with the 
-_ “* JOHN NORVELL. 
“* LUCIUS LYON. 
“*TISAAO B, ORARY. 
“*The PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.’ © 


“ Andrew Jackson, then President of the United States, transmitted the docu- 
ments to Congress, accompanied by the following message : 
“ Wasnineton, December 9, 1835. 
“* To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
ee: By the act of the llth 


5 
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“ «'Theterritory comprised within these limits, being Leone of the district of 
country described in the ordinance of the 13th of July, 1787, which provides that 
whenever any of the States into which the same should be divided should have 
60,000 free inhabitants, each State should be admitted by its delegates “‘ into the 

Congress of the United States on an equal footing with the original States in all 
respects whatever, and shall be at liberty to form a permanent constitution and 
State ——_ provided the constitution and government so to be formed 
shall be republican and in conformity to the principles contained in these ar- 
ticles,” etc., the inhabitants thereof have, during the present year, in pursuance 
of the right secured by the ordinance, a constitution and State govern- 

ment. instrument, together with various other documents connected 
therewith, has been transmitted to me for the purpose of being laid before Con- 
gress, to whom the power and duty of admitting new States into the Union ex- 
Saw appertains, and the whole are herewith communicated for your early 

on. 
**ANDREW JACKSON.’ 


“A dispute between Michi, on the one side and the States south of her on 
the other as to the boundary line complicated and delayed her admission as a 
State; but meantime the new State government was exercising the functions 
of government. 

“In the debates in Congress Michigan found many able defenders of her cause. 
Others denied her claim to bea State without some act of Congress authorizing 
or ratifying her proceedin The result was the act of June 15, 1436, by which 
Co rati what M had done and admitted the State into the Union 
upon the condition that her convention should consent to achange in the south- 
ern boundary. 


“In the proceedings of the Senate, on Decomber 10, 1835, the following ap- 


pears: 

“*Mr. Benton eee the credentials of Hon. Lucius Lyon and Hon. John 
Norvell, elected by the slature of Michigan Senators from that State; which 
were read. Mr. Benton then moved that seats be assigned to Mr. Lyon and 
Mr. Norvell on the floor of the Senate until the decision of the question of their 
admission asSenators. This [{Mr. B.said] had been done by courtesy in similar 
cases, 


“The remarks of Mr. Benton upon this subject,a few days afterwards, are of 


present inte as they refer to his own experience when he first a red as 
a Senator from Missouri. He said: - — 
** When a gentleman brought a letter to him from a respectable source he at 


least asked him to take a seat until he read it; and here (said he) these 
men have brought a letter from a State de facto, signed by a high official func- 
tionary, and we are to hesitate before we extend to them an act of common 
courtesy. * * * But it has been said that the adoption of the resolution 
would prejudge the case of the admission of Michigan intothe Union; that the 
mere courtesy of asking the gentlemen to sit down was to commit the Senate 
as to their admission as Senators. Are weof such treacherous memories as not 
to recollect what took place with regard to the admission of Missouri into the 
Union? Were the Senators from Missouri not sent back after having had seats 
assigned them? Was there one single Senator influenced in the vote he gave on 
that occasion by the fact that seats had been assigned to the Missouri Senators 

nding the question of their admission? He [Mr. B.] was here as one of those 

nators, and was told by that accomplished gentleman and amiable man who 
then filled the chair [Mr. Gaillard] to take his seat; and he [Mr. B.} had all the 
incidental privileges of a Senator extended to him. He had the right to frank 
documents to wherever he pleased, and he had the privilege of using the station- 
ery of the Senate, notwithstanding the question of right was decided against him 
and he was sent homé, As to the question of the admission of Michigan he, for 
one. rem ained not only uncommitted but undecided as to the course he should 
take. 

“Afterwards Mr. Benton withdrew his resolution and offered another, which, 
on motion ot Mr. Hendricks, of Indiana, was modified so as to extend to these 
gentlemen the same privileges on the floor of the Senate that were extended to 
members of the House, and in that form the resolution was adopted. 

“In the course of the debates in the Senate Mr. Buchanan said: 

“*T think their course is clearly justifiable, but if there is anything wrong or 
unusual in it, it is to be attributed to the neglect of Con . 

“*For three years they have been rapping at your aoae and asking for the 
consent of Congress to form a constitution and for admission into the Union; 
but their petitions have not been heeded and have been treated with neglect. 
Not being able to be admitted in the way they have sought, they have been forced 
to take their own course and stand upon their mghts—rights secured to them 
by the Constitution and a solemn irrepealable ordinance (of 1787). 

“* They have taken a census of the ee they have formed a constitu- 
tion, elected their officers, and the whole machinery of a State government is 
ready to be put in operation; they are only awaiting your action. Having as- 
sumed this attitude, they now demand admission as a matter of right; they de- 
mand it as an act of justice at your hands, 

“* Are they now to be repelled or to be told thatthey must retrace their steps 

the Union in the way they first sought to do, but could not obtain 
the sanction of Congress? 
j “*In fear of the consequences of such a decision, I tremble at an act of such in- 

In the case of Arkansas there was no enabling act. Congress had refused to 
passone. In 1836 the people adopted a constitution the preamble of which as- 
serted the right to admission by virtue of the articles of the treaty with France. 
The State was admitted June 15, 1836, ban act which recites the adoption of a 
constitution by a convention, and that the convention had on behalf of the peo- 
aa to admit the Territory into the Union as aState. From the 

that the act of the admission bed the boundaries there seems to 
have been some question upon that point. A supplementary act of June 23, 
1836, submitted to the General Assembly “ of the State of Arkansas” certain 
other conditions, as to schools, salt springs,5 per cent. from sales of Government 


ntle- 


lands, five sectious for public buildi two townships for a seminary of learn- 
“gone on October 18, 1335, that ure acce the required conditions. 
. Morris, of Ohio, justified 


: of the peopie of a Territory, when 
amounting to 60,000, to nee tand own constitution. He said: 


“T hold that —y rtion of American citizens, who may reside on a portion 
of the territory United States, whenever their numbers shall amount to 
that which would entitle them to a representation in the House of Representa- 
tives in Congress, have the right to provide for themselves a constitution and 
State government, and to be admitted inte the Union whenever they shal! so 
apply; and are not bound to wait the action of Congress in the first in- 


, exce re is some compact or agreement requi! them todoso. I 
place this right upon the broad and, I consider, indisputable ground that all 


persons living wi the jurisdiction of the United States are entitled to equal 
privileges; and it t to be a matter of high gratification to us here that in 
oer portion, even the most remote, of our ae our people are anxious to 
obtain this high privilege at asearly adayas possible. It furnishes clear 

that the Union is highly esteemed and has its foundation deep in the hearts of 
our fellow-citizens. 

“By the Constitution of the United States power is given to Congress to admit 
new teetes into the Union. It is in the character of a State that any portion of 
our citizens, inhabiting any part of the territory of the United States, must ap- 
ply to be admitted into the Union; a State government and constitution must 

be formed. It is not necessary for the power of Congress, and I doubt if 
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Congress has such power, to prescribe the mode by which the people shall form 
a State constitution; and for this plain reason, that Congress would be entirely 
incompetent to the exercise of any coercive power tocarry into effect the mode 
they might prescribe. I can not, therefore, vote against the admission of Ar- 
kansas into the Union on the ground that there was no previous act of Congress 
to authorize the holding of her convention. Asa member of Congress I will 
not look beyond the constitution that has been presented, I have no right to 
presume it was formed by incompetent persons, or that it does not fully express 
the opinions and wishes of the people of that country. It is true that the United 
States shall guaranty to every State in the Union a republican form of govern- 
ment, meaning, in my judgment, that Congressshall not permit any power to 
establish, in any State, a government without the assent of the people of such 
State; andit will not be amiss that we remember here, also, that that guaranty 
is to the State and not as to the formation of the government by the people of 
the State; but should it be admitted that Congress can look into the constitu- 
tion ofa State in order to ascertain its character, before such State is admitted 
into the Union, yet I contend that Congress can not object to it for the want of 
@ republican form, if it contains the great principle that all power is inherent in 
the poopie and that the Goverhment draws all its just powers from the gov- 
erned. 

“The people of the Territory of Arkansas having formed for themselves a 
State government, having presented their constitution for admission into the 
Union, and that constitution being republican in its form, and believing that 
the people who prepared and sent this constitution here are sufficiently numer- 
ous to entitle them to a Representative in Congress, and believing also. that 
Congress has no right or power to regulate the system of police these people have 
established for themselves, and the ordinance of 1787 not operating on them, I 
= not, as a member of this body, refuse my vote to admit this State into the 

nion.’ 

In the course of the debate in the House, John Quincy Adams yielded his 
sent convictions on the subject of slavery to his sense of other obligations, 
saying: 

“I can not, consistently with my sense of my obligations as a citizen of the 
United States, and bound by oath to support their Constitution—I can not object 
to the admission of Arkansas into the t nionas a slave State ; I can not propose 
or agree to make it a condition of heradmission that a convention of her people 
shall expunge this article from her constitution. She is entitled to admission 
as a slave State, as Louisiana and Mississippi and Alabama and Missouri have 
been admitted, by virtue of that article in the treaty for the acquisition of 
Louisiana which secures to the inhabitants of the ceded territories all the rights, 
privileges, and immunities of the original citizens of the United States; and 
stipulates for their admission, conformably to thst principle, into the Union.” 

It has been shown that Florida adopted a constitution in 1839, and stoed upon 
the right to be admitted under the terms of the treaty with Spain. 


It has been objected to the proceedings of our people, and this the 
Senate will propose to validate, that we seek to fix the boundaries of 
our proposed State. 

The cases of Iowa, California, Kansas, and Oregon are squarely in 
point, and fully sustain our proposition. 

Iowa and Florida were admitted together. 


The former State ar- 
ranged its own boundaries. 

Towa, assuming the right to take the action she did, adopted a constitution 
in 1844. There was no enabling act as to cither of these Territories. The peo- 
ple of cach had memorialized Coac ress repeatedly, but in vain, for admission, 
until March 3, 1845, when both were admitted by act of that date. with the fol- 
lowing preamble: 

a Whereas the people of the Territory of Iowa did, on the 7th day of October, 
1844, by a convention of delegates called and assembled for that purpose, form 
for themselves a constitution and State government; and whereas the people 
of the Territory of Florida did, in like manner, by their delegates, on the Lith 
day of January, 1839, form for themselves a constitution and State government, 
both of which said constitutions are republican; and said conventions having 
asked the admission of t:cir respective Territories into the Union as States on 
an equal footing with the original States.”’ 

The act of Congress changed the boundaries of the State of Iowa, as defined 
in her constitution, and required the consent of the people tothischange. This 

»yroposition was defeated at a popular election. A second convention, called 
by the Territorial Legislature, met and formed a new constitution in May, 1846, 
which was adopted by the people, and on December 28, 1846, an act of Congress 
admitting the State was passed. 

In the case of Oregon the claim was made in behalf of the people of the right 
to originate a State government without authority of Congress under the ordi- 
nance of 1787, which had been extended to that Territory. 

in December, 1856, the Territorial Legislature passed an act providing fora 
constitutional convention. The delegates were duly elected and the conven- 
tion held. 1t met at Salem in August, 1857, and framed a constitution, which 
was ratified ata popular election. The boundaries, as provided for in that con- 
stitution, are the present boundaries of the State of Oregon, except that the ter- 
ritory lying north of the forty-sixth parallel of latitude and included between 
the Columbia and Snake Rivers, was, by the act of Congress admitting the State, 
taken from the State of Oregon and attached to the Territory of Washington. 
There was no enabling act, the movement for admission having originated 
wholly with the people. The State was admitted to the Union on the Mth day 
of February, 1859. ; 5 


In the case of Oregon some question arose concerning its population, 
In the House, Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, reported a bill for the admis- 
sion of Oregon, and after quoting the ordinance of 1787, he said: 


If there were any questions as to whether there were 90,000 people there, if 
there were any question as to whether Oregon comes up to the ratio of repre- 
sentation, yet,sir,I hold that there isa solemn guaranty andacontract made 
with those people which we ought not to disregard. That there are more than 
60,000 people there it seems to me no gentleman upon this floor can doubt. 

Mr. Clark, of Missouri, also said, upon the same subject: 

‘I claim that Oregon has a right to come in under the ordinance of 1787, and 
that it is the duty of Congress to admit her on the same principle and according 
to the same rule established in that ordinance for the Northwest Territory.” 

California applied for admission in a manner much more self-assertive than 
was that adopted by the other States. The treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, prop- 
erly construed, gave little warrant for the proceedings that were instituted, 
Two fruitless efforts were made in 1848 in Congress to establish a Territorial 
government in California, and a bill which was introduced for her admission 
as a State came tonaught. In 1849 the military governor of that conquest called 
a constitutional convention by proclamation. This body adopteda constitution 
and elected State officers. The governor was inaugurated December 20, 1849, 
The military governor proclaimed the constitution to have been adopted, and 
delivered the government to the State thus organized. President Taylor trans- 
mitted this constitution to Congress in a message which took no exception to 
the manner in which it had been formed. Mr. Douglas presented tothe Senate 
the memorial of the Senators and Representatives elect, praying the admissioa 
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of California as a State: The report of the eonference committee of thirteen, 
made by Henry Clay, contains this passage : 

‘There are various instances prior to the case of California of the admission 
of new States inte the Union without any previous authorization by Congress. 
The sole condition required by the Constitution of the United States in respect 
to the admission of a new State is that its constitution shall be republican in 
form.’ 

It was under these circumstances that California came into the Union by the 
act of Seprember 9, 1850. 

The territory which is now the State of Vermont was claimed by Massachu- 
actts, New Hampshire, and New York. The people of Vermont adopted a con- 
stitution in 1777, and adopted another in 1781. Massachusetts assented to the 
independenee of Vermont. 

The claim of New Hampshire was relinquished in 1782 and that of New York 
in 17%. Vermont was admitted into the Union February 18, 1791, and in the 
long history of this effort of her people to become a State no pretense was ever 
made that she could not approach Congress as a claimant to the right of ad- 
mission without the eredentials of an enabling act. 

So im the case of Maine. Massachusetts, by act passed June 19, 1819, sub- 
mitted the question of separation to the people of Maine, who thereupon voted 
(17,001 to 7,182) in favor of forming a separate State. In 1820 a constitution was 
adopted by a convention and ratified by the people and the State admitted. 


Mr. Speaker, what more need be said upon the two propositions: 

1. That our people have the constitutional right to frame a constitu- 
tion and organize a State government precisely as we have done. 

2. That asa matter of right we are entitled to admission to the Union. 

If anything in reason or authority was ever established it is these 
two propositions; and they are supported by Washington, Madison, 
Macon, Benton, Clay, Buchanan, Douglas, John Quincy Adams, Mr. 
Stephens, and many other statesmen of almost equal eminence. 

It is unquestionable that the ordinance of 1787 has been extended 
since the adoption of the Federal Constitution over the greater portion 
of Dakota, and that this ordinance has been regarded as conferring this 
right upon the people of a Territory to frame a constitation and demand 
admission inte the Union. And the stipulations of the treaty with 
France have been regarded in many instances as conferring the same 
right. 

Now, there is no consistent practice in regard to the admission of 
States. About as many have been admitted in one way as another. 
In some instances, like Kentucky and one or two others, a popular 
vote was not required, even upon the adoption of a constitution. The 
people of at least three States arranged their own boundaries without 
previous authority from Congress. 

It can not be said that it is wholly within the discretion or Congress 
whether a State shall be admitted. It has been declared over and 
over again by the highest authority, by Chief-Justice Taney, speak- 
ing for the court in the Dred Scott case, that the United States has no 
right to acquire territory except with the intention to admit it asa 
State. Do the States of the Union consent to the acquisition of new 
territory for the purposeof keeping and maintaining a prevince? Did 
the people of Dakota go out from the various States, where they enjoyed 
full rights of citizenship and self-government, upen the vast prairies 
of Dakota to make homes for the purpose of being disiranchised—them- 
selves and their children—by living in a province ? 

Talk about the admission of Dakota being discretionary with Con- 
gress. To refuse her admission is doing violence to the very name of 
discretion. Itis a burlesque upon the name of discretion. How mach 
diseretion has the majority of this House exercised during the past four 
years in neglecting and refusing, during all this time, to give even a 
moment’s time to thequestion of theadmission of Dakota or of any other 
Territory? How much discretion did the distinguished Senator from 
Seuth Carolina and his Democratic colleagues exercise, in presenting 
to the Senate and voting for an enabling act for the admission of Da- 
kotaasa whele, by permission of some time hereafter—no defi- 
nite period fixed—and insisting that Utah shall be admitted at once 
upon proclamation by the President, which were precisely the terms of 
the so-called enabling act? 

Is that what you call ‘‘ exercising discretion’’ in the admission of 
new States? We call it in Dakota, and the people of the country call 
it, the very height of partisan blindness and folly, of injustice and 
tyranny. 

1 come now to the question of the division of Dakota—the boundaries 
apd area of the proposed State. Are they not sufficient in all reason 
for a State? It will contain more than 75,000 square miles, and ex- 
ceeded in size by only seven States—California, Colorado, Kansas, Min- 
nesota, Nevada, Oregon, and Texas. The proposed State will be about 
200 miles wide and 400 long, larger by far than any State east of the 
Mississippi, and will exceed in size all of New England and New Jersey 
added. 

Can the gentlemen from Dlineis or Georgia, from lowa or South Car- 


olina, object to the admission of South Dakota on the that it is 
net large enough fora State? What a condition of thi we would 


now have had Ohio and Indiana been admitted as one State, and yet 

both combined are much smaller than the proposed State of South Da- 

kota. It is not for political parties nor for the present generation that 

we construct States. It is for the future—for those who are to come 

after us. It is for the millions who are to live in Dakota that the 

foundations for statehood are now laid. Admit Dakotaas a whole, and 
u bavea State nearly twiee as large as Minnesota—iarger than all 
ew England, New York, and Pennsylvania combined. 








Iiave the climate and soil sufficient productive capacity for two 
States? Permit me to give a few figures and comparisons in this re- 
gard. It must be remembered that the area of the proposed State of 
North Dakota is about equal to that of Seuth Dakota. I will give the 
population and area of the States when admitted into the Union: 
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* Estimated. 
The t basis of representation in the House of Representatives is 151,911. 
No State eve! 


ever created out of the public domain 
anything like the population which is contained in either 
and the claims of every State admitted or annexed into the Union to this time 
bear no comparison whatever to the claims of 
been violated, constitutional guaranties trodden . 
the letter of our Government cast contemptuousty aside in the case of Dakota 
Can there be any doubt about each of the 
area for a State? Can the gentieman from or Lowa, or 
Illinois, or South Carolina consistently raise the question or object to the ad- 
mission of either Dakota upon the ground that it does not contain sufficient 
area? 


35 


ee eee Oh eens Se y affect the body 
of the States, which should be fairly taken into account; and, on the other 
hand, there may be, and in the case of Dakota certainly are, considerations of 


oe ce affecting her people that are of the utmost coneern and ur- 
It must be considered that we have outgrown to a vast all and 
condition contem or intended to come within of a - 


government which is for the Territories of the United is 

almost identical with that wovementet mage ver Sev aslenten 

a century and a half ago, and against which the of this Republic so suc- 
cessfully rebelled. 

the and of a Territorial government, I can do no 

better than to quote the follo language, which eomes to us au- 
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““The policy of the United States from the time of the adoption of the Consti- 
tution, and even before, has been to encourage the settlement of the public lands 
lying outside of the boundaries of the States, and to organize the communities 
thus formed into States as soon as the requisite population was found within a 
suitable area. Territorial governments were always regarded as formative and 
temporary, to be superseded by State governments as soon as the necessary 

itions existed. The vast domain acquired by cession from Virginia, by the 
treaty of Louisiana, and by conquest from Mexico, has been carved into States, 
which have been admitted to the Union as fast as sufficient population was 
found therein.” 


Summary of areas of States, Territories, etc., in square miles. 
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State of Dakota would be the eighth State in 
ia, Nevada ,and Texas 
area—while eee Lincoln would be only exceeded 
additional namely, Nebraska. The proposed State would 
3 2, aare miles larger than Ilinois; 

than Arkansas; 8,000 square miles larger than Mis- 


than South Carolina, and more 
than 10,000 square miles larger than the six New England States. 


South Dakota cast over 70,000 votes at the election of November last, 
and North Dakota more than 44,000, with no officers of importance to 
be voted for, except a Delegate to Congress, members of the Legisla- 
ture, and county officers—nothing of interest to excite people or draw 
out a vote. There are organized counties in Dakota with many in- 
habitants where the right of suffrage is not exercised. 


_Now, concerning the wishes of our people upon the question of di- 
vision: 


As early as the Territorial legislative session of 1870-’71 the agitation of the 
question of division of Dakota upaqn the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude 
took form, and at that session a memorial eee for such di- 
en — in both houses unanimously, and approved by the governor 

* ° = 

Again, December 31, 1872, there was passed and a ved a simil 
rial, with 4 dissenting votes in the house and autete the council. ee 

Again, December 19, 1874, another passed unanimously in the house, with 1 

ting vote in the council. 
anuary 24, 1877, another passed unanimously, with no negative votes 
&@ protest against admission of the whole Territory as one State was 


il 
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In 188] a memorial praying for a division into three Territories passed both 
houses, but received lv negative votes in the house and 3 in the council. 

In 1883 the bill for the constitutional convention for South Dakota, to be 
held that year, was passed, as heretofore stated, which was withheld by the 
governor, 

(Since 1869 the legislative sessions have been biennial.) 

“In 1885, at the last session of the Legislative Assembly, there was an in- 
creased number of members of both houses, Congress having recognized the 
absurdity of governing this great Territory with the machinery of government 
usually allotted to an ordinary Territory. It will be observed this was after the 
agitation of the question of division in Congress, incident to the passage through 
the Senate of the enabling act for South Dakota. It wil) farther be borne in 
mind that these members of the Legislative Assembly were just elected by the 
people of both sections of Dakota, the northern as well as the southern portion; 
that the questions of division and admission had been prominent subjecis of 
discussion fer years; that they were fresh in the mindsof everybody ; a bill for 
a constitutional convention for South Dakota had passed the previous session ; 
it had been defeated by the executive, but the convention was nevertheless 
held, the constitution ratified, and presented to Congress. 

“Now, with all this agitation and with double the number of members elected 
to this Legislative Assembly formerly allowed, thus necessarily reflecting the 
public sentiment of both sections of the Territory, they passed unanimously, in 
addition to the act calling a constitutional convention for South Dakota, a memo- 
rial to Congress praying for the division of the Territory and admission of the 
south part as a State, which was approved by the governor February 2, 1885, 
he thereby honorably recognizing public sentiment.” 

In the matter of the location of public institutions the ultimate division of 
Dakota has been kept in view in the Legisiative Assembly ; these institutions 
have been duplicated, as shown by the following acts: 

By act of February 22, 1879, an insane asylum was located at Yankton, in South 
Dakota, for which bonds have been issued to the amount of $215,900. 

By act of March 9, 1883,the North Dakota Hospital forthe Insane was located 
at Jamestown, in North Dakata, for which bonds have been issued to the amount 
of $168,000, 

By act of February 17, 1881,a penitentiary was located at Sioux Falls, in South 
Dakota, for which bonds have been issued to the aniount of $94,000. 

By act of February 27, 1883, a penitentiary was located at Bismarck, in North 
Dakota, for which bonds have been issued to the amount of $41,000. 

By act of February 3, 1883, the University of Dakota was located at Vermill- 
ion, in South Dakota, and bonds to build the same were authorized to the 
amount of $85,000. 

By act of February 27, 1883, the University of North Dakota was located at 
Grand Forks, in North Dakota, and bonds for the same have since been issued 
to the amount of $74,000. 

By act of February 21, 1881, an agricultural college was established at Brook- 
ing, in South Dakota, for which bonds have been issued to the amonnt of $100,- 
000. 


By act of February 27, 1883, an agricultural college was located at Fargo, in 
Nerth Dakota, but the buildings have not yet been constructed. 

By act of March 5, 1881, a normal school was located at Madison, in South 
Dakota, and bonds have been issued therefor to the amount of $55,600. 

By act of March 9, 1883, a normal school was au(\horized at Larimore, in North 
Dakota, the buildings for which are yet to be constructed. 

In all of these acts authorizing the issue of bonds it was provided that the 
part of the Territory in which was located the institution for which bonds were 
issued should, upon the division of the Territory, assume all obligations incurred 
for the erection of such institutions. 

Many other instances of legislation specifically adapted and made applicable 
to the different sections of the Territory might be adduced, but the above ex- 
amples will suffice to illustrate and emphasize the separate and distinct inter- 
ests of the people in the southern and northern portions of the Territory. 

The political division of Dakota into North and South is as distinctive as pos- 
sible. These terms are used with us as common, and are as necessary as the 
terms North and South Carolina are used in those respective States. Our people 
desire division because they believe that a better and more economical govern- 
ment can be secured in a State of medium size tham can possibly be realized in 
so large, unwieldy,and populous a State as Dakota would be if admitted as one 
State. The best possible data that can be secured regarding State expenditures 
show that small and medium States can be more economically managed per 
capita than large ones. 

This has not been a matter with us of the mere isolation of the people of the 
two sections of the Territory from each other. The foundation of oar whole 
political structure has been laid with a view of division, because we realized 
the fact that it is more for coming generations than for ourselves that States 
are built, and I verily believe, whatever may be the fate of the division move- 
ment in Dakota, posterity will insist as the result of sad experience, and when 
too late to be remedied, that sound governmentina State of moderate size is 
far better than glory and lavish expenditure is ina State of great area, It may 
well be said that except in matters which are necessarily compulsory through 
one Legislature, and trammeled by acts of Congress, North and South Dakota 
are quite distinct. 

We even have two boards of agriculture, one for North and one for South Da- 
kota, twopublic examiners, and, in fact, almost everything connected with our 
system over which we have any control or about which we are permitted to 
legislate is duplicated to accommodate and harmonize with our peculiar and 
distinctive relations. 

Even the religious societies realize the necessity of duplicating their institu- 
tions in Dakota, and recognize the political distinction between the two sec- 


tions. 

The South Dakota Congregational College is built at Yankton, the North Da- 
kota Congregational College at Fargo. The South Dakota Baptist College isat 
Sioux Falls, the North Dakota Baptist College at Tower City. The South Da- 
kota Presbyterian College is at Pierre, the North Dakota Presbyterian College 
at Jamestown. The Episcopal Church has its diocese of North Dakota and 
South Dakota, each with its own bishop. 

The Roman Church has recently located a missionary bishop for South Da- 
kota. Iam informed, and also learn, that the Pope has recommended the es- 
tablishment of one for North Dakota, to be located at Jamestown. 


And again, at the session of the Legislature held in January, 1887, a 
memorial was adopted by a unanimous vote praying for division, and 
at the session just convened the same memorial has been adopted by a 
like vote. In addition to that, a succession of conventions and mass- 
meetings have been held in North Dakota in favor of division, and not 
a voice has been raised in favor of admission asa whole at any of them. 

The whole history of Dakota, from beginning to end—of its political 
parties, legislation, and tone of its press—shows all through that it is 
the overwhelming desire of the people to be admitted as two States. 
The declarations of the Democratic party of the Territory have been 
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consistently for division throughout. 


I quote from a reliable publica- 
tion in regard to this: 


[From the Huron Herald-Democrat (Democratic),] 


RECORD OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY OF DAKOTA ON DIVISION—VOTES OF ALL 


THEIR CONVENTIONS—DIVISION AN ORIGINAL DEMOCRATIC MEASURE, 
Inasmuch ac the question of division of the Territory of Dakota is now before 
Congress, and as Ordway, Johnson, and other self-constituted leaders of the 
Democratic party here are endeavoring to make Congress believe that the Dem- 
ocrats are opposed to the division of the Territory and in favor of admission as 
a whole, the Senneemnh proposes to give the attitude of this party upon this im- 
portant gaestion in the past, so that all may be informed on the subject. 


At the Territorial Democratic convention which assembled at Bon Homme 
July 18, 1872, and which nominated Moses K. Armstrong for Delegate in Con- 
gress, who was afterwards elected to his second term, the following resolution 
was adopied : 

** Resolved, That a division of the Territory should be made, giving to the set- 
tlement of Dakota a separate and distinct Territorial government north of the 
forty-sixth peraliel of north latitude.” 

At the Territorial Democratic convention held at Elk Point, August 20, 1874, 
in which W. A. Burleigh was nominated for Delegate in Congress, the follow- 
ing resolution was passed : 

“ Resolved, That we believe the best interests of the public demand the erec- 
tion of a new Territory out of that portion of Dakota lying north of the forty- 
sixth parallel, and we pledge the influence of the Democratic party to secure 
the organization of such new Territory.” 

At the Territorial anti-monopoly convention held at the same time and place, 
and — “~ nominated Dr, Burleigh for Delegate, the following resolution 
was adopted: 

** Resolwed, That we are in favor of the organization of a new Territory out of 
the northern portion of Dakota at the a day.” 

The Territorial Democratic convention held at Yankton, July 6, 1876, which 
nominated Hon. 8. L. Spink for Delegate in Congress, adopted the following 
resolution : 

**Resolved, That we earnestly favor the organization of a new Territory out of 
the northern part of Dakota, and believe thatsuch organization will largely tend 
to ephance the interests of the people of both sections.”’ 

In the Territorial convention which nominated Bartlett Tripp for Delegate in 
1878 no expression upon the division question was made. In the convention of 
1880, which nominated M.L.McCormack for Delegate, it is asserted by those 
whe were present that a division resolution was passed, but the record is not 
available. 

In 1882 the Democrats of Dakota assembled in Territorial convention at 
Mitchell, and after nominating W. E. Steele, of Deadwood, for Delegate, adopted 
the following resclution: 

“ Resolved, That we are in favor of the division of Dakota on the forty-sixth 
parallel and retaining the present name of Dakota for the south half.” 

In 1881, at Sioux Falls, where the Territorial Democracy in convention as- 
sembled nominated John R. Wilson, of Deadwood, for Delegate, the resolutions 
adopted embraced the following: 

** Resolved, ‘That we are in favor of the division of the Territory on theseventh 
standard parallel, and appeal to the Democratic members of Congress to favor 
such division.’ 

At the Democratic Territorial convention, held at Aberdeen, September 30, 
1886, in which Hon, M. H. Day was nominated for Delegate in Congress, plank 
Ne. 7 in the platform of principles adopted was as follows: 

‘That we favor the submission to a vote of the people of the whole Territory 
the question of the division of the Territory on the seventh standard parallel.” 

This is the consistent, outspoken attitude of the Democratic party of Dakota 
for fourteen years upon the question of division. This party has been the orig- 
inator, foaterer, and promoter of division. The unselfish, thoughtful Demo- 
crats who have resided here for years, snd who have studied the needs and 
‘wishes of the whole people of this Territory, have pronounced time and again 
for division. The last Democratic convention elected its chairman upon the 
issue of division, nominated its candidate for Delegate upon the same issue, and 
came very near electing him. Every man who attended the Aberdeen conven- 
tion of September 30, 1886, remembers that W. I. Quigley was nominated by the 
one-State men for temporary chairman. The divisionists put up Hon. John R. 
Wiiaon, who was elected by an overwhelming majority. When it came to the 
selection of a candidate for Del te the same question was presented. It was 
a trial of the strength of the divisionists and anti-divisionists. What was the 
result? On the informal ballot L. G. Johnson, who represented the one-State 
men, received 70 votes; M. H. Day, who represented the two-State men, re- 
ceived 204 votes; and D. W. Maratta received 69 votes. On the formal ballot 
Mr. Day received 228 votes, D. W. Maratta 76 votes, and L. G. Johnson 4 votes, 
mast of the Johnson men voting for Maratta. 

Thus it will be seen that every time this question bas been before the Demo- 
cratic party of this Territory, in whatever form, the party has pronounced em- 
phatieally for division. 

When the resolution favoring the submission of the question to a vote of the 

ople passed the Aberdeen convention every good and true Democrat was 
Gand to siand by the result. And what was the result? In favor of division by 


nearly 5,000 majority. 

if Mr. Johnson wasa Democrat he wouid submit to this verdict. But he 
does not, and hence forfeits his right to be called a Democrat. In fact, his course 
in this matter is in keeping with his past political record. Up to a very recent 
date Mr, Johnson was an active Republican. When the Territorial Republican 
convention assembled at Pierre in 1884 he was head the Republican delega- 
tion from Brown County and assisted in nominating J GLFFORD, the present 
Republican Delegate, and in the same year he was a prominent member of the 
Terrttorial convention which met in Huron to select delegates to the national 
Republican convention at Chicago. If he has since been converted to Democ- 
racy his acts do not prove it. 

The plain truth is, a large majo of the Democrats of this Territory are now, 
and have always been, in favor of division. Andthe Democrat is ons eee 
tired of having a man with the political record of Mr. Johnson assuming to rep- 
resent and refiect the sentiments of the Democracy of Dakota, 


At the election held in the Territory in November, 1887, the ques- 
tion of division was voted upon; over 70,000 votes were cast, with a 
majority of about 4,000 in favor of division. ‘The people of North 
Dakota gave a majority <f about 10,000 against division. 

The cause of this majority in North Dakota is easily accounted for. 
They had been told repeatedly, over and over again, by the chairman 
of the House Committee on the Territories, that we never could be 
admitted as twoStates. It was understood the present Administration 
had deciared against it, 

Our people were weary of a Territorial government. A long line of 
goverpors and other officers had been sent to rule over us itn eee 
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fi _ — New Hampshire, New York, and from almost every State 
in the Union. 

Very rarely indeed was an, officer appointed from among our own 
ple. These officers came, disbursed and spent the aan ones toto 
paid in the way of taxes, interfered in our political and other affairs, and 
a great many departed unregretted by us. About the time of this elec- 
tion a letter was written by the distinguished member from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER], from which I herewith quote. 

Mr. SPRINGER says: 


This is the first concerted movement on the of the people of Dakota for 
single statehood which has come to my knowledge. 


And I think in that respect the letter is true. 


Heretofore the organized efforts of your ple have been in the direction of 
division of the Territory into two parts, while individuais, locali| 


newspapers of the Territory have opposed such efforts. These contending fac- 


tions among your own people have had the inevitable result of preventing any 
affirme tive action whatever by Congress. 


This is his pronunciamiento, the ukase and decree of a man in a cer- 
tain respect absolutely powerful, or assumed to be so, over this question, 
prepared in advance to be submitted to these people in that convention. 


Those who are wedded to the idea of division may well postpone the realiza- 
tion of their hepes until a more convenient season— 


Referring, I suppose, to some time after the then next Presidential 
election— 
for I can assure them, from my knowledge of public sentiment here, that the 


division of Dakota at this time, and the erection of two States within her bor- 
der, is utterly impossible. 


He concludes as follows: 


I therefore bid you Godspeed in the work of the convention of the 15th of De- 
cember, and trust that its labor will result in the early admission of Dakota as 
a State in the Union. 

Is it strange in the face of all this that some of our people were in- 
clined to accept the dire and exceedingly distasteful alternative and 
favor admission as a whole? This illustrates the kind of influence that 
was brought to bear upon our people to affect theirvote. Is it strange 
the margin for division was small in view of these facts? Those peo- 
ple in North Dakota felt that their only chance to get into the Union 
at all was for Dakota to beadmitted as awhole. Whatisthe sentiment 
there now? They have taken courage since the recent election, and 
not a voice is heard against division, not a petition is sent, nor a letter 
written asking even for a vote upon the proposition. Those people 
want no further voting upon the question of division. 

They take it for granted that it will come soon, and they hail with 
delight the prospect. There may have been a time when our people 
could have been tempted and induced to accept admission as a whole, 
as the speediest method of getting rid of their burdens, but that day is 
forever past. The people of Dakota will never accept admission as one 
State. They do not say this defiantly or arrogantly, but with the full 
knowledge and belief that the affairs of medium-sized States are much 
better administered, the interests of the people better cared for, and 
the American Union strengthened by their formation, as compared with 
States of vast area. And we believe this is the sentiment of a vast ma- 
jority of the —_ of our country. 

The nsibility of this injustice to Dakota is well understood. It 
is impossible to cloak the senses of the toany great extent. The 
theory that it is the mere exercise of discretion to refuse us statehood 
has long sinice been exploded. Call it the abuse of discretion and the 

ple will agree with you. What further can wesay upon thissubject ? 
The people of Dakota, as patriotic and intelligent as ever settled anew 
country, a part of your own flesh and blood, have asked for simple 
justice for years, and have been refused. And now that this question 
is before us, it has coupled with it other matters which tend to com- 
plicate and burden it. I will say frankly that the hopes of nighe eed 
that relief would come through this have not been and 
no keen disappointment will they feel if nothing is done now. 

Broken and continued harsh treatment have educated us 
tolook upen defeat and of our claims with considerable com- 
placency, If I may be tted to allude to a matter, per- 
mit me to say that near the close of four years’ service in the House 
as a from I look upon my refusal to listen to the 
voice of the tempter to consent to the admission of Dakota as a whole 
with very much satisfaction indeed. It would be a calamity to com- 
ing generations were we admitted as a whole. Admit Dakota as two 


States and the interests of those ewill be better cared for and the 
union of States stronger more complete and the policy of the 
of the Government more nearly with. 
Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. , how much have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER pr® tempore (Mr. Rockers). Twenty-two minutes. 
Mr. GIFFORD. I reserve the remainder of time. 


Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, I shall address to the omnibus bill 
which will be offered hereafter as asubstitute. In January, 1884, a con- 
stitutional convention was held at Helena, in the Territory of Montana, 
at which aconstitution was and submitted to a vote of the people 
for ratification or rejection. constitution was ratified by the people 
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at an election held in November, 1884. This constitution was for- 
warded to Congress, and a memorial was adopted and presented, pray- 
ing for the admission of Montana into the Union as a State, upon an 
equal footing with the original States. The memorial is as follows: 

To the President of the United States and the Speaker of the House of Representatives : 

Your memorialists, the people of Montana Territory, through their represent- 
atives in convention assembied, ully represent: 

That, since the organization of the Territory of Montana, we have cheerfully 
yielded obedience to the laws of the United States, and recognized the right 
= a to make all needful rules and regulations respecting the Terri- 

jes. 


That wenow disclaim any purpose of disloyal action, but, renewing our fealty 
to the Constitution of the United States, and recalling to mind the right of the 
people to —_ assemble and by petition represent their grievances to 

gress, do further represent: 

That the policy which has solong prevailed, of sending strangers to rule over 
usand fill our aihees, has become distasteful to us, and is wholly unsuited to our 
present condition and the growing importance of the diversified interests of 
our country. . 

That within the past few years our population and resources have been 


largely augmented, whereby the proper administration of our laws demands a 


a and comprehensive system of government than ever can be at- 


tained under our torial organization. 

That in order to enlarge our liberties, secure a closer connection with the 
American Union, and for the establishment and maintenance of a better gov- 
ernment, your memorialists, with the consent of the Legislative Assembly, have 


met in convention and formed a constitution, republican in form, for the State 
our approval ; 


of Montana, and herewith present a certified copy thereof for 
and if, upon consideration of the same, you find it unobjectionable in substance 
and form, your memorialists pray that the Territory of Montana be speedily 


admitted into the Union ofthe United States thereunder, and your memorial- 
ists will ever pray. 


It will be observed that the application here made for statehood is 
based upon the well-considered and deliberate action of the citizens of 
Montana, with a full confidence in their ability for self-government. 
It is our desire to be admitted under that constitution, and at the 
proper time I shall offer an amendment to that effect. I proceed at 
once to present for your consideration the merits of our claim. Mon- 
tana was carved out of Idaho and organized as a Territory May 26, 
1864. Our progress has been onward and upward from that day stead- 
ily. We base our claim for statehood upon no flimsy pretense, but are 
willing to be measured by the same standard proposed by three-fourths 
of the States of the Union at the time of their admission. We have 
outgrown ® system designed only for a weak and sparsely inhabited 
Territory. 

We are twenty-four years old, out of debt, of sound integrity, and 

citizens. Our Territorial pupilage, which is only a stage of train- 
ing necessary to precede the responsibilities of statehood, justifies us in 
putting aside the restraints of Territorial government and assuming a 
more important place in the future. Like achild grown beyond the 
capacity of its garments, our ee is wounded and we are restive under 
the promise of more suitable habiliments. We stand in many respects 
in the same relation to the Federal Government that a child does to its 
parent or a ward does to its guardian, but unhappily the same prin- 
ciples are not sapnene or we might go into a court of equity and get 
immediate relief. 

We are bound by the highest duty to admit these Territories as soon 
as they are qualified for statehood. Weare a Republic of States and 
not of Territories, and yet we are fringed by despotism. Our Terri- 
tories, forming the border of the great Northwest and Southwest, are 
dominated and controlled by a centralized power at this capital which 
was never designed to continue a day longer than the necessity therefor 
existed. Professions of sympathy no longer assuage us, and no amount 
of insincerity will hereafter putusaside. The brief time allotted me is 
insufficient for a recital of our wrongs, but I will venture to inquire for 
a@ moment what Congress hag done for the Territories. I will answer 
for the benefit of those who care to know. 

It has given us a system of courts inherently wrong, and which never 
ean be made suitable to large communities. 

It has regulated the number of our judges, which is grossly inade- 

uate in every instance, resulting in the delay, and in many cases the 
ial of justice. 

It has arbitrarily fixed the time when oar local Legislature shall meet 
and adjourn, to our great damage and inconvenience. 

It has denied us the authority to call an extra session of our Legis- 
lature without the consent of the President, adding untold burdens to 


a Sapeten’ people. . 

It Solel the right to invalidate any law which our Legislature 
may pass, thereby destroying that full faith and credit which our leg- 
islation ought to command. 

It has bound us hand and foot by a law which restricts these growing 
and ambitious communities in the expenditure of money for public im- 
provements. si Sond Sin 

It has declared what we shall teach in our public schools, and mani- 
fested a lack of confidence in us in other instances of legislation too 
numerous to mention. 

It has attempted to stifle our industries by prohibiting us from sell- 

our mining ete cae in foreign markets, thus laying upon us an 
em not borne by citizens of the States. 

It has exempted a railroad and the improvements on its right of way 
for 820 miles in length from taxation, furnishing another evidence of 
the gross inequality of citizenship in and out of the Territories. 


It has withheld from us our dowry of lands which belong to our 
school fund and refuses to give to us any kind of supervision or control 
over it until we become a State, and then sets deliberately to work to 
prolong the time when that event shall happen. 

It has professed te give us a representative in the lower House of 
Congress, but denies to us a vote, the only element of representation 
which gives character or influence to a member. 

It has left us without any kind of representation in the Senate, and 
remits us to the beggarly methods of the lobbyist. 

It has imposed upon us, with an iron hand, the obligations and bur- 
dens of citizenship, while it withholds its corresponding benefits by 
steadily denying to us participation in the framing of Federal legisla- 
tion and the right of suffrage in national elections. 

It has, by a failure to appropriate the necessary money, made it im- 
possible at three successive terms of our court to summon or procure 
the attendance of jurors and witnesses in causes arising under the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, whereby persons accused of 
crime, invoking the constitutional right to a ‘‘ speedy trial by an im- 
partial jury,’’ were compelled to be discharged without trial. 

It has refused to appropriate the salaries provided by law for the 
hungry officials whom it has been pleased to send us [laughter], and 
compels them to accept a measly sum in full compensation, notwith- 
standing an overflowing Treasury. 

It has refused to appropriate sufficient money to extend the public 
surveys in the Territories, but has doled out annually its driblets, 
which have ofttimes been covered back into the Treasury, leaving our 
boundaries undefined and our titles insecure. 

It has, by a false economy in the appropriation and expenditure of 
the public money, deprived the frontier settlements of proper postal 
facilities, proceeding upon the unjust and impracticable busis thatevery 
office should be self-sustaining. 

It has failed to cause to be surveyed, selected, and conveyed to the 
grantees the lands falling to railroad grants in the Territories, as re- 
quired by law, whereby millions of acres of land owned by rich cor- 
porations escape taxation. 

It has persistently refused to pass laws by which timber or timber 
lands in the Territories (except Washington) may be leased or pur- 
chased, professing, however, to give the right to actual settlers to cut 
and remove the same for domestic purposes, while it has hedged in this 
privilege with an odious and impracticable system of rules and regu- 
lations which has resulted in harassing our citizens with expensive 
civil and criminal proceedings based wholly upon the ex parle state- 
ments of a crouching and obsequious special agent or spy, who has been 
taught to believe that his term of office will be measured by the extent 
of his activity in stirring up strife. [Applause. ] 

Ithas, by the organization of these Territories, invited settlementand 
occupancy of the frontier upon the promise and obligation that our 
persons and property should be protected against depredations by hos- 
tile Indians. These promises have been honored more in the breach 
than in the observance. The history of our early settlement is red 
with the blood of the pioneers who blazed the trails of civilization in 
these remote lands by the lurid light of their burning homes, which 
went down in ashes before the merciless savage. Millions of dollars of 
unpaid claims, mildewed by age, growing out of these atrocities, are 
piled up in the Departments, while the heroes of those troublous times, 
overcome with the weight of years and no longer able to conquer their 
feelings, have gone to join the silent majority, leaving destitute widows 
and orphans to keep alive before Congress the memory of their trials 
and tribulations. Verily the cruelty of Congress cuts as keenly as the 
scalping-knife or the tomahawk. [Cheers. ] 

It has suffered to be fastened upon us the odious system of carpet- 
bag rule and domination which seems to inhere more or less in the 
Territorial form of government. The administration of President Gar- 
field and the present Administration were alike bound by party plat- 
forms to relieve us from the obnoxious system, but both have failed. 
We know our capacity for local self-government. We remember that 
“sending hither aswarm of officials,’’ etc., was one of the causes which 
led to our declaration of independence. From that day to this car- 
pet-baggers have always been odious, and their presence amongst us 
is and ever will be as poisonous and destructive to good government as 
the insidious growth of communism. [Laughter and applause. } 

Tradition informs us that the wise men all came from the East; and 
so our Republican friends, unwilling to depart from the teaching of the 
past, determined that history should repeat itself, and proceeded to 
treat us in their own good time to a fine assortment of imported polit- 
ical dudes. [Laughter.] Some of these hot-house specimens who were 
too frail to stand transplanting in a northern clime soon gave up their 
commissions and returned to the genial influences of their own civiliza- 
tion. Others, holding religiously te the doctrine that a Federal officer 
should neither die nor resign, staid with us, became acclimated, and 
promise in the years to come to develop into tolerably good and useful 
citizens. [Laughter and applause.] But under Democratic supremacy 
we find that quite an invasion has been made upon what was supposed 
to beinflexible fact, Instead of the wise men coming from the East, we 
now learn that they come from the South. Kentucky furnished us a 
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governor; Tennessee a chief-justice; Louisiapa an associate justice and 


® surveyor-genera!; Texas ap associate justice, and Mississippi, Mary- 
land, and Tennessee each an Indian agent. 

3e it far from me to retiect upon the integrity of any gentleman sent 
to us by this Administration, or by implication reflect upon the section 
from whence he came; these considerations do not disturb or annoy us. 


If there is a warta spot in my heart it beats for the generous and 
courageous South. I never knew one of her sons who could not be 
touched by the recital of a wrong, or who would not respond promptly 
to the call of duty. [ Applause. | 

The insolence of office consequent upon these alien appointments and 
the lack of confidence thereby manifested in us constitute the grava- 
men of the afiront. Time, instead of healing, simply intensifies it. 
Nearly every day added to the score of time brings some new appoint- 
ment from abroad, thus adding insult to injury. Ages of forgiveness 
can not condone it, and statehood alone can prevent its recurrence. 
We had hoped for better things from this Administration. Theglorious 
aspirations which were born on its accession to power were confident 
of co-operation and promotion at its hands four yearsago. We knew 
we were entitled to statehood then. We feel confident that a failure 
to receive it, together with a violation of the platform concerning Fed- 
eral appointments, did much to bring about a political revulsion in the 
Territories last fall. 

I say this more in sorrow than in anger. The great national Demo- 
cratic party was right upon this absorbing question. The great popu- 
lar heart of the country wasright. The Administration acted unwisely 
because it did not press one to an issue and observe the other. Those 
who comprise the Administration may have been sincere, and doubtless 
were, but they were certainly lacking in political ity. Barnacles 
will fasten upen the proudest ship, the brightest blade will gather 
rust, and the surest rifle will sometimes foul. ‘This is all that we can 
offer in extenuation. .Aggtones. } 

When Moscow burned the world was lighted up so that the nations 
of the earth might behold the scene. If I could summon a trumpet 
tongue on this occasion the proclamation of our protest against carpet- 
bagism would be so loud that it could be heard all over this broad land. 

Early in this Administration, and at the beginning of the Forty- 
ninth Congress, I endeavored to remove the temptation to Senators, 
Representatives, and other politicians to urge the importation of officials 
into the Territory by giving to the platform on thatsubject the sanction 
and validity of law. I introduced a bill containing this single section: 


That from and after the passage of this act no person shall be eligible for ap- 
pointmént to any office under the laws of the United States in any of 
the United States now organized who at the time of his is nota 


qualified elector of the Territory to which he is appointed. 

The Committee on Territories, to whom it was referred, after consid- 
ering it fer six months, brought in the following elaborate and ex- 
haustive adverse report: 


The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2883) 


concerning the appointment of Federal officials in the Territories, beg leave to 
port: 


Phat, while believing that whenever practicable the Territorial offices should 
be filled by appointment of persons who are qualified electors of the ieular 
Territory, they think it would be unwise to require by statute that this should 
be done in all cases. They therefore report adversely the bill referred to them, 
and recommend that it lie on the table. 

It is needless to remind you that i¢ has continued to ‘‘lie on the ta- 
ble’’ in blissful oblivion ever since. But while this bill has remained 
in statu quo, the author of the report accompanying it has been more 
active. Less than two months ago he was appointed chief-justice of 
Washington Territory from the State of Pennsylvania, from which my 
good friend and colleague from Washington Territory will doubtless 
infer that it was not ‘‘practicable’’ ee any person learned in 
the law from amongst the large number of deserving and aspiring resi- 
dents of that Territory. [Laughter. ] 

In short, Mr. Speaker, it has made the Territories the dumping- 
grevnd for all the experimental legislation which the whims and ca- 
priees of Congress can invent. Let me illustrate: At the last session 
of this Congress the chairman of an important committee called up for 
consideration a certain bill; objection was made by a member; the 
cheirman simply said that the bill only applied to the Territories and 
the District of Columbia. The objection was immediately withdrawn, 
and the bill was passed without a dissenting vote or another word of 
explanation. [ Applause. ] 

are briefly some of the and hardships imposed upon 
us by the provisional government lished in the ies, but in 
this connection it is only fair to say that they are not exclusively the 
offspring of either political party of to-day, but the joint heirs of 
Every count in this indictment can be sustained against both. Obvi- 
ously there is but one remedy—a place in the galaxy of States; a star 
on the flag; a vote and voice in both branches of Without 
it there is nothing but political insomnia and internal unrest. 

‘We are accustomed to see States with far less resources and possibil- 
ities, mounted, as it were, on steeds of steam, rushing swiftly past us, 
equipped with all the parapbernalia which sovereignty can invent or 
supply, contesting in a spirit of generous rivalry one with another for 
the first place im the race for political power and prestige, while we 
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are compelled to ‘‘sit solemnly astride a dead horse, in a reverential 
calm, with the reins held firmly in our hands,” only to see the flag 
fall in our face. [Great langhter.] Takeoff the handicap! Start us 
under as favorable circumstances as greeted the States at the time of 
their admission, and if the race is not always to the swift we will 
promise not to be last at the finish. 

Look at our pitiable political condition—great in numbers, wealth, 
intelligence, patriotism, and ali that makes a State, with no political 
autonomy save the alleged government provided for a Territory. We 
know what it is to sympathize with others. There is a homely but 
pregnant maxim, however, about charity commencing at home. 

For years we have heard much about home rule in Ireland, and con- 
tributed much to establish that inestimable blessing in that sad land; 
we needed no urging to enlist our sympathies; it was in k with 
the genius and spirit of our institutions. We were guided and con- 
trolked by a generous and humane impulse—the offspring of our na- 
tional independence. 

Their condition was aad is lamentable. It touches the tenderest 
chords of our feelings, and I would not abate the interest in so 
worthy a cause; but I beg of you not to forget that at home, under 
your own flag, are Territories with resources equal to the most favored 
States in the Union, with a citizenship below no standard which can 
be established, where constitutional government has never raised its 
head, where home rule lies bleeding and pleading at the feet of deapot- 
ism for that same recognition which you so justly and with one accord 
would give to Ireland. [Applause.] Under the-e wrongs we have 
smarted and chafed, but never have we been wanting in loyalty to the 
Union. We have been patient and long-suffering, hiding our humilia- 
tion behind our pride; but as we advance in years we find our modesty 
departing and our independence asserting itself. We realize that to 
aspire to be on an equal footing with the States of this Union is 2 worthy 
ambition, and without which our political life is incom + 

Henceforth honor bids us — pride, and compels us to publish to 
the world the infirmities of t system under which we live, and 
which is little better than that suffered by the colonies before the 
birth of the Republic and the uncertain dawn of independence. Pub- 
lic sentiment has been aroused upon this question and stands 
to appland our efforts. Our demands are not those of a rude and hos- 
tile people. Four-fifths of the adult ees of Montana were born 
and have resided in the several States of this Union, and consequently 
know and appreciate the blessings of constitutional government. 
They were born and bred under the same influences and civilization 
that surround you; they represent a sturdy race of men of strong in- 
tellects and vigorous constitutions. 

Tt was a long overland tripto get to that country. There were many 
perils to encounter and great difficulties to surmount. the eour- 
ageous dared to start, and only the and indomitable survived 
the hardships of the journey and reached their destination. Their 
home is a tract of mingled mountains, rolling lands, and expansive 
prairies. Men who mature in such a land are bound to be patriotic. 
They are as brave as they are strong, and when in the years to come 
the nation may need defenders it is certain that the contingent from 
Montana can be counted upon for that men can do in the 


They are your 
still by the ties of blood. 
their right to enlarge their liberties, to enjoy a closer connection with 
the American Union, and for the establishment and maintenance of a 
better government, 1 appeal to your bative justice and magnanimity, 
Se eee and in 
the solemnity of thought and freedom from partisan bias h ought 
to attend your deliberations I beg of you to listen to the voiceof justice 
andconsanguinity. I make this appeal to no ambition. 
Iam commissioned to do so in the name of Montana, a Territory whose 
valleys of gold and mountains of silver have never ceased to swell the 
volume of eo metals of the world for a quarter of a century. 
Applause. 


A Territory which, if measured bythe eur of its mountains, the 
fertility of its valleys, the of its the and utility 
of its water-falls, the richness of its mines, the number and value of its 


herds and flocks, the wealth and density of its forests, the health and 
vigor of its climate, the intelligence, aspiration, and patriotism of its 
citizens, ought toadmonish you that the time is at hand when we should 
be accorded a political status upon this floor which will no longer be 
an empty honor and a delusion, but a full realization of the benefits 
designed by the Constitution, and for the expectant coming of which 
we shall anxiously wait and watch. . 


Let us in this investigation inquire first concerning 


THE CONDITION AND EXTENT OF OUR PUBLIC LANDS. 


In order to be accurate in the presentation of the facts here submit- 
ted, I have obtained the data from the records of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, from which it 
the entries upon Government lands in Montana by actual 
brace 3,000,000 acres of land independent of those lands falling with- 





1889. 
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in the Northern Pacific Railroad grant, large quantities of which have 
been sold to and improved by the settlers: 

First. The number of original homestead entries made in the Terri- 
tory of Montana to June 30, 1883, was 4,547, embracing an area of 
678,252.71 acres. 

Second. The number of final homestead proofs made to above date 
is 1,804 and the area 266,340 acres. 

Third. The number of pre-emption filings made in Montana to June 
30, 1883, was 9,208, covering an estimated area of 1,383,200. 

Fourth. The number of original desert entries made in Montana to 
June 30, 1888, was 2,469, embracing an area of 876,029.74 acres. 

Fifth. The number of final desert-land entries to June 30, 1888, was 
760, with an area of 224,782.63 acres. 

7 =. The number of acres sold as coal land to June 30, 1888, was 


Seventh. The number of mineral applications filed to June 30, 1888, 
is ‘2,135. 
: a The number of mineral entries made to June 30, 1888, is 
"Ninth, ‘The area of Montana in square miles is 143,776. 
‘Tenth. The number of acres in Montana is 92,016,640. 
Eleventh. The numberof acres surveyed to June 30, 1888, is 18,604- 


Twelfth, The estimated area embraced in Indian reservations is 
10,818,760 acres. 


Thirteenth. The estimated area embraced in military reservations 
is 855,703.84 acres. 

Fourteenth. The estimated area of the grant, in Montana, to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, is 17,838,000 acres, of which there 
have been selected to June 30, 1888, 4,185,187.95 acres. 

Fifteenth. The total amount received from the disposals of the 
public lands in Montana to June 30, 1888, is $1,651,423.77. 

Sixteenth. The amount deposited by individuals for surveying the 
public lands in Montana to June 30, is $77,268.25. 


INDIAN LANDS—ESTIMATED AREA OF EXISTING INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN MON- 
TANA, 











| 

Reservations. | Acres. 
Cn ditthtianeusint 4, 712, 960 
Flathead , 
Northern Cheyenne........... 





Many of these lands will ultimately become a part of the public do- 
main, as they are far in excess of the needs of the Indians. 


At the first session of the present I introduced a bill which 
became a law, by which nearly 18,000,000 acres of Indian lands were 
restored to the publicdomain, being carved out of the Blackfoot reser- 
vation in Northern Montana, leaving less than 11,000,000 acres em- 
braced within our reservations. What is known as the Dawes sever- 
alty law is being put into practical operation in Montana among the 
Crows. One thousand and sixty-three allotments have been made to 
the Crows, and 1,337 persons belonging to that tribe remain entitled to 
allotments. It is estimated that after all allotments have been made 
to these Indians there will bea surplus of about 4,250,000 acres of land 
which may be disposed of under the severalty act of February 8, 1887. 

POPULATION. 

‘There has been no census since 1880, but the rapid increase of the 

ulation of the Territory can be nearly determined by the vote cast 


in the Territory at elections held for Delegate in Congress in 1884, 1836, 
and 1888, which was as follows: 7 


iaiplncnsteinn GD 
ailinieeierueate citiiainiaatinis giadiiddatdiadnamnnnini ee 
It must be remembered that in the great extent of country covered 
by Montana a considerable number of people must necessarily live 
remote from voting precincts and do not-vote. Itisalso proper to note 
in this connection that the laws of the Territory require six months’ 


seeee 


residence as a condi t to the right to vote. 
It is therefore fair te say, in view of the causes just mentioned, that 
ee was fully 10 per cent. of the vote cast, or 
at 4,000. 


we estimate four inhabitants to one voter, a conserva- 
tive estimate, we will tind that the population at the last election was 
about 176,000; and estimating the increase for the future according to 
the ratio of the six years last past, we will have considerably over 200,- 
000 people before we could possibly perfect our State organization and 
secure ee under the present bill. I want it understood that I 
am making most conservative estimate, and underestimating rather 
than overestimating anything, 





But upon the point of population itought to be sufficient to.say that 
favorable reports have been made upon theadmission of Montana both 
in the Honse and Senate in this and the Forty-ninth Congress; both 
of which reports were based upon the fact that at those several times 
her population was equal to the present unit of representation in the 
House. There is no limitation on the power of Congress to admit new 
States into the Union as suppssed by some. No given numberof popu- 
lation is required. The.smallest population of any State at the time 
of admission was Illinois, which was admitted in 1818, and which had 
34,620 inhabitants. The largest was thatof Wisconsin, which was ad- 
mitted in 1848 with a population of 180,000. 

ASSESSED VALUATION. 
— assessed value of property was in— 








188 coreedS2d, O40, 806 
1984 .. . 49, 746, 268 
1885 :.. . 62, 874,536 
1686... . 55,076, 871 
Pe ietsittnationssnesittmecnanmensecees weciennionsee -- 69,600,000 


This assessment does not embrace the great mining properties.of the 
Territories, which are exempt from taxation, but represents only ‘the 
solid and enduring wealth assessed at two-thirds ofits cash value. It 
does not embrace 827 miles of railroad, which is exempt from taxation 
by act of Congress as long as we remain a Territory. It does not em- 
brace the land grant of the Northern Pacific Railroad, amounting to 
17,838,000 acres of land within our Territory, which will become tax- 
able whenever the Government shall have surveyed the same. It is 
fair to conclude that the total valuation of assessable property in Mon- 
tana at this time is considerably over $100,000,000, the items com- 
prising which will be considered separately hereafter. 

The Territory is composed of sixteen organized counties. 

OUT OF DEBET. 


Montana enjoys the enviable distinction of being out of debt, with 
$130,192.76 in her treasury and a low rate of taxation. 


EXPORTS FOR 1888. 
For the year 1888 our exports amounted to $57,000,000; they em- 
braced the product of our mines, the sale of sheep, wool, cattle, hides, 
horses, and surplus agricultural products. 


MINERAL RESOURCES. 


Since the organization of Montana as a Territory it has been famous 
for the extent and richness of its mines. Itis therefore not essential 
that I should dwell upon a matter of such general notoriety. Suffice 
it to say that there is not a county in the Territory that is not rich in 
the precious metals. We have steadily pressed forward in the amount 
of our mineral output of gold, silver, and copper, until we are far in 
advance of any State or Territory, and yet it is but fair to say that 
this great industry is only im its infamcy. Aside from the great gold 
and silver interest, thelargest.copper plant in the world is at Anaconda, 
Mont. This concern in its various departments—including the mince 
and other auxiliaries—employs about twenty-six hundred men. 

The aggregate output of gold, silver, and copper in Montana for the 
calendar year 1888, as ascertained from the most reliable sources, was 
$40,500,000. There have just been erected at Helena and Great Falls 
two additional smelters of large capacities, which will guaranty an 
output from our mines for 1889 of not less than $50,000,000. It is 
conceded by everybody familiar with the subject that we have the 
greatest number of dividend-paying mines of any district in the United 
States. Nine.of the principal mines, the reports of which only I have 
been able to obtain, returned dividends for 1888 as follows: 





ee cartes Geepet) 22. cc cceccuscestnitie cadovecsseeccsesccovcccedoewetacenescoese $400, 000 
Granite Mountain.........0-..-sceees aeeees 1, 800, 009 
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Which is more than one-fourth of the total amount paid by mines in 
the United States and Mexico during the past year. 


AGRICULTURAL BESOURCES., 


The extent of our agricultural products in the Territories is almost 
the subject of mathematical calculation. In many parts of the Ter- 
ritory we have sufficient rain to raise crops. We are not, however, 
made to depend upon the uncertainties of rainfall; we resort almost 
uniformly to the method of artificial irrigation’ This system is no 
more nor less than tapping the mountain streams by ditches or canals 
and conveying it thence onto the ranches or farms, over which it is 
then spread from lateral ditches so constructed as to cover the land by 
natural fiow. It is a simple, easy, and inexpensive method when the 
ditches are once constructed. The water that is used is living water, 
coming from the mountains and plateaus freighted with the richest 
fertilizing materials derived from decaying vegetation and the soils of 
the upper regions, which are spread by the waters used in irrigaticn 
over the cultivated lands. 
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Observation and experience have demonstrated in the Western States 
and Territories that all lands upon which water can be supplied by ar- 
tificial means are capable of being reduced to the highest state of cul- 
tivation, at least so far as the cereals are concerned; and as before sug- 
gested, they enjoy complete immunity from the vicissitudes of scant 
or excessive rainfall. The opinion is fast gaining ground that too much 
attention has heretofore been paid to the chemical composition of the 
soils and too little to those physical conditions by which moisture and 
air are supplied to the roots of vegetation. Let me submit the testi- 
mony of the governor of Montana as to our agricultural possibilities. 
In his last report to the Secretary of the Interior he says: 

There has been a marvelous stride forward in agriculture, astounding to the 
poople who were skeptical as to the value and capabilities of Montana soil for 
farming purposes. The results echieved by the sturdy ranchmen who have set- 
tied in the valleys and upon lands all over the Territory have manifested the 
capacity of these lands for successful culture and production ofagricultural crops, 
remunerative in the highest degree. It can be stated in truth that the average 
yield per acre of wheat, oats, Irish potatoes, and cultivated grass in Montana, 
for the year 1887, wus not equaled by that of any Territory or State. This great 
foundation interest of all others in this American country is here in Montana 
rapidly extending and growing in importance. These rich, cheap lands have 
attracted the attention of the student farmer seeking a home, and in their cult- 
ure and trial they have demonstrated to the world that this is not on!y the coun- 
try of grass and valuable minerals, but is the farmer's country as well. 

At the first session of the present Congress I had the honor to submit 
some remarks upon the origin, extent, and advantage of irrigation, with 
the view of enlisting Government aid in the constraction of a system of 
dams and reservoirs in what arecommonly known as the arid regions of 
the United States. A brief reference to the same subject may not be 
uninteresting at this time. Aside from personal observation, I have 
drawn largely from the very excellent presentation of this question by 
Col. Charles A. Paston in a pamphlet written a few years ago calling 
public attention to the importance of reclaiming our arid lands by this 
method. 

Irrigation existed in Egypt before the pyramids were erected. Ithas 
fed the millions of Asia since the creation of the world. It nurtured 
Rome into existence, and was practiced in America before Columbus 
discovered the New World, and yet the people of the United States east 
of the Mississippi River know but little about it. 

The Moors introduced irrigation into Spain, and the Spaniards im- 
ported an imperfect system of irrigation into Mexico, Texas, California, 
etc. The valleyof the Nile has yielded its fruitful abundance from irri- 
gated lands for countless ages, and Cato wrote learnedly advocating its 
introduction into Italy; but the greatest achievement of modern times 
has been the improvement of the system of irrigation in the East Indies 
by the British Government of India. Irrigation in the East Indies ante- 
dates all history; the Great Mogul gave it a grand impetus during the 
magnificence of his reign. 

When the British Government (after the Sepoy mutiny) took the 
control of more than two hundred and fifty millions of subjects in 
India, the first duty of statesmanship was to provide labor and food 
for the people, and this has been accomplished by the extension of a 
system of irrigating canals unequaled in the world. Famine in India 
is rendered impossible as long as the Himalayas give their melted 
snows to fructify the Indian valleys. The Ganges Canal, with its 
branches, is 3,500 miles long. 

The greatest prerequisite to success in agriculture, fruit-raising, etc., 
in the Western States and Territories is water. A. constant and abun- 
dant supply of water is the true key to Western progress and develop- 
ment. In nearly all of that country the rainfall is insufficient, and not 
to be relied upon; hence Western people have been forced to study the 
problem of irrigation. Having been forced to look into this question, 
we naturally try to trace up its origin and history. 

The system found in California and in this country has been be- 
queathed to us by Mexico, and was inherited by them from Spain. 
Looking further back, we find that it was one among the many good 
gifts which the Moors gave to Spain when they overran that country 
in the eighthcentury. Whether the Moors obtained it direct from the 
Arabs or took it from the Egyptians we are unable to determine at this 
ja :day. Butin inquiring after its still more ancient origin and source 
we must not stop this side of the valleys of the Euphrates and Tigris. 
If we start here in the dim and shadowy ages of antiquity, beyond 
which even tradition becomes unintelligible, we will find that, with 
few exceptions, the highest types of civilization and the brightest ex- 
amples of progress and prosperity have been located, sustained, and 
nurtured by systems of irrigation. 


ANCIENT IRRIGATION, 


The glory, grandeur, and wealth of royal Babylon, of Nineveh, 
Thebes, Bagdad, Cairo, and Memphis, around which, as common cen- 
ters, the civilization of the great periods of time hung and radiated, were 
all attributable to and dependent upon the agricultural perfection sur- 
rounding them, and made possible by irrigation. I might go farther 
and say that it was the support and sustenance of the civilized world 
long after the cessation of Roman sway. For none will fail to rec- 
ognize that the Nile country alone supported what was known as the 
Roman world, and that Egypt was also regarded as the granary of the 
empire. The Egyptian people were overthrown and vanished, but 


their system of irrigation survived and gave sustenance to civilization, 
and remained intact through all vicissitudes and chan 

If anything, irrigation was better in the days of Semiramis than in 
the days of Boabdil, although, like the other concomitants of the beau- 
tiful Alhambra, orchards, vineyards, meadows, as then seen along the 
banks of the Guadalquivir, speak of a splendid development. both ma- 
terial and intellectual. The Moors obtained from their Arab progeni- 
tors a taste for astronomy and some inclination towards practical 
mathematics, and to some extent we find applied mathematics in its 
ernde state assisting in making large portions of their country bloom 
and blossom as the rose by the ingenious devices which the Moors had 
of supplying water to the gardens, orchards, vineyards, and beautifal 
meadows which dotted old Hispania during their occupancy. 

It is a fact which can not be controverted that after the reconquest of 
Spain and the expulsion of the Moriscoes, Spain began to decline. 
The splendid schools of Granada and the numerous manufactories of 
Valencia and other places gradually faded away and left Spain with- 
out any support save that which she gathered by the sword, for she 
had neglected almost entirely her irrigation system; and the apology 
for one which we have, ard which was found in California when that 
State was acquired, is the system handed down by the successors of 
those Spaniards who vanquished aud expelled the Moriscoes from 
Spain. 

- PROGRESS REQUIRED. 


I have touched but very briefly upon its antiquity for the reason that 
four-fifths, we might even say nine-tenths, of English speaking people 
are practically unacquainted with thissystem. Their civilization, com- 
paratively speaking, is in its infancy; it is still jejune, and has grown 
up in aclimate of moisture and regular rainfall and operating upon 
what might be termed virgin soil, and until recently the people of the 
United States had no necessity of irrigation. But times are changing, 
and the time will come when four-fifths of the population of America 
may be dependent upon irrigation in their agricultural pursuits. We 
will therefore do well to look into this question, and when the Ameri- 
can idea once takes hold of it systems new and prolific will evolve won- 
derful results, 


I make the broad statement that the results of irrigation in Califor- 
nia, Colorado, Montana, Idaho, Arizona, and New Mexico show, in a 
large majority of instances, an increase of 100 per cent. over results de- 
pendent upon rainfall alone in the Eastern and Middle States. The 
history of the West proves this statement to be correct. 

Before leaving this subject I ought to say that it now seems very 
probable that an extensive system of dams and reservoirs will be con- 
structed in the Territories of Montana, Arizona, and New Mexico and 
the State of Colorado for the reclamation by irrigation of their arid 
lands. The act of October 2, 1888, provided for the survey of these 


Jands with that view. The following is the text of that portion of the 
statute: 


For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the arid region of the 
United States can be redeemed by i tion and segregation of the irrigable 
Jands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for reservoirs and other 
hydraulic works necessary for the storage and utilization of water for irriga- 
tion and the prevention of floods and overflows, and to make the necessary 
maps, including the pay of employés in field and in office, the cost of all instru- 
ments, apparatus, and materials, and all other necessary expenses connected 
therewith, the work to be performed by the Geo! | Survey, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of Interior, the sam of $100,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. And the Director of the Geological Survey, under the 
supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, shall make a report to Congress, on 
the first Monday in December of each year, showing in detail how the said 
money has been onpendss. the amount for actual survey and engineer 
work in the field in ting sites for reservoirs, and an item account of the 
expenditures under this appropriation. And all the lands which may here- 
after be designated or selected by such United States surveys for sites for reser- 
voirs, ditches, or canals for irrigation pu and all the lands made sus- 
ceptible of irrigation by such reservoirs, ditches, or canals, are from this time 
henceforth hereby reserved from sale as the property of the United States, and 
shall not be su after the passage of this act, to entry, settlement, or occu- 


pation until further provided by law: Provided, That the President may at any 
time, in his deoseetin 


on, by proclamation, open any portion or all of the lands 
reserved by this provision to settlement under the Weseneiioed laws. 


Pursuant to this statute steps were at once taken to secure an irri- 
gation survey of the arid region of the United States. 


WORK IN MONTANA. 


Professor Powell of the Geological Survey, under whose direction 
this work is to proceed, in referring to the work done in Montana, in 
his report to Congress of January 2, 1889, says: 


Work was commenced on the Continental Divide, at the headwaters of the 
Columbia and Missouri Rivers, early in October, one ee ew on the 
Columbia River side and another on the Missouri River si The whole was 
under the immediate charge of Mr. E. M. Douglas. An area of 2,200 square 
miles has been su The features of this country were de- 
li . the courses of the streams sites ofall considerable bodies of water 
were ascertained, and the altitude, position, and general character of irrigable 
lands were determined. This is a region of ndan‘ 


abu t streams, an 
many sites favorable for the establishment of storage reservoirs have been dis- 
covered. 


THE COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE PAYS A HIGH TRIBUTE TO OUR AGRICULT- 
URAL LANDS IN NORTHERN MONTANA. 


Hon. Norman J. Colman, Commissioner of Agriculture, in company 
with a large number of representatives of the agricultural press, visited 
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Montana last summer for the express purpose of examining into our 
; tural possibilities. They were enthusiastic in their admiration 
‘of our climate and the capacity of our soil. ‘They knew a good thing 
|when they saw it. I will read an extract from a petition recently pre- 
sented by them to Congress referring to a section of country just opened 
,to settlement and embracing 17,600,000 acres of land: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representalives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled : 

The petition of the subscribers, citizens of the respective States named herein, 
showeth: That during the summer of 1888 your petitioners, proprietors or repre- 
sentatives of the New England Farmer, Boston, Mass.; the American Agricult- 
urist, New York City, N. Y.; the Farm Journal, Philadelphia, Pa.; the Ohio 
Farmer, Cleveland, Ohio; the Indiana Farmer, Indianapolis, Ind.; the Rural 
World, bt. Louis, Mo.; the Western Rural, Chicago, Ill; Orange Judd Farmer, 
Ch , IIL; the Western Farmer, n, Wis.; Farm Stock and Home, Min- 
neapo Minn., representing ane readers, in a body explored the late 
Blackfoot Indian reserve lands in Northern Montana Territory, to which the 
United States acquired title by act of Congress approved February 8, 1887, with 
a view of examining the quality and desirability of the lands for settlement, in 
response to numerous inquiries from the patrons and readers of these papers 
throughout the United States, 

Ona wide examination of this country, they found it exceedingly de- 
sirable for homesteads and actual settlement, to which by said act of Congress 
it has been dedicated. For the purpose of enabling many thousands of other 
citizens of the United States whom we represent to take homesteads and settle 
on these fertile lands, we join the settlers and those desiring homesteads on 
these lands in petitioning your honorable body to direct that a section of said 
lands, at some point to be selected on the line of the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway, between the national military reserve of Fort Assinni- 
boine, on the west, and Fort Belk on the east, to be sold at the minimum 
price of $1.25 per acre, and that the title to the same be invested in the trustee 

of the itural Press Association, Norman J. Colman, which is composed 
of the proprietors and representatives of the said papers, and which have be- 
‘come a corporate Soa>, Soganaees for the purpose of aiding homestead settle- 


ment on the lands afo , and in supplying a trade center in the Milk River 
Valley, on said section of land. 
Your petitioners further respectfully represent that these lands are exceed- 
ingly fertile, and lying in a latitude greatly modified and made most salubrious 
by influences of the warm Japanese current of the Pacific Ocean are attract- 
ing settlers, and that a trade center is essential for the convenience of the set- 
tlers of this great valley. And your petitioners will ever eee 
JOHN B. CONNER, 
JOHN FARMER, 
Indianapolis. 
MILTON GEORGE 
Of Western Rural, Chicago. 
ORANGE JUDD, 
of one ar Farmer, Chicago, Il. 
D. R. McGINNIS, 
NORMAN J. COLMAN, 
CHALMER D. COLMAN, 
Of Colman’s Rural World, St. Louts. 
W. H. LAURENCE, 


Of Ohio Farmer. 
CurcaGo, November 20, 1888. 


I believe that the section of country here referred to willin the near 
future prove second to none in the Northwest as a great wheat-produc- 
ing region. Its capacity to doso, I think, has already been established, 
and it seems very probable that in this section irrigation will be un- 
necessary. 

WHAT THE SOIL HAS PRODUCED. 


I give a few well-authenticated instances, compiled by reliable au- 
thority, showing what Montana soil can do. 


C. Milton raised 1,500 bushels of oats from 30 acres. 

Percy St. Clair raised 1,900 bushels of grain from 36 acres. 

Noah and James Gee had 60 acres of oats that yielded 3,640 bushels. 

G.C. Monroe, of —— Hill, thrashed 1,900 bushels of oats from 37 acres. 

George H. Gee, of Spring Hill, thrashed 2.700 bushels of oats from 39 acres. 

H. Crouse, of Spring Hill, thrashed 2,989 bushels of oats off of 50 acres of land. 

A. Walton, of Spring Hill, had 40 acres of oats that yielded 2,150 bushels, and 
23 acres of wheat that yielded 1,010 bushels. 

Joseph owe of Gallatin, raised 4,500 bushels of grain from 150 acres. 
“ Albert W. Walton thrashed 1,700 bushels of oats from 10 acres without irriga- 

on. 

R. M. Craven, of Hillsdale, thrashed over 7,000 bushels of grain from 150 acres. 

J.B. Moore, of Hillsboro, had 35 acres of oats that averaged 70 bushels per 


acre. 
sy L, Luce, of East Gallatin, thrashed 4,000 bushels of oats from 65 acres of 


8. J. McGuire, of Mill Creek, thrashed 3,845 bushels from 80 acres, 200 of which 
was wheat. 


John Fi n, ot Spring Hill, recently thrashed from 100 acres 3,090 bushels 
of Scotch Fife wheat. 

Thomas Reese,of Reese Creek, had nearly 80 acres of oats,from which he 
thrashed 4,300 bushels. 

Ben oe thrashed 1,650 bushels of oats from 530 acres and 530 bushels of 

wheat from 20 acres. 

John E, Reese, of Reese Creek, had 88 acres of wheat that yielded 3,270 bushels, 
and 30 acres of oats that yielded 2,200 bushels. 

George E. Davis, of Mill Creek, 3,700 bushels of oats on 50 acres; 15 acres of 
the above 50 yielded 1,320 bushels, and 2,122 bushels of wheat w on 60 acres. 

Theo. Norman raised 5,500 bushels of oats upon 74 acres, and had a volunteer 


crop of 1,500 bushels of Fife wheat upon 80 acres, upon which he raised 1,000 
els last year. 


A. Truman, of ‘Spring Hill, thrashed 1,745 bushels of oats from 30 acres. Mr, 
Truman, as well asa number of other farmers in the vicinity of Spring Hill, 


has Seen troubled with grasshoppers, making the yield lighter than it would 
ve been. 


FRUIT. 

Montana hasalready demonstrated her ty to produce the finest- 
flavored small fruits. Strawberries, black es, currants, and this 
class of fruits abound as native growths, and when cultivated uce 
prolific crops. ee of the hardy variety do well. So far the Mis- 
souri and Bitter Root valleys appear to be r adapted to their suc- 
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cessful cultivation. I have visited the splendid orchards of Mr. John 
G. Pickening in the former, and Mr. William E. Bass in the latter val- 
ley, and the apples there grown, for size, flavor, and firmness, compare 
favorably with any I ever saw. Here is the evidence of a fruit-grower 
in the Bitter Root valley: 

W. B. Harlan, of Como, Missoula County, an old-time fruit-grower of that sec- 
tion, writes as follows to the Helena Live-Stock Journal: “I had over 20,000 
pees of orchard fruits of thirty-five varieties. My oldest trees are six years 

n the ground, and some of that age yielded four and five boxes each, while the 
largest crabs yielded ten boxes. Astorelative hardiness I can scarcely give an 
opinion, for I do not think I have lost any trees from winter-killing out of over 
sixty varieties, but nearly all of them are considered hardy kinds, and most of 
them Iron Clads. I have Ben Davis, Winesap, Dominie, Northern Spy, and 
the Tolman Sweet doing well here, while they can not be raised at all in North- 
ern lowa, Wisconsin, or in any part of Minnesota. Of pears, Flemish Beauty 
seems entirely hardy, and several other sorts half hardy. Of plums, the Green, 
Yellow, and Imperial Gage seem hardy; also Lombard, Pon¢l’s Seedling, De Soto, 


and others. I have fifty varieties of new Russian fruits, but they are not yet 
bearing. I expect great things from them.” 


RIVERS. 


Perhaps none of the Territories are so well watered as Montana. I 
make no mention of the smaller streams, but notice only the larger. 
Among them may be mentioned the Missouri, which is navigable from 
its mouth to Fort Benton, in Northern Montana, and which has served 
as a check in the past upon the unreasonable exactions of other methods 
of transportation; the Yellowstone, which is navigable irom its mouth 
to Miles City, in Eastern Montana; the Rosebud and Tongue Kivers, in 
the same section; the Madison, the Jefferson, and Gallatin, in Eastern 
and Central Montana, furnish an unlimitedsupply of water. Canal 
companies are now engaged in the construction of irrigating canals, 
tapping these rivers, which will reclaim millions of acres of land for 
agricultural purposes. 

In Western Montana the Big Blackfoot, the Little Blackfoot, the 
Hellgate, the Bitter Root, and Flathead Lake were the great factors in 
producing the marvelous growth and prosperity of that section. In 
Southern Montana, the Beaverhead, the Bighole, and other streams 
serve a similar purpose. In Northern Montana, near Fort Benton, in 
the Sun River country and in the Blackfoot country are large lakes 
which never appear to vary in the quantity of their water supply. 
These also are being tapped by canals for irrigating purposes; I predict 
that within one year the present agricultural area of Montana will be 
doubled. To these must be added the Teton, the Sun River; and 
the Marias, in Northern Montana, and the Big and Little Boulder in 
Central Montana, thus furnishing a system of water ways unexceiled 
in any part of the Northwest. 


CLIMATE, 


Latitudes have been showr to be wholly unreliable upon the ques- 
tion of climate. I undertake to say that the climate of Montana, for 
health and vigor, is unsurpassed in the United States. Epidemic and 
pulmonary troubles are unknown to us. The fact that for a few days 
at atime the mercury drops to 15° or 20° below zero is no cause for 
alarm nor a just criterion by which to judge our climate. There is no 
moisture in the atmosphere in that country. It is a dry climate, and 
I am prepared to testify that the temperature in the city of Washington 
indicated by 10° above zero is more severe than 10° below zero in the 
dry climate of Montana; but the cold weather referred to is not con- 
tinuous; it is softened and tempered by a genial wind from the west, 
called the Chinook, which removes the snow with great rapidity, and 
brings us balmy daysin midwinter most unexpectediy. It always seems 
to reach us at the propertime. Laden with the least trace of the spices 
of the tropics from whence it comes, its gentle touch is like Italian soft- 
ness, transforming silvern winterinto golden Indiansummer. Itisthe 
vade mecum of the Montanian. It has been so admirably described by 
Governor Semple, of Washington Territory, in his report to the Interior 
Department, that I must repeat it. He says: 


This is a balmy wind, coming from the Kuro Siwo, or Great Japanese current 
of the Pacific Ocean. In the summer it is a cool wind,and tempers the heat of 
summer so that nowhere within its range do people fall down with sunstrokes. 
In the winter it is a warm, moist wind, and is sometimes slightly odoriferous, as 
if spice-laden from the tropics. It is so gentle upon ordinary occasions that its 

resence could not be noted by its motion, and it is almost miraculous in its ef- 

ects. Snow and ice a before it with rapidity, and it seems to be able to 
blow for long distances between walls of colder air without parting with its 
heat. Sometimes it constitutes an upper current, in which case the remarkable 
spectacle is witnessed of snow melting from the mountain tops while thermom- 
eters in the valleys register below freezing point. At other times it is the sur- 
face current, and follows the valleys and gorges as a flood might follow them, 
It seems to bear healing upon its wings, like Sandalphon, the Angel of Prayer, 
and it is not difficult to conceive that the Indians would wish to personify it in 
order to fix upon it their devotions. 

This wind sometimes penetrates as far as the upper stretches of the Missouri, 
and even tempers the air on the plains of Dakota beyond the Rocky Mountains, 
Wherever it goes the chains of winter are unloosed and the ice-bound rivers 
are set free. The Chinook isthe natural eremy of the odious east wind, and 
while, ordinarily, it wields its influence as gently as the zephyrs that waft the 
thistle downs in autumn, still there are times when the two winds engage in 
giant conflicts and fight for opecmner, now in the upper then in the lower 
strata, on the mountains and in the valleys, alternately riving each other back 
and forth, swaying the trees, tossing the leaves, and swirling the rain-drops or 
the crystals of snow, as the one or the other advances. But the combat is never 
long, and the victory is always with the Chinook. The inhabitants east of the 
Cascade Mountains, when winter has seized them, and the east wind dashes 
snow in their faces, pray for the Chinook to come. They look by day for its 
moist front, and listen by night for the noise of its combat with the east wind, 
and when it reaches them they rejoice. 

Such is the Chinook wind, the blessed wind, of the far Northwest. 


i Sraptlimlis 
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CATTLE. 


The observations heretofore made concerning free ranges are applica- 
ble alse to cattle. This industry has made rapid strides within the 


last few years, demonstrating that our ranges are lasting and that they 
are the best maturing grounds for cattle to be found. Without pro- 
viding shelter or feeding a pound of hay or anything except the native 
grasses as they grow and cure upon the range, we send our cattle roll- 
ing fat to the great beef markets of the country, commanding the high- 
est prices paid for range cattle. The number of cittie now in Mon- 
tana is about 1,500,000, representing the choicest and best ‘breeds. 


Disease among cattle, sheep, and horses is comparatively unknown 
with us. 
SUBREP. 

The couutry embraced within the present Territories of ‘the United 
States is destined to become the great sheep range of the future. These 
Territories are now producing large quantities of superior wool and the 
finest mutton. We have the benefit of an illimitable free range upon 
public land, which is fit only for grazing purposes, and free timber for 
sheds and other building purposes. We winter our sheep upon the 
native grasses, hence it is apparent that that industry can not long sur- 
vive in the States east of the Mississippi, where flocks ‘have to ‘be fed 
upon the products of land which commands a hundred dollars an acre. 
There are over 2,500,000 sheep in the Territory of Montana, and the 
weol-clip for the last year brought over $1,500,000. Itis claimed that 
mutton alone will pay the cost of raising sheep in Montana, and that 
the wool clipped and sold is all profit. 

HORSES. 

Montanais the natural home for the horse; our altitude is conducive 
to great development of lung power, our mountain streams are the 
purest and best water, and the gravelly ranges serve to make the hardest 
and best fect. Like sheep, our horses feed upon the open ranges the 
year round, and consequently return handsome revenue to those en- 
gaged in the business. There are considerably over 200,000 now on 


our ranges; we ship them in car-lead lots to the East, just as we do 
cattle and sheep. 


in order that I may fairly present this industry in all its magnitude 
and importance I call attention to the following from the Rocky Mount- 
ain Huskandman, the leading stock journal of the Territory: 


To be assured that Montana is destined to become one af the patest horse- 
producing sections in Amerioa, we only have to examine into the affairs that 
exist in regard to this industry. The introduction of the best blood of the con- 
tinent with the establishment of our breeding farms from twelve to fifteen years 
ago, and every year since that date, has marked the incoming of the best of 
sires, and of later years our horsemen have been bringing both dams and sires. 
We not only have numerous representatives of the finest and most renowned 
families of the great American , the trotter, but we have thoroughbreds 
that siand atthe top round of the ladder of running fame, aed draught horses of 
every “description from beyond the ocean. We have the choicest productions 
of France and England. otone or two of each breed, but hundreds have been 
shipped in, to say nothing of what has been produced here. 

As our eountry has p our horsemen have from year to year gone 
Hast and attended the stock exhibitions of Ch ‘o, St. Louis, Louisville, and 
Lexington, antl, in fact, have ransacked the Blue Grass State,and spared no ex- 
ponse in securing the best. Thesteck thus purchased has been broughtto Mon- 
tana and scattered through our valleys, until there is scarcely a herd that does 
not boast of its celebrities, and most of them number their choice animals by 
the seore. And this year the influx of promising you rs has been greater 
than any previous one, and next year will exee!l this. e have fully one hun- 
dred breeding farms in Montana that boastof from fifty to two hundred head of 
standard-bred trotters, thoroughbreds, or pure-b} draughtanimalsof some 
of the popular breeds, and this, together with the incoming of the best the older 
sections of the State can produce, will certainly make itself felt in the produce 
of our esuntry. 

Buta few years ago the general character of our horses doing service was 
very ordinary. ‘Now our farmers are beginning to sport nking teams. 
Grade Normans, Percherons, Clydes, English draughts and Shire horses are 
beginning to be the rule rather than the exception, andevery village and com- 
munity has its steppers. Three-minute horses, but a few years since so rare, 
are now found upon many of our farms and about our smal! towns. Our peo- 
ple are beginning to pride themselves upon their horse-flesh. Nearly every 
town and community and most every breed farm has a race-eourse, and we 
are 2rowing—almost uneonsciously though it be a horse ple. With 
the rate at which shipments are being made of the best, and increase of 
those on hand, one can readily see that a most brilliant future is in store for 
this industry. 


TRON, 


The Territory is simply threaded with veins of iron. So farwe have 
established uo manufactories for its consumption, and the only way in 
which it is utilized is for fluxing purposes in the reduction of the pre- 
cious metais. Large quantities, however, are used for this purpose. 
‘The Belt range of mountains in the vicinity of Great Falls is virtually 
a mountain of magnetic iron, an analysis.of which shows it to be sec- 
oud to nene in the country for the construction of Bessemer steel, and 
in the days to come, when the labor cost shall be reduced, iron-work 
and other manufactories of no mean proportiens are sure to spring up 
at Great Falls.a thriving city of 3/000 people, situated on the Missouri 
River, and on the line of the St. Paul, Minneapolisand Manitoba and 
the Montana Central Railroads, convenient to which are the great Sand- 
cenlee coal-fields and the unlimited power furnished by the Great 
Falls of the Missouri River. 

COAL-FIELDS, 

The fuel supply in Montana is no longer an open question. Our 

mines are being worked systematically, and from ‘this time forward 








will show an immense output. These mines are nearCinnabar, Garéi- 
iner, Livingston, Sandcoulee, Timberline, Trail Creek,.aud Red Lodge, 
and at other points. The coal at Red Lodge issaid to be very hard bi- 
tuminous, requiring the use of powder for mining. The immensity of 
this field can be approximated when it is known ‘that fifteen veins of 
discovered coal at Ked Lodge are covered by 1} miles of bheff front, 
and that these veins are from 4} to 20 feet in thickness, aggregating 
136 feet of clear coal. The Timberline, Red Lodge, Sandcoulee, and 
Livingston mines are reached by railroads. At the latter place the 
Livingston Coa! and Coke Company erected, over a year ago, a Jarge 
number of ecoke-ovens and commenced the manufacture of coke ex- 
tensively. The product of this camp is said to be-equal tothe best 
Pennsylvania eoke. 

What I have said upon this subject is confirmed ‘by Professor ‘G. 'C. 
Swallow, for many years State geologist of Missouri, and for ten years 
last past a resident of Montana, and whose opinion is.of great value, 
His observations are embodied in the following letter: 


He.ena, Mowt., January 4,1889. 

My Dear Str: My engagements have been such that I eould not answer 
your inquiries as to coal in Montana until z 

The whole country east of the main range of the Roeky Mountains, and bo- 
tween the Dearborn and the reservation. north, and probably to the Dominion, 
and as far east as the mouth of Sun River, is underlaid with coal. It.is opened 
in several on the Dearborn, on the ridge north-of the Dearborn, on Fiat 
Creek, at Eagle Reeck,in many places on Sun River, on the Missouri below 
Ulm, on the Teton above Choteau, on the Muddy in several places, on. Birch 
Creek, and on the Marias. I saw eoal-beds in al! these places and found it 
abundant and of good quality. In all the lecations mentioned above, the coal 
is mined for local uses only. 

At Sandecoulee the coal is good, the bed is thick, and is now worked exten- 
sively for the smelters at Great Falls, and for Helena, Great Falls, Benton, and 
other markets. The Montana Central uses this coal for its locomotives and 
stations. The same coal-bed, 12 feet thick, is opened in several places on Belt 
Creek, at Belt City, and also on Smith's or Deep River, and Hound Creek, west 
of Sandeoulee, and another bed is opened on Willow Creek and at Chestnut. 

The workings at Sandcoulee have shown the presence there of at least 20,- 
000,000 tons of marketable coal. There is as much more at the Belt mines, and 
half as much more in sight-on Smith’s River. Doubtless the quantity in each 
place is much larger. The above estimate is what is proved up. 

There are three coal areas in the Judith basin, one extending from Utica to 
the northwestsome 15 miles across Willow Creek. This bed is the same as that 
at Sandeoulee. The quality is good and the quantity is very great. There are 
two other coal basins onthe western flank of the Judith Mountains, and another 
on the eastern flank. But little is known of these coal areas. Parties are now 
opening these mines, 

There is another large and valuable coal area north of the Musselshell, and 
extending from Swimming Woman Creek to Careless Creek. There is also the 
Bull Mountain coal-field between the Musselshell and Yellowstone, at the head 
of Razor Creek. There are six or seven workable seams in this area, and the 
coal is. good.and the quantity immense. There is a coal basin south of the Yel- 
—- and west of Fort Keogh. Of this coal Iiknow nothing save the lo- 
cality. 

The Rock Oreek coal area, to which they are now eonstructing a railroad 
from Park City, is one of the most im inthe Territory. There are seven 
beds and a total thickness.of coal in all of the beds, 47 feet. The coal is very 
wood and the — is said to be-very great. These coals will soon be mined 
in large quantities and placed in the markets of the Territory. 

The outcroppings of the Bozeman coal-beds have been traced for a distance 
of more than 30 miles, and the beds are extensively worked in several places. 
The Williams mine, 9 miles west of Livingston, now runs forty coke-ovens and 
make nearly 50 tons of coke a day. This coke is used at Wickes and Toston. 

Several mines are worked in the Gardiner coal-field on the Yellowstone near 
the Nationai Park. This coal is very ,and is largely used by the Northern 
Pacific Railroad. In December the Horr mine in this coalfield took out and 
shipped by rail 2,400 tons to the markets on that railroad. The outcroppings 
of this coal-bed have been traced from Mount Evarts, in the Park, to Mount 
Cinnabar, and thence west and south towards Electric Peak for many miles. 

. — Timberline coal-mines have been worked for several years with good re- 
sults. 

They are now opening up the eoal-mines in the Gallatin valley, with good 
prospects of developing large quantities of good ceal. 

A coal-mine has also been opened between Radersburgh and Boulder City, 
which is mined for local uses only. 

There is a large coal aréa on the west side of the range in Missoula County. 
It has been opened inseveral places for local uses; but1 can not «peak withany 
certainty about the quantity and quality of the eoa). 

There are vast quantities of coal on the Missouri River at the Coal Banks and 
below. But what I saw of it.and what we tested on thesteam-boats many years 
ago, did not prove very good. Some of the beds have sinee been worked with 
good results. There are six or eight beds extending under areas of the 
eountry, but I can not say how much of it will prove good. 

Extensive. coal-beds are found.on Milk River, but 1 have never seen them, and 
have no data to give you any useful information about them. 

It may be safe’ that the coal deposits of Montana are practically inex- 
—~ for generating ssalaeadauen mmahdaranaiiten cae, ok tame aaten ot 
mestic use, ores. nm 
them make excellent coke, as the Bozemau bed, and others will work in fur- 
the Sandcoulee and Belt coals. 


G. C. SWALLOW. 


FIRE-CLAY. 

Fire-clay of a superior quality has been discovered near Thompson 
Falis, Amaconda, Garrison, Dillon,,and Helena. The use of the do- 
mestic article promises to become universal ‘in Montana. ideri 
the large number of mills, furnaces, and smelters steadily running in 
Montana, it is apparent that this industry is destined to be a large one 
even if the demand should be confined to ‘the Territory. 


OTHER MINERAL. 
The Territory abounds in lite, sandstone, limestone, and a su- 
periorguality of marble. No or more enduring building material 
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is to be found anywhere. The marble quarries in the vicinity of Deer 
Lodge, Helena, and Gardiner are known to be of excellent quality, and 
we are only awaiting the hand of enterprise and capital to give direc- 
tion and control to a great and profitable industry in that material. 


TIMBER. 


Our mountains are covered with a dense growth of pine, spruce, and 
fir. On the more precipitous mountains we have a growth called lodge- 
pole pine; it scarcely ever exceeds 8 or 10 inches in diameter and grows as 
straight as an arrow, reaching as high as 70 feet. This is the character 
of timber used for fencing and also for lagging in deep mining. It ex- 
ists in great quantities, and wherever found is so thick that it reminds 
you of fields of growing corn. In no section of the country is there 
a great scarcity of timber, but by far the finest and best timber to be 
found is on the west side of the main range of the Rocky Mountains 
in Deer Lodge and Missoula Counties. Here the size and density of 
its growth is marvelous, resembling very much the famous timber 
lands of our sister Territory of Washington. 

There is no law by which we can purchasethese lands; buta law which 
has long prevailed of permitting the settler to cut and remove timber 
from mineral lands for agricultural, mining, and domestic purposes 
without cost still obtains. This privilege is regulated by rules made 
by the Interior Department under authority of law. Exportation of 
timber is prohibited. Our greatest difficulty about the preservation 
of timber arises from forest fires. Annually more timber is destroyed 
by these fires than our population would consume in five years. But 
we have an abundance for all time, which, with the great deposits of 
coal heretofore spoken of, settles permanently the fuel question for 
Montana. 


RAILROADS. 


We have about 2,000 miles of railroad constructed and in operation 
in Montana, giving us virtually three transcontinental lines. The 
Northern Pacific, the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba, and the 
Utah and Northern, connecting the two mentioned with the Union and 
Central Paeific at Ogden in Utah. Every county seat but three has 
railroad connections with these through lines of travel, and both of 
these have projected lines which will be built in another year. 


Miles | Miles 
Name of road. Points connected. con- pro- 
structed.| jected. 








Union Pacific...) Pleasant Valley and Butte......' 140 |... 
Anaconda Branch .... .-| Stuart and Anaconda............. | De css 
Montana Union. .... ..| Silver Bow and Garrison......| 44 |... 


Union Pacific and Montana 2. Buttetothe Jefferson River. |... ee 
(the Word-Drennen-Ir- | 3, Butte up Yankee Doodle |............... SS oaaeeiedialen 
vine-Scott-Raymond syn- Gulch. 
dicate). 4. Dillon to Helena and via 
Fort Benton to the north- 

| ern boundary. i 

5. Twin Bridges to Utah | salhlhtnibeninait Eenandiiiismmenaan 
Northern via Virginia City 

and the Park. 


ver Lake and Rock Creek. 
7. Three Forks tothe Yellow- 
stone via Bozeman. 





| 8. Numerous other branches...’............... 1,009 
St. Paul, Minneapolis and Fort Buford to Great Falls..... 399 |.. 
Manitoba. 
Sandcoulee Branch.............. 




















20 100 
Castle Mountain Branch... } f 350 
Teton Branch ...............+- ‘ 4 75 
Montana Ceutral.................. Great Falls to Helena............ | BD Sechoubitdaiises 
in Line.......... snteodaeantocehl ..-| Heleva to Butte.............. 74 |. 
lee iaiill Helena to Bont ns a 
Marysville Branch............... Junction to Marysville............ RP cebnett 
Elkhorn Braneh ................ ..| Boulder to Elichorn................ EES 20 
pe Ameiensiattinal Butte to Anaconda and Phil- |...............! 55 
lipsburgh. 
Northern Pacific ........ .......+ - Sentinel, Butte, and Heron..... i chendinntianie 
Rocky Fork and Cooke City.| Laurel to Cooke City. ............ 45 45 
Rocky Mountain ................. | Livingston to Cinnabar........... _ iniaslense 
Helena and Jefferson Priekly Pear Junetion to 20 7 
County. Wickes. 
Helena and Red Mountain...! ‘Helena to Rimini... ............... WOE AGEs sokenie odes 
Helena and Northern........ | Clo Junction to Marys- 138 100 
ville. | 
Helena, Boulder Valley | Jefferson to Calvin................. 30 | 26 
and Butte. | 
Helena, Boulder and Madi- | Boulder to National Park ......'............... 150 
son. 
ane and Phillips- | Drummond to Phillipeburgh.| 26 | 30 
rh. | 
—— and Bitter Root | Missoula to Idaho line 35 | 60 
alley. | 
IN retort .| Livingston to Cokedale ... in icics 
See UOMMNEM BOO IO Sh ictnn, otenevecnnilaiiadesiaanaissesasic seaial Bet | 200 
Branches. 
— and Butte Short | Bozeman to Buite 0.0... 00. ..cc.)ccccecceeeneee 110 
ne, | 
Montana, K.and T.......0.....«. Miles City to Wyoming ne iplnhitartinad M40 
ois. eS eke semmneimemnmnenneniinne | 1,868 2,518 


SCHOOLS, 


We have a first-class public-school system. Governor Leslie, who 
has derived his information from official sources, reports as follows to 
the Secretary of the Interior: 

The subject of education is a favorite theme in every household in Montana, 
The people are united and have one common spirit of the largest liberality and 
eager willingness in sustaining and advancing their public schools. Every 
child of school age in the Territory is on the school-roll and is at school nine 
months of the year. In this Territory there is in each of the cities and large 
towns the very best and highest class of graded schools, and in all the schools 
of the Territory the very bestclass of teachers, superintendents, etc. 

Montana has no public schoo! fund amounting up to millions, as have the 
people of the States. The scheol fund for public schools in this Territory is in 
the hearts of the people and the taxation of their property. The entire fund, 
supplemented by a small amount derived from fines, is raised from year to year 
by direct taxation. No one eomplains of it; and yet there is more money paid 
out per capita for public schools by Montana's people than is paid by the people 
(including their assistance from their great school funds) of any of the States. 
Besides these public schools for the children that can see, hear, and talk, the 
Territory has provided by law (and it is being done) for the education of all the 
blind children and deaf-mutes between eight and eighteen years of age in the 
Territory, at the very best institutions for thatafMiicted elassin the United States, 
and pay for their education and transportation, under care of a paid escort from 
their homes. 

St. Vincent’s Academy, one of the oldest and best institutions of 
learning in the Territory, is situated at Helena. A classical school is 
also maintained there, and a denominational school under the auspices 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church is being established at the same 
place. A college, where a purely business course in book-keeping is 
taught, is also one of the permanent institutions of the capital. At 
Deer Lodge a college of superior merit, and perhaps the best equipped 
corps of teachers inthe Territory is maintained. Under a recent act of 
Congress an agricultural college isto be founded. The Legislature now 
in session will doubtless do whatever is necessary to give us the benefit 
of the substantial aid provided in the act of Congress referred to, and 
when we shall have received the benefits to be derived from our school 
lands so long withheld from us by the General Government, we will 
have a permanent fund of sufficientamount to give us the best possible 
educational institutions. We think that we can see the dawn of that 
glad day breaking through the clouds of doubt and delay which have 
so long enveloped us. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 

The volume of business transacted by our national and private banks 
entitles us to a fair and equitable treatment as a business factor of the 
nation. We have seventeen national banks with an aggregate capital 
of $1,975,000; aggregate surplus and profits, $1,957,000; aggregate 
deposits, $9,758,000. We have fourteen private banks, having an aggre- 
gate capital and surplus of $1,650,000. Deposits with private banks, 
$2,500,000. 

Mr. E. W. Knight, eashier of the First National Bank of Helena, 
Mont., to whom I am indebted for the foregoing information, in speak- 
ing of the business of the First National Bank, says: 

I can not closely estimate the cash transactions for the year, but on the esti 
mate in proportion to covital, we have one-seventh of the capital exclusive o- 
surplus, and our eash footings on one side of cash-book for past year is $72,000, 


000, and seven times that equals $504,000,000, and I should think that an under™ 
estimate. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 

The several counties of the Territory (being sixteen) are well pro- 
vided with good and substantial public buildings, consisting of court- 
houses, jails, school-houses, and hospitals, constructed after the mod- 
ern styles of architecture. They will afford ample accommodations 
for many years. From official information furnished the Territorial 
auditor, I am advised that the cost of said buildings is $1,658,550. 


LAND OFFICES. 

Land offices are located at Helena, Bozeman, and Miles City, each of 
which is a maximum office; that is to say, their business is of suffi- 
cient volume to entitle the officers thereof to the largest compensation 
allowed by law. At the next session of Congress at least two new 
land offices will be established in Nortbern Montana to meet the con- 
venience of settlers upon the vast country recently opened to settle. 
ment in that section and before referred to 


CITIES AND TOWNS. 

There are three hundred and six cities and towns in Montana at 
which United States mails are delivered; of this number nineteen are 
what are denominated Presidential offices and forty-one are money- 
order offices. As an evidence of our rapid growth and prosperity, it is 
proper to remark that seven of these offices have become Presidential 
since January 1, 1888, and two bave in operation the free-delivery 
system. Street and motor railroad lines are successfully operated in 
Butte City and Helena. Gas, electric lights, and water works are 
maintained in the principal cities, furnishing an adequate supply and 
excellent quality of each at moderate cost to the consumer. Hotels 
and churches of splendid proportions and magnificent designs attest 
the liberality and progressive spirit of our people. 

MONTANA AGRICULTURAL, MINERAL, AND MECHANICAL ASSOCIATION. 

This association has held nineteen annual fairs at Helena, the capital 

of the Territory, where our ranchmen (farmers), stockmen, and others 
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enter into a generous rivalry in the exhibition of the products of the 
ranch and the range. It has grown from a small affair into one of Ter- 
ritorial importance, in which every citizen feels an honest pride, and 
attests better than empty words the permanency, prosperity, and pride 
of our population. 

MONTANA MILITIA. 

Our loca! Legislature in connection with the General Government has 
made it possible to establish and maintain a first-class military organi- 
zation. ‘he present regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active 
militie of Montana consists of seven general staff officers, and the offi- 
cers and men of one regiment of eight companies of infantry, two com- 
panies of cavalry, and one battery of artillery. At the present session 
of Congress $33,860.76 was appropriated to properly equip the officers 
and men of our militia; this will be ample, in connection with the an- 
nual apportionment made by Congress, amounting to about $2,500, to 
put them on the very best basis. The men composing this regiment 
are as fine specimens of physical manhood as were ever seen, and may 
be expected to do the best service whenever the contingent from Mon- 
tona shall be called upon. 


THE YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK 


isthe ‘‘Wonderland”’ of the world. The Mammoth HotSprings, second 
to no place in the United States as a health resort, and many other 
special objects of interest in the Park, are within the Territory of Mon- 
tana. The grandeur and beauty of what is there seen, all in a state 
of nature, is past description. In the other wing of this Capitol hangs 
a painting by Moran representing the Grand Cafion of the Yellowstone. 
While it is of superior merit, and reaches perhaps the perfection of 
art, it gives but a faint conception of its hoary depths and the mag- 
nificence and opulence of its coloring. There, too, are geysers shoot- 
ing immense columns of water hundreds of feet into the air; boiling 
springs, and beantiful lakes set like emeralds in a wilderness of col- 
ors. Thither are attracted annually thousands of visitors in increas- 
ing numbers from abroad as well as from the States of this Union. 
Their line of travel necessarily takes them through Montana, where 
our resources at once attract attention. Financial investments are left 
behind them. Then follow settlement and residence, the legitimate 
results of so inviting a field for permanent success and prosperity. 


THE BEST PAID LABOR IN THE WORLD 


isin Montana, Our laborers are better fed and clothed and enjoy 
greater freedom from theoppression of combined capital than in any sec- 
tion of our common country. Permit me to descend into details upon 
this point. 

The following is a fair list of wages paid for the work indicated: 


Carpenters. . 
Plasterers... 
Bricklayers 
HOd-COPTICTS .......000..0cereesserseseceeseseoes 

i 
LMDOTSES OF SOMASEB....20. ceccresercce revecercoccs vesece coves cesses sneseeee 
Ei UIINIDEIIIIIIIN «snc 0 mere nnsammnacnccnsinnsenassvensenpibommesennpeenspemensianadl 
Laborers in brickyards.............00<000++. 
NII no saeapicnadeinbinmanennineveninentinninies 
Laborers around mills and smelters.. 
Laborers inside milis and smelters .. 
WR BRAG RG. 00s ccsnnsceccccese-cocccecscovcccvence 
PPUSOMBBR. 6... n-ncescevecsesrecccccceveccoccesecces ‘ 
RAINED... ..cxsgnenecosssvccvenqnenveeseenetasegpebenesocescescopenseonsdnanmantal 
TES OUR TH IRs ca vesceneccoseneeveecerescspccmasenqnncsessvannsetioal 

PT GRURTD Can BRENDEN, on ceases vnc cccsscocecscnsnsnssoesscsebscosconsensinind do 
Brakemen On ratlroads.............s000ssesessssecserssseeceeee 
eee ee a 
I OD CIO, cp ecccsnseeccensssasscemancocnmenanenaionll 
Telegraph operators... 
Bartenders.... 
Stablemen .... 
Teamsters. 
CRE occ cccnber 
FIR, CUI tan ccsecctstsnscttte-vescnteteece 

WR inoccccernesiudeminsovermnes ostiennreceemnunsesens antentents 
CORRES «on vceccevnd eeonzecsosnscsccenseseascocesesensevecenetnenedenoceend 
REESE GRIER .cceccesd arc ccencocshennmpagweneboesshbnecoss<qcunppechenetl 
SR GEOEIIOR, ov. 0- acncre acessncnisipsethsuiebanbabn becseanebeeGinenenaalnl 
Butchers... nnulentina artes chousmmnennaiimmilimaninaiabaainia 
Clerks in stores... 

Accountants.... 
Blacksmiths .... 
Millwrights...... 
| Ee 

BIRR. 2.2)... s000..s00 a NESS 

We OB cco. 0 .<0 canntonsemee <epesesedinesnamecpeiessiiensinnlll 
Printers ............ o nepect cpaitennennetentubasenseiilinannannan nnn 


*And board. + And 50 cents per 1,000, 
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NEWSPAPERS. 


The names, location, and politics of the leading Territorial journals 
are as follows: 


Independent, Helena (daily), Democratic. 
Record, Helena (deily}, Republican. 
Gazette, Missoula (daily), mocratic. 
The Age, Boulder (weekly), Republican. 
The Leader, Great Falls (daily), Republican. 
Tribune, Northwest Missoula (weekly). 
a —_. Missoula. 

nier Mountain, Butte (daily), Republican, 
Mina, Butte (daily), Demon . 





JANUARY 15, 


Mining Journal, Butte (weekly). 

Herald, Helena (daily), Republican. ° 
Stock Journal (weekly), cow. 

New Northwest, Deer I (weekly), Republican, 

Times, Missoula (weekly), ublican. 

Missoulian, Missoula (weekly), Democratic. 

Review, Anaconda (wees? epublican. 

_ Mail, Phillipsburgh (weekly), Independent. 
Northwest ribune, Stevensville (weekly), Independent, 
New Idea, Corvallis (weekly). 

Tribune, Dillon (weekly), Independent. 

Madisonian, Virginia City (wee iy), Democratic. 
Sentinel, Boulder City (weekly), Independent. 
Courier, Bozeman (weekly), a ent Republican, 
Enterprise, Livingston (weekly), Independent. 
Gazette, Billings (daily), Independent. 

Journal, Miles City (daily), Independent. 
Trenchant, Townsend (weekly), Republican. 
Husbandman, White a mg Springs, for Maginnis, 
Tribune, Great Falls (daily), on the fence. 

River Press, Benton, Mugwump. 

Rising Sun, Sun River. 

Calumet, Choteau, Democratic. 

Argus, Lewistown, Republican. 

And perhaps others I can not now recall. 


There are the usual number of religious and class journals, 
THE BAD LANDS, 


Candor and fairness compel me to mention briefly this strange coun- 
try. These lands are mostly in Dakota, but a very small section lies 
west of the eastern boundary of Montana, This is the only spot in a 
fair domain of 92,000,000 acres which may be said to be wholly anin- 
viting. Happily, however, the amount covered is insignificant. Strange 
as it may seem, these Bad Lands, or Mauvaises Terres, as they are some- 
times known, were quite appropriately named. The country has been 
the scene of great volcanic action at some time and presents the most 
unsightly appearance. It possesses no interest except to the scientific 
and curious. Petrifactions and fossils of great antiquity have been dis- 
covered in the Bad Lands. At present there is but slight evidence of 
vegetable life there. 

These vagrant lines, so perfect in description, have fallen in my way. 
I do not know who wrote them nor of what he wrote, but every person 
who has passed the Bad Lands will readily recognize the picture as a 
counterpart of that country: 

Far away a scene discloses—strangely solemn—wildly strange. 

Lay aside all brilliant colors, painter, now the palette change ; 

Bring me umber, bring mesepias, vandyke and all tints of brown— 
Whatsoe’er will best — Nature where she wears her gloomiest frown. 
Like a ruined world it seemeth, burnt, upturned and scarred by fire; 
Vestige of Almighty vengeance, record of Almighty ire! 

Mountains in amorphous masses—sea beds of some earlier sea : 

Land whereon no flower bloometh—never grows umbrageous tree ; 


Dreary hills and drearier valleys—howling waste of sage-clad sand, 
Chaos of God's first creation—picture, too, of silver land! 


And now, Mr. Speaker, having furnished the House a knowledge of 
our resources in detail, I ask your indulgence for a moment until I pre- 
sent a comparative view somewhat in the language of the last official 
report made to the Secretary of the Interior. 

The annual outputof our mines ten years ago was estimated at $7,000, - 
000; now it is over $40,500,000. 

The total value of taxable property then was $12,000,000; now itis 
$70,000,000 (not estimating the value of mines nor the 17,838,000 acres 
of Northern Pacific Railroad land grant). 

The number of cattle in the Territory then was 220,000; now it is 
over 1,500,000. 

The number of sheep then was 120,000, now it is over 2,500,000. 

The number of horses then was 40,000, now it is over 200,000. 

The number of acres of land then under cultivation was 265,000, 
now there are over 3,000,000 acres appropriated and settled upon for 
agricultural p 

Then the commerce of the whole Territory was $20,000,000, now it 
is $50,000,000. 

Then there were no railroads, now there are about 2,000 miles con- 
structed and operated. 

Then the a ulation was about 20,000, now it is over 175,000. 

Mr. SPR GER. I have no doubt from investigations I have made 
that th t po of Montana is over 200,000. 

Mr. TOOLE. Then the Territory was in debt $112,000, now it is 
out of debt and has * of money in the treasury. 

Then taxes were high, now they are low; then we lived in cabins, 
now piles of brick and mortar make our homes; then twenty or thirty 
school-houses were to be found, now hundreds of them fit our children 
for the battle of life; then only a few scattering churches decked the 
land, now hundreds of temples point their spires to heaven; then every 
man was in pursuit of fortune, now every man isin pursuit of political 
liberty. [Laughter and applause. ] : 

OTHER TERRITORIES. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I want to go on record as a warm advo- 
cate of the section of this bill which provides for the admission of other 
Territories whenever they shall have reached a population sufficient to 
entitle them to a Representative in Congress according to the present 
ratioof representation. New States add to the glory and dignity of the 
Republic; their admission ought to be provided for here and now; 
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nothing ought longer to be left to implication; no condition of things 
ought to be permitted whereby this inestimable right shall be made to 
yield to policy or expediency in the future; the rights involved are too 
sacred to be made subservient to the will and pleasure of the petulant 
and prurient partisan. I have no fear of the character of their citizen- 
ship; they are faithful and prompt in the discharge of every public 
duty. No jurisdiction covering the same extent of country and em- 
bracing the same number of people can boast of less crime and vice 
among the citizens. I speak with some means of information and with 
some feeling upon this question. More than half of my life has been 
spent among the kind of men who people these Territories. I know 
their stern integrity ae honesty, their capacity for local self- 
government, and their deep devotion to the principles of our institu- 
tions. 
In this connection there come crowding into my memory these oft-. 

repeated and much-appreciated lines: 

What constitutes a State? 
Not high-raised battlements or labored mound, 

Thick wall or moated gate, 
Not cities proud, with spires and turrets crowned, 

Not bays and broad-armed ports, 
Where laughing at the storm rich navies ride; 

Not starred and spangled courts, 
Where low-browed baseness wafts perfume to pride; 

No! Men, high-minded men, 
With powers as far above dull brutes endued, 

In forest, brake or glen, 
As beasts excel cold rocks and brambles rade ; 

Men who their duties know, 
But know their rights; and knowing dare maintain, 

+ 7 * * - e 
These constitute a State. 


Upon this important question I beg of you to make nomistake. Do 
not dam up the river of progress. Do not obstruct the march of Ameri- 
can manhood towards the destiny contemplated by the Constitution. 
Popular development and popular government have made us powerful 
and great among the nations of the earth, but we have not yet reached 
the zenith of our power and greatness. Let us remember that delays 
are dangerous; that now is the time and here the place to provide the 
way by which eight new stars may be added to the flag, and two million 
of our countrymen in the Territories shall be enfranchised; and then 
rest assured that the wisdom and patriotism of our course will be vin- 
— by the deliberate judgment of mankind. [Long-continued ap- 
plause. 

Mr. JOSEPH obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As this is a question of very 
considerable importance, and as the House is now very thin, I think 
we had better adjourn and let the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. 
JOSEPH] speak to a full House to-morrow. It is a question in which 
of course he feels a very great interest. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I will yield for a motion to adjourn, retaining, of 
course, my right to the floor. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move, then, that the House adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before that motion is put I desire to state that 
this subject will be called up immediately after the reading of the 
ro» «hime and that we hope to bring it to a final vote early 
in the day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
received, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced 
that the President had on the 14th instant approved and signed the 
bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief and civilization of the Chippewa Indians 
in the State of Minnesota. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for four days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to withdraw, without leaving copies, papers presented in connection 
with House bill 7256, there having been no adverse report. 

The motion of Mr. Baker, of New York, was then agreed to; and 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

_ Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 12217) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Balow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12218) for the relief of James D. Elderkin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12219) granting a pension to Jedediah Yeager— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 12220) for the relief of James 
Legg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 12221) to increase the pension of 
Sally Mallory—to the Committee on Pensions. 


. a 


By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 12222) for the relief of Edward Y. 
McCauley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12223) granting a pension to John 
N. Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12224) granting a pension to Asa M. 
McKinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS (by request): A bill (H. R, 12225) for the 
relief of John Richardson and others, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 12226) for 
the relief of Mrs, E. G. C. Abbott—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 12227) to refer the claim against 
the United States of Calphurnia (Calfurny) Willson, widow of the late 


Stewart Willson, to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 





Change in the reference of a bill, improperly referred, was made in the 
following case, namely: 

A bill (H.R. 4551) for the reliefof James Healy—from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOWEN: Resolutions of the State Grange of Wadesville, Va., 
in regard to pure food, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Petition of citizens of Glade Hill, and of 
Union Hall, Franklin County, Virginia, in favor of pure food—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of Peter Slummeland 13 citi- 
zens of Grimes, Va., in favor of pure food—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Milton Bills and 19 citizens of Wayne 
County, Michigan, and of L. J. Blount and 18 citizens of Wayne County, 
Michigan, in favor of pure food and pure lard—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of the Maine State Grange, for legis- 
lation to secure pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petitions of citizens of Nebraska, asking the crea- 
tion of two land districts and location of land offices at Broken Bow 
and Alliance, Nebr.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Maritime Association, for 
the immediate construction of harbor of refuge at Point Judith, Rhode 
Island—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Jacob Geiger, of Birdsborough, Pa., requesting 
the passage of House bill 4356—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of the owner of the steamer Nautilus, of 
New York—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisberies. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of citizens of Virginia and other States, 
for an international copyright bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A memorial of representative citizens of North 
Dakota in convention assembled at Jamestown, December 5, 1888, for 
the admission of North Dakota as a State—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. HATCH: Resolutions of the National Farmers’ Congress, 
held at Topeka, Kans., November 13, 1888, in relation to agricultural 
legislation and other subjects—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Dubuque, Iowa, favoring the opening of the Sioux reservation—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of business men of Dubuque, Iowa, for the same—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Dr. James H. Sale, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of E. L. Hartshorne and 18 citizens of 
Brighton, Md., and of C. R. Hartshorn and 13 citizens of Brighton, Md., 
in favor of pure food and lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of James B. Hawke, Company E, One hun- 
dred and thirtieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the Maritime Association of New 
York, for the construction of a harbor of refuge at Point Judith—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also resolutions of the Typographical Union No. 13, indorsing the 
Chace copyright bili—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Calfurny Willson, of Lauderdale 
County, and of Elizabeth Pace, of Jackson County, Alabama, for ref- 
erence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

The following petitions against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill were received, and severally referred to the Committee on 
Patents: 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of W. H. Needham, of Nebraska; of C. Selah, of 
Ewing, Nebr. 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 16, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D, D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONDITION OF AFFAIRS IN SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress : 


Ox the 2d day of April, 1888, I transmitted to the House of Representatives, in 
response to @ resolution ssed by that body, a report from the Secretary of 
State relating to the condition of affairs in the Samoan Islands, together with 
numerous letters, dispatches, and documents connected with the subject, which 
gave o bistory of ali disorders in that locality up to that date, 

On the 2ist day of Decgmber, 1888, this information was supplemented by the 
transmission to the Congress of such further correspondence and documents as 
extended this history (to that time. 

I now submit a report from the Secretary of State, with later correspondence 


and cispatches, exhibiting the progress of the disturbances in Samoa up to the 
present date. 


The information thus laid before the Congress is of much importance, since it 
has relation to the preservation of American interests and the protection of 
American citizens and their property in a distant locality and under an unsta- 


ble and unsatisfactory government. 

In the midst of the disturbances which have arisen at Samoa, such powers 
have been exercised as seemed to be within executive control under our Con- 
etitution and laws,and which appear to accord with our national policy and 
traditions, to restore tranquillity and secure the safety of our citizens. 

Through negotiation and agreement with Great Britain and Germany, which, 
with our own Government, constitute the treaty powers interested in Samoan 
peace and quiet, the attempt has been made to define more clearly the 
which these powers should a-sume in the government of thatcountry, w. at 
the same time its autonomy has been insisted upon, 

These neg(tiations were at one time inturrupted by such action on the part 
of the Gerznan Government as appeared to be inconsistent with their farther 
continuance, 

Germany, however, still asserts, as from the first she has done, that she has 
no desire or intention to overturn the native Samoan Government or to ignore 
our treaty rights, and she still invites our Government to join ber in restoring 
peace avd quiet. But thus far her propositions on this subject seem to lead to 
such a preponderance of German power in Samoa as was never contemplated 
by us, and ts inconsistent with every prior agreement or understanding, while 
her recent conduct as between native warring factions gives rise to the suspicion 
that she is not cantent with a neutral position. 

Acting within the restraints which our Constitution and laws have placed 
upon executive power, I have insisted that the autonomy and independence of 
Samoa shoald be scrupulously preserved to the treaties made with 
Samoa by the powers named and their agreements and understanding with 
each other. I have protested against every act tending in an oppo- 
site direction, and during the existence of intern: isturbance one or more ves- 
sels of war have been kept in Samoan waters to protect American citizens and 

roperty. 

* These things will abundantly appear from the correspondence and papers 


which have been submitted to the i 

A recent collision between the forces a German man-of-war stationed in 
Samoan waters and a body of natives rendered the situation so delicate and 
critical that the war-ship ton, under the immediate command of Admiral 
Kimberty, was ordered to join the Nipsic already at Samoa, for the better ec: 
tion of the persons and property of our citizens and in furtherance of to 
restore order and safety. 

The attention of the Congress is especially called to the instructions given to 
Adniira!) Kimberly, dated on the Lith instant, and the letter of the Secretary of 
State to the German minister, dated the 12th instant, which will be found among 
the papers herewith submitted. 

By means of the papersand documents heretofore submitted and those which 
accompany this communication, the precise situation of affairs in Samoa is laid 
eeradee Dangnen, Saaaneh ex ve action as has been taken is fully ex- 

ibite 


The views of the Executive in of the just ow to be pursued with 
regard to tris group of islands which lie in thedirect way ofa and 
important commerce between Australia and the Un ha 
pression in the correspondence and documents which have thus been fully ecom- 
municated to the Congress; and the subject in its present is submitted to 
the wider discretion conferred by the Constitution upon the ve branch 


of the Government. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXBCUTIVE MANSION, January 15, 1889. 


HAYTIAN AFFAIRS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 


with the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 
I transnait herewith, in response to the resolution of the Senate of the 4th in- 


siant, a report of the Secretary of State, with et eee 
= touching recent occurrences in the island . as relates to 
the state of the government there and to the seizure delivery up of the 


American vessei Haytien Republic. 


Executtve MANsIox, 
Washingtun, January 15, 1839. 


REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Public Printer; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (EH. R. 11683) for the establishment of a light-ship, with a 








Trade, favoring increased a 
branch hydrographic offices and the publication of the pilot charts; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ginia, praying for the 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 





Grange, urging the immediate 
the ** 





fog-signal, at Sandy Hook, New York Harbor, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of 148 citizens cf 
the Stateof Kansas, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present a petition of the National Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, praying for 
the passage of the law prohibiting the running of interstate Sunday 
trains, Sunday mails, and military drills on the Sabbath. The peti- 
tion is signed by 100 ministers of Chicago and vicinity in the State of 
Illinois. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Education 


and Labor. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I also present several bundles of petitions that I 


hold in my hand on the same subject, signed, one of them, by 1,766, 
another by 7,727, another by 1,000, and the fourth by 2,498 citizens of 


Illinois, praying for the same legislation. I move the reference-of the 


petitions to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PLATT. Ipresentthe petition of R. N. Stevens and others, acom- 


mittee of the statehood convention held at Jamestown, in North Da- 
kota, on the 5th of December last, praying for a division of the Territory 
of Dakota and the passage of an act which shall 
of North Dakota as a State as speedily as possible. As the petition 
contains very valuable statistics bearing upen the question of the pro- 
priety of admitting that portion of the Territery of Dakota as a State, 
Iask that it be printed asa public document. It will be valuable for 
reference. 


it the admission 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be printed, if there 


be no objection, and referred to the Committee on Territories. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


Mr. CAMERON presented numerous petitions of citizens of Penn- 


sylvania, praying for the passageof a national Sunday-rest law prohib- 
iting needless Sunday work in the Government's mail, military serv- 
ice, and interstate commerce; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 


He also presented resolutions of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of 
iati for the maintenance of the 


Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of 2,591 citizens of West Vir- 
of a national Sunday-rest law; which was 


Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, praying for the 
of a national Sunday-rest law, prohibiting needless Sunday 

work in the Government's mail, mi service, and interstate com- 
merce; which was referred to the on Education and Labor. 
Mr. HALE. I-present a petition of thesame kind, in favor of the 
passage of a national Sanday-restlaw from labor organizations, churches, 


and other bodies in the State of Maine. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented resolutions adopted by the Maine State 
passage of House bill 11027, known as 

lard bill,’’ and House bill 11266, a substitute for the 

**Lee pure-food bill,’’ which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition signed by 4,745 citizens of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law, prohibiting 
needless Sunday work in the Government’s mail and military service, 
and interstate commerce. I also present a similar petition signed by 
2,710 citizens of Ohio. I move the reference of the petitions to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I present a similar petition, which is said to contain 
497 individual signatures and representative indorsements of churches 
and other bodies in the State of Connecticut. On an examination of 


the names of citizens of South Carolina; but I trust the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Bure] will have no objection to my present- 


the petition. 

"irr. BUTLER. None in the world, Mr. President. I am very glad 
to see it come from that source. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. . 

Mr. DOLPH presented the petition of Zerdi@la N. McCoy, vice~- - 
dent of the National Woman Association, praying that in en- 
abling acts for the admission of Dakota, Montana, New Mexico, and 
Washington, a clause be inserted allowing women to vote for delegates 
to the State constitutional conventions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee = aoe i - so 

Mr. FARWELL presented numerous petitions of citizen: of Illinois, 
praying for the passage of re Which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and bs 


culture and Forestry. 
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Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a tion of 379 citizens of Michigen, 
praying for the passage of a national law prohibiting Sunday mail trains 
and military drills on the Sabbath; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a petition of the Board of Trade of San 
Luis Obispo, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of a breakwater at that port; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I present a petition collected by the National Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, 
signed by 3,147 citizens of New York, and a petition of 627 citizens of 
New York of like character. I move the reference of the petitions to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of American manufacturers of 
artificial flowers and materials, etc., praying that a tariff be placed on 
that class of goods of from 75 to 100 per cent.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present a petition said to contain 6,755 indi- 
vidual signatures and combined representative indorsements collected 
in Indiana by the National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, de- 
partment of Sabbath observance, the Illinois Sabbath Association, the 
American Sabbath Union, etc., praying: for a national Sunday-rest law, 
against needless Sunday work in the Government mail and military 
service and interstate commerce. I move that the — be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GEORGE. I present asimilar petition to the one just presented, 


day-rest law, approved by the New Hampshire Sunday-Schoel Associa- 
tion in convention, with the signatures affixed of J. M. Williams, presi- 
dent, and John G. Lane, seeretary; also by Alden Youngman and nu- 
merous other citizens of South Merrimac, N. H.; also by Rev. W. H. 
Alden and numerous other citizens of New Hampshire; which I move 
be referred to the Committee on Education and Laber. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I also present the petition of Frank Bluer and 
338 other citizens of South Carolina, who represent that they are resi- 
dents of the county of Orangeburgh and voting precinct of Evans's Mill, 
in that State. They represent that they presented themselves at that 
voting precinct on the last election day in order to vote for Presidential 
electors and member of Congress, and that they were denied the right 
to vote. They therefore pray Congress to investigate the facts which 
they state and the practical working of the registration and election 
laws of South Carolina, and to devise some means to secure to them the 
free exercise of the rights guarantied to them by the constitution of 
South Carolina and the laws and Constitution of the United States. I 


move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I also present the petition of Joe Kelly and 58 
other citizens of the county of Orangeburgh and the voting precinct of 
Connors, making the same representations and conclwling with the same 
prayer. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Priv- 
lleges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I present a petition of citizens of Virginia, 


containing 673 individual signatures collected in the State of Missis- | containing 1,851 individual signatures, in favor of a national Sunday- 


sippi. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I present a similar petition said to contain 338 
individual signatures of citizens of Delaware, which I move be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. FRYE. I present a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, remo: against the running of interstate Sunday 
trains, etc., signed by 115 citizens of the State of Maine. I move the 
reference of the memorial to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HGAR presented a petition of 3,144 citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying for the passage of a national law prohibiting Sunday work, 
military service, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I present a petition said to contain 953 signatures 
of residents of the State of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of a 
national Sunday-rest law, against needless Sunday work in the Gov- 
ernment’s mail and military service and interstate commerce. I move 
the reference of the petition to the Committee on Education and 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of 211 citizens of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the same object. I move the reference ef the petition 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 present petitions collected by the National 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, praying for the passage of a 
national Sunday-rest law, against needless Sunday work, Gevernment 
mails and military service, and interstate commerce, signed by 565 
citizens of the State of Texas. I move the referenceof the petitions to 
the Committee on a and Labor. 

The motion was 

Mr. SAWYER eA 2 & petition of 2,532 — of Wisconsin, 
and a petition of 264 citizens of Wisconsin, pra for the passage of 
a national Sunday law; which was referred to ee mmittee on Eda- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present two petitions, one containing 2,458 indi- 
vidual signatures, and the other containing 3,716 individual signatures, 
all signed by people in Iowa, praying for the pa-sage of a national 


Sunday-rest law, ete. I move that the petitions be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of citizens of Iowa, praying that 
the drawback a ero tin-plate used in the manufacture of 
eans which are ex to foreign countries may be made to apply 
equally to tin-plate of foreign manufacture used in this country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a petition signed by 3,220 citizens 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of a nationa! Sunday-rest law, and a 
similar petition signed by residents of Page County, Iowa. I move 


vl the petitions be referred to the Committee on Education and 
r. 


The motion was 
Mr. CHANDLER. I Ss a petition in favor of a national Sun- 


$$ 


rest law. I take it for granted it is the same as the other Senators here 
have presented because of the red covering; and I present it recogniz- 
ing the right of petition; but in presenting it I want to state, what 
other Senators have not done, my unqualified opposition te any such 
legislation. I should like fer the ladies who send these petitions here 
to understand that the first thing they would have to do in the way of 
legislation would be to change market day. For instance, if we sell 
our cattle in Washington, in order to give them beef on Tuesday we 
must transport iton Sunday. I should like to know how the Senators 
from the West would represent their constituents if they were to stop 
the cattle trains over Sunday at Cumberland, at Wheeling, or some- 
where else en route. I ask that the petition may be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a similar petition of 355 citizens of Or- 


egon. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present a petition signed by members of the 
Seuth Congregational Church of Middletown, Conn., and other citi- 
zens, entitled ‘‘A petition to Congress against Sunday work.” I move 
the reference of the petition to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., praying 
for the passage of what is known as the Sunday-rest bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present petitions of several bodies, praying for the 
passage of a Sunday-rest law. Of the petitions the following analysis 
is submitted by those who desire their presentation: 


Petitions from national bedies. 
CONTENTS. 


1. Individual signatures .. 407 
2. Representative signatures by “indorsements ‘of bodies and ‘meet- 
Total... oud alll dabigiiipina che ssecch:dipttishennnanitnenatsoartactncemininiaalin ee 


Analysis of the latter: 

First indorsement is that of the American Sabbath Union, which 
was officially constituted by official action of the General Conference 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, the Home Missionary Society of 
the Baptist Church, the General Assemblies of the Presbyterian Church 
(North and South), and the Synod of the Reformed Church, five de- 
nominations whose membership together is 5,977,693. Of the mem- 
bership of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, the indorsement 
of whose international convention stands second, at least 20,000 citi- 
zens of the United States. Of the Knights of Wabor, the indorsement 
of whose international convention stands third, at least 219,000 citi- 
zens of the United States. The Presbyterian General Assembly, North, 
whose action stands next, had at the time of the indorsement 722,071 
members. The convention of Christian Workers, whose indorsement 
is next, had 450 present when the unanimous vote of indorsement was 
taken. The Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, which comes 
next, had 185,521 at the time of the vote. The Roman Catholics, for 
whom Cardinal Gibbons speaks, number 7,200,000. 

Deducting for those who are twice or thrice represerfted, these peti- 
tions represent thirteen and a half million petitioners. 
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At a low estimate there are on the other petitions presented, besides 
a multitude who are twice or thrice represented, at least enough to 
make the total on the 13th of December, 1888, a full fourteen millions. 
What I present is the petition of the National Sabbath Union of the 
United States by Elliott F. Shepard, president, and J. H. Knowles, 


secretary. Their prayer is very brief: 

The undersigned, adult residents of the United Statcs, twenty-one years of 
age or more, hereby carnestly petition your honorable body to pass a bill for- 
bidding, in the nation’s mail and military service, and in interstate commerce, 
and in the District of Columbia and the Territories, all Sunday traffic and work, 
except works of religion and works of real necessity and mercy, and such pri- 
vate work by those who observe another day as will neither interfere with the 


genera) rest nor with public worship. 


The next is the petition in like words of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, and so throughout, in accordance with the analysis 
I move that the petitions be referred to the Com- 


which I first read. 

mittee on Education and Labor. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BLAIR. 


forbid interstate commerce on the first day of the week by railroad 
trains, and to forbid military drills, musters, and parades of United 
States cadets, soldiers, and marines on the first day of the week in 
times of peace, as interfering not only with the soldier’s right to the 
day of rest, but also with his rights of conscience. 


I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present also the petition of the National Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, department of Sabbath observance, the 
Illinois Sabbath Agesociation, the American Sabbath Union, etc., 492 


signatures. This is, however, the petition of that body in the State of 


New Hampshire. 
and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a like petition of 43 citizens of Washington 
Territory, collected by the National Woman’s Christian Tem ce 
Union, aud also the petition of 190 citizens or residents of the District 
of Columbia, collected by the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
for both of which I ask a like reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of citizens of New York, praying 
for the pessage of a national Sunday-rest law prohibiting needless Sun- 
day work in the Government’s mail, military service, and interstate 
commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of citizens of Michigan, praying 
for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law prohibiting needless Sun- 
day work in the Government’s mail, military service, and interstate 
commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


I move its reference to the Committee on Education 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11223) to increase the pension of George A. Glover, re- 
ported it without amendment, and sabmitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported two amendments intended to be ee to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions to present an amendment intended to be pro to the consular 
and diplomatic appropriation bill, providing for indemnity to certain 
persons, subjects of Japan, who were injured accidentally by American 
residents. I move that the proposed amendment be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that the accompanying communi- 
cation of the Secretary of State be printed. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, master 
of bark Philena, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

JOHN J. SHIPMAN. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, reported the fol- 
ae resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
ag to: 


Resolved, That the bill (S, 2081) entitled “A bill for the relief of John J. Ship- 


men," now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying pepsre. 
ba, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in rare = the 
“An act to pro- 


provisions of an actapproved March 3, 1883, and an act en 
vide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” 


I have here a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of New Jersey with 6,000 members, of Indiana 2,500 
members, of Massachusetts 6,000, of Delaware 800, of Illinois 9,000, ot 
Iowa 6,000, of Pennsylvania 6,000, of Dakota 1,000, and the National 
nearly 200,000, praying Congress to instruct the Postmaster-General 
to make no further contracts which shall include the carriage of the 
mails on the first day of the week,-and to provide that hereafter no 
mail matter shall be collected or distributed on that day, and also to 





approved March 3, 1887, to find and report to the Senate the facts bensing a 
the merits of the claim, including the loyalty of the claimant,.and al other 
facts contemplated by the provisions of said act, 


OVERLAND-MAIL GUARD. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report back the letter of the Secretary of War transmitting cer- 
tain information in regard to the raising of volunteer troops to 
the overland mails from 1861 to 1866, with a recommendation that the 
Senate order the usual number of the document to be printed. I ask 
that such action be now taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered, if there be no ob- 
jection. 


REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably a concurrent resolution with certain amend- 
ments that I will call the attention of the clerks to. I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
CuLLoM January 10, 1889, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring herein), That 
there be printed 5,000 additional copies of the second annual report of thé 
Interstate Commerce Commission, with the appendices therevo: 2.0) of said 


copies to be for the use of the Senate and 3,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the resolution in line 4 by 
striking out ‘‘5,000”’ and inserting ‘‘ 6,000.”’ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend in the last line but one by 
striking out ‘‘3,000,’’ before the words “‘ for the use of the House of 
Representatives,’’ and inserting ‘‘ 4,000.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

« The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3821) to amend an act entitled 
‘‘An act to provide for the settlement of the claims of officers and en- 
listed men of the Army for loss of private property destroyed in the 
military service of the United States,’’ approved March 3, 1885; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 7 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3822) to authorize the State of 
Illinois to commence and prosecute suits against the United States in 
the Supreme Court of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3823) granting a pension 
to Julia Wheelock Freeman; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3824) to provide for an Ameri- 
can register for the steam-yacht Nautilus, of New York, N. Y.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3825) granting a pension to Martha 
J. Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3826) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Tucker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3827) to divide the State of Kansas 
into two judicial districts, fixing terms of court, and for the appoint- 
ment of judges and other officers therein; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3828) granting a pension to Mary 
Baldwin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3829) for the relief of Joseph 
Pennig; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. ; 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO, 
Mr. STANFORD submitted the following report: 
otes of the two Houses on 


to the same with an amendment, te sisike out" cighé 
d” and insert “‘ $800,000;"" and the House agree to 


LELAND STANFORD, 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
Ga, @. VEST, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 
SAM’L DIBBLE, 
2 a 


Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT MILWAUKEE. 
* Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the Slesqzecins votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 154) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Milwaukee, Wis., having met, after full and free conference have 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

t the House recede from its amendments to the said bill and agree to the 
same with the following amendments: 

1. In second line, first page, before the word “ purchase,” insert the words 
“acquired by;” and after the word “ purchase,” in same line, insert the words 
“condemnation or otherwise.” 

2. In eleventh line, first page, before the word “‘and,” insert the words “and 
the cost of said site 1 not exceed the sum of $400,000,” 

3. In fifteenth line, second , after the word “city,” insert the words “at 
a —_ however, not exceeding ,000,"" 

And that the Senate agree to the same, 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 
WM. B. ALLISON, 


G. G. VEST, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAM’L DIBBLE, 
©. NEWTON, 


P. 8S. POST, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OMAHA, 
Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection ofa public building thereon at Omaha, Nebr., having met, 


after full and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to 
their res; ve Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its amendments to the said bill, and agree to the 
same with the following amendments: 


1. In third line, first page, strike out the words “ proceedings in accordance 


_ the laws of Neb ” and insert in lieu thereof the words “or other- 
w 


2. In tenth line, first , after the word “ dollars,” insert ‘‘and the cost of 
said site shall not exceed the sum of $400,000.”” 

3. Strike out section 3and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 3. That the sum of $600,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any pon be the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase 
of said site and the commencement of said building.” 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
JOHN A. McoSHANE, 
ROBERT P. KENNEDY, 
\ Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


STATE NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9051. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify 
the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to correct 
an error of my own which was made yesterday? In calling up the 
bill to relieve the State National Bank of Louisiana by referring the 
claim to the Court of Claims the wrong bill was passed. It was a Sen- 
ate bill reported from the Committee on Claims; but since their report 
the House of Representatives has passed exactly the same bill. I want 
to move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate bill was passed yes- 
terday in order to move the House bill as a substitute, so that when 


the Senate that bill it will be through. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator state whether the 
House bill is on the Calendar? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is not on the Calendar. It is the same bill, 


however. I have conferred with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 

ars = member of the Committee on Claims who reported the 

oun PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the parliamentary stage of 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is 

"The PRESIDENT pro ten 

e protempore. Then the proper motion would be 

to the committee from the further consideration of the bill. 
a es It is House bill 3715. 

ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 

that the Committee on Claims be discharged from the further consid- 


just a House bill sent over here and re- 


eration of House bill 3715. 

Mr. SPOONER. Do I understand the Senator from Indiana to say 
that the bill is still in the hands of the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. HOAR. The bill has been favorably reported by the commit- 
tee, if the Senator will me. 

The PRESIDENT pro . A Senate bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. And this is exactly the same bill passed by the 



















































House since the committee reported the Senate bill. 
bill exactly. 

Mr. HOAR. The bill came over here. I do not know where it is 
on the files, but I have seen the printed bill with the evidence that it 
was passed by the House and sent here to the Senate. It came over 
here within the last three or four days of the lastsession. We had re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims a bill. The House bill is iden- 
tical with one exception; and that is, the Senate bill provides that the 
Court of Claims shall consider all the evidence which either the claim- 
ant or the United States used at the former hearing. The House bill 
does not insert the words ‘‘ United States,’’ which of course should be 
inserted, but I understand, on inquiry of the gentleman who reported 
the bill in the House, and he has investigated it, that there was no 
evidence used by the United States at the hearing before except certain 
public documents, which the Court of Claims always admits. There- 
fore it does not seem necessary, although strictly that should be done, 
to send the bill back to the House with an amendment. That is the 
history of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proper motion would be to dis- 
charge the Committee on Claims from the further consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I makethat motion. I move that the Committee 
on Claims be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 3715) for the relief of the State National Bank of New Orleans, 
formerly the Louisiana State Bank, which is exactly the bill that has 
been reported, I assure the Senator from Wisconsin. My object is to 
get it through at this session, and I do not believe I can do so unless 
T can have this done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Committee on Claims is discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill. The bill is before the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, if there be no objection, and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is one feature of that bill which seems to 
me to be objectionable. It is mandatory upon the court that it shall 
receive in evidence all letters and papers that may have been filed in 
the Department, no matter whether at law the evidence would be com- 
petent or not. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
the language is just the same on that point as in the bill reported from 
the Committee on Claims. I assure the Senator from Wisconsin thero 
is no harm in this measure. The only object is to get it through so as 
to have it become a law at this session. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to in- 
quire if he knows the amount of money that is involved in this investi- 
gation. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I donot know how much. It is a bill which 
has passed the Senate three times. It was reported by Senator Howell 
Jackson and by others, the most careful men here. It has been three 
times reported in this body. It has been three times passed. The 
trouble was always to get action in the other House. Now the House 
has given us a bill which is the same bill exactly that has been here all 
the time, and my object in getting it up is, when I get it through, that 
that will be the end of it; and I implore the Senator from Wisconsin 
to join me in this laudable enterprise. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me we might as well allow the claim 
here if we require the court simply to take the testimony on file. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Oh, no; the case is to be determined by the Court 
of Claims. It has been one of the most thoroughly prepared bilis that 
have been here. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will inquire further if there is any printed report 
showing the facts in connection with it? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Indianaa 
question—whether the legal effect of the bill is only to remove the bar 
of the statute of limitations? 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is all, and then to try the case on the 
proofs that are in the Treasury Department, and such others as the 
Court of Claims may have taken. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask, if the Senator will allow 
me, whether the Committee on Claims of this body has approved the 
removal of that statutory bar? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Here is the bill they reported, which was passed 
yesterday by mistake. It was unanimously reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and it contains the same provisions exactly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It does remove the bar of the statute of limita- 
tions? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. That has been done over and over 


It is the same 


2. 
a PLATT. My trouble about the bill is that it seems to me that 
the clause which provides that the papers on file in the Treasury De- 
partment shall be received by the court as evidence is a little too 
sweeping. I wish to read that clause. It is as follows: 


That the testimony and original papers filed by said bank before the Trens- 
ury Department of the Uni States in connection with said claim be, and the 
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game shall be, received by said court as evidence as if taken or filed under the 
rules of said court. 

I suppose that many of those papers must have been ex parte afii- 
davits. I do not know how that may be, but it does not seem to me 
that in a bill of this sort we ought to provide that the Court of Claims 
shall receive as evidence ex parte affidavits the same as if they had been 
taken in court. 

Mr. ALLISON. I appeal to the Senator from Indiana—— 

Mr. PLATT. Isheuld like to look at the report in this case. I do 
not want to delay the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to appeal to the Senator from Indiana 
to give Senators an opportunity to look into this. 

Mr. HOAR. Before that is done I would like to say one word. 

Mr. President, I have not the facts of this case in my memory at 
present. I reported it some months ago. It wasoriginally examined 
with great care by the late Senator Jackson, of Tennessee, one of the 
most careful and thorough lawyers we ever had in the Senate. It was 
carefully examined by the Committee on Claims, and it was their unan- 
imous report. Ithas been reported two or three times from that com- 
mittee. Ié is not the removal of the bar of the statute of limitations 
from a claim against the Government. It is one of those cases of 
claims of owners of cotton seized and sold by the Government the pro- 
ceeds of which were in the possession of the Government as a special 
fund out of which payment has been allowed, where there were some 
circumstances which made the removal of the bar of the statute seem 
proper. There is not any real statute of limitations, because I do not 
understand that the remedy was by appeal to the Court of Claims, 
Some considerable time has elapsed. They were before Congress, I be- 
lieve, at a very early day for the prosecution of their claim. The facts 
will appear in the original report if Senators will look at it, and with- 
out being able to state what the case is now, my recollection is it is a 
very clear and plain case. 

Mr. SPOONER. I appeal to the Senator from Indiana not to press 
the bill to-day, but let it goover until to-morrow, and in the mean time 
it can be examined into by Senators. I desire to examine it further 
myself. 1 think I concurred in the report on the merits of the claim, 
and do not see any objection to it now, but I do not exactly like the 
form of this bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I yield to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Shall the bill be again committed to 
the committee or remain on the Calendar? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it remain on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inquire whether a 
message shall be sent to the House of Representatives to recall the bill 
(S. 205) for the relief of the State National Bank of Louisiana, that 
was passed ycsterday on the motion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VooRHEES}, that it may be in the custody of the Senate ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. That ought to be done as a matter of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

THE REVENUE 


LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order will be proceeded 
with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue, the pending question being 
on the amendment p by Mr. Vgst, in line 2206, paragraph 670 
of the free-list, tostrike out “‘ Ottar of roses”’ and insert “‘Salt;”’ so as 
to read: 

670, Salt. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FARWELL (when his name was-called). I desire to announce 
that I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). My pair with the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. Breck] is transferred to the Senator from Ne- 
vada [|Mr. Jonxs}. I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nerth Carolina [Mr. Ransom}. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] having been transferred to the 
Senator from Colorade [Mr. Bowen], I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Mawperson]. If he were in hisseat, I should vote “‘ yea.”’ 

_Mr. ALLISON. I will allow my vote to stand, and the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] agreeing, I will transfer the pair of the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Manperson], and allow the Senator from Kentucky to 


vote. 


I hope we shall have a vote on that important 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I vote, Mr. President. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I inquire whether the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. WILSON] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatr in thechair). He has not 
voted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland. I am paired with the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. WrLson], and therefore refrain from voting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB]. We shall be compelled to be in the Committee on 
Appropriations the greater part of the day and are paired with each 
other. I should vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and he would vote ‘‘ nay,’’ if present. 

Mr. MANDERSON. On this question I am paired with the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. Ifhe were present, I should vote 
nay. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the affirmative). 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshireis 
not recorded. 

Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with him. 
would vote “‘yea ’’ of course. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 26; as follows: 


Has the Sen- 


I withdraw my vote. I 


YEAS—23. 
Bate, Colquitt, Hampton, Turpie, 
Berry. Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Faulkner, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Call, Gibson, ‘ Walthall. 
Coke, Gray, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—26. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Ingal Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, Mi 1, Spooner, 
Cameron, Evarts, Morrill, Stewart, 
Chace, Frye, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hale, Platt, , 
Cullom, Hawley, Quay, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—27. 
Beck, Farwell, Kenna, 
Blair, George, McPherson, Riddieberger, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Manderson, Sabin, 
Bowen, . Harris, Palmer, Stanford, 
Brown, Hearst, Pasco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Payne, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
So the amendment was rejectel. ‘ 
Mr. ALLISON. I move, on page 116, to strike out paragraph 173 


and insert in lieu of it what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa will be stated. 

The Carer CLERK. On page 116, it is proposed to strike out para- 
graph 173, as follows: 


173. Penknives or et-knives of all kinds, knife-blades, razors, and razor- 
blades, 50 cents per dozen blades and 25 per cent. ad valorem. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


173. Penknives or pocket-knives of all kinds, or parts thereof, wholly or ly 
manufactured, valued at not more than 50 cents per dozen, 12 cents per dozen; 
valued at more than 50 cents oe and not exceeding $2 per dozen, 36 cents 

; valued at more $2 per dozen, 60 cents per and in addi- 


tion thereto on all the above 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

Razors ont paage Uinnen, finished or a Se mane Gan SS 
r dozen, r dozen; valued at more than $4 per dozen, $1.25 per dozen, an 
Pe addition thereto ow ail the above saaues end snnep-bladen $0 per cant. adi va- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator want to take that vote now? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. That is a very material change in that schedule, and I 
would like to examine it. We have had no notice of it, and if is 
brought in here now without any chance for us to examine it at all. 
I will ask that it lie over and be printed ap that we can look into it by 


morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator want to take it up later in the 
day ? 

Mr. VEST. I want a chance to examine it. We have a day fixed 
for the vote, and it makes no difference. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will allow it to pass over to give the Senator an 
opportunity. I may want to call it up later in the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri ask 
that the amendment be printed ? 

Mr. VEST. I should rather the Senator would say that we are to 
take it up in the morning. It makes no difference about the final re- 
sult, because we have agreed on the day to take the vote, and it is 
simply a question of courtesy and convenience to us. It is impossible 
for us to examine it during the day whilst we are engaged in arunning 
debate on the items. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like the Senator from Iowa to 
yield to me to offer an amendment to the free-list, to remain pending 
until the matter shall be reached in the body of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the matter 
now pending before the Senate be disposed of first. 


1889. 





Mr. ALLISON. I will allow this amendment to be passed over un- 
til to-morrow morning with the understanding that it is to be consid- 


ered then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri de- 
sire that the amendment be printed ? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to offer one amendment, if the Senator from 
Arkansas will allow me. On page 115, line 730, I move to strike out 
**20"? and insert ‘‘15.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 115, paragraph 172, line 730, it is pro- 
posed to strike ont ‘‘ 20” and insert ‘‘ 15;’’ so as to read: 

172. Table knives, forks, steels, and all carving, butchers’, cooks’, hunting, 
kitchen, bread, butter, vegetable, fruit, cheese, plumbers’, painters’, palette, and 
artists’ knives of all sizes, finished or unfinished, valued at not more than $i per 
dozen pieces, 15 cents per dozen. 

Mr. VEST. What line is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. Line 730. 

Mr. VANCE. I think that ought to go over with the other. 
lates to the same thing, cutlery. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a reduction. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, I know it is a reduction of the text of the bill, 
but it lacks a great deal of being a reduction upon the article itself. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps it does. 

Mr. VANCE. I think the whole of the amendments pertaining to 
cutlery in this schedule should go over and be considered at the same 
time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will allow it to be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isit the desire that the amendment 
shall be printed ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is easily understood. I do not think it is 
necessary to print it. 

On page 112, paragraph 155, line 643, I move to strike out ‘‘six’”’ 
and insert ‘‘eight,’’ and in line 644 to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert 
‘*ten,’’ and in line 645 to strike out ‘‘thirteen”’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that those 
amendments are already pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, then I want to have them acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be reported 
separately from the desk. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 643, page 112, paragraph 155, before the 
word ‘‘cents,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘six’’ and imsert ‘‘ eight;’’ 
so as to read: 

Cross-cut saws, 8 cents per linear foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Corer CLERK. In the same paragraph, line 644, after the word 
‘“*wide,”’ it is proposed to strike out ‘“‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as 
to read: 

Miil, pit, and drag saws, not over 9 inches wide, 10 cents per linear foot. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tbe Cuter CLERK. In the same paragraph, line 645, after the word 
“*wide,”’ it is proposed to strike out “thirteen ”’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen;’’ 
so as to read: 

Over 9 inches wide, 15 cents per linear foot. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
now of paragraphs 144 and 145, whieh we passed over, and act on the 
amendments I offered yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks for the 
consideration of a paragraph which has been passed over—paragraph 


144, on page 106. The amendment proposed by him to that paragraph 
will be read. 


J —— Cuier CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 144, as 
ollows: 


144. Sheets, of iron or steel, common or black, including all iron or steel 
commercially known as common or black rs’ iron or steel, and skelp iron 
or steel; valued at Scents per pound or less: Thinner than No. 10 and not thin- 
ner than No. 20 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire 
—_ not thinner than No, 25 wire gauge, 1.2 cents per pound; thinner than No. 


It will be so ordered, if there be no 


Tt re- 


wire gaugeand not thinner than No. 29 wire 1.4 cents per pound ; thin- 
ner than No. 29 wire gauge, 1.5 cents : That alt commen cr 
black sheet-iron or sheet-steel not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge shall pay a 
duty as plate-iron or plate-steel. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


144. Sheets of iron or steel, common or including all iron or steel com- 
mercially known as common or blaek Congas San os steel, and skelp iron or 
steel; valued at 3 cents per pound or less: ner than No. 10 and not thinner 
than No. 20 wire , [cent per pound; thinner than No. 20 wire gauge and 
not thinner than No. 25 wire gauge, 1.1 cents per pound; thinner than No. 25 
wire gauge and not thinner than No, 29 wire gauge, 1.3 cents i 
ner than No. 29 wire gauge, 1.4 cents per pound; or crimped, 1.4 
So seen s DP That all common or black sheet-iron 
not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge shall pay a duty as plateiron or plate-steel. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modifiy the amendment by striking out, 
in lines 8, 9, and 10, “‘and not thinner than No. 29 wire gauge, 1.3 
cents per pound,’’ and also by striking out “‘and also thinner than No. 
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29 wire gauge,’’ the object being a modification to make the amend- 
ment read: 
Thinner than No. 25 wire gauge, 1.4 cents per pound. 

Dispensing with one classification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask a question of the Senator from 
Towa in charge of the bill, but I do not wish to prevent the Senator 
from Arkansas from making the inquiry that he desires. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I had almost abandoned the idea of get- 
ting an opportunity to say anything. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Arkansas will pardon me. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I asked the permission of the Senate to 
offer an amendment to a paragraph in the free-list which would come 
up in connection with the matter he has already called up. I wanted 
to move in order to have pending an amendment to paragraph 772 of 
the free-list by adding at the end of that paragraph the words “ tin- 
plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ tin,’’ the purpose being to put those 
articles on the free-list. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be regarded as pending. 
to that being offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa with- 
draw his amendment for the purpose of allowing action on the amend- 
ment the Senator from Arkansas proposes? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I do net withdraw my amendment. The Sen- 
ator from Arkansas gives notice, as I understand, that he will offer 
that amendment, and it is directly in connection with this question, 
so that both amendments may be considered pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Iowa—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that the amendment 
now proposed does not affect directly the question of tin-plates. That 
is in the next paragraph. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The amendment as submiited by the 
Senator from Iowa has not been printed, has it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir, it has been printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been modified since it was 
printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The proposition is to have a vote on the 
first paragraph the Senator proposes to amend. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. I think there will be no objection to 
these amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I offer the next amendment which I have 
sent up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 145, as 
follows: 


145. Sheets, of iron or steel, corrugated or crimped, 1.4 cents per pound: Pro- 
ided, That on all iron or steel sheets or plates and on all hoop, band, or scroll 
iron or steel, excepting on what are known commercially as tin-plates, terne- 
platea, and taggers’ tin, and hereafter provided for, when galvanized or coated 
with zinc or spelter, or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound additional duty shall be paid. 
And insert in lieu thereof: 


145. All iron and steel sheets or plates and all hoop, band, or scroll iron or 
steel, excepting what are known commercially as tin-plates, terne-plates and 
taggers’ tin, and hereafter provided for, when galvanized or coated with zinc or 
spelter, or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, shall pay three-fourths of 
Il cent per pound more duty than the corresponding gauges of common or black 
sheet or taggers’ iron or stee); and on and after January I, 1890, atl such iron or 
steel sheets when coated with tin, or lead,or with a mixture of which these 
metals, or either of them, is a component part, by the dipping or any other proc- 
ess, and commercially known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ tin, shall 
pay three-fourths of 1 cent per pound more duty than the corresponding gauges 
of black sheet or taggers’ iron or steel. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on this amendment 
propused by the Senator from lowafrom the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, It should like to ask the 
Senator from Iowa what, under the modification which he offers this 
morning of the amendment offered a day or two ago, the tariff on the 
steel and iron sheets which are used in tin-plates will be? The modi- 
fication he makes this morning I did not understand. He has made 
some changes in the proposed amendment, and I do not understand 
what they are. . 

Mr. ALLISON. It depends somewhat on the gauge. If they are 
thinner than No. 25 wire gauge, which I think most plates are, the 
duty would be 1.4 cents per pound and three-fourths of a cent added. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Three-fourths of a cent would be added 
on aceount of the tinning? 

Mr. ALLISON. On account of the pickling, cleaning, etc. The 

of converting black taggers’ iron inte tin-plates would have 
three-fourths of a cent addition. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understand under the proposed amend- 
ment now the duty on iron and steel plates will be 1.4 cents a pound, 


I do not object 
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Mr. ALLISON. 


On common black taggers’ iron or steel it would 


be 1.4 cents. Then on the processes—not the tinning alone, but the 
cleaning, pickling by acid, cold rolling, etc.—all those processes that 
are necessary before tin-plate can he made, we allow three-fourths of 
a cent a pound. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 
to 2.15 cents 

Mr, ALLISON. 
gauge. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I offered, a few minutes ago, an amend- 
ment to be pending to the free-list by which I propose to put thisarticle 
on the free-list. I suppose if the amendment now under consideration 
should be adopted, the one I proposed would be rejected, and I have 
no doubt that will be the fate of the two amendments as offered to the 
Senate, 

The report of the Treasury Department which we find on our desks 
shows that there were imported into this country in the last fiscal year, 
1887, 570,643,389 pounds of tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ tin. 
Upon those a tariff of 1 cent a pound was levied, and there was col- 
lected into the Treasury upon this article $5,706,433.89. This large 
amount of money is collected into the Treasury of the United States 
where it is not needed and not wanted, and collected from the consum- 
ers of the country, who are really ill able to bear unnecessary burdens. 
It would seem to any reasonable man proposing to devise a way to 
avoid the collection of a tax not needed by the Government levying it 
and which can not easily or justly be paid by the people from whom it 
is collected, would be the simple, plain, direct way of remitting the 
tax, and thus get rid of it by simply not collecting it. 

Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation, and here we have the fact 
indisputable that the Government does not need this amount of money, 
and that the people ought not to pay it; and yet when I propose to the 
Senate that this article shall go on the free-list, that the Government 
shall not collect what it does not need, we have it replied to by the 
Committee on Finance proposing to raise this tax more than 100 per 
cent. That is directly in line with the suggestion made by Mr. Swank 
some time since, and which I presented to the Senate, that the proper 
way to reduce revenue is to increase taxation. 

The purpose of this proposed change of the Finance Committee is to 
prevent the collection of this $5,000,000 into the Treasury, but it is 
not intended to prevent the paying of the tax by the people. Instead 
of levying a tax for revenue, instead of levying a tax which is to be 
paid by the people to the Government, the intention of the amendment 
of the committee is to change this tax so that it shall bea tax levied by 
the Government in the name of revenue for the purposes of private trib- 
ute. 

I am not surprised by the action of the committee. I was surprised 
that the committee should bring this bill in without any proposed 
change in the rate on tin-plates in the first instance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to say just one word on 
that point ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee stated, or at least I stated for the 
committee, that at a later period we should pro an amendment 
relative to the duty on tin-plates. When the bill was originally re- 
ported we had not sufficient information, and it is so stated in the re- 
port, upon which to base what we considered a wise provision as re- 
spects tin-plates so as not to increase the revenue and at the same time 
encourage the manufacture of the article in this country. That in- 
formation we have been able to gather since, which enables us to bring 
in this proposition. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 
He says he has additional information now upon this subject. Has he 
information that any tin or terne plate manufactories are in existence 
in this country now, or that there is any immediate prospect of any 
coming into existence? . 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator in response to that in- 
quiry—and it is a very pertinent and very proper one in this connec- 
tion—that there are quite a number of establishments which could im- 
mediately enter upon the production of these tin-plates, or at least 
within a very brief period, probably within thirty days, and that we 
have assurances, and believe from examination and investigation that 
within the time fixed for the taking effect of this new bill, there will 
be in this country a sufficient plant to manufacture all the tin-plate 
that we use. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like, ifthe Senator from Missouri 
is through 

Mr. VEST. Iam through. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Iowa if he has furnished the Senate the additional information which 
the committee have had since the first report was made to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theinformation is simply this: There are now im- 
ported into the United States 283,000 tonsof tin-plate. That is a very 
large amount of tin-plate. The basis of that, of course, is sheet-iron, 
common black sheet-iron. Itwas manifest to the committee that if we 
increased this duty to take effect immediately, the effect would be to 


So that the tax on tin-plates will amount 


Yes, sir; on that class, thinner than No, 25 wire 
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largely increase the revenue. Therefore the committee first contem- 
plated a provision whereby certain gauges of tin-plate should be pro- 
vided for to be manufactured in this country and certain other gauges 
to be imported, and I sent to the collector of the port of New York, 
under the direction of the committee, for information as to the various 
gauges of tin-plate in order that we might draw a line, if possible, at 
the different gauges. 

The collector of the port of New York informed me that it required 
a considerable time to prepare that information. It was very impor- 
tant information to the committee. That was not received at the date 
of the reporting of this bill, and therefore the committee had not ac- 
curate information upon which to base an amendment covering the pro- 
duction of tin-plate in this country. That information came afterwards. 
It disclosed that a large portion of the tin-plate imported into this coun- 
try is thinner than No. 29 wire gauge, that being the line we had in- 
tended to mark out. 

So the committee found that it would be impossible to draw a line of 
demarkation between the gauges of tin-plate. Therefore, after looking 
into the matter further, we decided to allow the present rate of duty to 
stand upon tin-plate until the Ist of January, 1890, which will allow 
a sufficient plant to be erected in this country to produce all the tin- 
plate needed, but in the meantime a considerable amount of tin-plate 
will be produced in this country in view of the increased protection to 
American manufacturers. 

That is the information, I will state to the Senator, and that is the 
reason. If we had received the information which we sought from the 
collector of the port of New York, who I think has been very diligent 
in furnishing all information, we should have produced when the bill 
was reported some provision on this subject. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa how it was 
that the committee happened to fix the rates that are found in the 
pending bill and now come in with an amendment that decreases them. 
As I understand the amendments proposed by the committee now—I 
have not had time to examine them this morning—they decrease the 
rates in the reported bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. No, they do not. 

Mr. VEST. They do not? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. They more than double the duty. The 
rates are increased over 100 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. I understand they are decreased in the existing bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. A nominal decrease, but a real increase, 

Mr. VEST. I mean the bill reported from the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. They have increased. They make the 
rate on tin-plates three-fourths of a cent in addition to the amount 
levied on the iron plates. 

Mr. VANCE. Itis a very decided increase. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. More than 100 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Missouri has one thingin mind— 
I do not want to disturb the Senator from Arkansas—which, I think, 
I understand, and that is, he wants to know why we have reduced the 
duty upon common black taggers’ iron and steel from the original re- 

rt. 


Mr. VEST. That is it, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator in response to that, that 
we have reduced two gauges, two grades. 

Mr. VANCE. One-tenth of a cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. One-tenth of a cent, and we have practically in- 
creased one gauge, and the reason of that is that the committee, on 
further examination, believe that the rates we have fixed now will be 
sufficient to protect this industry in this country. 

I will say to the Senator that in making this change in paragraph 
144 we already reduced it upon iron of this class, but we had in- 
creased the duty upon steel, it was in the readjustment of this 
matter that we e the changes proposed. There is nothing remark- 
able, I trust, in that. 

Mr. VEST. I am not complaining. 

‘ Mr. ALLISON. Certainly the Senator will not complain of the re- 
uction. 

Mr. VEST. In the printed testimony of the committee the wit- 
nesses who gave their testimony in regard to tin-plates said that a cer- 
tain amoant of duty, which I was above even that placed in the 
reported bill, was absolutely necessary to bring this industry into ex- 
istence in the United States, and I wanted to know what additional 
testimony had come in that caused these Ihave never seen it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the amendment re- 
ported by me is the proposition of the producers of these articles in 
this country, stating that with the duty which we now propose they 
will embark in and can manufacture tin-plate in this country in com- 
petition with Great Britain. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question, 
and that question is this: Was not this advance upon tin-plate made 
at the request of manufacturers of the black sheet-iron with which the 
tin-plate comes directly in conflict ? 

. ALLISON. The amendments in 144? 
Mr. VANCE. Increasing the duty on tin-plates to three-fourths of 
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a cent more per pound than the duty on black iron, which is the basis 
of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; I do not think it was. 

Mr. VANCE. Not made at the request of the sheet-iron men, who, 
I understand, were in the city yesterday, and perhaps are here now? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt they are here now. There is no 
harm in their being here, I hope. 

Mr. VANCE. None in the world. Isuppose itisnecessary for them 
to be here in order to protect their interests. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They made no request to the committee, to my 
knowledge, in regard to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have heard of no such request. I know they 
rather protested against our modifications here, but we have made 
them, or propose to make them, if the Senate will agree. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. VANCE. I simply wanted to call attention while on my feet 
to the fact of the enormous increase of the duty on tin-plates by this 
modification of the committee. The black iron, of which the tin-plate 
is made, bears a duty under this bill of 1.4 cents a pound, and the tin- 
plate now bears a duty of 1 cent per pound. Now, the duty on tin- 
plate is made three-fourths of a cent per pound more than the duty 
which is imposed upon the black sheet-iron out of which it is made, 
which makes it about 2} cents, as I hastily cipher it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Two and fifteen one-hundredths. 

Mr. VANCE. Two and fifteen one-hundredths centsa pound on the 
tin-plates, which not only forces the sale but increases the price to 
those people who use the black iron and the sheet-iron,and increases very 
largely the cost of all the tin-ware of this country, tin roofs, and every 
use to which tin-plates are put. It is a most outrageous price. Con- 
sidering it in this hurried way, which we have protested against again 
and again, it is impossible for us to arrive at the actual figures; but I 
venture to say this will be fully 100 per cent. duty upon tin- plates. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, then, seems to come to this conclusion, that his com- 
mittee are unwilling to increase the tariff on tin-plates from 1 cent to 
2.15 cents per pound immediately for the reason that this increase 
would add largely to the revenues of the Government; they regard 
the excess of revenue as a very great evil, but the taxation from which 
the revenue results does not seem to be such a terrible calamity in the 
opinion of the Committee on Finance, and as soon as an arrangement 
can be mate by which the revenue resulting from this excessive taxa- 
tion shall go into private pockets and shall not go into the coffers ot 
the Government, they are perfectly satisfied to put this increased tax 
into operation, the evil to be avoided being not the burden of taxa- 
tion, but the Government gets it while the tin-plate association wants it. 

As I said a few minutes ago, to resume the course of my argument, 
I was surprised to have the Committee on Finance report this bill 
back with a proposition that tin-plates should remain at the old rate 
of taxation that had been imposed upon them for years. It was situ- 
ated exactly in the same condition as a manufactured product in this 
country that cotton-ties were which we had under discussion here 
some time ago. There was none of either article produced in this 
country; the tax upon each was an absolute revenue tax, and every 
dollar of tax levied upon either article went into the Treasury, no 
private citizen being richer by the imposition of either tax. 

When the committee reported the bill they proposed an increase of 
the tax on cotton-ties of more than 200 per cent., under the pretense, 
I will say the earnest pretense, of building up the manufacture of cot- 
ton-ties in this country, that they intended to give the manufacturers 
the benefit of producing the article in the United States, and I was 
surprised that while making fish of one they should make flesh of the 
other, and I was astonished that there was not a proposition to compel 
the masses of the American people to stand the increased price of tin- 

lates to allow the tin-plate manufacturers to sell their product at a 
igh price so as to build up their manufacture also. 

I am not surprised to find the committee now coming in with a pro- 
posed change. Iwas prepared for this by reading some time since from 
the Tariff League Bulletin as follows—I presume this is good author- 
ity even with the Committee on Finance: 


THE TIN-PLATE OUTLOOK, 


John Jarrett, secretary of the American Tin-Plate Association, was inter- 
viewed saan in Pittsburgh on the outlook for tin-plate through legislation 
at the hands of the next Congress, and his responses to questions were substan- 
tially as follows: ‘“‘ We want a tariff of about 2} cents per pound. I expect 
nothing to be done toward the revival of the industry this winter, but as soon 
as there is any assurance that it will be p ,it will again be started up. 
The cost of the labor alone in this country would be more than the total cost of 
production in England. 

* Last year the importation of tin-plate to this country was 318,000tons. That 
is about 74 per cent, of the whole production of the world. Allowing each man 
the average waves, the manufacture of this amount of tin-plate would give em- 

loyment toat least 70,000 men. A tariff of 2} cents would enable us to manu- 
all our own tin-plate. The industry in this a was strangled in 
its birth. About 1873 there were four tin-plate mills si in this country— 


Demmler’s'‘and Cronnemyer’s at Demmler Station, Beale & Rodgers's at Leech- 
burgh, and a co-operative firm at Wellsville. Between that date and 1878 the 
price of tin-plate fell from $12.50 to $5.18 per box, and the American firms were 
forced out of the market. I have no doubt that the tariff will be increased on 
the commodity. The Amalgamated Association is with us in this request. 
During last year our total production of iron and steel plates was 120,000 tons, 
In the same time we imported iron and steel plates in the form of tin-plate to 
the amount of 318,000 tons. An adequate tariff on tin-plate means an increased 


} demand for iron and steel worksand a larger employment to American labor.”’ 


Now, Mr. President, after the declaration on the part of this gentle- 
man who is connected, I believe, with the American Tin-Plate Associa- 
tion, an association which has been organized, I think, for a long while 
with the expectation that at some time or other they would be given 
authority by Congress to levy such taxes upon the American people as 
would enable them to build up and establish a profitable manufacture, 
I was not surprised to find this committee recommending a modifica- 
tion of this bill which would increase the tax on this article of domestic 
necessity more than 100 per cent. 

In truth, one of the gentlemen examined by this committee some 
time since, speaking of the fact that by a ruling of Mr. Fessenden in 
1864, I believe, tin-plates were admitted at the old rate of taxation, 
and were not classified as under the sheet-iron schedule so as to have 
the tax increased to 2} cents a pound, said it was ‘‘ the most inexcus- 
able and costly decision on record.”’ 

How was that decision of Mr. Fessenden costly? This man in the 
course of his statement says that since that time the Government has 
collected $78,000,000 tax on tin-plates. Ifthe tax had been increased 
from 1 cent at that time to 2} cents, the amount of tax paid upon the 
tin-plate which has been consumed by the American public from then 
to now would have amounted to $175,000,000. There has been col- 
lected into the Treasury $78,000,000, and there would have been col- 
lected, not into the Treasury but into the pockets of the favored in- 
dividuals who would have had the right to levy this tax, $175,000,000 
instead of $78,000,000 collected. The failure of Congress, the failure 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to so rule as to allow this tax to be 
levied by these men upon the people of the United States he considers 
“‘the most inexcusable and costly decision on record.’’ It has cost 
them nearly $100,000,000 that they did not get, that they might have 
gotten on a different ruling on the part of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. And this has been constantly paraded by these people as an out- 
rage upon them. 

Mr. President, if the entire country is given over toa desire to have 
everybody taxed for the purpose of building up a few individuals, then 
this perhaps was a more correct construction of this ruling; but in my 
judgment the great bulk of the American people do not believe that 
there is any right to levy taxes upon the consumers at large for the 
purpose of building up private fortunes. 

There were imported into this country last year, according to the 
reports, over 280,000,000 tons of tin-plates. The present proposed tax 
of $2.15 a hundred pounds would amount to nearly $50 a ton—some 
$47 or $48 a ton tariff. The testimony given by Mr. John Jarrett and 
by Mr. Williams, who appeared as experts before the committee, I be- 
lieve—if not, they have been here time and again before committees 
of Congress, and the testimony is here and was before this committee, 
that the cost of the production of tin-plates in the United States would 
be about $40 a ton. These witnesses testify that the cost of produc- 
tion in England would be about $16 a ton. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of what? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Tin-plates. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the Senator turn to that 
testimony. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think I shall have very little difficulty 
in pointing it out, and I will do so before I get through with this argu- 
ment. The Senator will remind me again if I should forget it. Per- 
haps it will be best to present it at once, as I have found it. I read 
from the testimony of Mr. E. P. Williams, taken before a committee 
of Congress three or four years ago upon this question of tin-plates, 
and who, I believe, appeared before the Finance Committee at this 
session of Congress, ifI am not mistaken. He stated, on page 108 of 
the hearings taken by the Committee of Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives in 1884, what I shall read. His language is: 

The cost of producing tin-plates would amount to a little over $40 per ton. 

Mr. Jarrett at the same hearing gave the cost of producing a box of 
tin, the American cost at $2.14}, and the English cost at 80} cents a 
box, which would amount to about $40 a ton for the production of Amer- 
ican tin-plates and about $16 for the English, and this includes not 
only labor, but includes all the other items of cost of production, as I 
understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator now is talking of the cost of producing 
tin-plate from sheet-iron or sheet-steel. His statement a moment ago 
was that tin-plate here could be made for $40 a ton and in England for 
$16. Inasmuch as the ordinary steel rails cost $19 a ton in England, 
I was curious to know how tin-plate could be produced so cheaply. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was cautioned some time since by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] not to accept as absolutely 
correct the statements submitted by these witnesses in your hearings. 
I have not accepted as being absolutely true the statements made by 
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manufacturers as to the cost in Europe, but I took their statements for 


































was remitted upon the articles sent abroad to be sold to the pauper 


what they were worth, and propesed to deduct what they stated was | laborers of Europe. Here is a discrimination amounting to millions of: 
the English cost of producing a ton of tin-plates from the American | dollars against out own people and in favor of the people abroad. 
cost, which would leave about $24 a ton difference, while you propose Mr. President, if it is a matter of importance to remit to those who 
by year tariff to give a tax which amounts to nearly $50 a ton to com- | are engaged in the foreign trade nine-tenths of the tax levied upon tin- 
pensate for the difference in cost. plate, I ask why it is not reasonable and fair that ten-tenths of it may 
Mr. ALLISON. We may as well have an understanding respecting | be remitted to our own laborers, so that they may have one-tenth ad- 
these points, because the Senator from Arkansas has one thing in mind | vantage over the foreign pauper labor? We certainly ought to give 
and those men who testified had another. They had in mind what it | them a little bit of advantage over the people abroad. We are pro- 


costs to produce a ton of tin-plate from a ton of iron or steel, and not 
what a ton of tin-plate would cost entirely. That is what the testi- 
mony indicates. But the Senator from Arkansas, if I understand him 
correctly—and if I misunderstand him I hope to be corrected—inti- 
mates that a ton of tin-plate can be produced in this country for $40, 
not from the sheet-iron, but from the pig-iron. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not remember, I will say frankly, 
that there was anything said as to what particular point of production 
the witness was proposing to assume as the starting point. He did not 
state, that I know of, the cost of the iron ore, nor the cost of the 
duction of the pig-iron. He said “the cost of producing tin- 
would amount to a little over $40 per ton.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will allow me just one word more. 
The statement made by the Senator was that it cost $16 a ton to make 
tin-plate in England. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. No, sir; I said John Jarrett stated that 
‘was the cost. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, it costs $19 a ton there to make 
a ton of railway bars of steel. Therefore it is manifest, at least to me, 
that what Mr. Jarrett was talking about was the eost of putting the 
tin upon these thin plates of steel, and that he did not include the orig- 
ina! cost of the thin plates of steel. So weought to understand exactly 
the pcint before the Senator draws his conclusion. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The witness, if 1 remember correctly, did 
not make any such statement. I have no doubt if he thought it was 
pecessary for the interest of the Tin-Plate Association for him to have 
zaade such a statement, he would have made it if it were true. But 
there was no such statement so faras I know or so faras I have heard. 
Isimply accept the words of the gentlemen that this is the cost. It 
may be true, as the Senator from lowa suggests, that it was the coat- 
ing with tin of these iron plates that he referred to; but I did not so 
anderstand it. In that I may be mistaken. I do not pretend to say 
what the truth is, but Ido say what the testimony of the witnesses was, 
and they were interested parties, and I presume they did not intend to 
state the case aguinst themselves in any event. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is an important point and the Senator will 
allow mea word. Does the Senator believe for a moment that a ton of 
sheet-tin, which would be less certainly than No. 25 wire gauge, which 
is the tinest kind of sheet iren or steel, can be made in England for $16 
® ton and in thie country for$40? ‘That is the basis of his entire argu- 
ment. It is perfectly clear that these gentlemen were talking about 
one thing and the Senator is talking about another. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. As I have no means of settling that ques- 
tion, I will leave it exactly where it stands. I assume that the Senator 
from lowa is correct in his assumption on that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to ask, if the Senator will permit me, what 
volume of testimony he is reading from and what page, in order that 
we may understand exactly what Mr. Jarrett was speaking about. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I gave the volume and page a moment 


fessing all the time a desire to take care of them at the expense of the 
people who live outside of thiscountry. Now the proposition is made 
to put this article on the free-list simply to give our people the abso- 
lute remission of all that there is collected on the part of these imports 
that go to them, and they certainly ought to be treated as well as 
the people who live abroad. 

I only intended, Mr. President, to call attention to these points in 
connection with this article. There are many other things in connec- 
tion with it that would be of interest if there was time to consider 
them. In 1883,when this matter was under consideration by the Sen- 
ate, Senator Logan, who was always strongly in sympathy with the peo- 
ple—the ‘‘plain people ’’—when the proposition was made to increase 
this tariff, taking strong ground in favor of no increase and of allow- 
ing the American public to have this article at a low rate of taxation, 
used this language: 

The manufacturers of tin cans all over the country, in every city in the United 
States, ereating = meat, fruit, ete., have said to the committee a ee 
sume they have committee, and probably to nearly every Senato 
they were better satisfied with the rate of duty which was imposed before, and 
are satisfied with the rate proposed by the committee, but they are universally 
opposed to increasing the duty. I have had to this effect from dif- 
ferent parts of the country, and especially from , where they manufact- 
Sup dies sate af dup Sor ths Gasguae ef excemngiemeasbaty secssmmass 
ne hen he has not commenced it, I think, iomertiion. I hope the 
amendment will not be adopted. 

The Senator from Vermont {[ Mr. Morr1.1.], who has been 
as the father of the tariff, also placed himself upon the record as being 
opposed to any increase in the duty on this article, and made a speech 
against it in the Senate. Under all these circumstances, with a dis- 
tinct declaration on the part of the American Congress for years and 
years that they did not desire any increase, it seems to me that we 
ought not now, upon a bill in which we pretend that we are attempting 
to reduce taxation, to impose upon an article of prime necessity, one 
that finds its way into every cabin all over this country, an increased 
taxation of over 10 per cent. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES] made a point against this bill and this feature of the bill which 
it occurs to me is entirely unanswerable when he showed that more 


it is exported to foreign countries, it seems to me is a gratuitous 
ago. It was in the hearings by the Ways and Means Committee in the | wrong to the of this country. 
firet seasion of the Forty-eighth Congress in 1884, and on page 108 of Sit car tiles tn conterninandiaapaitettenitte bation in 
the report I read from the testimony of Mr. Williams that the cost of | this tariff measure. First of all, there were im: to the 
producing a box of tin-plates would amount to a little over $40 a ton, | statement by the Senator from Arkansas, 570,643,389 of 


and on page 112 I read the statement by Mr. Jarrett. Whatever the 
cost may be, we have this fact staring usin the face, that this commit- 
tee proposes to double the tax upon an article of prime necessity, in- 
tending by doubling that tax to divert the whole revenue from the 
public Treasury into private pockets. 

One other feature in connection with this tin-plate taxation strikes 


time manufacturers 
from lowa says that is not the object. I will 
me as being manifest, and that is the law we have on the statute-book 


ask the Senator from Iowa if he expects any revenue to come in upon 


for refunding nine-tenths of the tax levied upon foreign articles brought | the tin-ware after 1890, if by that time we are prepared to manufacture 
in, mauufactured, and shipped abroad. While weare making pretenses | all that the of the utes emennet 
in this Chamber and everywhere else through the country of a de- Mr. That will depend very largely upon the profits that 


sire to protect our own laboring people pauper labor abroad, we 
are discriminating constantly in favor of the foreign poor and against 
our own. 

In 1884 there were refunded drawbacks upon the item of tin-plates 
amounting to $876,736.11; in 1885 there was refunded $1,144,134. 12; 
in 1886, $1,228,850.96; in 1887, $1,108,832.98; making a total of 
$41,358,557.17 which has been refunded by the Government of the 
United States to the manufacturers of tin-plate in thiscountry, because 
the product of tin-plate shipped from here was to be sold on foreign 
account and sold abroad. In other words, if the identical tin-ware 
which was shipped to the foreign laborers, which was sent abroad for 
sale, had been sold to the American public there would have been a 
tax paid into the Treasury of the United States of $4,358,657. 17 that 


the English manufacturers exact. They 1.0w, it is said, have a profit 
of about a dollar or a dollar and a halfa box. if they will be content 
to take a smal! percentage upon the cost of production there, I have no 
doubt they will continue to compete, but they can now make very large 
profits, having absolute control of the tin production of the world. 

Mr. MORGAN. Who has the absolute control? 

Mr. ALLISON. These producers in Wales. 

Mr. MORGAN. In what way? 

Mr. ALLISON. In other words, they manufacture nearly all the 
tin produced. Germany is beginning to manufacture, and if we begin 
the result will be to reduce the price of tin, and of course the English 
manufacturer will be com if he sells in this country, to sell ata 
profit than he does now. 
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Mr. MORGAN. We have none in this country likely te be devel- 

Mr. TELLER. There is no question about there being tin in this 
country, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. MORGAN. There has been a question about it for two hun- 
dred years, and that question has not been answered yet. 

Mr.-TELLER. I would like to say to the Senator that the only dif 
ficulty in the tin industry is that we have a peculiar class of tin, that 
is, it isin rock where it is difficult to save, and the Cornwall method 
has not saved it. Vast quantities of tin are found in this country in 
the Deadwood region. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Alabama will not claim 
that the American manuiacturers will be at 7. disadvantage so far as 
block-tin is concerned. They will not be at adisadvantage. We could 
obtain the block-tin from the same source that the Wales manufacturer 
obtains it, and as cheaply, so that there would be no question to Ameri- 
can producers on account of want of supply of tin. 

Mr. MORGAN. There might not he any disadvantage on that ac- 
count, but my proposition is this—— 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I wish to make one suggestion in con- 
nection with the suggestion made by the Senator from Iowa just one 
moment ago, if the Senator from Alabama will allow me. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Iowa states that the English manufacturers make a profit of 
one dollar or one dollar and a half on tin-plates. One dollar and a 
half would be $30 a ton. There were imported in 1887, according to 
the statement of W. Swank, 283,836 tons of tin from Great Britain at 
a cost of $18,699,145, which is less than $65 a ton. Now, I want to 
ask the Senator if he believes that all these sheet-iron plates can be 
manufactured and tinned here when all that is done by the English at 
a cost of $30 a ten or a fraction over? 

Mr. ALLISON. The testimony before the committee, as I remem- 
ber it, was that it cost about $3.37 to manufacture a box of tin in Eng- 
land, and that the same thing will cost here seventy-six one-hun- 
dredths of a cent more; but the —-* tin is $5.25 per box, paying 
$1, in round numbers, in duty. is the statement as to profits. 
It costs $3.37 there; it costs three-fourths of a cent more here, and the 
difference is profit, and it is a very large profit to the manufacturer or 
the im r; and the facts are well known to everybody who has ex- 
amined the question. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. What I wanted to call the attention of 


the Senator to was his statement just now, his apparent astonishment 
that I should think that tin-plates could not be manufactured in this 
couutry for something over $40 a ton, when he states that the English 


make a profit of $30 a ten when they sell the article here at the cost 
added to the duty with $30 a ton profit, out of a price of $65 a ton or 


less. 


Mr. ALLISON. The-cost of making tin in Wales is $3.37 a box. 


So I was not wrong when I said the Senator was entirely mistaken as 
te the cost of tin. It costs three-quarters of a cent a pound more in 
this country from the sheet. So when they sell and box the tin at 
$5.25 a bex that cost $3.37 there is a profit when it comes into this 

- It paysa cent a pound duty, which must be deducted from 
the profit, but that still leaves a large profit to the manufacturer or 


country 


Mr. MORGAN. I am very glad to have brought out these facts and 
have them placed in the Recorp for the observation and instruetion of 


the people on this question. The point I make on this item of the bill 


now proposed is that it raises the tax upon imported tin-ware 100 per 
cent., not for the purpose of increasing the revenue, but rather for the 


purpose, as [ understand, of deereasing the revenue. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


the entire bill in the contemplation or ing of the committee, 


namely, that we are to receive revenue, but at the same time we are to 


give our own laborers and an opportunity of competing at lest 
with laborers and producers in other countries. We want by this bill 


to place the people who work in this country at least on a par with the 
people who work in other countries, and that is all that iscontemplated 


is tin-plate amendment. 
Mr. MORGAN, I am very glad to hear the Senator from Iowa say 
that this item of the bill characterizes the whole measure, contains the 
nciple of the whole measure, and that principle is not to increase 


revenues of the Gevernment of the United States, but to increase 


the profits of manufacturers. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator understood me to make that state- 
ment, I want to disabuse him of it. I stated nothing about the man- 
ufacturers. I stated that the object and purpose of the bill is to en- 


able laborers in this country who produce things, to produce them upon 


an equality with laborers in other countries who produce the same 

things; neither to enhance the profits of manufacturers here nor in other 
countries. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator undertakes to separate between the 

and manufacturers and bestows his affectionate regard upon 

the laborers without any concern at all for the manufacturers, at the 


same time knowing that any measure of this kind must produce $90 
ef profit to the manufacturers where it increases $10 the price of wages 
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of labor ina this country. But the purpose of this bill, as has been 
avowed this morning, is precisely what I conceived it tobe. Itis a 
bill for the purpose, as it is termed, of protecting American industry 
so as to build up and make more profitable what we call the home mar- 
ket, whether the profits inure to the manufacturer or laborer or to the 
consumer or to the agriculturist. That is the object of it, as 1 under- 
stand, to build up what is termed the home market and in that home 
market to get better prices fer the contributory industries that go to 
support the operatives in these different lines of empleyment, so that 
we have now a pretty decided issue formed. We have now brought to 
the front the principles upon which this bill is founded, and it is those 
principles that I desire to discuss. 

Next in its effect upon the people to the power over human life by 
condemning men to death, or forcing them into warring armies, is the 
power of taxation. 

It must of necessity be a discretionary power as to the persons or prop- 
erty to be taxed, and as to the rate of taxation and the amount to be 
raised, unless some restraint is imposed upon the taxing power. if 
there is no such restraint in our Constitution, we are exposed to adan- 


gerous power. 


No people can be in a more unhappy condition than those who are 


exposed to arbitrary taxation at the will of their government. The first 


and simplest test of the real liberties of any people is found in the re- 


straints which their power imposes upon those who levy taxes upon 


them. If that power is unlimited, or unrestrained, the people can not 
be placed in an attitude that is more helpless or more dependent on the 
will of their rulers, even under the most autocratic or despotic form of 


government. 


The unlimited power to tax is the power to confiseate, and the con- 
fiscation by that means is not for the crimes of the people, but because 
they have acquired the means to pay taxes by their industry and iru- 
It is not for their sina, but tor their virtues, that they are cen- 
demned to this species of confiscation. Those who enforce such confis- 


eations, or insist upon their right to do so, are self-seekers who employ 


the power to tax jor their personal aggrandizement. ‘They are arbi- 
trary, despotic, and unrelenting, admitting no limits to their power 
but their autocratic will. 

In every country except the United States, and with every political 
party except that which framed this bill and sustains it in the Senate 
as a party measure by a solid and unvarying vote, the basis of taxation 
and its only purpose is to raise revenue for thesupport of government. 

There are very few, if any, of the civilized nations in which a tax 
levied for any other purpose would be telerated by the people, even 
though a third of them were organized into armies to support the de- 
mands of the government. 

However bread or extravagant the demands of their governments 
may be, and however they may cruelly burden the people, it is still 
accorded to them, even by the most despotic rulers, that the people 
shall not be taxed except for proper governmental purposes 

This era of civi!ization would put a government pretending to be 
civilized in coveztry, under the ban ef universal censure, whose rulers 
taxed the people except for the support of the ruling power, or that 
taxed one class of its people for the avowed purpose of enriching an- 
other class. Our plan of government, above all others, was formed 
with a view te prevent and probibit taxation for such puzposes. The 
fathers of our system had before them the experience of many genera- 
tions for their guidance, and they took especial care to keep the taxing 
power under the immediate control of the people—the tax-payers—and 
their representatives, chosen directly by them. 

Tt was for this reason that they ordained that a tax billshould only 
originate in the House of Representatives, and that no tax bill should 
originate in the Senate. 

The language is as follows: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the [louse of Representatives; 
but the Senate may propose or concur with amendment as on other biils. 

The grant. ef power made to Congress on the subject of taxation is 
in these words: 

Cengress shall bave power to levy and collect taxes, duties, imposts and ex- 
cises, to pay the debts and to provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States. 

Then follows a distinct power ‘‘to borrow money on the eredit of 
the United States.’’ Taxes are not required to be uniform throughout 
the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises are required to 
be uniform. 

The uniformity thus required as to duties, imposts, and excises 
indicates that they shall not be unjust or discriminative as between 
the people of the United States. 

Sections, localities, Territories, and States are also included in this 
rule of uniformity, which equally forbids such discriminations in 
practice, as it does in theory. The true meaning of the Constitution 
in this case, as in all other cases, is te secure to the people equality in 
bearing the burdens of taxation, when those taxes are upon their 
business pursuits, the privileges accorded to them by law, and the sat- 
isfying of their tastes and necessities in the use and consumption of 
whatever is suited to those purposes, 
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Taxes assessed upon the property of the people are naturally regulated 
by the value of the proptrty, but, by express injunction of the Consti- 
tution, capitation and direct taxes must be apportioned according to 
the census. 

Uniformity of taxation means more than the appearance of uniform- 
ity on the face of the law. It means uniformity in the sense of dis- 
tributing and equalizing in a spirit of justice and equity the burdens 
of taxation, for that is the sacred duty of the law-makers as well as the 
sacred right of the people. 

A tax of $1 per ton on the rock phosphates found in South Carolina 
would raise the price to the farmers whose land require such fertiliz- 
ers $1 per ton, and would not increase the profits of the owners of the 
quarries because the tax would go into the Treasury. A duty of $1 per 
ton on imported phosphates for fertilizers would increase the profits of 
the owners of the South Carolina beds by that sum, because it would 
shut out importation and give them the monopoly of the market. 

The burden on the farmer would be the same whether he paid the 
tax of $1 per ton to the Government for revenue or to the South Car- 
olina owner of the quarries for profit. In respect of the sum of money 
it would cost him there would be uniformity, but it would not be uni- 
formity of taxation. 

It is the duty of the people to submit to taxation for revenue, but 
they are protected by the Constitution against all forms of taxation on 
imports that prohibit revenue and are designed and intended to make 
money for any class of business pursuits. The protection against tax- 
ation for any other purpose than to provide revenues for the support of 
the Government of the United States is clear from the language in 
which the power is given to Congress to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises. It is equally clear that the power granted to 
Congress in the phrase ‘‘Cor-gress shal} have power,”’ is not a power in- 
herent in Congress, arising from its power to enact laws, but it is a dele- 
gated power, and therefore a limited power. 

But the limitation upon the power of taxation—that it is for the pur- 
pose of raising revenue, and for no other purpose—is made perfectly clear 
when the distribution of the powers of raising revenue between the 
House of Representatives and the Senate is brought into view. 

The exclusive power of originating iaws for taxing the people, either 
by direct taxation, or taxation in any form, or by duties, imposts, or 
excises, is given to the House of Representatives. No such power is 
given to the Senate. This is the segregation of one of the powers ot 
Congress from all the others, and its bestowal upon one of the Houses 
of Congress. - 

The power thus given to the House of Representatives to originate 
tax bills is expressly limited to ‘‘ raising revenue.’’ 

if the object of a bill is to ‘raise revenue,’’ it is a tax bill, and can 
not be valid as a law if it originates in the Senate, and the only tax 
bill that is required to originate in the House of Representatives is a 
bill ‘* for raising revenue.’’ 

it is impossible, in view of these provisions in the Constitution, that 
Congress can use the taxing power except ‘‘ for the raising of revenue.’’ 
No tax bill can be originated except ‘‘ for the raising of revenue,’’ 
since no bill to tax the people can originate in the Senate, and in the 
House of Representatives no tax bill can orginate except ‘‘for the 
raising of revenue.’’ 

Our fathers thought that they had effectually prevented the possibil- 
ity that a crop of evil weeds should spring from the power granted to 
Congress to tax the people when they provided that the only tax bills 
that could be originated should be “‘ bills for the raising of revenue,’’ 
and that these bills should be framed and pruned and perfected under 
the eyes and through the careful watching of the immediate represent- 
atives of the people hefore the Senate could have the privilege to pro- 
pose or concur in amendments to tax bills, 

Our fathers expected that these injunctions would be obeyed by us 
when they provided that we should be sworn to obedience, and that we 
would do, as they required of us, all that we could with the greatest 
care to winnow out every evil seed of injustice, partiality, discrimi- 
nation, cupidity, monopoly, and partisan bribery from all bills to tax 
the people, so that these evils should not originate in the House of Rep- 
resentatives nor be proposed nor concurred in by the Senate, but that 
such bills in both Houses should be confined in their purpose, ‘* to the 
raising of revenue,”’ 

This is what I understand to be the Democratic reading of the Con- 
stitution on the subject of the power and duty of Congress and of the 
House of Representatives, respectively, in the taxation of the le. 

The apothegm ‘‘a tariff for revenue only "’ is a less distinct ex- 
pressive way of stating that the “nenng of Congress is limited to origi- 
nating, amending, and enacting laws of taxation ‘‘for raising reve- 
nue”? 

The Demosratic doctrine is stated correctly in the language of the 
Constitution, which, after all, is the only definite and express limita- 
tion of the power of taxation, the purpose and the method of taxa- 
tion. ‘‘'Taxes, duties, imposts, and excises’’ limit the methods of 
taxation, just as ‘‘ raising revenue ’’ limits and confines the power of 
Congress to the purpose and object of taxation. 

The raising of revenue could not be done by a lottery system, as was 
ence practiced in Mexico, nor by forced loans, nor by military assess- 


ment collected at the point of a bayonet under our Constitution, nor 
could revenue be raised by taxes, duties, excises, or imposts for the 
support of the churches. 

No law could be enacted for ‘‘frying the fat out of the manufact- 
urers’’ (to use the phrase so common in political parlance) for the pur- 
pose of supplying revenue to a political party any more than a law can 
be enacted by Congress, under the pretext of raising revenue for the 
support of the Government, by ‘‘frying the fat’ out of the people for 
the purpose of building up or enriching the manufacturers. 

The Constitution prescribes the purpose of taxation, and limits it 
expressly to raising revenue, and the method of taxation is confined to 
the levy and collection of taxes, duties, imposts, and excises. When 
these limits are transcended the Constitution is violated. 

The power of taxation is so essential to government that it is not 
placed under the judgment and control of the judicial department, as 
are the preservation of the lives and liberties and rights of property of 
the people. It is, in the legaland governmental sense, more nearly su- 
preme, in respect of its discretionary exercise within prescribed limits, 
than any other power of Congress. 

The people could only save themselves against the abuse of the dis- 
cretionary features of this vast power by choosing their representatives 
for the short period of a single Congress—not more than two years— 
and thus keeping them under their watchful espionage; then by swear- 
ing them to support the Constitation; then by giving them the ex- 
clusive power, and with it the undivided responsibility of ‘‘ origi- 
nating bills for raising revenue; ’’ then byshutting off the Senate from 
the exercise of this power to determine whether present taxation or 
new taxation, additional taxation or reduced taxation shall be em- 
ployed for raising revenue; and then by the express restriction on the 
powers of Congress that all taxation shall be confined to the pu 
and limited to the duty of “‘ raising revenue’’ for the support of the 
Government. 

This was all that a self-governing people could do to restrain their 
agents from tyrannical abuse of a power that, of necessity, must in- 
clude a wide discretion. The fact that the people could not in their 
Constitution fix absolutely the amount, subjects, and items of taxa- 
tion, but were compelled to intrust so much of their vital interests to 
the discretion of their representatives, causes me to respect the plhin 
limitations upon the power of Congress in levying and collecting 
taxes with the most cautious scrutiny. It is a duty of morality, 
honor, and sacred obligation that Congress should deny to itself a 
doubtful power, and should exercise its clear powers in that spirit of 
justice, equity, and equality of rights which pervades the entire Con- 
stitution, and especially the taxing power, which, like the air, should 
be equal in supply, equal in pressure, and equal in benefits to every 
interest and every human being in our country. An abuse of the 
taxing power, either as to the method or purpose of taxation, is a 
tyranny that is all the more dangerous and disgraceful because it 
eludes an honorable trust reposed in Congress by the people, and be- 
cause it appeals for its support to the personal and pecuniary interests 
of powerfal men and dense populations, while it loads with burdens 
of injustice the poor and the thin populations scattered over wide 
areas of our country. 

I consider it an abuse of the taxing power to levy a tax, duty, im- 
post, or excise for any other purpose than for “‘ raising revenue.”’ 

A tax levied for the purpose of prohibiting revenue is so gross a per- 
version of the constitutional power of Congress that its advocates have 
no right to expect that it will be treated otherwise than with con- 
temptuous indiguation by the people. 

there are articics that we believe should not be permitted to enter 
into commerce, such as immoral books and — poisons and explos- 
ives, and articles that are infected with and may become the vehicles 
of disease, it is only necessary to resort to the municipal power that 
belongs to every nation to prohibit their introduction into our country. 
The taxing power has no relation to the prohibition of imports for any 
cause; it has relation only to ‘‘ raising revenue.’’ A law that pro- 
hibits importation can not be a law for raising revenue, and a duty that 
prohibits importation and revenue can not be sustained as a proper ex- 
ercise of the power of taxation. The judiciary can not ascertain the 
purpose of a tax law where it is not avowed in the terms of the act. 

Its purposes may be to prohibit revenue instead of raising revenue, 
or to give to a certain industry the revenue that ought to go intothe 
Treasury, or to destroy one industry in order to free another from 
competition; to load the elementary industries, such as the fisheries, the 
mines, the farms, and the forests, with heavy burdens of tribute to the 
industries that work men and machines in their speculative ventures; 
but if these purposes are concealed they fiud shelter behind a veil of 
discretionary power and the legal presum of good intentions, 
and the arm of the judiciary can not reach . Ifeither of the pur- 
poses that I have named were stated in the many items of this bil! 
where they exist, and especially in these clauses in respect of the tax- 
ation of imported tin, and are avowed to exist in this debate in many 
forms, they would vitiate the law as to such items, and the judges 
would be bound so to declare the fact. The concealment of this pur- 
pose, if that were possible, can not alter the situation of the case. 
‘That they are concealed in the bill and yet avowed in debate is only 
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an evasion that proves that there is no sound constitutional ground paralyze them, and, in turn, they will be swept out like the foundations 


upon which those features of this measure can be based. 

The country is naturally and justly alarmed at the bold and defiant 
assault that is being made upon the spirit of the Constitution as to the 
purposes of tariff taxation by this bill and by the party that supports 
it under the command of a caucus decree. 

The raising of revenue is openly avowed to be a subordinate feature 
of this measure, while the protection of American industry by taxa- 
tion and without reference to revenue is the purposé that is kept con- 
stantly in view. ee. 

We have been a long time in reaching a state of public opinion in 
which this defiant disregard of the Constitution is boasted of by those 
intrusted with power to tax the people. 

This stage of dereliction could only be openly confessed as a principle 
of government in opposition to that of taxing the people to raise reve- 
nue and in favor of taxing them to raise money for the benefit of cer- 
tain industries, when its promoters feel that the combination of inter- 
ested persons and corporations has gained enough of power to control 
the country at the ballot-box. 

It is a fearful condition of the country that puts the Government 
under the power of such combinations and turns over to their control 
the power to tax the people at will and pleasure, not to raise revenue 
but to prohibit it, not to equalize the burdens of Government but to 
put some classes of our people under the wine-press and to fill other 
classes with their fatness. The ancient plan of farming out the reve- 
nues to private proprietors with liberty to tax the people at the will 
of the donee or lessee of the power is only repeated under a thin dis- 
guise in this bill. The manufacturers dictate every feature of the bill 
to suit their own purposes, while farmers, miners, lumbermen, and all 
the consumersof manufactured goods stand by to thank them for any 
poor concessions they may make to them. 

They paid for this lease of power with political influence, political 
“*fat,’’ political ‘‘soap,’’ as political corruption is called by a slick 
and vulgar euphonism in our political slang. 

They use this power just as the ancient Briton did, and as the mod- 
ern Turk does, to tax money out of the people, of which a lesser part 
goes to the Government and a larger part into their own pockets. 

It is in the Senate that this bill to raise revenues for manufacturers 
originates. It is a substitute for the House bill which reduced the 
revenues of the manufacturers, and, with lower taxation, enabled all 
the people to save money; and, with that and a liberal free-list, cut 
down a redundant and devouring taxation of the people. 

The Representatives of the people in three hundred and twenty-five 
Congressional districts framed a bill that met the support of 100,000 
majority of the voters of the United States and sent it to the Senate. 
The theory of that bill, the constitutional foundation on which it 
rests, does not suit the Senate, and their committee bring it back with 
every line but the enacting clause stricken out. The substitute is a 
new bill which can not be justly styled a bill for raising revenue—new 
in form, substance, principle, method, arrangement, schedules, frée-list, 
and purposes. Grant that the Senate may do all this and that the 
House, by adoption, can originate this new bill, just as if it had sprung 
from its own loins, and thereby make it a constitutional exercise of 
the taxing power, still it is worth while, if this is a Government of the 
people, for the people, and by the people, to inquire as to the direct 
supervision by them over the taxing power as it is exerted in this new 
bill. What has become of that supervision and why has it been lost 
to them, and what causes will drive their Representatives to reverse 
the whole theory of the bill they originated and sent to us and to ac- 
cept a Senate bill which is framed in utter hostility to their bill and 
their votes ? 

This supervision of the people over the exercise of the taxing power 
has been put into eclipse by the coming of the Senate between them 
and their constitutional rights. The three hundred and twenty-five 
Representatives of the people are distributed over the whole country 
in proportion to population, and their demand for the House bill is the 
demand of the majority of the whole people, while ten of the Senators 
who vote to destroy this bill of the people, by the people, and for the 
people represent fewer people and asmallerarea of country than are con- 
tained in asingle State of the Union. The simple reason why the peo- 
ple are not allowed to have the bill that does justice, even in stinted 
measure, to them is that the manufacturing industries of the United 
States are most largely under the care of those ten Senators, and they 
prefera bill that is distinctively and carefully framed for the purpose 
of supporting those manufactories by the taxation of the people. 

The causes that may drive the House of Representatives to submit 
to the reversal of their solemn votes by this alleged bill for raising 
revenue, that originated in the Senate, are the impending calamities 
created by the votes of Senators from this same part of the country in 
the tariff legislation that the House is seeking to correct. 

In their plans for giving bounties to the manufacturers they have 
fastened upon the country a drain of wealth which flows continually 
in their own direction. It also loads the Treasury with $130,000,000 


annually of excessive tax money. The impending calamity is, that 


this depletion of vital force in the minor industries of the country will 


and clothe all mankind. 
those who labor in the shade and who are fed largely upon what the 
farmer has to pay to them under tax laws ; but those places are always 
full, and if all the farmers, or half of them, were to leave the fields and 
go into the factories they would be overcrowded. 





of a house built on the sand, and that house will fall, and great will be 
the fall thereof. 

The House of Representatives may be forced to accept anything that 
will reduce this surplus and thereby save the country from bankruptcy. 

That is the only excuse for the passage of this bill. It is much like 
that which lit the torch with which Alexandria was burned, when that 
remedy was the only one that could stop the progress of the plague. 

The debates and votes upon every proposition to amend this bill, 
and they have been recorded on the Journals, in many instances have 
disclosed the fixed and avowed purpose of giving more of protection, 
as it is called, to the manufacturers. 

The purpose of raising revenue has been ignored, and the purpose 
of protection dominates every schedule and almost every line in the 
bill. I need not cite the proofs of these facts. Therecord of this debate 
is full of them, and the purpose, as I have stated it, has been avowed 
frequently with boastful audacity. 

By way of excuse and apology for this flagrant perversion of the power 
of taxation from public to private ends and profit, several maxims and 
deductions have been invented and pressed upon public credulity with 
an earnestness that savors more of desperation than of enlightened zeal 
for the truth. ° 

The most prominent of these inventions is that a tariff tax creates a 
heme market which absorbs the goods of the manufacturer at lower 
prices than foreign goods of like kind could be sold for. This is an- 
swered fully by the fact that nosane man ever yet sought the cheapest 
market he could find for the sale of his goods. 

They want a home market that will draw the people away from ag- 
riculture, settle them in cities, towns, and villages, put them in com- 
fortable houses on good wages and with neat surroundings. They call 
this the diversifying of labor, and recommend it as a panacea for pov- 
erty, hard labor, and the unrefined and unpleasant things of rural life. 

If bread and meat, and wool, cotton, flax, silk, and sugar could be 
produced by machinery, under the roof and within the walls of a fac- 
tory, these economists woald not have need to invite the husbandmen 
into those sheltered retreats to perform the labor by which they feed 
They would gladly exchange places with 


Labor would then 
be so diversified that all would starve to death, and go out of the 
world as they came into it—naked. 

The drift of this argument is one of those absurdities that the people 
never adopt or follow, and its conclusion reverses every law of nature 


and every impulse of mankind, to produce from the soil food and rai- * 


ment, from the seas salt and fishes, from the forests and the mines 
fuel and metals, and shelter from the forests and quarries. 
It is the home market for American capital that these ardent patriots 


also desire. 


Our railroads and canals, mines, forests, and vast areas of land afford 


good opportunities for the investment of American capital and an ex- 
clusive home market for so much of their yield and productions as the 


American people can consume. 
In railroads, canals, and mines foreign capital crowds in and gets all 
the advantage, in proportion to quantity, that is enjoyed by our own 


capitalists. 


Corporations are created for them every where to protect them against 
responsibility for the debts that may be created in the conduct of their 
business. This form of protection is the same abuse of justice that is 
perpetrated in that other form of protection that taxes the people to in- 
crease the profits of the manufacturers, and enables them to save them- 
selves from loss by increasing the price in the market of all they have 
to sell, while production is suspended by strikes and lockouts., 

We add to the invitation our tariff laws extend to the foreign capi- 
talist the additional inducement of a tax that prohibits competition 
with him in our markets and thus surrender to him the use and con- 
trol of the home market to the extent of his capital employed in this 
country. Of course he comes readily to enjoy these peculiar privileges 
of growing rich upon the trade of our people. The result is thata 
very large part of the capital of persons and corporations that are thus 
subsidized under the theory of the supporters of this bill comes from 
abroad, but the owner of the capital does not come with it. He re- 
mains at home under a foreign allegiance and leaves to Americans the 
duty of supporting the Government and of fighting its battles when 
wars occur. 

It is arrant folly to say that our capitalists can exclude the competi- 
tion of foreign capital in our so-called home market. The protec- 
tionists say that they want a home market that will give higher wages 
to American labor than any foreign market can afford to its own people. 

If this is a sincere declaration, the means by which they attempt to 
provide such a home market destroy the purpose they have in view. 
Cheap, underpaid, and half-starved laborers will resort to this country 
in myriads to get our better food and shelter and higher prices for 
their work, and we can not keep them out unless we put them under 
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a ban like that we have just imposed upon Chinese laborers, and pro- 
hibit their coming. 

What protectionist, what Republican, has ever attempted to protect 
the American laborer as they protect American capitalists and manu- 
faciurers, by a tas upon the foreign laborer, as well as upon the prod- 
ucts of his laber? 

Th> Republican party, in order to increase the supply of laberin the 
United States, provided for the encouragement of immigration from 
foreign countries, and this very bill contains some remarkable advan- 
tages which are given on the free-list in favor of such immigration. 

A home market for foreign laborers is what this bill invites, and to 
give it full encouragement it exempts them from taxation, with all 
their wearing apparel, teams, vehicles, tackle, harness, and household 
effects. When they get here, whether they remain a year or as perma- 
nent residents, they enjoy equally with our all the advantages 
of the home market we provide for them by taxing our . 

Strikes and lockouts are the great leading features of the manufact- 
urers’ home market, next to the barrier that is erected by the tariff to 
keep out foreign competition. 

If the high prices of manufactured goods induce too much capital 
to be invested in any leading manufacture, and thereby create too 
much competition and threaten a reduction of prices and the loss ot 
ante, the manufacturers suspend their operations until prices are 
restored, 

While their machines are idle their operatives go unemployed and 
unpaid. The tariff is behind them to uphold prices i foreign 
competition, and the shortened supply to the increasing of the 
consumers for their goods makes these periods of suspension the most 
profitable periods for their business. Under the same shelter they 
forma combinations, called trusts,whiech take control of an entire manu- 
facturing industry and decree that only a certain quantity of the pro- 
tected article shall be produced, and that it shall be sold at not less 
than a certain price. But every subsidized manufacturer, without 
entering inte a trust or combination, has ample power, by a lockout, 
to stop production until the prices in the home market are satisfactory 
te him. 

Labor is thus placed at his mercy, and the consumer must pay artifi- 
cial prices for what he consumes because there is no foreign competi- 
tion, aud the supply in the home market is shortened in order to raise 
the price. 

Strikes are voluntary when an increase of wages is demanded by la- 
bor. They are involuntary when the insolenee or oppression of the 
employer compels the laborers in this way to redress their grievances. 
They are more frequently forced upon the laborers as the alternative 
of injustice than they are resorted to by them for an inerease of 
In either case they are a fearful protest against laws that force la 
and capital into an association that is so artificial, and that so exposes 
labor to the arbitrary demands of capital that strikes become a neces- 
sary means of relief toe laber from the unjust and insulting demands ot 
capital. 

In the unprotected industries strikes do not occur. This important 
fact leads us up directly to the conclusion that protection is the foster- 
mether of these laber combinations. 

Strikes, whether voluntary or by compulsion, would seldom occur 
if they did net increase the profits of the capitalist while they last, 
and if the invitation to foreign labor was not adequate to the ready 
supply of the factories with imported laborers. With this door open 
a great strike can not fail te bring into the country a large increase of 


rs. 

Men thus breught in are cheap and refuse laborers of inferior class 
and inferior imtelligence, often criminal and debased. When they 
come they take the places from which a better class have been driven 
out. The result is sad, but it is natural, and the indignant strikers 
resent defiantly this double wrong to them and their families. 

1 can not believe that such a great number of men engaged by the 
great corporationsand capitalists in railroads, mines, and factories would 
ineur the losses and hardships that are endured by ing men of al] 
degrees of skill in conducting these strikes from motives of selfishness, 
jealousy, or malice. In nearly all of them the men engaged in them are 
the constant witnesses of the hardest fate that can be visited upon hu- 
manity, irom the freezing and starving infant and the broken-hearted 
mother to the father who is the victim of massacre. 

Untold and indescribable miseries are the constant results of these 
strikes, and they are foreseen by the men who in them. The 
strikers are aiways heavy sufferers, while the employers at most are 
only losers of a part of their income. Men do not incur such risks 
and expose their families to such sufferings unless they believe that 
their wrongs demand the sacrifice. It is the tyranny of capital and its 
greed for profit, sheltered on the one side by the immunity given to it 
in acts of incorporation and on the other side by the unjust partiality 
of tariff laws, that drive the men it employs into these excesses of re- 
sistance and retaliation. When they vote bounties to i 
capital, to be created by tax laws, they expect that the power they 
thus conser will not be used to increase their poverty and to destroy 
their manhood. They rebel at results like these and press their revolt 





with indignant fury, until memiegeao them into sullen sub- 
mission. Who can ever imagine the ips, endured by innocent 


and dependent people, that have followed the strikes that I now pro- 
ceed to enumerate? 





That is a terrible tribute to the plan of taxation that creates ahome 
market for labor and capital. A few such triumphant successes 
would convert this whole country into a bedlam. If we are pointed 
to the tariff as the cause of our national prosperity, what shall we say 
of the maladies it brings to our laboring people—3,902 strikes in 22, - 
403 establishments, including those affected by the strikes, involving 
1,323,203 employés, in less aan seven years ? 

The lockouts and the places where they occurred show the key to 
the home market for labor, as well as to the factories, is placed in the 
hands of the protected manufacturers. 

The President-elect said with triumphant emphasis that the doors 
of immigration open inward, and notoutward. ‘The doors of the facto- 
ries open outward, and not inward when capital is dissatisfied with the 
profits labor pays to it. 


LOCKOUTS. 
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Of the establishments in which lockouts occurred, 1,981 were in the 
States of New York, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, Ohio, and Ilinois— 
89.48 per cent. of all. 

of establishments in which strikes oceurred, 16,692—74.84 per 
cent. of all—were in the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Massachu- 
setts, Ohio, and Illinois. 

The causes of strikes are still more discreditable to that pretension, 
home market for American labor 





tal. These self-sacrificing en pretend want more 
tribute from the tax-payers, only for the purpose of their em- 
ployés better answer this fi plea in the 

statement of the causes that have led to these desperate movements 

CAUSES OF STRIKES. 
Establishments. 
For i f DP acuhteisercnpasmbennsca gpenesineneinavemnabaibinened Redeaveunqpasvecnnten 9, 439 
ei ror isu 
For increase of wages and reduction Of WOUES....cacecssessccceeemeeeeeeine 1,092 
17,209 
BD el Richie cnr cn ccsiterenennitntin» wihaiiiaitithiiinhidinintillinlamtnaiabiiiltesaminandgipereminnets 095 
Se ntinstebaene aes a vemiebapengeneneee 22, 304 
The total number of in the whole number of strikes for 
the whole was The number of employés nating the strikes 
was I The number of em in all the ents before the 
strikes occurred was 1,660,835, whole number employed in the estab- 
lishments involved after the strikes occurred was 1, 635,047—a loss of 25,788. 
There were 103,033 new ae ee ae aS wae 
t from other places those in which the strikes occurred 
Inthe 2,214 establishments in which lockouts were ordered during the 


years amounted to 
h lockouts to $3,462, 261—a total of $34,163,814. 
of money lost by strikes and lockouts to 


701,553, and 
early a hundred 
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the employers and to the employés duri 
blessed system that has been invented 
home market for labor ! 

The only protected agricultural interest in the United States in which 
a strike has occurred was an inconsiderable affair on the sugar planta- 
tions in Louisiana. Contrast with this the strikes in the protected 
manufacturing industries from 1881 to 1886, and we find how much 
more contented is the labor employed in unprotected agriculture than 
it is when employed by the bounty-fed owners and workers of ma- 
chines. Here is the statement of the strikes and lockouts in the pro- 
tected industries—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. [If it will not disturb the Senator, I should like to 
ask a question just there, especially as I heard the remark that labor 
is so much more peaceable where it is not protected. Will the Sena- 
tor tell me whether they have no strikes at all in free-trade countries, 
and if they havenone, what there is in their situation*that bars strikes? 
My point is this: Strikes are not necessarily a result of either a pro- 
tective tariff or a free-trade tariff, so called, but they are a part of that 
general movement, that swingi , alternative 


ere that has been called the 


ing to and fro, that 
eapital and alternative labor, that is to be found anywhere and every- 
where inevitably. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not discussing this question except in the 
American view of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I understand the Senator—— 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not discussing it upon the mere question of 
theory, but I am taking the facts as they have occurred. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to emphasize this 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to know whether these facts count a bene- 
fit and advantage to agriculture in the system of protection, or whether 
they show that that system has led to uproar and outrage and wrong 
and injustice. Manufactures were going on in this country when I 
was a young man, and I never heard of a strike until I got to be a 
middle-aged man under a tariff for protection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will pardon the remark, but I only 
desired to know whether he charged that strikes were due to the doc- 
trine of protection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am not arguing this question, nor will I argue 
any question upon the idea of post hoc ergo propter hoc. That is not a 
fair method of argumentation. But I will proceed further with the 
argument which I have before me to account, as I think rationally and 
correctly, for the fact that these strikes are the necessary outcome of 
the protection doctrines in this country, the protection laws that have 
been in foree. We have got the post hoc and the propter hoc here, but 
we have got more than that, We have got the direct connection be- 
tween the strikers and the manufacturers who are protected, and we 
find that in the unprotected industries of the United States there are 
no strikes. 

Whether it is a mean principle of humanity on the part of the laborer 
that makes him demand of his employer a part of the bounty that the 
Government of the United States is paying to him under these tax laws 
is not for me to answer, but I think I shall take occasion to repeatthat 
my observation has been — the laboring classes, the employés of 
factories, the mechanics, and the artisans of this country, that they 
are just.as patriotic, and just as virtuous, and just as honest as any 
other class of men in the world; and when we find them breaking loose 
in these vast masses, and when they carry the toreh of the incendiary 
in their hands and dynamite bombs concealed beneath their clothes for 
the purpose of redressing grievances, we must understand that there 
is a movement in the very depths of the American heart which has 
been provoked by some very serious esuse, and that cause is the state 
of the law in the United States upon the question of taxation. 

The Senator from Connecticut asks me if strikes do not occur in free- 
trade countries. Yes, they do occur there; but in those countries they 
have got other monopolistic institutions. They have got other means 
of grinding down the poor that force.them even in free-trade countries 
to strike. There is a nobility to be ed, on the top a royalty to 
be supported, and in the midst of all of them erormous monopolies to 
be ee which are paid out of the treasury, if you please, of 
Great Britain. They have got there a more enlarged form than we 
have got here, the power of aristocratic rule. But in this country the 
power of aristocratic rule is given to the barons who reap the harvest 
of taxation that is kept out of the Treasury of the United States by 
the tariff laws and carried into their pockets. 

Continually, day by day and hour by hour, and by every speech 
that is made on that side of this Chamber, and almost every vote that 
is given upon a tariff law, we are building up for the American people 
a bounty- aristocracy who grind the people through their factories 
and their corporations and their tariff laws until they force them to 
strike, just as the commonalty of England are forced to strike by that 
other system of arbitrary aristocracy which loads them with burdens of 
nee that they are incapable of meeting without the loss of man- 

and almost at the expense of starvation. 

Here is a statement of strikes and lockouts in the protected industries. 
I have already stated that there are none in the unprotected industries. 





theseseven years under this | You can not point to an unprotected industry that ever had a strike in 


it. This is for the same period, from 1881 to 1886: 


Strikes in protected industries from 1881 to 1886. 








Establish-| Striking 
ments, | employés. 








Industries. 
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Agricultural implement .........<.cceccreseseserecne sensenreneeenenens 7,251 
a OO a cchicsasnn eehaidiehnipinats es evntiaresicice sieemanatp tint 352 40, 772 
INN - as a deca can rane dieniiannnannehtisonibpiaeneheendenadaind 139 4, 245 
NIN ncaa cscs ccenttenqetenne ontceconpenoerimenoesamnnrnc stead 5 18, S11 
Carriages and wagons..... dihlnin aio granmainasesee es cennaneccnsneneened 49 6,512 
ee | CS grsnamancnas eoanansscnenmecnsenanocnaceceececoas sonees 1,728 74,398 
IN ns cunenectnniies 484 11,348 
Cotton and woolen good 32 | 11, 027 
Cotton ao at insisted tecctpitnnni aistenidie tinductinen sp cneednigitent 129 | 43, 567 
WOOGD ccceccsccce coccvcenccessccscccoscese 77 a, « 7 
Leather and leather goods. 148 5, 851 
AIUD acide i reonetimeergivbnrece 395 34, 956 
Maehines and machinery.. 180 22,197 
Metals and metallic Goods................cseseseesenseeeneceneencenees 1,570 193, 409 
al aan aca cclmeae | 2, 060 | 258, 920 
Pottery, earthenware, ctc..... iid 27 1, 963 
Ropes and bagzing --+| 12 1,323 
Rubber goods ............ only 20 9, 156 
Silk woods...............0++ | 52 5, 663 
Stone quarrying and cutting..... 14, 792 
PE cciiine ti dupets bead cijnbiinbaseetee secene te sonsmmnjnonnamionnanmneel 97, 452 
iain tdi aialdialaing op etnedee anengmsanensubinectmeanaunte 1,217 
Wooden goods.... 14, 257 
Woolen goods..... 8, 612 
IIE Sisccisieniehithncatisidhehatiah cacataleiateatdtiaine -candnlninmcnadinweanbemetca tae 933, 080 





Then come the lockouts in the protected industries: 
Lockouts in protected industries from 1881 to 1886. 


Establish- | Employés 




















Industries. ments. | locked out. 
Agricultural implements ..... 3 865 
Boots and shoes...... : 155 17,861 
SE sh cicicinaransses 773 27,029 
COOPSTAGE.....cceeccecsssosneerens nine 3 607 
Cottom and woolen ZOOdG..............<c.sccsssesesccnseeevecnee coceseres 1 103 
a ciinncsccknnncspesennencotnye ous areine apepoovencseceqenecesqed 23 7,6 
Furnitere....... 42 sil 
ibd iicteetteatndsnastasnns 41 4, 746 
Leather and leather goods wil 55 1,655 
Bi iiitdnes ancgts punpncdnaisetasernemenhactiqnnsenencoetnnnee — 5 981 
Machines and machinery ....................csccssesreresiesecesseessess 9 2,949 
Metalls and metallic 20S .............csc-scccercesseresentsensesenseres 76 16,572 
Alien shscdeinsetctpnichtsneaepicncece cee 3, 425 
Pottery and earthenware........ 13 1,310 
A cinas bined nccanabncbasiotetos 2 1,018 
Stone quarrying and cutting... 24 438 
SII isis euinemennagahetnphenneteniaiietppenabasuennpeianiapemnsecennentdl 226 30, 409 
oe ie ileiahcts esenlniagijainasanichaciinintaninetigetanithorpuneitvurvannbatin 1 65 
NITE iin sand cbeecemamisntilitebsetigigsvosentciocncsesee astenncesehede 8 450 
Woolen goods..... in 6 1,921 
ileal iain ctdaiiteg snipeinin Niiinaecckeitnainnsiipiciennbssibinine’ 1,480 120, 942 


Making lockouts of 120,942 people in 1,480 establishments from 1881 
to 1886. Ishould like to know under this protection that they have 
been enjoying all this time, under the bounties with which they have 
been upheld, why it was necessary to close the doors of their factories 
in 1,480 establishments against 120,942 employés from 1881 to 1886. 
Were not the profits sufficient under the tariff to enable them to pro- 
ceed regularly with business and to furnish their employés with daily 
employment throughout the year, Sundays excepted? Have we not 
paid ont of our taxes bounties enough to justify these manufacturers 
who hold the key, as I have observed, of the home market, and also 
the deor of the factory, in giving a regular supply of employment to 
their laborers ? 

There is where the proof comes as undeniably as that two and two 
make four that the power given to these men by the protective tariff to 
hold foreign goods in abeyance, to keep them from being imported for 
sale into the United States, enables them in all of these importations 
when their factories are behiad, by the lockout of the employés to raise 
the price of their commodities and to make money by the operation. 

The American market can take only so much goods of any descrip- 
tion. Sixty-five million people can not consume all that these fac- 
tories can produce. The money of speculative capitalists has gone into 
all of the different manufacturing establishments to such a large 
amount as that thedisproportion is seriously great between the amount 
of capital employed in manufactures and the capacity of the American 
people to consume what they produce in their mills. What is the re- 
sult? 

Whenever prices begin to decrease in consequence of competition, 
the door is turned upon the factory and the employés are locked out 
of it, and they are not permitted to come back until prices catch up. 
A speculation is made, and it can always be made, and it will always 














be made under a protective tariff by the capitalist in thus stopping the 
operations of his factory until prices increase in consequence of the in- 
creased demand and the short supply. 

I have gone as far with this part of the subject as is necessary to 
show how the capitalists and the laborers fare under this artificially 
stimulated home market. 

If it were not blasphemous ingratitude I would say that it is to be 
regretted that our farmers produce so much more of grain, provisions, 
and textiles than are needed to supply our home market. 

The outside nations who enjoy this overflow have the signal advan- 
tage of fixing the price not merely of the surplus that we can not 
consume, but the measure of price or value of these commodities, 
gauged and graded to their poverty, is brought back to our home mar- 
ket and this standard has emblazoned upon it, ‘‘ These are pauper 
prices, fixed by the lazzaroni of Europe upon the food and clothing pro- 
duced in America; accept them in your home market, and be grateful 
to God and the trans-Atlantic starvelings.”’ 

No protected baronscoffsat that declaration. Not one of them would 
lower his prices a farthing to compensate the farmer for what he must 
sacrifice iu thus having a price fixed in Liverpool for grain and provis- 
ions sold in Rhode Island. 

They greedily accept the prices fixed upon grain, provisions, and cot- 
ton in the foreign market, while they pretend, but only pretend, that 
they are unwilling that the price of labor employed in their business 
shall be fixed in the same markets. 

What are crops but the wages of the farmer, and what are his wages 
but the price fixed upon his crops? 

The manufacturer rejoices when the prices of grain, provisions, and 
the textiles run low in the foreign markets, because that fixes the price 
in the home market and increases his gain by lowering his expenses. 
He weeps and wails when the prices of labor run low in foreign coun- 
tries, but soon recovers his spirits when it pours in upon him through 
the immigrant gates at ‘‘ the Battery’’ in New York, which only open 
inward, bringing labor competition into the protected home market. 

To the American laborer he says, ‘‘ Help me to increase my income by 
taxing the people and I can do better by you at a convenient season.”’ 
To the foreign laborer he says, ‘‘ At a convenient season I will call for 
you.”’ 

That convenient season is when American labor is too high, or makes 
demauds for increase of wages. Then the key of the lockout is turned 
in the factory door, or the reduction of wages, or some arbitrary wrong, 
causes the deceived and indignant toilers to walk outand confront starva- 
tion, oracceptsympathy in the form of bread subscribed by their society 
to feed theirchildren. They turn away from the cold glitterof the gold 
they have loaded into the coffers of the capitalists and seek comfort in 
the warmer bosoms of men whose blood still flows in a warm and chari- 
table current through veins shriveled with poverty. 

This is the home market they have been told about for agriculture 
and for skilled labor. 

It raises in a few localities the price of beans, onions, cabbages, tur- 
nips, lettuce, fowls, butter, milk, and fruits, and this is the compensa- 
tion offered to agriculture for compelling the farmers to take pauper 
prices for wheat, flour, corn, oats, pork, bacon, beef, and mutton, and 
all the great staples of husbandry. All people are consumers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wonder if it would disturb the Senator too much 
to allow me to interject a word. He is just there now where I should 
like to have him say a little more. I am going to say something by 
and by upon that precise topic, and I will give him a point now and 
shall be glad if he will say something about it. 

I have heard him speak of vegefibles, ete., and of the injuries the 
farmers suffer here. I call his attention to the fact, which I will lay 
before him from the census, that the value of farming lands goes up 
precisely as the percentage of people employed in manufacturing in- 
creases in every State and in sections of States. There were no man- 
ufactures to speak of until 1880 in the Senator’s State, and his land is 
worth $4.19 an acre, while in granite Connecticut ours is worth $49. 

Mr. MORGAN, There are so many people in Connecticut in com- 
parison with the area that the ground for burying a man ought to be 
pretty high. It is a very dense population. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I will go where the population is by the 
square mile the same, and compare manufacturing States with agri- 
cultural States. 

Mr. MORGAN. You may go through Connecticut, and through 
Massachusetts, too, and you will find to-day farms grown up, turned 
to timber, turned to fire-wood, that were formerly under cultivation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I give the Senator the prices against his own prices. 
That is enough. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am talking about the payment of labor; I am not 
talking about the prices of land. Prices of course go up in lands where 
the population is dense. The price of real estate in Washington City 
has advanced not less than 50 cent. since I came to this city as a 
Senator, and it is all owing to the fact of the density of the population, 
the inflow of population. Land is getting scarcer and the population 
is getting greater, ond as a matter of course the price goes up. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator permit me to make just one state- 
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ment, and I will not further trouble him? I am certain as to the source 
where it was taken. Wisconsin has a population of 24.2 to the square 
mile; Alabama, 24.5 to the square mile. The difference is hardly worth 
mentioning in density of population. Farm lands are valued in Wis- 
consin at $23.30 to the acre, though they have barely got over distribut- 
ing public lands, and in Alabama $4.19. The density of population 
being the same, the material difference between them, aside from differ- 
ences of climate, is the extent to which the manufacturing of Wisconsin 
furnishes a home market. 

Mr. MORGAN, The Senator from Connecticut has afforded me an 
opportunity, by a little diversion from the line of my argument, to 
make a statement and an answer to his question that I am very happy 
to do. 

The population of Wisconsin originated very largely in immigration. 
It takes about a thousand dollars of somebody’s money to raise a hoy 
from the date of his birth until he is eighteen, nineteen, or twenty 
years of age, able to do a man’s work. Somebody has to expend it. 
It is a tax upon the community. In considering the aggregate wealth 
and the aggregate expenditure of any community you are obliged to 
tako into account not merely the cost of raising labor but also the value 
of labor after it is raised. 

The people in Wisconsin and other States in the Northwest, through 
immigration laws and through their enterprise, for which I commend 
them very highly indeed, have managed to draw a very large amount 
of Scandinavian population and population of other kinds from for- 
eign countries, usually employed in the cultivation of land. When 
those men came to Wisconsin and to those other States they came al- 
ready raised. The thousand dollars which had been invested in the 
raising of each one of those men was expended by a community across 
the water, and it was no tax upon Wisconsin. When the man came 
here he was ready to take the plow in his hand and go to work, hav- 
ing cost that community nothing. The land upon which he is em- 
ployed of course is very much more valuable than land would be in a 
country where it cost a thousand dollars to raise the laborer, and when 
you get him raised he is of no account at all. 

Now, take the young negroes in the South, and they are the most 
unpromising, yes, the most God-forsaken set of people in respect of in- 
dustry and of hopes and prospects of ever performing anything that re- 
quires labor, found anywhere outside of Algiers or Morocco or the great 
desert of Sahara. It costs us down there a full thousand dollars to 
raise a negro child, a boy, from his birth to eighteen years of age, not 
to include the stealing and the other depredations that that poor creat~ 
ure perpetrates, itseems from a natural drift; I am afraid it is that. 

Our country is taxed enormously to raise its labor. It has had no 
immigration from white countries. It will never have any while the 
negroes are dominant in that region. There is not a gentleman on the 
floor of the Senate from a Northern State to-day who would send his 
son down into an agricultural district in Alabama, no matter how rich 
the land was, to become a farmer; and yet thatsame gentleman would 
jump at the opportunity of sending his son out to take a farm in Wis- 
consin, 

Unfortunately, under the circumstances by which we are surrounded 
we can not have white immigration into our country. We have to 
raise our labor at a thousand dollars a head to the time when they are 
twenty years ofage. You import your labor, raised with no tax upon 
your community. That puts the price of your lands up, and it puts 
the price of our lands down. 

Sir, if I could by a decree of law or of Providence expel from the 
State of Alabama this day every negro in it and havea barrier erected 
so that he could never return, the lands in Alabama would run up to 
prices greater than they are in Wisconsin, and the people would rush 
into that country with more eagerness than they are trying now to get 
into Oklahoma. 

Sir, that is a beautiful land. Its fertility is unexampled. Its for- 
ests beggar description in their magnificence. Streams abound every- 
where, furnishing the greatest supply of the finest water. There is 
scarcely a hill in all that country that has not got its spring at the 
foundation pouring its limpid stream out for the refreshment of the 
people. Fruits of every character grow that are known toa temperate 
clime. You can raise as much wheat to the acre in Alabama, in the 
northern parts of that State, as you can raise in Wisconsin, the aver- 
age being 11 bushels to the acre, according to the amount of the pres- 
ent crop. We have the great cotton crop torely upon. We havesuch 
a superabundant supply of providential resources in that country that 
et with us is that we can make a living altogether too 
easily. 

But there is this race of people. Welid not bring them there. 
The slave-catchers brought them there, whoever they were, and we 
bought them from the slave-catchers and from the ships as they were 
imported into thiscountry, They were flooded out over that Southern 
country because agriculture in the growing of cotton and other things’ 
was profitable. 2 aed mn that country. So we had no 
power to resist coming in. e present generation of men in 
Alabama are no more responsible for the presence of the negro there 
than are the present generation of Santendanttie tall Connections se- 
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nsible for their importation into thiscountry. We find them there. 
They are an incubus and a burden upon thecountry. While they fur- 
nish labor, they do not furnish that foundation of industry which must 
be built, if industry ever succeeds in any country, upon the frugality, 
the economy, the savings, the industry, and the honesty of what we 
might call the base of society, what in France is called the peasantry. 

If you put beneath the foundations of agricultural industry or manu- 
facturing industry or any other industry, I care not what it is, a peo- 
ple who are reckless and wasteful, who have no thrift and no economy, 
and while they may enrich by the current profits upon their labor the 
men who employ capital in manufactories or other establishments, when 
you come to consider their effect upon the prosperity of a great country 
you will find that it is like water poured upon the sand; it percolates, 
is lost, and no effect comes from it. We have a substratum of labor- 
ing population in the South upon which you can not build a real, sub- 
stantial, prosperous industry, either in manufacturing or in agriculture. 
That is our misfortune. God knows I regret it. I can not help it. 
That accounts for the figures which the honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut has just laid before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator if we are to under- 
stand that he considers it would be for the interest of the Southern 
white people that the negroes should emigrate from the Southern States 
in a body? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not in a body, Mr. President; I do not think it 
would, and not immediately. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should be glad to have the Senator justify his state- 
ment upon that point. 

Mr. MORGAN. But I was always in favor of that proposition 
brought in by the former Senator from Minnesota, Mr. Windom, 
which looked to the scattering of the negroes of the South out into the 
Northern States. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire had in his 
State a hundred thousand that I could furnish him from Alabama. I 
wish he had a hundred thousand of them. I should be very glad in- 
deed to give them up. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me upon that very point, 
I will state that I had the honor to serve upon the committee which 
investigated that subject, and I thought it was very manifest that the 
Southern people as represented in the Senate at that time were exceed- 
ingly Saaeeael at the supposed object of that investigation, to encourage 
the exodus of the colored people from those States. For one I thought 
that they had a right to be, and that it was against the interest of both 
the white and the colored Po pega that there should be any such 
dispersion of the colored people of the South throughout the country 
at large any further than a discontented surplus might do that perhaps 
to the relief of the congested mass at home. 

Personally I always encouraged their remaining there, and many a 
time I have written letters to colored men to that effect who have 
asked me through their correspondence — that subject. In letters 
I have written to them I have stated that I thought the thing for them 
to do was to remain in the Southern States, at home, that the Southern 
white man was really theig best friend. If I have been laboring under 
a mistake, if the Southern white people feel that it is better that the 
colored population should gradually seek homes elsewhere, I should be 

to know it, and I will give such advice as I may be called upon 
give in another direction. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was asked by the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether I was of the opinion that it would be for the benefit of the 
people of the Southern country that the negro should disperse into 
other States. I answered it by stating that I was always in favor of 
the pages: pevrnes ee ae for the dispersion of the 

eve it wo a to the le of the South 
if that could be done. — _ 

I do not know that the Senator from New Hampshire has made any 
great effort to draw n into his State. I wish he would start, 
among the many es that he seems to be pro ting, a society 
for the introduction of negroes from Alabama into New Taskio 
saad ‘ao do my best to — his eae subscribers to 

negroes to migrate. He can have e benefit of them 
that he thinks he — 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say to the Senator that I would think it quite 


Mr. MORGAN. As thewhite menof Alabama! I understand that. 
The Senator from New Ham may spare himself all of his invec- 
for very fortunately for us it either 
eet or over our heads. It makes no impression upon 
us, TheSenator can wear himself out with such allusions, if he chooses 
to do it, without eens even a ruffle upon our skirts or any sort 

the 


of excitement to le of Alabama. 
Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me—— 


Mr. MORGAN. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould be very giad to limit my general reflection upon 
the people of Alabama and co it simply to the Senator with whom 
Iam engaged in a colloquy. 


Mr. MORGAN. If any providential thing should keep the Senator 
and I apart forever, God be thanked. I do not know any reason that 
I have for going with him. He adds nothing to my happiness that I 
know of, and I think a more intimate-association with him would 
neither improve me in temper, in information, or in any other respect. 
So the gentleman can take his leave of me forever, if he chooses to do 
so, and I should be glad to have him do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. I imagine I shall if I ascend hereafter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps you may, but the question of your as- 
cending hereafter is one of the problems that I can not decide, fortu- 
nately. As the tree falls so will it lie. I can say this for the people 
of Alabama and their representatives, that they have none of that 
intermeddling spirit or peculiar malice which seems to infest the minds 
of some here, who are always trying to find somebody against whom 
they can make a point, of whom they can make a complaint. We 
stand, sir, in the consciousness of the integrity of our own motives and 
the justice of our purposes, and it is a matter of no sort of concern to 
us whether our views shall suit those who do not like*us or whether 
they shall not. When our record is read, especially that part of it 
which relates to the support of our oaths, the maintenance of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, I expect that the representatives from 
Alabama and the people of Alabama will be found to stand as true 
and loyal for the Constitution of this land as any other set of men who 
are in it now or who were ever in it; and that is enough. When we 
stand by our obligations to maintain the Constitution of the country, 
then of course opinion is free, and in those limits legislation is free, as 
it ought to be. Icensure no man for differing with me upon any 
question or under any circumstances, unless I am convinced that his 
policy leads him contrary to the Constitution of his country. 

I will now proceed to resume the line of argument which I dropped 
a few moments ago to reply to a question, and from which I have been 
diverted unfortunately and very disagreeably and very unnecessarily. 

It is to the human family in the United States that the argument is 
addressed that high taxes make low prices. As the manufacturers do 
not want low prices for their productions, it is a curious conundrum 
why they should want high taxes. 

They want low prices for all the staple articles of commerce that the 
farmers, miners, lumbermen, and fishermen produce because they are 
consumers of their productions. 

High prices on imported commodities of manufacture secure to the 
home manufacturer high prices on what he produces, and prevents the 
American farmer from getting fair wages for what he produces. When 
he exchanges his wheat in England for clothing he can not bring it 
home without paying a tax on it, and, as he can get no higher price 
for his wheat in New York than in Liverpool, the difference in the cost 
of clothing between these marts represents the loss in the price of his 
toil, which is his wages. 

It is the tariff that depresses the price of his labor, represented in 
his wheat, just as much in the home market as it does abroad, by pre- 
venting him from purchasing with his wheat, on an average, 46 per 
cent. more of the same goods in England than he could get for the same 
amount of wheat in New York. 

A theory is presented to fill the gap in tie farmers’ accounts cur- 
rent, which claims that the home market for articles of a perishable 
nature that will not bear exportation will compensate them for the vast 
losses they thus sustain upon all their great staple crops raised in ex- 
cess of the home market demand. 

There can be no need to disprove by an array of facts a theory that 
is so absurdly false. If ourcotton production was reduced tothe wants 
of the home market we would have to reduce our anrua! crop by 4,500,- 
000 bales. We would have to make this enormous retrograde before 
we could have even a voice in pricing our products up to a sum corre- 
sponding with the prices of manufactured goods in the market. If the 
annual consumption of cotton were limited to 4 pounds per capita, or 
12 yards of fair cloth, we should need a population of 450,000,000 of 
people to consume our present limited production. 

If we wait for that number of people before we are to have a home 
market that will consume our cotton crop, and before we are to enjoy 
the supposed blessings of that mythical condition, we shall have to 
work hard for the home market and the ‘‘ millions in it’’ in raising 
the turnips we are to sell to luxuriating philosophers who plan so 
wisely to make us all rich by excessive taxation. 

What other sentiment than blind and heartless cupidity would have 
devised this scheme of wanton interference with the personal rights of 
the tax-payers by converting the power to raise revenue into the power 
to make and unmake the fortunes of men, and to divert them from the 
free pursuit of their business vocations, and to trample under the foot 
of the oppressor one indust~ that another might have better room to 
grow and find a richer soi is decay ? 

The raising of revenue .. ts only duty Congress has to perform in 
taxation of any kind, and when that is done the power is executed. 
When any different purpose is incluied in a tax bill the Constitution 
is abused, th< people are wronged, tyranny is excused, lawless disre- 
gard of the rights of the people is encouraged; representatives are con- 
fronted with temptation, the unceasing foe of honest government; pub- 
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not paid for in some mercenary equivalent; favors are sandwiched with 
oppression in every tax bill, and Congress becomes a mart of trade. 
‘These are the prineiples upon which I oppose the tax proposed by 
this committee upon the importation of tin, which, as I observed in 
the outset of my remarks, as was demonstrated by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, is a tax that covers every false principle to be found in this 
bill, That tax is the image of this bill drawn in a single article; but 
it is just as true of a very large number of articles embraced in the bill 
that the tax is imposed not for the purpose of raising revenue, not for 
any legitimate purpose mentioned or thought of in the Censtitution of 
the United States, but it is imposed solely and expressly for the pur- 


pose of giving mouvey taxed out of the people into the hands of the manu- 
facturers that they may make trade profits thereby. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to ask the chairman of 
the subcommittee, who has been reporting amendments which the 
committee propose to this bill, whether the committee intend to rec- 
ommend an amendment raising the duty on skates, a manufacture in 
New Hampshire certain facts in relation to which I had the honor to 
submit to the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. In response to the inquiry of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I will say that the subcommittee, the committee, in fact, 
have considered somewhat the question presented by him to the com- 
mittee as respects skates, but the difficulty in making an amendment 
applying to them is that it hambers up the bill with teo many special 
things. I think thecommittee generally were of the opinion that the par- 
ticular matter which he referred to the committee ought to be remedied 
im some way, but we have not thus far been able to devise a remedy 
that would be effective. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I submitted to the committee evidence showing 
very clearly, as it seemed to me, that this manufacture could not be 
longer continued in New Hampshire without an increase of duty. As 
I understand, the present duty is, under the kasket clause 198, concern- 
ing manufactures of iron and steel not specially enumerated or pro- 
vided for in the act, 45 per cent. ad valorem. The evidence proved 
that skates could be manufactured in Germany at a very low rate, and 
that if their importation continued as it would under the present rate of 
duty the home manufacture would be destroyed. Ishould like toask 
the Senator whether he does not believe that the German manufactures 
will shortly or eventually prevent the manufacture of skates in this 
country if the present rate of duty continues. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am quite well aware of the purpose of the Sena- 
tor in making this special inquiry. The manufacture to which the 
Senator refers is the manufacture of a particular skate or kind of steel 
skates, which the Senator now produces in theChamber. Those inter- 
ested ask us to include them specifically in our schedule. We had not 
sufficient information to enable us to deal with the question of skates 
so as to provide a specific duty for the articles indicated by the Senator, 
aad also for other articles of a similar character. 

In the absence of more detailed information, we have been unable 
to suggest a specific remedy for the particular thing he now speaks of. 
I wilt say that there are a great many articles which now come in 
under what is known as the basket clause of manufactures of iron and 
steel at 45 per cent. ad valorem, which prebably will not very long be 
manufactured at that rate in this country in competition with the 
Germans, who are invading our manufactures at every point, and pro- 
ducing articles cheaper than they can be produced here with the pro- 
tection of 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to present the facts in 
reference to this industry to the attention of the Senate. These skates 
are distinctly a Northern manufacture and for Northern use. Of course 
they do not interest the Senators from the South. But it is no incon- 
siderable industry in the city of Concord, where I reside. Concord is 
not a manufacturing city to any great extent. We make the Concord 
carriages, the Concord harness, and there is a small amount of woolen 
manufacture. 

But there bas grown up in Concord quite an industry in the manu- 
facture of these skates, which are, as the Senate will see [exhibiting], 
entirely of steel. They are manufactured partly by machinery but 
largely by hand. There is a very large proportion of the work done 
upon them which is hand work. They bave been profitably made until 
a recent period, but now, under the influence of German importations, 
the manufacture is becoming unprofitable, and although it is going on at 
this moment in Concord and also to some extent in the city of Keene, 
N. H., where ex-Gevernor Samuel W. Hale and his son have a skate 
factcry, yet it is apparent that the mannfacture will shortly have to 
be given up and the industry, such as it is, small or great, will have 
to be abandoned. 

I wish to read to the Senate the communication sent to me by the 
manufacturers, which I presented to the Committeeon Finance. It is 


as follows: 


{Halcy Manufacturing Company, factory and office, 181 North Main street, Con- 
cord, N. H. Boston office, 29 Pearl street (removed to 108 Chauncey street). 
John Kimball, president; J. J. Haley, treasurer. } 


Boston, December 8, 1888. 


Deak Ste: In compliance with your request I write vom giving you 
© United States. 


siatement concerning the manufacture of skates in th From 
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the best information that I can get there are about 1,500,000 pairs of skates sold 
per year in the United States, and at the present time about 500,000 pairs are 
imported from Germany, whieh will be greatly increased at the prices at which 
the importers are nowsellingthem. 1 send you by express a pair of skates such 
as are made in Germany, and which were sold two years ago by the importers 
at from 50 to 60 cents per pair in lots of 500 or more. The price of these 
skates this year, as sold by the importers, is 38 cents per pair in lots of 100 pairs 
or more, which is much less than they can be manufactured for in this country. 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator has before him the American skate? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Thisis the Americanskate. The German skate 
is slightly inferior to the American skate. The letter proceeds: 


It takes about 4} pounds of steel to make one pair of these skates, which at 
the present price is about 4 cents per pound. The labor upon these skates will 
average about 25 cents per pair. Add to that cost rent, power, insurance, inter- 
est, etc., you add at least 5 cents per pair to the cost, which you will readily see 
is so much above the cost of the German skate thatthe manufacturers are 
obliged to g.ve up the manufacture of them in this country. 

The seel in these skates manufactured here, as far as I know, is all American 
steel, and vesides stopping the industry of the manufacture of skates, it alse 
stops the wanufacture of a large quantity of steel. my company com- 
menced the manufacture of skates, the lowest price at which they were sold was 
58 cents per pair in large quantities. In the last two years we have made be- 
tween 60,000 and 70,000 pairs. If the duties remain the sameas they are now we 
shall be obliged to discontinue the business, and we know of several other par- 
ties who are larger manufacturers than we are who contemplate giving up the 
business altogether. The pattern of skates that I send you was formerly made 
in Halifax and patented in the Dominion of Canada. 


These skates are called the Halifax or Acme skates. 


When the patent expired the Germans for one season flooded the market and 
the manufacturers at Halifax bad to suspend their business. They went to 
Ottawa and got an additional specific duty put on these skates, enough so that 
they could manufacture their skates at a profit in com ion with the Ger- 
mans, I would suggest that instead of an ad valorem duty of 45 per cent. on 
skates, as at the present time, a specific duty, such as would fairl y protect Ameri- 
can manufacture, should be gee I think this should be done, or a small 


duty should be enacted ; 
ink that from eight to ten hundred more hands could be employed in the 


manufacture of skates and the steel of which they are made than there will be 
if the duty remains the same as at present. ; 


J. J. HALEY, 
Treasurer Haley Manufacturing Company. 
Hon, Wirwiam E. CHANDLER, 
Washington, D. C. 
December 18, 1888, Mr. Haley also wrote me, as follows: 


, when you include the 
manufactured, I desire to give you all the facts that I 
on tariff may fully understand it. 
Respectfully yours, 


Hon. WriitaM E. CHaxpier, 
Washington, D. C. 


I now call the attention of Senaters who are listening to me to a let- 

ter from a German manufacturer, which is as follows: 
ReMscHE lw, June 29, 1388, 

GryTLEwEN : Knowing your firm as a buyer of skates from a friend, I take 

the liberty im offering you Halifax or Aome skates in Seah ine teams 


5,000 pairs at 1.08 marks free, Hamburg packages free, | 24 per cent. discount 
against cash monthly. 


A mark is about 23 cents. The price at Hamburg, free on for 
which this German manufacturer says this skate can be made, is 1.08 
marks, or about 23 cents. 


After my calculation you would pay at this price, if you had the skates at New 
York, per 100 108 marks, less 2} per cent., 105.30 marks net at Hamburg; 
freight from Hamburg to New York, 2.55 marks; assurance, .50 mark ; dut 
from 93.50 marks (108 marks, less freight, casks, and packing ; paper). a; 
150.15 marks per 100 pairs, or per cents (the dollar at 15 marks.) 

During the latter years I manu nearly all the skates which are ex- 
here to the United States and 


I , of course, better kinds of skates than only Aemes, and would 
thank if youask wot steno 
By a kind reply, if you are willing to buy, you would oblige, 





ee JOH. PET. BECKER, Ja. 
E. BARTY. 
Messrs. Damr, StroppArp & KENDALL, 
‘You must pay duty only from the net sum. 
ieccehinees eciarte-cetitiingntinishatiinnisanactiniantnidietnnaiitdineainaniitvormastntii a 108, 00 
Leas freight amd Cask. .........cccceserscsnneee aeunsccascceupentansenocsagpoosoesen: a 
2h per cent. discount,.........0....c--cereeseeeeeenee ——— dedi re 
93. 50 
At 45 per cent., 42 marks duty. 
In other words, these German skates can be purchased ready for ship- 
ment at less than 25 cents; the duty om them at 45 cent. is about 
11 cents, and therefore such im skates can be down by the 


wholesale in New York City for 35 or 36 cents per pair, 
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Mr. VANCE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Puau in the chair). 


Does the 
Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 


Mr. VANCE. I wish to understand the object of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. Does he desire to increase the duty upon German 
skates? I wait for his reply. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not think of asking for an increase of duty 
on American skates. So I think the conclusion is pretty evident that 
the increase of duty I asked the committee to impose was upon foreign 
skates. 

Mr. VANCE. Do I understand the Senator to say that the German 
skate undersells the skate made in his State, so that the maker of the 
home-made article can not afford to manufacture them at that price? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Heis afraid he can not. Now, I should like to 
ask the Senator from North Carolina a question. 

Mr. VANCE. ‘The Senator will excuse me—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator whether he did 
not know what the manufacturer desired the committee and Congress 
to do? 

Mr. VANCE. I suspected; I did not know. I suspected that he 
desired to have the duty put upon the foreign skate, in order that he 
might get an enhanced price for his skates. If that is so, I wanted to 
ask the Senator from New Hampshire—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the question I wanted to have an- 


e 

Mr. VANCE. I was desirous to learn from the Senator from New 
Hampshire how that could be done, because we are told that the duty 
upon the foreign skate cheapens the home-made skate. ~ Therefore, I 
could not see how the manufacturer of the home-made skate was to be 
benefited. 


Mr. CHANDLER. That is the old conundrum which has been heard 
from the Senator ad nauseam. 

Mr. VANCE. But that is the conundrum that is propounded by 
the Senator’s party, and that is the one that has never been guessed. 
I thought I was right upon the point of it, if I could get the Senator to 
answer the question candidly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If I can understand the Senator’s point, I will 
endeavor to answer it. 

Mr. VANCE. I understood the Senator to argue and to read froma 
paper that a Governor Somebody in his State was making skates, and 
that the German skate undersold him even with the present duty, and 
he wanted the duty raised for the purpose of cheapening his own 
skates. He could not afford to compete with the German so long as 
the duty was on at the present rate, but if the duty was increased suf- 
ficiently high, that would enable him to manufacture his skates at a 
rate that would undersell the German and knock his nose out of joint. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think the Senator from North Carolina 
understood me to say—if he did he is mistaken—that this manufact- 
urer wanted a duty put on toe foreign skate in order to cheapen the 
manufacture of his own skate. 

Mr. VANCE. I know, but that is what the doctrine results in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator had an opportunity to answer that 
doctrine all last summer and pretty much all this winter, and he might 
have refrained from stating our argument in a form in which I did not 
make it in order to give him an opportunity to answer it once more. 
I suppose the manufacturer wants this duty increased because the 
German manufacturer under present conditions underseils him and he 
wants a protective duty on the skate. I suppose the Senator from 
North Carolina understood that this debate was on the merits of pro- 
tective duties. Apparently it has been so; and there is no dispute 
about the situation with reference to this one article of manufacture. 
As I understand it, it can not be manufactured much longer at the 
present cost of making it to the New Hampshire manufacturer unless 
a higher rate of duty can be imposed upon the German skate; and then 
the German manufacturer will either keep his skates at home or he 
will have to pay the duty to the Government if he puts them in com- 
petition with the American skate. 


I wrote again to Mr. Haley and received from him another letter, as 
follows: 

Concorp, N.H., December 31, 1888. 

Dear Sie: Your favor of the 26th instant duly received, with inclosures, It 
is beyond question that we can not manufacture skates in this country to com- 
pete with Germany with the present rate of duty, Weare working up our 
stock, and shall discontinue the manufacture until some change is made from 
the present rate of duty. 

Mr. President, here is an industry, a small one to be sure, but it is 
an illustrative case; that of a manufacture that will disappear in Con- 
cord, in New Hampshire, in this country, on the existing rate of duty, 
because the German manufacturers find that they can make skates 
more and more cheaply every year, and they are making them and 
flooding this country with them to the destruction of the American 
industry. 

I certainly had hopes that the Finance Committee would find them- 
selves able to report here a small specific duty upon this manufacture, 
in order that the making of these skates might continue in this coun- 
try. Itdid not seem to me that the Senator from North Carolina or 
any other Southern Senator, because not interested either in the man- 
ufacture or in the use of skates, would object to a slight increase in 
this duty, particularly when we now have a duty on sugar of 84 per 
cent., and a duty on rice of from 71 to 134 per cent. I hoped that this 
industry might be adequately protected at this time. If it can not be, 
then I trust it may be at some other time before the manufacture is 
entirely extinct in my city and in my State. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the picture that the Senator from New 
Hampshire presented to us was an appalling one. The idea that this 
great industry should absolutely disappear from this country and our 
boys be left to amuse themselves upon skates made in Germany by the 
pauper labor of Europe is a picture that startles me from my sense of 
| propriety and makes me hesitate whether or not I shall consider the 

constitutional question involved in the case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to interrupt theSenator, if he will 
allow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
lina yield ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator wish to ask a question, or to 
make another short speech ? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I have the floor. I was recognized by the 
Chair, and I supposed the Senator from New Hampshire had concluded. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is not to blame, then, for going on. 
I had not yielded the floor, but I will yield toa question. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator claims the floor, as a maiter of course 
I subside. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did the Chair understand me to yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thought the Senator from 
New Hampshire had concluded and yielded the floor. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had not. 
is now recognized. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wishin this connection to call the attention 

| of the Senate to some statistics of both manufactures and agriculture 
in New Hampshire, as indicating the importance of a protective tariff 
to the welfare of our people. In our State manufactures and agricult- 
ure go hand in hand. There probably is no community in this coun- 
try, certainly not outside of New England or New York, which illus- 
trates so well the benefits of protective duties to all classes of people 
as does the State of New Hampshire, with her diversified manufactur- 
ing and agricultural industries; and there is no community to which 
it would be so fatal to apply the Democratic doctrine of free trade or a 
tariff for revenue only as to the people of New Hampshire. 

Reliable statistics of manufacturing products must of course be taken 
from the census of 1880. Another decade has nearly elapsed, and we 
shall soon be possessed of the statistics of the last ten years, but until 
the new census is taken we can refer safely only to the census of 180. 
I have héte, and will insert in the RecorD, with the permission of the 
Senate, without reading in full, the statistics of the agricultural and 

manufacturing industries of New Hampshire in the year 1879. 


EE 


Does the Senator from North Caro- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 


New Hampshire. 








Mechanical and manufacturing industries. 


Establishments. 








I CIOIIDIIIIOID, si cahinshos cniisstiagsinnighiceieniibpiitetntes 
Artificial feathers and flowerS............00..ccsesssses 
Baskets, rattan and willow Ware .............c0esse+0 
Neen a eecnamainihin indisumemenimasata 
Blacksmithing (see also Wheelwrighting) 
Book-binding and blank-book making ..............cssssseescssssseseeseenseeess 
Boot and shee findings 
Boots and shoes, inclu 
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custom-work and repairing... 


Reisutdswll | 


[Census of 1880, volume 2, page 149.]} 


Average number of hands | 
employed. 














} Total 
asiniiahaakes ditt tapiiaetiadanmaeal: _}amount paid 
Capital. | } | in wages Value of Value of 
Males | Females Children; during the materials. products. 
above 16! above 15 and year. 
years. years. | youths. 
! 
i | 
$196,700 $91, 476 | $212, 850 
50 190 | 1,300 
2,750 1, 575 6,575 
286. 094 aS 433, 185 606, 944 
262, 458 157, 340 474, 123 
14, 000 11, 525 25, 100 
2, 600 > 13,000 
67,000 32, 450 88, 500 
1, 758, 290 4,992,400! 7, 619,921 
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r 
2 Average number of hands 
2 employed. Total . 
‘ : . i a : —_—___________— |@mount pai Value of Val f 
Mechanical and manufacturing industries, w Capital. | | in wages we ee a 
| 3 Males | Females Children| dusingthe | ™*erials. | products. 
s above 16 | abovel5| and year. 
Pe} years. years. | youths, 
ene, Meet CO NR csncin dincititidieesvsisse eeoomniaiosonalall 10 $50, 580 $27, 800 $57, 000 $117, 000 
Boxes, WOOdEN, PACKING .......--..ceereeeeeccceeees 29 9s, 71 64, 760 100, 500 219, 700 
A CR inde cnosnsvettexstciansidvtire cee 4 23, 500 12, 285 24, 325 44, 597 
Bread and other bakery products 26 49, 935 36, 692 180, 086 294, 108 
Brick and tile (see also Drain and sewer pipes) .. 67 120, 845 118, 408 90, 251 282, 725 
SN IERIE TPEIINID..ccconssumonseuntrsioce cooane coseteseskateuetenaiah Aina 13 19, 015 5,005 15, 165 29, 311 
SIIIIINAIIL,.issclss st vesseciobostintpinindionineeensencscinensehadiimaasia aaRMEEEEaen 1 15, 000 2, 500 5, 000 10, 000 
GORE CNIRE,0000:cccvenscssscosonguennecsnesmnoesecrenneseuventveeniatnebisainainetanestl 100 223, 228 182, 238 439, 657 855, 372 
Casings OG Wage WANT oiecee ce. cecccyncxseesensevscinnashseepennanviinanseta 10 69, 800 20, 185 74, 480 138, 660 
Carriages and wagons (see also Wheelw manga prettinnieceneiegeeenimanoned 30 618, 857 196, 337 253, 275 559, 932 
Cers, railroad, street, and repairs .. cesney cndbettncsgnestontenaliodatntitittatel 1 10, 000 55, 000 125, 000 201, 659 
GRR UIEE cinnecoctianecsnee aster tasainsinccesicinpienimigiidiandtinaiin nn 7 37, 300 23, 525 33, 100 87,700 
Cheese and butter eyeny ocaccccevcesee conse encooeessnoncosvesensese 2 10, 400 780 20, 683 27, 887 
CORBERED sn csccvcsvpccranewenscsyscveve coonspuiéessesoovcngnesneennenatnmpipeinens cibboumeumnasecsa 1 500 700 400 1,200 
Clothing, AGEN. snnisnacitchenitiinaiidaiitaialintaiaanaaiiiadin ibebenesetcke 61 183, 750 132, 081 494, 681 731, 389 
CROCRAIE, GOREBID o.ccsccsesss scnsnsnevennrcncccnegsovesasabioneetanpesesosenvesscoceveescooes 1 BR GED Vecansbivescores 250 1,200 1, 800 
Coffins, burial-cases, and undertakers’ goods. leediehetiodunereats 10 21, 450 6, 016 11,500 25, 080 
Confectionery secanepiienditibsetlcheinh Cibtp Gusectapntnannctimn’ 8 22, 300 15, 070 57, 854 98,500 
IG ie inn onisniseseeiteiensihadtnibinchcestbe 32 142,050 | 4B J .censscessenee 83, 694 92, 698 226, 281 
Cordage and twine ..........0ccccsssseerserccccesessesesecsseses 1 15, 000 1,908 7,320 18, 196 
Corsets.. aul 1 1,000 2, 006 2,000 5,000 
Cotton goods | ‘see ‘also ‘Hosiery and knit ‘goods; “Mixed textiles)... 4l 19, 993, 484 4, 322, 622 10, 329, 184 18, 226, 573 
Cutlery and edge tools (see also Hardware ; Tools) schbbeahitih deslttsintanntd 12 255, 600 100, 492 108, 364 270, 444 
Dentistry, enoenantens copeoseoncceers quvoussononecsnasoonssoqonessevacoee sebesbbpentapesenons 10 8, 900 3, 212 4,530 19, 600 
Drain and sewer pi (see also Brick and tile) ............cccersceseesseees 2 4, 500 1,158 3,794 7,500 
Drugs and chemicals (see also Patent ee and Sap eREy ~ 6 17, 200 2,178 26, 293 37, 991 
Dyeing and deontie... pinseendotedniimecviahia saveacteel 1 1,000 150 200 1, 200 
Dyeing and finishing ROUND i052). iss dseeesnaniiennatinaaaeediaia eecsene pecced 4 2, 987, 085 372, 873 795, 553 1, 568, 100 
Electrical th and — watinerbaemnseeoteqnnente quetbed 1 2,000 1,875 1,000 4,500 
GRR noon ond ott he aiinhneniagichilaighamnadaiieiat dink shin deaiaale ikea 2 3,000 1,550 2) 400 5,700 
ORE UE nnecctisnvcicesreievevenserennsnes sevesneennnnsnnenreeesenpeossneooooessniengniens 1 6, 400 1,600 1,324 6, 689 
Fancy articles ..... dddintigiaaernnuidpeenconneinenmpeens eaumenebeurecrinesyaseunctobevonts 1 5, 000 4,000 3, 400 11, 000 
Felt goods (see also Woolen goods) ............... pesssobousbee 1 12, 000 7,000 29, 420 50, 000 
Piles (see also SAWS)...........c0ss00ssseeee aiattienntinntianndaials 4 9, 000 9, 660 5, 695 22, 356 
Flouring and grist mill products.............c0cccssseseseeeseeressenseeseeeeecseeee 181 712, 555 78, 284 2, 259, 718 2,542,784 
pomeress machine-s BD IIR sannescrncisrneswctiptindnieragunins weaned 71 1, 260, 635 567, 825 1, 010, 495 2, 024, 656 
Furnishing goods, men’s.. 1 50 100 300 900 
Furniture (see also Mattresses and spring beds; : “Uphoistering) .. 36 333, 235 202, 064 314, 650 741, 238 
ERE. RRIOD 4 -sutsercbiteceptingenbnetancbidastichanseranbemnnianiatbthacnereesyeuincne 6 200, 500 53,500 67,940 159, 300 
GOI .<nisinatiechscepeshcnipheaslebiblelanilene ia ata Pictamapain lt iii ential tire 1 50, 000 25, 600 34, 000 70, 000 
Gloves and anys ws also demnaames and —_ orem; oe 
BOOMS) «. recvereeeseeees - 25 187, 300 92,574 302, 142 478, 825 
GEITND ccccnessasercnnsedzenn cenemnnueieundiiancveiaginbeesmnincnetiniovendeedimaahh menkeineneneaitiaal i 3,000 1,250 2,500 6, 000 
nes Bit CRI. crerecennsticntnnniccchiclsitiinsk <ibangeninsetnbbeeaniee 3 15, 500 4, 429 22, 925 41, 200 
Hair-work ........... 1 700 300 1,000 1,600 
Handles, wooden...... 4 21, 950 9,770 7,970 33, 700 
Hard ware (see also Cutlery and edg tools Tools 2 14, 500 5, 600 4, 400 13, 500 
Mats and caps, not including wool engi 4 5, 350 8, 300 10,700 27,450 
Hones and whetstones.. ob 4 26, 100 10, 648 6,700 32, 500 
ane, and knit goods ‘(see iso Gotton goods; Glov 
tens; Woolen goods) gabon 24 1, 224, 000 536, 117 1, 249, 600 779 
Instruments, professional and —— 3 34, 800 4,670 5, 000 18, 100 
SN AMIREE GUUS schibitinicniginecentegrecnsnnntnene 2 650, 000 127, 690 523, 355 807, 340 
Iron bolts, nuts, washers, and rive 2 32,500 6,000 29, 700 39, 500 
Tron for ginge .....c-vsesuevecesceesssnsereeseneeee 1 12; 000 5, 500 19, 500 32, 000 
Kindling wood 1 200 |...... niin Si iets dademiainiinnielnacl intent 50 600 
TIRTIIOL scmtecencunnneninenegevorennbtnston 2 « 4,000 4,400 2,900 9,000 
Leather board (see aiso Pape 4 BE S| MP Rcciccieemneel 13, 800 65, 375 96, 675 
ROD CIID a cocseshe x asinigniinensctongeasmunscerenitiainannadinemnenstocgitesrodanaiil 37 351, 850 114, 769 1, 824, 797 2,161, 784 
Leather, nent CNG CRAIG 0. pects cesnnccsntdetesvrensaicintnsveemaveceetetcnion 1 15, 000 9,000 55, 000 150, 000 
ARRON, SERUTIIG 0.0010 cenerecovcccnetsspocesensnsoncconéocepeunsbeetnceseenonepegeienetneenesss 53 603, 450 199, 146 1, 732, 564 2, 315, 616 
Liquors, distilled... denbenteied 1 eS A aiesenenntlipans 1,700 20, 500 31, 500 
Liquors, mal iit iil hiatal lll cnncenahantesliesiaiiadiat sanputvapitinddeeen 5 845, 000 138,719 701,523 1, 265, 477 
Lock and on aig pouatcentdamecepesesecerassionihigneainanbodteibeesiinnsoneliiol 3 62, 800 37,500 35, 300 100, 504 
Looking-g SE PESTO BLAMED, ......ecesinreccnqsemssenseenh eneescebaneuipeevens 6 19, 250 5, 250 7,187 19, 433 
Tumber, planed, (see also Sash, doors, and blinds; Wood, turned 
UE CEU aietensitesiinas Ses ticeserne tosses wecescesevsscsnapnnien nb anes ‘Sesetininecsss 22 80, 900 40, 276 81, 726 162, 429 
LADERO,, CRAIDEED, scenicnntastninenrn thienenccsamiguicninnti Sclpnlbavssjuemigesocsegiessaed 680 3,745,790 | 3, O56 J... cer cceees 548, 556 2, 272, 991 8, 842, 012 
Mantels, slate, marble, and Se occsspensees 1 20, 000 673 1,300 000 
Marble and stone work... went 55 eee. Tw Brees 157, 887 91,119 374, 603 
Masonry, brick, and stone .. 12 13, 100 39, 788 58, 977 117, 728 
Mattresses and spring-beds ‘(see ‘also ‘Furnitare). 1 200 25 350 550 
a ae Eee. 3 GEE 39 deeswnclandnin 2,925 5, 300 11, Sl 
Mixed textiles (see also Cotton goods; Silk, a = on ee 
goods)... 20 1, 321, 400 494, 945 1, 455, 647 2, 708, 281 
Musical instruments and materials, not specified............. 2 12,500 6, 000 5,500 19, 000 
Musical instruments, organs and materials ................--- 3 ED Ei: SA eceieniiietlleinn wale 12, 948 12,141 30, 713 
Musical instruments, pianos ont — secedanhenares 3 BO GED 8 BB pecccnecccenntselocceees 8, 894 15, 994 30, 380 
Needles and pins.. nee aieiaies 5 19, 250 23, 280 5, 560 37, 625 
Painting and paperhanging... 45 GG). BRB hacen 71, 754 87,024 215, 062 
Paper (see aiso Cardboard ; Leather ‘board: ‘Wood- ~pulp) a sciasahadichial 25 1, 197,000 249, 612 1,131, 425 1,73}, 170 
Patent medicines and compounds (see also Drugs and chemicals)... 9 45, 350 14, 672 52, 028 135. 594 
Paving materials ...........000000000 sinsiinbdeacintnedidicdentatiames 7 Sciianlitiaeess aeneied 2 2, 500 1,227 551 38, 249 
Photographing’ ..........c0ceeseeee 23 53, 820 28, 267 24, 826 81, 022 
Pickles, preserves, and sauces... 1 2,000 1,250 5,000 8,000 
Plumbing and gas-fitting............ 7 28, 000 24,720 64, 880 110, 128 
Printing and publishing ... 29 270, 050 88, 088 91, 076 264,750 
Printing: DiGberiadt.........000s00000scceseeceseeceseeee 2 6,500 2,100 4,250 13, 400 
Pumps, notincluding steam-pumps..........00.00 penteasabehanedanioennee eather 4 5, 800 2, 886 6, 498 16, 475 
IRIID coc: tindiencduebintpedeuniencunenes 1 25, 000 10, 000 15, 000 50, 000 
Roofing and roofing material.. 2 3, 150 520 2, 200 4,810 
Rubber and elastic goods.............. 1 450 200 300 800 
Rules, ivory ANd WO0d......ccccceseseceveeeeessseesseee pesenes coscomanivigntvoosostooneneens A 1 ee fh ie 624 75 2, 206 
Saddlery and harness .. 82 203, 350 83, 786 211, 267 381, 551 
Sash, doors, am 1 blinds (eee also. Lumber, planed; "Wood, turned 
and cary ed). mt 28 263, 700 141, 530 287, 402 444,119 
Saws....... 1 200 500. 800 1,500 
Sewing-machines and attachments 1 5,000 1,500 2,000 5, 000 
Ship-buildiug...........,.....cceseseseseree b 15, 330 12, 243 14, 369 30, 070 
Shoddy (see also Mixed textiles) .. 3 17,300 5,700 38, 900 49, 600 
Silk and silk goods (see also Mixed textiles 1 8, 000 2,500 11, 625 | 15,000 
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New Hampshire—Continued. 
[Census of 1880, volume 2, page 149.] 
. 2 Average number of hands | 
© employed. | Total 
g ones _jamount paid 
Mechanical and manufacturing industries. ‘2 Capital. |... | inwages Value of Value of 
23 Males | Females Children} duringthe | materials. products, 
above 16| above 15 and year. 
= years. years. | youths. 
GUVORWATE.........0 20000000 rccvree scores errcceveeses verses 1 $125, 000 $12, 500 $63, 400 $200, 000 
ae and candles.............. oseeeseeee® 22 54, 700 17, 289 61,170 104, 541 
Spectacles and eye-glasses .......... 1 25, 000 15, 000 30, 000 50, 000 
Springs, steel, car, and carriage .. 1 8, 000 3, 500 10, 000 17, 009 
Starch 20 56, 256 4, 499 | 49, 977 66, 800 
Stationery goods............ 4 204, 800 37,050 266, 897 355, 015 
Stone and earthen ware.. eoceagnsance 5 61,000 28, 825 12, 640 61, 000 
Surgical appliances............ccsesseesseeeseresseearseeeee 3 17, 150 6, 900 4,100 25, 000 
| tren oe, and sheet-irom WAre...........0s0000+ nee 89 220, 050 108, 873 225, 924 463, 997 
» Cigar, am OD RG isc 0n ec vasencovecncncocscncosconsore evcecee: a 22 19, 285 18, 169 24, 912 65, 940 
Toole oe » Cutlery and aan ts too b Seow ane Sia 1 2, 000 7,104 5, 621 16, 368 
To eeresccccedbosoves: 9 24, 000 10, 949 14, 033 33, 128 
Upholstertng | fa (08 ‘also Furnit 5 4, 800 5, 020 | 10, 325 19, 475 
Upholstering ae . oi 12 51, 800 16, 646 | 13, 084 47,173 
Veneering = esleninindedianastipenneainernstasmmmmenaghananE ie 1 2,500 300 | 600 4, 000 
TIED <. <i cshbenenbeduassipenss enbiemmbannanansaneoupaptiebeeeccrerecccnete 4 7,200 1,012 | 9, 000 17, 500 
Washing-machines and clothes-wringers.. 1 1,000 624 500 2,444 
Watch and clock materials....... Sail Laden 0 aiciaanonitedamidiele vuletnentianiee 1 10, 000 4, 800 6, 500 36, 000 
Watch and clock repairing. ....ccsccccsscscscccccccssseecccccsccccosccssseoseeoreseeoeees 10 11, 650 4, 086 2' 580 | 11,398 
Wheelwrighting _ —s scksmithing; bw sponta _ —- 110 128, 400 42, 576 60, 162 175, 699 
Wire-work .......00.0..000 3 2, 900 2, 000 1, 100 6, 7 
TUITE -siicninmtananembnbsiancapilindanes tanake vecaedncouanssnashunecssnenseuosens peguse tesers 7 298, 600 138, 350 256, 900 759, 853 
Wood ‘turned and carved (see also Lumber, planed; Sash, doors, 
a oeientiinddiinnnensdenscintamedsad 36 255, 625 125 25 | 167, 055 | 189, 464 | 468, 943 
jn a aaa italia cash oie heahlienaeliemisabiin 49 322, 950 2 132, 260 | 206, 163 431, 290 
Woolen goods (see ‘also. Felt goods; Gloves and mittens; Mixed nr | | 
SN WO IINED MIIQIID secctnte cco ccerns oocoen coceneqetoncces secesascevee seveeeepoons 58 4,510, 271 2, 288 1, 361 378 1, 181, 738 | 4, 993, 709 | 8, 113, 829 
Worsted goods (see Sis ¥ eS a pnekalaonen | 2 2, 628, 584 505 919 | 107 | 512, 881 1, 582, 226 226 | 2, 694, 232 
Eiiaiiisihdiallinndonechcnseninciivagtnnite:eeenn se0nsntesccnccevedeoneqsedpeecatenubentest 3,181 51, ‘12, 263° 29, 356 | 16, 184 3,291 | 14, 814,793 43,552, 462 | "93. 978,028 
oes a === =| saa aes 
Belknap County ........ sli caciiaiiapaseanaA iiallicapacaxiicniinisiipentetiaetulgicwens | 112 1,400,750 | 1,309) 995 194 | 653,559 | 1,600,245 2, 963, 892 
Carroll County...........0000 weoccceccesanecveseocoonces | 148 860, 475 833 129 29 265, 826 1, 240, 367 | 1,811,313 
Cheshire County. .......cesocsecorsiscccsccsesseceerevers | 317 3,758, 815 3,428 833 | 252 1, 299, 427 4, 502, 889 7, 768, 943 
Coos County.... | 194 2, 107, 250 1,218 17 27 | 336,010 | 1,397,362 2, 490, 356 
Grafton County...... 465 2, 155, 956 1,912 542 64 | 633, 869 2, 595, 146 4,117,710 
Hillsborough | 517 20, 814, 729 8, 247 7,577 | 960. | 5, 130,178 13, 789, 849 23, 671, 908 
Merrimack ck County peal 449 6, — 215 3,580 1,477 628 1, 875, 042 4,974, 274 8, 742, 560 
Rocki ham County winoutned } 612 4, 359, 858 3, 328 1,127 217 1, 503, 371 4, 013, 922 7, 034, 989 
Strafford County... net ES SS 186 8, 134,515 | 4, 648 2, 965 804 | 2, 730, 542 8, 029, 025 13, 039, 753 
I cocintes nen seidnseetiseesccqnnntnummnsssccunecceccoenacenecenes ecccceece ecvseee } 181 1, 420, 700 | 843 522 | 116 | 386, 969 1, 409, 383 | 2, 236, 604 
Total...... ehoenenettipanniaseseeve encode ccncen one cecceeceeoceoceseeces eooeoensens ee cccesseeesees 3,181 ls 51, 112, 263 | 29, 356 16, 184 | 3,291 | 14,814,793 | 43,552, 4 462 | 73, 978, 028 








\ 


I present, also, a comparative statement of manufacturing in New 
Hampshire in 1860 and 1880, which shows the increase in the number 
of our establishments during the twenty-year period, the increase in 


New Hampshire—Persons engaged in manufactures and mechanical and 
mining industries, with age, sex, and nativity. 


capital employed, in total amount of wages paid, and in the value of [Census 1880, volume 2, page 30.] 
the material and of the products. rola. 1s sama abeioleseenaeitieienmgiedcninpiaeaiivetui 58, 037 
‘ t Age on sex: 
Manufacturing in New Hampshire. Male. 


ian lpeatantepbenosesdarnsinccasnginaserennaseusdseadiincsomeerdtiowanintatntedine 40, 675 





Items. 1860, 


Total number of establishments 










































one 2,592 
iid tebe tickle chcanecteahaahbieretregn secasee| $23,274, 094 
Average number of hands employed: 
DEORE Bcc coscsecoccccecensenee wetbececcoocenceccceree: wesccees Siscdeegvocessces 18, 379 
Females... aan 13, 961 
# ae dubouits neni * aig tke year as catia 
‘otal amount n wages during the year. 10,561 | $14,814,793 | United States......... phepacinnenccsceneredastesceneacbapeetengncusnssccsonsence: esbabewisesenenceqnt 
Value of soataniels icine coialiliipeasennq ee nieve aae| $20,539,857 | $43,552,462} Ireland................... 
Value of products............. siaehhbanebehbahindipeniectieniindévgpeccnets $37,586,453 | $7 . wie 
Great Britain... 
; oa oy se a eebeces . sachneneeinensih 
‘ aoe tens table gives the same comparison between the years 1850, Other Aner ich celi iidhalitieldilikbhidaiissastinetecriathive: tintecessbivtews ted 
0, and 1060: It is a fair estimate, I believe, that at the present time there are 
‘Wits Dininctiienti oe seventy thousand of the men, women, and children of New Hampshire 
pehire—Satistics of manufactures for years as noted. engaged in her manufacturing and mechanical industries, which would 
[Census 1880, volume 2, page xii.] make one-fifth of all our citizens, estimating our population at 350,000. 
___ | With this one-fifth getting their living in manufacturing, manifestly the 
b people of New Hampshire are sensitive about any attacks upon those 
Year, | ‘Tish | Capital | Meme* | Wages | {iMinate- | Valueof | industries. 
ments, . ployed. | P*4- | rials used, | Products. I have here some statistics concerning the city of Manchester, our 
— _ ______j}._4tj} | sd greatest manufacturing center, which fifty years ago did not exist, ve 
3,211 $18,242,114 27,092 128, 876 - which, at the Falls of the Amoskeag, solely by reason of its manufact- 
= 23,274,094 | 32) 340 tie oss ret aoe = uring industries, has grown up from a mere sand-bank to be the largest, 
2 | 36,023,743 | 40,783 | 13,823,001 577, t the § 
3181 | 51112 263 fan | ise 78 on Ln i = the wealthiest, and the most prosperous city in the State. 
a ae 2 City of Manchester, New Hampshire. 
(Census 1880, volume 2, page xxiii.) 
Here is a further statement showing the number of persons engaged 
in manufactures and in mechanical and mining industries, with ages, Aggregate population... eccoenee ccccsescoccoerente secseess cccecseeceoes egeceseesoos 32,650 
—— of establishments... ——— : 121 
sex, and nativity, according to the census of 1880: Capital... dei joonstheenmnechiaiilellindig insects, iesacetiiaintadaa te . $18, 149, 153 
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Number of hands employed ...... ccoss---s-sss+sesssseeeseeseennneneres encenensensesenees 10, 838 
Total amount of wages... socpacuoseseceuce $éceen cgueupeaecnsaaueubinneseneaaiiens $3, 370, 404 
Value of materials . snzebnecoeeneseustidensiihtismsbiiiacanndenni neal 
Veen SAIS, ..n. ...0.conncessnseresennsesnraqnsenceniaseacnagntionhshainehstaniinnanaessedtal $14, 136, 305 
Census 1880 volume 2, page 410.) 
Seiie of enbablighuseuttel®....cweccnmssseccssssers seempenahaabatiianins teveniah 
ee Skah eae $15, 149, 153 
Average ni umber hands employed : 
Males above sixteen years 4, 632 
Females above fifteen years . 5,748 
Children and youths. ........0...ccccccsssssscesses : 458 
Total amount paid ta in w ae oe the aa ~ $8,370,404 
Value of materials.. siaaialaas - $7,901, 066 
Value of products q..........0+.s0rssssssec0 $14, 135, 305 


*All industries. 


Manchester, in its order of rank among the manufacturing cities of 
the country, appears, from the following table which I will insert, to 
be the thirty- first city in the United States in the number of Lands 
employed, the thirty-third city in wages paid, the thirty-fourth city in 
the value of the net product, and the thirty-sixth city in the value of 
the gross product. 


Order of rank in cilies, of Manchester. 
(Census 1880, volume 2, page xxiv.] 





Net 
product. 


Gross 
product, 


Hands 


| 
Order of rank. | Name of city. employed. 





Thirty-first........| Manchester ...}.....0......00s00+|sssssssesseseeeees 










But Manchester, although its position varies from the thirty-first to 
the thirty-sixth in the statistics above given, occupies a much higher 
grade in the manufacture of cotton and of woolen goods. 


Order of rank of MancheSter among the seven leading cities in the United 
States in the production of the industries specified. 


[Census 1880, volume 2, page xxvi.] 


Rank. | Industry. 


Cotton goods. 
Woolen manufactures (all classes). 





Seen eee e eee Re eRee Re RRE NERO R SRE EERE ESSE REEE TEESE EES 





In addition to the city of Manchester there are many other prosper- 
ous cities and towns in New Hampshire which are engaged in the 
profitable manufacture of cotton and woolen goods, which I will not 
undertake to name, but which equally with Manchester will cry out 
earnestly against any assault upon their industries. 

So that our State is a busy hive of industry, and it has grown some- 
what in population and largely in wealth by reason of this front rank 
which it has taken as a man community. 

Manifestly, Mr. President, the Mills bill, if it becomes a law, will 
injure the State of New Hampshire. I to the Senate a state- 
ment of our leading industries which will be affected by the passage 
of the House bill, and I will insert in the Recorp these statistics, 


taken from the census reports of 1860 and 1880, concerning four 
branches of industry: 


Leading industries in New Hampshire. 


Thirty-third....... Manchester ...|...... none 
Thirty-fourth ....j Manchester ...|.............<-« 
Thirty-sixth....... Manchester ... 
Industries. 
Phat B00 Eee ccncsrce ceteris svecqnntepeeeneepenieece ccsccugneceesscns cosnmneaptinee cosas sediinneteccusegnesnannanedhnte 


Paper, books, paper boxes, and wood-pulp.... 
Marble and stone.. 


See eee eres eee eeeweEeeees® 





oeeee SR eRET ee reese es eaeeee 





Lumber, sash, doors, and blinds, “wood ‘turned, “wooden-ware, cmpentaing, furniture. 





Pee eRe ROERE TOS CE OEEe omens 


Woolen, w orsted, and felt goods, gloves and anne. eo textiles — cangienmiee 


coveees seseeseee ove 333 | 1,449 
eon - 164 476 
ovens ceseensecceeee 2,221 | 5,896 





Let us examine first the figures in reference to the manufacture of | the rates imposed by the House bill, and the rates which are proposed 


cotton goods. I have here the cotton schedule under the existing law, 


in the Senate substitute which is now under consideration: 


Cotton goods. 


Cost of materials............cc0sssesesseesees 
Expended for labor 


Total.. 
Number of persons ‘employed... 





Article. 
















Existing law. bill Senate substitute. 
Per cent, 
Cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn: 
Valued at not over 25 cents per Pound q......c.cecccerssnassreneseventansevsnntenssssessseesenes 10 cents per pound........... ~} 35 { 10 cents per pound. 
Valued at not over 40 cents per pound .. a oo sees} 15 conts per pound... 18 cents per pound. 
Valued at from 40 cents to $1 per pound... oa inno ae wane to 48 cents per 40 | 23 to 48 cents per pound, 
Valued over $1 per pound........ sronnamnanisetagiilipnanstn gusmeiiatiomamninimanmnaedinliaiiinsnincrssiil BO Per cent...ccccercceserereseeseeves 40 | 50 per cent. 
Spool- Sas of cotton containing on each “spool not exceeding 100 yards of | 7 cents per dozen... 40 7 cents per dozen. 
thread, dozen, 
Exceeding 100 yards on each spool, for mooey additional 100 yards, cr frac- |.......0.cccssereeresserseseesecesenenerns 40 | 7 cents per dozen. 
tional part thereof in excess of 100 yards. 
— cloth, not exceeding 50 Ubreads per square inch, counting the warp and 
ing: 
Not bleached, dyed, eae, ms eevee ‘ eaccuctescceceqrcoseseonse -».| 2} cents per square yard...... 40 | 2 cents per square yard, 
Bleached .. ated ..| 3} cents per square yard...... 40 2h cents per square yard, 
Ezcoiing ‘stained, ete... .| 4} centsper square yard...... 40 | 4 cents per square yard. 










SDand pot exceeding 100 threads to the squareinch, counting the 







fillin 
Ww Not iis Mensa dpok, colored, ete......... eosnseseseumibeneuseseressmnenieens | Sk CORE PET EQuare yard..... 40 | 2} cents per square yard, 
SII ernscngneccatnncnntnnminadiaingititannamenanaenenitedeemteniiiniiaes sneseuiagemiantnnhnt = Sp ceee pt Seease sant. - 40 | 3 eents per square yard. 
res.© Ca a SR EE, 6 Se 4} cents per square 40 | 4cents per square yard. 
Not exceed 100 threads per square inch, counting the warp and filling— 
Not tlenched. 4 yed, colored, ete., valued at over 6} cents per square yard. ..| 2} cents per square —- 40 | 35 per cent. 
Bleached, walnen os at over 9 cents WEP SEURTO POI nc rccccecscccccecescsensmangaveccveuss 3} cents per square yard... 40 | 35 per cent, 
Dyed, colored stained, etc., valued at over 12 cents = square yard ......... 4} cents per square yard.... 40 | 35 per cent 
Exceeding 100 and not exceeding 150 threads per square inch, counting the i ; 
warp and filling— 
Not bleached, dyed, eoteeee, | CBD asorccstentnsetn oocmnen ieidisinianéepncaiatianiigtianmaanenptin 8 cents per square yard...... 40 | 3 cents per square yard. 
Bleached... coveecboeguanonsveoanbtl ... | 4cents per square yard...... 40 | 4 cents per square yard. 
Dyed, colored, "stained, ete... ...| 5 cents per square yard...... 40 | 5 cents per square yard. 
Exeeeding 150 and not exceeding 200 threads’ per. square ‘inch, “counting the } 
warp and filling— | 
Not bleached, dyed, colored, — eunsbébeoccccencesesss setuassescagsuipabennese | 2 GOURD GOURRED TIE ssn 40 cents per square yard. 
Bleached... sss lapiiemisiesidihiatindaineaieaieilitaiers 4 cents per square yard...... 40 cents per square yard. 
Dyed, colored, stained, e60........-..c-cessson- semmenmangencimnemianttiines 40 cents per square yard. 
Not bleached, colored, etc., valued Se ~ 40 per cent. 
Bleached, valued at over 10 cents per SqUATE YATG. ...........ccesceseneeeeses 40 Do. 
Dyed, colored, stained, eto., valued at over 12 cents per square yard........!,. 40 Do. 
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Cotion goods—Continued. 
Articles. Existing law. | at Senate substitute. 
| Tne sida unease 
} Pome 
Cotton cloth, ete.—Continued. : | 
Exceeding 200 threads per square inch, counting the warp and filling— i 

Not bleached, colored, dyed, etc. | 4cents per square vard......| 40 | 44 cents per square yard. 

ane ..| Seents per square yard .....| 40 | 5} cents per square yard. 

Dyed, colored, stained, e | 6 cents per square yard...... | 40 | 6] cents per square yard. 

Not bleached, d 







yed 
Bleached, valued at over 12 cents per square yard 
Dyed, colored, stained, etc., valued at over 15 cents per square yar 





Stockings, hose and half hose. ose, shaped espera or in part by knitting machines | 40 per cen 


or frames, valued at not ozen pairs. 


Cotton damask St ving (ready-made), hd and articles of wearing apparel, includ- 


wink tiecion ey - ee 


Plushes, velvets, a velveteens, ete........... 





From the above table it appears that as to nearly all the manufact- 
ures in the cotton schedule ne Monee BEA peepee 
valorem rates for specific duties. I believe that I 


ard 40 om cent... 


so sevens sees 7" ereeccersresesenee ne “| ‘ uae ee.. SN ee 40 








40 | Do. 
40 | Do. 
40 | 60 cents per dozen and 20 per cent, 


35 and 40 per cent.............. /35and o| 


40 per cent. 
| 40 per cent ' 


40 | | 45 cents per pound and 15 per cent. 
10 cents per syuare yard and 20 per cent. 





upon cotton goods, while the Senate substitute proposes to retain sub- 


roposes to substitute ad | stantially in most cases the duties imposed by the present law, and in 
am right in saying | some cases, I believe, to increase the existing rates. 


It is of vital im- 


that in every case the House bill substitutes ad valorem rates for spe- | portance to the cotton manufacture of this country that the attempt 
cific duties, and that result of itself would be almost destructive of | made by the House bill to destroy the industry by reducing the rates 


the cotton industries of the country. 
than to substitute the equivalent ad valorem rate for specific duties, 
destruction to cotton manufactures would follow from fraudulent un- 
dervaluations in importations. 
confined themselves to anne their specific duties toad valorem rates; 
they have also reduced, as I understand it, the whole line of duties 


Cost of materials... 
Expended for labor. 


Number of persons employed................. 


Teena neers eweneseesenees 








ee tee titi teeter err 


If no other changes were made | shall not succeed. 


A similar table is presented showing the New Hampshire product of 
woolen and worsted goods. Incorporated in the table is also a state- 


But the House in their bill have not | ment of the proposed treatment of wool by the House bill and by the 
Senate substitute. 


The table is as follows: 


. $7,402,442 
» 8,250,840 





Articles. Existing law. | House bill. Senate substitute. 
1 
ae anni tiene lpeenibici ——_—|-——————————————— -elieaainaitslectthintenintinaiiitaadsiaiimnenmnapangiinen 
First class—clothing wools; and ee eens wools: | 
Valued at 30 cents per pound ME tinscinectsttorenve cosesemeineesinbhccnnsen ctnecs. eta 10 cents per pound................s00+ceeees FMD csrssisivercee 11 cents per pound. 
Valued at over 30 cents per pound..........cscesecccsccssescsererrcecereceees sen snces see 12 to 36 cents per pound.............000+ | scrAlO .erceesrereeere| LL to 38 cents per pound. 
Third class—earpet and similar wools : 
Valued at 12 cents per pound... Sidtsasssbeece se ncnneenceseccccsccéndustenengacses] Oe COMES POW DOMIM......ccccrceccccccececes |-sGO, sssvsseeeesee| 2$ Cents per pound. 
Valued at over 12 cents per pound... ee 5 to 15 cents per pyend... fp sencnsenscnsdonses lonaMlMessienesenions 6 to 18 cents per pound, 
Scoured... ..| 7} cents per pound... peciquadeinaietbendilllin .| 7} cents per pound, 
Waste, top slubbing roving, ‘ring, yarn, ‘and all ‘other wastes, wholly or | Not in present law.............csccsseses | ciatasidiaalintaiee 30 cents per pound, 
en wool or wo | | 
. shoddy, waste, and flocks... | 10 cents per pound.......,.....s0:ss0s2000 | Free............-| 10 cents per pound. 
Woolen ao cloths, and every description of woolen manufactures: | 






Value not above 40 cents per pound 
Value over 40, not oe a cents per pound 





tee eneeeeeereneeeee 


Fianne!ls, blankets, Sateot aiek knit goods, and all goods made on knit- | 
eee ene woolen er eee arenes anseteey de- | 
pticn of manufacture w yor in part w ir paca, goat, 
and other animals, not specifically enumerated in this act: 
Valued at from 30 to 80 cents per pound... Sih insnichsandadaasiontoheses 


ene e es EO RRRERR TE EER RERET CORE RE HE EEE EEE O EE Eee reer en eee 


Valued at above 89 cents per pound 


The attempt to induce the woolen manufactucers of New England to 
consent to the reduction of duties upon manufactured woolens by hold- 
ing out to them the bait of free wool has not sficceeded to any great 
extent. It is my belief that the woolen manufacturers of my section 
are substantially unanimous in opposing the reduction of the duty upon 
wool, and in opposing the placing of wool upon the free-list, because 
they ‘realize that protection should a0 n @ principle, and that 
every natural legitimate home industry 1d receive the benefits 
of protective duties; and there certainly is no reason, in their opinion, 
why the farmer who raises sheep and sells wool should not be protected 
against the cheap wools of foreign countries. ‘Therefore I have placed 
in this table the duties imposed by existing law upon wool and the 
proposed duties on the main schedules of woolen goods, from which it 
appears, as it did with reference to the cotton schedule, that a reduc- 
tion of duty upon woolen manufactures is to be effected by the House 
bill if it passes, and the lower rate of duties is to be an ad valorem 
rate instead of a specific duty. 

Mr. President, the attack made by the House bill upon these two 
industries is one and the same; and if there was any probability that 
it would succeed and that the cotton and woolen manufactures of this 
country would be subjected to the destruction which would result 
from the passage of the bill, the consequences té the State of New 
Hampshire would be in the highest degree pernicious. _ 

Next, I submit to the Senate a statement of the number of persons 

employed and the capital engaged in New Hampshire in the mannfact- 
ure of paper a wood pulp: 


sich paper boxes, and wood-pulp. 
Cost of osteo iptieotonctoneane sonosanaibagananatccssnquennsooninapenserentnesesseencetonas $1, 502, 189. 00 
IT ono. in, scnnaseiuadinanbanehammunadnshduaiaeieensteveielip iieceiauiied 514, 600. 00 
MN iilattecncesescssevncescnccesee esecesens enceceeseccesces cos vescee cneceececese soose 1,916,789. 00 
Number of persons employed......ccoocs-scsersosssvssesereeeeeesseees piiigebiilintiinnkintonsieye 1,494 


35 cents per pound and 35 per cent..| 
35 cents per pound and 40 per cent.. s° per cent. 
40 cents per pound and 40 per cent..| 


From 10 to 24cents per pound and 
35 per cent. 
| % cents per pound and 40 per cent.. 


85 cents per pound and 36 per cent. 
35 cents per pound and 40 per cent. 
40 cents per pound and 40 per cent. 


\ per cent, 1 


From 10 to 40 cents per pound and 
from 35 to 40 per cent. 








Article. Existing | House bill. Senate substitute. 
adap tanaibe : ail 
in tatecieer 
Per cent, 
Books, pamphlets, and engravings, | 20to 25. | Nochange...| 25 per cent. 
bound or unbound, etchings, illus- | 
trated books, maps and charts. 
Paper, sized or glued, suitable only 20 | 15 per cent...) 20 per cent. 
for printing. 
Printing paper, unsized...................+. 15 | 12 per cent... 15 per cent. 
Boxes, paper and fancy... ...«.s0-2+0000+ 35 | 25 per cent...| 35 per cent, 
Envelopes, paper.. lideat unnnnes<opdoneel 25 | 20 per cent...| 25 cents per 1,000, 
Pulp for paper-making... cia Mbiewaneee 10 (*) LO per cent. 


| 


*¥ree by original Mills bill, changed in House, 


Here we have a reduction of duty by the House bill all along the 
line. Wehave the Senate bill maintaining the existing rate ofduty, with 
wood-pulp for paper-making, which has a 10 per cent. duty upon it un- 
der the existing law. Wood pulp was made free by the original Mills 
bill, but it was changed in the House, and the duty there retained as 
it is retained in the Senate bill; and these industries of wood- -pulp, and 
all manufactures of paper, which are large in New Hampshire and in 
New England, need all the protection which the Senate bill will give 
them. 
Another table which I will insert in my remarks is as follows: 


Marble and stone. 


iat ol ines os csicctntnacctnte tap ensigpnanseceniine vtimsinns vinnie jevcoas $198, 298. 00 
expended for labor. one 


Number of persons employed.........000:«+ 

















Existing law. | | Senate substi- 








Articles. House bill. tute. 
Ldap eee 
Marble, in blocks, rough or | 6 cents per | 40 cents per | 65 cents per 


cubic foot. cubic foot, cubic foot. 
$1. 10per cubic! 8 cents per | $1. ewe 
foot. | eubie foot. foot. 
50 per cent..... | 30 per cent......) 50 per cent. 


squared, of all kinds. 

Veined marble, sawed, dressed, 
or otherwise. i 

All manufactures not specially 
enumerated 

Grindstones, finished or unfin- 
ished 

Stones, freestone, granite, sand- | 
stone, and ali building or orna- 


| 


$1.75 per ton... F $1.75 per ton. 


menial stone, except marble 
not enumerated in this act: 





Hewn, dressed, or polished...| 20 per cent......| 20 per cent...... 25 per cent. 
Unmanufactured or un- | $ per ton....... sell POOR wvctcnnniiennd 14 cents per 
dressed, cubic foot. 








The industry of working granite has grown largely in New Hamp- 
shire, andis becoming a very considerable part of the occupations of our 
Be ople, especially in the city of Concord. Itappears that by the House 

bill anmanafactured or undressed granite is made free of duty. The 
duty under the existing law is $1 a ton. The duty reported by the 
Senate committee is 14 cents per cubic foot, and this duty is necessary 
to the profitable manufacture of granite in New Hampshire. 

Chere appears, in considering this schedule, a curious history of the 
duty on marble. Under the existing law marble in block, rough, or 
squared, Of all kinds, is dutiable at 65 cents per cubic foot. It was 
made free by the ori iginal House bill. But after the bill was reported 
to the House of Representatives it was discovered that there was a 
large marble industry growing up in the State of Georgia, as there had 
been for a long time profitable marble quarrying in the State of Ten- 
nessee, and at the instigation of the Southern State of Georgia, the 
House, instead of making marble free, adopted a duty of 40 cents 
per cubic foot. The Senate committee, however, recommend that mar- 
ble, which is a Soathern product as well as a Northern product, shall 
be protected by a duty of 65 cents per cubic foot. 

Another table which { present covers the industries dependent upon 
wood and lumber. 


Lumber; sash, doors, and blinds; wood, turned; woodenware; carpentering; 











Surniture. 
Cad OF RAID hn cccctreceviviine-ceccched oosinnss sencinavibhese mectenstatgitjealiesich 
Expouded for tabor ....... ........ssesssoove.cosesese seseesvoccssosvosbesces 1, 467, 479. 00 
Total . 5, 177, 472.00 
Number of persons ‘employ ed. : 5, 896 
Senate sub- 
Article. Existing law. | House bill. | “X™naves' 
a -_ - — —EEE Se — _-— 
| ‘ | 
Timber, hewn and sawed, and tim- | 20 per cent...... ES | 20 per cent. 
ber used for spars and in building 
wharves, 

Timber, squared or sided, not spe- | 1 cent per cu- | Free............ leent per cu- 
cially ‘enumerated in this act. bic foot. bie fuot. 
Sawed boards, plank, deals, and | $1 per M feet..| Free............ $l per M feet. 

other lumber of hemlock, white- | | 
wood, sycamore, and bass-wocd. 
Sawed lumber, not enumerated or | $2 per M feet..| Free............ $2 per M feet. 
provided for in the act. | 
Lumber as above, planed and fin- | 50 cents per | Free...... .....| 50 cents per 
ished, additional. | M feet. } M feet. 
Lumber as above, planed one side, | $1 per M feet.| Free............ $1 per M feet. 
tongued and grooved, additional. | 
Lumber as above, planed twosides, | $1.50 per M | Free........... $1.50 | al M 
tongued and grooved, additional. | feet. fee 
Staves of wood of all kinds «| 10 per cent......) Free «| 10 a cent. 
Pickets and pailings.......... .| 20 per cent...... Free.. .| 20 per cent. 
een .| seents per M..| Free.. 15e, per M 
Shing!es... .| Scents per M.| Free 35c. per M. 
Pine clapboarda... ---s| $2 per M......... Free $2 per M. 
Spruce clapboards jeapunnonshennadepnaannt $1.50 per M Free $1.50 per M. 
Cabinet-ware and house furniture.....| 35 per cent.....| 30 per cent.) 35 per cent. 
‘Wand NasnnneEaEDEn, notenumer- | 20 per cent......| Free............ 20 per cent. 
ated, 
Sawed boards, plank deals, ete., of | Not in pres- | Free............ 15 per cent. 
mahogany, rosewood, satinwood ent act. 
granadilla, or other cabinet-wood. 





From the above statistics it appears that ramen, which under exist- 
ing law, is protected in all its varieties, was made free as to nearly all 
those varieties by the House bill. The Senate substitute proposes to 
retain the present duties. 

Cabinet ware and house furniture is no inconsiderable industry in 
our State. Furniture is now dutiable at 35 per cent. The House bill 
proposes 30 per cent., while the Senate bill retains the present rate. 

Mr. President, I have thas called the attention of the Senate to the 
manufacturing industries of New Hampshire and to the impending 
danger to those interests arising from the pendency in Congress of the 
House bill. The State of New Hampshire under the existing tariff 
system has been growing wealthy, and its wealth has been that of the 
common people of the State. If there are fortunes in the State 
of New Hampshire I 10 not know of them. e only man of immense 
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wealth in the State has made his money by the manufacture of beer. 
But the citizens of New Hampshire, like those of the other New Eng- 
land States, have largely invested their earnings in savings-banks, and . 
I give here a statement of the deposits in the New Hampshire savings- 
banks from 1850 down to 1888. 


Statement of New Hampshire savings-banks. 














, Deposit- : Popula- 
Year. (Banks. Deposits. pe 
} aes eatin, in State. tion 

ici 12| 13,081 | $1,641,543. 71 $125. 97 $5.16 318, 000 
NR acatied 26 | 30,828 | 4,860,024. 86 157. 65 14.90 | 326,000 
ee 45 | 70,918 | 18,759, 461.05 264. 52 59.00 | 318,000 
DD ciesscnsit 66 | 87,279 | 26,282. 136.09 301.13 80.87 | 325,000 
i tinsel 67 | 89,934 | 28,204, 791.70 313.61 86.78 | 325,000 
1887 .. 66 | 132,714 | 50,292, 666. 85 378.95 141.67 | 355,000 
sana 69 | 139,967 | 53,939,079. 29 385.36 151.94 | 355,000 

ne fe Wi 

In 1888 there were 69 savings-banks. There were 139,967 depositors, 


nearly half the number of the people of the State. The amount of 
deposits was $53,939,079.29. The average for each depositor was 
$385.36. The average foreach person in the State was $151.94, there 
being a population of 355,000, and these investmenis in our savings 
institutions show as well as anything can the prosperous condition of 
of our people. 

Mr. President, New Hampshire does not depend for her prosperity 
upon manufacturing alone, but upon agriculture as well. The agri- 
culturists of New Hampshire are not in so forlorn a condition as some 
Senators seem to think. Agriculture to-day is profitable in our State, 
and the statistics show that our agricultural wealth is well worth pre- 
serving even in comparison with the greater agricultural products of 
other American States. I ask the attention of Senators to facts taken 
from the census of 1880, concerning the farms and the agricultural prod- 
ucts of New Hampshire. 


New Hampshire—Statistics of agriculture. 
ae 1880, volume 3, pages na and 5. ’ 









Number of farms... 32,181 
Land in farms: 
pa COED ..cocccrcsnieemitctonien come acres... 3,721,173 
——— 
i encanta cneetrniniabilitinseoutianendteetiaaniindemnenteipataianennenntlicatsee 2,308, 112 
Titled, including fallow and grass in rotation, whether > 
ure or meadow... acres.. 907, 088 
Permanent meadows, permanent. "pastures, “orchards, and 
CRIED cxcsnstencccsccsvsesecreccarenestebecnenesie gevocssneesesese sensed acres... 1,401,024 
Unimproved— 
Total... 1, 413, 061 
Woodland ‘and forest . 1, 296, 529 
Cees unimproved, includ ng 
didleipeieciiitiighdtedieimnaiaieiaihshtintliasiiaasaes - 116,532 
Value of ja ineluding land, fences, and buildings . $75, 831, 389 
Value of farming implements and machinery .......... -- $8, 069; 
Value of live-stock on farms, June 1, 1880 ......00...00 $9, 812, 064 
Cost of building and repairing fences, 1879.................«+ beaibasine a $334, 410 
Cost of fertilizers purchased, 1879.......:....0.s:-ssccssssrssesssesecnseseeresceccseees $165, 393 
Estimated value of all farm productions (sold, consumed, or on 
OUR SUID SEU ininictnasntensnapateinedecethaithdadabenantaimebaannanitindtiessebessemtapeninn $13, 474, 330 
Live-stock on ne oe 1] ae: 
Horses . eee pue-cepecncrengmenes 46, 773 
Mules ad @8808..c.ccsccscccccveesesessssveeveree 87 
Working oxen ..........+.. Poannnctanunepnoesees 29, 152 
PE BOR hidanamibetonnassemmeiasamnnmenstl iciteithanetuiecantsand veces 90, 564 
SOE CUI es ret celbh ctengnesetetoes <abasqovanennntsanecesctl 0... 112, 689 
Sheep, exclusive of spring lambs .............00+ dueesuousccuessocsnesi do...... 211, 825 
GR insets binenepeseniomiiciietintuipriabinetens oui cau nioubelibstsinsens sine ee 53, 437 
Wool, spring OE BO ceniecerccsaneninvisoncenese stent sbeacclstsicoosneces pounds... 1,060,589 
Dairy _— ucts : 
ilk sold or sent to butter and aoe neenan — —— 5, 739, 128 
Butter made on farms in 1879......00...0+ se «e 7,247,272 
Cheese made on farms in 1879 .........00000++ er a onan 807, 076 


We had, it appears from the above figures, 32,181 farms in New 
Ham , according to the census of 1880. They were valued at 
over 5,000,000. We had, it appears from the figures, in Indian corn 
(which is certainly under o circumstances not a profitable crop 
to raise in New Hampshire on account of thecheap transportation of corn 
from the West) 36,612acres, 29,485 acres in oats, and even 11,248 acres 


| in wheat. There were 211 825 sheep, and our clip of wool each year is 


no inconsiderable product, while, as every oneknows, the dairy prod- 
ucts of New Hampshire are of great value. 


New Hampshire—Statistics of agriculture. 
(Census 1880, volume 3, pages 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10.] 


Cereals: é 
aaa, TED ccengsmccarsaneesecteianteccinerines opecteubunes mpenanin ote warn 
Buck wheat, 1879.....ccesssssssesvssseeeeeseene SIU eee ome | Oe 
Resins nth BR scinniietrnnercerivicinscrnidimattniniibas Seolesis.~. 1,900'Sas 
Oats, 1879.......cs-sesemees minha -{Sacheis~. 1,017 eno 
SID as nrerarinpnnnenmnenipaie’ moter cas. «ates 
Wheat, 1879 ...........000000 sestcipeilibpisbicnees sieidbiihastecke en 168, 4 

Flax straw, 1879.. sascienemiagannowiclbedh binainbebeenegnceneenpetenes veces tons... 3, 359 
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Tage sugar and molasses, 1879: 









oa dladiastiegs> caniaeawadiiintasnaniaaassdpticmmmeicenetaneinn Seana 
- Molasacs gages esvieenenneveeenengnnsnenttneneneven ee gallons... | 79,712 
rass lands, : 
- 
SITTIN 0 sonapiingscumnanhdabtbenhiaennomestsemianniandntadeabcieansinnted acres... 674,440 
SEF inth basscenetonessnndhonendncpens eabooritescoseneress ssotecoavasosepusiisesose Denes tons 588, 170 
Ci ik ccrdahhck wndains cnttunanuntstdocosove semmtnmeocurenesabeunsiines pene = 
GOOTIE ccnorenenscncnctsaceoice wantecenenevequenesornnessae wneses cquene-qaneusenneunen evs Binns 5 
Poultry and 3 : 
Poultry on cone June 1, 1880, exclusive of spring hatching— 
IIE Siccadbks-ocenclelallatnenns catazesdivetinendammonghhiaeeemnel number... oe, = 
aeiearenae rere = on ail 
apie products: ; 
Honey, 1879...... ehinet jae apbebtnghinnene deulinbuardsi epevesspacneceshoneesntoutt pounds... 87, 886 
fe dneganevesnedbsememitiatisentt ervonseumnegsnmnaonaninttia nie ey 
acres ....... 
I I icin chiditin edad dnitguebtnterenanictebncvecasniineascbies cision dpanieiene pounds... 170, 843 
Irish potatoes, 1879...... .....cs.<00« ehernsaieengnaeanatinaampeneonetn savannas oe 3, ons 
Value of orchard products of all kinds sold or consumed in 1879......... $972, 291 
Value of market garden products Sold im 1879.......cccccccsssseeeesrererseeceeeee $115, 967 
Forest products: 
Amount of wood cut im 1879..............c00sscceccereeserenee Stienpe hapapnend cords... 503,822 
Value Of all products sold or consumed in 1879...............cceseseeeeenee sn $2y 046, 888 
Wool, spring clip of 1880: 
INI itiihieeiesidinsennnceabintbiliitigatesrvasvitinase .cciatimuniiniengnet «seem ber... 
TTI dielinienin san auvaneanihinnnydinnsensnsectaremmniboeseonedarenne with 


I have here, furnished at my request by the Department of Agricult- 
ure, an additional statement of the acreage, the product and value of 
the principal crops of New Hampshire, which I will insert in the Rrc- 
ORD, which shows that on the whole the agricultural industries of New 
Hampshire are increasing in extent and value: 

The acreage, production, and value of the principal crops of New 
Hampshire in 1886 are thus shown: 


Crops. 


| Acreage. | Product. | Value. 
i 





Bushels 
1,364,000 | $927,520 
169, 000 199, 420 
88, 000 33, 060 
1, 081, 000 443, 210 
89, 000 60,520 
92, 000 52. 440 
2,813,000 | 1,322,110 
*548,256 | 6,579,072 
proassubercoousees 9, 617, 352 





* Tons. 


; i similar statement for the three leading cereals is also given for 











c A Yield | product. | “por” 
rops. creage. | ner acre. uct, . Lf ' Value, 
Acres. Bushels.| Bushels. 
38, 578 34.3 | 1,323,000 $0. 69 $912, 870 
10, 485 10.5 110, 060 1,04 114, 400 
33,749 28.6 965, 000 -43 414, 950 
82, 812 |.....00. aie 2, 398, 000 |....ce00e.00-0. 1, 442, 220 








The number and value of live-stock on the Ist day of January, 1888, 
are thus shown: 





Live-stock. Number. Value, 
alte ® i ba ee 
| 49, 878 | $1, 298, 244 
ee ates 
141,670 | 4,241,119 
205, 023 610, 968 
54, 399 594, 311 
sa sis caiacigisieback Solita icc a | 649, 901 | 12, 764, 783 





The chief products of our farms, in addition to animal products, 
are hay, corn, potatoes, wheat, buckwheat, oats, barley, rye, beans 
and peas, wool, milk, butter, cheese, hops, and maple sugar and maple 
molasses, and the direct effect of the House bill upon the farming in- 
dustries of New Hampshire may be comprehended and some idea 
formed as to the injury which would be inflicted upon the farmers of 
New Hampshire if we consider the number and the importance of the 
agricultural products which the House bill proposes to put on the {ree- 
list or upon which it proposes to greatly reduce the duties. Potato, 
corn, and rice starches, for instance, would by the Mills bill be brought 


into greater and closer competition with our native-made starches by 
reducing 50 and 66 per cent. respectively the existing duties, from 2 and 
2} cents a pound to 1 cent a pound. ; 

Of potatoes there were imported into the United States in the fiscal 
year 1887, 1,430,918 bushels, the value of which amounted to $214,- 
637.81. A million and a half bushels of potatoes were imported at the 
rate of duty of 15 cents a bushel. 

I suppose Senators will say that potatoes are not placed upon the 
free-list by the House bill. It is possible that under the bill as it 
passed the House potatoes were not placed upon the free-list, but refer- 
ring to the expectations of Sir Charles Tupper, who succeeded in ne- 
gotiating a fishery treaty with the Administration not long since, it is 
apparent that the great expectations of our Canadian neighbors were 
raised that potatoes were by the Mills bill placed on the free-list, and 
that at any rate, if they were not placed on the free-list by that bill, 
they soon would be made free of duty. I will recall to the attention 
of Senators the words of Sir Charles Tupper on this subject: 

I say that under this bill which has been introduced, and which I believe will 
pass, for it does not require two-thirds of the Senate, where the Republican ma- 
jority is only 1 in the whole house, to pass‘a bill, it requires a majority of Loniy, 
and [ am very sanguine that this bil! will pass during the present session. Mod- 
ified it may be but I am inclined to think that the amendments will be still more 
in the interest of Canada than as the bill stands to-day. If this is the case I 
think we may congratulate ourselves upon securing the free admission of our 
lumber, upon which was paid during the last ze no less than $1,315,450, On 
copper ore, made free by the Mills bill, we paid * * * $96,945. On salt, $21,- 
992 duty was paid. This is rendered free by the Mills bill. 

I am sorry to find, as I hoped would be the case from the first copy of the bill 
that came to me, that potatoes were not included amongst vegetables. Iam 
sorry there isa doubt as to whether the term “‘ vegetables not specially enu- 
merated ” will not exclude potatoes. In grappling with this policy of making 
the natural products of the two countries free, you do not expect any person 
who wants to carry a bill to put a heavier load upon his shoulders than he is 
able to carry, lest he may break down and donothing. You expect him totake 
it in detail, and, as I believe, you will find the policy contained in this bill of 
making those natural products of Canada free carried out until you have per- 
fect freedom of intercourse between the natural products of Canada and the 
United States of America. Of wool we sent last year 1,319,309 pounds of one 
kind, and a variety of other kinds, upon which a duty was paid to the extent of 


$183,852. Now, as I say, on articles of prime importance and interest to Canada 
the removal of duty by the Mills bill amounts to no less than $1,800,193. 


It matters not, in the general aspect of this question, Mr. President, 
that the great expectations of Sir Charles Tupper as to the free admis- 
sion of Canadian products all along the American border have not yet 
been realized. He stated what he expected. The policy of the advo- 
cates of the House bill is apparent from the whole spirit of this discus- 
sion, and the farmers of New Hampshire know perfectly well that if 
that policy should be carried out in its full length and breadth they 
would be subjected to overwhelming inroads along the border of all 
these Canadian farm products, and that result would take place at a 
time when Canada is imposing duties at a high rate upon the same 
products of American farms and of American farmers imported into Can- 
ada. So clear is this that the majority of the Senate committee in their 
report declare that the bill is ‘‘a bill to favor Canada.’’ The commit- 
tee say: 

The discrimination is not less marked in favor of the people of Canada and 
against the farmers and lumbermen living along the northern border from 
Maine to Oregon. The following table contains a comparison of the rates which 


are imposed by the Canadian tariff upon certain articles placed upon the free- 
list by the House bill under consideration: 


Comparative statement of Canadian and United States iariffs on ceriain articles 
affected by the House bill (H. R. 9051). 





H. R. 9051) 











Articles. Present law. Canadian. 
} 
| “Saar arasreseersny me 
Oils, animal and | | | 
fish... oo} 45 per CONE 2... ce scocereee] BPCO...000sceees | 20 per cent. 
i -} 30 per contk..........0ce000 B ROB cemnssscvers | 7¢ cents per gailon. 
1 cent per pound........ Decco 1 cent per pound, 
| 
2 cents per pound....... | FOO. asce<.ces0: | 2cents per pound, 
ol PE Es cseestn gonsse ves) CER crcesersess | 10 per cent. 
10 or 20 per cent......... i | 10 cents per bushel, 
10 or 20 per cent... .....| Free ......-..+. | 15 cents per bushel, 
ee re DO POF CUNE.....0c0rccccccee OCC cictnscinnts | 20 per cent, 
Shingles...........2. 0000 35 cents per M............ i | 20 per cent, 
Hubs, spokes, etc...| 20 per cent,...............00) Free.......... | 15 per cent. 
Lumber and tim- 
DBT ir cccecssesecentenn ~—— PB iscitacesee 20 per cent. 


20 per cent...............00 





And the committee say: 

Under our existing tariff the Canadians send to our markets annually many 
millions of dollars in value of their products, which, after paying duties not 
greater than those levied by the Canadian tariff, are sold in competition with 
our domestic producers. The xdvantages which would accrue to the people of 
Canada by this removal of duties are manifest. 

Beans and peas, that crop which in the State of New Hampshire and 
in the New England States generally is one of the most important and 
valuable produced, are protected under existing law by a duty on for- 
eign beans and peas of 10 per cent. ad valorem, and split peas by a duty 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem. Yet by the House bill beans, peas, and 
split peas were to be placed upon the free-list. In 1887 there were im- 
ported into the United States 478,205 bushels of beans and peas, the 
value of which was $492,752.39, and the duties collected amounted to 
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$49,275.23. Of split peas 53,076 bushels were imported, valued at 
$40,608.40; duties collected, $3,121.73. 

Vegetables (beets, cucumbers, cauliflowers, mushrooms, onions, 
peas, squashes, pumpkins, tomatoes, and the like) in their natural 
state or in salt or brine, which now pay duty at 10 per cent. ad valo- 
rem, would be admitted free of duty if the House bill were to become 
alaw. The imports of these vegetables in 1887 amounted in valne to 
$519,312.36, for which $51,931.25 in daties were collected. 

Garden seeds, except seed of the sugar-beet, now pay duty at the rate 
of 20 per cent. ad valorem. The House bill places them on the free- 
list. Importations of garden seeds in 1887 amounted in value to $149, - 
876.07; the duties collected amounted to $29,975.21. 

Provisions, like meats, game, and poultry, now dutiable at 10 per 
cent. ad valorem, are on the House free-list. The imports in 1887 were 
valued at $109,834.08; duties collected, $10,983.44. 


Tallow now pays the same duty; is put onthe free-list by the House 
bill. 

The existing tariff on bricks, which are no inconsiderable manufact- 
ure in New Hampshire, is 20 per cent. , and it is so kept in the Senate 
bill, while bricks by the House bill are put on the free-list. 

Bulbs and bulbous reots, not medicinal, now dutiable at the rate of 
20 per cent. ad valorem, would be made free by the House bill. The 
value of imports of 1887 was $160,982 47; duties collected, $32,196.49. 

Mr. President, the agricu}tural industries of New Hampshire are in- 
creasing in their value to the people of New Hampshire for the reason that 
new modes of agricultural work are beginning te be introduced. We 
have high anthority for going to the encyclopedia for facts, and I have 
taken from the American Cyclopedia some information in reference to 
new and improved methods of agricalture, which I will not detain the 
Senate by reading, but will insert in my remarks. 

[American Cyclopedia, volume 1, page 234.] 

Changes are gradually made everywhere, and the success which attends the 
introduction of new implements disarms prej . Within the last half century, 
chemistry, the indispensable handmaid of agriculture, has grown with great 
rapidity, and in each new discovery some new truth applicable to ica] agri- 
culture has come to light, while willing experimenters have labored in the field 
to prove the truth or falsity of the theories proposed,and thus the well-estab- 
shed facts from which the science of agriculture is derived and the sound theo- 
ries deduced from these facts are constantly increasing in number. The substi- 
tation of animal for manual power, and still more the saving of animal power 
by the substitution of naturaland mechanical forces are the indications 
of improvement. 

From the changes which have grown up in these respects, and from the more 
constant use of chemistry to determine the qualities of soilsand manures within 
the last fifty years, we may safely assert that the pongeass made during that 
period, or perhaps within the last twenty years, is wholly unparalleled. 

7 af * o- * cm *” 
[American Cyclopedia, volume 1, page 235.] 

As labor and time saving machines are now looked upon as wholly indis- 
pensabie by all who raise grain and hay on a large scale, the rea and the 
owen Haw Unremmenehen ippenad the seamen ann aeaneed flail are 
types of the past. 

Among the other labor-saving implements which are now generally intro- 
duced upon farms of any extent all over this country and Great Britain are the 
horse-rake, the improved horse-hoes, the seed and corn sowers, the broad-cast 
seed-sowers, the improved subsoil and trenching plows, the straw and root 
eutters, the cultivators, the thrashing and winnowing and many 
others of equa! importance. 

It is safe to say that the improvement in the implements named, made within 
the last balf century, has enabled the farmers of the United States to accom- 
plish at least double the amount of labor with the seme number of teams and 
men. * * * And thus many millions of dollars are annually saved by these 
improvements in agricultural 

This is a grand and practical advance over all former periods in its history, 
and promises a future development of the resources of agriculture almost be- 
yond the power of language to describe. 

. * + * 7 om * = 
[American Cyclopedia, volume 1, pages 235-236.] 

The progress which has been made in the application of chemistry to agricult- 
ure is bardly less gratifying; for though from year to year there may seem 
to be little progress, yet when we compare any two periods of five or ten years, 
the inerease of practical knowledge derived from the investigations of the agri- 
cultaral chemisi, as well as its importance, is very perceptible. 


* * ® Probably Professor Liebig has contributed more than any other man 
to this awakening— 


The importance of applying the results of cheraical investigations. 

* * © He remarked in his ‘Organic Chemistry" that “to manure an 
acre of land with 40 pounds of. bone dust is sufficient to supply three — 
of wheat, clover, potatoes, turnips, etc., with but the form in 
which they are restored to the soil does notappear to be a matter of indifference, 
For the more finely the bones are reduced to powder, and the more intimately 
they are mixed with the soil, the more easily are they as<imilated. The 
easy and practical mode of effecting their division is to pour over the bones in 
the state of fine powder, half of their weight of sulphuric acid, diluted with 3 
or 4 pints of water.” 

The grand leading idea contained in this and similar propositions of 
opened the way for the whole system of artificial manuring which bas 
so far in modern times. Before this time the farmer had contined himself to 
the use either of a compost of animaiand vegetable materials, or of other simple 
substitutes, as ashes, soot, salt, or ing of the kind, not in accordance 
with any fixed principle derived from reasoning or the results of observation, 
but simply because experience had shown them to be beneficial. His idea was 
that suiphurice acid—the vitriol of commerce— make the neutral phos- 
phate of lime soluble, and give it a powerful action in the soil. For the subse- 
quent discovery and use of mineral es, we are indebted to the same 
source. the development and application of the views first advanced by Liebig. 

* + * * * . *. 
[American Cyclopedia, volume 1, pages 237, 238.] 

* * = Boin every country where ture receives the attention it de- 

serves the productive power of the has largely increased. Even the At- 


lantic States of the Union, where the system of cultivating the soil without main- 
taining its fertility by a proper treatment for many years, are not an 
ture improving in the oldest 


exception, since condition of is me ed 
of them, where this system casein n,and the general average of crops, 


with the exception of the potato, is increasing from year to yearas amore 
culture is introduced and persevered in, the farmer being lod to improve phpree 
tice by the re of an increasing population and constantly rising prices. 
In New Engiand, for instance, one of the oldest sections, the genera! average 
yield of Indian corn per acre has risen to about 35 bushels per acre, while crops 
of 50and 60 bushels per acre are by no means uncommon, and 80 and 100 are 
sometimes obtained by careful tillage. The situation and of New 
are not such as to make it what is called a w ing region, and this fact, 
great decrease in the 


heat-grow 
which farmers were long in understanding, has Saude, 
extent of land devoted to this —- 

Indian corn, root crops, and varieties of fruits suited to temperate lati- 
tudes are found to be more certain and remunerative, and attention is given 
mainly to them. In the mean time the eeten of Sam is gradu- 
ally improving, new implements to faci labor are in ueed, and much 
greater care and economy than formerly in regard to manures everywhere 
vails, most farmers having good barn cellars arranged for its preservation, 


which peat and loam are carried in large quantities,and com 
te time during the winter as absorbents and divisors. The ee - 
al 


enterprise in agriculture was never more or encouraging 
nt moment, Societies have been in all the States and in most 


ofthe counties. * * 


The cost of fertilizers in a single year (1879) in New Hamp- 
shire was $165,793, as shown by the last census. 

Mr. President, it is one of the most gratifying resultsof the chemical 
researches of the present day that our agricultural products by means 
of modern fertilizers are being largely increased; and not only this, they 
are also being increased throughout the United States by the introduc- 
tion of new and improved modes of cultivation. In this condition of 
improved agriculture, against having the farmers of New Hampshire 
injured directly or indirectly in their industries by the passage of this 
House bill the people of New Hampshire, I am sure, will make very 
decided protest. 

Our farmers are most fortunately situated because they find a near 
and quick market for their products. They have no expensive trans- 
portation to pay for. They take their produce to market easily; they 
find near their own doors busy manufacturing villages full of inhabit- 
ants ready to purchase and consume; and men, women, and children 
in all occupations are interested in preventing the present American 
tariff system from being stricken down as is proposed by its present as- 
sailants. 

Mr. President, I have been at a loss to understand why these assaults 
have been made at this time upon the American ive system. [ 
can not see why the Democratic party asa whole has arrayed itself 
against the protected industries of the United States. Certainly that 
party in its effort to break down our protected industries has received 
a signal rebuke as the result of the late Presidential election; although 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] undertook to declare the other 
day that it was not the tariff issue on which the Presidential election 
had been fought and won by the Republican party. I will read his 
statement of the reasons for the defeat of the Democratic party: 


We were defeated—and I will dismiss the subject with that single remark, for 
I do not want any political diseussion on an economic ‘we were de- 
feated by a sectional issue. We were defeated because our friends (and as a 
politician I do not blame them) went into the Northern States and reawakened 
the fires of war, stirred up the embers of sectional! strife. 

They said tothe Northern people, “ Here are these Confederate brigadiers 
whom we whipped face to face upon the battle-field, who now seek to strike us 
down by destroying our manufactures.” “Look at the composition,” they 
said, “of the Committee on Ways and Means, with Mri1s, of Texas, at its head 
and the Brecxryriners from Kentucky and Arkansas upon it. The war is 
again upon us. Union soldiers, to the front, and once more into the fray!” 

There is where you won your victory, not upon this tariff question. 


I do not distinctly understand the position of the Senator from Mis- 
souri on this point. He begins by saying that it was a sectional issue 
and not a tariff issue, and yet he asserts that the argument was made 
to the people that the Confederate brigadiers were striking down the 
manufactures of the North, and therefore he leaves it to be inferred, 
notwithstanding his claim that the victory was won upon a sectional 
issue, that really the Democracy were defeated upon the tariff issue. 

In the Senate, on the 14th of September, 1888, the Senator from 
Missouri certainly seemed to be making not a sectional issue but a 
tariff issue. I read from his statement on that occasion: 


Well, Sie. Featident, meryanty, whatever tie Satie say be, dete me tame. 
Fhe ceneed ame whee Sp Dene to meet this issue 

— a. The President of the United States, if he had chosen to 
sk be some other issue, could have been re-elected t with a 
unanimity unparalleled in the history of the Republic. Like a brave, honest, | 
and true man, he sent his message to Congress, which struck with steely point 
the shield of this infamous protective system. 


Here, then, according to the Senator from Missouri, on the 14th of 
September the issue was made by the President and by his party upon 
what the Senator calls the infamous protective system put in operation 
by the Republican party, but when after election he undertakes to ac- 
count for the defeat, he says that it was the sectional issue and not the 
tariff issue. 

The Senator is on record in another form, not as some Senators say 
they are, as seeking to distribute throughout the whole country both 
the burdens and the benetits which may be derived from a ve 
tariff system, but as endeavoring to destroy all the interests 
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of the country. I read from the famous letter of the Senator which 
begins: 


Unrrep Srares Senate, Washington, D. C., June 23, 1888. 
My Dear CHARLEY :— 
After some other remarks, the Senator says: 


We are entering upon the most fearful Presidential contest and the most im- 
eng since that of 1800. Mr. Cleveland by his message, for which I sincerely 
him, has challenged the industries of the country to a fight of 


And later on he says: 
It is useless for us to disguise the fact that the fight is to the death, and we 
would be idiots to ignore this fact. 
Your friend, 


G. G. VEST. 
©. M. seers, Esq., 


Louis, Mo. 

I know the Senator from Missouri has had some fault to find with 
what he says was an improper juxtaposition of his statements. He 
said that the expression concerning the fight to the death in the orig- 
inal letter was further on from the declaration that the President had 
challenged the protected industries of the country to a fight of exter- 
mination than it was in the quotation that had been circulated over 
the country; and further, the Senator undertook to say that he was 
not seeking to destroy or to exterminate the American tariff system, 
but only the infamous features of that system. 

Mr. President, it is unfortunate for the Senator, if that is what he 
meant, that he did not so say, because we have a right to hold him to 
his language. ‘The people of the North, the men interested in pro- 
tected industries, will hold the Senator to the words which he used. 
He did not say that President Cleveland had challenged to a fight of 
extermination the infamous features of the protective tariff, nor did he 
say that he had challenged the tariff to a fight of extermination, but 
that he had challenged to such a fight of extermination the protected 
industries themselves. These are the pregnant words of the Senator: 

Mr. Cleveland by his message, for which I sincerely honor him, has chal- 
lenged the protected industries of the country to a fight of extermination. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CokE] also made a memorable utter- 
ance in the Senate on the 12th of September, 1888, which has been gen- 
erally read by the people of the North. The Senator said, addressing 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]: 


I will just say to the Senator that if there is any one thing in this world the 


average Texan would go any number of miles out of his way to kick and kill 
and destroy it is a protective tariff. 
Mr. Hoar. Is that murder? 


Mr. Coxe. It may be. That is the kind of murder they will commit if you 
give them a chance. 

There is no qualification of these utterances; there is nothing to in- 
dicate that these two Senators only meant to remove the excrescences 
of the tariff, that they only wished to destroy its anomalies, that they 
only sought to reform the tariff and make it just and reasonable, dis- 

ing its burdens and benefits as equally as possible throughout the 
nited States, but there is the declaration of the Senator from Texas 
that he wants to ‘‘ destroy’’ the tariff, and there is the declaration of 
the Senator from Missouri that the President of the United States, 
whom he sustains and justifies, means to ‘‘exterminate’’ the protected 
industries of the country, and these words describe the issue which the 
American people, in November last, understood they were settling by 
their votes. 

The Senator tries now to demonstrate it was a sectional issue alone, 
and that the people of the North were alarmed and aroused because the 
Confederate brigadiers had taken the field. Mr. President, the people 
of the North were alarmed because the Confederate brigadiers had taken 
the field, but their alarm was because the onslaught was upon the pro- 
tected industries of the country; and that was the political issue. The 
Senator was not far from right in his statement made after the election. 
The people of the North were aroused because the Confederate briga- 
diers, back in the Union to stay, as they say, had determined to destroy 
those industries which had grown up under the beneficent 

on of a tariff system. 

The Senators have a good text from which to assail thetariff. From 
the constitution adopted by the Confederate States a principle un- 
doubtedly is implanted in their minds which, as they did not realize it 
in the experiment of secession, they seek to realize now that they have 
come back into the Union. 

Article I, section 8, of the Confederate constitution said: 


Nor shall any duties or taxes on from nati 
promote or foster any branch of industry. ae ns be laid to 
That 


That was the Seen pels a tariff for revenue only, 

is the doctrine to which all these gentlemen are committed; that under 
no pos~ible cireumstances—because they put it in their fandamental 
law—shall duties be imposed upon importations of foreign merchan- 
dise that will protect any home industry whatever. 

The idea of the foundersof the Confederacy was a South purely agri- 
cultural. They desired to realize the dream of Southern statesmen; 
@ government under which an agricultural community raising 
cotton—in which cotton should be king—shonld 
manufactured goods from England; and therefore they put into the 








Confederate constitution thedeclaration to the North and to foreign na- 
tions that there should never be, if the Confederacy succeeded, any pro- 
tection of American industries by a tariff system, and that principle 
they are now trying in the Government of the Union to carry out— 
these Confederate brigadiers whom the Senator from Missouri and not 
I brought into this discussion. They now seek to realize in the ad- 
ministration of this Government the principle which they thus incor- 
porated into their Confederate constitution. 

The Senator from Connecticut who usually sits in front of me [ Mr. 
PLATT] called attention, in a speech which he made in the Senate on 
the 11th of October, 1888, to a resolution introduced in the House of 
Representatives on the 1st day of December, 1877, by Mr. MILs, of 
Texas, which is instructive as showing the purpose and object of the 
Confederate brigadiers as soon as they obtained political contro! in that 
House, and believed that the time had arrived for them to begin the 


destruction of Northern industries. The resolution proposed by Mr. 
MILLs was: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be instructed to so revise 
the tariff as to make it purely and solely a tariff for revenue and not for protect- 
ing one class of citizens by plundering another. 

And the author of this resolution, to whom I suppose it is not im- 
proper that I shouldallude, has been true to the principle he laid down, 
and from 1877 to this hour he and those with whom he is associated 
have been endeavoring to eliminate from the American tariff every 
clause that could by any possibility operate to protect an American in- 
dustry, and have been trying to make the tariff one for revenue only, 
which is free trade; and to-day the Senators on the other side of this 
Chamber stand up and continue that fight. 

It is true that the other day one or two Senators, when an industry 
of Maryland, West Virginia, and Virginia was assailed by their Demo- 
cratic associates, emerged from their subjection to the Confederate brig- 
adiers and undertook to show their independence by voting to retain 
the duties on coal, but that was only a momentary spasm. They are 
gone. Iseethemnomore. They fired their guns and fell back, and 
the next day the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from North 
Carolina again came to the front and resumed their war upon the pro- 
tected industries of the country, continued their declarations that the 
tariff is robbery, and did their best to justify and vindicate the charges 
made by the Republican party during the recent canvass, upon which 
the victory was won, that these Southern gentlemen then, unfortu- 
nately, through theascendency of a Democratic administration in power 
in this country, meant the destruction of all Northern industries which 
were protected by the American tariff system. 

Mr. President, I had occasion shortly after the close of the war of 
the rebellion to meet Mr. Justice John A. Campbell, who had been, I 
believe, a member of the cabinet of Jefferson Davis, and he gave mean 
interesting account of a conference which took place during the year 
1864 between himself, Mr. Alexander H. Stephens, the vice-president 
of the Confederacy, and some other prominent members of the Con- 
federate government. He said that Mr. Stephens’s advice at that 
time was not to prolong the war any further. He declared that he 
thought it was better for the South to go back into the Union and vote 
down the thirteenth amendment abolishing slavery. 

Mr. President, the Confederate brigadiers did not get back into the 
Union in season to vote down the constitutional amendment abolish- 
ing slavery. They did, however, under the reconstructed governments 
of President Johnson, get back nominally into the Union in season to 
vote down the fourteenth amendment. Every one of those recon- 
structed States, too late to vote down the thirteenth amendment, voted 
against and they voted down the fourteenth amendment, and it was 
only by destroying those governments through the reconstructive leg- 
islation of Congress that the adoption of the fourteenth amendment 
was secured, and that it was further made possible to secure the adop- 
tionof the fifteenth amendment, providing impartial manhood suffrage 
within all the States of the Union. 

Our Southern brethren, thus balked in certain of their schemes for 
resuming control of this Government, finding the thirteenth and the 
fourteenth and the fifteenth amendments a part of the organic law 
of the country, have nothing left that they can do to carry out the 
principles of the Confederacy but to kick, kill, and destroy the pro- 
tective tariff. That is the business in which they, as well as the Pres- 
ident of the United States, have been engaged for the last year; and 
notwithstanding the bad luck which they have had, they still continue 
to make grimaces and to kick. 

Mr. President, I likethefigare ofthe Senator from Missouri by which 
he described the President as bravely striking with steely point theshield 
of the infamous protective system. But the Senator has not told us 
whether this knight-errant was on foot or on horseback. 

We may fairly assume that it was a horseback charge, and can easily 
picture the President mounted on a steed, handling his free-trade 
lance, attended by the Senator from Missouri on another charger as one 
of his squires, and as another the Senator from Texas mounted on a 
burro, and these three gallant gentlemen, knights of the modern De- 
mocracy, charging upon and undertaking to destroy the infamous pro- 
tective system of the United States. 





— 
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Mr. President, the charge was a futile one, and the principal knight 
rolled in the dust. He has picked himself up and gathered himself 
into some sort of shape, very much bruised and a little dirty. He 
will never mount and advance again on that charge with that lance 


at poise. 
The American people, by the election of a Republican President, 


who on the 4th of March, now close at hand, will be inaugurated, have 
effectually provided for protecting the industries of this country from 
the assaults which the Senators from Missouri and Texas and the other 
Confederate brigadiers continue to make upon the protective principle 


set up by the Republican party of the nation. 
Mr. PALMER. I desire to speak on a question of privilege. 
This morning I was called away by an imperative call and was not 


here when the vote was taken on the amendment upon the question of 
free salt. _I merely wish to state that if I had been here, I should have 


voted against the amendment proposing to put salt on the free-list. 


I make this explanation because the peopleof my State are very much 


interested in that subject, 


Mr. VANCE. I should like to say also that I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], and if I had had no- 
tice 6f his absence, or had observed from the roll-call that he was not 
present, I shonld have withheld my vote. I am sorry he did not give 
me some notice of his intended absence from the Chamber, because I 


havea general pair with him. 
Mr. PALMER. I lay no blame at the door of the Senatorfrom North 


Carolina. We are accustomed to notify each other, but I neglected to 
do it this morning. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I simply wish to remark in regard to the 
pending item in this bill that there is not one single pound of tin-plate 


manufactured in the United States. It has been charged that this in- 


dustry has not sprung up since it was injured several years ago by a 
construction in regard to the tariff duty made by the then Secretary ot 
the Treasury. But whether this fact which I have stated comes from 
a construction of the Treasury Department or some other cause, it is 


absolutely true that not one pound of tin-plate is manufactured to-day 
in the United States of America. 


We have then the spectacle presented to the country in this pending 


substitute of a duty upon an article not manufactured in this country 
at all, a duty created foran article in futuro, and if protection could go 
beyond this limit I am unable to imagine how it could be done. 

We have protection in this country for every variety of manufactures 
and productions, but in this specific item the framers of this substitute 
propose to go inte the future as to a thing which may or may not exist 
hereafter and put a duty in advance for the purpose of creating an in- 


dustry in the United States which has not existed for years and does 


not exist at ail to-day. 
It has been said that tin has been discovered in the United States, 


and there was testimony taken before the Finance Committee of the 


Senate as to the pending substitute to the effect that tin mines had 


been discovered in the Black Hills of Dakota, but those mines have not 


materialized, and now I understand the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] to say that foreign tin can be imported for the purpose 
of using it upon the sheet-iron in order to create the tin-plates, and 
thereby constitute competition with the foreign imported article. We 
are te go abroad, buy tin-plate, impose this duty upon an article that 
does not exist in the United States, and is not produced here, for the 
purpose of creating it. It is protection run mad. If this principle is 
to be adopted, where, then, are we to stop? All sorts of bounties, for 
it is nothing else, can be created by law in order to induce hereafter 
persens to engage in a particular business and make the venture. 

We were told to-day by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] that 
he bad reasonable hope, if this duty was adopted, that in the course 
of twelve months a plant would be erected in the United States for 
the purpose of manufacturing tin-plate. Sir, I know no instance in 
the history of tariff legislation equal to this. I know nowhere in all 
the history of tariffs in the United States, from the first one that was 
levied, whore the Congress of the United States was asked deliber- 
ately, when no such industry was in existence at all, to levy a duty 
and take the chance of the industry afterwards coming into existence 
in the United States. That is all I propose to say about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it seems the duty on tin-plate has 
not succeeded in inducing our people to engage in the business; it has 
not been sufficient. Tin-plate is an article of universal consumption, 
as much so as tea or coffee or sugar. Therefore the existing duty is 
precisely in accordance with free-trade doctrine. It collects revenue 
equally from all parts of the country and from all the people, and is not 
for protection. Itis purely a revenue duty. It stands precisely on 
the ground of the English duty on tea, 10 cents a pound, of which the 
poor man pays as much as the rich man. He does not pay according 
to the value of the tea. His 25-cent tea pays 10 cents, and the rich 
man’s 2-dollar tea pays 10 cents. 

The difficulty with the Senator is that by a little increase in this 
duty, which is now purely a free-trade revenue duty, it is extremely 
probable, it is certain that the manufacture will be largely introduced 


into this country, and it perhaps may be that in two, three, four, or five 


years such things will happen, and all that we need will be produced 
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here. Then the inevitable result follows that by competition the pro 
cesses are improved, and after a time, and a reasonable time, the price 
goes down. For an example of what I am speaking of, see the mar- 
velous history of Bessemer steel. The Senator will find that a little 
higher duty becomes protective, while the present duty carries out the 
idea of free trade. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itis true, as stated by the Senator from Missouri, 
that of the enormous consumption of tin-plate in this country there 
is not a single pound produced by American manufacturers at the 
present time, but this unfortunate fact is owing solely to the inade- 
quate duty imposed upon its importation by existing law, and to no 
other cause. If any other article in the metal schedul- had been 
treated in the same manner a similar result would have followed. For 
instance, the American producers have almost the entire market to-day 
for bar-iron. If twenty years ago the duty on bar-iron had been placed 
at a less rate than that imposed on pig-iron not a single pound of bar- 
iron would now be produced in the United States, and this industry 
would be extinct, and the Senator from Missouri could have called the 
attention of the Senate to the futility of maintaining a duty upon bar- 
iron. 

The Senator from Missouri alludes to the fact that we do not pro- 
duce or have not produced tin in this country to any considerable ex- 
tent to be used in the manufacture of tin-plate. The manufacturers 
of tin-plate in Wales are not dependent upon Great Britain for their 
supply of tin. The tin used in Wales is very largely imported from 
the Straits of Malacca; two-thirds, I think, of the entire amount used 
in Great Britain is foreign tin. We can obtain tin from these and other 
sources, as I have already stated in the course of this debate, as cheaply 
as the manufacturers of Wales. We have the skill and capital to roll 
the iron or steel sheets as well and as cheaply, except cost of labor, as 
they can be rolled anywhere in the world. 

Nothing but insufficient protection prevents the establishment and 
maintenance of this large and important industry in this country. 

Mr. Mill and other political economists of the school to which the 
Senator from Missouri belongs have favored protection of infant in- 
dustries. We are told every day by Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber, in discussing the rates of duty on articles in this bill, that 
the industries affected are old and well established, and that they no 
longer need the protecting care and encouragement of the Government, 
thus admitting by inference that they are in favor of the development 
and encouragement of new industries. 

Here we have an industry which is entirely new, and in every sense 
an infant. The committee have been assured by the testimony of re- 
liable manufacturers who have plants now in use in rolling of sheet-iron 
or sheet-steel, thatif thisduty is made protective, that within six months 
from the date of the passage of this bill they will be prepared to make 
every pound of tin-plate that is consumed in this country. 

What does that mean? It means the production here from Ameri- 
can iron or steel of 285,000 to 300,000 tons of tin-plate where not one 
single pound is now produced. It means giving profitable employment 
to at least 70,000 people. Is not the successful accomplishment of this 
result worthy of our efforts? 

Now, let us examine the question of the difference in the cost of pro- 
duction and the price here and in Wales at the present time. The cost 
of production in Wales may be assumed to be in the neighborhood of 
$3 to $3.37 a box weighing about 105 pounds. That same quantity 
could be produced in the United States for about $5.10 to $5.50. 

The price of English tin in the New York market to-day is about 
$5.07 or $5.25, or very near the price for which it can be manufactured 
in this country, the margin between the cost in Wales and in New 
York being made up of say $1.05 duty and $1, or whatever the bal- 
ance may be, of profit to the English importer. I believe, if this bill 
should be enacted into a law, that within one year from the time it 
takes effect domestic tin-plate of superior quality will be selling in 
New York City at a price not much, if any, in excess of the price of 
foreign tin to-day; and we should have the er beneficent result of 
furnishing employment to a large number of people and of creating 
an important American industry. : 

A Senator near me suggests that it is quite as much the function of 
a protective tariff to encourage new industries as it is to maintain ex- 
isting ones. It certainly fails of its highest functions if this be not true. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator yield for a question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. Will not that tariff duty, if imposed, increase the 
price of the domestic article ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the increase in duty goes into effect before the 
American producer secures a part or the wholeof the American market, 
undoubtedly it will. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes. Well, who will pay for that increased duty 
while the American producer is trying to get hold of the market ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The people of North Carolina will pay but very 
little of it. 

Mr. VANCE. Thatis not the question. The people of North Caro- 
lina will pay their full share of it, and the Senator knows it, and if 
the Senator will stand square up and answer that question I will le 
him off. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The people who buy tin-plate and consume tin- 
plate will probably pay the additional cost. 

Mr. VANCE. Will probably pay ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, will probably pay. 

Mr. VANCE. If they probably do not, then who probably will? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, I can conceive of a great many other people. 
As the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] suggests, the importer 
of tin-plates might be obliged to reduce his profits, the wholesale jobber 
or retail dealer in tin-plates might contribute a share, the packer of 
canned goods might be forced to decrease his profits, and the difference 
might be distributed among many different people, or it might be paid 
in whole or in part by the ultimateconsumer. Noone can say exactly 
who would pay the additional price which would be placed upon tin- 
plates. The Senator from North Carolina no more than myself can ac- 
curately make a statement as to the precise result. 

Mr. VANCE. A favorite expression of a witness in court when he 
wants to dodge is ‘‘ he mought and again he moughtn’t.’’ He mought 
pay this and again he moughtn’t, and then the importer mought and 
again he moughtn’t, and in all probability in the long run, as the Sen- 
ator says, the price will go down, but in the short run we know into 
whose pockets the money will go. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Into whose pockets does the Senator think it would 

in this case? 

Mr. VANCE. Into the pockets of those men who have been hang- 
ing around here asking for this duty to be raised. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before they commence the manufacture? 

Mr. VANCE. The whole amount of the increased price until such 
time in the distant future as domestic competition will bring it down 
to where it is now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let meseeif I understand the Senator from North 
Carolina. We agree that ultimately the price may be reduced by 
American production. Now, does the Senator say that until Ameri- 
can production commences the American manufacturer will receive the 
benefit of the increased duty? 

Mr. VANCE. There was so much noise that I did not hear the ques- 
tion. Will the Senator please repeat it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will repeat the question. The Senator from 
North Carolina and myself agree that ultimately by American compe- 
tition the price may be reduced to near the foreign level. 

Mr. VANCE. Hardly ever, because a trust would step in whenever 
competition got troublesome. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Until that time arrives and before the American 
production could have any effect upon the price, does the Senator mean 
to say that the increased price would result in benefit to the American 
producer? 

Mr. VANCE. Not until there is such a thing as an American pro- 
ducer. But whenever he comes into operation with this exclusive and 
prohibitory tariff put upon the foreign article, then he will begin to 
put the money into bis pocket. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam quite willing to say to the Senator that so 
far as I am concerned, and speaking for myself alone, I will agree that 
the average effect of a protective tariff is to increase the price of pro- 
tected goods to the American purchaser. 

Mr. VANCE. I am glad to hear that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it were not so, a protective tariff would not be 
protective. 

Mr. VANCE. I hope the Reporter will get that down. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hopehe will, exactly as I have said it, and I have 
no doubt he will. 

Mr. DAWES. I will suggest to the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE] one consideration when he inquires who will pay this 
duty at once. Heis well satisfied that by and by the article will be- 
come cheaper, but the struggle is apparently in the mind of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina to make out that at first the consumer of the 
tin-plate will pay that duty. 

Mr. President, that will depend upon another thing, and that is 
whether the foreign producer struggles to keep the American market. 
If he desires to run a race with the American producer and see which 
will keep this market, he will pay the duty in order to get into the 
market and compete with the American producer. So it is by no 
means certain that the moment the duty-is imposed it will be added to 
the price to the consumer. That will depend altogether upon the con- 
clusion of the foreign producer, whether under these circumstances, 
which are a disadvantage to the foreigner and an advantage to the 
American, it is worth while for him to contend for this market. 


Be VANCE. Will the Senator answer me a question if I put it to 


Mr. DAWES. IfI can. 


Mr. VANCE. I hope you can, because there is a good deal of meat 
in it. The question is this: The proposed duty on tin-plates is about 
100 per cent. of the value of the article. Does the Senator suppose 
that the foreigner will pay the duty of 100 per cent. and then make 
the ET a present of the article? 

Mr. DA No; I hope he will not. 

Mr. VANCE. I hope he will. I am for that kind of a duty. 


Mr. DAWES. I will answer the question. I hope he will give up 
at once and let the American market belong to the American producer, 
where it ought to belong. I hope he will give it up at once. 

Mr. VANCE. Then it is the object of the Senator in voting for this 
high duty to force the foreigner to give it up. 

Mr. DAWES. That is my object. 

Mr. VANCE. So that the American consumer will be at the tender 
mercies of American manufacturers of tin-plates, 

Mr. DAWES. I will answer the Senator further, so that there can 
be no mistake between him and me. 

I had rather the American consumer should be turned over to the 
tender mercies of the American producer than to the tender mercies of 
the foreign producer, and so far as I can understand every feature of 
legislation that it is possible for me to infuse into this tariff, it shall 
have that result. It is emancipation of American labor and American 
production from domination by foreign labor and foreign production 
that I am secking. 

Mr. VANCE. And submission to an American trust. 
domination. 

Mr. DAWES. Between an American trust and a foreign trust I have 
no hesitation. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, we have heard so often 
that one of the prime purposes of the protective tariff was to protect 
the American consumers against the high prices charged by the for- 
eigners that I take considerable pleasure in presenting to the Senate 
some statistics furnished by Mr. Swauk in this very connection. 

I have heard the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] again 
and again assert on this floor that the purpose of a protective tariff 
was to decrease the cost of articles to our consumers; but when the 
question was asked him some days since if there was not also a reduc- 
tion abroad in the prices of articles consumed in this country, he re- 
plied that it was very often the case that it was, and the reduction 
was forced by American competition—that these prices came down by 
reason of the manufactures that we built up here by our protective 
system. 


That is the 


Mr. DAWES. I did not say so. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I so understood the Senator. 
Mr. DAWES. I did not say we brought it down. I said the 


foreigner brought it down in order to bring his goods intoour market. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understood the Senator to say thatthe 
foreigner brought itdown on account of American competition; that the 
building up of American industries compelled the foreigner to reduce 
his price. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator mistakes me. The Senator refuses to 
understand plain English. I said that the foreigner finding that the 
American market being at the disposal of the Americans brought 
down the price, that that induced him to bring his price down in or- 
der to compete here with us. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is in effect what I stated that the 
Senator had said. I was satisfied that when he came to think of it 
that he would say so. 

I wish now to call attention to the fact that there have been reduc- 
tions in this article of tin-plate when there have been no American in- 
dustries to compel the foreign producers to reduce their price. The 
statement submitted by Mr. Swank was that in 1871 there were im- 
ported into the United States 82,969 gross tons; that their value was 
$9,946,373. There was an increase of the importation, with an in- 
crease also in value, but the latter much smaller in proportion than 
the increase in the amount of importation—I will not detain the Sen- 
ate by reading the entire table, though I will put it in the Reconp— 
until 1887, when there were imported into this country 283,836 tons 
at a cost of $18,699,145—about five times as much of importation at 
about twice the cost. This is the table: 











j ' ' 
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So you have had tin-plates reduced without an American industry 
to bring the price down, when we get our entire supplies from abroad. 
I want to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
fact that there has been a great decrease in the value of this article, 
which has not been brought about by any American protective tariff, 
and I want other Senators who are constantly pointing us to the fact 
that there have been decreases in the prices of goods that have been 
protected and who always claim that protection brings about these re- 
sults, that there are some things which may be reduced in price with- 
out a protective tariff. 
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Mr. DAWES. Did the Senator from Arkansas understand metosay 
that every xeduction of price in everything was brought about by the 
reduction of the price on particular things in the United States; that 
that was the result of the tariff? There is no doubt that there are a 



























but in the tariff bill of 1874 and in the succeeding tariff bills the dis- 
tinction between tin-plate galvanized, ete., and tin-plate, terne-plate, 
and taggers’ tin was made, as it wasin 1861. On page 233 of the seven- 
teenth volume of the Statutes at Lange we find— 


great many reasons which combine to reduce prices abroad, andagreat | On tin in platen or sheets, terne, and iron, 15 per cent. ad valorem ; 
many reasons combine to reduce prices here; but where an articleis not | on iron tin-piates galvanized or with any metal by electrical bat- 
produced at al] im this country, of course the reduction of price abroad | *e*#** ot otherwise, 2 cents per pound, F 

is not aflected for that reason, and 1 do not think the Senater under-| Showing that the uniform, wnvarying practice of Congress has been 
stood me to say that the price of an article that was net produced in | i every instance, except in the enactment of the tariff of 1964, to 
this country was lessened abroad because it was produced in this coun- make a distinction between these two articles and to impose different 


try. 1 did set make myself so absurd as that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Not at all. 

Mr. DAWES. I know that the price of tin-plate abroad has been 
diminished from time to time as other things have, and I know that 
the price of articles that are produced in this country has been reduced 
from other considerations not imputable entirely to the effect of a tariff. 
There are other reasons which combine with the condition of the Amer- 
ican market to make it necessary for a foreigner to reduce his price. 
The fact that the American market has brought them down is an ele- 
ment that compels him to bring his own down if he comes near our 
market. But any man who undertakes to ascribe the reduction of 
prices to ene thing, to one element, to one cause, does not do justice to 
himself amy more than he does to the very industry he is discussing. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If I may be permitted to resume, I will 
state once more that it has been again and again, claimed on that side 
of the Chamber, whenever there was a reduction in the price of any 
perticular article foreign or domestic, that this reduction has been 
caused by protection; and while you have not said in distinct terms 
that all the reduction comes from the protective tariff, you have in ef- 
fect se said, and you have often given us to understand that there is 
hardly a single blessing known to American citizens that has not come 
from protection, and you have even claimed that it has gone to the ex- 
tent of creating a commercial Elysium in some sections of this Union. 

I simply call attention to this article of tin-plates to show that it 
was possible, while it might have escaped the attention of the Senators 
on the other side, that there should be a reduction in the price of an 
article of necessity which did not result from a protective tariff. That 
is ene instance. That was the purpese I had in view in calling the 
attention of the Senater to it. 

There is one other thing that I wish to mention. Ever since I have 
been in Congress, before every committee that I have ever knownany- 
thing about investigating this question, the statement bas been made 
that by the erroneous ruling of Mr. Fessenden the tin-plate business 
had been construed out of existence. It was characterized by one of 
the witnesses before the committee at this session as being “ the most 
inexcusable and costly decision on record.’’ 

There aresome things in the history of this matter to which I want to 
call the attention of the Senate. In 1846 it was provided that tin- 
plate should be taxed 15 per cent., and this was the language used in 
the bill: 


Terne-plates, tin in plates, tin-plates galvanized, not otherwise provided for, 
15 per cent. ad valorem. 

The tariff of 1857 referred to the schedules of the tariff of 1846, and 
by naming the schedule fixed the tariff on tin-plates at 10 per cent. 

On page 181 ef volume 12 of the Statutes at Lange we find in the 
tariff law of 1861 the following words: 

Tin-plate galvanized, galvanized iron coated with zinc, 2 cents a pound. 

On page 188 of the same book and in the same act we find the fol- 
lowing: 

Tin-plates in sheets, terne tin in plates and sheets, 10 per cent. ad valorem. 


Se you see there was a distinction in the act of 1861 between the 
item of ‘‘ tin-plates galvanized and galvanized iron’ and the item of 
‘‘ tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ tin,’’ and in 1862 the same dif- 
ference was preserved in pretty near the same language. 

In 1864, when the tariff law was enacted which the advocates of this 
tariff have been fond of saying was misconstrued by Mr. Fessenden, 
the following language was used. This act made no reference specif- 
ically to tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ tin, as had been uniformly 
the rule up to that time. It did not repeat that language, but it re- 
peated the precise language of the other section, leaving out the single 
word *‘ galvanized,’’ and I want to call the attention of Senators par- 
ticalarly to the structure of this clause. On page 204, volume 15, 
Statutes at Lange, we read: 


On tin-plates and iron galvanized or coated with any metal by electrical bat- 
teries or otherwise, 2} cents a pound. 

That is precisely the language that appears in the act of 1862 in de- 
scribing an article weil known, except that the word “‘galvanized’’ is 
left out in ene place. When that bill was passed with that provision 


taxes upon them. 

Now, it does look very much as if somebody had devised that clause 
in the tariff of 1864 te increase the tax on tin-plates more than 200 per 
cent. covertly—by a fraud—without the knowledge or consent of Con- 
gress or of anybedy except the authors of the scheme. I have looked 
at the record on the passage of that bill and I find no reference made to 
the marvelous change that would be effected in this tariff on tin-plates 
by the adroit omission of a single word. I believe Mr. Fessenden car- 
ried out the spirit of the law and the intention of Congress. I believe 
he acted wisely in refusing to aliow these people to levy additional taxes 
upon the consumers of the country. I know that his action has been 
ratified by Congress since, and, as I read this morning, no less a person- 
age than the venerable and distinguished father of the tariff himself, in 
1883, when this matter was under consideration, took strong ground in 
favor of not increasing this tariff. 

In 1875, when the tax was first changed froman ad valorem to aspe- 
cific tax, it was maée 1.1 centsa pound, when thead valorem at'that time 
was notover three-fourths of acent. Yet by reason of making it aspecific 
tax you have increased the real rate of taxation steadily from then until 
now. Up to that time the rate had mever been above 25 per cent., and 
had generally been 10 or 15 per cent., but by the cunning imposition 
of a specific tax you have increased the rate now to more than 30 per 
cent., and now you propose to carry eutopenly what was attempted in 
1864, as I believe, by a fraud. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment I offered, or to 
amend it in line 21 of the printed amendment, after the words ‘‘ than 
the,’’ by inserting the follewing words: 

Rates imposed by the preceding paragraph upon the. 

_ hn ty comets Samanta in line 29, after the words ‘‘ than 
the.’ 

These amendments are really to make certain what the intent of the 
original amendment now is, and do not change in any way the sense. 
I ask that they may be adupted. 

— protempore. The amendment will be stated from 

The SECRETARY. In the amended paragraph 145, line 21, after the 
words ‘‘than the,’’ it is proposed to insert “rates imposed by the pre- 
ceding paragraph upon the;’’ and in line 29, after the words ‘‘ than 
the.’’ to insert ‘rates imposed by the preceding paragraph upon the.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will move in a moment or two that the Senate 
adjourn, but I want to call the attention of Senators to the fact that 
we have a great many very impertant amendments still pending to 
this bill where oppoutunity ought fairly be given to discuss them. I 
do not wish to reflect upon any speeches that have been made to-day, but 
if weoccupy much more time in general debate as to whether the prices 
are advanced or reduced, or whether the general system of protection is 
wise or otherwise, I fear we shall not have time enough left for the 
discussion of these questions between now and the 22d of January, 
when the final vote is to be taken. Therefore I wish te consult the 
convenience of Senators whether or not we should not begin our session 
to-morrow at 11 o’clock. Of course I know that I can notcarry that 
motion now at this late hour, unless it is with the general consent of 
the Senate. I therefore ask the consent of the Senate that when we 
adjourn to-day it shall be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would change that notice so as to 
make lS iy Snieeiat onan, I have an important committee 
meeting for to-morrow morning at half past 10 o’clock. 
Mr. ALLISON. [If it will not suit the convenience of Senators, I 
shall not press the matter for to-morrow. 
INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with accompanying communication, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House af Representatives: _ 


ea roe from the Secretary of State, with 
accompanying correspondence, in relation to the possible disturbances on the 
Isthmus of Panama, in the event of the stoppage of work on the proposed in- 


in it it was immediately claimed by those who were advocating an in- vars GROVER CLEVELAND. 
crease of the tax upon this article of universal consumption, of abso- . 
Jute necessity, that this clause was intended to embrace tin-plates, Washington, January 16, 1889. 


terne-plates, and taggers’ tin. Mr. Fessenden held otherwise, and the 
weils that have come up from these people who claim to have been 
wronged aud outraged by that raling of his have been heard by every 
committee that has investigated this question from then until now; 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introdaced a bill (S, 3830) to amend an 
act entitled ‘“‘An act to authorize the Choctaw Coal and Railway Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territery 
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and for other purposes,’’ approved February 18, 1888; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Aflairs. 
Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (S. 3831) for the relief of R. C. 
Oglesby; which was read twice by it title. 
Mr. REAGAN. I ask leave to refer the two papers inclosed in the 
bill with it to the Committee on Claims, in order that they may have 
the information. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Puen in the chair). The bill 


will be referred te the Committee on Claims, with the accompanying 
papers. 
Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 3832) granting a pension to Mary 


Hamilton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOAR. I waive any objection on my part to the motion sug- 
gested by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. VEST. Let it not begin until Friday. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask unanimous consent that on Friday and 
Saturday we meet at 11 o’clock instead of 12, so that we may be able 
to go on with the paragraphs that have not been considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowaasks unani- 
mous consent that on Friday and Saturday of this week the hour of 
daily meeting shall be 11 o’clock a. m. instead of 12 o'clock m. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will add Monday and Tuesday next aiso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And Monday and Tuesday of the 
week following, that the daily hour of meeting of the Senate upon the 
four days named shall be 11 o’clock a. m. instead of 12 o’clock m. Is 
there objection? ‘The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Thursday, January 17, 1889, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 16, 1889. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
Mixzury, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
SAMOAN ISLANDS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 


companying documents, referred to the Committee on Foreign A ffairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Congress : 


On the 2d day of April, 1888, I transmitted to the House of Representatives, in 
response to a resolution by that body, a report from the Secretary of 
State relating to the condition of affairs in the Samoan Islands, together with 
numerous letters, dispatches, and documents connected with the subject, which 
gave a history of all disorders in that locality up to that date. 

On the 2Ist day of December, 1888, this information was supplemented by the 
transmission to the Congress of such further correspondence and documents as 
extended this history to that time. 

I now submit a report from the Seeretary of State, with later correspondence 
and —— exhibiting the progress of the disturbances in Samoa up to the 
presen 5 

The information thus laid before the Congress is of much importance, since it 
has relation to the preservation of American interests and the protection of 
American citizensand their property in a distant locality and under an unstable 
and unsatisfactory government. 

In the midst of the disturbances which have arisen at Samoa, such powers 
have been exercised as seemed to be within executive control under our Con- 
stitution and laws, and which appear to accord with our national policy and 
traditions, to restore tranquillity and secure the safety of our citizens. 

Through negotiation and agreement with Great Britain and Germany, which, 
with our own Government, constitute the treaty powers interested in Samoan 
peace and quiet, the attempt has been made to define more clearly the part 
which these powers should assume in the government of that country, while at 
the same time its autonomy has been i upon, 

These negotiations were at one time interrupted by such action on the part 
of = German Government as appeared to be inconsistent with their further 
continuance, 


Germany, however, still asserts, as from the first she has done, that she has 
no desire or intention to overturn the native Samoan Government or to ignore 
our treaty rights, and she still invites our Government to join her in restoring 
peace and quiet. But thus far her propositions on this subject seem to lead to 
such a preponderance of German power in Samoa as was never contemplated 
by us, and is inconsistent with every prior agreement or understanding, while 
her recent conduct as between native warring gives rise tothe suspicion 
that she is not content with a neutral position, 

Acting within the restraints which our Constitution and laws have placed 
upon executive power, I have insisted that the autonomy and independence of 
Samoa should be scrupulously preserved according to the treaties made with 
Samoa by the powers named and their agreements and understanding with 
each other. I have protested against every act rently tending in an oppo- 
site direction, and during the existence of internal disturbance one or more ve - 
sels of war have been kept in Samoan waters to protect American citizens and 


ykeor things will abundantly appear from the correspondence and rs 
which have been submitted to the Congress, ee 
A recent collision between the forces from a German man-of-war stationed in 
Samoan waters and a body of natives rendered the situation so delicate and 
critical that the war-ship Trenton, under the immediate command of Adimiral 
ae. was ordered to join the Nipsic already at Samoa, for the better protec- 
e 


ns and of our citizens and in furth f 
oii — panes n erance of efforts to 


The attention of the Congress is especially called to the instructions given to 
Admiral Kimberly, dated on the Lith instant, and the letter of the Secretary of 
State to the German minister, dated the 12th instant, which will be foundamong 
the papers herewith submitted. 

By meansof the papers and documents heretofore submitted and those which 
accompany this communication, the precise situation of affairs in Samoa is laid 
before the Congress, and such executive action as has been taken is fully ex- 
hibited. 


The views of the Executive in respect of the just policy to be pursued with 
regard to this group of islands which lie in the direct highway of a growing and 
important commerce between Australia and the United States, have found ex- 
pression in the correspondence and documents which have thus been fully com- 
municated to the Congress; and the subject in its present stage is submitted to 


the wider discretion conferred by the Constitution upon the legislative branch 
of the Government. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MAnston, January 15, 1889. 


SCHOONER AMANDA TOMPKINS. 

The-SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of an appropriation to 
pay the owners of the schooner Amanda Tompkins for injuries sus- 
tained by collision with the United States steamer Nina; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

TENURE OF OFFICE, ETC., OF APPRAISERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury, with inclosures, recommending legis!ation rela- 
tive to the tenure of office and salaries of appraisers at the principal 
ports; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
‘Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

ROCK ISLAND BRIDGE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting an estimate of an additional appropriation 
for prosecution and operation of the Rock Island bridge for the cur- 
rent fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYES IN NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, transmitting a report of the names and salaries of 
the employés in that Department, and stating that their services are 
indispensable; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy Department, and ordered to be printed. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILROAD. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a report of the president 


| of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railroad Company, submitted 


in compliance with the requirements of its charter; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr, BUNNELL, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of 
absence on account of private business. 


EMPLOYES IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ANDERSON ], 
on behalf of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, asks 
that that committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 11819) for the relief of employés and late employés in the 
Post-Office Department, and that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


PROVINCIAL MONASTERY OF THE GOOD SHEPHERD, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FEeLtx 
CAMPBELL], on behalf of the Committee on Appropriations, asks that 
that committee be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 6318) for the relief of the Provincial Monastery of the Good 
Shepherd, East Ninetieth street, New York City, and that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. If there be no objection that 
order will be made. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


EXCAVATION OF SHIP-CHANNEL, NEW YORK HARBOR, 


Mr. DUNN. Iam directed by the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries to report back two resolutions of inquiry, which were re- 
ported at the last session, but were then objected to on account of the 
absence of a quorum. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In House or REPRESENTATIVES, Atwjust 6, 1888. 

Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following resolution ; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries: 

‘* Whereas one Joseph Cumings has a contract from the War Department for 
the excavation of 800,000 eubie vards of material from the main ship-channel in 
New York Harbor, and has chartered for use in filling such contract the Eng- 
lish steam-ship State of Alabama, a yessel built in 1573 at Glasgow, Scotland, 
to run between that port and New Orleans, which vessel is now being fitted cut 
at the r’e basin with a new dredging machine owned by an English syndi- 
cate; and 

~ \y nereas it appears by the following letter that the said steuam-ship has been 
allowed to be imported free of duty for that purpose 


“*'TrrasuRY DrePARTMENT, Washington, D.C., June 2. 


“*Srm: The Department is in receipt of a Ictter from the Secretary of War, 
in which, upon the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers, he requests that 
Joseph Cumings, who has a contract underthe War Department to deliver 300,- 
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000 cubic yards of material from the main ship-channel in New York Harbor, 
may be permitted to import to our port without payment of duty thereon and 
use for the purpose of fulfilling this contract a large foreign vessel ada for the 
necessary powerful niachinery. 
sufficient strength and capacity can be obtained for the purpose mentioned and 
that it is of the utmost importance that the work be completed prior to the Ist 
of December next or during the present working season, wuldeeoh only be done 
by the use of said foreign vessel. The Chief of Engineers states that the vessel 
referred to is to be used solely for the purpose of carrying out said contract, and 
that she will not engage in any way in the coastwise co. Under the cireum- 
ssances you are authorized to comply with the request of the Secretary of War. 
“*©. 8. FAIRCHILD, 


“* Secretary of the Treasury. 
**OCoL_uecror oF Customs, New York.’ 


“And whereas it is alleged that domestic vessels of sufficient strength and ca- 
pacity could have been obtained for that purpose and were ready to be char- 
tered: Therefore, 

* Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested 
and directed to transmit to this House copies of all correspondence, orders, and 
decisions in his Department relating to said matter.” ° 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Add to the resolution the words, ‘‘ together with his reasons for such action.” 

The amendment was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask now for the reading of the other resolution and 
proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BucHANAN submitted the following preamble and resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries : 

** Whereas it appears by a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury to the col- 
lector of customs at the port of New York, dated June 2d instant, that the said 
Secretary is in receipt of a letter from the Secretary of War in which, upon rec- 
ommendatoin of the Chief of Engineers, he requests that Joseph Cumings, who 
has a contract under the War Department to deliver 800,000 cubic yards of ma- 
teria! from the main ship-channel in New York Harbor, may be permitted to 
import through our ports without payment of duty thereon and use for the pur- 
pose of fulfilling this contract a large foreign vessel adapted for the necessary 
powerful machinery; and 

Whereas upon receipt of said letter from the Secretary of War the said Secre- 
tary of the Treasury instructed the said collector as follows: “Under the cir- 
cumstances you are authorized tocomply with the request of the Secretary of 
War;” and it is allewed that under the said instructions the steam-ship State of 
Alabama, built at Glasgow in 1873, has been so entered and is being fitted up at 
Erie basin, in the city of Brooklyn, N. Y., with machinery owned by an English 
syndicate, for such work: Therefore, 

“Be it resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit te this House copies of said recommendation of the Chief of Engi- 
neers, of his said letter to the Secretary of the Treasury, and of all correspond- 
ence on file in his Department relating to said matter.’ 

The amendment reported by the committee is as follows: 

Add to the end of the resolution the following: 

“Together with his reasons for such action.” 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the resolution 
as amended was adopted. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. AnnoTr was recognized. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his 
demand for the regular order until I can submit a request for unani- 
mous consent from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
I ask the gentleman from Illi:~is to yield to me for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dlinoiscan not yield for that 
purpose; he mast withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw his 
demand for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, If the demand for the regular order is withdrawn 
the Chair will have to submit -the request of the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. Apport], who has already been recognized. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I merely ask the gentleman from Illinois to with- 
draw his demand for the regular order so I may submit a request to 
the House on the part of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask, by unanimous consent, that all members 
having reports to submit from the several committees of the House 
may file them. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

FORT BROWN MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10422) to provide for the purchase of the Fort 
Brown military reservation, Texas, and to extinguish all claims for 
the use and occupation of said reservation; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


It is represented that no domestic vessel of 


RODMAN M. PRICE. 

Mr. McADOO, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 8550) for the relief of Rodman M. 
Price; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN ©. GREEN. 


Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (8S. 67) to perfect the military record of John C. 
Green, of Tennessee; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

THOMAS D. MEARES. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11872) for the relief of Thomas 
D. Meares, administrator of Armand D. Young, deceased; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANK L. WOLFORD. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12062) granting an increase of pension 
to Frank L. Wolford; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY A. LONG. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 11993) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Long; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTIN KEATING. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11724) for the relief of Martin Keating; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


GHARLES A. FOLSOM. 


Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a 
bill (H. R. 12229) for the relief of Charles A. Folsom; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS DETROIT RIVER. 


Mr. PHELAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 254) as a substitute for joint resolution (H. Res. 
207) to authorize the Secretary of War to cause survey and report to 
be made of the practicability and necessity of a bridge across the De- 
troit River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC, 


Mr. McADOO, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (S. 3612) donating condemned cannon and 
small-arms to Naval Post, No. 400, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Pennsylvania; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. ROSE. 


Mr. McADOO also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11268) for the relief of John G. Rose; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

OREGON PAVING COMPANY. 

Mr, BAYNE, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3159) for the relief of the Oregon Paving and 
Contract Company; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] to withdraw his demand for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For a moment a. 

The SPEAKER. The demand forvthe regular order having been 
withdrawn, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. AB- 


BOTT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the gentleman from Illinois to with- 
draw his demand for the regular order at my request. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Apport] had 
been ized, and was on floor when the demand for the regu- 
lar order cut him off. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WORTH, TEX. 


Mr, ABBOTT. I ask, by unanimous consent, to call up for present 
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consideration the bill (S. 1974) for the erection of a public building at 
Fort Worth, Tex. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and report will be read subject to objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I demand the regular order of business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I desire the floor only for a noment, to submit a re- 
quest on the part of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
demands the regular order of business, and the Chair has no discretion 
in the matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam not complaining of the Chair, but merely ask 
that the demand for the regular order may*be withdrawn until I can 
submit my request. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object to the bill which the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. AspotT] asked unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration, and then will withdraw the demand for the regular order 
of business. 


CLERKS IN FIRST AND SECOND CLASS OFFICES. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to make to the House a request 
at the instance of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and it is that that committee be allowed to report in the Post-Office 
appropriation bill legislation providing for the classification of clerks 
in first and second class offices. It has been recommended by the 
President and by Postmasters-General from time to time, and the 
= reason the matter has not been disposed of has been the difficulty 
under the rules of the House of reaching the matter. I hope there 
will be no objection to my request, so that the matter may be brought 
before the House for disposition. 

Mr. BURKOWS. To be considered in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thatisall. I merely ask that it may be brought 
before the House for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I shall have to raise the point of order against the 
proposition if it is to bring these clerks under the provisions of the civil 
service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It has no relation to the fivil service. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to hear, then, exactly whatis the ob- 
ject of the proposition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The object of it issimply this: The gentleman from 
Kentucky is aware that the clerks in the Post-Office Department have 
their salaries fixed. He is also aware that the letter-carriers have their 
salaries fixed by law. The postal clerks also have their salaries fixed 
by law, but so far as the first and second class offices are concerned the 
clerks therein have their salaries fixed, not by law, but regulated by 
the chief of the salary and allowance division in the Post-Office De- 
partment. The proposition we ask to bring before the House for con- 
sideration is in relation to that matter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is the object of the provision, then. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The object is to fix the salaries of these clerks in 
first and second class offices. , 

Mr. TAULBEE. Iam forit. I do not object to that. I thought 
it was a proposition to classify them within the civil service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire whether the object of this request 
is to classify in the same manner as in the Department, or to increase 
or diminish the salaries of the employés? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; not to increase, but simply to classify them. 
So far as the details are concerned, whether the salaries shali be higher 
or ower, is a matter for the House to determine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to know whether my friend proposes in any 
respect to inerease these salaries or the grade of the employés in the 
branches of the Department to which he refers? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the classification proposed carry any par- 
ticular rate of salary ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, that is just the very object, to fix the salary 
and to limit the power of the head of the burean in the matter. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But will not this allowance of salaries have to 
be paid as heretofore, through the Department ? 

The SPEAKER. Thisis not debatable. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia if 


a bill has been reported heretofore to the same effect as he now pro- 
poses from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, yes, I think on several occasions. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I mean during the present Congress. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Not during the present Congress, for the reason | 


that there were certain elements then wanting to enable us to reach a 
proper conclusion, which have since been supplied by the Postmaster- 
General, and hence are not wanting to-day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the objection to letting the provision be 
brought in when the bill is before the House, without asking us be- 
forehand, and without our knowing what the provision is, to make an 
exception to the general rules of the House which have proved so sal- 
utary in the past ? 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I will say to my friend from Tennessee that if it is 
brought in outside of the Post-Office appropriation bill, the gentleman 
himself will readily understand that the chances are not one in a hun- 
dred of ever reaching the bill. 

Mr. COX. That is so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But what I mean is, why not go along until you 
reach the consideration of the bill, then submit your proposition and 
ask unanimous consent when the bill is, being considered to let the 
ameudment come in, notwithstanding the rules which would prohibit 
the consideration of the subject ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, that would be absolutely futile work. I have 
no objection whatever to letting the House vote upon it, and aecept or 
reject it, but it would certainly seem superfluous to go to work and pre- 
pare a bill on this subject, notwithstanding that it has the recommen- 
dation and indorsement of the President, the recommendations of the 
Department, and others interested in and familiar with the subject, 
when one single objection of the floor of the House would prevent the 
House from considering it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Buta single objection will do that now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam only asking that the House will give consent 
that the committee may formulate the proposition in the bill, and then 
it will be for the House to determine whether it will accept the propo- 
sition or not. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman ought to bring in his propo- 
sition first. The difficulty about his request is that I do not see why 
the House should bind itself beforehand to consider a proposition which 
is brought in in violation of the rules when it does not even understand 
what the proposition is. If the gentleman will state his proposition at 
the time that the bill is being considered, and if it commends itself to 
the sense of justice of the House, it would no doubt, as many other 
matters of the same kind have done heretofore, be considered by the 
House and no doubt agreed to. On the contrary, if the proposition is 
an objectionable one, it is too late, after the privilege is given in this 
manner—after the point of order is waived—to make objections which, 
under the present circumstances, would prevent the consideration of 
the matter. 

Mr.BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, it is prefectly competent when the bill 
comes before the House to discuss it and vote it out if the House is un- 
willing to accept the proposition. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman from Georgia knows that the 
power to vote out is often utterly useless, and that it can not be exer- 
cised here always in cases where it ought to be exercised. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish tosay to my {giend that I appreciate hisgreat 
desire for extreme care in legislation; and I also appreciate that rule 
which excludes certain legislation from appropriation bills. But there 
is not a member on this floor who does not feel at times the necessity 
for legislation for a great Department of the Government which is ab- 
solutely essential, but which can not be entered upon because of the 
stringent provision of the rule which makes no exception. This is a 
matter. we believe to be essential. My friend certainly recognizes the 
difficulty that we have had in reference to the distribution of the mails 
by reason of defects in this very matter of legislation in rega:d to the 
clerical service of the Department. It has been urged fora great many 
years that such a change be made. Itis not by any means anew ques- 
tion. My friend will see that hereafter, if it is fixed by law now, in- 
stead of a chief of division having to contest with every member on 
this floor as to the salary of each employé throughout the first and sec- 
ond class offices in the United States, when you shall ascertain his sal- 
ary by law as you have done in relation to the postal clerks, letter-car- 
riers, and clerks in the various Departments, that there is but little to 
surprise the House with in the matter which will come from the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. That is all there is of it, 
simply to fix the salaries ourselves and take the right of fixing them 
from the chief of division. Let them be ascertained and fixed by law, 
as the salaries of other employés are fixed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state that this subject is not 
debatable. If any gentleman objects to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia the matter is not before the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the matter is of such importance that 
I hope the Chair will permit a brief effort to satisfy gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 





I wish to understand from him—— 

Mr. MCRAE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. COX. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Give us a minute longer. 

Mr. McRAE. I do not object to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia, but I do object to further debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that the matter is not debat- 
able. If any gentleman objects the question is disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ascertain from my friend from Georgia to 
what extent he proposes to increase the aggregate appropriations for 
clerical service for first and second class post-offices ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, that is a matter difficult of ascertain- 
ment. So far as the ailowance for clerk-hire goes now, the salaries are 
fixed by the chief of the division. 
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Mr. HOLMAN, I know; but you make the appropriation for cler- 
ical hire in gross, do you not? 

Mr. DUNN. ‘To be distributed according to the favoritism of the 
chiefs of divisions in the Department, instead of by law, as it should be. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is true. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do you propose to diminish the amount appropri- 
ated for the coming year? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not say whether it will increase or diminish 
the allowance for clerk-hire; because that is dependent upon the arbi- 
trary action of a chief of division, and I do not know sufficient about 
the details of the Department to know whether it increases or dimin- 
ishes the appropriation. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. There is so much confusion that we 
can not hear what is before the House. * 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has submitted a re- 
quest for unanimous consent, and the Chair is endeavoring to ascertain 
whether there isobjection. Is thereobjection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New Mexico is entitled to 
the floor for thirty minutes. 

Mr. JosEPH rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, was leave given to file reports in 
accordance with the request made a few moments ago? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to state, without arrangement having 
been made as to the closing of the debate, that I desire to move the pre- 
vious question not later than half past 2 o’elock to-day. 

— STRUBLE. I do not think that will give time enough for this 

2, 9 
Mr. SPRINGER. We will endeavor to accommodate everybody. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the debate run on. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, New Mexico, the oldest Territory now 
in the Union, has joined hands with her giant sister Territories, Dakota, 
Montana, avd Washington, and for the fourth timein her political history 
she is again knocking at the doors of Congress for adinission into the sis- 
terhood of States on an equa! footing with the States that now compose 
this grand Republic. New Mexico, in my opinion, has stronger claims 
for admission at this time the other Territories included in this 
bill under consideration, in line of treaty obligations under which 
she was ceded and annexed to the United States, and by virtue of which 
this nation’s houor is pledged to her admission as a State. 

In 1530, but thirty-eight years aiter Columbus first beheld the shores 
of America, an intrepid Spanish voyager, Cabecade Vaca by name, found 
his way into the valley of the upper Rie Grande. He was the first Eu- 
ropean to visit New Mexico. Stimulated by the accounts which he 
brought of the wondertul fertility of the country and the prosperity of 
its native inhabitants, and aroused partly by that spirit of adventure 
which then animated the entire Spanish nation and partly by that eager 
zeal for the salvation of souls which possessed the Christian church, 
various other expeditions during the next sixty years explored this new 
country, and each brought back more wonderful accounts of the dwell- 
ings of the inhabitants, of the abundance of precious metals, of the 
fertility of the soil, and ofa genialday where the kindly sun was never 
obscured by clouds. 

In 1591, Don Juan de Ofiate, an influential Mexican, descended from 
the first Spanish explorers of that country, ized an expedition 
partly of soldiers, partly of friars, and partly of colonists, who passed 
throngh Northern Mexico, reached the Rio Grande, and traveled up 
that river until near the present border of the State of Colorado. 
Choosing a site upon the banks of the Rio Grande, surrounded by a 
conntry of great fertility, attracted by its convenience of access, its 
beantiful prospect, and its wonderful climate, a place long beferechosen 
by the Indians for one of their pueblos, at a date about fifteen years 
before the settlement of Jamestown, and more than twenty-five years 
before the Pilgrim Fathers landed at Plymouth Rock, they founded 
the city of Santa Fé, the earliest permanent European settlement and 
seat of government within the present borders of the United States. 

This ancient seat of civilization and Christianity in America has re- 


people of New Mexico believed that they were entitled under the pro- 
visions of the treaty and the inducements held out te them to be ad- 
mitted into the Union as a State. Accordingly, on the 20th of June, 
1850, a State constitution (prohibiting slavery) was adopted by New 
Mexico and subsequently submitted to Congress. An election was 
held under this constitution. Henry Connelly was elected governor 
and William 8S. Meservy Representative in Congress; the Legislature, 
under the constitution, chose R. H. Weightman and F. A. Cunningham 
as Senators to represent the new State. This Representative and these 
Senators appeared and demanded admission for the State under its con- 
stitution, but their prayer was denied, and Mr. Meservy, elected as a 
Member of Congress, was admitted to the House as a 

Much disappointment was felt by the people of New Mexico at this 
action of Congress, but this in no manner abated their allegiance to 
their new Government. Such was their feeling of attachment that at 
the outbreak of the war, only thirteen years after the treaty of Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo, the people of New Mexico rallied to the support of the 
national and furnished more troops to the Federal Government 
than all the then existing Territories combined, including the present 
States of Nebraska, Nevada, and Colorado. No stronger answer than 
this can be given to the charges that the native people of New Mexico 
are foreign in spirit or lacking in devotion to the United States. 

In the year 1874 a bill was presented to the Forty-third Congress for 
the admission of New Mexicoas a State. An extended debate occurred 
in the House of Representatives (see CONGRESSIONAL RecoRD, volume 2, 
part 5, pales 4129 to 4138, and part 6, eS een, wat 
the chief argument which the opponents of the bill could then advance, 
headed by the distinguished member from New York, Hon. Clarkson 
N. Potter, now deceased, was that the constitutional representation in 
the Senate was greater than should be possessed gm At 
that time the population of New Mexico was but 110,000, as compared 
with over 175,000 at the present date, while hundreds of miles of rail- 
read now existing, which render intercourse easy between the different 
sections of the Territory and invite immigration, had not then been 
built. 

This bill passed the House by a three-fourths majority—160 to 54. 
Among the votes cast in favor of the bill were those of the following 
members of the present Bouse: Hon. R. R. BUTLER, Hon. Joszra G. 
CANNON, Hon. C. Harmer, Hon. Rocer Q. Mrs, Hon. 
Cuar Les O’NerL1, and Hon. Davip Wiser. There were also then 
recorded in favor of the bill the following distingished members of the 
House who now occupy seats in the Senate: Hon. Henry L. Dawes, 
Hon. Cuarnies B. Farweit1t, Hon. Wuiiam P. Frye, and Hon, 
PHILerus SAWYER. Among other distinguished gentlemen who have 
since then out of both Houses of Congress, who then voted for 
the of New Mexico, are the late President Garfield; the dis- 

ingui Interstate Commerce Commissioner, Hon William R. Mer- 
rison; that distinguished Republican from lowa who has since repre- 
sented his country abroad with great credit, the Hon. John A. Kasson; 
together with Hon. O. D. Conger, of Michigan, afterwards Senator; Hon. 
Charles E. Foster, of Ohio; and Hon. William Lawrence, of the same 
State. All of those whose names are mentioned, excepting Represent- 
ative MILLs and Commissioner Morrison, were members of the Re- 
publican party. Certainly that party, urged on by such leaders, can 
not now fail to include New Mexico among the Territories to be ad- 
mitted into the Union. 

in the Senate the bill met alike reception (see CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, volume 3, pages 1691, 1692). After a debate in which very little 
opposition was developed to the admission of the Territory, the Senate 
passed the bill by a vote of 32 to 11. Among the Senators now hold- 
ing seats in that body who voted for the bill are Senators ALLIson, 
InGaLis, MrrcHELL, and Srewakt, while other no less distinguished 
kepubticans who are no in the Senate were recorded in favor of 
the bill, among them being Hon. George 8. Boutwell, of Massachusetts, 
Hon. Simon Cameron, of Pennsylvania, Hon. Hannibal“Hamlin, of 


not only to vote for, but also to advocate vigorously, the admission of 
New Mexico. The passage of the bill by the Senate was at so late a 
to 


mained for over three hundred years the political center of New Mex- | day that the two Houses were unable to agree upon of detail 
ico. about which differences existed and the bill failed to become a law 

New Mexico continued a Spanish possession until Mexico declared | before the adjournment of that But for the accidents of leg- 
its independence of the Spanish crown in 1821, when it became a part | islation New Mexico would now be a ‘State. 


of the Republic of Mexico, entitled to representation in the Mexican 
Congress, and other privilegesof statehood. In the year 1822 the first 
public schoels were established in New Mexico, and from time to time 
their number and efficiency wereincreased. The first newspaper 

on the continent west of the Mississippi River--El Cre (The 


In the Forty-fourth Congress the Senate again passed a bill to ad- 
among 


MITCHELL, and SHERMAN (see CONGRESSIONAL 

Dawn)—was published, in 1835, at Taos, N. Mex., by Padre Martinez. | kecorp, volume 4, part 2, pages 1607 to 1617). . This came bill was 
With the American occupation ander Col. S. W. Kearay in 1846, | subsequently reported back to the House of ves by the 
and the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo of February 2, 1848, New Mex- | Committee on but in the crowded of public busi- 


ico became a part of the United States of America. At that time the 
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Had the House considered it there can be no doubt that New Mexico 
would have entered the Union as a State at that time. How strongly 
do the votes of these distinguished leaders of the Republican party re- 
fute the slanderous report of the minority of the Committee on Terri- 
tories of the present House. 

The rightof New Mexico to admission as a State thus practically ad- 
mitted both in 1874 and 1876, upon what ground, I ask, can it now be 
denied after a great iticrease in population and material development? 
I have sought with great diligence to ascertain theobjections urged by 
the opponents of admission. I have read editorials from some of the 
Eastern papers opposing admission, and have given careful attention to 
the minority report filed in the House. So far as I have been able to 
find, the objections urged are the result of gross ignorance of the peo- 
ple, the conditions, and the of New Mexico. I am amazed 
that persons in responsible public positions should attempt to assert 
themselves in respect to matters as to which they have plainly made 
no reasonable inquiry. To read some of these accounts one would sup- 
pose that New Mexico was one vast Sahara, with scattered oases occu- 
pied solely by tribes of savages, and destined to be foreveradesert with- 
out resources of any avail for human use. 

First among these accusations is that the people of New Mexico are 
not only ignorant but are not desirous of learning, and that to their 
they add a willful disregard of law. It is undoubtedly true 
opportunities for education in a sparsely settled ‘erritory can 


compare any States. The people ve deman rom present 
necessity aud assured development. 


shall be spread among them than 
will give greater impetus to this 

recognition by Congress of New Mexico as a State 
and the gift to its people of the well-earned right to exercise their share 
in the government of the United States. 

Any assertion that the native citizens of New Mexico are character- 
ized by a or defiance for law betrays the grossest ignorance. 
Among all the people of this continent no more peaceful and law-abid- 
ing citizens can be found than these. Their regard for law is so great 
that the statistics show that 75 per cent. of the crime of the Territory 
is committed by wandering desperadoes from neighboring States and 


Upon this point I again quote from the Lincoln County Leader of 
December 22, 1888: : 


As to the character of the abject has been so grossly misrepre- 
sented and so i It isan outrage upon our people. We defy 
any cne to name a community either North or South that is more law-abiding 
than our own White Oaks. With its public school with an attendance of 75 
daily, our academ over 25 ol asa eaten, tee pam Mews ere 
lent Association @ membership by ent er 
of Good Templars, a lodge sooa to ee Ordon United orkmen, the 
Methodist Church about com and other religious denominations holding 

ty building a hall, the Grand Army of the Repub- 
Woman's Relief ae it is the uni- 


morally socially ntellectually, 
is true of White Oaks is ins 


ina 


cans, 

ome a er a caerase ane tellliont men 

com boast and as a whole no class of people in this - 

try have been so vilified as the Mexicans of New Mexico. ‘The court Sieties 
best guide. Mexico, compared 


statistics 

= ~~ New ‘ with Nebraska, to-day has less 
The obj to Catholic Spaniards should be no stronger than to Cath 

Irish or Swedes, and Lutherans in the other Territories. coin 

the Mericans of w Mexico, for the of are in advance of 


purposes of statehood, 
recent-arri of Dakota or the law elements i 

many sections of the country; when compared ipclgeion dm nee 

‘To the stranger in New Mexico, next after the industry of the citi- 
zens, their hospitality is notable. Their last crust is divided with the 
stranger—not equally, for the New Mexican takes the lesser portion. 
Whatever the native New Mexican possesses, that is free to his guests. 
In all their financial dealings they are open and honorable. In short, 
these descendants of that nation which discovered the New World and 






government, and unable to 
the American Constitution. Such contention has no basis in fact, but 
even if it were true it is plain te my mind that the easiest mode to 
teach such people the proper method or exercising the duties of citizen- 
ship is toconfer its privileges upon them. 
forever denied without a violation of the treaty sti 
ernment. Article IX of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo of February 
2, 1848, contains the following promise in relation to the admission of 
the territory acquired under this treaty: 








and secured in the free exercise of their re! 







guage. 


of the treaty obli 





But the objection most frequently made to the admission of New 
Mexico is that her inhabitants are of a foreign race, alien to popular 
appreciate the blessings and advantages of 


These privileges can not be 
pulations of this Gov- 


Mexicans who, in the territory aforesaid, shall not preserve the character of 
tizens of the Mexican bly with what is stipulated in the 


Republic, 
preceding article, shal! be incorporated into the Union of the United States, and 
be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Congress of the United 
States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizeas of the United States, ac- 
cording to the principles of the Constitution 


ined and protected oon sof their ilbers hoe gm nen 
in! i , 
and secared in the wee of una tdigha wihei sexitca. 

It is true that Congress reserved to itself the right te determine when 
the time should arrive for the admission of New Mexico as a State. 
But it is plain on the face of this provision that the people of New Mex- 


ico have a right to demand that that discretion should be exercised in 
good faith and that the circumstances under which the promise of ulti- 


mate admission was made should be considered in determining its pro- 
priety at any given time. When this stipulation was made it was per- 


fectly well known to the framers of the treaty that the inhabitants of 


New Mexico were then Mexican citizens and spoke the Spanish lan- 
All persons remaining in the Territory by so remaining re- 
nounced their Mexican allegiance, but can it be said that Congress can 


fairly oblige them to renounce their native language before entering as 
a State of the Union? Can it be believed that Mexico, while yielding 


this discretion to Congress, believed that, as a condition-precedent to 


the admission of New Mexico, it could properly be required that all 
its inhabitants should forswear the Spanish language? I can not think 


that any such condition is consistent with carrying out in good faith the 
promises of the treaty. To interpolate such a condition is a violation 
tions. 

But even if a condition is required itis now fully met. Itmay 
be that in a few remote districts of New Mexico some persons may be 
found who still have no knowledge of English, yet there js but a small 
proportion of native New Mexicans of Spanish descent now in the Ter- 
ritory who can not both speak and understand English freely, while 
practically all the younger generation who have recently attained to 
years of manhood speak and understand English as they do the Spanish 
of their forefathers. It can not be expected that the Spanish language 
will wholly disappear. A language is as much an integral part of a 
people as the contour of the face or the tint of the skin. It will 
remain for generations. Even in Wales many persons are yet to be 
found who can not make themselves understood in the English tongue. 
The devoted natives of that little country who have found homes in 
America cling so tenderly to that language, to us so harsh, yet tothem 
the sweetest of all tongues, that they have in America two papers pub- 
lished wholly in the Welsh language. Yet in spite of this devotion to the 


ancestral tongue I have yet to hear it asserted that the subscribers to 


these Welsh papers in this country are any the less fitted for the duties 


of American citizenship, nor has it ever been contended that the mem- 


bers whom these devoted Welshmen send to represent them in the 
British Parliament are less fitted to legislate for the British Empire 
than the representatives of purely English-speaking constituencies. 
The Representatives upon this floor from the State of Louisiana can 
tell you that many of the most respected of their constituents still pre- 
serve in family use the French tongue as the means of communication 
between father and son, mother and daughter. 

The honorable gentlemen upon this floor who represent the agricult- 
ural regions surrounding York and Lancaster, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, can tell you that that curious compound of German and Eng- 
lish known as “‘ Pennsylvania Qutch”’ still survives as a living lan- 
guage among their constituents, and that religious services are held, 
sermons preached, schools taught, and the laws printed in that lan- 
guage, and that many citizens of these localities who are as well quali- 
fied as any in the country to exercise the sovereign right of franchise 
conduct all their conversations and negotiations in that dialect and are 
none the less fitted for their duties. I doubtif anywhere in the Union 
can be found any more substantial class of citizens than these very 
men, and the State of Pennsylvania would sadly miss them if they 
should disappear. 

A recent editorial in the New York Tribune thus states this objec- 
tion to the admission of New Mexico: 

Its ulation is not American as we understand the word. The people are 
Renee myo Mexican descent and speak the Spanish language. A few years ago 
five-sixths of the schools were taught exciusively in that language, and in half 
the remainder Spanish and English divided the honors. In many essentials it 
is still a Mexican province. The average of intelligence is low. 

The Las Vegas Daily Optic thus pointedly and fally answers this 
unwarranted position: 

In this article, which is one of the least abusive that we have seen, ft will be 


noticed that figures are taken from the condition of New Mexico before the 
railroads had reached her borders, If such criticism had been applied to the 
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much-vaunted Dakota, before railroads had been continued to that section, it 
is doubtful if she could have made even so a showing as New Mexico is 
able to make, notwithstanding the fact that the figuresare manipulated by her 
bitter partisai enemies. Then, too, on what ground does the Tribune assert 
that immigrants from Old Mexico are not desirable? On what ground does it 
put them as inferior to the Swedes, Hungarians, Poles, Italians, and foreigners 
of other nationalities by whom much of the Northwest Territories have n 
ulated? 

ae hen, too, suppose the people are largely of Mexican descent and speak the 
Spanish language, can the Tribune show that they are any the worse for that? 
Were they not the same at the time the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was 
signed? Were they not then guarantied the rights and privileges of American 
citizens, and was there any stipulation that the most important of these 

that of self-government, should be withheld until they learned to speak the En- 


giish language? 

Those who advocate the exclusion of New Mexico because the Span- 
ish language is still spoken there by some of her citizens belittle the 
greatness of this country. The American Union isso extensive and the 
privileges of American citizenship so great that the one flag can wave 
above persons ofall races and descent, and representatives of every popu- 
Jation on the globe to-day are gladly embracing the opportunities af- 
forded by a free Government and equal rights. 

But in what just sense can even the Spanish-speaking citizens of New 
Mexico be classed as a foreign race? If their interests are not with the 
United States to whom do they hold allegiance? Not to Spain, for 
Mexico severed the bonds that bound her to the ore crown long 
years ago; not to Mexico, for it now approaches a half century since 
Mexico yielded to the United States all right and title to the Territory 


of New Mexico, and all feelings of obligation and allegiance have long | ¥ 


since disappeared. The material ties are all with the United States. 
The great railroads now span New Mexico east and west, and every 
article of commerce produced in the Eastern States finds its way to 
these great arteries of travel into New Mexico, while the connection 
with Old Mexico is difficult and the commerce of but small impor- 
tance. 

It is difficult to see how objection can be made to the admission of 
New Mexico upon the ground that its inhabitants are of foreign alle- 
giance and interests when no objection on that account is raised to the 
admission of the Territories of the Northwest. The census of 1880 
furnishes information which places New Mexico in the highest rank of 
all the Territories of the United States in the proportion which its na- 
tive-born inhabitants bear to their whole number. The following table, 
from the census of 1880, shows the proportion of native-born to foreign- 
born inhabitants in the Territories of Dakota, Montana, New Mexico, 
and Washington: 
























Territories. Native. Foreign. 
PE Rnneythiicaiciintintianee on 27,638 11,521 
New Mexioco.... 111,514 8, O51 
Washington. ......cccccccossssoeres 59, 313 15, 803 














From this it will be seen that while the proportion of foreign to na- 
tive born population is about 1 to 14 in New Mexico, it is 1 to 4 in 
Washington, 1 to 3 in Montana, and 2 to 3 in Dakota. The propor- 
tions have certainly not changed since 1880 to the disadvantage of New 
Mexico, for the Territories of the Northwest have received tremendous 
accessions from Norway and Sweden, as well as from Hungary, Poland, 
and Bohemia, while the most unfortunate class of Russians have been 
settled by thousands upon the broad plains of Dakota, and even now 
are loudly calling for substantial aid in their extreme necessity from 
our citizens of the East. The immigration into New Mexico in this 
period has been of the best class of farmers from States farther east, 
who have greatly aided in the progress of the Territory. Such has 
been the development that I do not hesitate to affirm that a knowledge 
of Spanish would not be half so essential in the remotest part of New 
Mexico as a knowledge of Scandinavian in mapy recently settled parts 
of Dakota. » 

Can it be said that a native of New Mexico, who renounced his al- 
legiance to the Republic of Mexico over forty years ago, has less inter- 
est in the Government of the United States, less devotion to republican 
principles, or less fitness for full American citizenship than a subject 
of the European kingdoms who has within but a few years left his na- 
tive home? The honorable and industrious inhabitants of New Mex- 
ico of Spanish descent are devoted to American principles, will ever 
uphold the American Constitution, and will continue to honor and 
support the American flag as the sign and symbol of that Government 
under whose authority they have so long lived. The of the 
blood of the Spanish race with that of the Anglo-Saxon, such as is now 
taking place in New Mexico, can not fail to produce, as such mixtures 
alwa: ve done, wonderful results of the greatest benefit to humanity, 
and i do not hesitate we before many years have 
under the genial warmth of the sun which always shines upon New 
Mexico, aided by the material ty which is now pouring in upon 
her from the East, New Mexico raise up to the glory and 
of our common country orators, poets, artists, and statesmen of the 
highest rank. I can not forbear quoting the eloquent dedication of the 


| mitted to the Union without the necessary 
_ it to at least one Representative. This declara a 


Historical Sketches of New Mexico, by Hon. L. Bradford Prince, as.a 
fitting tribute to the people of the Territory: 

To the people of New Mexico, threefold in origin and language, but now one 
in nationality, in pu . and in destiny ; 

To the Pueblos, still representing in unchanged form the aboriginal civill- 
zation which built the cities and established the systems of government and 
social life which astonished the Euro discoverers nearly four centuries ago ; 

To the Mexicans, who, in generosity, ney, and chivalric feelings are 
worthy sons of the Conquistadores, who, with undaunted courage and match- 
less gallantry, carried the cross of Christianity and the flag of Spain to the end 


of the earth; . 
To the Americans, whose energy and enterprise are bri ng all the appli- 
imitless resources 


ances of modern science and invention to develop the almost 
which nature has bestowed upon us; 

To all, as New Mexicans, now unitedly en in advancing the prosperity 
and working for the magnificent future of the Territory, of which the author 
" Sane = of its earlier history are respectfully dedicated. 

Upon what grounds does New Mexico assert her title to a position 
among the States of this Union? Any investigation of these will am- 
ply establish that in territory, in population, in natural resources, and 
in prospects for the future she is fully entitled to such a position. The 
area of New Mexico comprises 122,460 square miles, or nearly 80,000, - 
000 acres. The area of New Mexico is three times as great as Ohio, 
and larger than all of New England, New York, New Jersey, and Del- 
aware combined. The ay elevation of the southern portion is 
4,000 and of the northern portion mo-e than 6,000 feet above the level 
of the sea, thus producing a mild and equable climate throughout the 


ear. . 

The population by the census of 1880 was 119,565, this including 
9,772 Indians, most of whom, being those dwelling in the ancient 
pueblos, are citizens of the United States and men of industrious and 

ful habits, well advanced towards civilization. No census of the 
erritory has been recently taken, but the present governor, in his re- 
port to the Secretary of the Interior for the year 1888, places the rr 
ulation at 175,000, an estimate which I deem erroneous, if at all, in 
the direction of too great moderation. I quote his remarks from his 
report: 
POPULATION, 

‘ been taken since 1885, it is i ibie to 
a anal Os Send aaa ante’ it date. From Sieneiion 
I have been able to obtain upon careful inquiry in different quarters of the Ter- 
ritory, especially in the public-land sections, I am certain that the increase dur- 
img the past year has been from 10,000 to 12,000. Fully neque of this has 
been in the southeast, and largely from the State of Texas. e bureau of im- 
m on has, during the past year, received many thousands 
quiry from States eastward, mainly fromthe Mississippi Valley States, desirin 
information of New Mexico as to business chances, Itural conditions, cli- 
mate, any yey ne mena investment, etc., would indicate a grow- 
ing interest in the tory on the part of and probability of 
Oi cueRenalon of Now Mnanios te now chots THMMA cunveting Wy covers] 
thansend the number of people entitling it to admission to statehood. 

The apportionment bill of February 2, 1872 (volume 17, Statutes 

Large 28), provides that no State shall hereafter be ad- 

- Bg ey ulation to entitle 
, & permanent state- 

ment of the principles governing the admission of future States, car- 
ries with it, as a necessary converse, the proposition that any Terri- 
tory is entitled to admission into the Union upon proof that it has 


reached such number. Under the last a onment the ratio neces- 
sary for a Representative was 150,000, it is beyond a doubt that 
New Mexico has far passed this mark. She therefore appears before 


ou for admission, falfilling the requirements of law, and demands 
Spanien asaright. At the last election for Delegate in Congress the 
total vote was 32,627. | 
This, it must be remembered, represents a larger number of inhab- 
itants in New Mexico, where the polling places are widely scattered 
than in a more thickly settled vicinity. The Con Directory 
discloses the striking fact that more votes were cast at this election 
than were cast in electing Representatives to this Congress in two hun- 
dred and thirty-eight districts out of a total of three hundred and 
twenty-five. That is to say, the vote cast at thé election of each of a 
two-thirds majority of the members of this Congress was less than the 
total vote cast at the last election for the Delegate from New Mexico. 
Less than one-third of the members of the present House hold their 
seats as the result of elections at which votes were cast in larger num- 
ber than in New Mexico. Surely no member can object to the admis- 
sion of New Mexico if the Delegate upon this floor from that Territory 
come here as the result of an election at which a greater number of 
votes were cast than in the election by which the Representative holds 
his seat. There is no ground for fear that the population of New Mex- 
ico may suffer any diminution. While New Mexico has not been the 
scene of such wonderful strides in population as some of the Territories 
of the Northwest, yet ever since she became a part of the United States 
her population has steadily and gradually grown greater. Since the 
railroads have entered Territory this increase has been most 
marked. 
The mineral resources of New Mexico are familiar to all who have 
knowledge of the West. Gold and silver are found in large quan- 
its of copper, which only await develop- 


ti while enormous deposi 
ment to rival the copper mines of Lake Superior, are known to exist. 








1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


865 





These mines were known to the Indians before the Spanish conquest. 


In her deposits of coal New Mexico stands easily inent. Not 
only are immense fields of bituminous coal, but a pure anthra- 
cite, rivaling in its valuable qualities the famous anthracites of Penn- 


sylvania, is found in such large quantities that with the further devel- 
opment of these mines New Mexico will doubtless stand to the West as 
Pennsylvania does to the East in furnishing the finest quality of fuel. 
In the northern part of the Territory, near the present Navajo Indian 
reservation, petroleum is found of the finest quality, and already East- 
ern capitalists have fixed their eye upon these fields, which give promise 
of a certainly lucrative future. Arrangements are already made for a 

ipe line from these fields to the railroad, an enterprise involving mill- 
cS of dollars, which capitalists who know the capabilities of New 
Mexico are anxious to invest. The mineral resources of New Mexico, 


notwithstanding the already large production, have but begun their 


development. 

In my former remarks on this subject, which ap in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp of May 28, 1888, I referred in full to the agri- 
cultural resources of New Mexico and to the fact that New Mexico 

roduced vastly greater quantities of corn than either Montana or Wash- 

Territories, whose admission as States a assured. The 

total production of corn in the two Territories of New Mexico and Mon- 

tana appears from the following table, taken from the Agricultural Re- 
port: 


Bushels. 
RAID) ass: cpencocensrenscs cee sponseed penocncsteesnacasouepncvocszen cooeceageepetnececoce sovecces: enceqe 22,000 
RE ED ah ccdushics covusbls shtennpnenecnaubbbntincescsess plncnesosuns tambon ore sonensesncncneeeeeste 903, 000 


New Mexico, too, is well fitted for the cultivation and production of 


all the best-known fruits, Peaches, ps and pears grow in great 
abundance and luxuriance, as well as and pomegranates, without 
danger of killing frosts or blighting dew. ere is no part of the 
country aun grape flourishes with less care and with greater pro- 
fusion than upon the hillsides of New Mexico. New Mexico and Cali- 
fornia will in the future produce the wines of America, and our people 
can be free from the evil effects of doctored and impure foreign wines. 

I have met at times an impression that New Mexico is one vast desert, 
where farming can never be successfully carriedon. This ideais wholly 
due to ignorance. Itis true that in many parts of New Mexico rain sel- 
dom falls, and that irrigation is essential to agriculturein the greater por- 
tion of the Territory. But irrigation asan aid to agriculture is known 
the world over, and has been practiced from time immemorial; while 
the incidental fertilization and the certainty of crops derived from 
irrigation vastly exceed the disadvantages brought on by the absence 


of rain. So eral has become the interest on this subject, and so 
im t isi tion to the welfare, not only of New Mexico and 
na, but of Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, and Nevada, that at the 


last session of Congress an appropriation of $100,000 was made for the 
beginning of a national system of water storage and irrigation which 
would render vast territories, which are without such aid not suscepti- 
ble of cultivation, among the most fertile of this country. I quote 
from the last report of the governor of New Mexico to the 
the Interior, as showing the great advantages of a system of irrigation 
and the vast possibilities of agriculture in New Mexico under that sys- 
tem: 

In view of the fact that a failure of cropis not possible with a reasonably com- 
plete oo of water sto and distribution, whereby the farm 
pute — practically to 


er can com- 

pound, in advance, year by year, with a given 

extent and thoroughness of cultivation, it follows that that system of cultivation 

will pay all, or more, the additional cost of irrigation, as the liability of failure 
of crop is thereby reduced to the minimum. 

New Mexico differs materially from all the Western Territories in that, lying 
in the southern foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains, it has few of the continuous, 
rugged ranges that characterize much of the North. Thecountry here is broken 
into alternate valleys, mesas, mountain peaks, and Excellent 
ee settee eden tet i panes rt tp ee at eleva- 
tions that perm distribution, ree of gravitation, to practically ever 
tillable acre of land in the s ) saa 

The area of New Mexico is 79,000,000acres. Of this it is estimated that not less 
than 60,000,000 acres may be as tillable with sufficient appliances for 

lacing water thereon. eee ee we Oe 


ay d th it for distributl Gurls ae aa or he : 
Vi—<—<<. << 

In the same report a full exhibit is made of the recent achievements 
of New Mexico in agriculture and fruit-raising, so interesting that I 
incorporate it as a portion of my remarks: 


i 


There has been in all of the Territory marked in the develop- 
ment of our ind illustrated by the Inte local and Territorial 
fairs, in grains, fruits, and prod se S correspond- 
ing cheapness in wi are on in the markets. 
Large areas of land have n for the first time this 
taliar to dee sae : mt = 


tary of 





been very marked. Orchards and vineyards that were planted a few years ago 
by the earlier colonists have this year come to ng, and the volume on 
product has been something remarkable and exceeded only by the quality. 

The Dofia Afia County fruit fair, held in September at Las Cruces, in the qual- 
ity of the fruits displayed of all kinds, was a surprising exhibit and a revela- 
tion of the wonderful capacity of the country, and of the Rio Grande valley 
especially, for the production of every description of fruits, more especially of 
grapes. The Black Hamburg, the Muscat, the Muscatelle, the Flaming Tokay, 
and many other equally valuable verieties, including excellent wine and raisin 
grapes, are there produced in astonishing size and profusion and of rare excel- 
lence. It is apparent from that exhibit that the manufacture of wines and rai- 
sins and the preparation of canned fruits are destined to become staple and 
profitable industries of that section. 

The Santa Fé fruit exhibit, during the same month, was a gratifying diopiey 
of the capacity of that region for the production of fruits of all kinds adapte 
to the latitude and the altitude—between 35° and 36° north and 7,000 feet. 

At Las Vegas, last fall, was ages an exhibit of grains, fruits, and vegeta- 
bles especially adapted to the northern portion of the Territory, which indi- 
cated a marvelous productive capacity in a region that had been accounted al- 
most a desert. The ins comprised wheat, oats, barley, and corn gathered 
promiscuously from the fields, maay specimens of the small ins meng 
to 8 feet high and the heads surpassing the ave of the West, even in the 
weight of the grain—much of it grown without irrigation. 

The Territorial fair at Albuquerque was an equal surprise to those unac- 
quainted with the capacities of the country. In grains, vegetables, fruits, and 
textiles the display was of sur ing interest in its demonstration of the ca- 
pacity of the Territory for the development of, practically, every product of the 
soil that contributes to the satisfaction of human needs and human comforts, 
Here were exhibited deliciously-flavored apples that Soe from 20 to 23 
ounces, and es, pears, quinces, apricots, plums—in fact, every ra 
of corresponding size and quality, gathered from every quarter of the Terr 
rory; wheat weighing 70 pounds to the bushel and yielding 40 bushels to the 
acre, and oats, barley, corn, all the usual grains, fully up and even superior to 
the yields of the Middle States, as also in variety and quality; potatoes weigh- 
ing 2to 4 pounds, cabbages to 50 pounds, and every variety of vegetable 
product of corresponding yield and weight. 

During the few years especial effort has been made to the introduction of 
improved agricultural machinery and modern methods of agriculture, and the 
result of that effort has been perceptible in these displays. Deep plowing and 
the introduction of intelligent, systematic pursuit of the science of agriculture 
have developed the fact that the soils of New Mexico, though at first sight for- 
bidding and ap ntly a desert, possess in a remarkable degree all the elements 
of er and that the great bulk of its lands, with intelligent cultivation, is 
susceptible of a high degree of development. 

Until very recently the impression has prevailed that the successful produc- 
tion of American corn was a on account of the altitude, but the past 
year’s experience has effect y dispelled that unpleasant delusion. As la 
and perfect American corn, the product of New Mexican corn-fields, was dis- 
played at the late fairs as can be poncmeee in any of the Mississippi States, and 
of quite — yield, evidencing that that cereal is destined to hold itsrank here 
as one of the great Western staples. 

A gratifying indication of the increasing interest in and growth of our agri- 
cultural industries is the incorporation of irrigating companies. Nineteen of 
these associations have been chartered during the past year, and construction 
commenced on several of the number. Conspicuous among the latter is the 
Pecos Irrigation and Improvement Company, in Lincoln County, which has 
poses two canals, one 25 and the other 40 miles in length, and sufficient to 

rrigate 150,000 acres of land, now under contract. Other similar enterprises 
are also under way there, aggregating, in all, 140 miles of ditches and intended 
to water 250,000 acres of land. Lincoln County is more especially an agricult- 
ural county, and is rapidly filling up with farmers. The facilities for irriga- 
tion are generally onal. and what was not many years ago known only as the 
Liano 0, or Staked Plain—waterless and treeless—-comprising the east- 
ern half of the county, will, before the lapse of many years, become one of the 
most populous and prosperous cultural sections of the Southwest. 

An extensive ditching enterprise is also on foot in the northwestern counties, 
another very pro ng agricultural section. 

In Grant County an Sapeenen® at ce and distribution has proven an 
abundant success,so much so that a project for a considerable extension of the 
system has become a certainty. 

In western Bernalillo County an enterprise is now under way for the estab- 
lishment of a reservoir to be supplied from the watershed of the surroundin 
country andindependentof runningstreams. This experiment will be ahaha 
with much interest, as, if successful, it will solve a troublesome problem and 
demonstrate the ibility of water storage and irrigation under conditions 
that have heretofore been considered impossible. 


New Mexico, however, justly claims pre-eminence for its suitability 
for domestic animals. The following table, aiso from the Agriculturai 
Report, shows that in the total number of horses, mules, and cattle New 
Mexico exceeds the whole of Dakota and far surpasses Montana and 
Washington, while the number of sheep in New Mexico is three times 
as great as in the other three Territories combined, out of which it is 
proposed to make four States: 


a 
New Washing- 
Dakota, | Montana. 
| Mexico. ton. 


Animals, 





i 
129, 710 | 
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Horses and mules.., 218, 004 | 30, 494 82, 954 
SS dan dcadcoants 810,490 | 751,000 | 1,169, 789 343, 088 

TOCA. sec ccnsessseseceeasiesssssesreeeecee] 1,028,494 | 880,710 | 1, 200, 283 426, 042 
DRO ccd, ose cncesees ee 958,672 | 718,750 | 4,328,753 | 544,548 


What fit answer can be made to this as displaying the resources of 
New Mexico? It is safe to say that enough sheep can find grazing in 
New Mexico to supply wool to fill the need of the people of the whole 
United States. Recent experiments show that a combination of the 
native breeds of sheep with the best American and foreign breeds re- 
sults in the production of wool of the finest quality. 

There are now over 1,500 miles of railroad in the Territory, while 
other lines projected—some now in course of construction and nearly all 
to be constructed within one or at most two years—will triple the total 
mileage. Along the lines of every railroad spring up thriving towns, 
while the increase of population is composed of responsible and intelli- 
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gent settlers from the Eastern States who desire to try their fortunes in 
aregion where cyclones and droughts are alike unknown, and where that 
dreaded seourge of the eastern coast, consumption, can not invade their 
households, and where the fever and ague of the inland States is equally 
a stranger. 


Of the advantages of New Mexico from a hygienic point of view too 


much can not be said. During the past two years the rush of travel 
has been directed towards Southern California, and fortunes have been 
made and lost in a single week in speculation there. But those who 


know the future of that country best assert that its continued devel- 
opment is absolutely assured, because in that region can he found 
what multitudes from the East and Northwest have sought in vain— 
freedom from many of those dread diseases so prevalent throughout 
other parts of the Union. New Mexico presents precisely the same 
advantages. In her beautifal elevated valleys the sun shines every 
day throughout the year. Diseases of the lungs are unknown, while 
that affliction which has at length come to be known as the national 
disease—catarrh—never plagnes the inhabitants of New Mexico. The 
following testimony on this point is taken from a work entitled ‘“‘ Rocky 
Mountain Health Resorts,’’ by Charles Denison, M. D.: 

In New Mexico, Arizona, and Utah not a little evidence of an altitude of im- 
munity is shown in communications I have had the pleasure of receiving from 
Army surgeons who have served at elevated stations. Surgeon John F. Ham- 
mond, United States Army, writing on the diseascs of New Mexico, Rio Grande 
valley, says: ‘ Phthisis pulmonalis I have never seen in the country except in 
two instances—once in an officer of the United States Army, and once in an 


American emigrant. It was developed in each before he left the States, and 
each very gradually improved.’’ 


Dr. Irwin reports for Fort Defiance (6,500 feet), Northwestern New 
Mexico: 


During a service of some seven years in New Mexico and Arizona, ranging 
over a region embraced between the thirty-first and thirty-sixth degrees of 
north latitude—Fort Union, New Mexico, to Fort Buchanan, I never 


Arizona— 
saw or heard of a case of tuberculous disease amongst the native inhabitants of 


those Territories. 


In connection with the altitude and the dryness of the air, the numer- 


ous wonderful mineral springs of New Mexico co-operate to make it 
the great health resort of the continent. 


In a former Congress, when the bill for the admission of New Mexico 
passed the Senate, a distinguished Senator from California, Senator 
Sargent, gave this eloquent description of her resourees and future: 


A doubt with reference to the resourees of New Mexico would seem to be 
hardly plausible. New Mexico has peculiar advantages for wealth. It isa 
great pastoral country. Of that there can be no doubt; and it has enormous 
wealth in the way of cattle and sheep. But New Mexico issomething like Cali- 
fornia in one respect. If Tam not mistaken, Daniel Webster, in discussing the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, by which California became a tion of the ter- 
ritory of the United States, said it was a land of rocks and rts with rattle- 
snakes enough to fence it. Whether he ever said that or not, I do not know; I 
have never sought to verify it, but it epeesienty believed that that was the esti- 
mate put upon California Daniel Webster. 

I went there before the State was admitted into the U nion, in 1850, and I know 
the estimate among our own ple at that time was that we had no agricult- 
ural capacity, or very slight. idea of raising fruit in the mountains would 
have been considered absurd, and was so for a number of years after I went 
there, until the first experiment was timidly tried, and the hills then blossomed 
with fruit trees at once, bearing most magnificent and luxurious fruit. Our 
valleys were supposed to be sterile, to be impossible of cultivation; and yetnow 
we are feeding Europe; we are beating Russia in the markets of Liverpool with 
the wheat which we send around the Horn, the product of our valleys 
which were considered so sterile; and very much the same conditions exist in 
New Mexico. We do it partially by irrigation; we do it partially by differently 
alternating seasons; as, forinstance, during this year the winter has been open, 
the snows and the rains have come on our State uatil the heart of the State is 
made giad by the promise of a harvest more abundant than that ever known 
to the history of the State, while last year the harvest was slight on account of 
the light rains and there being no snow whatever. So I say the seasons alter- 
nate. 


The vast crop of a single year is enough to enrich the State for five, the lux- 


uriance is so teeming. We can garner in our granaries as they did in ptin 
the old time against seasons of go or periods of slackness of and 
wait for the markets of the world. ese same conditions existin a very large 


degree in New Mexico. They have these vast plains. They have occasional 
seasons of heavy rains. They have their mou ns garn their snow, with 
the opportunity for irrigation, as we have in California. Of course the great 
agricultural resources are confined principally to the valleys, but the valleysare 
broad and extensive. The mountains, I have no doubt, are adapted to fruit 
raising, as they are in California, and those mountainsare seamed further with 
valuable resources of minerals, with coal, and the precious metals, given prom- 
ise by and by of enormous development, as our people shall pour in there.— 
Congressional Record, volume 4, part 2, page 1610. 


The peop'e of New Mexico are anxious to be relieved from the con- 
dition of tutelage and dependence in which they are now situated. 
The governor in his last annual message to the Legislative Assem- 
bly thas referred to the development of the Territory andito the ne- 
cessity for its admission as a State: 
eee wes the — and one industries — ssa and 
velo en ve nota su an Cc 
ing oe pened of any co’ riod he Se ie eee 


ng pe 
industries are destined, and for ail time, especially culture, with which 
stock-raising will become closely blended and a caestionens, to become and 


continue the basic industries of the Territory. In the mining of e pod 
the development has been exceptional in extent and volume, w contin- 
ued, will tend largely to obliterate the present factitious ion in val- 
ves of the gold and silver metals as commercial standards of exchange. 

I» the nature of things, however, as all industries and all values are bottomed 
on successful agriculture, it becomes us in all ways and under all conditions to 
censerve and stimulate that industry. To that end,as it _——— in 
large areas of th agriculture is 


e Territ any general, prosperous 
dependent on an equally genau and effective system of water supply and irri- 
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gation,a bill was introduced in Congress at its last session providing for the 
admission of New Mexico to statehood, and donating a stipulated amount of 
the public lands in the Territory to be devoted to the establishment of reser- 
voirs for water —— for of As it is not at all probable 
that this donation will be except upon the admission of New Mexico to 
the Union, and in order that we may be placed at the earliest possible day in 
possession of that very ‘mportant means of development, as also that we may 
be able to utilize as ly as possible the ee epee of public lands 
for public schools the purposes of public ed m, | suggest that the Leg- 
islative Assembly by public resolution memorialize Congress for the prompt 
passage of the measure now pending in the House of Representatives for the 
admission of New Mexico to statehood. It is confidently believed that the pas- 
sage of this measure containing these two hae important tions would 


be the means of very greatly stimulating immigration, investment, and devel- 
opment. 


The people of New Mexico are anxious to assume the full obligations 
of citizenship. The leaders of both parties alike are calling for state- 
hood. From a recent number of the Chicago Times I cut the follow- 


ing article, displaying the sentiment of one of the leading Republicans 
of the Territory: 


Ten years ago W. H. H. asoeire. of Omaha, was appointed Indian agent 
forthe Mescalero and Jicarilla tribes of Apaches in New Mexico. When his 
term of office expired he moved to Las Cruces, in the Rio Grande valley, and en- 
joyed @ lucrative law practice. The town in which he resides is in the center 
of the great fruit section of the so and much property is owned by Chicago 
investors. He was a delegate to the Republican national convention four 
years ago and, naturally, is intensely interested in the question of admitting 
New Mexico into the Union. ‘The people of New Mexico feel entitled to some 
consideration from the rest of the people of the United States,” sayshe. “ Both 
Democrats and Republicans are working for the cause. It is not a party ques- 
tion in the least, and of all the souls in the Territory fully three-quarters of 
them would vote yea to the question. We polled 40,000 votes at the last elec- 
tion, and with our natural resources we are as fully equipped for statehood as 
any Territory. A tery in the North is, ‘Don’t let the Greasersin.’ They 
are afi orderly, well-behaved race, who respect the Government, and if the court 
records of all the erimes committed in that country were looked up, it would 
be found that 75 per cent. were committed by the so-called Americans.”’ 

Mr. Liewellyn says that civilization has pr most rapidly in his Terri- 
tory during the last few years. This is y notable among the Indians. 
The Navajos, the largest individual tribe in the United States, are now self- 
supporting, save the establishment of schools, which work is carried on by the 
Government. Last year they sold. 1,500,000 pounds of wool of their own rais- 
ing. 


— Liewellyn will remain at the Leland for a few days and then visit the 
t. 


The Lincoln County Leader of December 22, 1888, thus presents the 
need of admission: 


New Mexico has a taxable value of $130,000,000; Montana, $69,000,000. Why 
admit Montana and not New Mexico? Thediscrimination seems to be religious 
as well as partisan. From all sides we receive such assurances of renewed im- 
migration when we are admitted as a State as to assure us that capital wi!l feel 
more secure ; and while we are at t expending large sums in private en- 

notably the acres of land in this county, involvi 
an expense of over $2,500,000, we have untold wealth in our mines, undeveloped, 
to say nothing about our superior climate. 


The following appeal for statehood and the prompt response show the 
general interest now existing in this subject: 


AN APPEAL FOR STATEHOOD. 


New Yorx, December 15, 1888. 

There is a subject of the greatest importance to New Mexico that requires 
immediate action within the Territory. I refer to its admission asa State. A 
number of Territories are to be admitted either before March 4 or very soon 
after. If that number should not include New Mexico it will be the cause of 
great injury to us. A Territorial condition is considered here as a proof of back- 
wardness and lack of a Heretofore we have had the excuse that no 
Territory could be admit as parties stood in Congress, and pointed to Dakota 
as an illustration; but if three or four are now brought in and we are left out, 
it will be understood as that we are not fit for statehood, and are retro- 
er — ne Every acre of our land would lose value and 

ev ured by such an event. 
Ana oat aaete ve danger of it. The States talked of here are Dakota, 
Montana, and W: ee Idaho is mentioned; but not New Mexico. 


tory 
Just now the 


popu enough for 

statehood than either Montana or W: , is received in 
haps a little incredulity, and they say, “ y, I haven’t noted any movement 
there on the subject.” 

Fails fo con ventions, ond wanne, besenee tho wadesl ng idea is harmful. 
People will not go to or invest their money in a section that they think is back- 
ward or non-progressive. Men are like sheep. They want to go with the 
crowd. Ifthey emigrate they prefer a locality which is growing up rapidly. 
And the idea of statehood, or at least of efforts for statehood, are directly con- 


should act prom . Every board of trade 
should pass resolutions and have them the Associated Press. 
Every organization that can have a should do likewise. The 
ture, of course, should act as soon as it meets. wy ees = ew 
York Tribune has an editorial which shows the danger ——— 


ments of a substantial community. I will endeavor to answer that here, but. 
oe . L. BRADFORD PRINCE, 


To the citizens of Lincoln County: ; 
As citizens and residents of New Mexico we very fully appreciate the truth of 


~‘ 
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the foregoing communication, and comprehend the value and importance of a 


democratic representative government, equa/ly with the blessings of the great 
Union of States. We believe that we have outgrown a Territorial ¢ government, 


and that the Territorial condition is detrimental to the development of our in- 
terests and our industries. 


Therefore we earnestly urge upon the citizens of Lincoln County and the 
Territory of New Mexico to convene in mass meeting in their respective com- 
munities on the 5th day of January, 1889, for the purpose of general discussion 
of the subject of statehood, and to select delegates to a general convention to be 
held at Santa Fé, N. Mex., Jan 12, 1889; said convention to urge our claims 
to admission tothe sisterhood States, and select a committee to go imme- 
diately to Washington and present the same to Con: 3. ‘ 

It is suggested that delegates be selected on a basis of one for each 100 votes 


or meee thereof, each precinct to be entitled to one delegate regardless of the 
vote. 


The importance of each citizen of New Mexico taking an active interest in 
the matter can be readily understood by reading the columnsof slanderousand 
damaging matter daily ae circulated throughout the East by the leading 
journals concerning our tion and resources while discussing the question 
of New Mexico’s admission to statehood. 


It is also su that delegates selected who are unable to attend send their 
proxy to the chairman of the board of county commissioners, at Lincoln, N. Mex., 
who will deliver them to such delegates or other persons as may be selected and 
signify their intention of being present at the convention at Santa Fé. 


M. CRONIN. Cc. H. WEIDMAN, 
JOSE MONTANO. ARCADIO SAIS. 


H. H. PIERCE. JOHN Y. HEWITT. 
FLORENCIO GONZALES. P. F, GARRETT. 


S$. BACA, GEORGE CURRY. 


J. K,. BYERS. SIPIO SALAZAR. 
A. M. ROBERTSON. HENRY LUTZ, 


JONES TALIAFERRO. WILLIAM SLANE. 
G, A. RICHARDSON, JAMES R. BRENT. 
S. T. GRAY. H. H. C. HARRISON. 
JOHN BURNS. GEORGE B. BARBER. 
R. MICHAELIS. JOHN J. COCKRELL, 
E, ORR. 

The eonvention thus called has met and has adopted resolutions de- 
manding immediate admission. These will be presented to the House 
as soon as they arrive. 

New Mexico as a Territory has long suffered from the neglect of the 
General Government. In years past the ravages of hostile Indians 
have been unchecked, and, while on the one hand protection has been 
denied, on the other compensation for past injuries has been refused. 
Then, too, by the neglect of Congress the titles to land for a great 
number of acres in the Territory have remained unsettled ever since 
the first occupation of New Mexico. Notwithstanding this her people 
have been patient, believing that at last some redress would be afforded. 
Now they call upon Congress for that consideration to which they are 
entitled—their admission asa State. No greater encouragement to 
immigration and development can be given. 

The admission of New Mexico will stimulate her people to renewed 
activity in developing the resources of the country, and will operate to 
attract extensive immigration from the States of the East, for as a State 
its resources will become known. Once admitted as a State her rapid 
development is assured. Herfuture isnot doubtful. High up among 
the mountains of New Mexico numerous smelting furnaces will be 
busy in preparing for use the vast mineral wealth now buried in the 
earth. Thousands of prosperous citizens will be employed in the min- 
ing industries, and mountain cities equal to those of Colorado will 
arise. Throughout the upland region millions of cattle, horses, and 
sheep will pasture, increasing in number every year, since they escape 
all danger from the stress of hostile winters. On every side thousands 
of thrifty farms will be cultivated, and the diligent farmer, freed from 
the uncertainty of drought or floods, will contentedly cultivate his 
fields knowing that his diligent labor will surely result in an abun- 
dant harvest. Vineyards and orchards will adorn every hillside, and 
the fruits and wines of New Mexico will be as widely celebrated as 
those of California. Under these conditions prosperous cities will in- 
crease, while all of the inhabitants of this favored region, in a climate 
the delights of which are unequaled throughout the globe, will be 
blessed with health and longevity not to be surpassed in any other 
part of our common country. 

These resources and possibilities New Mexico tenders to the Union. 
Her citizens will esteem it their highest honor to be admitted te an 
equal share in the responsibilities of the Union, and should danger 
menace they would deem it their greatest privilege to bear their full 
share and thus exhibit their devotion to our country’s flag and the 
American Constitution. 

a the delivery of the above remarks, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The time of the gentleman from 
New Mexico has expi 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Iask that the gentleman from New 
Mexico be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman desires ten or fifteen 
minutes more, and I hope it will be granted him. 

ee een I move that he be allowed to conclude his re- 
mar 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. JOSEPH. I thank the gentleman from Minnesota for his court- 


Mr. JOSEPH resumed and concluded his remarks. 
Mr. JOSEPH. Iask unanimous consent to incorporate in my re- 


marks some resolutions in possession in reference to the admissi 
of New Mexico as a State. - 


Lae | 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New Mexico? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 


Las Veaas, N. Mex., December 29, 1888, 
To the Speaker of the House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 
A public meeting was held here last night for a canvass of the statehood ques- 
tion. The following resolutions were adopted : 

“ Resolved, That we, the citizens and voters of San Miguel County, in mass meet- 
ing assembled, hereby proclaim that in our judgment the time has come for the 

eople of the whole Territory of New Mexico to unite in a demand that New 
Lexico be admitted as a State into the Union as soon as the preliminary steps 
can be taken to secure such admission. 

‘* Resolved, That we hereby ask the Territorial Legislature, as soon as possible 
after it shall convene, to pass a joint resolution memorializing Congress and ask- 
ing the passage of an enabling act authorizing the calling of a constitutional con- 
vention to frame a constitution for New Mexico, and that the Legislature of New 
Mexico pass alaw providing for the holding of an election for delegates to a con- 
stitutional convention fixing the time and place for holding the same. 

‘Resolved, That the press of New Mexico be requested to give these resolutions 
as wide publicity as possible, and thatthe friends of the movement for statehood 
everywhere in the Territory be invited to meet in mass meeting and by similar 
resolutions request the Legislature of New Mexico to take prompt and decided 
action in the matter, in order that Congress and the whole country may become 
fully advised of the general desire to secure a State government before the ad- 
journment of the present Congress.”’ 

F. A. BLAKE, 
J.J. FITZGERRELL, 
A. C. ABEYTIA, 
PABLO ULIBARRI, 
J.8. ELSTON, 
Committee. 
DEMANDING STATEHOOD—NEW MEXICO INSISTS ON BEING ADMITTED TO THE FID- 
ERAL UNION. 


[Special to the Republic. | 


Santa Fé, N. Mex., January 13. 

At ry statehood convention, held in Santa Fé, the following resolutions were 
passed : 

Whereas the Territory of New Mexico was ceded to the United States by the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo in the year 1848, and has been an organized Terri- 
tory under the laws of the United States ever since the year 1850; and 

Whereas by the terms of said treaty it was stipulated and guarantied that 
the people in this Territory who should not preserve the character of citizens 
of Moxieo should be incorporated into the Union of the United States and be 
admitted at a proper time to all the enjoyments of all the rights of citizens of 
the United States according to the principles of the Constitution; and 

Whereas the people of this Territory have frequently demanded and asked 
for a compliance on the part of the Federal Government with the said terms of 
said treaty, and have always been desirous of being admitted into the United 
States and the enjoyment of the rights of citizens of the United States; and 

Whereas the people of this Territory have ever since the cession of New Mex- 
ico to the United States been loyal to its principles and institutions and desire 
its perpetuity ; and 

Whereas the population of the Territory of New Mexico at the present time 
exceeds 170,000, exclusive of all Indians, whieh said Indians have no right to 
vote in the Territory and by its laws have always been prohibited from voting 
and never have voted at any election in the Territory; and 

Whereas the Territory is now traversed by railroad and telegraph lines in 
various directions, giving every partof it speedy and easy communication with 
all other parts of the United States, such railroad lines amounting to about 
1,400 miles in length, all of which have been constructed within the last nine 
years, bringing with them from the States of the Union a large, wealthy, intel- 
ligent, and enterprising immigration, nearly if not quite equal to the popula- 
tion which was in this Territory prior to the advent of said railroads; an 

Whereas the assessed value of property in this Territory has been constantly 
and largely on the increase ever since its annexation to the United States, and 
in the last ten years such increas. has been tenfold; and 

Whereas there has been an increase during the last two years of over 5,000 
votes actually cast at the last general election over the vote cast at the general 
election held two years previous, showing an increase in population in that 
time of about 39,060; and 

Whereas 2 jarge and intelligent immigration from all parts of the Uniied 
States is constantly coming into this Territory, settling it up and rapidly de- 
vetoes its resources and increasing its wealth, intelligence and prosperity; 
an 

Whereas the Territory of New Mexico is possessed of sufficient resources, in- 
telligence,and inhabitants, not including Indians,to authorize and require its 
admission into the Union as a sovereign State,equal in every respect with the 
present States of the Union; and 

Whereas under the Territorial form of government limitations upon our 
right to legislate not contemplated by the Constitution of the United States or 
the spirit of American institutions are imposed upon us, the progress and de- 
velopment of our Territory are retarded, leaving usin a condition of tutelage 
and minority, thus impairing confidence in the stability of our institutions on 
the part of those seeking homes and investment in the West, all of which will 
be obviated by our admission to statehood; and 

Whereas the nameof New Mexico has been for more than three hundred 
years applied to that portion of the United States now embraced within our 
Territory, and the inhabitants have for generations held that name in venera- 
tion and desire to perpetuate it in our history as the name of a sovereign State: 
Now, therefore, 

Be tt resolved by the people of the Territory of New Mexico in convention assem- 
bled, representing every portion and political subdivision and every political party 
therein, That we insist upon and demand admission into the Federal Union as 
a State, in fulfillment of the pledges and guaranties solemnly made by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and also by 
virtue of our wealth, population, and intelligence, which are amply sufficient 
to support and maintain a free and sovereign State and all the institutions inci- 
dent thereto. - 

Resolved, That we further insist and demand that speedy action be taken by 
the Congress of the United States to the end that New Mexico shall be at once 
admit into the Federal Union as a State thereof. . 

Resolved, That we deem it a sufficient answer to the many misrepresentations 
promulgated throughout this country asto the intelligenceand morality of our 
people to advise the fair-minded people of the United States that more than 
one-fourth of all the revenue raised in this Territory, 90 per cent. of which is 
collected and paid into the school fund, is devoted to the support and main- 
tenance of free non-sectarian public schools and that such schools exist in all 
parts of this Territory. 

And be it further resolved, That simple justice to this people demands that they 
should be permitted to perpetuate the history and achievements of their fore- 
fathers by retaining ‘‘New Mexico” as the name of the new State. 
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Mr. STRUBLE withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding with my remarks 
by an arrangement with the members of the committee, I desire to 
yield twenty minutes of my time to the Delegate from Washington 
Territory [Mr. VoorHEEs]. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, four years ago the people of Wash- 
ington commissioned me to present to the Congress the urgent com- 
mercial, geographical, social, and political importance of the erection of 
that northwest augle of the Republic intoan American State. During 
all that period, frequently at the risk of rendering myself obnoxious to 
members, so little have they seemed to realize the intense bitterness of 
a disfranchised condition, I have laboriously sought to induce such re- 
sults in this connection as would justify the confidence which im- 
pelled my constituency in placing in my hands this important and 
far-reaching trust. That the appeals of the people of this remote re- 
gion of the Republic have thus far found dull ears has been to me a 
source of the keenest regret, not unmixed with a feeling of profound 
indignation. Whatever the causes may have been which wrought out 
this policy of non-action, a more indefensible position was never as- 
sumed than that predicated upon a supreme indifference to the repeated 
petitions of disfranchised thousands for constitutional enfranchise- 
ment. 

On the 28th day of July last I made in this House a plea for American 
citizenship for a disfranchished constituency, in the course of which I 
used the following language: 

Confronted by the majestic ponergee of American citizenship mere political 


considerations grow mean and small. I address myself to this great question 


to-day, not as a Democrat, but as an American citizen. I care not what the 


future political complexion of the Territory may be, the citizenship of its inhabit- 
ants can not become less sacred, be the administration Democratie or Repub- 
lican. American citizenship presents too exalted a question tnipalnasmentiian 
by political considerations, and I shall always protest against the utilization of 
such a question for the ey of party supremacy or for the achievement 
of mere party advantage. It is a question of statesmanship and not of poiitics, 

My sentiments as then expressed have undergone no change or dimi- 
nution. The rapid advancement and progress of the great common- 
wealth which I represent since that time have but served to intensify 
such a feeling, and to-day I feel that any scheme of party advancement 
which is to be based upon the continued disfranchisement of the peo- 
ple who sent me here will involve a grave crime against constitutional 
government and an indefensible transgression of the fandamental prin- 
ciples of civil liberty. 

It is a subject for congratulation that this House has at last placed 
itself in a position to mete out tardy justice to more than a million of 
American citizens. 

It is net possible to discover any sufficient reason for the apparent 
apathy which has heretofore characterized this House in its treatment 
of this vital question 

As so eloquently su by my learned and distinguished friend 
from New York [Mr. Cox], an invocation of all-the powers of imagery 
and of prophecy fails to farnish forth any adequate notion of the stu- 
pendous and unparalleled growth and development of the communities 
affected by the pending measure. 

Even the far-reachinginstinct of Thomas Jefferson, which bequeathed 
this empire to the American people, could not have felt the extent of 
the blessings to posterity which lay concealed in his wise and unerring 
statesmanship. The sturdy and intrepid spirits of Lewis and Clarke 
little dreamed that the vast and mighty solitude of that country— 


Where rolled the ° 
And heard no sound save its es 


would, in less than a century’s life, respond to the ringing voices of an 
imperial and astounding progress. Even in prophetic vision they 
could not have foreseen the establishment upon the splendid waters of 
Puget Sound of a seat of commerce which, in less than three genera- 
tions, outstripping its older competitors, challenges the admiration of 
the commercial world as the ocean port fifth in importance in the 
United States. No amount of prescience could have revealed to them 
that in the year 1888 the total valuation of taxable property of Wash- 
ington would be $84,641,548, having advanced to that amount from 
$18,922,922 in 1878. 

Was there a prediction in any of the voices of the wild and sav, 
life by which they were surrounded that there would be polled 
the Territory, in the year 1888, 46,353 votes, re ting a tion 
at the least calculation of 231,665, as against a vote of 12,647 in 1878, 
the basis of a population of 63,235? 

In the variety and permanency of her natural resources and advan- 
tages Washington has no equal amongst her sisters. In her superb 
maritime advantages she surpasses every other Territory, and very 
many of the States. By reason of her inexhaustible coal supply and 
her abundance of iron she has been very aptly styled the Pennsylvania 
of the Pacific Northwest. Within her borders is to be found the t 
lumber reserve region of this country. Her agricultural possibilities 
are excelled in no quarter of the globe, and her production of the pre- 
cious metals is very pronounced. It will thus be seen that, in the ag- 


gregate of her resources and advantages, she is in advance of any State 
or Territory in the Union. 


exists within the Straits of Juan 








Admiral Charles Wilkes thus describes the maritime features of 
Puget Sound: 


Nothing can surpass the beauty of these waters and their safety. Not a shoal 
t . ayhte de Fuca, ney Bey) or youwe panes Sas 

can in any way interru eir navigation by a 74-gun ship. I venture no 

in saying that there is no country in the world that waters to 


possesses equal to 
these ; they cover an area of about 2,000 square miles; the shores of all its inlets 
and bays are remarkably bold, so much so that a ship’s side would strike the 
shore before her keel would touch the ground. 


The country by which these waters are surrounded is remarkably salubrious 


on affords every advantage for the accommodation of a vast commercial and 
milita: 
and cities, at all times well supplied with water, and ca 
vided with 
agriculture. 


marine, with convenience for docks, and a great many sites for towns 
ble of being well pro- 
everything by the surrounding country, which is well ada for 


The Straits of Juan de Fuca are 9 miles in length, and have an average width 


of 11 miles. At the entrance (8 miles in width) no danger exists, and it may be 
safely navi 


throughout. 
No of the world affords finer inlands, sounds, or a greater number of har- 
bors are found within the Straits of Juan de capable Sees the 
largest class of vessels and without a danger in them t is not visible. From 
the rise and fall of the tide (18 feet) every facility is afforded for the erection of 
works for a great maritime nation. 

The country also affords as many sites for water-power as any other. 


Washington has 1,984 miles of coast line, all but about 170 miles of 
which is washed by the waters of Puget Sound. 

In my speech of July 28 last I thus alluded, in a statistical way, to 
our vast maritime interests: 


The gigantic lumber, coal, agricultural, and other interests are of such propor- 
tions that tn 1887 the number of American steam-vessels en in the foreign 
trade, which was 674 entering and clearing in the Puget Sound customs district, 
exceeded that of any other district in the United States, New York standing sec- 
ond with 488 vessels; and the nee such vessels, representing 532,748 tons, 
was only exceeded by New York, w the tonnage was 764,551. During 
o- in the aggregate number of American and foreign steam-vessels en 

n the foreign e, at 1,312, this district stood second only to New York, and 
in the aggregate tonnage of such vessels the district was seventh in importance. 
In the aggregate number of entrances and clearances of American and foretgn 
vessels, steam and sail, the district was fifth in the [nited States, with 881 ves- 
omens Ss Receren Se of such vessels it was seventh. In the fiscal 
year of 1886 the co ions of this district were $79,000, while such collections for 
the fiscal year of 1887 wil! not fall far short of $300,000. 

It is estimated that the export trade of Puget Sound in coal, lumber, wheat, 
and other products amounts to $10,000,000 annually. 


The fact that Washington alone, of all the Territories, occupies a 
maritime position should long since have induced the conviction that 


delay in clothing her with a settled and certain form of government is 
fraught with the a peril and concern to the nation. Her ex- 
posed and totally 

aggression of every hostile foreign power. Great Britain, in the ex- 
penditure of more than a million of money in providing for the public 
defense in her 
example worthy of the emulation of the American Republic. 


efenseless position is a perpetual invitation to the 


provinces immediately to the northward, has set an 


So forcibly did this consideration present itself that Senator Mor- 
GAN, in his most admirable speech upon the admission of Washington, 
in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, put forth the follow- 
ing observations: 

Considered in a political view, there could be pothing wees important to the 
welfare of the whole Union than to have a State established at that angle of 
our Northwestern possessions, one side of which is washed by the Pacific an 
and the other by the Straits of Fuca. I may describe it as a political buttress 


standing out there in the posed directly to the power and enter- 
prise of the sounded clea that we have in the w —people of our own kith 


and kindred, whose power and en rise we certainly ought to learn to esti- 
mate if we have not oe it yet—the British people. 


Considerations of this character, Mr. Speaker, are worthy of the 
thoughtful and earnest attention of the wisest statesmanship, and I 
commend such a course to the statesmen of this House. 

So widespread and overwhelming is the desire for constitutional gov- 
ernment amongst the people whom I represent that during the re- 
cent election it constituted the living, burning issue between the two 
parties. So keenly did these people in that election resent the delay 
in this House in responding to their continued for statehood 
that a pronounced Republican majority was the result. In theintensity 
of their desire to rebuke the Democratic party for what they conceived 
to have been an unwarranted indifference to their appeals, they lost 
sight of the with which I have during my four years of 
service here urged my in this House to immediate action. 

I have no regret over my defeat, but it is a source of very 
considerable regret to me that my efforts have proved unavailing to 
impress upon my party friends in this House the wisdom of moving 
in such a way toward the accom tof this mighty result, which, 
during every hour of my service here, has been demanded by every 
dictate of American citizenship, as to inspire in the hearts of the people 
of Washington a feeling of frieadliness for the splendid party of which 
Iam anhumblemember. That I failed was not through a failure of 
diligent, determined effort on my own part, and I here to-day, 
in the shadow of overwhelming political defeat, to insist, with the same 
vigor and zeal that animated me in the sunshine of political success, 
that any further delay in the consummation of this ount result 
isan ur onscionable usurpation of the inalienable rights of nearly three 
hundred thousand American citizens. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, from what I believe to be the consen- 
sus of opinion upon the floor of the House, there is practically nothing 
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Jeft at this time to discuss, so far as the 
has reached a conclusion in their 
theiradmission. I believe a sii 


admission of Washington and 
that this side of the Chamber 
wi minds to support and vote for 
. sentiment obtains on the other side 
of the House, and hence there is to discuss in to them. — 

The proposition that seems at present to meet the best favor on this 
side of the Chamber is that known popularly as the ‘‘ omnibus’? meas- 
ure, A few words in regard to that bill, and as to the points that I 
understand our friends on the other side differ with us u I be- 
lieve I may say that in the formation of that bill the tes from 
all of the several Territories interested were consulted as to the de- 
tails, and, so far as I know, from the time of its formation and presen- 
tation to the House down to the samen time, in regard to these details 
there has been no difference of opinion and no exception taken to them, 
I repeat, so far as my knowledge extends, by any member of the House 
on either side, and I mean now all the details in the way of land 

ts, the mode and manner of calling conventions, their power and 
duties, etc. So that we narrow the field of our discussion down con- 
siderably when we say that in the details of this bill, so far as the 
committee were they were agreed, the several items of de- 
tail being a alike to both sides. 

What then, Mr. er, were the differences of opinion in the com- 
mittee? One was these Territories should not all be included in 
any omnibus bill, but that each of them should stand on its own in- 
dividual merits. Another was that Dakota ought to be per force of 
sentiment divided, and the southern part be admitted upon the con- 
stitution adopted a little over three years ago. 

Another, and the last point of objection, was in regard to New 
Mexico—the Republican side of the House was not in favor of its ad- 
mission into the Union at the present time. I believe I have stated 
fairly the differences, and gentlemen on either side of the committee 
can sup t these points of difference with any other existing. I 
know of none, but I may have forgotten, and if so I hope they will be 
presented to the House in the course of this discussion. 

Whatever may have been the opinion of this side in the past, true it 
is that now our side of the Chamber have reached a conclusion that 
Dakota should be admitted into the Union; and we have also reached 
the conclusion that if it he the will of her upon due notice given 
and in a formal manner, to declare in favor of division of the Ter- 
ritory, we will assent to that also. 

So that, having conceded these great vital points on this side, it 
seems to me there is comparatively little left to differ with the other 
side upon, it is trne, though personally I believe that it would be more 
than wise to resubmit the adoption of the constitution framed in the 
fall of 1885 to a direct vote of the people; and not only that, but that 
it should be done in such a manner as to disembarrass the minds of the 
people of that Territory from all fear that if they do not accept the con- 
stitution already adopted that they can not get another hearing. 

Personally I would be glad to submit that question, and to couple 
with it another thing that would take from the mind of every person 
and every voter in Dakota Territory, North or South, all apprehen- 
sion on that subject, and vould do it in this manner: That at the time 
when the people vote upon the question of ratification anew of the con- 
stitution of 1885, with the various amendments submitted at that time 
separately, there should be also coupled with it a call for another con- 
vention and the election of delegates, who, in the event of a failure 
on the part of the people of both Dakotas to ratify the convention of 
1885, should immediately assemble in another convention and there 
form another constitution, taking all the good features of this consti- 
tution they desire, and amending it in such manner as to make it thor- 
oughly acceptable to all the people of Dakota of the present day. 

his should be done, particularly when we remember that three 
years ago North Dakota had no voice whatever in that convention or 
upoy the question of division, and when we remember that to-day, 
according to the vote of November, 1888, there is largely over 100,000 
voters in that Territory. So that when they come to vote upon the 
question of the adoption or ratification anew of the constitution sub- 
mitted for South Dakota they shall not be under any fear that by 
declining to ratify it anew they will be put to delay in the formation 
of a new constitution, but that at the one election they may pass 
— all these questions. I believe it to be the preferable and better 
plan to get afresh the will of the people, and to give that right anew 
to all the people of that Territory, instead of permitting less than one- 
third of the number of voters that now exist in that State to decide it; 
for less than one-third of their present number voted on these ques- 
tions at the election in 1885, when the constitution referred to in the 
Senate bill was adopted. 

By such means we would get at the very last and best expression of 
their wishes. It would enable us to a solution of the whole diffi- 
culty and truly enable the people of ota to determine these ques- 
tions of local self-government for themselves. In that way they could | 
consider all the merits and demerits of the old constitution and accept | 
or reject it, free from all fear of losing statehood. It is not my pur- | 

to canvass this 
the few remarks 







shall address to the House in reply to the distin- | 


— at any length, but rather to devote myself | ra 


guished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE] who has just taken his 
seat, 


By the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, forty years ago, I think it is 
safe to say that the honor of this nation was pledged that in due and 
reasonable time, when the New Mexican people should become citizens - 
of our country, that country should be admitted into the Union as a 
State as other Territories have been. And I see from the observations 
and discussions in the past that Senators especially took that view years 
ago, to wit, that the good faith of the Union demanded that New Mex- 
ico should be admitted into the Union. This is especially the case in 
the debate of 1874 in the Senate upon the question then of admitting 
New Mexico as a State. 

What my friend says about the past condition of New Mexico is as 
wholly irrelevant to the condition of affairs as they exist to-day as it 
would be for us to undertake to compare the condition of the Pilgrim 
Fathers after they had been in Massachusetts a month or a year—not, 
perhaps, in moral condition or in intellectual capacity, for that was 
great—but upon their financial ability to maintain a State government, 

The House should remember that in 1876 there was not a mile of 
railroad in the Territory. The House should remember that none of 
cur Territories have suffered as much as New Mexico from the ravages 
of Indians of the fiercest and most hostile character, for the Navajoes, 
the Arapahoes, and the Cheyennes have been the fiercest and bravest 
warriors in the West and Southwest, and they have ravaged this Terri- 
tory more than any other, and kept it down and kept it backward for 
very many years. With these disadvantages, separated as it was by a 
thousand miles from the settled States of the East, with no means of 
getting to and from New Mexico except what used to be called in 
those days ‘‘ bull-trains,’’ which would only carry a person from our 
Missouri frontier to New Mexico in a period of ffom six to ten weeks, 
there was of course little opportunity for improvement for the people 
of the Territory. But the condition of affairs as described by writers 
thirty years ago, their descriptions of the utensils with which the people 
of the Territory then cultivated the ground, and the quotation of such 
descriptions as if they were applicable to the present condition of 
things, is, in the light of the progress that we make in the West each 
and every year of our lives, simply futile, and infantile besides. 

The gentleman says that he will make no attack upon the religion 
of the people of New Mexico. Iam glad to hear him say so. It is 
very hard indeed to read the report, of which he confesses himself the 
author, and reach that conclusion; but a late repentance is perhaps 
better than no repentance at all. It will not do to say that those New 
Mexicans, who are white, and who are within our territory and pro- 
tected by the treaty stipulations:made with Old Mexico when we took 
them within our limits in 1648—it will not do to say that they are not 
to be counted as a part of the population to entitle them to statehood; 
but it would seem from the tenor of the argument of the gentleman 
from Iowa as if the only charaeter of people within the limits of the 
Territory of New Mexico is such as is stated in his report upon this 
bill and in his speech to-day, namely, that the people are ignorant, 
stupid, superstitious, and uneducated. This is not so. 

Let me call the attention of the House toa couple of incidents occur- 
ring in the years 1874 and 1876, And first let me remind the House 
what. period of time that was in the history of the Republican party. 
Politically, gentlemen, it was the greatest era in your history. In 1872. 
when General Grant was elected President for the second time, you had 
unlimited control over every department_of the Government. The 
Senate and the House both were two-thirds in your favor; the Supreme 
Court was On your side; General Grant was your idol, and you had 
everything yourown way. In that administratiov, in the year 1874, 
a bill was introduced in the Forty-third Congress to provide an enablin 
act for the admission of New Mexicointo the Union. That bill 
both Houses of Congress. 

It passed the House of Reprensetatives at the first session, on the 
2ist day of May, 1874, by a vote of 160 yeas against 54 nays, lacking 
only two of being a vote of three to one. At the second session of the 
same Congress, on the 24th day of February, the bill passed the Senate 
by a vote of 32 yeas to 11 nays, lacking only one vote of being three- 
fourths; and that was in the most stalwart Republican Congress, both 
in the upper and lower branch, that our history has known. But 
that is not all. That bill failed for want of agreement on some minu- 
tia in conference, and two years later the Senate led off and introduced 
a bill which passed by a large majority. Since that time neither House 
has passed a bill for the admission of New Mexico. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I understood the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StruBLE] te say that the 
agricultural lands of that Territory are incapable of supporting such 
population as would reasonably authorize New Mexico to demand to 
be admitted among the States, and I understood him to says also that 
there were only about 5} per cent. of the agricultural lands of the Ter- 
ritory which could be cultivated profitably without irrigation. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Yes; without an improved system of irrigation. 
I made that statement and gave as my authority the governor’s re- 


rt. 
Mr. MANSUR. The gent!eman from Iowa has been quoting from 
literature on this subject as stale as a last year’s almanao, but I desire 





870 





in this connection to quote from the last two reports of the governor of 
the Territory, who ought to know something about the condition of 


affairs there. In his report for 1887 Governor Ross says: 


it is impossible to accurately or definitely estimate or describe the undeveloped 
_resourees of New Mexico, so vast is the range of natural resources known to exist. 
Of the 122,500 square miles of land 10,000 are covered with pine forests; of the 78,- 


000,900 acres, 40,000,000 are good average agricultural lands, and probably 20,000,- 
000 of the balance are mountainous. 


In his report for 1888 he says: 


There has been in all parts of the Territory marked pecan in the develop- 
ment of our agricultural! industries, illustrated by the late local and Territorial 
fairs, in grains, vegetables, fruits, and garden products, and by the correspond- 
ing cheapness and abundance in which they are found on sale in the markets. 


Again: 


The development in agriculture has more than kept pace with the increase 
in population, and New Mexico in this year well started on the road towards 
sel{-supply in all the staples of consumption. In fruits especially the advance 
has been very marked. Orchards and vineyards that were planted a few years 
ago by the earlier colonists have this year come to beari 
product has been somethin vousngtebie and exceeded only by the quality. 

The Dofia Afia County fruit fair, held in September at Las Cru in the 
quality of the fruits displayed of all kinds, was a pees exhibitand a revela- 
tion of the wonderful capacity of the country, and of the Rio Grande valley 
especially, for the production of every description of fruits, more 
grapes. The Black Hamburg, the Muscat, the Muscatelle, the Flaming Tokay, 
and many other equally valuable varieties, including excellent wine and raisin 
grapes, are there produced in astonishing size and profusion and of rare excel- 
jJence. It is apparent from that exhibit thatthe manufacture of wines and raisins 
and the preparation of canned fruits are destined to become staple and profit- 
able industries of that section. 

The Santa Fé fruit exhibit, during the same month, was a gratifying display 
of the capacities of that region for the production of fruits of all kinds adapted 
to the latitude and the altitude—between 35° and 36° north and 7,000 feet. 

At Las Vegas, last fall, was displayed an exhibit of grain fruits and vegetables 
especially adapted to the northern portion of the Territory, which indicated a 
marvelous productive capacity in a region that has been accounted almost a 
desert. The grains compri wheat, oats, barley, and corn gathered promis- 
cuously from the fields, many specimens of the small grains standing 6 to 8 
feet high and the heads surpassing the average of the West, even in the weight 
of grain—much of it grown without irrigation. r. 

The Territorial fair at Albuquerque was an equal surprise to those unac 
quainted with the capacities of the country. in grains, vegetables, fruits, and 
iextiles the display was of surpassing interest in its demonstration of the ca- 
pacity of the Territory for the development of, practically, every product of the 
soil that contributes to the satisfaction of human needs and human comforts. 


Again: 
During the past few years— 


When did the railroads get in there? All of them, you may say, 
practically, within the last six or eight years. 


During the past few years especial effort has been made to the introduction of 
improved agricultural machinery and modern metheds of ee, and the 
result of that effort has been perceptible in these lays. p plo and 
the introduction of intelligent, systematic pursuit of the science 
have developed the fact that the soils of New Mexico, though at first sigh’ 
bidding and apparently a desert, possess in a remar le di all tne ele- 
raents of fertility, and that the great bulk of its lands, with intelligent cultiva- 
tion, is susceptible of a high degree of development. ‘Until very recently— 


Mark the language— 


Until very recently the impression has prevailed that the successful eoeiant 
tion of American corn was im ible on account of the altitude, but pas- 
year’s experience has effectually Se that unpleasant delusion. As la 
and perfect American corn, the product of New Mexican corn-fields, was d 
played at the late fairs as can be produced in any of the Mississippi States, and 
of equal yield, evidencing that that cereal is destined to hold its rank here as 
one of the great Western staples. 


The governor then proceeds to speak of what they are doing in the 
way of irrigation and the introduction of canals. He states: 


Nineteen of these associations have been chartered during the past year, and 
construction commenced on several of the number. Conspicuous among the 
letter is the Pecos Irrigation and Improvement Company, in Lincoln County, 
which has projected two canals, one 25 and the other 40 miles in length, and 
sufficient to irrigate 150,000 acres of land, now under contract. Other similar 
enterprises are also under way there, aggregating, in all, 140 miles of ditches, 
and intended to water 250,000 acres of land. Lincoln County is more eae” 
an agricultural county, and is rapidly filling up with farmers, The lities 
for irrigation are generally good. 

And he winds up his remarks on this subject by saying— 

What was, not many years ago, known asthe Liano Estacado, or Staked 
Plain—waterless and treeless—com prising the eastern half of the county, will, 
before the lapse of many years, become one of the most populous and prosper- 
ous agricultural sections ofthe Southwest. These are remarkable statements, and 
prove conclusively, that all ideas in regard to the sterility of New Mexico, based 
upon observations and experiences prior tothe adventof railroads and the new 
modes of cultivation arising from the use of modern improved farming ma- 
chinery, are absolutely to be discarded, and in ne populaton agricultural re- 


t for- 


sources and capability of New Mexico to sustain a m worthy of a State 
both now and in the future, must be soughtand o ed only from the period 
within the advent of railroads and of an aggressive, active, energetic farming 
class within her borders. 

I have now called the attention of members of the House to the fact 
that the Republicans on two different occasions—I may say three, 
two in the Senate and one in the House—in 1874 and in 1876, voted 
that in their opinion New Mexico was entitled to admission; that she 
had all the elements necessary to entitle her to admission as a State. 
What has caused the change since? If anything, the climate has sure! 
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Company. Underthe stimulating influences of this great railway 50,- 
000 population has been added to the Territory, and these people are 
now building cities and peopling its valleys, carrying there wealth and 
advancement, creating farms, growing orchards, developmg minesof 
fabulous wealth, and all this done by the best brains of New England 
and mapy other of the Northern States. 

I appeal to the other side to say whether these 75,000, added to its 
population since 1880, our own brethren, American citizens, who when 
they left their homes were blessed with all the privileges of statehood, 
have done anything to forfeit their rights as American citizens by go- 
ing into that Territory. Those people there say that they have not. 
I received this morning resolutions adopted by a convention held on 
the 10th of this month, at Santa Fé, in favor of statehood—vigorous, 
ringing resolutions, showing good reasons why, in the opinion of those 
people, that Territory should be admitted. Whyshould she not? Or- 
ganized in 1850, she has since then seen seven States admitfed into the 
Union from a Territorial condition. She has to-day a larger popula- 
tion than any Territory ever admitted as a State, if we except Texas 
and Maine. She certainly has wealth sufficient to entitle her to ad- 
mission. 

But, says my friend from Iowa [Mr. StTRUBLE], although we may 
concede that the elements of wealth to sustain statehood are there, yet 
there is so little intelligence among the people, so little education in 
her Legislature, that they quarrel and fritter away their time, and 
have in the last session of their Legislature—for there has beeh none 
since the one to which the gentleman refers—shown their inability to 
frame a revenue law adequate to the demands of that country. Well, 
the governor of that Territory did state, of course, what the gentleman 
has cited; but in his more recent report of 1888 he declares that public 
opinion is now wonderfully awakened on this subject, that everywhere 
the people see the necessity for such legislation, and that as soon as 
the Legislature again convenes, so great being the public interest in 
this question, he doubts not a suitable law to remedy this evil will be 


I am also informed by my friend Mr. Josern, of New Mexico, that 
hitherto railroad property has not been assessed; that property is val- 
ued at some thirty millions or more of dollars. Hereafter it will be 
assessed, and when so done, will carry the assessed wealth of this Ter- 
ritory to between eighty and one hundred millions of dollars. 

Furthermore, Governor Ross states this wealth other than the railroad 
is equitably distributed amongst the entire population of the Territory, 
and it is as fairly distributed in proportion to the number of people 
in the Territory as it is in any other Territory in the Union. 

I want to call the attention of the House to the disingenuousness of 
the gentleman from Iowa, if he will pardon me for the assertion. The 
first extract my friend read from his own report, and which was copied 
from Governor Sheldon’s report in 1884 made as governor of New 
Mexico, is as follows: : 

The people of the Territory have not for several years in the 


been pro- 
ducing enough tosupply the necessaries of life so far as food a 


icles are con- 
cerned, but have been purchasing breadstuffs abroad which has depleted the 
country of cash. 


For several years the construction of railroads was extensive, 
which gave employment to a large number of people, and reliance was placed 
on this source of revenue to supply their wants. During the last eighteen 
months there has been little railroad building,and the cultivation of the soil 
having been neg) the find themselves withou! 


ected itmuch money. Hence 
trade is light and times are dull. 
This was all he read. If he had read the next six lines he would 
have found the following antidote for the situation portrayed in the 
foregoing extract: 
This year there has been a considerable increase ‘in 


uctions. From the very best information at 


cultural and fruit 
prod 
that the production of cereals, v: 


lam of the opinion 
egetables, and fruits is nearly, if not quite 
sufficient to supply the consumption of the people. Thereseemsto bea general 
appreciation of the importance of these interests, and it may be expected that 
in future no money will be sent out of the country for articles of food that can 
be raised at home! : 
Now, a word as to what the gentleman said as to the ancient agri- 
cultural implements in usein the Territory of New Mexico. Ofcourse 
no one can know just exactly what agricultural implements are in 
use in New Mexico unless he has seen them, and it is my belief from 
what I know that agricultural pares has been taken into that Ter- 
ritory in sufficient quantity to answer all the requirements of the most 
improved cultivation of much of its cultivated soil. A son of mine 
travels for the firms of Deere & Co. and Deere, Mansur & Co., well- 
known firms in Illinois who are engaged in the sale of agricultural im- 
ements, and I understand they have supplied very y to that 
erritory. 

I have not the data at hand gs to just what amount of improved ag- 
ricultural machinery has been sent to New Mexico, but it has been 
going there beyond all doubt for a dozen years past and is going there 
every day, so that in my belief the Territory of New Mexico is fully 
up to the standard of most of the other Territories in supplying itself 


y | with all the necessary adjuncts of modern civilization so far as the 





bettered. The improvements in other respects are great; and best of | cultivation of the soil is concerned. Of eourse gentlemen will under- 
all, at least 75,000 stalwart American citizens—many of them Northern | stand that nearly all the machinery has been introduced there within 
men, many ot them Union men—have gone in there and are develop- | the last ten or twelve years; that is, since the railroads were constructed 
ing that country under the auspices mainly of a Boston company-—a | and have been running into the Territory. ; . 

great railroad company—the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé Railway By the census of 1881 there were only 101,000 inhabitants there. 


1889. - 





The governor in his last report states that the present estimate is 175,. 
000 of population. 

Now, I have an article here written by J. J. Fitzgerrell, member 

of the Territorial board of immigration, and who signs himself past 

ent commander, New Mexico Grand Army of the Republic. 
In that article he states that he isa lifelong Republican, and went to 
New Mexico from Illinois. He states that the present population is 
estimated by the bureau of immigration at 204,040. I give it as my 
own opinion that the Territory of New Mexico in the last eight years 
has made more substantial progress than either Wyoming, Arizona, 
Idaho, or Montana not only in increase of population but also in all sub- 
stantial developments n to permanent statehood. With her 
rich valleys and her capacity for irrigation, there are more elements for 
the future sustenance of a large population in New Mexico than in any 
of the other Territories I have named. 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. You stated the amount of arable land 
was 40,000,000 acres. Now can you state how much of that arable 
land is under cultivation ? 

Mr. MANSUR. -I do not know that I can state at this moment just 
how much is under cultivation. What investigation I have made has 
been on very short notice for the os ey replying to my friend from 
Iowa. Indeed, what facts I have been able to gather have been the re- 
sult of my work during the last few hours. I can not at present give 
an answer. . 

In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to an extract from the reportof the governor just printed, the re- 
port for 1838, on the subject of education, in which Governor Ross says: 

The educational interests of the Territory have not been neglected. If there 
has not been that advancement that was hoped for substantial pr has 
been made. Acompulsory school law was at the last session of the Leg- 
islature, but its conditions have been such that it has been practically inopera- 
tive, and yet it is a step in the right direction. 

On the whole, the school attendance has been increased, and larger amounts 
of money have been expended in the maintenance of the public schools. The 
number of schools has increased, as has also the number of denominational and 
parochial schools and the attendance thereon. Schools in the Territory gener- 


ally are in a perceptibly better condition, and an increased and increasing pub- 
lic interest in the education of the youth is very manifest. 


This is the latest official report made by one of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment, who is in position to give definite information upon the sub- 


Mr. WARNER. Will my colleague allow a suggestion ? 


Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 
Mr. WARNER. Can mycolleague give any figures bearing upon 
this subject? — 


Mr. MANSUR. I have no figures at hand, but —— 

Mr. WARNER. I take it for granted that my colleague is familiar 
with the report of the auditor for 1886 and 1887, wherein it is shown 
that in New Mexico the total amount paid to school teachers for the 
year was, in round numbers, $33,000, and that there were but forty-one 
public school buildings in the Territory, or one to each 3,000 square 
miles of Territory. Is that the condition of things in the Territory 
that my colleague approves of ? 

Mr. MANSUR. That is one of the strongest reasons why this Ter- 
ritory should have the rights of statehood. Now, any donations or 
largesses of land to which she may be entitled under the general law 
when she shall be admitted as a State are not available. If we give 
her all of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of her vast area she 
will have money to go on and develop her school system, and will have 
means to aid in the advancement of the education of her people to a 
remarkable degree. 

Mr. WARNER. Will my colleague allow another suggestion ? 

Mr. MANSUR. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. The Territory of Dakota did not have any such 

rovision, and did not have the lands, and yet she has expended about 
fo, 000,000 for her public schools. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. She had more taxable property. 

Mr. MANSUR. The comparison may be to the advantage of Da- 
kota. I know not how that may be, for I have not the figures at hand 
to com the two; but I do know this, I know that South Dakota 
would be shorn of much of her reputation abroad if separated from 
North Dakota, for North Dakota grows all of the twenty millions or 
more of wheat which has made the name of Dakota famous the world 
over. 

I understand also that up to four years ago—I do not know how 
it may be now—North Dakota paid more taxes than South Dakota. 
But that is altogether an agricultural country, and the people reside 
* generally in settlements and they close up the gap and keep together, 

and therefore they can have numerous schools. But here is a Ter- 
ritory with a population of 175,000, and 125,000 square miles of ter- 
ritory, mountainous, uncrossable, and inaccessible in many parts, and 
therefore you can not have the same number of schools there under the 
circumstances that exist in her Territorial condition that you can have 
in a smooth, level, agricultural country like Northern Dakota. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the increase in the number of schools of both kinds 
in this Territory under the compulsory law shows, and I think in the 


opinion of everybody present it will be conceded, that the Territory 
is making rapid and laudable strides to a better condition. 
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My friend, Mr. StRUBLE, stated also as his last objection, and I be- 
ieve it is the last to which I shall call the attention of the House, 
‘that the character of her people was such as to militate against her 
admission as a State,’’ and that this character which he has assigned 
to her people as now constituted did not fit them for successful self- 
government. What has brought about this remarkable change since 
1876, when the Senate by a two-thirds vote wanted them in, or what 
has brought about the change since 1874, when both Houses of Con- 
gress by a three-fourths majority wanted them in? We can not say it 
has been a change in the climate, for if there has been a change that 
way it is a change for the better, for the annual rainfall has increased 
from 17 inches to 23 inches in the last five years. 

The only thing that is different now in her condition from that time 
is this: There has been an influx of some 75,000 of our Northern citi- 
zens, and they must have made the change, bat they are all Repub- 
licans and all Democrats alike, and this House will be slow to believe 
any such proposition as that. No; on the contrary, the fact that there 
have been 75,000 of the best and bravest spirits of the country within 
eight years past seeking this Territory to make homes and fit it for 
future statehood is a reason why they ought to be admitted. In more 
than one-half of the counties ir. this Territory to-day, according to the 
last statistics, the Americans, if you please to call them so in contra- 
distinction to the term ‘‘ Mexicans,’’ arenowpredominating. Notonly 
that, but the majority of these men are Republicans. This is shown 
to be the fact, for the Territorial Legislatures for the last three or four 
sessions have been essentially Republican; and if you shall say that 
many of the Mexicans, a majority, perhaps, are Democrats, then you 
ought to say at once that many of the other element, which are in the 
majority, are Republicans. 

But let me-call your attention, in concluding, to a statement made 
by Mr. Fitzgerrell over his own signature, which I find published in 
the edition of the Weekly Optic of January 10, 1889. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN inthe chair). The time 
of the gentleman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. MANSUR. I would like, then, to print a brief extract from 
this letter. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Iask unanimous consent that my friend 
from Missouri have leave to finish his remarks. 

Mr. MANSUR. I will not longer detain the House, but will print 
with my remarks in the RECORD the entire letter of Mr. Fitzgerrell. 

It is as follows: 





East LAs VeGas, January 3, 1889. 
Editor Chicago Tribune: 

In your issue of December 25 you publish my letter, written by me as an old 
Illinois soldier, a life-long Republican, and a resident of Las Vegas for the past 
eight years. In publishing my letter and in your editorial reply you insert 
several interrogation points, and dispute the statements made by myself and 
other New Mexico correspondents. The impression created in my mind by 
your editorial is that if the statements made by the citizens of New Mexico are 
true New Mexico is entitled to statehood ; not being true, she must be kept in 
a Territorial condition until her citizens can tell the truth. You say, “ Party 
reasons should cut no figure in admitting Territories.”” Thatisright. But New 
Mexico is safely Republican for time tocome, because her mining, agricultural, 
horticultural, and manufacturing industries demand protection. This is shown 
by her Legislature fora number of years past. Her present Legislature, too, 
is two-thirds Republican in both houses. The Republican party in the United 
States can not possibly object to the admission of New Mexico on party grounds. 

You say, “ Dakota does not urge her case because she has theuninde of Sioux 
(Indians) within her borders whom she does not count, but because she has 
over one-half million of Americans, Montana and Washington do not include 
or base their claim — their Indian a. but upon their American and 
white inhabitants. It is not right that New Mexico should enumerate her ig- 
norant, mongrel, foreign-speaking Greasers in order to qualify on a representa- 
tive basis for admission.” 

In your issue of December 20 you say: “‘Much time must elapse before 
this dense mass of Spanish-Aztec (Aztec means the Pueblo Indian) alien igno- 
rance and superstition can be sufficiently infused with intelligence by the oper- 
ation of immigration to entitle New Mexico to such an honor. To couple the 
weak, stagnant, mentally childish, unproductive rubbish population with the 
enterprising, energetic, industrious, and rapidly-increasing population of the 
magnificent Dakotas,and make the admission of the latter dependent upon 
that of the wretched, imbecile character of the former, or to demand their ad- 
mission at the same time, is not only ridiculous but insulting.” 

New Mexico does not count the wild or Pueblo (called Aztec) Indians in her 
population. ae are not taxed and are by law prohibited from voting. They 
never in one single instance attempted to exercise any of the rights of citizen- 
ship, all statements to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The population in 1880, not counting asingle wild or Pueblo Indian, was 
119,565. he semi-decennial census of 1885 shows a population of over 134,000, 
an increase of 15,000 in five years. Since 1885 the growth of population has far 
exceeded thatof the five years preceding 1885. The increase has been princi- 
pally farmers, horticulturists, miners, capitalists, and active business men, gen- 
erally from the New England, Middle, and Western States, drawn here through 
the influence of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad—the same class 
that have peopled the State of Kansas. They are largely the old soldier popu- 
lation, and none are from the slums of Europe, such as are dumped by the thou- 
sands in the Northwest. 
Carefully prepared statistics just issued by the Territorial bureau of immigra- 
tion place the population for 1889 at 204,040, an increase of 84,475 since 1880. As 
an illustration of the character of the increased population, there were eleven 
hundred homestead, pre-emption, and other land entries made at the Santa Fé 
land office during the last twelve months. One single township within 20 miles 
of Las Vegas one year ago did not contain one land entry; now it contains 
thirty-six entries by actual settlers. This is but a sample of the actual settle- 
ments made by farmers throughout New Mexico. Thedaysof range cattle here 
in New Mexico are a 

The best indications of the actual increase in population is shown by compari- 


son of the vote cast in 1886 and 1888, showing a net increase of 4,045 votes. This 


will show the estimated population by the bureau of immigration for 1889, at 
040, to be a conservative estimate, 


An analysis of the census for 1885 shows the Mexican population to be about 
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101,000. They polled about 19,000 votes, and are practically atastand-still, With 
an American popnlation of about 75,000, nearly one-half the votes cast at the 


Third. A home market at advanced for all her products for many years 
last election were cast by Americans from the East. Not by anaturalized Euro- 


to come, to miners and other n ucing of people. While the hus- 
bandmen in the Northwest must contend with blizzards in winter, cyclones, 


pean rabble element. In almost one-half the counties in New Mexico the Amer- | sunstroke, and ——— in summer, the husbandman in New Mexico pursues 
ican Vote predominates to-day. With arapid increase of American population, | his daily vocations with comfort every day in the year, free from winter's cold 
there can be no doubt that the next United States census will showa majority of | and summer’sheat. With us blizzards, cyclones, and sunstrokes are absolutely 
American voting population. unknown. 


By the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo with Mexico, in 1848, the admission of 
New Mexico as a State was guarantied. In 1850a Territorial government was 
given New Mexico. 

During General Grant's administration, in 1874,a bill was passed by a Repub- 


It appears to the citizens of New Mexico that no portiun of the United States has 
been so foully and maliciously misrepresented. It is still maintained that New 
Mexico is a barren, waterless, treeless waste. Hear William E. Dane, in the 


: bureau of irrigation paper pom issued. He says: “‘ For thirty years I fed cattle 
lican Congress, to admit New Mexico as a State, by a two-thirds vote in each | and hogs in Iowa. } om el ng disgusted with the cold and with the stock busi- 
liouse, but failed to become a law for lack of agreement between the Houses in | ness, I provided myself with improved agricultural impliments, and came to 
the matter of detail in the process of admission. New ty In 1887 I put 450 acres of corn, oats, barley, and alfalfa, and found 

In 1876 the bill for the admission of New Mexico passed the Senate by a large | I produced more feed ‘and a better quality, without i jon,.than I did in 
majority, but failed in the House for want of action. 


Iowa. Last winter I fattened 120 head of steers on one-third of the feed it re- 
quired to fatten cattle in Iowa. The winter is about right for feeding; the 
climate is dry, clear. , and healthful, with almost constant sunshine. I 
sowed oats and barley in July and August last. They harvested from 40 to 
60 bushels to the acre in November. have cut 2to 3 tons of oat hay to the 
acre since the election, and am generally well pleased with farming in New 


— The experience of Mr, Dane is but one among thousands in New 
exico, 


California was admitted in 1850 with a population of 92,597; Minnesota in 
1858, with 120,000; Oregon in 1859, with 50,000; Kansas in 1861, with 107,000; 
Nevada in 1854, with 40,000; Nebraska in 1867, with 100,000; and Colorado in 
1876, with 100,000. New Mexico, with her population of 175,000, is as well 
equipped for self-government as any people who now seek admission, Of the 
75,000 American population the facts are that they are composed largely of the 
soldier element, reinforced by the young, active, progressive, enterprising, 
farmer, horticulturist, miner, and capitalist who have come to till the soil, de- 
velop the mines, and add to the material wealth and prosperity of the Terri- 
tory. 

The assessed valuation of New Mexico is $43,151,920, not including railroad 
property amounting to over $30,000,000, This does not include fully $10,000,000 
valuation of unadjudicated private land-grants that escape assessment. 
careful comparison with the assessed valuation and population of other Terri- 
tories seeking admission, as shown by Bradstreet’s report, it is found the per 
capita valuation of wealth in New Mexico is equal to that of the other Terri- 


MINING RESOURCES. 


The mining resources of New Mexicoare in theirinfancy. The deepest mines 
are but a few hundred feet deep. Enough has been devel to show that no 
portion of the United States ppm greater or richer fields.with the advan- 
tages of an a aegeess climate for mining operations, Mineral is found 
in every county. rge fields of gold, silver, copper, lead, zinc, coal, and other 
less valuable minerals are known to be on Government lands, that are practi- 
cally valueless on account of the distance from railroad tran ion and the 


conten want + the ones to = or wash = = = asin ro ing. Let - in- 
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The Territorial census of 1885 also shows the rate of illiteracy was reduced 20 | , fact ES has not been prospected 

per cené. The ratio of reduction since 1885 has been much greater, This arises 7reeeey one wom Se cae Scoumiry as - 7 Tp 


from various causes. 

In 1874, when the Congress of the United States by vote deemed New Mexico 
worthy to be admitted to statehood, she cast a little over 15,000 votes; the popu- 
lation being almost entirely of Mexican descent. Hence, if New Mexico is not 
entitled to statehood to-day, it must be for the want of intelligence, virtue, and 
fitness for self-government of her 75,000 American population, who have immi- 
grated inte New Mexico since that time. In 1874 and 1876 there was notasingle 
foct of railrosd built within her borders. The only means of communication 
was by bull-trains and the stage-coach. To-day there are over 1,300 miles of rail- 
road in active operation; with a number of well-built, active, en rising 
American cities, built of brick, stone, and wood; with watering-places, health- 
resorts, and hotels, for size, beauty, and elegance of appointments equal to 
those of the large cities of the New England States. 

The physical resources of New Mexico are to-day equal to those of any Terri- 
tory at the time of admission to statehood. She is superiorto many in her ag- 
ricultural and horticultural resources. Her coal and mineral resources are su- 
perior to any, while her climatic condition excels an poeen of the United 
Siates, as shown by the mortality table of the Uni tates census for 1880. 
Death rate per 10,000 from the dread diseases of consumption, pneumonia, and 
diphtheria: New Mexico is the lowest, with a death-rate of 17.97; Wisconsin, 
35.87; Washington, 35.93; California, 36.86; Illinois, 37.18; Dakota, 38,99; Colo- 
rato, 46.27; New York, 46.80; Maine, 51.79; Utah, the highest, 76.47. 

The record of the United States Signal Service at Fort Union, N. Mex., 
shows the range of the thermometer is limited and the seasons remarkably uni- 
form. The clear days, without a single cloud, preponderate. Theav an- 
nual sunshine of New Mexico exceeds that of Central Park, New York, 50 per 
cent,; and that of Greenwich Observatory, in England, 112 per cent. The an- 
nual average temperature is 50.6°; the coidest month is January, with 31°; the 
warmest, July, 79.70°. But little snow or rain falls during the eight fall, winter, 
and spring months, leaving the husbandman, the miner, and the business man 
free to pursue his labors with comfort. The annual rainfall during the past few 
years was 21.19 inches; for the ten years preceding 1883 the annual average rain- 
fal! was 17.68 inches,a gain of 6.49 inches in three years. The rainy season 
comes annually during the months of June, July, August, and September, with 
annual average during the last three years for the months named of 13.85 inches. 
The lowest rainfall fur the month of August for the past thirteen years was 4.76 
inches, the highest 8,04 inches. While the annual average rainfall is lower than 
in the States, the rainfall in New Mexico is — during the months that pro- 
duce crops than in the States. Experience shows it is a matter of p T prepa- 
ration of the soil and planting, according to the seasons as they exist, to pro- 
duce abuudant crops without irrigation, Rains arc more sure in New Mexico 
during the crop-producing months than in the States. Agriculturist and horti- 
culturist prefer to use irrigation when practical, for the reason that with irriga- 
tion abundant crops are absolutely insured one year with another. With her 
mountain ranges and asystem cf water storage ample water supply can be se- 
cured, 

There are 60,000,000 acres of tillable larid in New Mexico, capable of furnishing 
homes for 2,000,090 inhabitants, not counting the vast population engaged in 
mining, manufacturing, merchandising, the professions, and in other lines of 
business, There are over 12,000,000 acres of timbered lands, millions of acres 
of which are covered with as fine yellow pine as grows in Georgia or Alabama. 

The attention of the American agriculturists and horticuliurists is but just be- 
ing called tothe grand possibilities of New Mexico. Only during the three 
years with the intruduction of improved icultural implements an partes 
according to the seasons, have the grand possibilities of New Mex been 
shown in the production of abundant crops of a superior quality and quantity 
of wheat, both spring and winter, oats, rye, barley, buckwheat, hemp, hops, 
flax, castor beans, sorghum, broom-corn, and gouber peas or peanuts. 

While we can not enter into details of the amounts produced in bushels and 
pounds per acre, the challenge is made to the agriculturist and horticulturist of 
ihe Eastern, Middle, and Western States to stand up the exhibits made in dif- 
ferent New Mexicc fairs against the exhibit made in the different State fairs. 
New Mexico will take the blue ribbon with ease, all reports and statements to 
the contrary notwithstanding. Many cereals produce two crops per year, such 
as oats, rye, end barley. In hay crops, from three to five crops per year can 
be cut of alfalia, espercette, clover, etc. Of these feeds, as grown here, 2 tons 
by actual feeding test will fatten a steer for the market. 

Over the Northwest, which for many winter months is blizzard-cursed, b 
which life and property are destroyed, and disease and death are produced, 
while during the summer months it is the breeding-ground for cyclones, by 
which terror is struck to the stoutest mane, ae droughts and overpowe 
heats, the advantage of New Mexico over these regions to horticultu - 
culturists, gardeners, and vine-growers are as follows: 

First. Greater certainty of producing abudant crops of all kinds by rainfall 
without irrigation, and absolute certainty with irrigation. 

Second. Owing to the superior soil and climatic condition the grain is heavy, 
plamp,and bright; the straw and hay cure better, contain more saccharine 
matier,and remain green and bright for feed. In the case of fruits, freedom 
from blight, worms. and pests, a superior delicacy in taste and flavor. In the 


cose of vegetables, the size, weight .and quality are simply astonishing, requir- 
juny personal iaspection to believe the trath, 


to two years ago the hostile Indians scalped the miners and ranchmen within 
sight of the mining camps and of many of the leading towns, and held undisputed 
sway over millions of acres of valuable mineral and —s lands. The out- 
ut of precious metals during 1888 will fall but little short of $10,000,000, while 
farge amounts of hig de ores have been shipped to reduction works in Colo- 
, Texas, and elsewhere, for which credit is given elsewhere. Large and 
valuable deposits of iron and coal, both anthracite and bituminous, of a superior 
my <— to the best in Pennsylvania, are known to exist, and are now par- 
opened. 
w th the building of new railroads the deve ent of new mining districts 
will follow, building up cities where now the wild animals are the only occu- 
nts. At present the ing mining camps and reduction works are at White 
ks, Socorro, Silver City, Kingston, Hillsborough, Cerrillos, Chloride, Fair- 
view, Magdalena, Nogal, Glorieta, Elizabethtown, Lake Valley, and Organ. 
It appears to the citizens of New Mexico that no portion of the United States 
has ever been so foully, maliciously, and undeservedly maligned and misrepre- 
sented as New Mexico. In case her enemies still tain that the statements 
made in this paper are not true, the writer would refer to the following-named 
a for confirmation: Hon. F. A. Man ex-member of Congress; 
on, E. V. Long, chief-justice for New Mexico; J n Reynolds, banker ; 
G. W. Hartman, merchant and farmer; Edward Haren, Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fé Railroad, Las V ; Hon. E. 8. Stover, ex-lieutenant governor of 
; Hon. W. 8. Burk, editor and farmer; Hon. J.G. Albright, editorof Dem- 
ocrat, ee Col. G. W. Morman, Laguna; Hon. Henry khart, hotel 
man and capitalist, Col. J.A.Bahney, postmaster, Hon. J. C. Woodyard, drug- 
st, Socorro; William Locke, merchant and stockman, Farmington, N. Mex.; 
on. A. Gusdoff, capitalist and ranchman, Taos; J.B. Dawson, farmer, W. E. 
Dane, farmer, Cimoliro; M. W. Mills, attorney, Springer; F. R. Butler, editor, 
Hon. H. Wigham, secretary Maxwell Grant Company, Raton; Col.C. M. Shan- 
non, capitalist, Col. J.C. Miller, miner, Silver City; Norman C. Raff, banker, Col. 
J.P. Hyland, miner, Kingston; William H. Weed, merchant, Lee H. Rudisell, 
merchant, White Oaks; J. C. Lea, ranchman, E. T. Stone, ranchman, Roswell; 8. 
vs a epee L. Bradford Prince, ex-chief-justice, E. G. Ross, gov- 
ernor, ta Fé, 


THE MEXICAN PEOPLE. 


The Americans that know the Mexican people the best are their warmest 
defenders. It comes with as bad grace for an American to call a Mexicana 
Greaser, etc., as for a Mexican to call an American a Gringo, etc. Both utter- 
ances are in bad taste when used in calling American-born fellow-citizens 


names. 

Every Mexican born in New Mexico during the last aang ee is as much 
an American citizen as if born in Boston. In 1848, cut off from Mexico by the 
fortunes of war, and isolated from the States of the Union as an advanced out- 

of civilization, surrounded on all sides by a warlike, stealthy, treacherous 
ndian foe that greatly outnumbered them, the war-whoop of the Comanche, 
Apache, Cheyenne, Navajo, and other hostile tribes constantly in their ears, the 
only means of communication with their Government and to the first outpost 
of civilization was by bull trains and the stage coach over 1,000 miles of a track- 
less, waste coun to Fort Leavenworth, on the Missouri River. 

The bloody trail left by Victorio, Geronimo, and other hostile chiefs shows 
at what fe 1 cost of life and treasures these people have maintained them- 
selves, and at the same time supported their little o with none of the oppor- 
tunities to educate their children, as enjo: by their fellow-citizens in the Kast, 
who now call them ignorant Greasers. pe apa pene the strong arm of the 
Government failed to notice them, and only until two years , with the aid 
of the volunteer militia, in which the American citizen of Mexican descent 
bore an honorable and conspicuous part, was the last hostile Indian corraled. 

During the dark days ofthe rebellion these volunteered for the defense 
of our flag and country, with a patriotisin and devotion unexcelled, in propor- 
tion to their number. —— of our comntry. The bonesof their heroes 
lie bleaching on Val Verde, orieta, and other hard-fought battle-fields, defeat- 
ing the armies of the Confederacy, and maintaining New Mex- 
ico in her all to the Government. 

The writer has sat on juries of his __ in the courts of Illinois, and has sat 
on juries in New Mexico, with the citizens sneeringly called Greasers. He is 
free to the Mexican jurors grasped the evidence and law penn geeertes 
by thej in his charge to the as fully as their American bers, and 
were as much and as obstinately di among themselves asthe American ju- 
rors were among themselves. 

The Mexican citizen makesan honest, conscientious juror. The record of crime 
among the Mexican people is far less than am the American Now 
that opportunities for the education of their children are presen no people 
are more eager to avail themselves of such nities. None make better 
students. The proceedings of the courts of New Mexico are conducted in the 
English lan, . Interpreters are used here the same as in the courts of Chi- 
cago, when a witness or juror does not clearly understand the use of the English 
to ; to the contrary notwithstanding. 

tis respectfully submitted that the American-born citizen of Mexican descen 

born within the past forty years, who knows no other flag than the Stars 
Stri whose patriotism has stood the crucial test of war and been found trué 
as geal, whose life has been one of constant warfare for its defense and preser- 
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vation, is more entitled to and is more capable of the self-government that comes 
ne Sasroed aon ose oo ee pee ee = Sones, Rerweqns, 

edes, Poland ungarians, vonians, Italians, Russians, , who are 
landed at Castle en, on contract and otherwise, and railroaded by train- 
loads to the Northwest; who eae of the English language, and never 
will learn it; who know of American institutions, who never had one 
single heart-beat in sympathy with the ciples of universal liberty; do not 
know its meaning; whose steps never have and never will keep time to the 
music of the whole Union ; who never gave a prayer for the preservation of the 
Government di her days of trial. 

Their virtue, intelligence, and devotion to the oe of self-government 
are not to be named in the same category nor spoken of in the same connection 
as the American citizen of Mexican descent, whose blood has been shed and 
whose baptism by fire has sealed his devotion to this Government and the 
principles of universal freedom. 

This rabble from the slums of Europe, who, if naturalized, are voted like cat- 
tle atso much per head, in their education and ae ee nothing in com- 
mon with American institutions. They come to this country from various 
causes, hoping in some blind way to better their condition, as shown by recent 
Gongrescient investigation. The spectacle of bribery and corruption among 
such people at elections would cause our Mexican people to stand aghast with 
horror, asthe Mexican people have political convictions of their own, and, hav- 
ing them, they dare as American freeman to exercise them. 


LET JUSTICE BE DONE. 


Since New Mexico became a Territory seven Territories have been admitted 
to statehood, not one of them possessing the qualifications of population, 
wealth, natural resources, and possibilities of New Mexico. None have been 
more patriotic or more devoted to our flag and country. Let even-handed jus- 
tice be done New Mexico by her admission into the sisterhood of States by the 
—— Congress. It will at once give strength to oem stimulate in- 

ustrial pursuits, develop our vast mineral resources, and give a ae to 
our people, whose eons will fall as the gentle dew on the sof her 


and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return without spnceral House bill No. 7, entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas B. Walsh.” 

This beneficiary enlisted January 1, 1864, and was discharged August 1, 1865. 

He is reported absent without leave in April, 1864, and further recorded as 
having deserted November 24, 1854. He was restored to duty in May, 1865, by 
the President’s proclamation. 

He filed an application for pension in December, 1881, alleging that he con- 
tracted rheuma’ in May, 1365. 

This statement of the claimant and nearly if not all the evidence in the case 
which tends to show the incurrence of the disability complained of, appears to 
fix 3. appearance at a date very near the return of the beneficiary after his de- 
sertion. 

In these circumstances the proof of disability, such as it is, is as consistent 
with its incurrence during desertion as it is with the theory that the beneficiary 
suffered therefrom as the result of honorable military service 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 16, 1889, 


To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No. 2236, entitled ‘An act granting a pen- 
sion to Eli J. Yamgheim.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill filed an application for pension in the Pen- 
sion Bureau April 15, 1875, basing his claim upon an alleged wound of his left 
leg from a spent bal), about October 15, 1861. 

There is no record of his incurring any wound or injury during his service, 
and it does not appear that the company to which he belonged was in action 
nesrer to the date he specifies than September 17, 1861, and his captain testifies 


friends who in the Con of the United States do even and exact justice to | ‘bat the beneficiary was not injured in the engagement of that day, which lasted 
her liberty-loving peo only about fifteen minutes. 
Respectfully submitted. The proof taken in the case establishes that before enlistment the beneficiary 


J. J. FITZGERRELL, 
Member Territorial Board of Immigration, Past Department 
Commander New Mexico, Grand Army of the Republic? 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the pessage of a concurrent resolution authorizing the printing of 6,000 
additi copies of the annual report of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, with the appendices thereto, 2,000 of said copies to be for 
the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives; in which concurrence was requested. 

It also requested the return of the bill (S. 205) for the relief of the 
State National Bank of Louisiana. 

It further announced agreement to the report of the committee ot 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (8. 154) forthe erection of a public build- 
ing at Milwaukee, Wis. 

It also announced agreement to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the House to the bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase of a site 
for the erection of the public building therein named at Omaha, Nebr. 

It farther announced agreement to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 1931) to increase the appropriation 
for the purchase of a site for a public building for a post-office, court- 
house, and other offices in San Francisco, Cal. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President was received, by Mr. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had 
on January 15, 1889, approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 11042) for the relief of Motier Howe; 

An act (H. R. on granting a pension to William H. Starr; 

An act (H. R. 210) granting a pension to Ephraim Nye; 

An act (H. R. 308) granting a pension to John Lynn; 


had a sore on his leg which was quite troublesome,which suppurated, and after 
healing would break out again, 

In the medical examinations made during the pendency of the claim the dis- 
eased leg was always found, but no mention is made of any other injury, and 
no other injury seems to have been discoverable. 

I can not avoid the conviction upon the facts presented that whatever disa- 
bility bas existed since the discharge of the beneficiary arose from causes which 
were present before enlistment, and that the same is not chargeable to his mil- 
itary service. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcuTIve MANSION, January 16, 1889. 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return without approval House bill No. 4887, entitled “‘An act granting a 
pension to Charles E. Scott.” 

This beneficiary entered the volunteer service nearly at the close of the war 
of the rebellion, and served from the 8th day of March, 1865, to July 24, in the 
same year, a period of four months and sixteen days. 

He filed a claim for pension in 18%, alleging that he incurred camp itch in 
July, 1865, which resulted in partial blindness. 

Upon the proof presented, and after examination, the claim was rejected upon 
the ground that it did not appear that the impairment of his vision was the re- 
sult of any incident of his Army service. 

Iam entirely satisfied that this was a correct disposition of the case, and that 
upon the same ground the bill herewith returned should not be approved. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXEcuTIvVE MANSION, January 16, 1889, 


To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No. 8469 entitled ‘* An act for the relief of 
Michael Pigowt.”’ 

This bill appropriates the sum of $48 to the beneficiary therein named, for- 
merly the a at Quincy, Ill., which was paid by him for the use ofa 
telephone for the year ending June 30, 1873. 

There is evidently a mistake made in the statement of the period covered by 
the use of this telephone, for the official term of the beneficiary extended from 
May 16, 1881, to June 18, 1885. 

Assuming, however, that it was intended to describe the period ending June 
30, 1883, it appears that the use of a telephone during that time was wholly un- 
authorized by the Post-Office Department, and that the only authority given for 
any expenditure for that purpose covered the period of one year from the Ist 
day of January, 1884. 

e following letter, dated July 16, 1884, was sent to the beneficiary from the 
salary and allowance divtsion of the Post-Office Department : 


: ° " ly t lett lative to ts disallowed fi f telepl 
An act (H. R, 2702) granting a pension to Mary Ann Shook; —_| fay Suae¥ice Yow" see snfurmed ust the sad expendvarce wees mse wid 
An act (H. R. 2707) granting a pension to Baker Saine; out the authority of this office, and it is therefore deemed advisable not to ap- 
An act (H. R. & ting e% ion to Henry So is; eye ky for a telephone was for one year beginning January 1, 1884 
An act tr R. 3512) granting a pension to Anthony Shafer; At the expiration of the time nained, if you desire to continue the telephone 
An eas 4101) granting a pension to Martha Giddings, formerly service, you should make application to the First Assistant Postmaster-General 
Martha " ora . 
: : . : ltitude of clai f th kind which the legislati 
An act (H.R. 4648) granting a pension to Jemima Sterling; ——_| Bg ullvudeot lai of th same, ind, which, the legislation Prgvoed 
An act (H. R. 4649) granting a pension to Daniel Tanner; administration, of limiting all public officers to authorized expenditures con- 
An act (H. R. 4737) granting a pension to Micah French; strains me to withhold my approval from this bill. - 
An act (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to Fredericka Liesegang; | fexncurive Maxsion ey AND. 
- = — > sarry. eee M. Humphrey; Washington, January 16, 1889, 
2677) for relier 0 t. HLOWEL!; PANAMA CANAL. 
= me i = savers = = =. . (ey atin nein ; The following message from the President was laid before the House, 
‘An est (HH. R. 724) for the relief of Louisa Mclain’ read, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
° : 7 ; 
An act (H. R. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Francis De | P™™*te4: 


Freitas; 


An act (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 
Wallen; 


“oy act (H. R. 9654) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. Clark; 


a act (H. R. 2499) increasing the pension of Miss Sarah Mary Cai- 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I have the honor to lay before you a report from the Secretary of State, with 


the accompanying correspondence in relation to the possible disturbances on 
the Isthmus of Panama in the event of the stoppage of work on the proposed 


interoceanic canal. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, 16th January, 1889. 
To the President : 


I have the honor to transmit, with a view of its communication to Congress, 
a copy of a dispatch just received from the consul-general at Panama, which 


VETO MESSAGES. 
The following messages were severally laid before the “House, read, 
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indicates an apprehension on the part of the local authorities along the route 
of the proposed interoceariic canal of disturbances among the varied popula- 
tions which have been employed on that enterprise in the probable contingency 
of a cessation of the work. 

The exigency referred to by Mr. Adamson is peculiar; and as I am unaware 
of the existence of any fund which could lawfally be applied to aid in the de- 

sortation of American citizens from foreign countries when they are not mar- 

ners, nor are connected with the public service, it has been considered proper 
that the discretion of Congress should be consulted, in order that an adequate 
sum of money may by their action be placed under the direction of the Execu- 
tive to be applied to the humane and charitable purposes indicated in the cor- 
respondence. 

In this connection it may be well to take into consideration the obligation of 
the United States under the treaty of 1846 with New Granada in relation to 
maintaining an unembarrassed route of transit of the Isthmus of Panama in 
the locality in question. 

It will be remembered that in 1885 it became necessary for the United States 


to send sufficient forces to the Isthmus for the purpose of performing their duty 
under treaty, to suppress disorder at that point. 
Respectfully submitted. 
T. F. BAYARD, 
DEPARTMENT oF STATE, ; 
Washington, January 15, 1889. 


Mr. Adamson to Mr. Rives. 


CONSULATE-GENERAL OF THE Unirep States, 
Panama, January 3, 1889. [Received January 14.] 

Srr: Under date of the 2d instant the secretary-general of the department of 
Panama addressed to me a letter, as per copy herewith, showing that the local 
government fears that disturbances of the public peace may follow the suspen- 
sion of work on the Panama Canal, which suspension is ex soon. 

In view of what may be anticipated, the governor of the department suggests 
that the foreign consuls should solicit authority from their respective govern- 
ments to send home theircountrymen who may thus be deprived of the means 
of subsistence. . 

I acknowledged the receipt of the letter of the secretary-general, as per copy, 
and now submit the matter for your consideration. e work on the locks 
stil! continues, and it is understood that Mr. Eiffel, contractor for that of 
the work, hed a large advance placed to his credit with a third party ‘ore he 
—— The supposition is that he will continue until that advance is ex- 

r1austed. 


Work has stopped at Bas Obispo and will be stopped at Culebra on the 5th 


instant, 

We appear to be on the verge of a crisis, and grave results may well be ap- 
prehended. 

Fortunately there are conparatively few Americans employed on the canal, 
but those few will surely demand my aid. 

Whatever may occur, I shall do my best for the protection of American inter- 


ests here, and hope to merit a continuance of that kind support heretofore given 
te me. 


lam, ete., 


THOMAS ADAMSON, 
Consul- 
{Inclosure No. 1.—Translation. } 


Mr. De Fabrega to Mr. Adamson. 


[Republic of Colombia, government of the department of Panama, secretary- 


shi oe gece Department of government, bureau of public order, Circular 
No. L.| 


Siem: Ihave been instructed by his excellency the governor to direct to you 
the present circular with the object of come in all courtesy, the steps which 
you will take in the events which may result from the suspension of the canal 
works, thus leaving without employment a considerable number of laborers, 
the majority of whom derive their sustenance from daily work. 

The government has unquestionably the duty of coeeaieiag peep and order 
and, with the necessary elements, relies upon doing so, and though desirous 
avoiding severe measures, will not omit any effort which permits a proper and 
peaceable solution. 

His excellency the governor thinks that an understanding between the 
consuls with the local government to ship away their ve countrymen 
appears to offer the most convenient measure which be adopted, and as 
it is supposed that you bave received no instructions upon this matter, it would 
be desirable to notify your Government of the anticipated e , and to 
ask definite orders, so as to co-operate in the solution as above b» 

In the name of his excellency the governor I must say to you that the local 
government will at all peril comply with its duties, and 1 maintain peace 
and order in the Isthmian territory, no matter how painful may be the meas- 
ures it may feel obliged to adopt, thereby protesting against any responsibility 
which it might be claimed to result from the measures adopted. 

Picase acknowled, e the receipt of this, and ua, ete., 

FRANCO DE FABREGA, Jr, 


[Inclosure No. 2.] 
Mr. Adamson to Mr. De Fabrega. 
Usfrep States ConsuLATe-GENERAL AT PANAMA, January 2, 1889. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your official communi- 
cation of this day’s date, informing me that his excellency the governor desires 
to know what measures this consulate-general will take in case that the opera- 
tions of the canal company should be ———— and the laborers on said enter- 
prise be thus deprived of the means of su’ nee, 

I note with pleasure that while the government acknowledges it to be its dut: 
to maintain peace and order and has the elements necessary for this purpose it 
desires to avoid severe measures and will spare no efforts to bring abouta proper 
and bie solution of the case. ¥ 

I also note the opinion of his excellency the governor that an understand- 
ing between the consuls and the local government, with a view to the removal 
of the laborers, appears to be the most feasible plan; wherefore he suggests 
that the governments of the respective consuls be notified of the —— 
which it is expected may arise, and that they ask for definite instructions in the 
case. 

I note also that his excellency the governor is firmly resolved to maintain 
peace and order on this Isthmus, and that he disclaims any responsibility for 
the results of the measures which may be adopted. 

In acknowledging the receipt of your very important comm Llimit 
tayeelf, for the present, to saying that I shall send a copy thereof to my Govern- 
ment ne and await instructions, 

am,ek., 


THOMAS ADAMSON, 







ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to yield thirteen minutes to the 


gentleman trom Oregon [Mr. HERMANN]. When heshall have finished 


I will resume the floor. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. 8 er, Fo mee the kindness of the 
gentleman from New York; but as much has been already said on this 
great question I shall not ask the indulgence of the House for even the 
limited time so kindly allotted me. Cordially uniting with my asso- 
ciates as to the advisability of an immediate admission into the Union 
of Dakota, Montana, and Washington, I desire more particularly to 
address the House as to the latter Territory, though I should, in jus- 
tice, even favor an enabling act for Idaho and Wyoming. 

No State, sir, feels so deep an interest in the admission of Washing- 
ton Territory as the State which I have the honor to represent. 

For over 325 miles the great Columbia River is a common boundary. 
The same mountain ranges which divide Oregon into its principal parts 
also divide Washington Territory, producing the same climatic changes 
and conditions and yielding substantially the same productions. The 
resources are likewise similar, and wonderful in each. Our commer- 
cial interests are largely reciprocal. This Territory was once a portion 
of the Oregon Territory, and the struggling trials and privationsin the 
early settlement of each were borne by a common people. This indi- 
cates briefly the bonds which unite us, and explains the universal desire 
among our people for the admission of this Territory into the Union of 
States. The people of this great section now number at least two 
hundred thousand and the increase is continuous and large. They em- 
brace the best elements of the Eastern population—the moral, the in- 
telligent, the progressive, the energetic, and the inventive. 

Capital from every portion of the Union is seeking investment there 
in the vast coal fields, the lumbering mills and camps, the fisheries, 
the gold and iron ore mines, the railroads, the shipping, and the man- 
ufacturing, grazing, and agricultural interests. No stronger proof of 
these various industries can be presented than that shown in the assess- 
ment-rolls of the Territory. That for 1887 exhibits assessable prop- 
erty to the extent of $61,562,739, and still later exhibits are here for 
1888, which show a further remarkable increase. I have not the exact 
figures at hand. When we are reminded that assessments as usually 
made represent less than 50 per cent. of the actual value, it can be 
seen that the full property value is over $100,000,000. This does not 
include millions of rich acres of the Northern Pacific land grant, the 
immense value of which I do not pretend to approximate. The in- 
crease of population as well as the material riches since 1880 has sim- 
ply been phenomenal. But one other Territory excels her. 

The commercial im: of Washington Territory is as far differ- 
ent from as it exceeds that of all the other Territories. It is the only 
Territory yet remaining which has a coast line. All others are inte- 
rior. In the light of her ocean commerce she presents a record that 
stands out in astonishment even tothe great Statesof the Union. This 
has been well adverted to by the honorable gentleman representing 
her on this floor, but it is so important that I may be pardoned for a 
second reference. 

Quoting from the statistics of the Puget Sound customs district we 
find that— 

1. In number of Ameri - ls t trade, 
ob Re ree erican steam-vessels engaged in the foreign 2 


2. In of American steam-vessels engaged in the foreign trade, second 
only to New 


ork. 
3. In the aggregate number of American and foreign steam-vessels engaged 
in the foreign trade, second only to New York. 
4. In the tonnage of American and foreign steam-vessels engaged 
in the foreign e, seventh. 
5. In the aggregate number of entrances and clearances of American and for- 
eign vessels, steam and sail, fourth. 


In the aggregate tonnage of all vessels, American and foreign, steam and 
sail. seventh. 


The revenue annually collected in the Treasury through the custom-house 
now exceeds one-quarter of a million of dollars. 


Over two thousand vessels have entered and cleared during the past year, and 
u 


OE, 95. GUA, Ot AOA MENS om DasEagee Saws 6 enacting Seeees nder 
cense. 


Rd. Sate ena to over ten millions = Soe. eee 
wiitined ty hee busy and anesqetie _ 

In 1853 Washington was from the Oregon Territory and 
organized as a separate T , and for thirty-six years has re- 
mained such and been subjected to all the inconveniences and obsta- 
cles which always attend Territorial limitation. In view, however, of 
the marvelous development made, with all these disabilities to retard 
her, what further aggrandizement would she not have achieved by this 
time had she been favored but for half of this interval with the ad- 
vantages of statehood. Six y after the of the two Ter- 
ritories Oregon was admitted into the Union, while Washington still 
remains, with all her magnificent development and nearly one-fifth 
of a million in population, a mere province so to 


many of which she far exceeds. In the face of arecord what be- 


comes of that compact in the fundamental laws of the Republic as to 
that great expanse of empire west of the Mississippi? 
Whenever any of said States shall have 60,000 free inhabitants therein such 


Congress of the United States 
States in all respects whatever, . 


State shall be admitted by its delegates into the 
on an equal footing with the original 


, among States © 


ee el, 
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J in a political or national sense every consideration of public 
duty in behalf of prompt and unconditional admission. Indeed, 
the long delays already suffered reflect no credit on the majority in this 
Congress thus far. Washington Territory should have been a State in 
this Union ten years ago, and then would have exceeded the wealth as 
well as population of most of the States of the Union at the time of 
their admission. 

Lying as she does, contiguous toa foreign power, with numerous con- 
flicting interests, inviting serious contention at any time, it is highly 
essential that her people be clothed with those higher powers which 
enable a State to put forth greater and more immediate defenses than 
when a mere Territorial body. Her people have discussed this question 
of admission for many years, and now there exists a perfect unanimity 
of sentiment. There is no dissension either as to the boundaries, the 
form and substance of the organic act, or as to the necessity or expe- 
diency of immediate admission. In conventions, in legislative ses- 
sions, and in the elections this sentiment has repeatedly been ex- 

-pressed. Itisnota question there between Democrats and Republicans, 
nor should it be in this body. It is a question for every citizen impar- 
tially to consider. There is to-day throughout our whoie nation nota 
single valid reason or objection urged against admission. All parties 
are now in favor of it, and there are no constitutional impediments 
existing, while every argument of local benefit to the people directly 
concerned, as well as that greater benefit which appeals to every patri- 
otic American, earnestly and loudly protests against further delays. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to invite the attention of the 
House for a few moments to the real question at issue. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Before the gentleman begins I should like to 
ask him if it is the intention to press this matter to a vote this even- 
ing? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is the intention to press this matter 
to a vote at the earliest possible hour. The chairman of the commit- 
tee is better able to state when that will be than I. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to have di of this evening the for- 
mal amendments which were submitted by the Delegate from Dakota 
to the Senate bill, so as to perfect that bill, as the friends of the bill de- 
sire that it should be perfected, and thus make it possible for me to 
submit the substitute which I intend to submit at the proper time, 
and take a vote as early as possible. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is it the purpose to submit the substitute to- 
night? 

Mr, SPRINGER. It wonld be to-night, if possible. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to invite the at- 
tention of the House for a few moments to the real question at issue. 
The debate thus far has proceeded upon the proposition presented by 
the so-called ‘‘omnibus bill.’’ The House has been instructed in the 
situation as regards the claims to statehood of Montana, Washington, 
and New Mexico; while Arizona and Idaho have also advised us that 
they are getting ready to demand membership into the family of States. 
Utah also urges her claims. My idea of our duty is that we should 
speed the coming of every new State when assured that the proper 
conditions exist; that a Territorial government should be tolerated and 
continued so long as the people thereof are too few in number and too 
scant in resources, material, moral and otherwise, to maintain a strong 
and healthy State. 

A Territory is acquired to become a State and not to be held as a colony and 
governed by Congress with absolute authority. 

This has been and is the policy of the Republican party. For four 
years we have vainly endeavored to exemplify it in the case of South 
Dakota, but have encountered so many obstructions along the way 
that all efforts thus far have been in vain. 

My views as to the claims of South Dakota were fully expressed in 
the speech delivered by me during the present Congress, in May last, 
upon the bill presented by me, which had been reported adversely by 
the House Committee on Territories, and which is the same bill sub- 
sequently passed by the Senate and allowed to slumber in committee 
until the 17th of December, when, under the influence of the recent 
Presidential contest, as I take it, the honorable chairman of the com- 
mittee was persuaded to request that the Committee on Territories be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof and that it be made 
a special and continuing order for the next and succeeding days of the 
session until disposed of, with leave to offer as a substitute therefor the 
“omnibus bill,’’ to which attention has mainly been directed by the 
debate thus far had. 

The real question before us, then, is the passage of the pending Sen- 
ate bill for the immediate admission of South Dakota, a new State 
created by carving out of the great Territory of Dakota the southern 
half thereof, embracing a State which in area will rank eighth in the 
Union, and in material and other respects to-day ranks ahead of many 
of the older States. Theirs isa contest for homerule. A new State 
embracing a population of about 400,000 people of push and enterprise, 
with an area of about 77,000 square miles, with wonderful resources, 
as I have shown on a former occasion, has for a decade been denied 

to the Union upon grounds and for reasons that are un- 
worthy in the extreme. 

The resolution of the 17th of December also provided that after this 






bill should have been considered the House would go on and consider 
until disposed of other bills for the admission of new States. The 
only State asking admission with a constitution already adopted by the 
people is the State of South Dakota, except, perhaps, Montana. For 
several years, ever since 1885, South Dakota has been knocking at the 
doors of Congress for admission to the Union. The proposition has 
been antagonized on the Democratic side of the House with propositions 
of different kinds, so that in one way and another fival action has been 
postponed and no general debate in the House has been permitted un- 
til the present. The ‘‘omnibus bill,’’ so far as it relates to all the 
Territories named, is in the nature of anenablingact. In effectit dis- 
regards all the steps taken heretofore by the people of South Dakota 
in the way of preparation for statehood. 

South Dakota is ready for statehood, equipped with a constitution 


which has received the indorsement of the people of that Common- 
wealth, 


Montana, a year or two before, adopted and brought to Congress a 
constitution, and later on in this debate the Delegate from that Terri- 
tory will, he informs me, offer an amendment with a view of having 
that State admitted under the omnibus bill. So far as Washington, 
New Mexico, Arizona, and Idaho are concerned, the only effect of this 
proposed legislation will be to create an enabling act under which those 
Territories, by future action of their people, may form constitutions, or- 
ganize State governments, and come to Congress for admission to state- 
hood. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that it is the duty of this Congress to ad- 
mit immediately the State of South Dakota under the pending Senate 
bill. Iam opposed to the omnibus bill, becauseit seems to load Dakota 
with the other propositions; moreover, because there is no more neces- 
sity for these enabling acts than there is for a fifth wheel toa wagon. 

Representative Grow said, in January, 1857, in reporting the enabling 
act for Oregon: 


Gentlemen seem much averse to giving this authority, which is a mere mat- 
ter of form, as the people of the Territory can meetin their assemblies and 
form a constitution and send it here as well without this authority as with it. 


And Representative Jones, of Tennessee, said: 
That is exactly my opinion. 


In my remarks on a former occasion I discussed this subject in the 
following language: 


It is said, first, that she has proceeded in her application for admission in an 
irregular and revolutionary method; second, that the State has been organized 
out of a portion only of the great Territory of Dakota. This Territory was 
organi subsequent to the admission of the States of Iowa, Minnesota, and 
Wisconsin, which were carved out successively and admitted as States from 
territory including what is now the Territory of Dakota. 

Let us examine these propositions and ascertain if the objections made are at 
all tenable. It will be borne in mind that twenty-five States have been ad- 
mitted since the Constitution was adopted by the thirteen original States. Of 
the twenty-five, Texas was admitted under a treaty compact, it being at the 
time an independent sovereign State; West Virginia was admitted by virtue 
of the power to consent to a division ofone State into two or more States; Maine 
was itted by the consent of Massachusetts, of which it formed a part; Ver- 
mont was admitted by the consent of the contiguous States of New Hampshire 
and New York, which made some claim to it; Louisiana was admitted under 
the treaty with France, but was already an organized community. 

Twenty!States, therefore, are all that have been admitted into the Union from 
the Territories to the United States, exclusive of Louisiana. Some of these have 
been admitted without any previous Territorial organization. One half of them 
had previous enabling acts and the remaining half had no such acts, or at least 
none under which proceedings were taken to organize themselves into States 
and make application for admission. The method pursued me Dakota is pre- 
cisely identical in principle with that pursued by Tennessee, Iowa, Michigan, 
Arkansas, Wisconsin, California, Oregon, Kansas, Florida,and Kentucky. Thus 
it is shown that one-half of all the States admitted into the Union from the out- 
lying and unorganized Territories belonging to the United States pursued the 
same identical course which the people of Dakota have pursued ia their efforts 
to obtain admission of their State. Can it, then, be claimed with reason that 
Dakota has pursued any irregular method, since she has followed the prece- 
dents which have been approved by Congress in one-half of all the States ad- 
mitted from Territories? Upon principle, are not these precedents just as bind- 
ing upon Congress as those where the other method was pursued? What, lask, 
is an enabling act but a mere invitation to the people of a portion of the terri- 
tory of the United States to organize themselves into a State and apply for ad- 
mission into the Union? 

I have said Congress can not make a State. It has the power to admit new 
States, not to create them. Congress organizes Territorial governments solely 
under the authority of the Constitution, which gives the right “‘to make ali 
needful rules and regulations respecting the Territories or ee rty be- 
longing to the United States.”” The people alone can organize the State. It 
must be their work. No other power or tribunal can doit for them. The power 
is reserved to Congress to admit new States. 

Congress may clothe a community in a Territory with the forms of laws under 
which they may proceed to organize for themselves a constitution and State 
government, and all the effect which the law of Congress has upon the pabfest 
is merely to throw around their proceedings such forms of law as will allow 
and direct an orderly movement of the ple to the desired end. If Congress 
neglects or refuses to thus directly furnish such community with the forms of 
law—the invitation—under which these proceedings may be had, may not the 
local legislative authority perform that, or may not the people themselves in 
their primary capacity assemble in public convention, frame and adopt a con- 
stitution, organize a State government, and demand admission of the new State 
thus formed into the Union? Either method isclearly regular. 


No objection was made, none has ever been made upon the ground 
that the constitution framed is notrepublican in form. No objection has 
been made to the admission of the State upon any grounds that are 
important and weighty in the consideration of a question of such mag- 
nitude as this. Consider for a moment, Mr. Speaker, the tactics of the 
opponents of the Dakota bill. At one time it was proposed, in order 
to defeat the object of the people and their efforts for admission, to 
compel a division upon a line running north and south, and a bil] was 
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introduced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] accord- 
ingly. Subsequently, after that bill had been introduced, printed, and 
buried in the archives of the Committee on Territories, another propo- 
sition was brought forward by the same gentleman for the admission 
of Dakota only as a whole, and the committee in their majority report 
on such bill made the absurd and now confessedly ridiculous argu- 
ment which I will read from their report, presented May 25, 1886, No. 
2577: . 

The question as to whether the Territory should be admitted as a whole or 
subdivided into two or more States or Territories is not remitted by this bill to 
the people of that Territory, that being a question, in the opinion of your com- 
mittee, in which the people of all the country are yng Ay rested. Asdemon- 
strated in your committee’s report on the Senate bill, that Territory has neither 


the area, the population, nor the legal right to be admitted into the Union other 
than as one State. 


If Dakota should be admitted into the Union as one State, it will be but a few 
years until State pride, local interests, and its diversified resources will be such 
az to demonstrate beyond all peradventure the wisdom of single statehood. The 
demand for division will not be insisted upon when all questions of the present 
and future are carefully considered. 

In view of these facts and considerations, yonr committee are of the opinion 
that no greater wrong could be done to the inhabitants of that Territory than 
to provide for its division. 

That report was made in the first session of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, on the 25th of May, 1886. At that time the population of the 
Territory was over 400,000. Now it is conceded to be nearer 600,000, 
and I have heard it stated by residents of that great Territory that its 
population is to-day much larger. The proposition to insist upon the 
admission of Dakota as a single State was never seriously urged in Con- 
gress because it was clearly in violation and disregard of the will and 
wishes of the people. It was of a kind with many others that have 
emanated from our Democratic friends in regard to Dakota. 

Why, sir, if I werea Democrat, standing up here and speaking of the 
treatment by Congress of thie Territories, I should unhesitatingly say, 
and I believe at least one member on the other side of the House has 
admitted, that the treatment of the Territories by Congress during the 
last twenty-five years has been such as to lose to the Democracy every 
Democratic Territory in the United States. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side, } 

Mr. Speaker, upon the question of division of South Dakota, and of 
the rights and qualifications that entitle her to statehood, I need spend 
no time. Some question was made by the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Territories [Mr. SPRINGER] as to some minor ae 
of the constitution which has been adop by the State, but I regard 
those objections as frivolous. Without doubt the firstact of the Legis- 
lature of the new State of South Dakota will be provided for a consti- 
tutional convention. In my judgment the duty of the hour is to ad- 
mit South Dakota to statehood. That State should come in untram- 
meled by these other propositions. The pending Senate bill, with the 
amendments pro by the Delegate from Dakota [Mr. GrrrorD], 
meets the question, and the whole question. Pass it, and under the 
resolution adopted by the House on the 17th of December we can go on 
and consider fairly and fully the case of every other Territory seeking 
admission or asking the of an enabling act under which it may 
proceed tothe adoption of a State constitution and the organization of a 
State government, 

What is the attitude of the other side? Simply this: Our Demo- 
cratic friends say, by their acts, South Dakota, in all respects 
worthy and well qualified, although having passed the most rigid civil- 
service examination, and having been duly instructed in the correct 
countersign, isso made upas to the people thereof that there is little hope 
for the Democratic party there for time to come; unless 
we can be permitted to incorporate in the bill an enabling act for New 
Mexico and the other Territories, and unless we can reduce South Da- 
kota to the necessity of traveling over again for the third time the 
steps preliminary to statehood, so that she shall not be admitted in 
advance of her less enterprising sisters, we will continue to hinder, de- 
lay, and obstruct. 

I have said before, Mr. Speaker, and will repeat and emphasize: 

The three millions of American ple rebelled against the exercise of the 
same identical powers by Great Britain over them which the Government ex. 
ercises over the Territo aw complained, and were by the world 
in complaining, that they were kept ina state of semi- s They had 

r governor appointed by a foreign tribunal; so have the They 
had their judges popes by the same foreign tribunals; so have the Territo- 
ries. They had their iocal legislatures, which enacted laws for 


tories, were 
taxed without representation ; and so are Territories. Laws were made for 
them by a tribnnal in which they had no voice and in which they could exercise 
no influence except such as one citizen may, 2 and t,exercise 
over another; so have the Territories. 7, the force of most power- 
of to be rid of these evils, They were rid 
and it never was neration 


them 
contemplated that in this day and they should 
impose upon their fellow-citizens the same evils whick had been im in 


those da their fellow-citizens upon them. It will be a happy solution of 
many di ities in legislation when all the ouil be - 
lated, into States, and aimitted into the Union, The for 

ritorial governments is unquestioned, but no effort should be made to constitute 


iten enduring evil anywhere. It is unjust to the new State to reject it. Itisa 
self-imposed wrong upon the old States to keep her out, and to do so can not be 
defended on any ground, : 


{ Applause. ] 
Une of the redeeming features of this discussion on the Democratic 
side of the House is the attitude of my colleague from New York [Mr. 


Cox] on this question. He has stood up here bravely and expressed 
himself in favor of the admission of South Dakota singly, if possible, 
or with the other Territories if it} must be. In the views he has ex- 
pressed he is leagues ahead of his party. He deserves honor and praise 
for the adva position he has taken with reference to this great 
question. [Applause.] We owe it to ourselves, we owe it to the peo- 
le of Dakota and of these other Territories, thatimmediate ] tion 
had in their behalf; but no good reason can be given, none been 
attempted, why the pending act to admit South Dakota should be 
turned into a mere enabling act and the Territories of New Mexico, 
Arizona, Montana, and Washington included in one bill therewith. 
An enabling act is a mere invitation to do what South Dakota has al- 
ready done. So far as it relates to South Dakota the omnibus bill is 
an insult, to be borne only because those people consider the source 
from which it comes. The gentlemen from Montana and Washington 
Territories have characterized in appropriate language the sentiments 
of their Territories in respect of the treatment of them by the Con- 
gress during the past four years. [Applause. ] . 

What I object to is the attaching to this bill of the provisions for an 
enabling act for Washington, for Montana, and for New Mexico. The 
Delegate from Arizona [ Mr. SMITH] is prepared to offer an amendment 
to include his Territory in the bill and to provide for its admission two 
years hence. There is no objection, perhaps, to an enabling act, but 
what is the necessity for it? AsI have said, such an act has been held 
over and over again to be a mere matter of form, an invitation to the 
people of a Territory to form a State constitution and organize them- 
selves for admission to statehood, but such an act is in no case neces- 
sary. Every - of these ae has a legal and constitutional 
right to come here at any time, with a constitution already prepared, 
with a State organization already perfected, and ask ieumndliehs admis- 
sion to statehood. And that is wees I claim for South Dakota. 

For seven long weary years Dakota was knocking at the doors of 
Congress for the passage of an enabling act in her behalf. That was 
denied. Then her people went fo , a8 they had a perfect right to 
do, organized a government and prepared a State constitution, which 
has been before this House for several years. It was before the Forty- 
eighth, Forty-ninth, and the Fiftieth These le are 
abundantly equipped for statehood, and by all the ents con- 
nected with the admission of twenty-five States are entitled to imme- 
diate admission. 

It will be urged by my friend from Illinois [Mr. SprincEr], the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories, that his bill, the ‘‘ omnibus 
bill,’’ will meet the whole question by one vote. But this is too great 
a question to be disposed of by a e vote, without the fullest and 
fairest consideration. Arizona, if entitled to be attached to this ‘‘ om- 
nibus bill,’’ ought to be. Her case is certainly entitled to the fullest 
consideration. Wyoming desires to be embraced in this same bill. 
Shall these two Territories be denied consideration? Why are these 
Territories left out and New Mexico alone included ? . 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answermy friend. All the Territories em- 
braced in the ‘‘ omnibus bill’? have a —— exceeding the ratio 
of one Representative in Congress; other Territories have not. 
That is the reason. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is claimed that Wyoming has such 
a population. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Wyoming has a population of less than 100,000. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Wyoming claimsa population sufficient 
to entitle her to statehood, and is asking admission or the passage of an 
enabling act. Now, if we are to have action on a case where a com- 
munity equipped in all for statehood comes asking, not for an 
enabling act, but for admission into the Union, let the case be considered 
alone; and then, if enabling acts are desirable for other Territories, let 
us pass acts meeting those cases. I trust the House, when it comes to 
vote on this question, will reject the proposition to pass the ‘‘omnibus 
bill,’’ because when we come to that the other Territories will prop- 


erly urge their claims. They have arighttobeheard. We have given 
no consideration to Wyoming, no full and satisfactory consideration to 
the claims of New Mexico. W; and Montana have had but a 


ceoge hearing, although the representatives from those Territories 
ve spoken out in condemnation of the treatment which they have re- 
ceived at the ee Se ee 

I appeal to the House and desire to urge with all the power I possess 
that we shall reject the tion to load down Dakota with four or 
five other Territories. I am in favor of their admission as States at the 
earliest ible day. I would vote enabling acts for them if they de- 
sired it. But I say to thase people, come up as Dakota has done; build 
up your constitution, organize your State government, come to Con- 
Paes constitutional right you have of admission to state- 


I hope I have made clear the status as to the present bill. The gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] after the consider- 
ation of the substitute of the gentleman from akan ee 
to urge his substitute which has been printed in the It 
take some time to read it. It is perhaps entitled to be debated. All 
those matters ought to be as we have the right to consider 
them under the continuing order of House, but let us in the dis- 
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charge of our duty under the obligation resting on us first vote on the 
Senate bill, which is alone the proposition before the House to-day. 

The bill for the admission of South Dakota ought to be passed with- 
out any barnacles in the shape of enabling acts in reference to four or 
five other Territories, and thereby delaying the admission into the Union 
of South Dakota, as provided for in the Senate bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from New York allow me 
to ask him whether there is anything in the situation which prevents 
the Committee on the Territories from reporting an enabling act for 
each one of the Territories comprised in the so-called ‘‘ omnibus bill”’ 
instead of attaching them to the substitute ? ; 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Nothing at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Can you su any other purpose in the ac- 
tion proposed than to smother the Senate bill? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It appears to me that the effect of lum- 
bering up the Senate bill with propositions in reference to the other 
Territories is to delay and obstruct action and defer the admission of 
South Dakota into the Union. It can have no other result. The case 
as to the other Territories of course is entitled to full consideration. 
That will have to be given toit in any case. 

Mr. ADAMS. Can not we go on and pass the Senate bill, and im- 
mediately afterwards, under the extraordinary power given to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories to control the time of the House, go on to- 
morrow and the day after to-morrow and pass bills in reference to these 
other Territories? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is exactly what I havesaid. We 
have the right under the continuing order to take up the case of each 
of the several Territories and consider it on its merits. We have had 
a discussion between the gentleman from New Mexico and the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] in regard to New Mexico. There isas 
much, perhaps, to be said on one side as on the other. I am strongly 
disposed to legislate in favor of New Mexico, but I think all these 
cases ought to be considered, each upon its own merits, and at length. 

Washington Territory, in whose f the Delegate [ Mr. VoorHEES] 
spoke so eloquently, is entitled to proper consideration. This side of 
the House has always been ready to give it. Montana has been here 
for several years asking for admission as a State. This-side of the 
House has been ready to consider its claims and to admit it as a State 
into the Union. North Dakota asks simply for an enabling act, but 
they have already taken steps to formulate a constitution and to come 
here fully prepared to ask for admission as a State. It matters not 
whether we pass enabling acts for these Territories, as it will not delay 
their admission as States. They can come in as other States have 
done, but it is not just to obstruct and delay the of the Senate 
bill for the admission of South Dakota by Seaseminntte tacking these 
other Territories upon the Senate bill, which is now under considera- 
tion. We have the right, under the continuing order, without inter- 
fering with the appropriation bills or the contested-election cases, to 
go on and legislate in reference to each and every one of these Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam not entirely familiar with the provisions 
of the proposed substitute or ‘‘omnibus bill.’’ Is it not provided there 
that this question in referenee to Dakota shall be remitted to the peo- 
ple for another election? Will not the effect be, if that ‘‘omnibus”’ 

roposition be adopted, to hinder and delay the admission of South Da- 
ota into the Union? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The adoption of that omnibus prop- 
osition must result, as every gentleman can see, in obstructing and de- 
laying the admission of South Dakota. As originally reported by the 
committee the ‘‘ omnibus bill’’ provided for the admission of one Da- 
kota. The majority of the committee prior to the last election con- 
ceived it to be their duty and only the right of Dakota to come in as 
one State. Subsequent to the election new light came to the minds of 
our Democraiic friends, and they have come to the conclusion that the 
— of Dakota are entitled to consideration and admission as two 


But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to emphasize the fact that the passage of 

+ ah omnibus bill,’’ or the on oil which has been printed and of- 

my friend from Ilin 1 practically operate to do away 

with all the and the acts of the e of South Dakota 

already done in regard to statehood. It ly resubmits to them 

the constitution and requires a new vote upon that instrument; and 

so I repeat, we had better ony aside all these collateral propositions 
and act directly upon the of the Senate now before us. 

Thanking the House for its patient attention, I reserve the remainder 


of my time. [Applause] 
Mr. SPRIN' Mr. Speaker, I desire that those gentlemen who 


wish to take in the debate, or who ee roceed 
Bot betce we can agree upon a time when the debate shall close. 
But before that I desire to us consent that the amend- 
ments introduced by the Delegate from Dakota may now be seri- 
atim Ty % the House. 

Mr. AD I object, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. You can move any amendment you desire. 

Mr. ADAMS. I know, but I wish to discuss an amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from I)linois? 

Mr. ADAMS. I object. 

Mr. SYMES. I object, unless there is an understanding with the 
chairman of the committee, which I presume I can have, that I can 
take the floor in myown right for the purposeof debate. It was under- 
stood that I should have the floor in my own right after the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BAKER]; but both the gentleman from New York 
and myself have refrained from taking the floor before, Mr. Speaker, 
with the intention of giving the Delegates from the Territories an op- 
portunity to represent their people by arguments in support of their 
views upon amendments to be submitted by them or on the bill as pre- 
sented. I shall insist, therefore, on having the floor in my own right, 
and will say for the information of the House that I have promised 
more than one-half of my time, as much, perhaps, as two-thirds of it, 
to other members on both sides of the House who desire to talk point- 
edly upon the bill and the substitute, as well as some proposed amend- 
ments to the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam perfectly willing, and ask unanimous consent 
now that the gentleman from Colorado shall occupy that hour to-mor- 
row morning, immediately after the reading of the Journal, provided 
we can have these amendments taken up and disposed of at once. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already submitted the 
request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not want to object to the proposition of the 
gentleman from Illinois, but I want to remind the gentleman, as well 
as the members of the Committee on the Territories, that there are 
other members of the House who would like to have five or ten minutes’ 
time to explain their position upon so important a measure as the pro- 

sed introduction into the Union of several new States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This will not prevent gentlemen from exercising 
that privilege. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The interest in this question is not confined 
solely to two or three Territorial Delegates or to the members of the 
Committee on the Territories; and I shall object to any consent which 
will involve the cutting off of gentlemen who desire to be heard for at 
least a brieftime. I think they should be permitted to make an ex- 
planation of their position upon the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no desire—— 

Mr. SYMES. Permit me to say in reply to my friend from Ohio 
that my principal object in claiming the hour is to try to distribute 
it so that gentlemen may have the opportunity to which he refers of 
expressing their views upon the subject, and 1 shall retain but a very 
small proportion for myself. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The proposition that I have submitted did not 
involve the cutting off of gentlemen who desired to participate in the 
debate, but only asked consent to take up each of these amendments 
offered by the gentleman from Dakota and consider them now seriatim. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman will understand that my only 
object was to secure time for those who desired to be heard. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eight minutes. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I yield that to the gentleman from 
Idaho. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to renew the request I made, that the 
amendments of the gentleman ‘from Dakota | Mr. GirrorD] be read 
and considered seriatim. Let the first be announced, andif there is 
objection—— 

Mr. REED. I suppose it is understood that whenever the substi- 
tute is adopted, if ever, the House will have an opportunity to amend 
that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course. 

Mr. REED. That is the understanding, then? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course the opportunity will be offered. 

T renew the request, Mr. Speaker, for unanimous consent. 

Mr. ADAMS. I object, and the reason is that I desire to take more 
than five minutes myself on a substantial amendment which I propose 
to move. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, you can have the time right now. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I propose to yield the remainder of the 
time belonging to me to the gentleman from Idaho. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York not 
having reserved the time at the time he took his seat, the Chair recog- 
nized the gentleman from I]linois for the purpose of asking unanimous 
consent; but after this matter is determined the Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York did reserve his 
time, but allowed me to take the floor for a request. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The gentleman from Illinois desired 
to make a request for unanimous consent, which has been objected to; 
and now I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Idaho. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gefitleman from New 
York—— 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask of my colleague that the proposi- mae that you will quickly recognize and pass upon the appeal of 
Id 


tion I made be adopted. 

Mr, BAKER, of New York. LI object. Objection was made, and I 
want my friend from Idaho [Mr. DvuBoIs] to oceupy the remaining 
eight minutes of my time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that that will be withdrawn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 46. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now Il ask that the amendment first submitted 
by my friend from Dakota [Mr. GirrorD] be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has been made to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. We had better have the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have the right to move to 
close debate upon this amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Illinois that the gentleman from New York reserved the balance 
of his time, and as there are only eight minutes remaining, the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Idaho, after which the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Speaker, I take it for granted that there will be 
no objection, founded on sound public policy or justice, to the admis- 
sion of North and South Dakota, Montana, and Washington. 

There seems to be a doubt in the minds of some members as to the 
expediency of admitting New Mexico. Noargument has been advanced 
to prove that the citizens of New Mexico are not law-abiding and at- 
tached to the principles of our Government. On the other hand, it is 
admitted that New Mexico is well governed, and is inhabited by an 
industrious, intelligent people, whose higher and only civil allegiance 
is to the Government of the United States. 

The foreign and native-born population is about equal in numbers, 
and they live and actin harmony. An end has about come to more 
than the usual foreign immigration which is seeking homes in the 
far West, and with statehood the only valid objection to the admis- 
sion of New Mexico would quickly pass away. The brave and am- 
bitious youth of New England, the Mississippi Valley States, the North- 
western and Southern States would flock ca as they do to the other 
Territories, With or without statehood New Mexico must inevitably 
be peopled very soon by a majority of native-born citizens. As was 
clearly shown by the able and conscientious Delegate from New Mexico, 
she is fully equipped in every way for statehood. 

I regret that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SrRUBLE] has considered 
it to be his duty to object to the admission of New Mexico for the rea- 
sons which he gives. The claim that Congress will best settle the dis- 
puted land titles and develop the country by a system of irrigation 
from streams or artesian wells is contrary to all the teachings of the 
past and present in the history of national legislation affecting the Ter- 
ritories. If anything has been settled by this debate it is that the only 
hope that the Territories have for the full expansion of their resources 
is under a State government. 

Congress does not legislate for the Territories in agreement with their 
desires and needs, and will not allow them to legislate for themselves. 
They have shown no disposition to appropriate money to the Terri- 
tories fer any purpose, and do not even allow them the money pro- 
vided by law. In my judgment, the arid lands of New Mexico all 
those Territories whose lands require irrigation will not be reclaimed 
until the Territories become States. The people of New Mexico desire 
statehood and its accompanying responsibilities, and I believe it will 
accept and bear the promotion proudly and to the honor and glory of 
the nation. 

There seems now to be an era of good feeling teward the Territories, 
and disposition among the members to divest their minds of all partisan 
prejudice, and do the Territories tardy justice. I trust this is not 
merely a ‘‘spurt,’’ and that you will not ‘‘ break and go to pieces”’ 
over the stated objections to New Mexico. 

The remarks which have been made by the various Delegates whose 
Territories are included in the bill under discussion apply with full 
force, clearness, and fairness to Idaho. They could be iterated and 
reiterated in a hundred different ways, yet the truth would not be 
half told. The order under which this discussion is being held pro- 


vides— 

That after the Dakota bill is disposed of other bills in relation to the admis- 
sion of Territories reported from the said committee shall be in order in the 
ae in ie manner until disposed of, to be considered in the order fixed by 

commitiec. 


_ I will not at this particular time in this discussion insist on a rec- 
ognition of the just claims of the Territory which I have the honor to 
represent, becuuse it might retard the justice which I believe and 
hope you are prepared to mete out to our sister Territories. I will 
please my fancy in the hope that the on this road of fairness 
pdr fea ar who ee ee handi- 

pped so long beyond usual probationary Territorial 
government will bring such unqualified peace contentment to your 
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I do not ask immediate statehood. My do not claim admis- 
sion atonce. We ask an anaes which will definitely fix a time 
when we can assume the responsibilities and blessings of a State. We 
care not what conditions you may impose as to population or resources. 
It makes no difference to us whether we come in under the ordinance 
of 1787, which requires 60,000. free inhabitants, or whether we are to 
have the number equal to the ratio of representation for a member of 
Congress. We desire a certain ‘stake’? which we can move to. We 
wish to avoid the danger of being made a political football in the 
future, and are anxious to catch this tide of good-nature and brotherly 
love at the flood, and prepare the way for our admission when we fill 
all the conditions which the most technical can demand. 

I do not intend to make a detailed statement at this time in regard 
to our resources, but will in a general manner briefly call your atten- 
tion to the present condition and capabilities of the Territory. 

Idaho is greater in area than New York, New Jersey, Massachusetts, 
and New Hampshire combined. Its climate is unexcelled. The warm 
currents of the Pacific sweep over the Territory and have a most ben- 
eficial effect on its arable belts. The average or mean annual temper- 
ature of the valleys is about 51°, about 4° warmer than Connecticut. 

No Western or coast State or Territory is so well watered as Idaho, 
The Snake River, Clarke’s Fork, Spokane, Salmon, Boisé, Payette, 
Weiser, Big and Little Wood, Bruneau, Malad, Portneuf, Clearwater, 
Ceeur d’ Alene, St. Joseph, and Kootenai are all large rivers into which 
many smaller ones empty. There are at least 15,000,000 acres in the 
valleys and uplands which can be irrigated and made lavishly pro- 
ductive. 

All cereals and vegetables which can be raised north of the cotton- 
growing line in the Atlantic States flourish in the greatest profusion. 
Apples, pears, prunes, apricots, nectarines, and all smaller fruits, and 
berries of the finest quality are produced with never-failing regularity. 

Irrigation is necessary in South Idaho. Nearly all the lands which 
lie adjacent to the smaller streams, and which can be irrigated with 
trifling cost, have been taken up and are cultivated. The expense of 
building large canals from the great streams is so great that individuals 
can not afford it, and companies are loath to invest their money in it 
without subsidies of land. By giving Idaho statehood and granting 
them the control of certain lands, provided the State will first reclaim 
it by putting water on it, every acre would be settled up within four 
years. The lands which could be made the most productive in the 
country are now valueless and will remain so for years to come under 
our present system of Territorial government. 

North Idaho is different in climate somewhat, and raises grain, vege- 
tables, and fruit in the greatest abundance without irrigati There 
is no better farming country anywhere than in North Idaho, and it is 
fast ing up with an intelligent and industrious class of farmers. 
North Idaho alone will have 200,000 ie within eight years, and 
South Idaho will have double or treble the number if statehood is given. 
Between 1,200,000 and 1,500,000 acres of land in Idaho are now under 
improvement, and within the region of 1,000,000 acres of agricultural 
land has been patented. Five hundred thousand acres of agricultural 
land were taken up last year under the various land entries. 

When you consider that Rhode Island contains less than 900,000 
acres of land, you can form some idea of the present condition and 
future possibilities of the agricultural resources of this Territory. The 
forest area of Idaho is 7,000,000 acres, and the growth is heavier than 
in a majority of the timbered States east of the Rocky Mountains. 
There are varieties of fir, white, red, and black spruce, scrub oak, yel- 
low and white pine, mountain y, juniper, tamarack, birch, 
cottonwood, alder, and willow. 

Such a prodigious amount of timber to the acre can be found in no 
other part of the United States, except on the western slopes of the 
western mountains in Washington Territery. The timber is of large 
growth and magnificent for lumbering purposes. White- 5 
feet in diameter, 100 feet long, without a knot and 
row, are common. 

Nine million dollars of gold, silver, and lead was uced last year, 
and you say that mining is in its infancy inthe Territory. Ex- 
ae it is the best of all the mining States or Territories. 

ich copper mines have also been discovered. 

The population of the Territory at the present time is carefully esti- 
mated at 106,000, and the property at $60,000,000. 

The unstable form of Territorial government is a great drawback to 
ae of the country. The people all eagerly desire state- 
hood. 

Nearly 1,000 miles of railroad are operated in the Territory, almost 
all of which has been built since 1882. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the Speaker announced 
that the time had expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Idaho be allowed to conclude his remarks. 


t as an ar- 


Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. NELSON. I do not think the from Idaho ought to 
be taken off the floor by a motion to § 





1889. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Minnesota that he is not taken off the floor by the motion to ad- 
journ, but because the time allotted him has expired. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask that he be given an additional five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? ; 

Mr. DUNHAM. I withdraw the motion to adjourn in order that 
the gentleman’s time may be extended five minutes. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let him have ten minutes. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let him have five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection that the time of the 
gentleman from Idaho be extended until he shall have concluded his 
remarks? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. 

Mr. DUBOIS then resumed and concluded his remarks. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to move to adjourn, but will withhold 
that motion in order that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
may make a request. 

PORT OF DELIVERY AT COLUMBUS, OHIO. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill which I 
send up, and that it be considered and passed by the House at this time. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12060) to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of delivery, and to 
extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled ‘“‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 


purposes,”’ to said port of Columbus. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Columbus, in the State of Ohio, be, and is hereby, con- 
stituted a port of delivery, and that the privileges of the seventh section of the 
act approved June 10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in relation 
to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ be, and 
the same are hereby, extended to said port, and that there shall be appointed 
at said port a surveyor, with compensation at $900 per annum and the usual 


The SPEAKER pro teny; Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was accordingly ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was according read the third time, and 


Mr. OUTHWAITE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bfll 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. ‘ 


. The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think there should be one recognition given to 
the other side of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire that there should be one recognition 
made on the otker side of the House before an adjournment is taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
{[Mr. Davis] will be recognized, after which the Chair will submit the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill which I 
send up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S, 2182) to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes requir- 
ing life-saving appliances on steamers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that this is a Senate bill, and that the Clerk has 
not been able to find the copy transmitted by the Senate to the House, 
Can the gentleman inform the Chair which Calendar the bill is on? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is a Senate bill on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the Senate 
bill will have to be considered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iask unanimous consent that it be considered 
as pending in the morning. 

Mr. DAVIS. I can not be here in the morning. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I withdraw that motion, as the gentleman can 
not be here in the morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 12228) to provide for an American 
to the steam yacht Nautilus, of New York, N. ¥Y.—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 12230) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Charlotte Jacques, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 12231) to increase the pension of 
D. Thurman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 12232) for the relief of George W. 
to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. DIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 12233) for the relief of Moses Gold- 
smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


S79 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12234) for the relief of Thomas Black—to the 
Committee on War Claims. “ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12235) for the relief of Henry C. Stoll—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12236) for the relief of Eugenia F. Sams—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12237) for the relief of Julius J. Sams—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12238) for the relief of Robert De T. Ellis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12239) for the relief of the heirs of L. Reeve 
Sams—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12240) for the relief of William Morrison—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12241) for the relief of Stephney Riley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12242) for the relief of Robert Oswald—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12243) for the relief of Frederick Williams—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 12244) for the relief of Edward W. Marshall, sur- 
viving partner, etc., of Charleston, 8. C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 12245) for the relief of Charles Baum— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OWEN: A bill (H. R. 12246) granting a pension to Henry 
H. Denton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 12247) for the relief of Syphroien 
Bondreau—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12248) for the relief of Alexandre Stelley—-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12249) for the relief of Louis Marks—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12250) for the relief of Louis Marks—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12251) for the relief of Felicite Chretien and heirs 
of H. D. Chretien—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12252) for the relief of Clemense G. Smith—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12253) for the relief of David Roos—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12254) for the relief of Eremise Meche, admin- 
istratrix, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12255) for the relief of Sosthene Lagrange, admin- 
istrator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. Ik. 12256) for the relief of the heirs, etc., of Jean B. 
Pousson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12257) for the relief of the heirs, etc., cf Eugene 
Petetin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12258) for the relief of Joseph Marks, adminis- 
trator, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12259) for the relief of Albert N. Robin, execu- 
tor, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12260) for the relief of Theodore S. Richard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12261) for the relief of Alexander Fournier—to 
the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12262) for the relief of Benjamin A. Smith, of 
St. Landry Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12263) for the relief of Hypolite A. Meche—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12264) for the reliefof Philip Stagg, of St. Landry 
Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12265) for the relief of Joseph Marks, of St. Landry 
Parish, Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12266) for the relief of Jerome Stelley—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12267) for the relief of Azelie Bergeron—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12268) for the relief of Jacob Hirsch—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12269) for the relief of James Burleigh’ and Augus- 
tus Burleigh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12270) for the relief of Pierre Pitre—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12271) for the relief of Barthelemy A. Martel, 
syndic, etc.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 12272) topension Luicnda Adams— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of the Maine State Grange, in favor 
of the passage of House bills 11266 and 11027, to prevent adulteration 
of food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of East Lowell, Me., for repeal of certain 
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statutes concerning importation of lumber—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dexter, Me., for drawback on tin-plate 
used for canning purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Meana, 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of 8. 8. Akin and 19 others, citizens of 
Kansas—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

ty Mr. HAYES: Petition by citizens of Dakota, for admission, but 
protesting against the Sioux Falls constitution—to the Committee on 
the ‘Territories. 

By Mr, T. J. HENDERSON: Petition and papers relative to state- 
ment of appropriations, new offices, etc.—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. MAISH: Memorial to pay Mrs. Boydanna Potts, widow of A. 
R. Potts, deceased, who was an employé of the House of Representa- 
tives, a sum equal to six months’ salary—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petitionof Mrs. Amie Lucas, for compensation as 
laundress to Union and Patent Office Hospitals—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of Emma Minson, widow of Eutiles Min- 
son, Company G, Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Meadows, Ill., for free distribution of 
the CoNGRESSIONAL RecorD—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Lucinda Adams, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of the State Grange of West Vir- 
ginia, in favor of pure food and lard—to the Committee on Agriculture. 





The following petition against the passage of the international copy- 
right bill was received, and referred to the Committee on Patents: 
By Mr. TRACEY (by request): Of 46 citizens of Albany, N. Y. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 17, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLErR, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in pursuance of the pro- 
visions of the act of Co approved February 3, 1887, a certified 
copy of the final ascertainment of the electors for President and Vice- 
President appointed by the State of Mississippi; which was ordered to 
be printed, and, with the accompanying certificate, to lie on the table. 

SOMERVILLE (MASS.) POSE-OFFICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of January 10, 1889, correspondence in regard to leases by the 
Government of buildings or parts of buildings for the use of the post- 
office in Somerville, Mass., and stating that there have been no such 
leases formally executed since the Ist day of December, 1887; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table and be 

rinted. 
, PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PUGH presented a petition of 494 citizens of Alabama, praying 
for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of 159 citizens of Maryland, pray- 
ing for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 22 citizens of Sleepy Eye, Brown 
County, Minnesota, praying for a constitutional amendment to prohibit 
the sale or manufacture of alcoholic liquors as a beverage throughout 
- oo States; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
an r. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition, transmitted to me by Mrs. 
M. E. Catlin, secretary of the department of Sabbath observance, Na- 
tional Woman's Christian Temperance Union, signed by 157 citizeris of 
Missouri, praying for legislation against the rnnning of interstate Sun- 
day trains and mail trains and against military drills onthe Sabbath. I 
ao that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education and 

bor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Francis L. Swift and other 
members of the National Woman’s ian Temperance Union, pray- 
ing for the passage of the resolution reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations in regard to international arbitration; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem 
ance Union of the State of Connecticut, Mrs. S. B. 
representing 3,600 membe orm, praying for prohibition in the 


mg which was ref - to the Committee on the District of Co- 
ambia. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





JANUARY 17, 





0 ee the — of the Brotherhood of Lo- 
comotive Engineers in Martinsburgh, W. Va. ing for the passage 
of a national Sunday-rest law, prohibi i neviless Sanday work in the 
Government’s mail, military service, interstate commerce; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GIBSON presented the petition of the members of the Reaver 
Creek Baptist Church, of St. Landry Parish, Louisiana, praying for the 
passage of a national Sunday-rest law, prohibiting needless Sunday 
work in the Government’s mail, military service, and interstate com- 
merce; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of 331 citizens of North Carolina, 
praying for the passage of anational Sunday-rest law, prohibiting need- 
less Sunday work in the Government’s mail, military service, and in- 
terstate commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

MARGARET 8. HEINTZELMAN. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2726) entitled “An act ting an 


increase of peenen to Margaret S. Heintzleman,” having met, after and free 
——— agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
That the House recede from its amendment one bill ont agree to the same, 
2 > ’ 
H. W. BLAIR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
THOMAS L. THOMPSON, 
A. C, THOMPSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No action is required by the Senate, 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred a memorial and findings of fact by the Court of 
and other papers in the case of Flora A. Darling, reported a bill (8.3833 
for the relief of Mrs. Flora A. Darling; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on en whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3515) granting a pension to Lottie R. Hunter, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment submitted by Mr. MITCHELL on the 12th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the consular and diplomatic priation 
bill, reported it formally and moved its reference to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re‘erred an 
amendment submitted by me MITCHELL on the 12th i instant, intended 
to be proposed to the sun vil a . t 
vorably, and moved its reference to Committee on Appropriations; 
which was — to. 

Mr. HAM IN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3754) to construct a road from the village of 
Plattsburgh, N. Y., through and oe Government military res- 
ervation in said village, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SA from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3734) to authorize the construction of a bridge or 
bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis., reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. WAL from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3661) authorizing the of War to trans- 
fer the United States and grounds at New Orleans to the Tu- 
lane University of Louisiana, at New Orleans, foreducational 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the b' 
was indefini 


tely. 
‘kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
to the a 
a the Crow In- 


on A and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following reported them severally without amendment, 
en a ee, : 

A bill (H. R. = frdarrnenige aig oy a 

A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a pension to Eli ; and 

A bill (H. R. 11378) granting a to James 8. Hardin. 

Mr. SA from on Seem, Sore oe 2 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2261) to increase the pension of Elijah W. Penny, 


reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.. 

COUNT OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 
Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to whom was referred concurrent resolution in regard ta 
the count of electoral votes, to report back the same without amend- 
ment and recommend its passage. I desire that it may be printed. 
It is not to have it read now, as it was read the other day. 
I will call it up for passage to-morrow or Monday. 
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The PRESIDENT pro 
placed on the Calendar and printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives b 
Clerk, announced that the House had a bill 


constitute ene ee one. v 
une 


tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 


Mr. CLARK, its 
(H. R. 12060) to 


, and to extend the pro- 
visions of the act of “An act to amend the 


880, entitl 

statutes in relation to i of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ to said pert of Columbus; in which it requested 

the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
the enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
the President = tempore: 

A bill (S. 154 the erection of a public building at Milwaukee, Wis. ; 


A bill (8. 182) to provide for the of a site and the erection 
Milding cheroon, bt Ousske, Mobs. 


The m 


of a public bui 
A bill (S. 1981) to inerease the appropriation for the purchase of a 
aa for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in 


, Cal. ; 
A bill (S. 2726) ting an increase of on to Margaret 8. 
Heintzelman; and Be = 


A bill (H. R. 5349) for the relief of James Trabue, executor of James 
Trabue, deceased, Thornton Thatcher, Michael Callahan, and the widow 
of John Waters. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr, FAULKNER oy vere) introduced a bill (8. 3834) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 3835) for the relief of William B. 
Burnet; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3836) to remove the charge of 
desertion Daniel Morris, late of Company F, Fortieth 


te ead of New York State Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr, MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
Some. ta ie Sane ene priation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military irs, and ordered to be printed. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
are be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule 

in odie : 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9051. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 


enue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] as a substi- 
tute for 145. 

Mr. HAL Before the Senate goes on with the consideration ot 
the amendment which was at the time of the adjournment 

, I should like toask the r from Iowa, who is in charge 
of the bill, what portions of the bill still remain unacted upon. 
It is now within three or four days of the time when the final vote 
must be taken. I apprehend that nobody will seek to extend the time 
when we reach the point that has been fixed by the Senate for taking 
the vote. I also a end that there are large and important por- 
tions of the bill w have not yet been considered by the Senate, and 
for one I should be glad to know what those portions are, how ex- 
pay om map and what we have got to pass upon in the next three 
or four 

Mr. IN. There are a number of important matters. The 
entire wooden schedule has béen passed over; the sugar schedule has 
been passed over; the wool and woolen schedule entire has been passed 
over; and then there are fractions of other schedules. 

Mr. BROWN. Rice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Rice and a great many detached portions of other 
schedules have not yet been considered, such as cutlery, and various 
things that will lead to more or less debate. I hope we can have an 
early vote this morning upon the amendment which is now pending. 
Of course it is an important amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not wish to protract the debate, 
but I want to make a single remark in regard to the pending amend- 
ment as to tin and terne plate. 

The whole of the argument made upon the other side in favor of im- 
eee duty is that within thirty days, according to the Senator 

wa, certain iron establishments now in existence in this coun- 
try will go into the manufacture of tin-plate if this duty is imposed. 
Yesterday we had the statistics showing the enormous amount, to use 
the language of Senators upon the other side, of tin-plate now consumed 
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in this country. It seems to me, with entire respect to the Senator 
from Iowa, that it would be a most exceptional case if this trade could 
be taken away inside of thirty days or sixty days, or a year, or two 
years, from the fi importers. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator understood me to make that state- 
ment he misunderstood me, or I failed to say what I intended to say. 

Mr. VEST. I think the Recorp shows that the Senator made this 
statement (of course I do not want to do him any injustice) that if this 
duty was imposed, within thirty days many establishments would go 
into this business in the United States. I inferred asa matter of course 
that the plant already existed here as to iron and steel, and that they 
would by simply employing additional hands and putting additions to 
their manufactories go into the manufacture of tin-plate. Asa matter 
of course they could not construct the factories in thirty days, and em- 
ploy the labor, and originate a new industry. 


Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him just 
there? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The testimony before the committee is that there 
is capacity now for the production of about 200,000 tons of the iron or 
steel plates for the application of tin, and that at least one-half of that 
plant could be at once utilized in the production of tin-plate. There 
would have to be added to that of course more or less pickling and 
clearing establishments, and more or less vats for coating, which it was 
stated to us could be done in a very short space of time. 

I did not mean by saying thirty days to be mathematically accurate. 
I meant tosay that within a brief space, in my judgment, this industry 
could be started. But the committee, with a view of making it abso- 
lutely certain that time should be given, has provided in this amend- 
ment that this increase of duty upon tin-plate shall not take effect until 
the 1st day of January, 1890. Of course no one can predict what the 
effect of such a prospective provision would be. My impression is that 
the tendency of it would be at once to depress the price of tin-plate. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator has anticipated much that I intended to 
say as to the modus operandi in this industry, without having any prac- 
tical experience in the matter, which was simply inaccessible, for the 
reason that there is no such industry or production now in the United 
States, even if I had the time and sufficient knowledge to go and ex- 
amine the details. I have, with the limited time given me, examined 
the evidence as to the different processes which are necessary in order 
to produce tin-plate, and it is simply physically impossible that this 
industry should be created in this country to any extent so as to meet 
the demand inside of twelve months, putting it at the most reasonable 
limit, 

Now, Mr. President, what is to become of the American consumer 
until this industry is established? 

Mr. ALLISON. What is to become of him? 

Mr. VEST. What is to become of him? 

Mr. ALLISON He will be in no worse condition than he is now. 

Mr. VEST. He is to pay the additional duty imposed by this bill 
after the Ist of January, 1890, unless the American industry shall have 
then arrived at such proportions as to supply the American market. 


Mr. ALLISON. Do I interrupt the Senator? 
Mr. VEST. Ofcourse not. I yield with pleasure. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


I do not wish to interrupt the Senator except to 
state my views as respects this matter. 

Mr. VEST. It is no interruption. 

Mr. ALLISON. The consumption of tin in the world is avery large 
consumption. It is now manufactured chiefly in Wales. Germany 
has commenced recently to manufacture tin. Of course the consump- 
tion of tin within the last few years has increased more rapidly than 
the establishments for its manufacture. 

If we shall largely increase, as I believe we shall under this provis- 
ion, the establishments for the manufacture of tin, and thereby in- 
crease largely the supply of tin to the world, the effect will be to 
depress the price of tin-plate, the production of which is now an abso- 
lute monopoly, practically, in the hands of a few men, who have had 
for the last few years an immensely enlarged market for the product. 

Mr. VEST. The official statistics do not carry out the Senator’s 
statement that this has been a monopoly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not mean strictlya monopoly, I mean to say 
that the demand has been larger than the supply, practically, and that 
has increased the price. 

Mr. VEST. I know the demand has been very large. It has in- 
creased with the increasing population of this country. That goes 
without saying. But the statistics show, as the Senator from Arkan- 
sas read yesterday, that the price has gone down in the market. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In this connection I should like to call 
& tention to another fact, if the Senator from Missouri will permit me. 
The Senator from Iowa yesterday stated that the cost of manufacture in 
Wales in the production of tin-plates was $3.37 per box. That would 
make the cost $67.40 perton. There were 283,000 tonsimported into this 
country last year, at an expense of $65 a ton, which was $2 a ton less than 
the actual costof the manufacture in Europe, if the statement just 


made by the Senator from Iowa is correct. ere is no monopoly in 
that sort of a statement. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Thatis dealing with special figures. I am talki 
now about this great industry. As a matter of course there have been 
new methods. ‘Tin-plate was entirely made from iron only a few years 
ago. Recently it is made from steel, and the utilization of steel for its 
production has largely decreased the cost undoubtedly. What I mean 
to say is that in comparison with the establishments in the world for 
the production of tin-plate the consumption of tin-plate has largely 
increased within a few years, and this has enabled those who have been 
fortunate enough to have these establishments to hold up the price 
substantially as they desired to have it held up. 

Mr. VEST. There isno question but that the consumption has in- 
creased, because tin enters into all the ordinary details of every-day 
life as to domestic utensils, buckets, pans, etc., and also into the covy- 
ering of houses and other necessary uses, into the canning of fruits and 
fish, an industry which has largely increased in the United States. 
There is no doubt about that consumption having increased, but there 
has been immense competition at the same time. The tin supply of 
Cornwall has not been sufficient for the English manufacturers and 
they have imported large quantities of tin from Malacea and other 
parts of the world. But the fact still remains that the price has gone 
down. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senatér mean the price of tin or tin-plate? 

Mr. VEST. The price of tin-plate; and tin is the article which is 
now of immediate importance in the consideration of this question. 
Of course as to the thin iron plates which receive a bath of tin, to use 
the languaye of one of the witnesses, and then become tin-plate, those 
thin sheet-iron plates are produced in this country, in England, and in 
Germany indifferently; but it is the tia which we do not have in this 
country aud for which we must rely upon foreign countries for a sup- 
ply, if we go into this industry at all. mai 

Mr. ALLISON. So far as that is concerned, if the Senator will al- 
low me to interrupt him for a moment more—— 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt that we havea — supply of 
tin in the United States than in all the world besides. e have not 
yet utilized it. There is tin enough, I have no doubt, in the Terri- 
tory of Dakota to supply the world with tin, if it can be utilized, and 
it will doubtless be utilized. 

The Senator says what is true, I have no doubt, that the Cornwall 

mines furnish a mere infinitesimal part of the tin produced in the 
world. They are delving down there 3,000 feet to get tin, and they 
import largely from Malacca and from the Malayan Archipelago. But 
that is nothing. Weare not talking about tin. We import tin free 
now into this country, and we can get tin here as cheap as anybody 
can get it elsewhere. Tin is worth $600 a ton. Only from 2 to 5 
per cent. of a tin cup or a tin pail is tin; the rest of it is iron. 
_ This whole thing of manufacturing tin-plate with this thin coating 
of tin is a question of labor. That is all it is. It is a question of 
labor in this country and abroad, and when we import our tin as free 
as Great Britain does, surely we can compete with her in the produc- 
tion of tin if we have the plant to do it, 1 mean when other things are 
made equa}. “ 

Mr. VEST. As to the production of tin in this country, the testi- 
mony taken before the Tariff Commission in 1882 was to the effect that 
there were immense deposits of tin in the Black Hills of Dakota. But 
I assert now, and my assertion is based upon the experience in this 
country since 1882, that unless the manufacture of tin-plate is devel- 
oped by the imposition of this duty or by some other cause, those tin 
mines, if they exist, will net be developed, or they would have been 
develo before. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I received this morning in my mail a paper from the 
Black Hills, sent to me for another purpose, in which there was a de- 
scription of the tin mines of Dakota, represented to be y inex- 
haustible, and an account of the tons of tin thathad within a few days 
been shipped from those mines to Denver. The paper was not sent 
with any reference to this tariff, but was sent to me for the purpose of 
giving me information about Indian matters in that Territory. I left 
the paper at my room, but the description of those mines was perfectly 
marvelous. There was no occasion for them to misrepresent the state- 
rent in connection with this matter. 

Mr. VEST. I shall make no issue with a newspaper account. I 
simply refer to sworn testimony taken in 1882, that these mines exist, 
with these deposits of tin, and they have not been developed. Weare 
still importing large quantities of tin into this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly, but the raw material, tin, cuts no 
figure in this discussion, I repeat. That is worth $500 or $600 a ton 
in England, here, or wherever it is imported. 

Mr. CHACE. Block-tin. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean the block, >. It is imported into this 
country and imported into England. is only about 2 or 3 or 
a> most 5 per cent. upon the weight of the best tin in it. So that 
question is of no moment. ButI agree with the Senator that it would 
be an additional inducement to establish this industry if we could 
open up an immense tin industry in this country and develop thereb 


our tin mines in Dakota. I shall go hand in hand with him in aid of 
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ing | that great project, which I have no doubt will be accomplished in a 


very few years. 

Mr. VEST. I was replying to the statement of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] upon yesterday, that as to the tin that 
was necessary, whether it be more or less, we could rely safely upon 
the foreign importation. Yet we are told in the next breath that this 
duty im will develop tin mines in the Black Hills of Dakota. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the Senator’s own statement. 

oe EST. I didnot make the statement. It was made yesterday 
in debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to agree to it this morn- 
ing, and I was rather con i i 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. 
before the Tariff Commission; and yet the singular fact remains that 
those mines have not been developed since. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him to 
make a suggestion ? 8 

Mr. VEST. Of course, 

Mr. TELLER. There is not any question as to the great abundance 
of tin in Dakota. I have known about thesearch for tin in 
the mining regions for a good many years, and I haveseen a great many 
specimens of what was called tin from time to time in differentsections 
of the country, both in my own State and in Statesand Territories far- 
ther west in which I have been. About 1881 or 1882 they discovered 
what was supposed to be tin in the Black Hills country. Specimens of 
that tin were taken to the Eastern States and to Europe, and it has 
been pronounced by experts everywhere to be the richest tin found in 
the world. I have seen myself a single piece of tin ore that weighed 
7 or 8 tons in the city of New York. Twenty-eight tons in one piece 
were sent to Wales from Deadwood, and pronounced to be richer than 
any tin found in Wales. 

The trouble is we have not yet discovered how to separate it. Ithas 


a different connection with the rock from the Wales tin. Tin ore can 


be worked in Wales that produces 4, 5, or 6 per cent. of tin. Much 
of the tin-ore found in this country produced 20, 25, and 30 per cent. 
of tin, itis said. Ifit will produce 6 or8 per cent. it can be worked. 

We had the same difficulty in working the rich gold rocks in Colo- 
rado. The system in vogue in other sections of the world would not 
release the gold from the rock. We discovered in a few years exactly 
how to doit. We shall discover exactly how to release this tin when- 
ever there is a sufficient demand for it to make it worth while to doso. 
Mills are being put up now for the purpose of reducing the tin in the 
Black Hills, and I have no doubt we shall produce it, not perhaps as 
cheaply as they do abroad, because of the great price paid for labor in 
the Black Hills, which is infinitely higher than in any other part of 
the world almost, but we shall produce it, I have no doubt, in paying 
quantities, 

Mr. VEST. Weare then confronted with the very same obstacle that 
met the men who undertook to raise jute in this country. There is no 
climatic difficulty, no trouble as to soil; but when we’came to the ma- 
chinery necessary to defibricate the jute it could not be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. Decorticate. 

Mr. VEST. “ Decorticate,’’myfriendsays. I callit “‘defibricate.’’ 
Itis to separate the fiber and make it suitable for man The 
testimony before the Tariff Commission, in 1882, showed that for, fif- 
teen years prior to 1882 jute had been raised in this country, and yet 
with all the American talent for invention, which excels that of any 
people in the world, we had never been able to invent a machine for 
decorticating (I am advised that this is the proper term) the jute. We 
are told now that if we protect this tin-plate some sort of invention will 
be had to meet the difficulty suggested by the Senator from Colorado, 
and that tin will be separated from the rocks in proper fashion and 
made available. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to correct the Senator. There is nobody ask- 
ing for any protection on tin. I have not any doubt that tin will be 
produced in this country in a few years in great quantities without any 
protection. 

Mr. VEST. It is true we are not considering the duty upon tin per 
se, but we are —— ape tin-plates, w: are simply 
thin sheets of iron ba in tin. makes the tin-plate, and an- 
other makes the terne-plate. But we are advised now by the 
Senator from Iowa that tin must be eliminated from this discussion, 
that that is not an element at all in this debate, and it now comes down 
to a simple question of protection upon the sheet-iron. 

Mr. TELLER. That is all of it, 

Mr. VEST. It is all of it, I am told. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of cotirse _— is all of it. 


of it. 
I have the highest respect for the opinion of the Senators in 
of the bill. I believe that they are sincere in their statement that 
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into existence within the time which they name in this bill—the Ist 
of January, 1890. But now we are confronted with two possibilities, 
not to use the stronger word, probabilities. In the first place, if we 
originate it at all by reason of imposing this duty, there would still be 
a considerable, an indefinite time when the production in the United 
States would not supply the necessities of this country; and when that 
is the case it will simply, according to the statement of the Senator 
from Rhode Island yesterday, as to the average effect of a tariff duty, 
increase the price to the consumer in the United States. ; 

But let us take the further proposition and probability in my judg- 
ment. Suppose that these indastries do not spring up; suppose that 
this tax does not have the effect which is contemplated by the Senators 
who have introduced it, then what is the condition of the consumer 
in the United States? He hasto pay this increased duty without bring- 
ing into existence the domestic industry, with the additional employ- 
ment of labor in the United States, and the increase of the home mar- 
ket. It seems to me, sir, that it is dangerous legislation. It isexcep- 
tional legislation. It is carrying protection to an extreme never before 


contemplated by judicious minds. It is going intoan unknown future 
and un ing to construct out of nothing an industry that does not 
now exist. 


Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand the position of the Senator from 
Missouri he is in favor of what is called sometimes a revenue duty for 
the purpose of raising the proper amount of money to carry on the 
Government. Now, upon his own theory, and upon the practical be- 
lief that I presume he has that this duty will be paid generally by the 

ple of the United States, I do not see how he can object toit. If 

t is a revenue duty which bears equally upon the peopleof the United 

States, as the sugar duty does, in his opinion, and as is the duty upon 

straw braids which he sought to restore the other day, I do not see how 
he can object to this simply as a revenue duty. 

Mr. VEST. If my friend will permit me I want to reduce the rev- 
enue. We do not need it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then why did the Senator vote the other day to 
restore the duty on straw braids? 

Mr. VEST. I have explained to the Senator again and again that I 
voted upon the ground that a portion of those braids were simply arti- 
cles of luxury, and my vote — it; and the RecorD shows that I 
made a motion to strike out that portion of the item that embraces the 
articles for ornamentation alone. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps the Senator did not vote with Senators on 
the other side generally. 

Mr. VEST. I did not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Democratic Senators generally voted to 
restore the duties on those straw goods which are not a luxury. 

Mr. VEST. The Recorp will show that I moved to strike out the 
words ‘‘ for ornamentation.’’ 

Mr. VANCE. I question the wisdom of the course we are pursuing 
in regard to tin-plates in trying to get the duty reduced for the benefit 
of the poor people of the country. I think the first thing we know we 
shall have a duty on tin also, and then a duty raised still higher on 
tin-plates in order to compensate for the duty on the raw material. 
That is the tendency of everything here. Because some objection was 
made to the admission of free fish into the border States, where they 
could be obtained fresh from water without any preservative process, 
and because there was a movement made to extend that privilege to 
all the United States, the first thing we know fish were put upon the 
dutiable-list; and that was what was called a compromise. That is, 
it doubled the rate for everybody. A compromise always gives the 
benefit of the doubt to all persons who are protected. 

I have been informed this morning by this debate that the richest 
— of tin to be found in the world at present are known to exist 
in ota. My observation of protective-tariff legislation is that there 
must be something always done by the ingenuity of man to counter- 
balance the gifts of nature, and the more lavish Providence has been 
to us in bestowing wealth of any kind upon us the higher the taxes 
have been elevated upon tbat article, so that really upon those very 
things which we have been furnished with more abundantly than any 
people upon the face of the earth we pay higher taxation than any other 
o_ upon the face of the earth. The time is not far distant when, 

it be true that these great deposits of tin exist in Dakota and the 

methods of separating the tin from the ore have been discov- 
, instead of having what Providence manifestly designed, an abun- 
dance of tin cheaper and surpassing in quality any other people in the 
world, we shall have the highest taxation imposed upon that article, 
and the highest-priced tin-ware for the use of the common people of 
any nation of the world. That will be the result of it. That has been 
the result of all our efforts to reduce taxation upon the common neces- 
saries of life, They have resulted in an increased daty. I fear it will 
be the same in this case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment having 
been modified since it was offered, it will be read as it now stands. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 145, and 
insert in lieu thereof: 


145. All iron and steel sheets or plates, and all hoop, band, or scroll iron or 

. ng what are known commercially as tin-plates, terne-plates, and 
ao tin, and hereafter provided for, when galvanized or coated with zinc or 
spelter, or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, shall pay three-fourths of 





l cent per pound more duty than the rates imposed by the preceding paragraph 
upon the corresponding gauges of common or black sheet or taggers’ iron or 
steel; and on and after January 1, 1890, all such iron or steel sheets when coated 
with tin, or léad, or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of them, is 
a component part, by the dipping or any other process, and commercially 
known as tin-plates, terne-plates, and rs’ tin, shall pay three-fourths of L 
cent per pound more duty than the rates imposed by the preceding paragraph 
upon the corresponding gauges of black sheet or taggers’ iron or steel. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will suggest to strike out the word ‘‘such.’’ It 
will be better to read “‘all steel or iron sheets, etc.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
reported. 

The Curer CrerK. In line 24 of the amendment, before the word 
“‘iron,’’ it is proposed to strike out ‘‘such;’’ so as to read: 

And on and after January 1, 1890, all iron and steel sheets when coated with 
tin, or lead, or with a mixture of which these metals, or either of them, is a com- 
ponent part. 

Mr. ALLISON. I accept that modification. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has just been read as modified. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] By the sound the ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I only desire to enter my protest against this in- 
crease of duty upon an article of universal consumption. I have no 
idea of now entering into the general discussion, but I think it is per- 
fectly plain that under the provisions of this amendment as proposed 
it will be impossible to manufacture this article in this country by 1890 
to an extent that will begin to supply one-tenth of the demand, and 
the inevitable result will be an increase of revenue and an increase of 
taxes upon the people which neither the Government needs nor any in- 
terest in this country specially desires. 

We have had one or two attempts to manufacture tin under a high 
rate of duty. In 1883, after very full and iree discussion in this body, 
it being recognized on both sides of the Chamber that it was a tax that 
ought to be decreased, it was decreased to 1 cent a pound. If there 
was any pressing demand for it, if there was any special interest that 
was prepared to enter into the manufacture of this article, I could un- 
derstand perfectly the desire of the committee to increase the duty. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say to the Senator that more than forty 
manufacturers, or those who are prepared for the manufacture of these 
tin-plates, have stated that they will enter upon the necessary prepa- 
ration immediately; and therefore, while I agree with the Senator from 
Maryland that it is not probable that there will be a plant on the Ist 
day of January, 1890, to supply the entire demand of this country, 
there will be such a plant as will greatly depress the price of tin-plate, 
in my belief. 

Mr. PLUMB. Right there I wish to ask a question of the Senator 
from Maryland. The Senator started out with the proposition that 
this is an article of necessity, and of course, therefore, of great useful- 
ness. The imposition of this tax, he said, was something that ought 
not to be interposed. Is that the test which the Senator proposes to 
apply to the discriminations of the tariff bill—to tax only those things 
which are not articles of necessity, and thereby promote the manufact- 
ure of such articles in this country, and not that of articles of neces- 
sity ? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not intend to go into the general discussion of 
the question which the inquiry of the Senator from Kansas would nec- 
essarily bring forth; but I do make this assertion, that to-day there is 
no earthly necessity for the revenue that the increase of the tax pro- 
posed by the amendment which is now pending would necessarily pro- 
duce, an increase of from $5,000,000 to $7,000,000; and therefore the 
revenue question does not enter into it. There is no necessity what- 
ever for it. 

I make the further assertion that notwithstanding the efforts which 
have been made to find tin in the Black Hills and in one county in 
Alabama, the deposit has not been found suflicient in this country to 
utilize it, The deposit does not begintodoit. Weshall be compelled 
to import all the tin used in the manufacture of this article probably 
for the next ten or fifteen years. The possibilities are that we can not 
manufacture it successfully here because we have not the material. 
Therefore it is the imposition of a tax at this time which the Govern- 
ment does not require, and is directly against the interests of the peo- 
ple. If it could have been shown or should be shown, after the efforts 
made in Pittsburgh and made in my own State in the last fifteen years 
under a higher rate of duty than exists to-day, that it is possible to 
make this article in competition with the rest of the world, then the 
question which the Senator from Kansas puts would be applicable. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me interrupt the Senator a moment. Hesays 
we have not the material. We have precisely the same material that 
they have in England, barring the block-tin, which now comes in free 
of duty into this country, and can be imported from Australia or from 
the Malayan Archipelago, or from England herself. Therefore, with 
other conditions equal, we are upon a precise par with England. 

Mr. MORGAN. What would be the condition of this country in 
the event that those producing countries should put an export duty 
upon it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Weshould, of course, be in their power to the ex- 
tent of the export duty. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Would they not be able, by putting an 
upon tin, to manufacture every pound of tin that comes to 
try? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
duty on tin. 

Mr. MORGAN. They do not levy it now, but they have a right to 
do it, and they certainly would do it if they consulted their own in- 
terest. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
tin-plate ? 

Mr. MORGAN. They can do it just as wellas wecan. They have 
as much capital as we have, and they can import the iron ores if they 
have not got them, and we import coke now from Australasia to San 
Francisco. 

Mr. GORMAN. The point I was making was that no matter what 
may come hereafter the time has not arrived when in my judgment it 
will be possibie for our people to make this particular article with a 
reasonable rate of duty, which we might call a protection, and that 
there is ne necessity for an increase. The steel ind or the iron 
industry is sufficiently protected under the existing law. e have not 
reached that degree of proficiency in the machinery for tin- 
plate which enables us to manufacture it ata reasonable cost; and 
while we are engaged in reducing the revenues of the Government I 
think it is impolitic and unwise to go to the extreme of attempting to 
create this business before our people are for it. 

That is all I desire to say, except to add this: In 1883 when this 
question was before the Senate it was upon a motion of my own to re- 
duce the tax, and there were various propositions pending in the Sen- 
ate. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], it appears in the Rrc- 
ORD, wanted at that time to fixthe rate at 2centsa pound, and after a 
long discussion, in which the subject was very thoroughly gone over, 
the rate was reduced to 1 cent a pound, and I believe by general con- 
sent. I have before me the Recorp of January 26, 1883, and among 
others who took the ee with us then was Senator John A. Logan, 
of Illinois, He said: 

The manufacturers of tin cans all over the country, in every city in the United 
States, for putting up meat, fruit, etc., have said to the committee here—I pre- 
sume they have to the committee, and probably to nearly every Senator—that 
they were better satisfied with the rate of duty which was imposed before, and 
are satisfied with the rate proposed by the committee, but they are universally 
epposed to increasing the duty. I have had telegrams to thiseffect from differ- 
ent parts of the country, and especially from Chicago, where they manufacture 
more tin cans than in any other part of thecountry. The ideaof in the 
rate of duty for the purpose of encouraging anybody to commence a man’ 


ure when he has not commenced it, I think, is a new idea. I hope the amend- 
ment will not be adopted. 


In my State we have an immense industry in eS 
ning meats, and everything that is consumed which makes living p- 
‘The canned goods are shipped not only to all parts of the Western coun- 
try, but to all parts of the world, and I repeat what Senator Logan said, 
it is a new idea and I think a very unwise proposition at this time to 
increase the revenues of the Government and this tax when there is no 
probability of establishing the manufacture here within a reasonable 
time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator know how much this duty will 
add to the price of an ordinary 2-pound can, supposing the duty isto 
be added to the price? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; I have no means of knowing the number of 
cans that are made in this country; but I do know that under the rate 
of duty at 1 cent a pound, if there is no larger consumption than 
there was in 1887, you would increase the taxes of the people in this 
country over $3,000,000, and you would increase the revenues of the 
Treasury to that extent, when the effort we are making is to reduce 
taxes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not design now to controvert, I do not know that 
I ever shall, the general proposition of the Senator from Maryland that 
even with the imposition of this duty this article can not be made in 
this country; that-I do not know about; but I was very much struck 
by his opening statement to the effect that this duty ought not to be 
imposed because the article upon which it is imposed is a necessary 
article. 

I thought he thereby designed to say in substance that he was not in 
favor of imposing duties in order that necessary articles may be manu- 
factured in this country, the opposite of which would be that he would 
be in favor of imposing duties upon articles to obtain revenue which 
were not necessary to the — of this country; and that is entirely a 
logical position, and one which I think his party generally assumes. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. PLUMB. I may be mistaken. 

One other point in regard to this matter. I am informed on what 
I regard as good anthority that the addition of this duty to the 
of the ordinary 2-pound can would oe ert og = a cent, - 
is perhaps a | rtion, a considerable 
the aioe wat aide aes but I submit to the Senator aeasione. 

sition would not finally fall upon the consumer of the article covered 
by the can. There is no such nice adjustment of the prices of canned 
goods at retail as that the price shall be affected by the imposition of 
the duty of 30 per cent. It would fall upon the manufacturer and upon 


duty 


is coun- 


I do not think there is any danger of an export 


Is the Senator afraid they will manufacture tin or 


TE >. ee 


| at all. 


the wholesale dealer. I do not say they are not to be taken into account; 
but what I mean is that the who use the cans in putting up 
meats, vegetables, fruits, and so on, which are sold in the market, 
while I am perfectly willing to take them into account, are not the 
great mass of the people of the United States. The consumers, in my 
judgment, would not be affected by that. 

I say nothing at all about the main ition of the Senator from 


Maryland, that tin can not be produced in country. That 1 do not 
—a —_ TI have no doubt he is better qualified to speak of that 
than 


aS ee I am a sash ae aah a a See - 
intend to do me any injustice. m on yw 
understood. Tf thane wee ani Sheeley ta Ghiaecentty en in man- 
ufacturing tin-plate that had grown up under our Ws, 
proposition was made to reduce the tariff so as to destroy or impair it, 
I would be opposed to the tion. But this is an entirely differ- 
ent proposition, and I ask the Senator from Kansas how he can main- 
tain a proposition, with our financial condition, to impose an unneces- 
sary tax for the purpose of establishing a business when it has yet to 
be demonstrated whether it can ever be successful in this country un- 
der any taxation ? 

. Mr. PLUMB. If it be true that the imposition of this duty will re- 
sult in the manufacture of tin-plate here, then I entirely agree with 
the Senator. We do not need duty for revenue, and if we did need 
the revenue I think I could find plenty of other subjects from which I 
would rather obtain it than this; but it is a question about which I 
presume'there is a controversy. If itshould result in producing in this 
country very largely or entirely the tin-plates consumed by the Amer- 
ican people, of course it could not result in an increase of revenue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this amendment is a very impor- 
tant one, not anly because of the great amount involved, but also be- 
cause the subject has been very fully consid though I do not know 
that the debate here, so far as I have heard it, thro-rn much light 
upon it. Itseems to me a very simple tion. The question is 
whether the 285,000 tons of tin-plate, or rather iron-plate covered with 
tin, consumed in this coun be of American manufacture or of 
foreign manufacture, or I will say English manufacture. The 285,000 
tons of imported tin-plate are really iron or steel plate covered with 
tin; and of those 285,000 tons 275,000 tons are iron or steel, and only 
the remainder is tin. Under existing law there is no duty upon tin, 
and no duty is levied upon tin in any form. When this is spoken 
of as tin-plate it is a deceptive name. It is iron or steel plate covered 
with a mere of tin, a kind of chemical baptism, you may say, 
a mere coating of iron or steel by a chemical process with tin. I 
have seen the process in the old country. It is not a difficult process 
Tt can be performed in this country at once, and I am assured 
now, and we are assured by direct statements of gentlemen who have 
plants already engaged in ro. out iron and steel plates, that within 
a reasonable time they can apply the requisite methods. The mode 
of baptizing or covering this pal with is nota secret. There is 
no doubt about it, no question about it, and little additional work 
will cover the iron and steel with tin to make tin-plate. But the real 
point is whether or not the 275,000 tons of iron or steel that is covered 
with tin shall be dug out of the earth here and passed through the fur- 
nace and rolled into plates ready to be covered with tin or whether all 
that shall be done abroad. 

Mr. President, I have not seen any evidence that tin can be found in 
this country in sufficient quantities and under circumstances that will 
enable us profitably to get it out for awhile; but the time will come, I 
think, when tin be found in this country, because it is now found 
to some extent in this ——. 

Mr. TELLER. I would like to inquire of the Senator if he has 
taken any pains to find the result of the explorations in the Black Hills 
coun 


try. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say there is no mode of procuring it in any 
amount. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says there is no tin. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no tin that is available now for the pur- 
pose of use; and the tin- that will be covered under this amend- 
ment will be covered with Welsh tin. 

Mr. TELLER. That is brought from the Straits of Malacca. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Wherever it comes from; it comes from a very 
few places. It may be that the time will come when we shal] get tin 
in this country, but I vote for 
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hands, and th if this amendment is not adopted, we had better 
make this iron-plate covered with tin free of duty and abandon the 
enterprise at once. ‘That is the logic of it. 

It seems to me the true policy is to give to the American manufact- 
urer of the 275,000 tons of iron and steel necessary in this in- 
dustry the same degree of protection and the same degree of consider- 
ation that are given to the manufacturers of iron and steel plates in any 
form whatever. It strikes me, therefore, that now the time has come 
when we ought to give this industry ion. I thought so five or 
six years ago, as it seems the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] 
has reminded me. I then thought the time had come when this article 
should be put upon the same footing with terne-plates and other sheets 
of iron, and I ve if the proposition had adopted then we 
should by this time have covered in this country all the iron which is 
necessary for tin-plate. 

I shall vote for the amendment with great pleasure. 


Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa in charge of 


the bill a question. There is a difference of opinion here between ex- 
ye I ask what in the opinion of the Senator in charge of this bill 

the duty proposed by the amendment? What is the ad valorem 
rate? 


Mr, ALLISON. 
cent. 

Mr, VEST. At1 cent a pound? 

Mr. ALLISON. One cent a pound. We now propose to increase it 
1.15 cents, which would be between 66 and 70 per cent., not quite 70. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the duty on this iron? 

Mr. ALLISON. The duty on this iron is a cent and a half a pound. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the proposed duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Oneand four-tenth cents a pound. We reduce the 
duty on the iron that enters into this production a tenth of a cent per 
pound; that is, al] iron above 25 wire gauge. 

Mr. REAGAN. And that would give a protection of 64.25 per cent., 
as proposed by the bill. 

Mr. IN. I think, taking the ad valorem and assuming that 
prices are going to be in the future what they have been, the percent- 
age would be about 66, although I look forward to a very marked de- 
pression in prices, which will reduce the ad valorem. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it proposed to increase that duty beyond 64 or 
66 cent. on sheet-iron? 

r. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand the Senator to say that as tin is free, 
and under all the circumstances we can make the sheet-iron about as 
cheap as it is made anywhere else, except for the condition of labor, it 
is simply a question of the duty upon sheet-iron? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator misunderstood me. I said that the 
cost of making tin-plate from this class of iron is three-quarters of a cent 
a pound, or to be exactly accurate seventy-six hundredths of a cent in 
thiscountry, asestimated, more than it is in Englandor Wales. There- 
fore we have added three-fourths of a cent a pound to the existing duty. 
We have supposed that the present rate of duty upon this sheet-iron 
would stand a reduction of one-tenth of 1 cent, and therefore we have 
so reduced it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understood the Senator to say that the costof mak- 
ing the tin-plate is 76 per cent. higher in this country than in Great 
Britain. What enters into the elements of cost that makes it cost 76 
per cent. more here than there ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have every element of cost here. Our testimony 
shows every element of cost here, and every element of cost in Wales, 
so that there can be no question about the relation between the two 
countries. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will not ask the Senator to show that, but it 
struck me as very remarkable that there should be 76 per cent. differ- 


The ad valorem duty now on tin-plate is 33 per 


ence in the cost between the making of this material in England and’ 


Mr. ALLISON. Seventy-six one-hundredths of a cent per pound, 
as I understand, is what it costs to tin in this country compared with 
Wales. On page 1048 of the testimony is a table going over all the 
details; for instance, the cost of making bars, billets, sheets, and then 
the pickling and cleaning with acids and the wages of the tin-men, and 
so on, including all the elements, showing that in Wales a box of 105 
Ss cost $3.37, while to produce the same quantity in the 

nited States would cost $5.25, or a difference of $1.88 per box. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator has examined the question and is sat- 
isfied that that difference exists? 

Mr. ALLISON. fF have no doubt of it. Here is what Mr. Crone- 
meyer, who is an expert in this matter, says: 

Mr. CRONEMEYER. Of course tin costs there 
Migek sheot, Lesld, tio 61.08. Over thareitwoald betias ™™ *tO™ the 

Senator ALDRICH. Then you want 0.73 of a cent protection ? 

Mr. CronEMEYER. Yes; 0.73 more than we get on the black fron, 

That would be 0.7 of a cent in round numbers? 


CHAIRMAN. 
Gemeper Jorres. That is 0.7 of a cent per pound? 


Yes. 
The Cuarmman. About 0.7 of a cent per sane in other words, whatever duty 
n 


we on pickled and cold-rolled sheet or steel, then you want 0,7 of a 
<euEi pemeel aiitiaianal te onder to anabho yee to make Uanicte lene? 


That is all there is in the statement. 








Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I desire very much that we shall reach 
a vote on this subject, and yet I must ask the indulgence of the Senate 
for a few observations. 

Of course the State that I represent, Connecticut, can not have any 
direct interest in the raising of this duty. We shall not manufacture 
tin-plate in Connecticut; we shall not manufacture it in New England; 
so that whatever we may do in this matter can not be attributed to any 
selfishness growing out of locality. It seems to me a simple question, 
and yet a very important one, and as the Senator from Ohio remarked 
a few moments ago, we either ought to put tin-plate on the free-list or 
we ought to impose a duty upon it which will try the experiment fairly 
of whether it can be manufactured in this country, because we do not 
want this revenue. We want to avoid the revenue; but it seems tome 
the time has come in the history of the country and in the history of 
the industry when if we refuse now to put on an increased duty which 
the people who know about this say will establish the industry of manu- 
facturing tin-plate in this country, then we might as will forever 
abandon the idea of attempting to make tin-plate in this country. The 
Senator from Maryland says that if we had the industry in this country 
he would not vote to reduce the duty, provided the duty was only and 
necessarily a protective duty, but that he is unwilling to put a duty 
upon an article for the purpose of seeing whether it can be manufactured 
in this country. 

Well, now, I submit that if that had been the policy of the Govern- 
ment from 1789 up to the present timé, a period of one hundred years, we 
should not have had any manufacturing in this country. If protective 
duties had not been imposed upon branches of industry which were 
not carried on in the United States, we should not haye had those in- 
dustries established in this country. So, as it seems to me, it is no 
departure from the principle and the system which has been adopted 
from the first; and to my mind it is just this question: Shall we give 
up the attempt ever to produce tin-plate in this country? 

Of course I do not know except by the statements which are made 
here whether this duty will establish the industry in this country; 
but I am assured by the committee that it will, and I confess that I 
want to vote for every duty which will establish a new industry in 
this country; that is to say, an industry which under any cireum- 
stances it can be supposed can be profitably carried on in this country. 
If employment can be found for 70,000 additional workmen in this 
country in the manufacture of the whole or a large portion of these 
283,000 tons of tin-plate which we now pay our money to England for, 
I want that opportunity for the employment of labor to be satisfied; 


and I do not believe that this duty is going to result in any great 


increase of the price of tin-plate; I think it very doubtful whether it 
results in any if the usual course pursued by foreign manufacturers is 


adopted by them. When they see there is a probability that tin-plate 


factories will be established in this country they will put down the 
price quite equal to the amount that is added to the duty; and even 
if the price is temporarily raised all the experience of this country 
shows that it will immediately fall to or below its present price. 

It is said that within six months or a year plants can be adapted 
towards the manufacture in this country of a large proportion, I think 
a half or a third, of all the tin-plate which we buy. What does that 
mean? Suppose we establish plants for the manufacture of one-half 
of the tin-plate which we consume and purchase from abroad. It is 
said that we use three-quarters of the entire consumption of the 
world, and that means if we establish plants to make half of it in this 
country, that we are going to add one-third to the capacity for pro- 
ducing tin-plate in the world. There is no Senator who does not know 
that that very act, adding one-third to the capacity of the world for 
the production of tin-plate, must inevitably reduce the price; and so, 
as it seems to me, we shall not have, we certainly shall not have this 
duty added to the price of tin-plate, to continue at any rate any length 
of time; nor do I believe that if there is an increase in price that will 
come out of the consumer of tin-plate. 

Speaking of the consumer as the person who buys the articles which 
are made out of tin-plate, I bought a little while since, when I was out 
on a camping expedition, a pound of baking powder in a tin can fer 55 
cents. Now, the utmost that could be added if the duty were added 
to the price of that can would bea quarter or a halfacent. Does any- 
body suppose the retailer would have asked 554 cents for that? Any 
increase of price is going to be distributed over and among a great 
many people and not fall upon the ultimate consumer, and, as I say, in 
a very short time it must be apparent that the price will be reduced. 

If the duty is a tax which is paid by the consumer, as it will not in 
this case by the ultimate consumer, the consumer gets the benefit of it 
if he is going to continue to buy the article upon which the duty is 
laid in the reduction of price which inevitably must follow the estab- 
lishment of such an industry as this and the increase of the capacity 
of production of an article like this. I agree, perhaps, that if a man 
is going to die within twenty-four hours and has to pay half a cent on 
a tin can or a cent on a dinner-pail more than he otherwise would ex- 
cept for the imposition of this duty, to use a common phrase he would 
be out just so much; but we do not expect to die just within twenty- 
four hours, and if a man is going to live until the inevitable law of 
political economy takes effect and the increase of the capacity for produc- 
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tion diminishes the price of the article, then he is going to get the benefit 
of it and be better off at the end of a year, or two years, or five years, 
as the case may be, than he would if we had not established the in- 
dustry in this country, if we had not added to the capacity of the 
world to produce this article and he had been still paying price 
which the foreign manufacturers chose to impose upon this country. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I understand that this isa propo- 
sition to increase the duty upon tin-plate from an ad valorem of 33 per 
cent. to 70. This is an article that enters into the consumption of al- 
most every family in the land. It is not confined simply to the can- 
ning industry, but it is an article which enters into every household. 
There is scarcely asingle household in the land where there is not more 
or less to some extent, in some cases to a very considerable extent, the 
use of tin. It is used for the purpose of roofing, putting on roofs of 
dwellings, and for other purposes. It isan article which is used by the 
people generally throughout the country in some shape or other; and 
here is a proposition to increase the ad valorem duty upon that article 
from 33 per cent. to 70 per cent., according to the statement of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

What is the reason for this? It is admitted on all sides of this 
Chamber that there is no necessity for it. The does not need 
the revenue from it. Why, therefore, should this duty be advanced ? 
The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and other Senators have 
said that it is in order that an industry may spring up in this country 
that can manufacture these , these tins. We are, then, for the 
pu of experimenting, to increase the burden of every household 
in this country to a greater or less extent. 

It is assumed on the other side of the Chamber that the consumers of 
this tin will not pay the duty. Why, such an idea certainly must be 
very erroneous. Take, for instance, a canning establishment where 
there are ten or twenty thousand dollars’ worthof tin used. Does any 
person suppose it will not add that to the price of its goods when it 
putsthem upon.the market ? 

If it was confined simply to canned goods and the cans that are made 
for the purpose of canning fruits, vegetables, meats, fish, and other 
things, does any one suppose that persons engaged in that business, in- 
vesting large amounts for the purpose of buying the tin with which to 
make the cans, will not add the duty to the price of the goods, and that 
they will not go into the hands of the consumers enhanced by reason 
of the cost of the cans in which they are incased? It illustrates, in my 
opinion, very clearly the position of the two parties in the Senate upon 
the question of taxing the people. Here where there is no industry in 
this country to be affected by this, no industry in this country that can 
be affected by it even if we were to put the article upon the free-list, 
for the purpose of experimenting to ascertain whether we can not de- 
velop a new industry of this kind we propose now to increase the bur- 
dens upon this class of goods from 33 to 70 per cent. ad valorem in cost. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that if there is any unwise legisla- 
tion that has ever taken place, this must be an illustration of it. As 
I before remarked, there is scarcely a household in the land but what 
is interested in this very question. You can not go into any kitchen 
in this city but what you will find there these goods in the utensils 
necessary for the comfort of the families; you can not go into any 
canning establishment of the country but what you will find large 
amounts of money invested in buying tin-plates in order to preserve 
the goods and fit them for the market. The simple fact is that there 
is no industry in the United States to be injured by refusing this in- 
crease, no existing industry to be protected by an additional duty; 
and yet you propose deliberately to raise the ad valorem duty from 33 
to 70 per cent. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to enter into thediseussion of the gen- 
eral subject of the tariff. I have abstained from that. At the last 
session of the Senate I delivered some views upon the general subject 
of the reform of our revenue laws, and I do not wish to trouble the 
Senate any farther in that regard; but it seems to me that a proposi- 
tion of this kind is so obviously unjust and wrong that it ought to re- 
ceive the reprobation of every Senator on this floor. If there was any 

i to be served, any industry to be protected by it, it would be a 
ifferent thing; but there is no industry whatever claiming that it will 
be benefited by this increased duty. It is simply a proposition to ex- 
periment and sce whether by imposing an onerous burden upon a 
necessary of iife we can not induce some persons to make an experi- 
ment to see whether this kind of goods may not be manufactured in 
this country. 

It is very unwise legislation, in my opinion, and for one I can not vote 
for such a proposition. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, in 1883 this proposition was very 
fully discussed, as I before stated, and with the light that was thrown 
oa it by the report of the Tariff Commission, who held that it would 
reguire a duty of 2.1 cents a pound to enable manufacturers to begin 
to make the article in this country. The proposition to fix that high 
daty came before this body—it was presented by the Senator from Ohio 
{iir. Sturman]. Now it seems, if the statements of the Senators 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], in charge 
of this bill, be correct—and I have no doubt their statements are based 
upon the information given to them by manufacturers of iron—that a 
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less rate or duty will enable them to manufacture this article. If Iam 
correct in this, then the country has immensely by waiting from 
1883 until now, and I have no doubt if the committee would permit 
the present law to stand or make a reduction, by the time we come to 
consider this matter hereafter it will probably be found that 33 per 
cent. will be sufficient. 

But I desire, Mr. President, to read what a distinguished member of 
this body said in reply to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who 
made at that time the same argument that he has made to-day, the same 
argument that is made substantially by my friend from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLatr], that it was the duty of the Government not only to pro- 
tect the existing manufacturing interests but to go on and by putting 
an i tax upon various articles induce other manufacturing in- 
terests to be established. In reply to a proposition of that sort from 
the Senator from Ohio the Senator from Kansas [Mr. LyGaLis] who 
—s with so much ability over this body made a conclusive answer. 

will read his answer to the Senate. It seemed to me it was conclu- 
sive then, and it is now. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
= will be found in the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD of January 26, 

The Senator from Ohio states rather an advance spain. I think, upon this 
subject. We have heard hitherto of the necessity of protecting infant indus- 
tries; thatit was necessary to im: additional burdens upon the people to pre- 
vent industries that were struggling for existence from bei Ned. Bat 
he now assures us that the duties ate essential to create 
i ufactures here that do 


not » are imported in vast quantities for the wel- 
fare of the ple. 

Mr. mn Bony Gummy ire hove, ob fgeed ce can be o0Gueed See the 
extrao’ ry motion of Sentor from Ohio I should be very glad to hear it. 


any American man ones 
oo tin-plate is os the purpose of revenue. The tariff upon this article Id 
to protect, an every dollar that is im a this article that is in excess of 


what it ought to bear as a revenue sae so much that is directly taken 
wages of 


from the industry, from the country, that have burdens upon them 
already which they are illy able to bear. : 


Now, sir, I adopt that statement of the Senator from Kansas. It is 


exactly true and can not be controverted. I think we are going to an 
extreme when we pass beyond the + rate of duty that is imposed 
on this article. My own belief is that this article should be placed on 


the free-list just as you have jute and other articles that can not be suc- 
cessfully manufactured in this country. 

ery much interested and instructed by the discussion between 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Texas a few days ago. 
The Senator from Ohio then took the broad ground, which is correct, 
that while we could uce jute in Texas, or in South Carolina, or in 
Louisiana, the time not arrived when it was possible to manufact- 
ure in this country in competition with other peoples, and therefore 
we should it on the free-list and let our countrymen have the ben- 
efit of the low-priced article from abroad, simply because we were not 
prepared to manufacture it here. The same rule should be adopted as 
to tin-plate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. GORMAN. nae 

Mr. ALDRICH. - Does he think there is any obstacle or any reason 
why tin-plate should not be manufactured in this country except the 
greater cost of labor here? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. I think there are additional reasons for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What are they? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think in the mannfacture of steel and iron, as 
the Senator is perfectly well aware, in all the grades except the coarser 
textures, we have not yet reached that point in the manufacture where 
our people have become skilled so that we can make the finer grades 
ata reasonable cost. Weare not prepared for it. We have not worked 
up to it yet, and:the time has not arrived whenit can be done. Now, 

{ our man are it, and approaching it under 
the system upon which we are acting, is demonstrated by the fact that 
in 1882 the intelligent commission appointed to look into all these 
matters said that it was im to manufacture tin- in the 
Cait See eee the duty 2.1 cents a 

Mr. ALDRICH. ill the Senator allow me to ask him how long 
he thinks it will take before we can develop the industry in this coun- 
try sufficiently to make tin-plates, the present rate of 1} 
cents a on steel sheets can be maintained and the duty on tin- 

lates from which they are made is maintained at 1 cent a pound? 

does he think the time will arrive that we can manufacture tin- 
plates in this country? « 


. ee nae neh hea — uestion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, for his w i a speculative 
one. The very betes the Renate ia a mace matter 


of speculation w tin- 
of 70 cent. I know that there are enthusiastic men who 
iron business who believe it can be done. I have read 
their statements with a great deal of interest, and I have no doubt the 
time will come when we shall be to do it; and I have no ques- 
tion myself that if this duty remains at 1 cent a pound they will pro- 
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gress in the next six years precisely as they have in the past six years 
when they said it would require 2.1 cents a pound to enable them to 
manufacture, and now, as I understand the proposition, they can do it 


for 14. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand that that is true. What rate 


does the Senator understand we to place upon this article? 

Mr. GORMAN, I saimbiel See. the Senator from Iowa it was 
about 14 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two and fifteen hundredths cents. 

Mr.GORMAN. Twoand fifteen hundredths. Then I misunderstood 
the Senator from Iowa and did not catch the amendment as it was read. 
That is a greater tax than I supposed it was, and it only shows the 
enormity of the proposition. 

I have nothing to add to what has been so well said by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Incas], which I have read, except to enter my 

and to record my vote against this proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son], on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island whether, 
as he understands it, this bill in any way interferes with the subject of 
drawbacks on tin-plates ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is meant by the provision in section 39 pro- 
viding ‘‘ that allarticles exported manufactured of materials upon which 
duty has been paid ’’ are ‘‘entitled to drawback?’’ That is on page 
224, section 39 of the bill. I wish to know exactly what is meant or 
what is the effect of these words in that section, ‘‘ and entitled to draw- 
back under any provision of law.’’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Various articles are entitled to drawback under 
various provisions of law whea they are manufactured of imported 
material. For instance, tin-ware in the canning industries of the Co- 
lumbia River is now entitled under the provisions of existing law to 
90 per cent. drawback, and under the provisions of this bill they will 
be entitled to 100 per cent., the whole amount of duty paid. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand that; but this bill does not under- 
take to prescribe in any of its provisions the articles that shall be sub- 
ject to drawback. Is the Senator quite certain that there is provision 
in the existing law that covers what I am referring to? 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understand it, a drawback is now being paid 
under the prescribed conditions of 90 per cent. of the amount of the 
duties which have been colleeted. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I notice that by the bill there are a great many 
of the existing sections of the Revised Statutes repealed. Is it not 
quite possible that the provisions of existing law prescribing on what 
articles there shall be a drawback are repealed ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I thinkit is entirely safe to say that none of them 
is repealed. If any such action has been taken by the committee, it 
certainly has been through an inadvertence. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That was not the intention? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was not the intention of the committee. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not wish to take part in this debate 
further than to state that the amendment which is now proposed is 
virtually the giving of nearly $6,000,000 for the purpose of encour- 
aging the commencement of a new and untried business. 

The people of the United States and the Government of the United 
States stand in relation to this question precisely in the position that 
an individual would do if he were to have before him the question of 
appropriating any portion of his revenues to the creation of a new em- 
ployment. 


Admitting the theory—and I see no well-founded distinction be- 
tween an inducement to a new and the support of an established bus- 
iness—admitting the theory that the Government is by bounty or by 
Government support, by the collection of a tax and its appropriation, 
to create i industries and employments for the benefit of the 
whole people upon the theory that diminishing the competition be- 
tween a foreign and the home country, which has become an estab- 
lished proposition in thiscountry, will ultimately produce a lower rate 
of value which the people will be required to pay for the newly created 
article—admitting that, which has become a settled policy in this Gov- 
ernment, what is the next question? Five million seven hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars collected this year, probably $6,000,000 the next, 
an average likely with the increasing consumption of the country, ap- 
propriated to such persons as will develop this industry, upon the con- 
dition that they substitute ee anes for those that are imported. 

The first question that an vidual would reasonably ask would 
be as to the probability of effecting that pu as to the cost to the 
people of the country, whether $6,900,000 for an indefinite period of 
time is or is not an extravagant appropriation of money for that par- 
ticular ——. The direct way, as a matter of logic, evidently would 
be to prohibit the importation of tin-plates. This being a necessary 
article there would be, of course, an unlimited field of profit, of charge 
for the manufacture in the United States, subject only to the laws that 
create competition or that restrain competition confined toa particular 


locality; but the —_— would be relieved from the pepneet of the tax 
until the article had produced and actually sold. 


Now, if we are to reason upon this proposition, what argument can be 
given by any person to show why there should not be an absolute pro- 
hibition of the importation of this article if the object be to require its 
production in this country? If not, then you must consider carefully 
the question of how far the amount of $6,000,000 increasing year by 
year is or is not an unreasonsdle appropriation of money for this par- 
ticular purpose. 

Is it an established proposition that the Government is to create these 
industries by taxation upon the people and the appropriation of it? 
It does not matter whether it is done as was stated by Mr. Hamilton 
in his remarkable paper upon manufactures, whether the appropria- 
tion is made by a duty on imports or by a bounty, which, in his 
judgment, was preferable and the more direct and efficacious method, 
as it unquestionably is—the cheaper to the people at large, the more 
direct in its effect inencouragement. Itdoes not matter which of these 
two methods is adopted. 

It is not to be justified in any case, nor can there be any reason given 
by any one why it should be so, unless the demonstration is clear and 
evident that the industry can not only be created by the appropriation 
of money, and unless it can also be demonstrated that this new produc- 
tion can be made upon a basis equal in point of cheapness to the com- 
munity of the manufactured product from abroad, because it is not 
proposed and can not be justified unless you are going to create a 
baronial order and make an aristocracy living upon the bounty and 
taxation. It can not be justified in reason upon any theory of encour- 
agement or the creation of an industry that it shall continue to live 
by bounty forever. 

It is a necessary portion of this argument that there shall be a period 
in which its development will be more beneficial to the people in point 
of cheapness of cost to them than the imported product. Therefore it 
is an essential part of this proposition upon the theory of protection, 
either in the creation of a new industry or the maintenance of an old 
and existing one, that the cost to the people shall be vindicated by evi- 
dence that it can be successfully carried on. 

Now what is the evidence in this ease? There is a positive, unques- 
tioned, and admitted tax of $6,000,000 a year for the single purpose of 
creating a new employment of possibly beneficent effects in the coun- 
try. Is there any reasonable evidence of the possibility or the proba- 
bility or the certainty as ought to be required, of that result? 

Mr. President, it can not be said that there is the slightest evidence 
of the certainty of this result. It can not be said that there is any 
great evidence of its probability, and we are reduced now to the propo- 
sition of the imposition of a tax and the appropriation of $6,000,000 
annually, the tax being certain and the appropriation dependent upon 
possible and uncertain conditions. 

That is the question. The tax is certain. The poor man must pay, 
the poor woman must pay; and now when you read the treatise of Mr. 
Atkinson, which is based upon mathematical propositions, upon ascer- 
tained facts, that the margin between want and abundance in this coun- 
try is less than a ceut a day upon its laboring people, when we see 
that a cent a day in the compensation paid to the laboring people of 
this country will produce upon the one hand want and upon the other 
hand abundance, and that is a fact, not speculation, but a fact based 
upon the statistics of the country, made by that very able and accurate 
man in his computations upon that subject—when we consider that fact 
are you willing now to impose this additional burden on that class of 
people to whom this cent a day is a matter of comfort or of discomfort, 
of abundance or of want. 

When we impose that tax upon them upon no other ground than the 
bare possibility that these results may follow, it is an entirely inde- 
fensible proposition. We are showing the theory of protection even ag 
maintained on the other side to a point not only dangerous to the perpe- 
tuity of our form of Government, but certain of abuse and oppressive 
use when we enter upon the region of possible speculative and con- 
jectural enterprises wholly disconnected from all needs and purposes 
of revenue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ], on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. MITCHELL (when Mr. DANrEL’s name was called). I am 
paired with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANreL]. If he 


were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea’’ and he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). My pair with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has been transferred to the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Jones], and I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. HAWLEY’s name was called). My colleague 
[ Mr. rt is paired for the day, I believe, with the senior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. My colleague is absent for the day. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] has been transferred to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn], and I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I desire to state that I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps], 


I am paired with the Sen- 








888 


but I have transferred that pair to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck], so as to enable the Senator from Maine [Mr, HALE] and my- 
self to vote so as to have a quorum to carry on the ‘business of the 












































































Senate. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Pa_urr], but by request I will transfer that pair to the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson], aad will vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Greson ] has voted. 

Mr. VANCE. Then I beg to withdraw my vote. 


The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr, BLAtR]; otherwise I should vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Penn- 
svlvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonzs] is present 
and has voted, I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpmMuNDs], and allow my vote to stand, 

Mr. VANCE, I will transfer the pair which I have with the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], and vote “ nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. McPHeEgson], but I am authorized to vote in order to make a 
quorum. 

Mr. COCKRELL (to Mr. ALLIson). Suppose weexchange pairs. I 
am paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLrEy], who is 
compelled to be absent to-day; and by agreement youand I can exchange 


the pairs. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will exchange with pleasure with the Senator 
from Missouri. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Then I will announce that the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] is paired with the Senator from. New Jersey 
[Mr. MCPHERSON }. 

tr, ALLISON, 

Mr. COCKRELL, 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
with the janior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANrEL]. I am author- 
ized by him to vote to make a quorum, and if necessary I shall vote 
*‘vea,”? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] is 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 18; as follows: 


And I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 
And I vote “‘ nay.’’ 


YEAS—2. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Paddock, Stewart, 
Allison, Evarts, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Frye, Platt, Teller, 
Chace, Hale, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Dawes, Morrill, Spooner, 
NAYS—18. 

Bate, Colquitt, Payne, Vest 
Berry, Gibson, Pugh, Walthall, 
Call, Gorman, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Coke, Morgan, Vance, 

ABSENT—33. 
Beck, Edmunds, Hearst, Ransom, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Hoar, Riddieberger, 
Blair, Farwell, Ingalls, bin, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Kenna, Stanford, 
Bowen, George, McPherson, Turpie, 
Butler, Gray, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hampton, Mitchell, 
Daniel, Harris, Pasco, 
Davis, Hawley, Quay, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President-—— 
Mr. BROWN. 


to consider that. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
go to that hereafter. 


which I desire to have acted upon, which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The Corer CLERK. 
or plates of iron or steel, or taggers’ iron, etc., it is proposed to add: 
Until January 1, 1890, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


line 57. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 


sense, 
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I announced a moment ago that I was paired 


I beg leave to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALL1sON] who has the bill in charge to paragraph 287, in 
relation to rice, and should be glad to have him indicate when he pro- 


I prefer to take up another matter first, and we can 
In paragraph 147, on page 106, line 553, there is an amendment 


At the end of paragraph 147, relating to sheets 


Mr. ALLISON: I now ask for the consideration of the amendment 
submitted by me from the Finance Committee, to come in on page 86, 


Mr. ALLISON. That is an amendment relating to sugar. I send 
to the desk two or three modifications of the printed amendment, which 
I will ask to have read, and I presume there will beno objection to their 
being inserted in the amendment, because they do not change the 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can modify the amend- 
ment. It will be read as modified. 


The Cuter CLERK. On 86, after line 57, it is proposed to in- 
sert as new sections the following: 


Sec, —. That until April, 1900, there shall be paid to the producer of sugar 
testing not less than 80 degrees by the polariscope, from beets, sorghum, or 
sugar-cane grown within the United a bounty of 1 cent per pound, under 
such ruies and regulations as the Comm: mer of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, ae ee. 

he producer of said to be entitled to said bounty shall have first filled 
with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a notice of place of production, 


with a general description of the nery and methods to be employed by 
him, with an estimate of the amount of s pro to be produced in the 
next ensuing year and an application for a license to so produce, to be accom- 


panied by a bond in a penalty, and with sureties to be appro by the Com- 

missioner of Internal Revenue, conditioned that he will faithfully observe all 

ee = regulations that shall be prescribed for such manufacture and produc- 
on of sugar. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, upon receiving the application and 
bond hereinbefore provided for, shall issue to the cant a license to produce 
sugar from sorghum, beets, or s e grown the United States at the 

lace and with the machinery and by the methods described in the application ; 

ut said license shall not extend beyond one year from the date thereof. 

No bounty shall be paid to any person en: in refining sugars which have 
been imported into the United States, or produced in the United States upon 
which the bounty herein provided for has already been paid or applied for, nor 
to any person ae he —— nase first — ee as _— provided, and 
only upon sugar p u y such person from um, ts, Or sugar-cane 
civalh the United States. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall from time to time make all need- 
ful rules and regulations for the manufacture of sugar from hum, beets, or 
sugar-cane wn in the United States, and shall, under the irection of the 
Soseheny ¥ the Treasury, exercise supervision and inspection of the manufact- 
ure thereof. 

The bounty herein provided for, including the expenses incident to the pay- 
ment the , Shall be paid from the duties collected and paid into the Treasury 
on sugars imported into the United States, and a sufficient sum for said purpose 
is hereby appropriated and shall be paid annually from the duties so collected, 
such appropriation and payment to continue until the Ist day of April, A. D. 
1900, and no longer. - 

Sec, —. That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refining of 
sugar imported into the United States or upon which the bounty herein pro- 
vided for has already been = or applied for, at the place described in the 
license issued by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and any person not 
entitled to the bounty herein provided for who shall apply for or receive the 
same, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall pay 
a fine not exceeding $5,000, or be imprisoned for a period not exceeding five 
years, or both, in the discretion of the court, 


* The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays en that amendment, Mr. 
President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have not been able to see that amend- 
ment in print and have not had time to examine it, but I understand 
that it has within it the provision for a bounty of 1 cent a pound upon 
all sugar produced in the United States. ThatI understand to be the 
meaning of it. 

Now, I do not wish to enter into any extended discussion of this 
subject. I suppose that those who know my political opinions will 
take it for granted that I am opposed to this bounty; that I am op 
to all bounties; that they constitute the most objectionable form of pro- 
tection per se; that in my judgment the system of giving bounties is 
antagonistic to the true theory of all free government. If this prac- 
tice is indulged in by the legislative power of the Government, it sim- 
ply amounts to this, that a private citizen is to be paid out of the gen- 
eral Treasury of the country for entering into some business 
or pursuit. The doctrine to which I am devoted and in which I ex 
to die is that this Government belongs to all the people; that its high- 
est mission is to protect every man in life, liberty, and property, and 
after doing this that the citizen, under equal and just laws, shall be 
permitted to work out his own destiny, to achieve success or to fail; but 
this idea of the Government going into partnership with any individ- 
ual or with any set of individuals in order to enable him or them to ob- 
tain peculiar advantages in order to enrich themselves at the expense 
of the large body of the people is a relic of absolute tyranny and ut- 
terly S aee to a free and Aare government. 

Not having the amendment before me, I have not been able to see ex- 
actly the provision in regard to this bo , but I ask for a division of 
the question, if it is possible, ay object to take a vote by yeas 
and nays upon that provision which gives a ity of 1 cent a pound 
to the producer of sugar in the United States. If it is possible under 
the terms of the amendment to bring about in a parliamentary way that 
division, I ask for it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALLISON] or the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 
to explain to the Senate why this amendment which they propose di 
not form part of the original bill, and why no recommendation of 
bounty is contained in the made by the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, which with this single exception has furnished such 
very valuable information upon the tariff question. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I ean only answer for myself, though 
I presume I can answer in the same sense for every gentleman on the 
committee, that it was not incorporated in the report on the bill as 
originally reported, because it was not then agreed upon, and I will 
say to the Senator that it has only been agreed to within a very short 
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time; in fact, about the time that it was originally presented by me to 
the Senate asan original amendment. I donot know what further an- 
swer I can give than that. 

I will say further, however, that we have been told with great em- 
phasis by the Senators from Louisiana and their friends that the pro- 
tection which we give in this bill to the producers in this coun- 
try is not a sufficient protection, and I confess that suggestion made 
some impression upon me. Now, inasmuch as we give them a bounty 


equivalent to the protection of the existing law, I supposed they would 
be satisfied, y as the result of this mode of giving them protec- 
tion will be to enable the people of my State and the other States of 
this Union who do not uce sugar to obtain sugar at 1 cent less per 
pound than they pay now. 

I say with fi that the object I have and I believe the com- 


mittee has in the insertion of this amendment, is to induce the pro- 
duction of sugar in this country from beets, from sorghum, and from 
sugar-cane. It is for the p of encouraging that industry that 
I have consented to this great benefaction or bounty to those who pro- 
duce from cane and sorghum and beets. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri 


yield the floor? 
Mr. VEST. Yes; I will yield to the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Then I would ask the Senator from Iowa to state 
whether this proffered bounty of 1 cent a pound on sugar produced in 
this country i not a direct contradiction of the ground taken by the 
committee for the large reduction of the import duty. As I remember 
the report of that committee, the specific ground is taken that the 
cause of this radical reduction of the duty on sugar is on account of the 
known and ascertained limited sugar capacity of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cane-producing. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not consider this in any sense a change of the 

ition originally taken by the committee, I will say frankly to the 
tor from Louisiana that, judging from a century of experiment and 
experience, the sugar produced from cane in this country has not kept 
= with the increase of the population of the country, and I do not 
lieve now that unless we can make sugar successfully from beets or 
from sorghum that we shall be enabled in this country to produce a 
sufficient amount of sugar for our own consumption. I will not go 
further in the expression of belief at this time, but the object, I will 
say, of this amendment was a yielding, if I may so speak, to those who 
believe that with proper encouragement sugar can be produced suc- 
cessfully in this country from beets and sorghum. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President, I would ask the Senator from Iowa 
whether at the time that the Senate committee substitate was reported, 
and at the time that the report accompanying that bill was submitted 
to the Senate, the majority of the Finance Committee were not as well 
informed as to the capacity of the sugar-producing industry of the 
United States as they were at the date when they agreed to propose 
this bounty system? 

Mr. ALLISON. Why, Mr. President, I do not know exactly what 
the Senator means by that kind of interrogatory. I do not think I 
knew quite as much on the 5th of Octobor, when this bill was re- 
ported, as I did on the 7th of November, nor do I believe I knew quite 
as much about the sugar question then as I do now. I confess that I 
have received some valuable information from a witness who appeared 
before the committee only a few days ago. Our committee has not 
shut itself up like an oyster with the idea that we knew everything, 
when this bill was reported. We have kept our committee-room open 
every day and nearly every night since this session began, gathering 
information and correcting ourselves where we had made a mistake. 
We have received no added information as to the probable production 
of sugar from sugar-cane in the United States; but rather we have re- 
ceived confirmation of the opinions that we previously had, that con- 
firmation being imparted by the gentlemen from Louisiana who 
appeared before the committee only a few days ago. If there was 
anything lacking in my absolute opinion that sugar-cane would not 
be the method or means whereby we could supply our sugar, that in- 
formation was supplied to me by the gentlemen from Louisiana who 

before our committee. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask a 
question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. Did the Senator not receive information from the 
planters of Louisiana that the production of sugar per acre had increased 
nearly 25 per cent. in the last five or six years, and that the output of 
sugar per ton of cane by the application of the diffusion process had in- 
eiueel nearly 100 per cent. the yield of sugar-cane? In other words, 
that under the old milling process in Louisiana from 1864 when they 
made 5,000 tons of sugar until last year when they made 200,000 tons 
of sugar, if they should to-day apply the diffusion process they would, 
instead of making 200,000 tons of sugar out of the cane raised by them, 
make nearly 400,000 tons of sugar, judging the yield of cane in pounds 
of sugar per ton of cane by the application of a new process. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, we had some testimony in the line suggested 


ollection. 


of that protection in the form of a bounty of a cent a poun 








by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson], and we had also the 
testimony that there was no diffusion plant in the State of Louisiana 
except that erected by the Government of the United States, and that 
of all the sugar-planters in the State of Louisiana not one had even 
suggested that he would create a diffusion plant of his own in that 
State. But even with this diffusion process as applied to sugar-cane, 
Mr. Spreckels disclosed very clearly that he can beat that product by 
the manufacture of sugar from beets. 

Another thing was disclosed by the gentlemen who appeared before 
the committee, and that is that more than two-thirds of the sugar pro- 
duced in the State of Louisiana is now produced by the open-kettle 
process, a process a century old. So, while I agree with the Senator 
from Louisiana that they are taking some recent steps to largely im- 
prove the processes of producing sugar, it must be borne in mind that 
the increase of population in the United States and the increase of con- 
sumption of sugar per capita is so great in this country that you must 
add 100,000,000 pounds or 150,000,000 pounds of sugar every year to the 
consumption of this country in order to meet the demands of the growing 
population. If Louisiana was increasing her production of sugar at a 
ratio far beyond anything she proposes she would not then even be able 
to produce sugar enough to supply the increasing consumption in the 
United States, saying nothing of the 3,000,000,000 pounds of sugar 
that are now imported from foreign countries. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to supplement thestatementof the Senator 
from Iowa by one other statement. If the use of the diffusion process 
in Louisiana should result in doubling the yield of the sugar from the 
cane, it would have the same effect in the tropical islands and other 
sugar-producing countries of the world and would maintain the dis- 
parity of the value which now exists between those tropical producing 
countries and the United States. It would increase, certainly it would 
not diminish it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Iask the Senator from Iowa whether those gentle- 
men who represented the sugar-planters of Louisiana did not inform 
the committee that they did not desire a bounty ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the testimony taken before us was printed. 
I have not a copy of it before me, and therefore can only state my rec- 

They stated that the existing protection to their industry 
was absolutely necessary to enable them to carry it on now, namely, 
the protection practically of 2 centsa pound forsugar. I think Iasked 
them specifically if they would not be content with having one-half 
and the 
other haif in the duty as proposed by this bill, and they stated that if 
our methods could be as enduring as the method in existence now they 
would be content with it, but they said they were afraid that somebody 
would come along in the Senate or House of Representatives and insist 
after a while that Louisiana was receiving too much in this form, and 
that it could be concealed (was the inferential argument) if we put it 
all in the shape of a tariff duty rather than part of it as a bounty. 

Mr. GIBSON. Did they not express a preference for the protection 
feature of the tariff rather than the bounty ? 

Mr. ALLISON. My recollection would be from looking at the faces 
and hearing their statements that if they had a preference for any par- 
ticular mode, it was not expressed. What they wanted was that they 
should have another cent a pound added to the duty in our bill. 
They may have believed that if they could get the protection needed 
in the concealed method of a tariff duty on sugar they would prefer it. 
But as I understood them, the main thing they wanted was this addi- 
tional cent a pound in order to enable them to continue the industry 
successfully. As I understood them, after explaining to them what 
we proposed, to allow this to last until 1900, which would enable them 
to go on certainly for a number of years, they would be satisfied with 
that. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the question before the Senate, as I un- 
derstand it, is as to this proposed legislatiou giving a bounty of 1 cent 
a@ pound upon sugar produced in the United States. That is the pre- 
cise question. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is it. 

Mr. VEST. There is no division, as I find upon examination, possi- 
ble of this amendment, as in its web and woof, every letter, line, and 
section, it means bounty. 

Now, if I understand the Senator from Iowa and his colleague upon 
the committee, the Senator from Rhode Island, they say that some new 
light has dawned upon them since they prepared their report in regard 
to the Senate substitute now pending. They made a report then sub- 
stantially as to sugar—and I want to call their attention to it—a very 
deliberate report and very exhaustive report, after long delay, much 
testimony, great examination of witnesses and parties, and here it is: 

The excessive duty of from 2 to 3j cents per pound now imposed upon sugar 
adds a considerable sum tothe daily cost of living of every family in the United 
States, where in most cases the cost of sugar is greater than the cost of bread. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator deny that statement? 

Mr. VEST. That is not the point which I have now under discus- 
sion. I do not deny that, and I was glad to hear my friend from 
Rhode Island graduate on that subject yesterday by saying that the 
average effect of the tariff was to increase the price to the consumer. 
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If this debate has done nothing else, it has brought about that admis- 
sion, and the time has not been wasted. 


The high rates of duty which have been levied u this important article of 
food have not successfuliy developed the sugar-p* industry of the United 
States, The great natural advantages which the producers of cane nS 


the tropical islands have over those of the United States preclude 
petition upon equal terms. 

Now, here is the point to which I ask the serious consideration of our 
friends on the opposite side, and which I think will require some ex- 
planation: 

If it were not for the fact that panties interested in the production of sugar 
from sorghurn or beets are confident of the rapid development of these ja 
tries in the United States, the committee would recommend a atill re- 
duction in the rate of duty upon sugar, as the advantages of thisreduction would 
be felt through a larger circle than any other which could be made in our tariff 
schedules, 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. Of course; that is what I want. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. You want me to answer it? 

Mr. VEST. At any time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe every line and syllable of that statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH, So do I. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does anybody believe that we can produce sugar 
enough in this country from sugar-cane to supply one-tenth and as 
population increases one-fifteenth of the sugar consumed here? Does 
anybody believe that? It is therefore a direct tax upon consumption 
and is in direct conflict with everything there is contained in that re- 
port. Does the Senator from Missouri suppose that we have changed 
our views as respects that? Certainly I have not. I have no doubt 
that we can increase by the stimulation of a bounty somewhat, and 
perhaps considerably, the production of sugar from sugar-cane; but I 
ask the Senator from Missouri if he believes that we can from sugar- 
cane alone produce one-half—lI will say one-third—of the consumption 
of sugar in this country in the next twenty-five years? ‘That report is 
based apon that idea, and I adhere to it. If the Senator wants me to 
state further, I will say that in my judgment it is extremely doubtful 
whether we can within twenty-five years make the production of sugar 
from beets and sorghum such a success as will enable us to produce all 
we consume. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Why not? 

Mr, ALLISON. It will be 2 gradual growth, and it will take some 
years. It may not take twenty-five years; I hope it will only take ten. 
[hope by 1900 we can doit. But it will require a large amount of 
money for the plant. It will require a great change in the agricultural 
industries of several States. Everybody knows that that is not going 
to be done in one year or two years or three years. I hope it will be 
done in ten years, but Iam not sanguine that it will be done in less 
than twenty or twenty-five years. 

Mr. VEST. With entire respect to my friend from Iowa, that is not 
the question. We are talking now about bounties. We are talking 
about the proposed bounty of 1 cent a pound; and we want the new 
light that has come to the majority of the Committee on Finance, be- 
cause the report shows that they considered the question of the manu- 
facture of sugar from beets and sorghum, and they said if it had not 
been for the assurance which they believed that a large amount ot 
sugar would be produced from those two sources they would have re- 
duced the duty upon imported sugar more than they did. Now, what 
light has come to them since? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We did not say we believed it, if the Senator will 
pardon me. 


Mr. VEST. Here is the language, and I leave fair-minded men to 
construe it: 


If it were not for the fact that parties interested in the production of sugar 
from sorghum or beets are confident of the rapid development of these indus- 
— in the United States the committee would recommend a still greater re- 
duction. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, that is it. 

Mr. VEST. Then the confidence must have been transferred from 
the witness to the committee, for they acted upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Snifficient confidence had been transferred to the 
committee to warrant them in recommending Congress to try the ex- 
periment, I am free to say. 

Mr. VEST. I want to know what new light and new facts have come 
that induce them now to offer a bounty of 1 cent a pound on sugar 
when they had this whole question before them and never thought of 
it, or if they did, rejected the idea when ae this report and 
brought in this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Missouri or either of the 
Senators from Louisiana expect the members of the committee to detail 
verbatim the conversations or the evidence which they have received 
upon the subject of sugar-producing in the last three or four months? 

Mr. VEST. Qh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would certainly take a member of the commit- 
tee three or four days to do that. I will say frankly to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, if it is any satisfaction to him, that the information 
which we have received from whose testimony we believed to be 
entitled to credit satisfied the committee that it is for the interest of 


Does the Senator want an explanation of that state- 
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Mr. VEST. I might inquire why, if the , the Finance 
Committee propose to rely upon the boun i, the not let the du 
stand upon sugar asit is. We ought to be oa tirely frank with 


other about this great economic question. This is a most serious part 
of the bill. The Senators ought to admit that itical exigencies 
brought about this bounty clause. [“‘Oh!’’] is it. Now I 
have struck the core of this whole matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that no 
political exigency controlled my judgment or my mind in reporting 
this bounty. So, if he has been fishing with his bait for an admission 
of that sort from. me, he has made a great mistake. Iam perfectly 
willing to make an ent of this bounty. I loek upon it as an 
experiment. I was willing to do it at several stages of the debate last 
summer, but other people were not then ready to do it. 

Mr. VEST. I am not engaged in any piscatorial exercises that I 
know of, and I am certainly not going into any debate upon an issue 
of veracity with the Senator from Iowa. I say to him that that is not 
a fair way to discuss this question, but he should state on his personal 
responsibility —— 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to say to the Senator from Missouri, whom I 
recognize as a fisherman, that it is fortunate for him that he is not en- 
gaged in piscatorial pursuits at present, for this old trout is altogether 
too slow to rise to any fly the Senator carries. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. VEST. That may be. I have had some experience in that 
line myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want the Senator to understand first and always 
that so far as I am concerned—of course I can not go into the motives, 
or arrangements, or possibilities of other people, but I have no doubt 
in this, I speak for the entire committee—when I found the delegation 
coming here from Louisiana, and the Senators from Louisiana pressing 
upon us the absolute necessity of this protection to their industry (and we 
have letters before our committee in which they say 500,000 people would 
be thrown out of employment by this device of the committee), when 
a gentleman of the prominence of Mr. Spreckels came to us and showed 
us thathe had produced 220 pounds ofsugar from 1 ton of beets, and that 
these beets were grown upon idle acres that could produce from 20 to 
40 tons an acre, and that that e & could be carried on success- 
fully in the State of California if this cent a pound was granted, I 
was willing for one, believing that it was an object to secure the pro- 
duction of sugar in this country, if we can do it, to make this experi- 
ment; and I regard it only as an experiment. I confess I came reluc- 
tantly to it. I consented to the reduction of duty on sugar in the bill 
last year because we had had high duties on sugar for a century and 
the people of Louisiana had not developed any marked degree of im- 
provement in the production of sugar from 


Mr. VEST. I repeat that I do not pro to make any issues as to 
motives or reasons which are not susceptible of being met with anything 
except suspicion or absolute contradiction. I do not choose to go into 


that sort of discussion. But it has been an open secret for weeks that 
there was trouble in the Republican camp as to the schedules on sugar 
and lumber, and that the Senators from Kansas and the Senator from 


the bill as to sugar. eee ts 2 len genes eeenbrenans o> 
the Western States, in Missouri and Kansas. I have received a great 
many letters from Western Missouri in regard to the visions as to 
sugar in this bill and with reference to the culti of sorghum. 

i ts have been carried on with great success by the Agricult- 

Department under a new process, which have been eminently suc- 
cessful at Fort Scott and other points in the State of Kansas, until at 
last it has come to the question, as I am informed, simply whether the — 
money can be raised in the respective localities for the purchase of the 
requisite machinery, there being no difficulty whatever in regard to 
the raising of sorghum, as there is no difficulty in regard to raising jute. 

But there has been difficulty in the councils of 

other side in regard to sugar and lumber, and it has resulted, for it is 


in the of a bounty of 1 cent a upon 
ne eered ie ee edie tice. an an to cee ee eae 


Wisconsin. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatof it? 

Mr. VEST. My remarksare certainly without 
to this extent, that both this bounty system and 
tiohs, which I shall discuss hereafter, are based upon 
hemp pae yaa es n+ ponies a 
good for the benefit of the entire —y 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator a 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. T desire to state that the Senator is mistaken in 
gg ly patent is a sudden resolution by the Committee on Fi- 

to leave here last summer I drew up 
a eetiks ana che Gis Ie GAGE ates ipenpees of pablite 
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bounty upon sugar. I did not understand that there was any oppo- 
sition in the committee to it. When I returned here at the present 
session I found that that was not in the bill, and upon inquiry I was 
told that it was a complicated subject and required study, and they 
intended to look into it further during the pendency of the bill in the 
Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. This particular plan was presented a year and a half 
ago and published as a proposition to be inserted in the bill, in hwe 


verba. 

Mr. VEST. I thank the Senators from Vermont and Massachusetts 
for reinforcing my opinion in regard to this matter, because it shows 
that this question of a bounty is not a new one. It shows that it was 
presented directly by the highest tariff authority in this country, the 
father of the protective system, the distinguished Senator from Ver- 
mont, and was before the committee and was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; it was never rejected. 

Mr. VEST. It was not adopied, and the Senator from Vermont says 
he put it before the committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. He gave the reason why it was not. The com- 
mittee had not time to consider it. 

Mr. VEST. Because it was a complicated question. Is there a 
schedule here that is not complicated? The whole tariff business is 


complicated. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me one mo- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the two Senators who have special 
charge of the bill if this identical proposition was not made in another 
branch of Congress during the discussion of the tariff there? 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. BUTLER. 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. How many votes did that proposition receive? 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is not a proper 

inquiry. 

Mr. BUTLER. MayI not inquire if there has not been a vote some- 
where else? I will not say in the other branch of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hopes the Senator will 
oe indirection express what he would not be willing to state di- 
rectly. 

Mr. VEST. Ali the facts in the case—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
had not concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wanted to see if I could not come entirely within 
parliamentary propriety and the rule. 

ar VEST. If it is a question of parliamentary law, I shall have to 
yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not pretend to be an adept or expert in parlia- 

mentary‘law, but I think I may inquire of the Senator from Iowa, 

without violating the rules of the Senate, whether a vote has been 
taken upon that question elsewhere. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think very likely. It has been a matter of dis- 
cussion in a great many places. We voted on it several times in the 
Committee on Finance, and it has been a subject of debate and consid- 
eration. My friend on my left [Mr. DAwss] handed me the other 
day a speech made by him in Massachusetts two years ago, of great 
elaboration, in which this exact provision was suggested. ere have 
been a great many votes about it, and under a great many different 
conditions and circumstances and situations. I have understood that 
there have been votes where it was put in as an alternative proposition, 
and whétre people wanted something different and expected and hoped 
to get it, w probably made them vote against a bounty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Elsewhere? 

Mr, ALLISON. a I do not know of any place where the 
bounty question has been absolutely suggested and put to the test. The 
nearest that I know of its beitg put to the test has been in my conver- 
sation with the Louisiana people, in which they said if they could get 
the measure of protectlon they wanted in the form of a bounty they 
would be to receive it. 

Mr. B I sup 
from the Record of the 

taken elsewhere ? 
PRESIDENT 

oo oa it would be 7 order. 

. BUTLER. i en suspend my inquiry for the present until 

I can get the Recorp. = s 
Mr. VEST. I simply wish to make one additional statement and 

conclude. I want no better argument as to the correctness of my opin- 

ion in rd to this matter than the report of the committee them- 
selves. If they have not in that report announced as the result of all 
their examinations and deliberations that a rate of 50 per cent. of the 
present tariff duty was sufficient upon all the sugar brought into this 
country, then I do not understand the English language at all; and 


Not bounties. 

Not in this form. 
But was it not presented ? 

In a form it was ted; certainly. 
Precisely; in another branch of Congress ? 


it would be entirely competent to read 
Congress, would it not, as to auy proceed- 


Vest] is mistaken in supposing that this is a new question. 
been proposed and debated at different times. But there is a strong 
feeling in this country against a direct bounty for the production of 
anything. Such bounties have existed since the beginning of the Gev- 
ernment, especially on salt and on fish. 
been proposed and have existed under our laws, and were voted for by 
the most eminent men in the history of our country. 


tempore. That would be historical, and the 


what new light, what new exigency has brought about this creation of 
a bounty of 1 cent a pound remains unexplained, and I rather take it 
unexplainable. 


Mr. ALLISON. Therefore, the argument is, we should have no 


bounty because the Committee on Finance did not bring it in four 
months ago ! 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
It has 


In other cases bounties have 


When it is proposed now as a separate proposition, for the encour- 


agement of particular industries, it ought to be distinguished and sep- 
arated, I think, entirely from the tariff question. 


I believein it, and I 
have believed init for many years. I proposed, myself, a direct bounty 
on the production of sugar, not so much to stimulate the production 
of sugar in Louisiana as to induce the production of sugar from beets 
and sorghum in all parts of the United States. Years ago I remem- 
ber, in a speech made by me before an agricultural society, in the pres- 
ence of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], I made this very 
proposition to maintain the rates of duty on sugar at about the aver- 
age rates of other agricultural products, and in order to induce the 
manufacture of sugar from other things than sugar-cane I proposed a 
bounty and suggested it as a proper expedient before a great mass of 
farmers in the State of New York, and, as far as I know, it was ap- 
roved. 

. Since that time the development has grown stronger. It has been 
proven by the experience of Germany, Austria, Italy, France, and Bel- 
gium that sugar can be produced from the beet cheaper than from sugar- 
cane. That is manifest. There is now more sugar produced for the 
markets of the world from beets than from sugar-cane, The iast state- 
ment I saw of any acknowledged authority—lI think it was in the Lon- 
don Economist—showed that there were 2,400,000 tons of sugar pro- 
duced from beets, an amount so enormous that it almost staggers one. 
The amount produced from sugar-cane was only about 2,200,000 tons 
in any year within the last few years. So already, by the experience 
of other nations, the production of sugar has been induced from this 
new article of beets, and all within sixty or seventy years, the first 
proposition having been made during the time of the Napoleonic wars, 
when a large bounty was offered by France for the production of sugar, 
and that was extended to other countries. From time to time those 
countries, not wishing to depend upon the tropical islands, the West 
India Islands, and Asia, resorted to this expedient to insure the pro- 
duction of an ample supply of domestic sugar. 

We can learn something from the experience of European nations. 
Although we may not copy their institutions and do not believe in their 
forms of government, yet on industrial questions we can derive a great 
deal of information from the experience of other nations. It is now es- 
tablished as a fact that in France they produce 9 per cent. of the weight 
of a given amount of beets in sugar of the finest quality, equal in every 
respect to the finest sugar that can be made in the West India Islands. 
In Germany the average has risen until 13 and 14 per cent. of the amount 
of the weight of beets is now produced in sugzr; and by the new proc- 
ess that has been discovered and is being applied in this country it is 
shown that the quantity of sugar which can be extracted from beets is 
50 per cent. greater than could be produced under the old process of 
extracting the juice and reducing it by fire. Now, by the process of 
diffusion or by the use of water, etc., they can produce 50 per cent. more 
sugar. 

I believe, therefore, as a mere question of political economy, follow- 
ing the example and experience of all the European nations in moder- 
ate climates, that we can in this country produce in ten years enough 
sugar to supply the domestic market. I am more hopeful about it 
than my friend fromIowa. There is not a county in the State of Ohio 
where sugar can not be produced. Sugaris probably the most univer 
sal element in vegetable substances of any in the world. There is 
scarcely any article that does not contain sugar. It is now developed 
from beets to such an extent that one-sixth of the entire weight of the 
beet can be produced in sugar. 

Is it not an object of desire in this country to make this industry a 
success here? Wecan raise it cheaper thananywhereelse. Our lands 
are not so valuable in this country as they are in any portion of Eu- 
rope. Yet they have diverted more than a million acres of land in 
each of those countries from the ordinary productions of agriculture to 
the production of sugar, and now all the sugar of France is made from 
beets, all the sugar of Germany is made from beets, and they export 
sugar from those countries, and from Belgium and from Italy. If they 
can do it can we not doit? We have cheaper lands, we have a more 
boundless surface, and greater variety of soil. Certainly this is an ob- 
ject of desire. 

The Committee on Finance are naturally reluctant tomake any new 
proposition of this kind, and they would naturally hesitate about it un- 
til sure of their footing. Butnow they havebecome sure. They feel 
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now that if this experiment, the same experiment that has been tried in 
other countries, is resorted to here we can have sugar independent of 
the tropical countries. 

This is not proposed with a view of injuring the sugar of Louisiana, 
because Louisiana never can compete with Cuba and the islands of the 
West Indies, for the simple reason that the plant has to be restored 
every one or two years in Louisiana and they have to plant anew. In 
Cuba the sugar-plant is perennial. It grows from the same stalk year 
after year, sometimes for thirteen and fourteen years in succession, with- 
out replanting. Then they have cheaper forms of labor there. So we 
never can compete with them in producing sugar fromsugar-cane. But 
that can be done if we extend the production of sugar to every part of 
the country, and there is not a county, as I said before, in the United 
States that can not produce beet sugar. 

Besides that, this new discovery about sorghum-cane has come in. 
For years we have produced in Ohio and nearly all of the Western 
States more or less sugar and molasses from sorghum, and it has en- 
tered into the common use of great masses of our people. In almost 
every county in Ohio they raise sorghum, and they have evaporators 
which produce a very fair quality of molasses. They extract from the 
sorghum all the taste of the cane, and it is now a very palatable ar- 
ticle, and is used largely by the farmers of Ohio. So from sorghum 
and from beets we have ample facilities and means of producing all the 
sugar used in the country. 

Now, is it not wise to do it? It is not a question of politics; it is a 
question of political economy. It is not a question that affects any 
particular region of the country,because it affects all. The recent ex- 
periments in California show a remarkable success, and a man of the 
capital and influence and power of Mr. Spreckels has embarked in this 
enterprise. Although he has been engaged for years in the production 
of sugar from sugar-cane in the Sandwich Islands, and has built up 
great industries in California, he now proposes to turn from the sugar- 
cane of tropical regions to the sugar beet, and is establishing indus- 
tries in Philadelphia and in different parts of the country. 

The great difficulty in the way is to get the farmers to grow this ar- 
ticle. It must be grown in such great quantities that it requires prob- 
ably one hundred farmers cultivating 10 or 20 acres each to produce 
enough beets torun a single sugar factory, as they call it. There isthe 
difficulty. Sugar-beets can be raised in Ohio, in Indiana, in Illinois, 
in Missouri, everywhere in the country in any quantity. The only el- 
ement of the problem is whether we can give the people such an in- 
ducement, either in the form of a duty or a bounty, as will encourege 
them in sufficient numbers at a particular place to supply beets for the 
factory. It will be established, no doubt, but that is the problem. 

The Committee on Finance were rather reluctant to propose this. 
As a matter of course, they are conservative, They did not propose it 
until it was found to meet the general sentiment of the people of the 
country. I believe the time has now arrived when this experiment 
ought to be made, and I am willing for one to vote for it, notwithstand- 
ing the prejudice that exists against a bounty given to any particular 
production. 

The only question there has been is whether this encouragement to 
the growth of beet and sorghum sugar shall be extended by a bounty or 
by a duty. The objection to the present duty on sugar is that it is so 
enormous, amounting to 82 or 83 per cent. That is a larger duty than 
is imposed cn any agricultural product whatever except rice. No ag- 
ricultural product in the Northern States now receives a protection of 
more than 40 or 50 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. MayI ask the Senator in that connection if there is 
any agricultural product in any of the Northern States, except Irish 
potatoes, that comein competition with any agricultural product abroad ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, with Canada mainly. As a matter of course 
we are separated by the sea from European countries, and our compe- 
tition is mainly with Canada, but to protect our products against Canada 
it is necessary to maintain a reasonable duty. But what is the rate of 
duty? On wheat the equivalent of 20 cents a bushel is 20 per cent., 
assuming that the nominal value of wheat is about a dollar; and so 
with barley, so with hops, and so with other articles. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it not a fact that there is a surplus of those prod- 
ucts in this country? Is there not a surplus of wheat in this country? 
What would be the object of bringing wheat into the country where 
there is a surplus? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Wheat is brought in from Canada in great quan- 
tities, and barley and all those things are brought in. 

The argument in favor of bounties is a practicalone. A bounty paid 
goes directly to the producer. Hesees it; he feels it. The bounty paid 
to him adds to his income. It will add to the income of more than a 
million people who will be en, speedily in this production. That 
bounty is seen, it is felt, while the nature of a duty is indirect. There- 
fore a bounty is, I think, more of an inducement than is a duty. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator will allow me I should like to ask 
him if he does not think that bounties should be created for the do- 
mestic industries which come in competition with foreign industries, 
and whether agricultural industries ought not to receive this benefit 
under the protective system as well as manu industries ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. I stand with theSenator in that. 


Mr. GIBSON, The Northern manufacturing industries receive a 
bounty. The ad valorem rate on flannel goods, for instance, is in some 
cases 80, 90, or 100 per cent., in some cases133 per cent. Saltis 79 per 
cent. in bulk; balmorals 138 per cent.; some flannels 148 per cent.; 
blankets for ordinary consumption are 79 per cent. and 80 per cent. 
I submit to the Senator from Ohio that if the protective system really 
creates bounties or benefits for the persons en and the capital 
engaged in particular industries, would it not be wise statesmanship 
to distribute these bounties between the three great pursuits of industry 
in our country, commerce, manufactures, and agriculture, and between 
the different sections of the country. The benefitsof the tariff system 
being uniform, these bounties ought to be distributed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator has made quite a long speech involv- 
ing a great many questions. His premise, though, I agree with en- 
tirely, that not always the same protection but necessary protection 
should be extended to all producers alike. The industries ofthe farm, 
and of the mine, and of the workshop stand on precisely the same foot- 
ing. Certain industries may need more and certain industries less. 
We ask nothing for the farmers but what is necessary to meet competi- 
tion with Canada. We do not go beyond that and we do not ask for 
any more, 

In regard to sugar, the experience of nearly a hundred years has 
shown that a duty will not bring about the production of the article in 
this country. To-day the relative proportion of sugar produced in the 
United States to that consumed 1s less than it was twenty years ago. 
Before the war the production of sugar in Louisiana rose to from 16 to 
20 per cent. of the amount consumed. 

Mr. GIBSON. Fifty per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps 50 per cent. That makes the argument 
still ee 

Mr. GI N. Yes; it was 50 per cent. in 1860. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Experience has shown, therefore, that the system 
of a duty will not bring about the object we seek to accomplish, that 
is, the diversity of production. ; 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not like to interrupt the Senator, but if he will 
pardon me I will make a suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield ? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Since the war the duties on sugar have steadily de- 
creased, while the bounties afforded by the Governments of Germany 
and France have been steadily increased, so that the American market 
has been absolutely taken possession of, not by Cuba, but by the bounty- 
fed sugars of Europe. I would ask the Senator, as he is an ardent pro- 
tectionist, why he should isolate this particular industry that he admits 
is substantially established in one State of the Union and is ones 
out its plants into other States in the Union; if the theory of protec- 
tion be any groundwork to rest upon, why would he exclude the people 
of these several States from its benefits and have them stand apart and 
isolated so that they shall appear here in formd pauperis to receive 
bounties from the people of the other States of the Union? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The first part of the Senator’s statement answers 
his second part. He says that the price of sugar has declined. The 
duty has not declined. 

Mr. GIBSON. The duty has declined. The duty in this country 
has declined steadily. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The duty has been steadily increased, not by the 
number of cents a pound, but by the ad valorem. The reason is that 
the production of sugar from beets, produced by bounties only and 
caused only by bounties, has brought into competition with the sugar 
of Os ie ae cee and that has reduced the price. I 
say myself that the effect of uction of sugar in this country 
will be still more to reduce the value of sugar after a period of time. 

The Senator from Missouri makes a great deal of ou gbout a 
declaration made by the Senator from Rhode Island, that the imposition 
of a duty increases the price. So it does in the first instance, and there- 
fore to that extent I admit it, but the inevitable effect of protection or 
bounty in any form is eventualiy to reduce prices, and that is shown 
in every article of industry on our tariff list. There is not a ngs 
article which is now produced in but what is at a less p 
and less value in the markets of the world than it was before a pro- 


tective duty was put upon it. That has been the way with beet sugar. 
It is beet sugar has reduced the price. It is the bounty given in 
E nations for the production of beet sugar that has reduced the 


price, and we only follow the example of other nations when we pur- 
sue this course. could not have reduced the price, they could 
not have induced the uction of beet sugar in France and 

except byabounty. Nodtty would have induced the people of France 
or the people of Germany to snty pekd to each iodivitoal fomnily 
it was new, but shen tae Gienet Canal to each individual family 
that produced the sugar, a bounty that was brought home to the house- 
hold, that aided in carrying on the expenses of the household. That 


is the form of that was deemed wisest in regard to sugar. 
It is an ex article. 
Mr. G IN. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 
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Mr. GIBSON. He states only half the case. It is true that origi- 
nally bounties were paid to the in Germany and in France, and 
to chemists who might improve the methods of extracting sugar from 
the beet-root. But the sugar industry in Germany and France was 
not built up by bounties alone, as is proposed here. It was built up 
under the protective system, and the rate of tariff on imported sugars 
in Germany, France, Austria, and Italy has never been less than 4 


cents a d. If France adopted the policy of offering bounties for 
the uction of sugar and Germany had not excluded the French 


sugars from the German markets, France would have taken possession 

of the German markets. So Germany erected a barrier as high as that 

with which France has surrounded herself. The average rate of tariff 

tax on sugar in Europe, one country against the other, is 4 cents a 
d. 


Mr. SHERMAN. In other words—— 

Mr. GIBSON. Now look at the bill under consideration, if the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will permit it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me goonawhile. The Senator is answered 
by the weight of his argument. For instance, he shows that in France 
and Germany, where they have established this great industry, they 
reduced the price of 3 and 4 cents a pound. He shows that in 
those countries they had a compound mode of protecting their sugar 
industry ; that is, they maintained a tariff duty and a pretty high tariff 
duty on the uction of sugar, putting sometimes 4 cents a pound 
when sugar was worth 10 cents a pound. Butthey superadded to that 
the bounty system that brought out the protected industry. Itis this 
compound ae given to the article of sugar that, in my judg- 
ment, will bring down the price of in this country in ten years. 

The committee thought it would not be worth while simply to put 
on this bounty, leaving it dependent upon the changes of opinion from 
time to time and the prejudice against a bounty, and therefore they 
gory asa partof the scheme, without which it would not be success- 

and ought not to pass, to give assurance to the producers of this 
country that if they will embark in raising beets and sorghum we will 
give them for ten or eleven years this steady bounty, doing in this re- 
spect premey what these other countries have done. This is buta 
copy of the laws made in those countries. We still retain a protective 
ba Ee sugar of 50 per cent. 
. GIBSON. No, sir; only about seventy-one one-hundredths of 1 
cent. You have reduced the tariff on sugar 50 per cent. in this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam talking about the ad valorem. The duty 
proposed by this bill on is from 42 to 50 per cent. , and that is higher 
than ee other article of agriculture except rice. Even now it 
is one- of the cost. That duty is left there, applying to all sugars 
that come into this country. We a to superadd to that a bounty 
paid directly to the producer. ithout that, in my judgment, the 

t of making sugar from beets will not succeed, but with a 
bounty coming home to every farmer, to the owner of every establish- 
ment in the neighborhood that producessugar as the result of his handi- 
work, we believe, following the example of otker nations, that this 
mode of protection is more efficient, 

They ought to be separated from each other. One is a direct bounty 
administered by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; the other is a 
duty collected by collectors of import duties at the seacoast. If you 
make this bounty come a as I say, to the farmer, you superadd to 
him the strongest possible inducement to produce sugar. 

I say it is an exceptional case. I would not like to extend such a 
bounty to anything else that I know of. I do not like to propose it in 

to sugar except that it can be put on exceptional grounds, and 
I the grounds are solid on which you can stand, and although 
our people enter upon it and Senators and Members of Congress enter 
upon it with some doubt and reluctance, yet I believe that if the ex- 
a is fairly made the same results will come here that came in 

y and in other European countries. The result will be the re- 
duction of the price of this most ne and essential element of 
human life and comfort, and that will be brought about in a plain and 
simple way in accordance with the experience of other nations. 

I Senators not to look upon this in a sectional point of view or 
in a party point of view, because there is no politics in it so far as I can 
see. The question is not how it would affect political parties or political 
ends, but if we could agree now, without respect to parties or sections, 
be A ew re for ten years, if it does not produce the same 

hete that it has done in the countries of Europe, then the laws 
of political economy work according to continents and not according to 
natural effects. The same results will be produced here by the bounty 
that have been produced in other countries. This compound system 
is simple and easily enforced. There is no difficulty in its practical 
application. The duty will be still collected as before, and the bounty 
will be easily administered. ; 

There are some difficulties in regard to the machinery of this matter, 
but it is no more difficult than the collection of the whisky tax, the 
collection of the tax on beer, or any other domestic tax, It isa bounty 
paid out of a specific fund to be administered by the Commissioner of 

nternal Revenue, to be paid directly to the producer; and no man, 
and no section, and no party has a right to complain ofit. It operates 
in favor of Democrats as well as Republicans. It will be beneficial in 





States largely Democratic, as it will be beneficial in States largely Re- 
publican. It will induce the production in this country of an essential 
want of human life. It is an experiment that I wish to see tried, not 
in the interest of any party, or any section, or any State, or any com- 
munity, but in the interest of the whole country; and I believe the ex- 
periment will be successful if Congress has the courage to enter upon it. 

Mr.EUSTIS. Mr. President, I have tried to be an attentive listener 
to this very prolonged debate on the tariff question, because I wanted 
to learn something about it. It seems to me that the Senator from 
Ohio has taken very extreme ground with reference to the sugar ques- 
tion. I agree with him that the sugar-beet industry of this country, 
which is now in its infancy, is capable of great development. I donot 
know much about the sugar-beet industry, but I know of no reason 
why that industry should not be developed to its fullest extent in this 
country. We certainly have every variety of climate and every variety 
of soil. It is now simply a question of mechanically handling the beet, 
ae has been reduced by great improvements recently to a very sim- 
ple process, 

But what I do not understand is this: If it be true that this can be- 
come a great domestic industry in the supply of sugar for domestic con- 
sumption, what becomes of all the arguments which we have heard in 
this Chamber repeated every day by Senators from the East and Sena- 
tors from the West, that this bill is framed upon the theory, and I 
use a favorite expression of the Senator from New York [Mr. His- 
cock], that regardless of the needs of the Government, regardless of 
the condition of the tax-payer, it is the duty of the Government of 
the United States by its protective legislation to develop every Ameri- 
can industry possible, whether it be in existence as a full-fledged in- 
dustry, whether it be an industry in its infancy, whether it be an in- 
dustry which is in the womb, or whether it be an industry which has 
never been in existence in this country? It excites my suspicion, for 
without intending any disrespect to the members of the Finance Com- 
mitee, it strikes me that with reference to this single industry there 
is attempted something of the mysterious, if not of the ‘‘ heathen Chi- 
nee’’ species of legislation. Why do you not give this industry the 
same encouragement that you give to other industries? Why do you 
hesitate ? 

Mr. ALLISON, Does the Senator want a reply ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I know my friends on the other side are loaded 
with ingenious replies. I ask why do you hesitate if you want to de- 
velop and encourage and foster, not only this existing industry, but 
this promising industry ? 

The Senator from Ohio allowed his lips to utter a phrase which has 
not been used before on the other side in this tariff debate. He said 
the duty on sugar was already enormously high. I have anderstood 
the protective theory to mean, as we have been educated and instructed 
to understand it, that no matter how high the duty on imports, if it 
was 100 per cent., that was not considered an obstacle to its increase, as 
was illustrated in the caseof cotton-ties, when the duty was raised with 
reference to an industry which has no existence whatever in this 
country, and the guaranty you have that it will exist in futuro is 
simply the declaration of some party who has gone before the Finance 
Committee and said if you raise the duty 200 or 300 per cent. he thought 
then that he would go into the business of making cotton-ties. So I 
do not understand how the gentlemen on the other side propose to rec- 
oncile their. former arguments with the arguments which they make 
to-day with reference to this sugar duty. 

I do not ask as a representative of my State for any undue or special 
protection from the Government of the United States to that industry 
based upon favoritism. We have strong ground to stand upon with 
reference to the sugar duty. From the foundation of the Government 
to the present time the duty upon the imported article has been ex- 
ceedingly high. Long before there was a sugar plantation within the 
limits of the United States, the duty was exorbitantly high, and why? 
Because it was for the interest of the fisc, of the Treasury of the United 
States, of the people of the United States, that the Government of the 
United States should derive a large revenue from that single imported 
article. 

Mr. ALDRICH. May I interrupt the Senator fora moment? 

Mr. EUSTIS. In one moment. Ofcourse I do not deny that the 
sugar planter of Louisiana received incidental protection from the leg- 
islation, but that was a mere incident of the legislation, for the plant- 
ers of Louisiana have never been strong enough to control or influence 
the legislation of this country upon the question of taxation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the Senator yield to a question? 


Mr. EUSTIS. In one moment, if you please. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Lonisiana declines 
to yield. 


Mr. EUSTIS. I will ask Senators not to request me to yield. 

If you protect this industry, if you believe it be an American indus- 
try which ought to be protected as such, if you allow that industry to 
receive the same shelter and protection which you extend to other in- 
dustries because it would be an advantage that we should make and 
manufacture in this country the sugar to be consumed in this country, 
and, to use a favorite argument, that you do not intend that foreign 
labor upon a foreign soil shall make for American citizens what Amer- 
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ican citizens have a right to consume—if you will have that article pro- 
tected in the future as it has been in the past, then it remains under 
the shelter of the opinions and convictions of the great Republican 


party. Then you are carrying out to its logical results the theory upon 
which you claim that this bill is framed and upon which you claim 
that the financial affairs of this Government should be administered. 
But if you propose to kick it out of your household like a bastard and 
let it come to your kitchen for crumbs of brea#, the only thing that I 
can say is that you have abandoned the ground upon which you boasted 
that you stood, and that you carried the last Presidential election upon 
false pretenses. 

I do not believe that the opinion is seriously entertained in this 
Chamber that this proposed bounty will ever culminate in Congres- 
sional legislation. You may succeed under trying and difficult cir- 
cumstances in maintaiving the discipline in your ranks upon this tariff 
question; you may succeed in classifying in the high-priesthood of the 
Republican party Republican Senators who are representing agricult- 
ural and non-manufacturing States and who vote according to this new 
theory of government, for it has never been heard of until this substi- 
tute was brought into the Senate, that whatever can be manufactured, 
made, or produced in this country it is the duty of the Government 
to protect, regardless of the constitutional question of revenue, regard- 
less of the economic question of the demandsand needs of the Govern- 
ment itself, regardless of the question of justice to the tax-payer and 
to the consumer. 

But, Mr. President, there may be a time when we shall see that 
there is a limit to popular delusion and popular deception. Who dis- 
covered that new system of government? You have made a disciple 
of the venerable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] in your new 
school of political economy. He was once a great , he was once 
a great authority, a great light upon the important questions affecting 
the finances of the Government and the interests and relations of the 
people to the Government. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisiana 

ield ? 
: Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a single word. 

Mr, EUSTIS. I yield to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. In 1861, when the tariff was established, I had the 
cordial support of Louisianians in the other House to obtain a specific 
daty of three-fourths of a cent per pound on sugar. The duty had 
been an ad valorem prior to that; under the tariff of 1846 of 30 per 
vent,, and under the tariff of 1857 of 24 cent, During the war the 
tariff was raised to 2 or 3 cents a pound, and it has remained at that 
tate ever since, except for the reduction that was made in the tariff ot 
1883. 

I have understood that the Democratic party were very desirous to 
get rid of the war tariff. If we allow the duty to remain as the Fi- 
bance Committee have reported their bill, it will be 334 per cent. 
more thai it was prior to the war, and the object of protection is am- 
ply secured by the new proposition, that is, to give an equivalent for 
the reduction and yet that the consumer shall receive his sugar for 1 
cent less per pound. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. EUSTIS. If the Senator will allow me, I prefer to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Louisiana declines 
to be interrupted. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ido not want to be discourteous to Senators, but I 
prefer to go on. 

The- PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Louisiana 

ield ? 
. Mr. EUSTIS. I prefer to yield a little later, if the Senator will al- 
low me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I only wished the Senator to say-——— 

Mr. EUSTIS. A little later. What I was referring to was thatthe 
tariffs advocated by the Senator from Vermont were tariffs made with 
reference to the needs of the Government, and this is an entirely new 
feature, 2 newly discovered theory, that you are to frame a tariff law 
regardless of the question of the needs and wants of the Government 
and of the justice due to tax-payers. When this is denounced as rob- 
bery, when this is denounced as spoliation, when this is denounced as 
legislative appropriation of the earnings and profits and of one 
individual in favor of another, I will tell the Senate what I 
by these terms, which were not invented by Confederate brigadiers, but 
are to be found in the oldest text-books upon political ‘ 

You ask us to adore Chinese civilization as contrasted with Amer- 
ican civilization; you ask us to subscribe to the Chinese system of gov- 
ernment as con with the American system cae S if 
other side of 
of this 


Lunderstand the declarations made by Senators on the 
this Chamber, in ing the character and scope and purpose 

proposed law, it is not a question of protection; it is a question of ab- 
solute ibition and commercial non-intercourse, so far as importa- 
ble articles are concerned which can be manufactured or uced in 
this country. There is no other step for you to take, you can 





discover what other articles can be manufactured or produced in this 
country, for your declarations have been frank, open, bold, and em- 
phatic that, with reference to any article, no matter what it be, that 
can be produced in this country, no matter what may be the rate of 
taxation necessary to force the manufacture or production of that arti- 
cle, the only thing that a person has to do is to make that information 
known to the majority of the Finance Committee, and the item will 
be inserted in this bill. Is that protection? You use a soft, smooth, 
melodious, emollient word, ‘‘ protection,’? which you say represents 
patriotism, which you say represents the sum of human happiness, the 
sum of human contentment, the sum of human prosperity, and if we 
do not agree with you in the new signification which you have given 
to that single word, we are toincur the obloguy of being free-traders 
and British sympathizers! 

The most amusing illustration that I have seen with reference to this 
new theory is that furnished by the case of the American actors and act- 
resses. They use precisely the same arguments which have been used 
in this Chamber. They tell you the number of American actors em- 
ployed, those out of employment, the salaries that they receive, the 
salaries that British actors and actresses receive, and demand that you 
shall protect them against British competition. They argue, as you do, 
that it is the duty of the Government of the United States to protect 
the American legs of American ballet dancers against British competi- 
tion. But even their ent contains a which I have no doubt 
would be corrected by the Senator from Rhode They say that 
while they want protection they do not think stars ought to be pro- 
tected. Why not? Would not the Senator from Iowa and the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island say that youare mistaken, according to the theory 
of protection, for it is the duty of the Government of the United States 
to protect and foster, ay, and breed, American Coquelins and American 
Sara Bernhardts? 

Where is to be the limit of this legislation, and what isit? You 
secure to the manufacturer by positive enactment, you secure to the 
manufacturer by textual oe of your law, by the absolute terms 
of your law, the profits which he desires to make from that business. 
That he can read plainly in the language of statute. But whatdo se 
give the consumer? What do you - the tax-payer? You give him 
only the prophetic assurances, which the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAWEs] gives us so often and socloquently, that the operation of 
the law will inure to his benefit. 

Mr. President, in making these few remarks I simply wanted to 
define my position, that if I understand properly the true protection 
system I am not ina frame of mind, owing to serious reverses in the 
indigo trade last November, to make a very fierce assault upon that 
system, I do not consider that one’s convictions as to an original 
proposition of protection or free trade have any pertinency or applica- 
tion to any question which we have been considering under this bill. 
But so far as this protection system is now exhibited, it is to destroy 
the individual right of the citizen of the United States, his freedom 
and liberty of private selection, that he shall buy nothing except what 
is made by American labor and American industry; that he shall 
drink nothing but American beer; that from the Bible to the playing- 
card, from asteam-engine to a jack-knife, from a pulpit to a wooden 
pipe, the Government shall command him from whom he shall buy, 
to whom he shall pay that money, at what price he shall buy. If we 
are to have that system of government, I say that that is a government 
of oppression, of extortion, and of tyranny, and that you, by this 
measure, have converted this Government into a huge trust, for what 
you have said with reference to this bill and what the bill itself con- 
tains corresponds exactly with the definition of a trust given by Judge 
Barrett in his late opinion with reference to trusts. He says that it is 
a combination to prohibit competition (which you say is the intended 
purpose and effect of this bill) and intended to control the price of 
commodities (which you say is to be the result of this legislation). 
You promise us cheaper articles of tion. Strike down the 
sugar industry and you promise the people sugar ! 

But, Mr. President, I have no serious apprehensions with reference to 
the results, from en eee pales aay 
i ? legislation was eu ques y ma- 
the Finance Committee. eae T deporte the character 
of the remedy which they propose, the mere fact that they have found 
it necessary to announce to the country that the sugar industry should 
be protected by a bounty is a guaranty that they will receive further 
light upon the subject, and place the sugar industry of Louisiana un- 
der the shelter ~— of this great American system. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. 

ions made by the*Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], espe- 
that portion of his remarks which d the American sys- 


Mr. EUSTIS. I am against it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I wanted to glean from him whether he thinks 
that this necessary article of consumption in the United States should 
bear the highest rate of duty of any article to-day in 
ules, brandy, wines, and liquors not excepted, and 
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place as a Senator representing the only State in this Union that prac- 
tically derives benefit from this taxation, and denounce the whole 


The duties upon sugar to-day ave 82 per cent. That is a higher rate 
of duty than is found in any schedule in the existing tariff. Itisa 
rime necessity of life, used by every civilized e on the _ It 
been produced for some years in the State of Louisiana. Thesugar- 
producers there have grown strong and vigorous under this system of 
protection, and have stood in with it and abided by it for sugar and 
sugar alone. Now, when we come to suggest in this bill a proposition 
which will reduce to the consumer of sugar at least 1 cent a pound in 
the cost of it, the Senator answers by a denunciation of our whole 
tem. 
WThe Senator sat up an imaginary system and then pulled it down. 
No Senator on this side of the Chamber, no person I know of who 
a upon these topies, has defined the protective principle as the 
r from Louisiana defines it. We define the protective principle 
to mean that we shall reserve for our own citizens and our own people 
the production of such articles as we can produce here in suflicient 
uantities for consumption, where climatic or other natural conditions 
do not intervene. That is the position of the Republican party as I 
understand it. It is certainly position of this bill, and it is the 
position of this side of the Chamber, that we extend the principle of 
protection to those industries which can be carried on here successfully 
in competition with other countries, having the necessary opportuni- 
ties to produce them, climatic or other natural conditions excepted. 

I submit to the Senator from Louisiana that for one hundred years 
in this country sugar has not come within that category, and but for 
the fact that the recent developments of chemistry and science and 
machinery have disclosed that we can produce sugar from sorghum and 
from beets that condition of things would exist to-day. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Does the Senator say that the dutyon sugar has not 
been high until lately ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot say that. I say that under the definition 
Ca to American industries which I have given, and which I 

erstand to be the true definition, s does not come within its 
range until we have been able to develop the industry of producing 
sugar from en and from beets. Here isa high duty upon sugar 
from the very foundation of the Government, except for the interven- 
ing period between 1846 and 1861. Except for that intervening period 
there has always been a high specific rate upon sugar. Unless we ex- 
cept the production of this year in the South from sugar-cane, the 
production is less now than it was thirty or forty years ago. So the 
effect of a large duty upon sugar has not been to induce its production 
here in sufficient quantities for our consumption. In 1858~’59 there 
were 414,000,000 pounds produced; in 1861-’62, 528,000,000 pounds; 
in 1878-79 there were 239,000,000 pounds produced. That was ten 
years ago. In 1886~’87 there were only 181,000,000 pounds produced. 

I say, with all respect to the Senator from Louisiana, that if we do 
not take into account the new conditions which I have described, it 
would be better for this people, so far as they are concerned, to buy the 
entire sugar crop of the State of Louisiana and dump it into the Gul: 
of Mexico. 

Why have we reduced the duty upon sugar? We have reduced it 
because we do not need the revenue and because sugar is a prime ne- 
cessity of life, and practically for no other reason. That is the reason 
why we redaced it in the bill originally, and we propose to reduce it 
one-half. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator, if that be truce, why 
he has increased the tariff on cotton-ties about 100 per cent. ? 

Mr. ALLISON. We increased the duty on cotton-ties in order to 
make a symmetrical iron and steel schedule, not exempting from duty 
an article which is a refined article practically of manufacture, when 
we | eg a me upon the raw material. 

. BUT Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator in all kindness that I am 
not going to be diverted now from what I am about to say on sugar to 
all other things, but I give that as the reason for the duty on cot- 
ton-ties. We have reduced the duty on sugar for the purpose of reduc- 

the price of sugar to the consumer. That is what we have done, 
and I want Senators to understand that that is the object. We have 
reduced the duty on sugar so as to reduce the price of sugar to the con- 
sumers. And whoare they? They are every man, woman, and child 
in the United States, a consumption extending to the amount of 55 
pounds per annum per capita toevery person in the United States. 

I want to ask the Senators on the other side of the Chamber who 
made an argument here about tin cups a few moments ago, what an- 
swer they have to make when we propose here a system which will 
reduce the price of an absolute necessity of life i cent per pound? 

The Senator from Lonisiana wants to know why we have made this 
departure as respects sugar. The sugar duty is a duty that comes out 
of the pockets of the consumer for the reason that we do not produce 
enough sugar in this country to become a competitor in its production. 

is an exceptional article, as the Senator said. I shall be glad to 
to a Senator who will tell me another article in this tariff that is 








protected which stands in the same relation that sugar does to our home 
production and our home consumption. Ié was for that reason that 
we proposed the reduction. 

We have reduced to the consumers of this country a tax amounting 
to $28,000,000, and we have imposed upon them by this system of a 
bounty of a cent a pound four and a half million dollars. Now, the 
Senator from Louisiana, if I understand him, still insists that we shall 
continue to take $28,000,000 out of the pockets of the consumers in 
order that the producers of sugar in the State of Louisiana may receive 
1 cent a pound more for the minimum, infinitesimal amount of sugar 
they produce as compared with the amount of sugar used in this coun- 
try. If Senators can stand upon such an argument as that I am will- 
ing to allow them to vote against this bounty. We propose by this 
provision to save from the sugar duties a sum equal to about twenty- 
two or twenty-three millions of dollars to the consumers of this coun- 
try after we have paid the bounty. So our plan, as compared with 
the plan of Senators who oppose this bounty, is that they proposed to 
take out of the pockets of the people money that is not needed in order 
that the sugar-growers of Louisiana may have a cent a pound more for 
sugar. We reduce the price of sugar a cent a pound and give the people 
of Louisiana all teowhich they are entitled, namely, a cent a pound, in 
order to enable them to compete in the production of sugar with all 
the world beside. 

I confess to absolute amazement at the position of the Senator from 
Louisiana, representing a constituency interested chiefly in this amend- 
ment, because so far as we know now there is comparatively a small 
amount of sugar produced from either sorghum or beets. We believe 
there will be a rapid increase of that production. But I want to call 
the attention of Senators to the fact that we not only need a diversion 
of our agricultural industries to create this production, but we need 


also the establishment of local factories which will require the invest- 


ment of considerable amounts of capital. So far as I am concerned, I 
believe that this increased production will be more gradual than most 
Senators on this side believe, and it being more gradual the bounty 
paid annually will be less than they suppose. But in the mean time 
we shall have saved at the rate of $22,000,000 per annum to the con- 
sumers of sugar in this country as compared with the existing law. 
That is all there is in this amendment, and the ‘‘leather and pru- 
nella’”’ argument of the Senator from Missouri that this amendment 


should have been brought in last October instead of now has no weight 


with me. We brought it in here bélieving it to be a wise, just, and 
fair solution of this great question to the sugar producers of Louisiana 
and those who are expecting to embark in the production of sugar from 
beets and from sorghum; and that is all there is in it. 

Mr. PLUMB reserves his speech for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. STEWART. Mr, President, I suppose it will be conceded that 
there is no one article so universally used as sugar and which is so es- 
sential to the comfert of the people, and there is no one article which 
every one of them desires to cheapen as much as this for the reason that 
it is. so universally used. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would except salt. 
but we can not live without salt. 

Mr. STEWART. Salt we find everywhere. 

Mr. VOORHEES. You keep a tax on it, though. 

. STEWART. What salt costs is nothing but a mere bagatelle. 
. VOORHEES. Not by any means. 

. STEWART. I do not propose to discuss salt. 

. VOORHEES. I know you do not. 

Mr. STEWART. I suppose that there is no one article that the peo- 
ple of the United States are so anxious to cultivateand produce in this 
country and cheapen the price of as sugar. Isuppose we can take those 
propositions for granted. 

That being so, it seems to me that the committee have done wisely 
to devise a scheme whereby the production of this article can be en- 
couraged, and that there shall be no opportunity lost to make the pro- 
duction sufficient to supply the demand and at the same time relieve 
the people from a burden that has been very onerous and to them seems 
very unjust. To impose upon this article of universal consumption 80 
per cent. duty, higher than the duties in any other schedule, has long 
been felt to be a great oppression. 

Twenty-two years ago when this question was before the Senate we 
had hopes of manufacturing sugar from beets, and a little experiment 
was then being tried in California. I advocated then the continuance 
of the tariff in order that that industry might be developed and with 
the hope that we could supply ourselves with sugar. We have gone 
on twenty-two years without any material increase notwithstanding 
this high war tariff upon sugar; and the people have a just right to 
complain. 

It is now again stated, and I believe with a great deal of authority 
and assurance, that we can produce sugar from beets and from sorghum, 
particularly from beets, and that it is no longer an experiment, as it 
was twenty-two years ago. Continental Europe has done it, by what 
system? The same system devised by the Finance Committee. Each 
one of the continental powers has in the last twenty years adopted the 
tariff system in its fullest extent. They have followed us in adopting 


We can live without sugar, 











tarifis, our tariff having produced such good results, and in their argu- 
ments in favor of establishing tariffs they have alluded to the success 
of the tariff policy in this country. They did not apply a protective 
tariff to the production of sugar from beets, but in order to encourage 
that production they adopted the system of paying bounties. Ger- 
many has paid’as high as 2} cents a pound bounty, and here are France 
and the other continental powers following suit, and now sugar boun- 
ties prevail on the Continent, the annual average in France being about 
$3,000,000 on 600,000,000 pounds. One hundred and seventy million 
pounds are produced in little Belgium, and 150,000,000 in Holland. 
The result has been that they produce their own sugar and are able to 
export it. 

f think that system is better than a tariff, because while this indus- 
try is growing we can relieve the people of a large portion of their bur- 
dens and at the same time cultivate and encourage the industry. It 
is more direct, and has been effective in other countries. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Nevada whether or not 
Germany pays a bounty on the sugar now produced in Germany ? 

Mr. STEWART. They have reduced it somewhat because they have 
developed the industry so that it is not required. 

Mr. BUTLER. They have abolished it entirely. 

Mr. STEWART. They retain it on sugar exported. 

Mr, BUTLER. The bounty now paid in Germany is upon the ex- 
port, the surplus which the German people export. There is not a 
cent paid now on sugar that is consumed in Germany. 

Mr. ALLISON. But they paid a bounty in order to produce the ex- 
portation of sugar. They produce now a very surplus. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand 4 cents a pound is what they pay on 
sugar exported from Germany, but nct one cent is paid on sugar con- 
sumed in Germany. 

Mr. STEWART. They did pay a bounty for a long time until they 
developed the industry. 

Mr. BUTLER. They have not ina many years. 

Mr. STEWART. But they did until they developed the industry. 
They paid it when they were in the condition in which we are to-day 
and developed the industry so that they could export sugar, and in 

‘ order that they may export and compete with the world they pay a 
bounty on the export, showing that they have cultivated this partica- 
lar article. 

Iam thoroughly convinced that we can produce in a few years all 
the sugar we want in this country, all that will be consumed, if we do 
not neglect the industry; but believing that, I am not willing to im- 
pose this extra burden on all the people longer for the purpose of accom- 
plishing that object when it can be accomplished in a more direct, 
business-like way by a bounty. 

When it is said that the bounty is in conflict with the tariff system, 
that is a great mistake. In the very first Congress this principle was 
involved in aiding our ship-building by a differential duty, and it has 
been involved in much legislation encouraging the fisheries, etc. There 
is nothing new init. It is right in the line of protection. It was one 
of the first things considered when the matter of protecting our indus- 
tries and our commerce was discussed in the First Con It was 
proposed to give a bounty to our shipping to put it on a basis so that 
it could exist, and our fisheries have been nurtured in that way and 
for the same reason by means of the diffusion of the bounties of this 
Government. 

Tlere we have an industry that will be of slow growth perhaps. If 
we can maintain it and demonstrate that it will be a success, and we 
can raise sugar anywhere in the United States, we shall have plenty of 
competition, and then you will have sugar than you can have 
it in any other way. But we have gone on now with this war tariff, 
which has been so much complained of, because it was a war tariff to 
raise as much money out of the necessaries of life, or in any other way, 
as possible to carry on the war, and we have allowed it to remain on 
sugar, with very little reduction, = to the present time. We do not 
need the revenue, but we do need the development of that industry in 

order to produce sugar at home, where we buy the sugar and pay the 
money for it. We have very little trade with any country from which 
we buy sugar, and it does not increase our trade. Itsimply takes our 
money. If we can do as France and Germany and um and Hol- 
land have done, produce our own sugar, wecan save y $100,000,000 
of money at home among the people, and give them additional employ- 
ment, and if we do not succeed in developing thisindustry the amount 
paid out will be small. 

. 1 do not see anything wrong in the principle. I like it better than 




























































of the interest, and it is certainly better for the consumer, if we do 
not need the money, to give him sugar by 1 centa pound. So 
I think the committee have acted very wisely. We do not know 
everything, but we find that this same class of has produced 
grand results in other countries, and has them to d this 
industry so that they can export sugar to the eof the wor I 
do not know why we may not adopt the same and follow their 
example. Every one of the continental powers followed our example 


in putting up their tariffs and establishing their home man 
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every year. I donot know the exact 
mous, and we have no return, for the countries which 
buy very little of us. Why not, I say, encourage this 
there is a hope, and, as we now think, a demonstration that we can 
produce it from beets and from sorghum—from beets I am certain. 


enough to attend to that. We have country enough now. 
large portion of this country, and-chemists who have examined this 
subject inform me that there is hardly a Statein the Union where sugar- 
beets may not be raised as well as in any part of Europe. 


If the encouragement that is 
the purpose, who would want to vote against it, 
can 
an benefit th by legislation to vote for this amendment. 
wants to e country ion to vote for men 
It is unlike anything else. There 

that can compare with it in its condition. So it appeared to every one 
who had taken this into consideration, so it appeared to the Finance 
Committee, and I think that they have done wisely in proposing to 
relieve the people of this burden and at the same time not destroy the 
prospect we have of producing our own sugar. 





been protected by a war tariff 
to increase the amount of s 
so as to reduce its price to 
method that the people of the United States can now adopt to develop 
this industry an 


the tariff as it formerly stood. I think it better for the development 
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I can show they have done so one after another, and they have held up 
our tariff asan example. Why can we not follow their example in de- 
veloping this 
likewise, whi 
than any other legislation, or any one matter of legislation, that has 
been had in this country for half a century. 


it industry, a successful example to enable us to do 
if we can accomplish, will be accomplishing more good 


We are sending outa regular drain of $100,000,000 or more for sugar 
, but that drain is enor- 

uce sugar 
ustry when 


Mr. EUSTIS. If we buy Cuba we can. 
Mr. STEWART. Well, when we have bought Cuba it a time 
ere is a 


It would be a great ind at home and keep our money at home. 
rnished by this bounty can accomplish 
icularly when we 

it from the revenue? It seems to me the object to be tt 
e little risk in the outlay are such as to induce every man who 


is no other industry in the country 


I am astonished to see the tatives from Louisiana, who have 
& quarter of a century and have failed 
produced so that it is competitive or 


consumer, oppose the only practicable 


protect them. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was going to move an adjournment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say a word. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to get an order to print. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ld the motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say just one word respecting the laws 


and manipulations of Germany on the question of sugar. Germany 


now taxes beets that are uced in Germany for sugar-making 80 
pfennigs per double centner or 200 pounds, and from that tax they 
realize an enormous revenue. Then they allow a drawback on the ex- 
portation of sugar upon a certain amount of supposed saccharine 
strength in a ton of beets, which operates —— incentive to the 
exportation of sugar from Ge . They do first for the pur- 
pose of securing a large revenue, Ww. is absolutely necessary under 
the German taxing system, and they do it also for the purpose of em- 
eae in the production of beets. So, whilst their 

tem is a little different from ours, it reaches the same purpose, at 

e same time securing an enormous revenue. 

Mr.GIBSON. Will the Senator state what the export bounty is? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not the data before me. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will state that it is 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is a little more than that. 

Mr. GIBSON. It averages about 2 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALLISON. It dependson the saccharine strength of the beets, 
eee neat the saccharine strength of the raw beet they in- 
crease the on the manufactured sugar exported. Therefore they 
accomplish the double purpose of securing a large inducement for the 
production of beets and the manufacture of sugar, and at the same time 
realize a large revenue to support the government. I wanted to state 
that in order that there t be no m hension. 

Mr.GIBSON. TheSenator from Iowa observe that if the bounty 
or drawback on German is 2 cents a pound and our bounty is 1 
cent a pound, it will e the eer ae with his export 
eS ee a our own sugar with the 

and 


boun ; 
¥ That may be a argument for increasing the 


ploying their 


Mr. ALLISON. 
bounty, but I do not think that will be the effect of it. I merely de- 
sired to make this statement as respects the situation in Germany, that 
there might not be misapprehension. 

Now, unless some Senator desires otherwise, I will move that the 


ee , 
Mr. GAN. I should like to take the floor on this question for 


to-morrow morning. 
_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Texas will be rec- 
ognized on the pending question in the morning. 


PRINTING OF SUNDAY-REST HEARING. 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire to obtain an order of the Senate to print, if- 
the Senator from Iowa will give way to me fora moment. I have here 
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the notes of the hearing before the Committee on Education and Labor 
upon what is known as the Sunday-rest bill, for which there has been 
a great callin the country. I ask that it be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As a miscellaneous document ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Are all those petitions to be printed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only the testimony taken before the 
committee, the Chair understands. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 4106) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre; 

A bill i R. 7501) for the relief of H. Clay Wood; and 

A bill (H. R. 11638) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for a term of court at Quincy, Ill.,’’ approved August 8, 1888. 

The m also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
= the bill (S. 205) for the relief of the State National Bank of 


The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3782) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act declaring that certain 
water-reserve lands in the State of Wisconsin are and have been sub- 
ject to the provisions of the act of Congress entitled ‘An act granting 
to railroads the right of way through the public lands of the United 
States,’ approved March 3, 1875,’’ approved September 10, 1888. 


MISS ANNA ELLA CARROLL. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senate referred to the Committee on Claims 
the bill (S. 3803) for the relief of Miss Anna Ella Carroll, which is 
a claim for payment for information alleged to have been furnished to 
the Government during the war. It is the opinion of the committee 
that the bill should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. I am 
therefore instructed to report it back and ask that the Committee on 
Claims be discharged from its further consideration, and that the bill 


and accompanying papers be sent to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The report was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORT ON ALASKAN SEAL ISLANDS. 4 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and to: 
Resolved; That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to furnish for 


the use of the Senate a copy of the report of Agent Geo R. Tingle, i 
charge of the Seal Islands of Alaska, for the current year. at —— 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3106) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre was 
nee twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

The bill (H. R. 7501) for the relief of H. Clay Wood was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 11638) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
fora term of court at Quincy, Ill.,”’ approved August 8, 1888, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 12060) to constitute Columbus, Ohio, a port of de- 
ar and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 1880, en- 
ene ae - - — the Bw = top Son to immediate trans- 
portation of du e goods, for 0 urposes,’’ to said port of 
Columbus, was read twice by its title. ois ni 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. FRYE], the bill will lie on the table until morning, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I wish to have a very brief executive session. I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After two minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) 
= ete adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 18, 1889, at 11 
o’clock a. m. 





CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 17, 1889. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


John Farrington, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Minnesota, in the State of Minnesota. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 17, 1889. 
The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 


MILBURN, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
BRIG MINERVA. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the assistant clerk 


of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact and law in the 
matter of the brig Minerva; which was referred to the Committee op 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR CLAIMS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 


clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the cases 
of Mary E. Wagely, administratrix of David Wagely, deceased, vs. ‘The 


United States; William Lloyd vs. The United States; Mary E. West, 


administratrix of Richard T. West, vs. The United States, and Eliz- 
abeth Ann Best, executrix of David Best, rs. The United States; which 


was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STatTss, January 16, 1889. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring herein), That there 
be printed 6,000 additional copies of the second annual report of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, with the ppeemioes therein; 2,000 of said copies to be 
for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives. 


STATE NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 16, 1889. 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 205) for the relief of the State National 
Bank of Louisiana. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the request of the Senate 
will be complied with, and the Clerk of the House will be directed to 
return this bill. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
WATERR-ESERVE LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3782) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act declaring that certain water-reserve 
lands in the State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the act of 
Congress entitled ‘An act granting to railroads the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States,’ approved March 3, 
1875,’ approved September 10, 1888. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iask unanimous consent that this bill be put 
on its passage at the present time. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has already been read when it was laid 
before the House on a previous day. It will be read again if any mem- 
ber so desires. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand the bill. I do not call for the read- 
ing. It involves merely the correction of a date. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 


of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


and , 
Mr. GROSVENOR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Scort, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. FELTON, for one week, on account of important business, 
To Mr. Morrow, for four days. 


RESIGNATION OF HON. ALVIN P. HOVEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the governor of the State of Indiana; which was laid on 
the table: 

EXEcuTIvVE DEPARTMENT, GOVERNOR’S OFFICE, 
Indianapolis, January 14, 1889, 

Dgar Six: The resignation of Hon. Atvin P, Hovey as a member of the Fif- 
tieth Congress from the First Congressional district of this State was received 
and accepted by me on the 12th day of January, 1889. 

Very respectfully, 
ISAAC P. GRAY, 
Hon, Jonn G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
REAL ESTATE PURCHASES BY DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. TAULBEER, Mr. 


Les, Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. ROWELL, and Mr. BAKER, of New York, as the 
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select committee to investigate, under a resolution of the House, the 
purchase of real estate by the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia. 
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Mr. REED. Iam afraid that it would take too long if we were all 
to explain our positions under newspaper criticism. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that this isa ques- 
tion of privilege at all, but the gentleman from Mississippi stated that 
he rose to a question of privilege. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 
Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles;| Mr. REED. Well, if he wishes to explain—— 

when the Speaker signed the same: Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection to the gentleman 
A bill (S. 154) for the erection of a public building at Milwaukee, | ™aking a statement. 

Wis: The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman may pro- 
A bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 8. Heint- ceed for five minutes. oA ae pO 

zelman; Mr. BAYNE. I object unless the explanation is limited to five 


minutes. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman has asked for only five minutes. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy the at- 
tention of the House upon the facetiousness of this article—only upon 
its falseness. In the committee, when the question came up I stated 
that it seemed to be admitted on all hands that the bill could not pass 
at this session—— 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman has no right to state what occurred in the committee. 

The SPEAKER. He has a right to state what he said himself, but 
he has no right to disclose the proceedings of the committee or the | posi- 
tion taken by other members. If the gentleman thinks proper to dis- 
close what he said himself, the Chair sees no objection. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I stated, as a reason, that I had voted for this 
bill in the committee and in the House, but that Mr. McKay had made 
~ —— attack on the Executive because he had failed to sign the 

1 —— 

Mr. DUNHAM. Lrise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not take a member off the 
floor with a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then I make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I make the point that the gentleman has no right 
to state how he voted in the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he has. [Laughter.] In other 
words, the Chair supposes that whenever the minority of a committee 
present their views to the House, the fact is disclosed that they were 
against the proposition in the committee. The gentleman has 4 right 
to state what his own ae was in the committee. The gentleman 


i Mississi aes will procee 
aeToce Mr. Ditties I was saying I do not desire to 
actahs the House to notice the oppressive facetiousness of this article— 
only its falseness. A misrepresentation in a paper of the standing of 
the Tribune, even expressed in this silly way, may injure a member so 
humble as myself. at I resent in the article is that I am repre- 
sented as acting unbecomingly in presence of the committee of which 


A bill (S. 182) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Omaha, Nebr.; and 
A bill (S. 1931) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a 
site for a ‘building for a — court-house, and other offices in San 
Francisco, Cal. 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL EYRE. 


Mr. MCKENNA. In behalf of my colleague, Mr. Freon, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk (H. R. 3106) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colo- 
nel Eyre. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Bett enacted, etc., That Lieut. Col. Edward E. zee late lieutenant-colonel of 
the First California Cavalry, be released from all further liability on account of 
his receipts and disbursements of funds as actin nse and the proper 
officers of the United States Treasury are authorized and directed to cancel 
said liability, whether the same be pending in court or has become a judgment, 
and to close the accounts of said Col. Edward E. Eyre. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. MCKENNA. The report has been read. I can make a simple 
statement of the case; and then, if there is any objection, I will with- 
drawthebill. Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre while performing duty wascom- 
manded by his commanding officer to supersede a quartermaster; which 
he did under protest. From that quartermaster he received certain 
funds. He performed the duties of quartermaster for a few months 
on the march, disbursed certain sums, then turned over the balance ot 
his fands and the vouchers for his disbursements to his successor, and 
assumed that they had been transmitted tothe Department. Thirteen 
years afterwards he was notified that the vouchers had not been pre- 
sented, and that he was apparently in default some three thousand and 
odd dollars. These are the facts. If he had been notified in time of 
his seeming default he could have taken advantage of an act which 
was on the statute-book providing for the settlement of just such ac- 
counts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What became of the vouchers? 

Mr. MCKENNA. They were turned over to his successor and were 


ost. 
ae HOLMAN. What evidence is there that the vouchers ever ex- | + 1. a member. 
Mr. MCKENNA. The evidence of General Eyre himself, who I will | | There were but eight members of the committee present, a 
state is a very respectable gentleman, one whose word no person who and I esid usta on of what the Tribune ets ihe a tart 
knows him would hesitate to take for anything, and to whom might I did net use any of he nee Pt th o mae one ented 
ae eae —oe aa a aie ,,. | to me in the Tribune. What said on the subject was said in a re- 
a exes? P es © youch- | spectfal way to the committee and before the vote was taken, to the 
Mr McKENNA. Y. a dh effect a ne wae i had voted in committee to report the McKay wn 
. = ° ; . . favorably voted in the House for its I was opposed to the 
= eg oon o- the money was paid out in good faith ? esenuaities the bil back ‘how th the recommendation int 
hen ; htt it pass over the veto of the President, and on of that - 
The SPEAKER. a) tere objection to the request of the gentle- | tion T said that it seemed to be conceded on all hands that the bill 
Pr anicaes aaomt cs objection could not pass over the veto at this session; that I did not believe that 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and eee ok ca Pousidont? which reheos at Mr. : oe ae oe 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. of his veto of this bill, andl wan still pursuing that course and that he 
Mr. McKENNA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was sought to procure a report from the War Conanaiites xecom- 
— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the mending its passage over the veto to emphasize and strengthen his 
oa lat i to criticism; that I regarded it as improper that the War Claims Com- 
© latter motion was agreed to. mittee in its official ty should re-enforce a citizen in his attack on 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. the Executive of the United States, which seemed to be the main ob- 
Mr. STOCKDALE. I rise toa matter of vilege, and ask | ject; that so far as I was concerned I did not propose to be mustered 
the Clerk to read the newspaper extract whi to the desk. into that column; that I wanted the committee to understand that my 
The Clerk read as follows: a Sh net tall ee dpe ae 4 co ut — bill in 
ts ” ’ ’ CLAIM, e next QD ng Oo r. c. iy 8 quar- 
Cae ae w fRpestel.) er rel. Isimply on my own account declined to be used init. I stated 
Wasurseron, January 15, | that I do the same thing were the Executive a Republican. 
At the last session of Congress President Cleveland vetoed a bill providing 
for a reference to the Court of Claims of the claim of “* Nat” earee. The veto 


Inessage was piety lye men ep oe Me hich recom- 
it wan deekdea Seal ae _< of the bill © tan a 
t was to over 

~ the aaa that the bill 


I have examined and as a subcommittee a number of cases 
in this Congress, some of large and and I do not believe 
I know the politics of any claimant whose case I examined, unless I 
knew him ny mally beforehand. I did not know that Mr. McKay 

can 


Mr. Srock f Mississippi, became much excited and declared esterday, him "4 

should never pas the House, no never, as : : aa he [ = aman making ane tem ry didnot nes ye 
» 4 that cam: e 

— had been Salley of “pepubsious activity,” actually > and ~ port to the Tribune. Heisa 1, and could not descend to mis- 


representations. I donot suppose the Tribune desires todo so. What- 
ever in this article differs from what I have said is false. 

H. CLAY WOOD. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration 


ag the great pomemer pa be — stood. on Ge ae Sons ticket. 
which declined to reconsider id nsider its decision cis colamad. 
Mr. STOCKDALE, I will not detain the House—— 
ee Mr. Speaker, how does that present a question of 
privilege 
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bill (H. R. 7301) for the relief of H. Clay Wood, and put it upon its 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of ob- 


jection. 
The bill is as follows: 
enacted, , That the f $996.10 be paid, out of money ia the 
_ of the United States not otherwise a) ate to H Clay Wood, in 
satisfaction and discharge of any and all against the United States 
Ruins Territory fe May 196, and at Ladioncle, Tex, in the eutumn of 1861, in 
— of the surrender of the military department of Texas by General 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some explanation given of 
this bill, or that the report will be read. : 
Mr. REED. I can put the explanation of the bill into a very few 




























gentleman from Georgia will not insist upon calling up the election 


case ° 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman irom Georgia calls up a privileged 
matter, the contested-election case from the State of South Carolina. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I must raise the question of consideration 
against it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I hopethe gentleman from Illinois will 
couple with his motion a request for unanimous consent that all gen- 
tlemen who desire to do so may have leave to print upon this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that that leave be given. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent can not be asked now until 
the other matter is disposed of, unless the gentleman from Georgia 
waives it for the present. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up the contested-election case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And against that I raise the question of considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis, Will the House proceed to consider 
the election case? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 48, 
noes 74, 

So the House refused to consider the election case. 


words. 

Lieut. Henry Clay Wood was one of two officers who lost mal 
perty on account of the surrender of General Twiggs in the mili- 
department of Texas. The other officer was Capt. Joseph B. 
Plummer. His loss, that of Captain Plummer, has been paid by an 
of Congress, and this bill is to reimburse Lieutenant W: on 

ie Same account. 
It has been customary under such circumstances to reimburse of- 
ficers for losses that have been plainly proved, as in the case of ship- 


wreck, 

eo HOLMAN. How much was paid to the other officer men- 
tioned? , 

Mr. REED. About a thousand dollars. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This was personal effects? 

Mr. REED. This was for personal effects, and the report of the 
Committee on War Claims is made in favor of it. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be 

and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 

read the third time, and passed 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tab 


e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TERM OF COURT, QUINCY, ILL. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the House Calendar from the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 11638) and put it upon its passage. This is a bill to amend the 
act entitled ‘‘An = provide for a term of court at Quincy, Iil.,’’ ap- 

Au 8, 1888. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “‘An act to provide for a term of court 
at Quinoy, Il.,” rn a= 8, 1888, be, and the same is hereby, amended 
by striking out, in lines 4 and 5 in section 3, the following words " for the dis- 
posal of the unfinished business thereof.” 
atinaehoall Bee rag aoe ste considered and ordered to be 

a time; ing engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. : 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
ee eae antane ee 
es; W r same, : 
A bill 6. 1931) to increase the appropriation for the purchase of a 
a a building for the post-office, court-house, and other offices in 
Francisco, Cal.; and 

A bill (8. 182) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 

of a public building thereon at Omaha, Nebr. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The order is the further consideration of 
the bill for the admission of Dakota. 

Mr. CRISP. In pfirsuance of the notice given last week, I desire to 
call up to-day the contested-election caso of Smalls vs. Elliott. I will 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move now that all general debate 
upon the pending bill be closed in one hour and ten minutes. Pend- 
ing that I ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen who wish to do 
so may have leave to print remarks in the RECORD on this question. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How is the time that the gentleman from Illinois 
proposes to allow for general debate to be divided? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Colorado will occupy one 
hour and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] ten minutes 
of the time. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The time so far having been occupied mainly 
by the Delegates from the Territories and the members of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, it seems hardly fair to now limit the time to 
an hour and ten minutes and give one hour of that toa member of the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But that is to be divided amongst a number of 
gentlemen. I will see that the gentleman from Ohio shall have a part 
of the time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I stated very respectfully yesterday that I 
would like to have ten minutes in which to express my views upon 
this question, and I do not propose to consent to any disposition of the 
time which will not permit me to do so. 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentlemen present any amendment? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask to do that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When the bill is under discussion under the five- 
minute rule the gentleman will be enabled to express his views upon 
the measure. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not want to speak on the bill under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will make it one hour and twenty minutes and 
give the gentleman ten minutes’ time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois then moves that gen- 
eral debate be limited to one hour and twenty minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes of my time to 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MacponaLp]. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I will re- 
quire all that time, because I do not wish to speak on the general 
principles of admission to any great extent. That has been covered 
by the general debate which has preceded me. I am prompted in 
speaking at all upon this subject by the same motives that prompted 
me to introduce the amendment which I have submitted to the sub- 
stitute proposed by the chairman of the committee [Mr. SPRINGER], 
and that is to secure action upon the proposition to admit all the 
Territories named in his substitute as proposed States, and to secure 
such action as will be satisfactory to the people thereof, and which 
will at the same time be satisfactory, I believe, to the majority of this 
House. 

Now, I know personally that the Territory of Dakota is ready for 
admission as two States, and that what we understand to be South 
Dakota and North Dakota are each of them separately anxious to be 
admitted as free and independent States, and are each in favor of di- 
vision almost (if not actually) unanimously. I believe that all the 

States mentioned in the substitute of the gentleman from 

is are entitled to admission, and supposed it would be conceded, 

until I heard the remarks of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]} 
yesterday, that New Mexico, as well as the others named, would be 
admitted by this act without objection; and I must say that I have 
heard nothing said by the gentleman from Iowa that I regard aa a valid 
objection to the admission of the Territory of New Mexico as a State. 
It has the requisite population, having 175,000 at least, and compares 
favorably in that respect with the Territory of Montana and other Ter- 


_ idea and no such assurance; therefore I ask the House to permit 
to call up the contested-election case now. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I have conferred with several gentlemen on the 
other side who wish to on this question, and they have agreed 
they will be sa with an extension of the time for general 
te amounting in all to one hour and ten minutes, and I desire to 
submit a motion that all general debate be closed in an hour and ten 
Minutes, and then we can proceed under the five-minute rule. We 
to dispose of this proposition as soon as possible under the rules of 
e House, and I ask every gentleman present to assist us in bringing it 
to a speedy conclusion, so that other matters may goon. I hope the 
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ritories which that gentleman does not object to have admitted, and in 
its productions itis considerably in advance of these and much superior 
in the possession of the elements necessary to make a great State to 
some States of this Union. But, sir, as I said before, I am desirous to 
have action taken by this Congress, and especially of seeing Dakota ad- 
mitted soon as two States, A great injustice has been done the people 
of Dakota by their admission being delayed so long. It would do no 
good to discuss the causes of this delay. I hold that it has been be- 
cause other measures were given preference, to its exclusion, and not 
because of political bias, as has been claimed. Butlet that pass. Let 
us act, and by respecting each other aim to secure the passage of a bill 
as the majority desire. 

Recognizing the fact that there are a larger number of gentlemen on 
this floor who are in favor of admitting South Dakota under the con- 
stitution presented here, and being one of those in favor of admitting 
South Dakota under that constitution, I have prepared an amendment 
to the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois which ought to be ac- 
ceptable to him, because it relates only to the proposed States of North 
and South Dakota and does not interfere with the omnibus character 
of his substitute or the provisions thereof relating to Montana, Wash- 
ington, or New Mexico. 

Now, South Dakota is ready to be admitted. The constitution that 
was submitted to us for consideration here has been subjected to as 
severe a criticism by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] as 
he evidently was capable of. 

After listening to those criticisms and all that has been said of the 
proposed constitution of the new State of South Dakota by the gentle- 
man from Illinois and others, I am fully satisfied that if the Territory 
of South Dakota should hold another constitutional convention the 
chances are more than even that they can not improve on the document 
they have already submitted to us; and, with all due respect to the 
gentleman from Llinois, I must say that his criticism of that document, 
taken as a whole, is a high compliment to it, as I believe he himself, 
on reflection, will admit, he being unable to point Sut mcre serious ob- 
jections. 

Now, what are the alleged defects? The first criticism that he made 
was shown in the debate to be a mere typographical error. The next 
was on the provision limiting the sessions of the Legislature to sixty 
days. 

in respect to that I need only say that that provision has existed in 
the constitution of our State for over fifteen years. And it was not 
adopted hastily, but was adopted as a separate and distinct proposition 
after we had become a State, and was submitted by the Legislature of 
the State, and the same clause is in the constitution of many otherStates. 
As I understand the clause giving women the right to vote, it simply 
confers upon them a right similar that which women have in our State, 
to vote for school officers and at school meetings. His criticism in ref- 
erence to the provision giving the Legislature the power to repeal certain 
charters is shown by the wording thereof to be a mistake. It is clearly 
intended to include municipal corporations. It is a manifest misprint 
by omitting the word ‘‘municipal,’’ and we have the right and it is 
our duty to presume that in the original constitution it is correct. 
But no court would say that it was not intended to mean municipal 
corporations. Upon its face it wasclearly the intention of the framers 
of this constitution that this legislative power was confined to mu- 
nicipal corporations, for in the copy before us the word “‘cities’’ is 
used, and thus places this beyond doubt. I do not hesitate to say that 
this constitution is creditable to its framers, and will compare favor- 
ably with that of any other State in this Union. 

Entertaining these views and believing that that constitution is as 
good a consitution as South Dakota ml adopt if the question was 
resubmitted, and knowing it to be, if anything, more carefully drawn 
than the constitution of the State that I in part t here, I feel 
that it would be a great wrong to require the people of South Dakota, 
upon a mere sentimental consideration, to go to the trouble and en- 
gage in the turmoil cf holding another State convention. I know that 
there are gentlemen upon this side of the House, if not upon the other, 
who in the face of the election held in Dakota upon the question of 
division, in which North Dakota decided against division by a majori 
of 10,000 votes, believe that the question ought to be resubmi 
Now, I am satisfied that the sentiment of the people of North Dakota 
is entirely different at the present time; but to meet the objection 
based upon that ground I have incorporated in my amendment (which 
is in part the Senate bill with some slight changes) a provision sub- 
mitting the question of division to the e of North and South 
Dakota, and making the admission of both or either contingent upon 
that vote. Before incorporating that provision in my amendment I 
submitted it (as also the other one which I shall presently mention) 
to gentlemen here representing both North and South Dakota, tle- 
men belonging te both political parties—I refer to Chief-Justice 
Judge Spencer, Judge Moody, and Mr. Stevens, a gentleman who 
been sent here as a delegate to represent North ita by the recent 
convention of North Dakota held at Jamestown—and they all 
that this provision should be inserted, 


entirely satisfied that 
both sections are now in favor of division, 


are therefore perfectly 





Illinois. 
have not had time to ascertain; but for capitol penitentiary, 
agreed | agricultnral college, universities, schools, reform schools, and det and 





willing that the question shall be submitted at the same time as the 
other questions are submitted, as provided in the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. Your amendment would admit South Dakota with- 
out further Con ional action. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Yes, sir,without further Congressional action. 
In addition to this, there is also a further provision (which is also 
satisfactory to the tlemen I have named and to other gentlemen 
who represent the Territory here) requiring a new election for Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, and State officers. These are the changes 
which I propose to make in what relates to Dakota from the Senate 
bill. So far as the amendment that I propose is concerned, it differs 
from the amendment or substitute proposed by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] only in the fact that under my amendment 
South Dakota can come in under the Sioux Falls constitution. I 
believe that it is unnecessary to resubmit the question, and that they 
could not improve the constitution if another convention were held. 
Following what I have referred to are provisions which are in effect an 
erabling act for North Dakota afterits organizationasaTerritory. So 
far as my amendment relates to Montana, Idaho, and New Mexico, it 
is the same as the gentleman’s substitute. That is all I have to say 
on that point. 

Being a Western Representative, I have two or three serious objec- 
tions to raise to certain provisions contained in the substitute of the 
gentleman from Illinois. Section 12 of that substitute contains a pro- 
vision which certainly ought not to be included in this act. If gentle- 
men will refer to that section of the substitute they will find that it 
provides for the disposal of the school lands to purchasers at a price not 
less than $10 an acre; but, in aprovision, beginning in line 9 of that sec- 
tion, the substitute provides that in all cases where settlers shall have 
located upon such school lands prior to the 1st day of January, 1890, 
with the intention, in good faith, of p ing the lands, they can 
procure them at $6 per acre. Now, I do not believe there is a West- 
ern gentleman here or others who have had such experience as we have 
had—indeed it does not require that a man should have had any ex- 
perience in the West for him to know, in view of the weaknesses of 
human nature, that, before January, 1890, with that clause in this act, 
there would not be a valuable school section in either North or South 
Dakota that would not be “settled upon’’ and taken at $6 an acre, by 
parties who would go and locate upon them between now and that date. 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] also criticises the provision 
in the Senate bill for a division of the and of the indebtedness 
of the Territory. I insist that the pro of my amendments, or 
of the Senate bill (which is the same thing upon this point), clearly pre- 
scribing how the division shall be made, are infinitely superior to his 
proposed plan of leaving the question to three gentlemen to be appointed, 
who ad be liable to disagree, and to leave the whole matter in an 
unsettled and chaotic condition. Therefore I am in favor of the pro- 
visions of my amendment (or bill) as to this also. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 
‘ Mr. MACDONALD. One word more and I have done. I will say 
to the gentleman from Illinois farther that his bill donates to the Ter- 
ritories of Dakota a much larger amount of the public lands than is 
given to these Territories by my bill, and I do not believe that he in- 
tends that. He proposes to give more than the friends of Dakota ask. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is led into error from the fact that 
the bill the existing laws which carry with them these dona- 
tions without any acts of legislation, namely, 500,000 acres for inter- 
nal improvements and swamp and overflowed lands, Those hare been 
repealed as to this act; and in lieu of them such donations are given 
as are expressed in the bill, and which represent the unanimous judg- 
ment of the Committee on Territories. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] be extended ten minutes, 
as I understand the time of the gentleman Colorado [Mr. Syms] 
has been ed out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MACDONALD] asks only five minutes; and to that I make no objection. 

The SP. pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). _ Is there objection to 


extending the time of the from Min five minutes, not 
to come out of the time to general debate? The Chair hears 
no objection. 


Mr. MACDONALD. My amendment, which is in this respect sub- 
stantially the same as the bill introduced in the Senate by Senator 
PLATr, provides for 30 sections for capitol buildings, aggregating 19,- 
200acres; for universitics, 72sections, 46,080 acres; for agri- 


peter eps 90 sections, 57,600 acres; for penitentiary, 
exclusive of 20 sections, 12,600 acres; making an aggregate of 135,- 
680 in addition to the 500,000 acres mentioned by the gentleman from 

i The amount of lands in the act of 2,1881,I . 


dumb asylum the substitute of the 


tleman gives te 
these Territories an aggregate of 373,680 acres. 
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Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to say anything more upon this subject, 
except to appeal to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to 
yield the point I have suggested, and not insist that this constitution 
shall be submitted to the people of South Dakota. I believe that South 
Dakota ought to be admitted, and should have been before this; but it 
is an open secret that gentlemen on this side of the House—and I con- 
cur in their view—believe that these several Territories ought to be 
admitted in the form of an ‘“‘ omnibus bill.’’ They fear that if this is 
not done all of them will not be dealt fairly with. I have therefore 
retained that feature intact; and I simply differ with the gentleman 
from Illinois in this, that I propose that South Dakota shall not be 
subjected to the annoyance and expense of another constitutional con- 
vention—this, and nothing more. In every other respect my propo- 
sition corresponds with his. Certainly he ought to agree to this sug- 
gestion; and I trust that gentlemen on the other side will agree to this 
and cease to press the Senate bill. In making this appeal I am simply 
striving to bring about results that I know the people of North and 
South Dakota are anxiously hoping for. 

I hope gentlemen on this sice will take this view also of this ques- 
tion. It seems to me it must be recognized that it would be an act of 
injustice to require the or of South Dakota to do over again what 
they have already done done so well. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will ask to have printed in the Recorp, in an- 
swer to the remarks just made by the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
se the proceedings of a meeting, composed of both political 
parties, held in Minnehaha County a few days ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to print in the RecorD what 
has indicated? ‘The t hears ne objection. 

The publication referred to by Mr. SPRINGER is as follows: 


(From the Sioux Falls Press, January 13, 1889. } 
THE COUNTY CONVENTION—THE DELEGATES TO HURON—RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


In pursuance of the joint call of the chairman of the Republican and Demo- 
cratic county central committee, a mass convention met at Germania Hall at 2 
o’clock y yy to choose delegates to the Huron convention, which has been 
called for Wednesday, January 16. A. B. Kittredge was elected chairman and 
C. 0. Bailey, secretary. The following delegates were chosen: J. M. Bailey, 
{-, D. R. Cc. E, ener Cyrus Walts, Mark Bridge, W. E. Wiley, B. 

; Campbell, J. W. Boyce. W. H. Lyon, ©. S. Palmer, W. R. Burkholder, E. J. 

G. wright, . Kaufman, J. T. McCarrier, J.B. Cloudas, J. J. Murry, 

. 8. Y¥. Wuest. 


soe aa debate the following resolutions were adopted 


le of South Dakota are urge 
desire forammiedion Into the Union at the earliest moment that admission can 


proWhereas ft 1s Ui 
2, reas it is uncertain whether anything looking toward admission will 
be done by the present Congress, and equally uncertain whether there will be 
an extra session of the Fifty-first Congress; and 

“Whereas serious defects exist in the Sioux Falls constitution, notably that 
limiting the State indebtedness to $500,000, when the bonded debt mad 


half of the public institutions located in South ota already exceeds $667,000, 
while from present prospects the State of South Dakota is liable to begin busi- 
ness without a dollar in the treasury ; 


and 
“ Whereas certain changes uired by the Platt bill, which is now before the 
lower House of Congress, pro bmission 


de for the resa’ of parts of th ti- 
“en to popular vote; an ee 


ereas the tenure of office of the various officials elected under the Sioux 
Falls constitution is indefinite and uncertain; and ° 
* Whereas certain counties in South Dakota did notsend delegates to the Sioux 
Fails constitutional convention, some delegates have died,and some bave left 
the Territory; an 
“ Whereas the population 
nereased 


of South Dakota since the choice of these delegates 
in June, 1885, has i fi 


rom 263,000 to over 375,000, nearly one-thira of the 
ing had no voice in what was then done ; and 

“Whereas admission into the {/nion can be secured under an entirely new con- 
stitution practically as soon as under one which must again be submitted to 
popular vote, and which confessedly will even then need amending in other im- 


portant : ore, 

“* Be it resolved by the electors of Minnehaha County in mas’ convention assembled, 
That the interests ofall classes will be best subserved by admission into the Union 
under a constitution which does not contain the objectionable features found in 
the Sioux Falls constitution, and which will give every legal voter now in South 
Dakota an equal voice in determining ce: disputed provisions of the consti- 


tution, the choice of tem State capital, and th ection of 
= ofan zs pi an e mn of State officers, 


, an en. 

“ Resolved, That we, electors of Minnehaha County, firm in the belief that the 
quickest, best, and most satisfactory way of getting into the Union will be under 
&@ new constitution, favor the calling ofa new constitutional convention for the 
making of a new fundamental law for the State of South Dakota. 

** Resolved, That the delegates chosen by this convention to represent Minne- 
haha County in the statehood convention at Huron, on Wednesday, January 
16, be instructed to urge that convention to ask the Legislative Assembly of Da- 
kota, which is now in session at Bismarck, to pass a law providing for a new con- 
stitutional convention for South Dakota, whose delegates shall be apportioned 
upon the total vote polled at the late election for delegate.” 

On the call fora division of the house it developed that of the one hundred and 
fifty persons, more or less, who were present, all but twelve or fifteen favored 
the resolutions. 

Mr. SYMES. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ADAMs]. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I wonder how many members of this 
House there are who have so profound a contempt for the intelligence 
of the people of the Territories as to suppose that they can be im 
upon by this transparent subterfuge known as the ‘“‘ omnibus’ substi- 
tute for the Senate South Dakota bill. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] delivered the other day a eulogy on the intelligence 
and progressive spirit of the people of the West. It was deserved by 
them, and it was creditable to him. But how can he imagine that 
they will fail to see what he evidently does not fail to see, that under 


nt and unanimous in their. 
















































































this proposed omnibus bill the people of Washington and Montana and 
every other Territory do not obtain a single substantial advantage 
which they can not obtain without the passage of the bill, while the 
passage of this bill and the consequent defeat of the Senate bill will 
have the practical effect of continuing for one year longer the outrage 
on the people of South Dakota which they have already suffered for 
about a year at the hands o* this House ? 

Now, I do not choose to argue the question of the propriety of ad- 
mitting the Territories as new States as soon as they are fit. We are 
all agreed as to that. And on the point of the division of the Terri- 
tory of Dakota (in which I believe the gentleman from New York 
agrees with me) it is not fit that I should detain this House long. But 
as in this substitute bill there is a provision that that question shall 
be voted on again, and as in the otherwise much less objectionable om- 
nibus bill of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] there 
is asimilar provision, I want to say simply this: Thequestion whether 
Dakota shall be admitted as two States or as one is not a question for 
the people of Dakota alone. It is a question which interests us asthe 
representatives of the entire American people; and if a large majority 
of the people of that Territory, north and south, should vote in favor 
of the admission of the Territory as one State, it would still be our 
duty to insist on its diviston into two States. 

We ought to see to itin admitting States hereafter that no new State 
shall be exceptionally large or exceptionally small in population. As 
Dakota is a level and fertile Territory its vast area will maintainin the 
years to come a vast population. It isin the interest of the United 
States that the vast population which is destined to fill that area shall 
be represented by four Senators at the other end of the Capitol instead 
of by two. 

The unequal representation of the people of the United States which 
prevails in the other House of Congressisanmevil. It has no justifica- 
tion whatever, except a historical justification. It is. a part of the 
original ccmpact, and that isall. We may not beable todo away with 
that evil so far as existing States are concerned, but itis our duty tosee 
to it as far as we can that all States which shall hereafter come into 
the Union shall be, when fully developed, average States in popula- 
tion and area. 

The average area of the thirty-eight States of the Union is about 55, - 
000 square miles, I think, or in that neighborhood. 

Mr. COX. Much less than that 

Mr. ADAMS. Verywell. If Dakotaisadmitted and divided equally 
the area of each of those two States will beover 70,000 square miles. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Seventy-five thousand. 

Mr. ADAMS. Not quite, I think; but call it 75,000. More than 
half as large again as New York or Pennsylvania or Ohio; nearly half 
as large again as Illinois, which has but 56,000. These two new States 
will be large enough; and they will be populous enough, if the fertility 
of the soiland the enterprise and intelligence of their present popula- 
tion give any indication of their future growth. I think there is little 
doubt, either in Congress or out of Congress, that the people of Da- 
kota, North and South, would vote by a large majority to divide the 
Territory and admit it as two States. 

But Isay again that the question of the proper size and boundaries 
of new States is one in which the people of the other States have the 
right to exercise their judgment, as well as the people of the proposed 
new States, and that it would be our duty to divide Dakota evenif the 
people now residing in the Territory preferred to be admitted to the 
Unionas one State. What, then, is ourpresent duty toward Sonth Da- 
kota, with a South Dakota bill pending before us which has already 
passed the Senate? Our duty is to admit her at once. 

The Senate bill will need amendment. It is necessary because of 
the inexcusable delay of the House in acting on the bill, which passed 
the Senate in April, 1888, nearly a year ago. Now, we ought to amend 
the bill by providing for an election of State officers and of members of 
Congress at the earliest practicable day. I have prepared an amend- 
ment fixing the date of the election on April 9, 1889. The resubmis- 
sion of the question of the name and boundaries of the State can take 
place at the same time. I take this date from the proposed substitute 
bill of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD], and I wish 
to say of that bill that if any omnibus bill ought to pass that is the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to point out, first, the practical effect of 
passing the Senate bill with the amendment I propose and the amend- 
ments sent up yesterday by the gentleman from Dakota; secondly, the 
practical effect of passing the Senate bill without these amendments; 
and thirdly, the effect of adopting the omnibus bill of my colleague [Mr. 
SPRINGER] and passing it as a substitute for the Senate bill. In the 
first case the members of Congress from Dakota will be elected early 
in next April. They will receive their certificates of election within 
a few weeks thereafter. They can take their seats early in the first 
session of the Fifty-first Congress, even if it should be a special session 
called by the next President of the United States. 

In the second case named, South Dakota would become a State at 
some rather indefinite time next summer or autumn, and the Senators 
and Representatives of that Stite would take their seats at the regular 
December session of the next Congress. In the third case named, that 
is, in case the substitute of my colleague becomes law, South Dakota 
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would not become a State until the Fifty-first Congress could pass an 
act for that purpose. A bill would have tobeintroduced. It would be 
referred to a committee. It would be reported and go on the Calendar. 
It would have to take its chances with election cases, and perhaps with a 
tariff bill, It might not become a law till late in the first session or 
even til! the second session of thenext Congress. That isthe practical 
effect of passing the substitute bill. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Does the gentleman refer to the substi- 
tute bill of the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. SPRINGER], or the substi- 
tute bill of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MacponaLp]? 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not refer to the bill of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, as it is not open to the objection I have named. Let me say of 
that bill, Mr. Speaker, I mean the bill of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, that although it is a long bill as it appears in the REcoRD, itis 
easily understood by those who have examined the other bills ding 
before us. It is the Senate bill, so far as it relates to South Dakota 
while it is substantially the Springer omnibus bill as far as it re- 
lates to all the other Territories. There may be some variations, but 
that is the substance of it. It contains evabling acts for all the Terri- 
tories named in the bill of my colleague, excepting of course South 
Dakota. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to ing enabling acts for 
these Territories, except for New Mexico. ith that one exception, I 
believe the next Congress will be r to admit them all. As to New 
Mexico, I have some doubt, and I believe that in the country at large 
and in the next Congress there will be some question raised whether 
the time for the admission of New Mexico has arrived. In a case of 
doubt like thie I think a Congress ought not, in its last session, to pass 
an enabling act which will have to be ratified by a succeeding Con- 


SS, 

It is in the legislative discretion of the Fifty-first Congress to deter- 
mine whether to admit New Mexico or not. If we now pass an en- 
abling act for New Mexico, and the people of that Territory act on it, 
and frame a constitution and submit it to the next Congress, it will 
still be the duty of that Congress, if it deemed it unwise to admit 
New Mexico, so to declare, and to refuse admission, notwithstanding 
the enabling act and all that has been done underit. If on the other 
hand we refuse to pass the enabling act and the people of New Mexico 
go on notwithstanding and frame a constitution and submit it to the 
next Congress and that Congress deems it wise to admit New Mexico 
as a State at that time, it will be their bounden duty to do so. 

With regard to New Mexico we all know that there is a difference 
of opinion on this floor and among the people at large, and perhaps 
even among the people of the Territory, as to whether it should be 
admitted or not. Ido not intend to discuss the merits of that ques- 
tion. Ido not say, indeed I can not say, how I shall vote on that 
question in the next Congress if I live to take my seat there. I do 
say that my duty in voting on that question in the next will 
depend on my conviction as to the wisdom of the measure when it is 

mted for my vote. 

It will not depend on what this Congress shall havedone. Therefore, 
I think that in a case of doubt such as the case of New Mexico is it 
would be unfair to the people at e, and unfair to the next Congress, 
and unfair to the people of the Territory of New Mexico to pass an 
enabling act in the last session of this Congress, when we have no strong 
assnrance, as we have in the case of the other Territories named in the 
bill, that what we do and what is done under our act will be ratified by 
the Fifty-first © 

Mr. GROSVENOR was 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Speaker, the ten minutes to which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GRoSVENOR] is entitled are not to be taken out of the 
time allotted te me in this discussion. 

The Chair so under- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). 
stands, 

Mr. GROSVENOR withholds his remarks for revision. [See Ap- 
pendix. ] 

Mr. SYMES withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, of course I do not propose to th 
preprieties one by one of the admission of the large number of Terri- 
tories which are embraced in what is lly called the ‘‘omnibus 
bill.’’ I desire at the threshold of my remarks to protest against this 
perpetuation of a system of grouping the Territories , & system 
which prevailed and h~d its sole excuse under the divided system of 
freedom and slavery in which this country used to live. There is no 
sense and no occasion for employing that system to-day. There can be 
no relation between the situations of the different Territories which 
wil! justify the party in power in attempting to force a multitude of 
States in or out without giving to each proposed State an opportunity 

to be heard upon its individual merits. 

The Territory of South Dakota, everybody knows, ought to be ad- 
mitted at onve, promptly, without any delay. Every knows that 
the effect of this omnibus amendment w. is y the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Territories will be tably to delay the 
admission of that Territory. Everybody knows, further, that the region 
called ‘‘ North Dakota ’’ ought to be put in train for admission in due 


form into the Union. This bill hasa to delay that, and ought 
not to have been ted, and would not have been presented if the 
object and design had been to relievecertain communities from the op- 

ression under which they have suffered for reasons that are purely po- 

itical. Six hundred thousand people have been practically disfran- 
chised from the last Presidential election by this maneuver in Dakota 
alone, and it is proposed still by the same men to throw other obsta- 
cles in the way. 

Everybody knows likewise, Mr. Speaker, that the admission of each 
Territory is a question that ought to be taken up and considered on its 
individual merits, and there is no reason for tying up the undisputed 
cases with those that are disputed. It may be possible that the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico has very nearly reached a position and condition 
under which it ought to be admitted into the Union, but no one who 
has listened to this debate can say that it is an undisputed question, 
We all know that it is not. This dispute about the condition of New 
Mexico is by no means necessarily a re h upon its inhabitants. 
This Union ought to be homogeneous within certain limits. Itought to 
be alike from one end of itto the other; and each new State, when ad- 
mitted into the Union, t to be composed cf a population which 
can from its nature act in y with the rest of the States of the 
Union. That is the ground obviously upon which everybody puts the 
non-admission, and even the non-presentation for admission, of the Ter- 
ritory of Utah. 

There is no doubt that the improvements which have been going on 
in the condition of New Mexico, if continued, will in time remove any 
doubts which exist to-day, and will give her a tion the average 
of which will be in accord with the sentiments feelings of the peo- 

le of the United States. And I say it is a wrong, here attempted to 

committed n these Territories about which there is no doubt, 

to thrust upon Congress needlessly a question about which there is 

doubt—grave doubt—and about which there is dispute. It can arise 

from nothing except a disposition to get into this Union a State the 

situation of Sage is doubtful, a expense of those Territories with 
regard to which every one is . 

Now, Mr. § er, why should this be dyne? Why should we sub- 
mit to it? t i it? It has the ap 
although I do not charge it, for the chairman of the Committee on the 

itori hardly be AF ace 
political maneuver. [Laughter.] It has the appearanceof an pt 
to put somebody in the wrong, by saying to us on this side of the House, 
“Vote for the admission of that Territory here and now, or else you 
have got to vote against the admission of all of them, and that puts you 
in an unfortunate position, a position which you have got to explain 
and a position which you have got to excuse.’ But I think it will be 
discovered that the people of the United States are too wise 
sensible to be deceived by such an obvious position of i 
be farm apes gM ype if yee Se ae 
bill u the pending is persisted goes to Senate, 
pase, gin that it should go with the moral force of 
parts of it, so that Saas, when we get the results of the 
committee, we may be able to admit that Territory which the Senate 
have already voted to admit, and which ought to be admitted instantly, 
and which will enable us to do justice to the other Territories about 
which there is no question of dispute. 

Mr. noe It is = 
ment upon question. 

this question 


- 


i 


at the first session of 

well, sir, to recur to the 

known that South Dakota in the fall of 1885 called a constitutional 

that no member upon this floor con- 
honorable 


ing act. 

ings upon this floor, with- 
out disclosing the secrets of the committee, t there was no differ- 
ence of i the Democratic members of the committee 
ag almamenaimtamnamcetae di: Aten caieh oer emmmmeasncnsigia 
D 

The only question of dispute as to Dakota was whether South Dakota 
should come in as a State under the constitution adopted in 1885, and 
that North Dakota be given an enabling act to enable it at some future 
time to come in as a State, or whether Dakota should be admitted as 
one State—a proposition which it would seem that people wko were 
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ious or were willing to have action upon that question would have 
cooks squarely before Congress and submitted it without any en- 
tangling alliances to the judgment of their fellow-members, whether 
this Territory, an empire, should be admitted as one State or whether 
= —_ be carved into two States. _—— was Agen a 

ispute as to Washington Territory between mem ° 
committee. There was no dispute as to Montana. We all agreed 
that these Territories should be admitted as States. Why is it, I 
ask the chairman of the committee; why, I ask my friends upon 
the other side, is it that we have had no 1 ion for these Territe- 
ries? Is it nota fair proposition I submit? Is it not treating the 
members of this House fairly, saying nothing about the rights of the 
Territories, that members have an opportunity to vote upon 
Dakota without having it linked with any other Territory? That we 
should have a right to vote upon Washington, Montana, Utah, or any 
other Territory as a separate and distinct proposition none will ques- 
tion. Why link the fortunes of one Territory to those of any other ? 
Is this fair ; is it honest? The claims of no Territory should be ad- 
vanced or retarded by being placed in an omnibus bill with any other 
Territory. 

Why should the destinies of the people of Washington Territory be 
arbitrarily linked and tied with those of New Mexico? Why should 
we be asked to do this with the great empire of Dakota, thatto-day has 
all that goes to make a people great and prosperous, with a population 
equal to any in intelligence? It is fully abreast of any State in the 
Union in its industries, its agriculture, its educational institutions, 
from the common school to the university. Why has this been done? 
I will leave that for the chairman of the committee to answer. 

Members of this House have contended—and I class myself among 
that number—that the people of New Mexico, at the last session of 
Congress, when this matter was brought forward, were not—uat least it 
was not shown to the committee--fitted for the duties, rights, and 
privileges of statehood. 

Now, if you ask me for one of these reasons I say, in addition to what 
was said by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE], that on the 3d 
day of March last the learned gentleman who so ably represents the 
Territory of New Mexico made a report; reciting what? The gentle- 
man, among other things, said in that report that, ‘‘from 1860 to 1880,’’ 
a period of twenty years marked with unparalleled growth in this coun- 
try; twenty years in which the great West bad almost become the con- 
trolling factor in the United States, an era of unprecedented prosperity ; 
yet amid all this prosperity, amid all this growth, according to the gen- 
tleman’s report—and he cites the census of the United States to support 


There were fewer acres of land tilled in the Territory of New Mexico in 1880 
than in 1860, the number of farms in 1330 being actually less than in 1860. 
I believe, sir, that upon the educational growth and development of a 
community largely depends the future welfare and greatness of a people. 
In the language of General Grant, I believe that— 
In a Republic like ours, where the citizen is rene and the official the serv- 
ant; where no power is exercised except by the will of the people, it is important 


that the sovereign—the people—should possess intelligence, and that the free 
school is the promoter of that intelligence which is to preserve us a free na- 
n. 


Sir, take two of the Territories that are linked together in the sub- 
stitute, New Mexico and Dakota if you please. The learned gentle- 
man, the Delegate from New Mexico [Mr. Joszrx], at the first session 
of this Congress cited, as something of which his people should be 
proud, that in the years 1886 and 1887 they had expended for the pay- 
ment of teachers in their public schools in that Territory—the schools 
where the future citizens of the State, the legislators, the men who are 
to control and govern the destinies of that State hereafter, are to be 
educated—that they had expended for the maintenance of those schools 
the munificent sum of $33,000; while, sir, in the same period the great 
empire in the Northwest, upon which the sun doés not shine so favorably 
as it shines upon New Mexico, had expended, instead of the paltry sum 
of $33,000, the munificent sum of $2,600,000, without a cent of it com- 
ing from the public lands—the benefits of these you have deprived the 
Territory of—all paid froni a tax levied upon the people; yet you persist 
in keeping from them the school lands to which they were entitled. 

a JOSEPH. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him on that 

in 
“os WARNER. Certainly. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I stated in my speech in May last that the sum of 
$53,000 was being expended during the then current year, and that up 
to the time when I was speaking $33,000 had been expended. 

Mr. WARNER. I have the extract from the gentleman’s remarks 
here, but I will not take time to read it. The gentleman spoke also 
yesterday of the number of school-houses in his Territory. “Wh , sir, 
the valleys and hilltops in every neighborhood of Dakota are dotted 
with school-houses, while the report on New Mexico, which the gentle- 
man cited, shows there were forty-one publicschools, being one public 
school to each 3,000 miles of her territory! It is true New Mexico 
levied a tax of 3 mills upon the dollar of assessed value of the property 
of New Mexico, which amounted in round numbers, if collected, to 
$178,000 for school purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WARNER. I wish a few minutes more. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to proceed, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WARNER. But, Mr. Speaker, either through the inefficiency 
of the law, the inattention of the people, or the corruption of the offi- 
ciais, I care not which, only $45,000, in round numbers, of that tax 
ever found its way into the school fund. Sir, I believe that New 
Mexico in the last few years has been advancing. I believe that she 
is touching elbows with her sister Territories. I believe that the con- 
struction of railroads has infused new life, new energy, a new and a 
higher civilization into the old citizens. There is a breaking away 
from the past. I know there are men there of equal intelligence with 
those found in any other part of the Union—men of energy, men of 
enterprise. I have nothing to say against the morals of her people. 
I take it that they are as high as those of any community, and God 
knows that upon her religion I have never either publicly or privately 
commented. Nor doI concur in any statements that reflect either upon 
the religion or morals of her people. It is true that in years past she 
has been a laggard among the Territories, Let her show that she is in 
the highway of enterprise with her sister Territories. Isay to my friend 
from New Mexico that while as a proposition to-day I donbt—I hon- 
estly doubt—the propriety of admitting New Mexico as a State, yet if 
I am driven to vote for New Mexico in order to get in the Dakotas, 
Montana, and Washington, I would rather err on the side of favoritism 
to the people of New Mexico than to longer continue this burning out- 
rage upon the people of the other Territories. [Applause.] One word 
more. The people of the Territories, as was said by the eloquent rep- 
resentative from Washington yesterday [Mr. YooRHEES], understand 
this question full well. We must do something more than weave choice 
garlands of rhetoric, let me say to my friend from New York [Mr. Cox]; 
we must show our faith by our deeds, by doing something. The gen- 
tleman from Washington gave you yesterday the pathetic story of his 
struggles and his defeat. A man equal in intelligence and energy 
with any upon this floor, elected to this Congress by nearly 2,000 
majority, laboring here, in season and out of season, in the interest of 
his people, yet defeated in the last election by your wrongs to the Ter- 
ritories. He can justly charge his defeat at the doors of his own party. 
He can charge it to your inattention, to your lack of sympathy with the 
interests and the aspirations of his people. He was slain in the house 
of his friends. So in Montana, the Delegate from that Territory came 
up with nearly 4,000 majority ; his successor, a Republican, is elected by 
a majority of fiveor six thousand. The people of the Territoriesdo not 
take part or interest in these petty differences which show themselves 
here. They do not sympathize with these attempts to get party ad- 
vantages. Let us treat Dakota fairly. Pass the Senate bill, gen- 
tlemen on the other side, who cheered when I said I would vote for the 
admission of New Mexico rather than keep out the other Territories; 
but I beseech of you, do something that will yield good to the people 
of Dakota. 

Pass a bill here that shall enable the people of Dakota to become a 
State within the next few months; pass your enabling acts for Wash- 
ington, North Dakota, and Montana. Then, if you wish, bring us to 
a vote on New Mexico; and I do not say now that I would vote even 
against New Mexico, though I do not believe that she is entitled to 
statehood. But let this question be so presented that we may vote upon 
the rights of each of these prospective States. You should learn wis- 
dom on the Territorial question by the blunders of the past. 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed for general debate has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Clerk may an- 
nounce the numbers of the sections of the South Dakota bill, without 
reading them at length; and that as each section is announced any 
member may offer an amendment tothat section. I make this request 
for the purpose of saving time. 

Mr. BURROWS. You do not mean the ‘‘ South Dakota bill;’’ you 
mean the Senate bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER, Isthere objection to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, that the sections of the bill be read only by their 
numbers, and that as the number of any section is announced mem- 
bers be permitted to offer amendmentsto thatsection. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the sections of the bill by their num- 
bers. When section 2 was r 

Mr. SYMES said: My colleague, the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
SPRINGER], will remember that there was an amendment providing for 
boundaries, which I believe is applicable to this second section. 

Mr. GIFFORD. That is all provided for in the Senate bill. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Theboundary question is covered in theSenate bill. 

Mr. SYMES. Then this section does not need amendment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 

Sections 3, 4, 5, 6,7, and 8 were read by their numbers, and no 
amendments were offered. 

When section 9 was reached, 

The SPEAKER said: The gentleman from Dakota [Mr. Girrorp] 
has pending an amendment to this section, which will be read. 





904 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 





JANUARY 17, 





The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 9 by striking out the words “ ninety sectionsof,” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ one hundred and twenty thousand acres.’ 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is in accordance with the act of Congress. 
There is no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Sections 10, 11, 12, and 13 were read by their numbers, no amend- 
ment being offered. 

When section 14 was reached, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR said: I move to amend by striking out, 
in line 3 of section 14, the word ‘five’? and inserting the word 
**ten,”? 

Mr.SPRINGER. There will be no objection to that, I presume. 

Mr. GIFFORD, There is no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced section 15. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, I move to amend by striking out, in 
lines 5 and 6 of section 15, the words “‘five thousand dollars’’ and in- 
serting ‘*$3,500.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, in the bill before the House the salary of the district 
judge is fixed at $5,000 per annum, whereas in the various States of 
the Union, with very rare exceptions, the salary of the district judges 
is $3,500. And I may say that in the State of Dakota the business of 
the district judge of the United States will be very small compared 
with that of such judges in the other States. It is therefore absurd to 
ey that we must give in this new State a salary of $5,000 while in 
other States, where the business is ten times as great, the United 
States district judges are receiving only $3,500. I have therefore 
moved this amendment. 

Mr.SYMES. Mr. Speaker, I think that a salary of $5,000 is not too 
much for this district judge. A bill | nc grey to fix this amount as 
the salary of the various district judges has on numerous occasions 
been presented in Congress, and has been passed by the Senate; and it 
is generally understeod that if a vote were taken in this House on the 
subject the salary of every district judge of the United States would be 
fixed at $5,000. I think that this salary is not too large for a United 
States district judge at this day, because during the last fifteen years 
the salaries of the district and circuit judges of the various States have 
been continually increased until now many of these officers are receiv- 
ing $5,000 a year. I say that any active lawyer.who has not passed 
the days when he can earn a proper reward for his abilities by his prac- 
tice, and who proposes as a United States district judge to do his duty, 
will not accept the position unless the salary be $5,000. I think that 
the worst economy the Government of the United States has ever in- 
dulged in is the payment of cheap salaries to cheap judges. 

It puts second and third rate men on the bench instead of first-rate 
men. Where you give a district judge $1,500 more per annum, the 
difference between $3,500 and $5,000, he will save the United States 
in the mode in which he will administer justice in that court $10,000 
® year as a rule. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. - Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. SyMxEs] who has just taken his seat, either has said or as- 
eumed that the salary of State judges is as high as $5,000 a year ordi- 
narily. 

Mr. SYMES. In some States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In some States I admitit to be true, 
but in the majority of States it isnot true. Take forinstance the State 
of Minnesota, adjoining the Territory of Dakota. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Is the gentleman opposed to the gen- 
eral increase of the salaries of these judges? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Iam in favor of a proper increase in 
the salaries of United States judges, but it is absurd to say we should 
give a judge in the State of Dakota $5,000 per annum when we are 
giving a United States district judge in the State of Minnesota, in the 
State of Iowa, in the State of Wisconsin, in the State of New Jersey, 
and in the State of Ohio, and many other States only $3,500, when in 
those States the judges are required to do five or ten times the busi- 
ness which will be required of any judge in Dakota. [Cries of 

**Vote!’?}] Dakota should be the last State and not the first in which 
the salary should be increased. 

The raising of the salaries of judges is not a guaranty that we was 
get better men for judges. Experience disproves the claim, and 
tlemen may be assured that there will not be the least difficulty in 
filling the office by one of the best lawyers in Dakota. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Minnesota 
whether the absurdity is not in the fact that the United States district 
judges get only $3,500 a year when they should get $5,000 a year? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I did not nenetie question of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. My question was whether the absurdity isnot in the 
fact that the United States district judges get only $3,500 a year in- 
stead of $5,000? 


Mr. W ILSON, of Minnesota. That is not the question I am discuss- 


ing now. I am discussing the question of raising the character of 


judges by raising their salaries. Common observation shows it does 
not have that effect. I am speaking of the absurdity of giving a sal- 


















ary of $5,000 to a judge in Dakota when in the States where the sal- 
ary is but $3,500 the judge has a from five to ten times as 
much business as will be required of the Dakota judge. 


Mr. RANDALL, I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


[Mr. BAYNE] that we have two United States judges in Pennsylvania 
who, I believe, receive $4,500 a year, and there has never been a time 
in my experience when we have had a bad judge at that salary. 


I ask, Mr. Speaker, whether it is fair in this way to raise to $5,000 


a year the salary of a judge in the proposed State of Dakota when at 

the lower rate of pay the Government secures the services of as ac- 

ceptable judges as there are in the United States? All the salaries 

should pass in review and no unfair discrimination made as proposed. 

a Pennsylvania judges do many times the work as is probable in 
ota. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a le remark on this subject. 


Take, for example, the State of Indiana. It pays $4,000 a year to its 
supreme judges. The salary of the district judge is $3,500. —— 
ent district judge of Indiana is one of the ablest lawyers in the State 
and was transferred from the supreme bench of Indiana to that posi- 
tion. He cheerfully left the bench of Indiana to take the lower salary 
on the district bench. 


Mr. RYAN. What was the term on the supreme bench of Indiana? 
Mr. HOLMAN. The term was six years. 
Mr. RYAN. He left it, then, to take a life position on the United 


States bench. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, here is a life position, and the salary of $3,500 


a year is worth more than the higher salary where there is a limitation 
of the term. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I hope we will have the previous question. 
Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the last word. My colleague is 


mistaken, I think, about the judges in Pennsylvania getting $4,500 a 
year. 
Mr. RANDALL. That only shows a greater ee 


Mr. BAYNE. In some of the States they get $3,500. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In the bulk of them. 

Mr. BAYNE. While in some they get $5,000. 

I introduced a bill in the Congress before the last, and alsoin the last 


one, increasing the salaries of the district judges throughout the coun- 
try to $5,000 a year, and the circuit judges to $6,000. In the last 
Congress the Senate @ bill increasing the judicial salaries to 
$5,000 per year, and I had the House would favorably consider 
and adopt that proposition. 1 hope that this measure will pass, giving 
the judge of Dakota and the other new States $5,000 a year, because 
I wish to emphasize the injustice done to the judiciary throughout the 
country by paying them but $3,500 or $4,000 a year for the service they 
render the people. I think this Government can afford to pay its ju- 
dicial officers a reasonable and fitting compensation, when the 


State of New York paysits State judiciary and even its local judiciary 
sums ranging from $8 000 to $12,000 and $15,000, I think the United 
States Government can well afford to deal justly at least, if not liber- 
ally, with its judiciary and pay its judges the small sum of $5,000 a 


year. In Pennsylvania they get $4,000 instead of $4,500, as 


by my colleague. I think we ought to give this new judge, whoever 
he may be, $5,000, and increase the salaries of all the other judges to 
the same sum. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, the Br thie: bil now pending, I believe, is 
to reduce the amount proposed by this bill as compensation to this 
judge to $3,500 a year. I Myelieve ‘that is the proposition of the gen- 
tleman. 

I do not think there is any difficulty in getting the very best kind 
of material for the bench at that price throughout this country, and I 
have no sympathy with the constant efforts which are made by 
some men on this side of the House to increase these judi salaries 
throughout the country. 

The most eminent men who ever sat on the bench in some of the 
Western States, including a man who has not a peer within the last 
twenty-four years, Judge Breese, who sat upon the bench of Illinois, 
received but $1,000. In my own State we pay only from $1,900 to 
$2,500 a year, and men of good ability can always be found who are 
thoroughly competent and qualified to occupy these positions at that 
price. Pec iat teenen 1 oan Gone that $3,500 for the judge in 
this Territory, as proposed by the amendment, is ample. We have 
too much need for money in other directions in this country to be ap- 


Drctoy high encial peaitien to increase the salaries of men who want 
to occupy eocia positions with large salaries, and therefore I hope 
the cabanas in th will be adopted. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the previous question on the amend- 
ment to this section. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I want tomove afurtheramendment—— 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. What is the ing question ? 
ont "3.600" On the amendment to out ‘*5,000,”’ and in- 
*3,500 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 78, 
noes 59. 
So the amendment was adopted. 





1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


905 





The next amendment was offered to section 26 by Mr. GrrronD, of Mr. BURROWS. I make a point of order against the substitute. 


ota. 
Me The SPEAKER. This amendment has already been printed in the 
ECORD. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be again read. 
Mr. GIFFORD. It relates to the date. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 26 by striking out the words “28th day of August, 1888,” and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘the first Monday in June, 1889.” 


Mr. ADAMS. My proposed amendment would come in there and 
would strike out the same words, but would insert in lieu of ‘‘ June 
1st’’ the ‘9th day of April, 1889.” 

Mr. GIFFORD. Iwill say to the gentleman that that is entirely ac- 
ceptable to us. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I hope it will be adopted in that form. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire simply to say that I-took that from the bill 
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD], who told me it 
was suggested to him by the gentlemen from Dakota here. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I accept that. 

The amendment of Mr. ADAMS was adopted. 

Mr. GIFFORD. There is also an amendment of mine to section 27. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no other amendment to section 26, 
section 27 will be now considered, and the Clerk will report the 
amendment of the gentleman from Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: m 

Amend section 27 by adding thereto the following: ‘And at said election 
there shall be elected the State, judicial, and other officers and members of the 


a of the said State of South Dakota provided for in the constitution of 
State, and also two Representatives in the House of Representatives of the 


United States Congress; and if a majority of the votes cast at said election, upon 
the acceptance of both change of name and boundaries and of said constitution. 
shall be in the affirmative, as hereinafter provided, the governor, judicial and 
State officers thus elected shall have power to at once qualify and enter upon 


the duties of their respective o' and ow and the members of the Legisla- 
ture thus elected shall hold their offices until the next general election, in No- 
vember, 1890, unless otherwise provided by the laws of said State, and until their 
successors are duly elected and qualified. The governor shall have authority 
to at once convene said Legislature, and said Legislature thus elected may, in 
the manner provided for by law, elect for said State two Senators to serve in 
the Senate of the United States Congress, and the Representatives duly elected 
at said election vided for in this section, and the United States Senators 
thus chosen, if otherwise legally qualified, shall be admitted to represent said 
State of South Dakota in the Congress of the United States.” 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Idesire simply tosay this, Mr. Speaker: 
It seems to me that this amendment ought not to be adopted now. If 
before this State is admitted these further questions are to be decided, 
suppose on the question of accepting the name of ‘‘South Dakota’’ the 
State would vote ‘‘no,’’ or in regard to the boundaries that the State 
should vote ‘‘no.’? Whereis the necessity for the election? Shall itail 
go by default? What would be the result? It seems to me that the 
first thing is to let the election herein provided for take place; let the 
election be held and the question determined first whether or not the 
State shall be admitted, and then after the admission of the State, and 
as a consequence, South Dakota can take care of herself. It seems to 
me that this bill as reported would be better without the amendment. 

Mr. GIFFORD. the gentleman wiil permit me, I will state to 
him that this is the usual proceeding; that it has been done in many 
= instances, and there are a great many precedents forit. Of course 

f the constitution fails to receive a majority of the votes of the people, 
the whole ae fail. But this is the usual mode of electing the 
officers—all the State officers—so that the whole machinery of the State 
government can go into operation whenever the constitution takes ef- 
fect. This is the usual manner of proceeding in these cases. Our people 
= united on this. It is agreeable to the Senate, and was agreed to by 

em. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Why did not the committee report that 
upon the bill? 

Mr. GIFFORD. This bill was not reported by the committee. 

Mr. ne D. TAYLOR. Has the committee passed upon that 
question 


Mr. GIFFORD. This amendment was agreed upon by the commit- 
tee. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then, if the committee has agreed to 
it, I withdraw my objection. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The a the bill was continued and concluded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk has completed the reading 
of the Senate bill by sections. 


Mr. BAYNE. I demand the previous question on the third reading 
of the bill. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I have the floor, I think. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ilinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause 
of this bill, and insert the following. 

Mr. BURROWS. What is the offer of the gentleman? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move tostrike out all after the enacting clause 
of the Senate bill and insert the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. It is the substitute. 








Let it be read subject to objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent, so as to save time, to 
omit the reading of this substitute from the fact that it is precisely -—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to have it read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is precisely in the words printed in the Recorp 
yesterday morning, and has been before the House, and every gentle- 
man knows what is in it, and if I can have—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to have the substitute read, or a portion 
of it until I can see what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the substitute. 

Mr. BAYNE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. No one arose in his place to offer this substitute, and 
bya and demanded the previous question on the third reading of the 

ill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope my friend from Pennsylvania will not as- 
sume that he has the right to take this bill out of the hands of the 
committee. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised by the gentleman who occu- 
pied the chair at the time, that the gentleman from [Illinois was recog- 
nized. Besides, the order on which the House is proceeding expressly 
provides that the gentleman from Illinois shall have leave to offer that 
substitute. The Chair will cause the order of the House to be read. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman will admit his laches I will not in- 
sist. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will not admit any laches in the matter. 

Mr. BAYNE. He sat perfectly still. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute. [After a 
pause.] The gentleman from Illinois asked unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the reading of the substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have asked unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of the substitute, but the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows | objects. 

Mr. BURROWS. I stated when the substitute was offered that I 
desired to make a point of order against it. 

The SPEAKER. It has not yet been read. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let it be read subject to the point of order. I 
desire to have that paper read, or a portion of it, until I can see what 
it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is precisely the text printed in the RecorD 
yesterday morning. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute, and read down to the 
proviso in line 40 of section 2. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Clerk has read sufficient for my purpose. So 
far as I am concerned I will not ask for the further reading of the sub- 
stitute. 

The SPEAKER. 
stitute? 

There was none. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of order 
against the substitute that it is not in order under Rule XVI, clause 7, 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that he has examined the order 
of the House as carefully as his opportunities would permit, and as 
far as possible has examined other orders made by the House. hereto- 
fore setting bills for consideration on particular days and prescribing 
the method of proceeding, and has been unable to come to any satis- 
factory conclusion as to what was the real intention of the House in 
this case. Under these circumstances the Chair has thought it proper 
to submit the question to the House, so that it may decide for itself 
just what it meant by this order; and inasmuch as he has determined 
to submit the question to the House, the Chair desires to call the at- 
tention of members to that fact, in order that they may give attention 
to the argument as it proceeds. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think the Chair does not apprehend the point 
of order that I intend tomake. In Rule XVI, clause 7, the latter por- 
tion of the clause, there is this provision: 


Is there further demand for the reading of the sub- 


And no motion or proposition on a subject different from that under consid- 
eration shall be admitted under color of amendment, 

The substitute now submitted is offered, not under the order of the 
House but under the rule, for this reason: The order of the House spe- 
cifies that the gentleman shall have leave to offer House bill No. 8466, 
but instead of offering that bill we have offered a substitute, every page 
of which is different from the bill specified in the order. Therefore, 
the gentleman can take nothing by the order, and as this substitute 
(which I understand is the caucus substitute) is offered under the rules 
of the House, and not under the special order, and is on a different sub- 
ject from the bill we are now considering, the language of the order will 
not help the gentleman, but the substitute must stand or fall under the 
rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed that it was the substitute 
mentioned in the order of the House. 


Mr. BURROWS. Itis not. Now, Mr. Speaker, upon this question 
I desire to be heard. 
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mission of Oregon into the Un the ding question being on the 

o < Mr. Alexander H. ns an. eet the a to the Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

After 


debate, 
Mr. Alexander H. Stephens withdrew his said motion to commit. 
The question then being on the third reading of the bill, 
Mr. Ww Pp to submit an amendment, in the nature of a substitute ; 
said amendment being, in substance, an enabling act for the Territories of 


Not to admit Oregon as Senate bill proposed, but pass an enabling act 
for Oregon and Kansas much like the condition presented now. 


Mr. Sandidge made the point of order that the said amendment was not in 
order, on the ground that it was not germane to the bill. 
Speaker— 


Speaker Orr— 
decided that the amendment was out of order under the fifty-fifth rule, which 
— that “‘ no motion or propesition on a subject different from that under 
nsideration shall be under color of amendment.” 
From this decision of the Chair Mr. Grow appealed. 
nding which, 


Pe 
Mr. Alexander H. Stephens moved that the appeal be laid upon the table. 


And the question being put, 
It was dovided in the iemntive—yens 126, nays 92, 


Why, only in the Forty-eighth Congress there was a bill pending in 
the House to change the eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas 
and attaching parts of the Indian Territory for judicial purposes to this 
district. An amendment was offered creating a new district in the In- 
dian Territory, courts to be held in the Indian Territory, and the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair promptly rejected the amendment on the 
ground that it was not germane; that it was on a different subject from 
the one under consideration; holding that the bill under consideration 

vided only for the change of boundaries of a district already estab- 

and although it took in a part of the Indian Territory an 
amendment to establish another district embracing the Indian Terri- 
tery was not germane to the bill, beinga subject different from the one 
under consideration. 

It has frequently been held that no public bill can be changed into 
a private bill and no private bill into a public bill. 

I submit, therefore, in the light of these authorities and rulings that 
this amendment is not in order. 

Bear in mind, Mr. Speaker, we are not considering this point of order 
under the special order of the House, but under the rules of this body. 
If it should be held that this substitute is in order, then the oppor- 
tunity of my friend from Iowa [Mr. WrAvER] has come, and his 
Oklahoma bill can be attached to this Senate bill as an amendment in 
order. Soyou may admit Alaska; and the very purpose of the rule, which 
was that the House should know in advance what it would be called 
upon to consider, what it would be called upon to vote on, would be 
nullified, and we wouid be brought to the consideration of propositions 
about which we had not the slightest intimation in the beginning. 

I wish to say in conclusion that I make this point of order not for 
the purpose of hindering the admission of these Territories, but, on the 
contrary, for the purpose of facilitating their admission. I am glad this 
order provides that even if the substitute should be excluded it is still 
within the power of the gentleman from Illinois to proceed at once to 
the consideration of the bills for the admission of Washington, Mon- 
tana, and New Mexico. This will be in order, and this being a continu- 
ing order, the only effect of the rejection of the substitute, or if the 
Chair shall rule it out of order, will be that we will be brought to a 
direct vote on the Senate bill as amended, which can be concluded this 
— and we can then proceed to the consideration of the other 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from Michigan made the 
point of order the Chair su ad that the gentleman from Ilinois had 
offered as a substitute the bill H. R. 8466, which is the bill mentioned 
in the order made by the House. Of course, if the gentleman has not 
offered that bill, the question which the Chair proposed to submit to 
the House has not yet arisen. The Chair supposes that a mere tech- 
nical difference between the two bills would not be material. For in- 

a correction of a mere clerical error, or something of that sort. 

But it seems that the proposed substitute now offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois contains provisions of a substantial character and not con- 
tained in the original House bill. ‘The Chair thinks, therefore, that 
the order does not apply to it, and believes that in accordance with the 
practice of the House and its rules, ever since the House overruled its 
own decision in the case of California, that this substitute is not in or- 
der under the rules. The Chair holds, therefore, that the substitute 
sent to the desk by the gentleman from Illinois does not come within 
the terms of the order made by the House; and hence is not in order 
under the rules and practice of the House. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. } 
Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer-—— 
Mr. REED. 


the proposed ss of the gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter. } 
Mr. SPRING 


R. Inow offer this as a substitute, and will then 


— the explanation which the gentleman from Maine seems to de- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois now offers the sub- 
stitute mentioned in the order of the House. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. No, not at this time. 

I desire to submit first a parliamentary inquiry, whether I have the 
right to offer it as I now pro 

Mr. BURROWS. I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Wait until it has been read. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to hear it read, if it is not the House 
bill referred to in the order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is substantially that bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman, of course, has the right to have it 
read and offer it asa substitute, but still it would be subject to the 
point of order. The Chair, however, prefers not to decide a question of 
order until the question arises. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask that the proposition be read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof House bill 
8466 with certain amendments thereto; so that the same shall read as follows: 

Mr. BURROWS. That will not do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that all the gentleman has the 
right to do under the order of the House, made on motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, is to offer as a substitute for this bill House bill 
8466. After that has been offered, if the House should entertain and 
consider it, the Chair has heretofore stated, in response to a question 
propounded by the gentleman from Maine, that the substitute would be 
subject to amendment in a proper way under the rules and practice of 
the House. That is as far as the Chair can go. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I offer to strike out, then, all after the enacting 
clause and insert in lieu thereof House bill 8466. 

Mr. REED. When are we to have the explanation? 

Mr. SPRINGER. When this question is stated. 

Mr. BURROWS. Against the substitute now proposed I desire to 
make a point of order. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that on this point of order 
the Chair proposes to take, under the circumstances, the judgment of 
the House itself. The order made by the House provides— 

That the Committee on the Territories be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of Senate bill numbered 185— 

Then describing the bill— 
and that it shall be considered from day to day, etc., with leave to offer as a 
substitute therefor House bill 8466. 

The Chair has examined the orders heretofore made, as stated a few 
minutes ago upon similar subjects, and from the interpretation put 
upon them has been unable to come to a satisfactory conclusion as to 
whether or not it was the intention of the House that the gentleman 
from Illinois should not be cut off by the previous question, or should 
have the right to present it subject to a point of order, or whether the 
House should proceed to entertain and vote upon it. The order does 
not so specify. It only provides that it shall be in order to offer it. 
It does not say that heshall be allowed to offer it and have a vote upon 
it, but simply the right of offering. He has offered it, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania attempted to move 
the previous question. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the precise question? 

The SPEAKER. The question will be, Shall the proposed substi- 
tute be entertained and considered by the House? That is the ques- 
tion which the House will determine. 

Mr. BURROWS. Upon that I desire to be heard. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think I may be permitted to make the state- 
ment that the gentleman from Maine has asked me to make. 

Mr. REED. I have repeatedly asked. 

Mr.WARNER. Willthechairman of thecommittee [Mr. SPRINGER] 
permit me to make this suggestion, as a member of the committee, for 
the purpose of taking the House out of the difficulty that we are now 
in? I would suggest, in good faith, to the chairman of the committee, 
that we go to work and admit Dakota under the Senate bill, and im- 
mediately take up Washington, Montana, and the others. That would 
get us out of this trouble. [Derisive jeers on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on this point. 
The first substitute which the gentleman presented having been held 
properly to be out of order under the rules, he now offers as a second 
substitute the bill numbered in the special order, and will claim, I sup- 
pose, that by virtue of that order the point of order was waived, and 
that we are estopped from making any point of order against it. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to the language of that 
order. After providing that the Senate bill shall be taken up ata cer- 
tain time, the order continues: 

And with leave to offer as a substitute therefor House bill 8466, 


Mark the language : 

With leave to offer as a substitute therefor House bill 8466. 

I affirm that it has never yet been held by any presiding officer, and 
has never been determined by this House on a vote, that such an order 
as that waives all points of order upon a bill authorized to be presented. 
Under that order the House simply gives leave to offer a sustitute; 
that is all. And what is the meaning of the term “‘to offer?’’ ‘‘To 
bring before;’’ ‘‘ to bring about;’’ ‘‘ to hold out;”’ “‘ to present; ’’ ‘‘ to 
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exhibit;’’ ‘to proffer; ‘‘to tender.”’ 
term ‘‘ to offer,”’ 

And by this order he has the full right, and there is no question 
about it, to offer or tender this bill as a substitute. That order does 
not go beyond the right to offer it as a substitute; and when offered it 
is subject to the rules of this House, and must be offered under and in 
conformity with the rules of the House. It must stand or fall under 
the rule which declares ‘‘that no amendment or substitute shall be in 
order on a subject different from the one under consideration.’’ 

Iam sustained in this view by a decision which the Speaker has 
made within a week, to which I desire to call the attention of the 
House. It will be remembered that we have a rule making a confer- 
ence report always in order, and which provides that a conference re- 
port may be presented at any time. That is the language of the rule, 
**may be presented at any time.’’ Last week a conference report was 
presented by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DrpsLE], and 
under the language of the rule when he had presented the conference 
report he contended it could be considered, and no motion to adjourn 
would be in order. It was argued that the mere presentation of such 
a report was a barren ceremony if it did not carry with it the right also 
to consider. The language of this order, ‘‘ leave to offer,’’ can not con- 
vey any larger meaning than the rule to which I have referred, and 
yet the Speaker held that when the conference report was presented 
the terms of the rule had been fully satisfied. This is the language of 
the Chair: 

The nineteenth rule of the House provides that the presentation of reports of 
committees of conference shall always be in order, except when the Journal is 
being — Under this rule it has been held that the presentation of a report 
8 in order. 

Then the Speaker said the literal terms of the rule have been complied 
with: 

The report has been presented to the House, and the terms of this rule have 
been satisfied and complied with. 

So that when the gentleman presents or offers his substitute the lit- 
eral terms of the rule have been complied with and the literal terms of 
this order have been complied with, and the substitute is open to any 
objection that may be urged against it under the rulesof the House. If 
the gentleman desired to go further and make this substitute in order, 
he could very easily have done so if he had said: 

Shal) have leave to offer this substitute, which substitute shall be in order. 

Then there would have been no question about it. There is noth- 
ing in this order but the right to offer I have just suggested, the terms 
in which all orders of this kind are made. I have looked in vain fora 
single order, obtained either by suspension or by unanimous consent, 
couched in the language of this order, under which it was claimed that 
all points of order were waived. In the Forty-third Congress General 
Garfield moved this—and I call attention to it, as the question is to be 
decided by the House. General Garfield said: 

I want to offer this: 

* Resolved, That the rules of the House be sosuspended that the following sec- 
tion shall be in order as a part of the text of the bill making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicia] expenses of the Government.” 

“Shall be in order’’ is the language. And the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] in the last Congress, on the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill, asked unanimous consent that a certain provision might 
be incorporated in that bill—not that he might have leave to present 
it, ‘This was his language: 

Mr. Biount. Believing that the House will appreciate the force and justice 
of the ecriticiam made by the Postmaster-General in the extract which I have 
just read, in relation to the present compensation of third-class postmasters, I 
ask unanimovs consent that on the 2d - of March, of this year, the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads should be allowed to place in the Post- 
Office appropriation bill, for consideration by the House, a proposition author- 
izing an allowance for rent, etc. 

That was agreed to, and the rule prohibiting new legislation on ap- 
propriation bills was thereby suspended. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLountT] made a like request yesterday. He asked leave to 
present a certain proposition in the bill. But suppose that instead of 
asking the privilege of incorporating itin the bill he had simply asked 
leave to offer it when the bill should be under consideration by the 
House, and suppose that leave had been granted, would any member 
here contend that the point of order could not be made against it? So 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] asked that the rule might 
be suspended in regard to an appropriation bill, and that a certain 
amendment might be allowed to be incorporated in the bill. 

In other words, the mere right to offer the proposition does not do 
away with a point of order when it is offered. This is the first oppor- 
tunity we have had to make ae of order. It could not be in- 
terposed when the order was made, because that was simply an order 
saying that a certain bill might be presented. That order has now 
been executed and the gentleman has presented his bill, and this is 
the first time that we have had an opportunity to make the point of 
order against it. 

But it is said, what was the intention of the House? If the Chair 
was to pass upon the question, he might say he would go outside of the 
language of the order and ascertain if possible the intention of the 
House. 1 do not know what that intention was. I simply know that 
so far as I am concerned I listened to the order very carefully; I voted 


That is the meaning of the 





for it because I believed that it would not prevent us from making the 
point of order, and had I believed at that time that we could not make 
the point of order against the substitute when offered, I should not 
have voted for the order. 

But it will be said that, under this construction of the order, the 
gentleman gets no additional rights. He had the right under the rule 
to offer the substitute, and if it be held that the order gives him no 
additional rights he gains nothing by it. Does that concern you or 
me? Are we operating here and considering this bill under the in- 
tentions of the gentleman from [linois, as they shall be disclosed from 
time to time, or under the terms of this order and the rules of the 
House? I hold that we are operating under this order, and under the 
order the gentleman can go no farther than to offer this substitute, 
and that when presented it is subject to all points of order; and I 
make the point oforder the same as against the other proposition, that 
it is not germane to the bill under consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the question which the Chair is to sub- 
mit for the decision of the House is, what did the House mean by the 
language used in thisorder? It is one of the rules for construing all 
laws that you must look tothe intention of the law-making power. You 
must look to the old law as it existed, the mischief that existed, and 
the remedy that was intended to be applied for that mischief. These 
are cardinal principles which must be kept in view when we come to 
construe this order. Now what was the old law? It was that the 
Senate bill was in the Committee on Territories, where it was beyond 
the reach of this House for consideration. House bill No. 8466 was on 
the Calendar, reported and ready for consideration whenever the House 
might reach it. It was the desire of the House that these two bills 
should be considered together, but under the rules they could not be 
considered ther. Under the rules of the House, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], if he desired, could offer his bill, House 
bill 8466, and have it ruled out, but it would not bein order. So that, 
if the position assumed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Bur- 
rows] be correct, the additional rule which was made by the House 
confers no privilege whatever upon the bill of the gentleman from II- 
linois; and the House in making the order did a thing that was without 
any purpose whatever, a thing which did not aid at all in the solution of 
the problem or in effecting the remedy desired. The House intended, I 
say, that these two bills should be brought up and considered 4 
that the question of admission should be decided, not only for the one 
Territory of Dakota, but for all the Territories mentioned in these bills, 
at one and the same time, and the House took the bill out of the Com- 
mittee on Territories by a special order, and t it here and laid 
it on the table subject to be considered by the House. By the adoption 
of that order the House revoked, for the time being, the rule which 
prevented House bill 8466 from being offered as a substitute for the 
other, and made it in order to be offered as a substitute, so that the 
whole question might be taken up by the Houseand considered with ref- 
erence to all the Territories and decided at one time. 

That was the intention of the House, and this order must be con- 
strued to carry out the intention of the House, and from the language 
used it seems to me clear that that was the intention, and that the or- 
der conferred upon this House the power to consider this substitute, 
and not merely to have it offered. Theorder was not intended merely 
to provide that it might be offered and ruled out under the oe 
rule, but the House, for the purpose of considering this bill, 
the existing rule and madea new rule by which the two bills were to be 
considered together. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Would you hold that if this order read, ‘‘shall 
have leave to offer a substigute,’’ all points of order would be waived 
against the substitute? 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir; I would hold that the whole question was to 
be determined together. 

Mr. BURROWS. But you think that by mentioning the number of 
the bill the point of order is waived ? 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir; the point of order is not waived, but the rule 
is overruled for the time being by a new rule. 

Mr. BURROWS. Suppose it should turn out that the bill men- 
tioned by number in the order was the river and harbor bill, could not 
the point of order be made against it? 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir; it could not. The House can by its order 
overrule any rule of this House; and it can make in order any bill 
when another is being considered, whether it applies to the same sub- 
ject-matter or not. Under general parliamentary rules, the river and 
harbor bill would not be in order as an amendment to a bill on another 


subject. 

Mr. PETERS. Do I understand the gentleman from Texas to say 
there is no doubt as to the intention of this order? 

Mr. MILLS. _ I think there is none; there is none in my mind. 

Mr. PETERS. Then you differ with the Speaker in regard to that. 

Mr. MILLS. That may be. I donot regard the Speaker as entirely 
infallible. I do not believe he speaks by inspiration. He is a human 
being like the rest of us. 

Mr. REED obtained the floor. 
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Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. REED. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois desires to make an ex- 
planation, I will yield. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state that when this matter was being con- 
sidered between the majority of the Committee on Territories and the 
minority members of that committee, this particular resolution was 
submitted to the minority, or at least to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER], who in reference to this matter represented the minority, 
and I understood that the resolution was agreeable to them. If I had 
had the slightest idea that this business was to be taken out of the 
hands of the Republican members of the Committee on Territories, and 
that the other side of the House was to look at every technicality in 
regard to the question, I should have been more careful in dealing with 
it. But I thought we had reached a conclusion which was satisfactory 
to both sides of the House, and in that view this order was offered by 
me under a motion to suspend the rules, and it was agreed to. When 
it was pending, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] inquired of me 
why the resolution asked leave to offer this House bill as a substitute 
for the South Dakota bill, and in answer to that question I stated: 

Because it would not be in order to make it unless we did so. 

Mr. Reep. Why do you not take up South Dakota—— 

No; that is not the point. 

Mr. REED. Read that; it seems to begin well. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, it reads very well. 

Mr. REED. It is urderstood that all other legitimate amendments may be of- 


fered ? 
It shall be considered in the House as in Commit- 


Mr. SPRINGER, we. 
tee of the Whole, which will admit any proper amendment. I desire to say to 


the gentleman that opportunity will be given to test the sense of the House by 
yea-and-nay votes upon every substantial proposition that the minority of the 
Committee on Territories desire to have a vote taken on. 

Mr. Reep. Why, then,do you ask forspecial leave to make the substitution ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Because it would not be in order to make it unless we did so. 

Therefore, I concede all that the gentleman from Michigan has stated 
with regard to this proposition. It was for the purpose of avoiding the 
rules which he has been citing that this proposition wasintroduced. I 
stated further: 

There is a a gens in the Committee on Territories in regard to South 
Dakota. It would not be in order to movean amendment to that, except as re- 
lating to Dakota, unless this express leave shall be granted to embrace other 


Territories. 

And that statement having been made, the House immediately 
adopted the order. 

Now, this statement having been made in answer to that inquiry, I 
submit to gentlemen on the other side whether they did not under- 
stand that I was of the opinion that I could not offer the substitute 
unless the leave of the House was given, which was then sought and 
was then given with that express understanding. 

Mr. REED. If youthought that you could not offer that substitute 
without leave, why did you offer the substitute which you did offer ? 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will explain that; I am very glad the gentle- 
man has asked me that question. The substitute which I did offer 
was the substance of House bill No. 8466 with certain amendments 
thereto which were germane, and will now be germane to that, and will 
be moved at the —— time, one of which—— 

Mr. REED. hy did you not explain that this was not the propo- 
sition which the order of the House authorized you to offer? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Michigan took me off my 
feet and insisted upon making his explanation of the point of order, 
and I sat down, as I always do, when that gentleman insists upon 
taking the floor before I have it, because I always like to hear him 
speak. This is the first opportunity I have since had to explain the 
matier. And I want to state that there is not a proposition in the 
substitute I originally proposed that is not germane to House bill 8466; 
therefore it is in order to move House bill 8466 asa substitute for this. 
It is in order to move that bill with amendments, provided each amend- 
ment proposed is germane to it. I did no more than that, and I will 
call attention now to the principal amendment which was germane, 
and which I wish shall now be brought to the consideration of the 
House. 

Mr. BAYNE. Right there I want to call the gentleman’s attention 
to the REcorD. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will excuse me at this moment. 
I want to finish my statement. 

The principal feature of the amendment is contained in section 3. 
The original bill, known as House bill 8466 (and to move which leave 
was given by the House), provides for one Dakota—one State; but the 
substitute which I desired to offer in lieu of that contained an amend- 
ment in section 3, which permitted Dakota to be divided and to come 
into the Union as two States, and for the purpose of having the meas- 
ure harmonious all the way through, and in accordance with the change 
in this principal feature, several other amendments were inserted so that 
the bill as proposed would be a harmonious whole, and would result in 
bringing about what gentlemen on the other side insist ought to be 
done, namely, the division of the Territory of Dakota into two States, 
—— that the people on both sides of the dividing line desire such 

vision. 


Mr. REED. Well, it is not now ‘‘a harmonious whole.” 


[Laughter. ] 


Mr. SPRINGER. It is harmonious, because as it stands now it pro- 
vides for one Dakota. 

Mr. REED. Butitisnot ‘‘a harmonious whole,’’ because an amend- 
ment was needed to make it so. 
c Mr. SPRINGER. It is harmonious if we want to admit one Da- 

ota. 

Mr. REED. That is to say, it is harmonious if we argue the matter 
one way, and not harmonious if we argue it another. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; my friend desires to be facetious at the ex- 
pense of the facts. 

Mr. REED. On the contrary, I am very serious, because I think 


-there is something concealed under this; and I will be very frank in 


stating what I believe itis. Ithink you intend to claim that the House 
having ordered the admission of this substitute, it can not be amended. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

Mr. REED (to Mr. SPRINGER). I think you had better listen to 
these suggestions, because you are misleading yourself. 

Mr. BAYNE. I want the gentleman to listen and be convinced on 
this point by the Recorp. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentieman may read the REcorD. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I ask the Clerk to read what appears in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
for that purpose? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; I desire to hear the matter read. 
not know what it is. 

Mr. BAYNE. The very proposition came up whether your substi- 
tute would be susceptible of amendment or modification. Ap inquiry 
on that point was made, and the Speaker replied that it was an en- 
tirety—that but one amendment could be offered as a substitute after 
the Senate bill had heen perfected. You proceeded upon that hypoth- 
esis because you wanted the House to consent to the amendments pro- 
posed by the Delegate from Dakota, and they were agreed to; and you 
had your proposed substitute in due form 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the REcoRD be read; let us see what it 
shows. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The order under which the House is now proceeding provides that this bill 
shall be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union bills 
are read by paragraph for amendment, or by sections, as the House may choose, 
so that unless some understanding be had the Chair thinks that when a section 
is taken up and discussed and amended, that would preclude a recurrence to a 
previous section unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ApAms. Then I will ask unanimous consent (of which, however, I may 


not choose to avail myself) to submit a motion hereafter to strike out the sec- 


tions providing for an election to ratify the change of name and the change of 
Soundaries. 


The SPEAKER. In order to prevent confusion hereafter, it would perhaps be 
best that the bill be read by sections, or that it be understood that amendments 
may be offered to the different sections without regard to their order, as the 
House proceeds with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. Dury. I wish to make another parliamentary inquiry. It is generally 
understood that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprInGeR] will offer a substi- 
tate for this bill after the text is completed. Now, the question is, will that sub- 
stitute be read by paragraphs, so as to admit of amendments, as in the case of 
the original bill? 


The SPEAKER. The substitute would be one entire amendment, 


Mr.SPRINGER. Asanentire amendment it is subject toamendment 
as well as anything else, is it not? Certainly it is. 

Mr. BAYNE. Read the following paragraphs. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To show that was the intention the gent'eman 
from New York proposed an amendment, and it was printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let the Clerk read the following paragraphs. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Dunn. And when adopted it could not be amended further? 

The Speaker. After a substitute is agreed to, it is not subject to amendment. 

Mr. REED. But it can be amended prior to a vote upon the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. Of course. 

Mr. Curcurown. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
read the first time, 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Several MemBers. Regular order. 

Mr, SprinGer. I desire that the friends of the bill should have leave to put 
in just such amendmentsas they desire to perfect the text, being those prepared 
by the Delegate from Dakota [Mr. Grrrorp]. 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am bound to say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that makes that matter perfectly clear, and I have a distinct 
recollection of pressing that question to the point it has reached. So 
it is evident we can amend this if it is agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the only question is whether the leave to 
offer carries with it the leave to consider, and as that was expressed 
and it was understood at the time it was for that purpose, I hope the 
House will sustain the proposition. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. REED. I hope the House will permit mea single word. The 
Speaker announced alter careful comparison of this order with similar 
orders in past times that he is unable to state what could have been 
the meaning of the House, and therefore leaves it to the House to de- 
termine its method of procedure in this particular case. 


Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
I do 





> The bill has now been 
Is it not the regular order to read the bill by sections for 
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Now this leaves to the House an opportunity to do what every fair 
man will consider to be justand right. Noman can stand up here and 
giveany reason whatever why the fate of one Territory should be linked 
with the fate ofanother. There isnot even the poorexcuse there would 
be an oppotiunity to get up some other bill relating to some other Ter- 
ritory, for unless I am mistaken this order gives an opportunity for us 
to go directly through with the whole list, each in its turn. 

Now, why should not the House doit? Let any man ask himself 
what is fair to the Territories and what is fair to the country, and he 
can give himself no other answer than that each one ought to be con- 
sidered on its merits. What object is there in bunching these Terri- 
tories, in coliecting them ina group? Surely there can be no other 
than to give the weaker the advantage which accrues to the Territories 
which have the stronger reason. Now, is that fair to the Territory 
under discussion? As the matter stands now, unless the House changes 
the present aspect of it, we shall proceed to vote on the immediate ad- 
mission of Scuth Dakota. Why should we not doit? Can anybody 
give a reason why weshould not? Therefore I ask this House to pause 
upon the brink of an action which will possibly prevent the admission 
of a Territory which every man in this House agrees should at once 
become a State. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, this is a deliberate at- 
tempt to distract attention from the question before the House. [De- 
risive laughter on the Republican side.] The question before the 
House—gentlemen may laugh, but honest men will. have to answer 
this question—the question before the House is what was meant by the 
order or compact we entered into here, that the right was reserved to 
offer a substitute for this Senate bill. Does that mean by reserving 
the right to offer thesubstitute that you have not the right to entertain 
the substitute or consider it? Does it mean that this is a mere child- 
ish thing, a mere play upon words, without force and effect, or has it 
any substantial meaning? That is the question, and it is not whether 
we shall vote for one of the Territories or for all of the Territories to- 
gether. That is not before us; that is not the question; and as honest 
men we are bound to vote on this question. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] gave certain rules that are 
understood and unquestioned as to the construction of such matters. 
The context read here from this very RECORD shows what was meant, 
and there is another rule of construction to which there is no excep- 
tion, that where one construction would give no meaning, force, or 
effect to the contract, it is not admissible as against one which would 
give force and effect and meaning to it. The latter must in all cases 
be adopted. 

Now, do we mean here when we solemnly enter into this contract, 
reserving the right to offer a substitute, that we might offer it, send it 
to the desk, have it read, and have the Speaker say you can not con- 
sider this, or then have the House say you can not act upon it or vote 
upon it? 

It would be a mere empty farce. It is childish and absurd, and 
against ali the rules of construction, and this is nothing but an attempt 
to lead ns away to another question not now before the House, and the 
consideration of which does not at this time demand our attention. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ “‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make one or 
two brief observations in regard to this matter for the p of cor- 
recting a misapprehension which seems to exist in the minds of certain 
gentlemen. ‘The first question that confronts us is, what will be the 
effect if the House shall vote to consider this omnibus bill? Plainly, 
it will be to turn what is now a plan for the admission of the State ot 
Dakota into the Union into simply an enabling act in connection with 
four other Territories. If the bill shall pass in that shape it goes back 
to the Senate as an amendment to the act for the admission of South 
Dakota. It then goes to the conference committee, and what will be 
the result? Simply to defer for two years at least the admission of the 
States of Washington, of Montana, and of New Mexico. But if we go 
on and consider the matter as it stands before the House, we shall have 
immediately the State of South Dakota; and under the order of the 
House we have a right to go on here and consider, bill by bill, the 
questicns as to whether Montana, North Dakota, Washington, and New 
Mexico shall be admitted, or if they are in shape to come in under an 
enabling act, while South Dakota will have the right for which she has 
been contending in vain here for seven long and weary years. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to ask if it was not the understanding of the 
gentleman, as a member of the Committee on the Territories, when this 
order was made, that the purpose was to consider the substitute ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. My friend the chairman of the com- 
mittee talked with me in relation to the matter, and proposed to make 
House bill 8466 the bill to come before the House. 

Mr. BLAND. But what was your understanding? 

Mr. BAKER, of New Yerk. I am coming to that. It was con- 
tended on the part of the minority of the committee that it was our 
duty to take up and consider the Senate bill, No. 185. The honorable 
chairman of the committee yielded the point and the rule 
accordingly, and it was presented to the House agreed upon in 
the terms in which it now stands upon our record. 


Mr. BLAND. But that is not the question I asked the gentleman. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I am coming to that. 

Mr. BLAND. What I want to know is if the understanding was 
not between the gentleman from Illinois and yourself that the order 
was to be made for the purpose of consideration without regard to 
points of order. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. No thought was given to points of 
order. The main idea was to get before saad irly and squarely 
the question whether South Dakota was to be admitted. 

Mr. BLAND. But what was your understanding of the order? 
What did it mean in your opinion? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. There was nothing said about it; noth- 
ing thought about it. The whole object was to bring the Senate bill, 
No. 185, before the House. 

Mr. BLAND. But was not that the understanding, that it was to 
be considered ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. There was no understanding about it; 
not a word was said. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What did you understand? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Just this precisely-——— 

Mr. BLAND. Inall candor, did you not understand when that prop- 
osition was offered that it was offered to be voted upon ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I understood you were to have a 
chance for South Dakota, and the concluding portion was to give us 
an opportunity to consider the other questions. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, that is all right. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Yes, that is all right. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then stand by the agreement. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Why, there was no agreement about it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, the question before the House, as I 
understand it, is a question of the construction of a rule of this House 
raised on a point of order made by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The Chair, as I understand it, declined to give his decision upon that 
point of order, but-submits the question to the House. Before a vote 
upon that question has been taken the assertion is made that an 
ment had been entered into that this substitute should be offered and 
voted upon, and I have yet to learn between whom that agreement was 
made; and whether, if there be any agreement, the parties are able 
to contract; whether, if there be any agreement, it was an agreement 
entered into upon the floor of this House. 

For one I will say that if such an agreement was entered into upon 
the floor of this House openly I will not object, and will vote in favor 
of allowing the substitute to be voted on. But, Mr. § r, if the 
agreement was entered into between certain gentlemen in a commit- 
tee-room, although it is not clear, then I say it becomes our duty to 
vote against the admission of this substitute, because gentlemen can 
not in committee-rooms, and onght not, make an agreement that vio- 
lates a rule of the House. Therefore, the question of agreement not 
being fully established, I think it becomes the duty of members of 
this House to vote as their judgment dictates upon the question of order 
pure andsimple. [Cries of ‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say one word. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will be heard. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Inasmuch, Mr: Speaker, as I was somewhat in- 
timately connected with the proceedings upon which this order was 
based, it may not be out of place for me to state briefly just what took 
place. In my zeal to secure some order of the House by which these 
admission matters might be considered, I put myself in consultation 
with several of my friends on the Republican side of the House, and 
notably with my good friend from New York [Mr. Baker], and it was 
und between him and me that if an order could be drawn 
whereby the consideration of this entire question could be n on 
Senate bill 185, a bill for the admission of South Dakota, he individu- 
ally would agree to a proposition looking to the offering at the proper 
time of the substitute, being House bill 8465. It was distinctly 
agreed, as I understood it, that that proposition might be voted upon. 
If it was voted up, the friends of the South Dakota measure would rest 
content, and if voted down, this side of the House would be content 
that South Dakotashould come in by virtueof Senate bill 185. Icarried 
that proposition to the chairman of the Committee on Territories, and 
upon my statement, while I was sitting by him, this order was formu- 
lated by him and handed to me. I took it to my friend from New 
York [Mr. BAKER], and he in turn carried it to members on his side 
of the House. Just what transpired between him and the Republican 
members with whom he consulted I know not, but I do know that 
the distinct understanding between the gentleman and myself was 
that this substitute shenld be offered at the proper time; that it should 
be voted a oted down, as the case might be. 

Mr. BA , of New York. Will my friend allow me right there—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Do you not remember the fact that the 
concluding words of the resolution were— 

That thereafter other bills in relation to the admission of the Territories re- 
ported from the said committee shall be in order in the House in like manner 
until disposed of, to be considered in the order fixed by the committee. 

I remember, Mr. § er, speaking of the effect it would have and 
the attitude we would be in with reference to Montana, Washington, 
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and New Mexico in case Senate bill 185 should prevail; that under this 
rovision, in these concluding words, we were in a shape to permit the 

ute to proceed with the other measures; but it 

ever to do with the question whether the substitute should be voted 

upon or not, I think. ef % 

Mr.BRUMM. Will thegentleman permit me a question at this point? 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’*] 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does the gentleman know of any agreement entered 
into except in a committee-room ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Only just what transpired as I have stated. It 
seems the Speaker was under misapprehension. The agreement was 
made on the floor just in the manner suggested by me. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to say simply one word. I have nodoubt 
but that it was the intention of the gentleman from Illinois to so frame 
his order that the point of order would not be made against the sub- 
stitute. I have no doubt there was some understanding of that kind 
among members of the committee. When I came in, and the gentle- 
man moved to suspend the rules and pass this order, I said at once to 
gentlemen near me that that would not prevent the point of order being 
made. I have made the point of order in perfect good faith, and it will 
be a very dangerous precedent if it can be defeated now. As there 
seems to be some misunderstanding about it, and as gentlemen will 
vote upon the question of the substitute rather than upon the point of 
order, I will withdraw the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment to the gentleman’s 
substitute is now pending. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, as this amendment is now before 
the House and the reading of it has been waived, I desire to call at- 
tention to certain amendments which I desire shall be offered thereto. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Are you going now to ask for a vote 
on the substitute as printed in the RecorD? 2 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York does not object 
to taking a vote on the substitute which I have offered as printed in 
the REcORD, containing only such amendments as are germane to 
House bill 8466. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I suggest that the first thing in order 
is a vote . the substituteof the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MAc- 
DONALD]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York who is now in 
the chair [Mr. Cox] desires to move an amendment, and as he is not 
on the floor I will offer it for him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox). The Chair will state the 
proposition. Unanimous consent been given that the substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois is now pending—the substi- 
tuteas printed in the RrcorD—to which the gentleman offers an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This amendment, I desire to state—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Let us have that amendment read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York desires to offer an 
amendment which I will offer in his behalf. I desire to make a re- 
quest of members. It will greatly facilitate this matter and enable us 
toreach a vote much more quickly if they will allow me to substitute for 
the proposition which is pending the one which I originally submitted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr, Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is there an amendment yet offered? 

‘ The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). 


ng. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Let us have the amendment read. 


The substitute is pend- 


oo COX. Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk to be 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On 4and 5 of substitute, strike out all after the word ‘‘ second” to the 
end of the paragraph and insert: ‘‘ The State of North Dakota shall be entitled 
to one Representative in Congress, and South Dakota shall be entitled to two 
Representatives in Congress until the apportionment under the eleventh cen- 
sus.”” 

Mr. COX. I wish to say a word in explanation of that amendment. 
As South Dakota has a population of 375,000 or more—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But there is a question back of that. That 
aepennent does not fit in there. Thesubstitute pending is House bill 


Mr. COX. LIask the attention of the House fora moment. Inas- 


much as South Dakota has population enough for two and a half 


members I pro to give her at least two members, and as North Da- 
kota is entitled to one I provide that she shall have one member until 
the next census, and I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam not objecting tothat. I am calling atten- 
tion to the fact that it does not fit in that place. It is drawn as an 
amendment to the substitute that went by the board. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Unanimous consent was given to consider that in 
lieu of the other proposition. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Ido not understand that unanimous consent 


was gi 


the substitute as printed in the Recorp. 
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Mr. COX. Unanimous consent was asked for and given to consider 
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Mr. Speaker, there is no such understanding on 








Mr. BURROWS. 
this side. 

Mr, DOUGHERTY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. The gentleman from New Jersey | Mr. Bucn- 
ANAN], the gentleman from Maine [Mr. ReEep], the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox], the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], 
and various other gentlemen are all on the floor and talking together. 
Which one is entitled to the floor? [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have already stated it. It is that the amend- 
ment as offered does not agree with the terms of the substitute before 
the House, the biil H. R. 8466. Tothatit has been replied that unan- 
imous consent has been given to bring before the House the substitute 
originally offered by the gentleman from Illinois and ruled out of order 
by the Speaker. I desire to know whether that is the fact or not, and 
if so at what time that consent was given. I did not hear it. 

Mr. COX. I would like to have the record read on that point. The 
Chair certainly put tie question very plainly and clearly, asking for 
unanimous consent to consider this substitute. If the Reporter's notes 
do not show the matter in that way, I am very much mistaken. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Which substitute does the gentleman refer to ? 

Mr. COX. The one printed in the RecoRD yesterday morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). ‘The Clerk informs the 
Chair that such consent was given. The present occupant of the chair 
was not at that time presiding. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I submit 
that it is rather unfair to overrule the ruling of the Chair of only an 
hour ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is nota parliamentary inquiry. 
The only question raised is a mere question of fact. 

Mr. BURROWS. There is certainly a misunderstanding. It was 
my understanding that after the other substitute was ruled out the 
gentleman from Illinois offered House bill 8466 as a substitute; and 
we are now considering that with such amendments as gentlemen may 
desire to offer. 

Mr. COX. The Chair put the question as plainly and clearly as 
ever a motion was put in this House, asking for unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the substitute as printed in the REcorRD of 
yesterday. 

Mr. BURROWS. I did not hear it. 

Mr. COX. Everybody heard it. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no, 


Mr. COX. I appeal to the record. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I stood within 30 feet of the Chair and did not 
hear it. 


Several MemBers. I did not hear it. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] indorses 
my statement, and the Reporter’s notes will sustain it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state that the only ques- 
tion raised is a question of fact as to whether the House did or did not 
give unanimous consent to consider the substitute printed in the Rec- 
oRD. The present occupant of the chair was not in the chair at the 
time when the action in question was taken. Therefore the Chair will 
cause the Reporter’s notes to be read to ascertain what they show. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is right; letthem be read. 

Mr. COX. I am willing to stand by the Reporter’s notes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Reporter will write out whatever 
there may be in the notes on this subject, so that it may be read. 

Mr. MACDONALD. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stand that the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois is not now be- 
fore the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Reporter’s notes which will show 
what did take place are now being written out and will be read. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It is fair for me to state, as one of the 
friends of the Dakota bill pure and simple, that under all the cireum- 
stances we ought by unanimous consent to consider the substitute of 
the gentleman from Illinois as printed in the REcorD as the basis for 
amendment, hoping that if any substitute is to be adopted, it will be 
that offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MAcDoNALD]. In 
this way we can facilitate the matter, have speedy action upon it, and 
put an end toit. Iask unanimous consent that this course may be 
taker. 

Mr. COX (to Mr. BAKER, of New York). 
already been given ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 


Has not that consent 


I so understood. 


Mr. COX. I appeal to the Reporter’s notes to justify my statement. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. The gentleman from Dakota so under- 
stood. 


Mr. COX. And as I supposed so did every man here. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. But there was so much confusion in 
the House—— 


Mr. SPRINGER. Then let it be agreed to again. 
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Mr. COX. I want the Reporter’s notes read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have no objection to that. I simply desire to 
understand the condition of affairs. I did not understand any such- 
consent was given. If we had less noise and more business we could 
get along better. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr, Speaker, I make this request for 
unanimous consent, so that the Macdonald amendment shall be fully 
and fairly considered and voted upon. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will be right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The only objection I offered to that saggestion, 
when I had the conference with the gentleman from Colorado, was that 
it would take two hours to read the substitute; and I would now ask 
unanimous consent that after the amendment which I desire to submit 
to this substitute be voted on, we may then have a vote upon the sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Minnesota without reading it. 

Mr. S*MES. You mean his amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir, his amendment to the substitute. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I prefer that the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota should be voted on before that of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. It must be so as a matter of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have agreed that the gentleman from Minnesota 
shall have a vote on his proposition after this other question has been 
submitted to the House. I think that is fair. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Members of the House have read both 
the propositions and understand this question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call the attention of my friend from New York 
to the fact that when I had drawn this order providing that Honse bill 
8466 should be first considered, with leave to offer the Senate bill as a 
substitute, the request came from his side that the matter should be 
arranged the other way. I have yielded everything to you; why should 
you not be willing to yield this to me? 

Mr. REED. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. The 
Reporter’s notes, when written out, will be read. 

Mr. COX. The regular order is the amendment which has been 
submitted. Ido not propose that unanimous consent shall be asked 
until the Reporter’s notes are read. 

Mr. SYMES (to Mr. Cox). Assuming that you are correct, this is 
another proposition. 

A MremBer. The point of order made by the gentlemanfrom Michi- 
gan was withdrawn. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course it was understood when I made the point 
of order that I would withdraw that point, as against the bill named 
in the special order, if the Speaker decided in my favor. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. There is no question about that, and 
in behalf of Dakota and the friends of Dakota I renew my request for 
unanimous consent that the vote be now taken, first on the substitute 
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD], and second on 
that offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. LODGE. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts de- 
mands the regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the official report be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is in such a state of con- 
fusion that it is utterly impossible to hear gentlemen upon the floor. 
The Chair is informed by the Chief Official Reporter that he has not 
yet obtained the statement, to which reference has been made, in the 
official notes. 

Mr. WARNER. Permit me justa moment. I wish to make this 
suggestion. I was sitting here paying attention, as I thought at least, 
to the action taken upon the substitute, and my remembrance is that 
the Speaker said this—— 

Mr, CUTCHEON. LI rise toa question of order. It would be in- 
teresting to know what the gentleman from Missouri is saying, but we 
can not hear a word of it. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The point of order is well taken, and the 
Sergeant-at-Arms will aid the Chair in preserving order upon the floor. 

The Chair will state that in the absence of any notes furnished to 
the Chair on this question, the present occupant of the chair not being 
then in the chair, it is not in order for him to decide upon a question 
of order any more than it would be for any other member of the House. 
Therefore, if it is insisted upon, the Chair must leave that question to 
the House—whether it did give unanimous consent or not to the sub- 
stitetion of that bill. Itis merely a question of fact about which there 
is no information immediately available. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Let the request for unanimous consent 
be again stated. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to say a single word. The gentleman 
from Illinois presented as a substitute the bill named in his order. 
There is no question about that. And after discussion—after I had 
made the point of order—I withdrew the point of order against that 
substitute, it being the one namedin the special order. Now that 
substitate is under consideration, as is clearly understood by gentle- 
men on this side of the House. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House seem to have adopted a different view, and hold that the propo- 


sition under consideration is the one which was ruled out by the 
Speaker. There is a proper way to settle the question of difference. 
Now let us proceed to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] then occupying the chair states that unanimous consent was 
given by the House te consider, in lieu of the substitute offered by the 
gentieman from Illinois, that which had been printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. LODGE. That is a mistake. 

Mr. BURROWS. If there is any record of that I would like to have 
it produced. : 

Mr. OWEN. Let the Reporter’s notes be read. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no such record, as I understand it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that the Journal Clerk made a min- 
ute of the proceeding, and made it at the time, which corresponds with 
the statement of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. COX. And that statement is confirmed by the gentleman from 
Dakota and others. 

Mr. LODGE. Well, let any such statement be read. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have the record. It will be sufficient. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the reading of the Journal entry made 
at the time. 

Mr. BURROWS. No; let the Reporter’s notes be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the Chair has stated that the Reporter’s notes 
have not yet been furnished, or that they did not catch the remarks in 
the confusion prevailing. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Ner did anybody else. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was a great deal of confusion at the time—— 

Mr. REED. If there was so much confusion prevailing at the time 
that even the Reporters did not get the language, how could we be ex- 
pected to have had such an understanding ? 

Mr. COX. There was such an understanding. It was clearly stated. 
The Journal Clerk’s evidence, which I call for, is better than that of 
an incompetent reporter’s notes. There was no such confusion pre- 
vailing as to prevent the agreement from being heard and uuderstood 
by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the present 
situation in which the House finds itself is y attributable to the 
want of order on the floor, and appeals to the House to aid the Chair 
in enforcing the rules. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the Reporter’s notes do not show that any such 
unanimous consent was given, and this entire side of the House, almost 
without exception, were not aware that any such consent was given, 
can it be considered by the Chair that the House is bound by any such 
consent? 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The only question, the Chair will state, 
that is presented by the situation now is one of fact as to what sub- 
stitute or bill is before the House. As stated before, the present oc- 
cupant of the chair did not occupy it when either of these propositions 
was before the House; but when he takes the chair he is informed by 
the gentleman from whom he took it [Mr. Cox] that the pending 
proposition brought before the House by unanimous consent was that 
which was printed in the RecorD by the gentleman from I[ilinois. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My 7 relates to that precise state of facts. 
Under these circumstances, there being no record by the Official Re- 
porters, and this entire side of the House understanding that there 
was no such admission, can it be considered as binding upon the House, 
and must not the Chair submit it again to the House ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I wish to make a parliament- 
ary inquiry: whether it would be in order, under the circumstances, 
to move to reconsider the unanimous consent given, by any member, 
as everybody is presumed to have voted for that? If so, I move to 
reconsider the unanimous consent, so as to go back to where we were. 
If the gentleman from New York and the gentleman from Illinois made 
an agreement which the Speaker thought was to be carried out, but 
which the House misunderstood because of the confusion —- 
would it not be better to reconsider that action and put things bac 
where they were before that was done? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the Report- 
er’s notes have now been , and will probably throw some light 
upon the question. They will be read. 

The Clerk read the following transcript trom the Reporter’s notes: 

Mr. Baker, of New York (to Mr. SprinGER). Are you going now to ask for a 
vote on the substitute as printed in the Recorp? 

Mr. Sprincer. The gentleman from New York does not object to taking a 
vote on the substitute which I have offered as printed in the Recorp, contain 
only such amendments 4s are germane to House bill 8466. 

The gentleman from New York now in the chair (Mr. Cox) wishesto offeran 
amendment, end as he is not on the floor, I will offer it for him. 

The pro tempore (Mr. Cox). The Chair will state the proposition. 
roms hid ae Srainas! We now pending ae naeetate ke petted fn 
the Racous—te which the gentleman offers an amendment. 


Mr. BURROWS. There, it seems that the gentleman from New 
York had not asked unanimous consent. It is simply stated that it 
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was given. Why can not the gentleman from Illinois take up the sub- 
stitute and offer his amendment? 


Mr. SPRINGER. I will explain that to the gentleman if I can get 


order. , 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask that the order be re- 
considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). The gentleman from 
Kentucky asks that the order be reconsidered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iobjecttothat. I think thisagreement is already 
made, and I want to explain that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Minnesota—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois, asking unanimous consent to substitute 
the bill ted in the Recorp for the substitute offered by him. 

Mr. B OWS. Whichisit? There have been several bills printed 
in the REcorD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a brief statement—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Ohair is endeavoring to determine 
what is before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have sent the bill up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state this: As he un- 
derstands the request of the gentleman from Illinois, he asks unanimous 
consent that the substitute which was ruled out by the Speaker on a 
oa order be considered as pending now as the substitute offered 

iy . 


Mr. MACDONALD. Iobject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota has 
objected. The Clerk will report the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do trust that gentlemen will treat me with 
fairness about this subject. I stated to the gentlemen on the other side 
favoring the amendment that they desired to submit, that the South 
Dakota bill should be perfected in just such language as they desired 
it should be offered and voted upon, and I asked a similar favor for my- 
selfand for this side of the House, which was that each side of the House 
could present all the propositions tliat it desired and have a vote upon 
them; and that is all I desired. 

It would delay this matter a long time if I have to go through with 
ail these small amendments that have been put in this proposition for 
the purpose of perfecting the text. There are several of them that are 
merely inaccuracies in regard to several matters, and it will delay this 
thing a long time if we are to go through them. Therefore it was 
printed in the RecorDasgentlemen desired to haveit, and asthe friends 
of the bill on this side desired to haveit. I hope gentlemen will deem 
it due to the House and the country to allow the House to vote upon 
them, and that is all we request. 

Mr. REED. There are two tions to be before the House. 
One is the South Dakota bill of the Senate and the other the substitute 
prone by the gentleman from Illinois. Now, both of these have to 

perfected under parliamentary law in accordance, not with the wishes 
of the friends particularly of the one or the other, but in accordance 
with the wishes of the majority of the House; that the House, if not 
interfered with, will determine which of the two alternative proposi- 
tionsit will vote upon. The gentleman from Illinois has said the South 
Dakota or Senate bill has received itsamendments. Now, will he con- 
sent that the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MAc- 
oare may be offered and voted upon as an amendment to his sub- 
stitute 

Mr. SPRINGER. If you will allow it to be done without reading 
the whole of it, as it will take two hours to read it. 

Mr. REED. That means that the House is to vote upon a proposi- 
tion of that kind without reading it, and that is the only way it has to 
ascertain whether it is absolut-ly unsuitable and improper. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would require a long time to read it. 

a — And if it requires time to do it, what is the difficulty 
about it 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to its being brought to a vote; 
and only ask this to save time now. 

Mr. REED. Let us vote upon it, then. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield for him to offer it now. 

Mr. REED. I understand from the friends of the South Dakota bill 
that they have no objection to this course, namely, the presentation of 
the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], and that 
a prior vote shall be taken on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD], and any such other amendments 
as may be found necessary by the House to perfect it, and then, when 
both propositions are perfected, to take a vote upon the alternative— 
that is, upon the substitute; and if that substitute is voted down, then 
upon the admission of South Dakota. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Which substitute do you mean? 

Mr. REED, If the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota is 
carried, then it becomes a part of the substitute of the gentleman from 


Illinois; and if it is voted down by the House, then it is substituted by 
the South Dakota bill. 






























Mr. SPRINGER. I will agree that the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. MACDONALD] may now move his substitute, the South Dakota 
bill, and take a vote upon it. 

Mr. REED. But that is not the proposition. The proposition is 
that that shall be submitted and voted upon as a substitute for your 
substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that that is agreeable to the other 
side of the House. 

Mr. REED. It is an amendment to your substitute. It will be first 
voted on, of course. 

Mr.SPRINGER. All right. I will agree to let the gentleman from 
Maine say what is fair in this respect and I will agree to everything that 
he says. 

Mr. REED. Then you will be quite sure to get what is fair, 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am so desirous to have a vote upon this matter 
that if the gentleman from Maine will take charge of it and indicate 
what votes will test the sense of the House, I will agree to anything 
he proposes, 

Mr. SYMES. If the gentleman had said that this morning there 
would not have been so much time wasted. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, is it understood that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] shall bein 
order ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is pending, offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], a substitute for the Senate bill. 
The first thing in order is the reading of that substitute, to which 
amendments may be offered if desired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That reading was waived at the beginning of the 
session to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the substitute must be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that; but the reading was waived. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then if there be no amendment, the 
question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

Several Mempers. No! No! 

Mr. KELLEY. The amendments tobe considered to the substitute 
are those offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD], 
and not other amendments. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the first amend- 
ment pending to the substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] de- 
sires to offer an amendment. Let that be read. 

Mr. KELLEY. There is no objection to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York, except that it has not received unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On pages 4 and 5 of the substitute, strike out all after the word “second” to 
the end of the paragraph, and insert: 

“The State of North Dakota shall be entitled to one Representative in Con- 
gress, and South Dakota shall be entitled to two apeneiesee in Congress 
until the apportionment under the eleventh census of the United States.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will be agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. [Cries of 
““Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’"] I purpose to know where this House stands, let 
the cries of *‘ Vote, vote!’’ be as numerous and as long as they may. 
There has been confusion enough upon thisimportant quesiion. I de- 
sire to make a parliamentary inquiry. An amendment is now pro- 

, which seems to be an amendment to the substitute headed 
** House bill 8466,’’ and I desire to know if that bill is the pending 
substitute? 

The SPEAKER. The present occupant of the chair is not aware 
that anything else has been offered. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then I would ask the mover of the amendment 
at what line on page 4 the amendment comes in ? 

Mr. COX. I supposed I was offering an amendment to the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to come 
in at the bottom of page 4. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And headed in large print ‘‘ Substitute ?’’ 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But that is not the answer that the Speaker 
makes to my inquiry. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. While the present occupant of the chair was out 
it was agreed that this was to be considered instead of the other. 

Several MemBers. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. That being the case, of course that proposition is 
pending. The Chair had ruled it out of order in the first place, but 
now the Chair is advised that there has been an agreement that the 
proposition printed in the RECORD shall be considered as a substitute. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have no objection to either, but I want te 
know which is which. 

The SPEAKER. That, then, is the order. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment just read. 

The amendment of Mr. Cox was agreed to, 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Now I yield to the gentleman from Montana { Mr. 
TooLs]} to offer an amendment to the substitute. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Provided at the time of election of delegates, as provided in section 2 of this 
act, the constitution framed and adopted by the constitutional convention at the 
session thereof began Monday, January M4, A. D. 1884, and concluded February 
9, A, D. 1884, at Helena, Mont., shall be submitted to the people of said Ter- 
ritory for their ratification or rejection, and all persons enti to vote for dele- 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. The whole question is covered by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I insist it is not, and if I could have the atten- 
tion of the House for a few moments I think I could. convince every 
gentleman here that his amendment would throw everything into the 
most inextricable confusion. For the sake of preserving the measure 
from being absolutely meaningless or irreconcilable I have offered this 


tos wo the provisions of hi.act shall be cutie to vote upen theratifes: | amendment. I can explain in.a few moments what the amendment 
on or rejection of & c ei elector v . . . oo 

Eslogntes shail have written or printed upon the ticket the words‘ Forthe old con- provides. It is very different from the proposition of the gentleman 

stitution” or “Against the old constitution ;” which said voteshall becanvassed | from Minnesota. It proposes that at the time delegates are voted for 


as provided herein for the canvass of votes for the election of delegates, and if, 
when all the votes for or —— the a of said constitution have been 
canvassed in the manner aforesaid, it shall appear that the constitution has been 
ratified by a majority of all the votes cast, thenand in that event the constitu- 
tionai convention which may assemble in said Territory of Montana, as 
vided in subsequent sections of this act, shall resubmit to the people of Mon- 
tana, at the election provided for in this act, for ratification or , the 
constitution so adopted aforesaid, with such changes only as relate to defining 
judicial districts, the salaries of county officers in cou ized since the 
adoption of the constitution, and such other changes as may be necessary in 
order to comply with the provisions of this act. 


Mr. SPRINGER. There is no objection to that amendment so far 
as I know, and I hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being—ayes 4, noes 92. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Where does the 
amendment just proposed come in ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. At the end of section 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to my substitute, 
to come in at the end of section 3. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, is another amendment in order to 
section 1? 

TheSPEAKER. This amendmentis oneentire proposition, and un- 
der the rules is not required to be considered by paragraphs. Anamend- 
ment to one section does not preclude a subsequent amendment to a 
preceding section. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Ii I understand the substitute now before the 
House, I desire to offer this amendment—— 

TheSPEAKER. There is one amendment pending—that offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprrncEr], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 3 ofthe substitute insert: 

* Seventh. That at the election for dele; to the constitutional convention 
in South Dakota each elector may also have written or printed on his ballot 
the words * For the Sioux Falls constitution of 1885,’ or the words ‘ the 
Sioux Falls constitution of 1885 ;' andifa amy | of all votes cast on this ques- 
tion shall be ‘For the Sioux Falls of 1885,’ and if a division of the 
Territory is authorized as provided in this section, then it shall be the duty of 
the convention which may assemble at Sioux Falls as provided herein, to re- 
submit to the people of South Dakota, for ratification or rejection at the elec- 
tion ceuvitaes tte this act, the constitution framed at Sioux Falls and — 
November 3, 1885, and also the articles and propositions separately submitted 
at that election, with such changes only as relate to thename and boundary of 
the proposed State, to the reapportionment of the judicial and legislative dis- 
tricts, and such amendments as may be necessary in order to comply with the 
provisions of this act; and if a ority of the votes caston the or 
pejection of the constitution shall be for the constitution irrespective of the 
articles separately submitted, then the President of the United States may 
issue his proclamation, declaring the State of South Dakota admitted as a State 


in South Dakota each elector may have written or printed upon his 
ballot the words ‘‘ For the Sioux Falls constitutionof 1885’ or ‘*Against 
the Sioux Falls constitution of 1885;’’ and if a majority shall be in 
favor of that constitution, and if a division should be ordered as 
vided in other portions of the bill, then when the convention assembles 
it has only to make such changes in the constitution as may relate 
to boundaries, to the name of the Territory, to the reapportionment 
of the judicial and legislative districts, and such amendments as may 
be necessary in order to comply with the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress. There is a want of such compliance in that constitution in 
respects, rendering it necessary that the convention should take 
action as I have stated; and then the constitution as amended by the 
convention is to be submitted to the people in November next. us 
this Territory is treated just as Montana has been treated in the amend- 
ment just agreed to. 

If the constitution as amended should be approved by a vote of the 

ple, then the President is to issue his proclamation admitting South 
ta into the Union from the date of such proclamation; and the 
Territorial government of Dakota is to continue in existence as to the 
portion of the Territory not embraced in South Dakota until Congress 
shall take action in to the admission of North Dakota; but I 
will say to gentlemen the admission of the two portions of the 
present Territery will practically be simultaneous, because at the next 
regular meeting of Congress North Dakota will have voted upon a con- 
stitution and will be ready to come into the Union. 

Mr. REED. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has seen fit to pre- 
sent his substitute which covers a great many different Territories and 
an immense tract of country. It also covers a great many facts and a 
great many propositionsof law. A great deal of confusion has resulted 


But Iam informed that his amendment in its scope is an interfer- 
nee Oe ee made here on the floor of 
the House, and 1 would like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
MACDONALD] whether my view is not correct, or whether I have been 
imposed on in regard to it. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The agreement having been made between the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Baker] I did not pay very close attention to it. It was 
understood that my amendment should be offered and acted on. 

Mr. REED. Does not this amendment now offered cover portions 
of the ground embraced within the provisions of your substitute? 

Mr. MACDONALD. Idonotsoconstrue it. 1 construe it in a cer- 
tain sense that it does, as it retains his provision to submit the consti- 


in the Union from and after the date of such on, And the Territorial | tution—for the resubmission of the constitution of Sioux Falls to a vote 
government of the Terri of Dakota leontinue in existence thereafter | of the 
and apply to that portion of the not embraced in the State of South 


Mr. B of New York. Your proposition is complete in pro- 
viding for the admission into the Union of the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. It is an interference with that complete propesition 
eh th toeahhde ae tne teat thts nee 02 Ute rward 
this substitute, which is clearly in violation of the understanding on 
the part of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I took this proposition to the gentleman from 
Minnesota early this morning and he read it. There has not been a 
surprise in the matter to anybody. 

Mr.REED. But I think the gentleman from Illinois under the cir- 
cumstances will himself see he should not press it. . 

Mr. MACDONALD. If my amendment is offered and voted on there 
is nothing to prevent him from offering his substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to call the attention of the House to this 
fact, that the proposition introduced by the gentleman from Minnesota 
as an amendment to the substitute by me with the consent of 
the Committee on Territories—that is, the Democratic portion of it—em- 
braces, I am informed, many of the features of two or three bills, and 
it is twice as long as the substitute I have offered. I confess for my- 
self that I have not had time to read it and it would take two hours 
to read it carefully. I submit to the House in all candor, I submit to 
the gentleman from Minnesota, whether he will ask that we shall vote 
on a proposition so lengthy, so cumbersome as the substitute which he 
has offered and which comes only from himself without any other mem- 
ber or any committee knowing at all about it—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I t well. It is all right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire in good faith to have the 
which are legitimately here voted on, but I do protest, Mr. 
that the gentleman from Minnesota ought not to insist the Houseshall 


Dakota until the State of North Dakota is admitted into the Union; but the 
archives, reco and books of the Territory of Dakota at the 
ne See kota until an agreement in thereto is reached by 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. This isa part of the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Minnesota. The presentation of it in 
this manner is not in accordance with the agreement which was made 
when the gentleman from Maine was on the floor. It was fairly un- 
derstood we should have a vote on the substitute of the gentleman 
from Minnesota. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. This does not change that + at all. 

Mr. REED. I submit to the gentleman from Illinois that this was 
pt within the scope of the agreement. I think he had better with- 

raw it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My agreement was that the gentleman from 
Minnesota might offer his proposition as a substitute for mine after it 
had been perfected by the amendments which would be offered. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. REED. I think upon reflection the gentleman from Illinois 
will see that this was not within the spirit of the agreement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As I understand the Chair, the regular order is 
that we must perfect this before a vete on the substitute can be 
taken. 

Mr. REED. The proposition of the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. MAcpoNn ALD] is not asubstitute, butan amendment; and asquare 
vote was to be taken onit. I submit to the gentleman from is 
that he ought not to propose this amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to explain why this proposition would 
carry ont what some gentlemen have insisted should be done, and why 
the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota will not. 
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vote on his proposition when it has never been considered by any 
committee, and thereby crowding out these well-matured proposi- 
tions. 

Mr. REED. I wish to recall the gentleman from Illinois back to 
the frame of mind in which he was a short time ago when he said he 
would leave the whole business to me. [Laughter.] I hope he has 
not repented. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is claiming generosity for every- 
body under the sun except the friends of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois will desist, the 
Chair will endeavor to secure order upon the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker—— : 

The SPEAKER. The from Illinois is entitled to the floor, 
he having yielded at the request of the Chair. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I understood the gentleman from Illinois to 
ask me a question, and I wished to answer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to assure gentlemen over there of my 
desire to meet os that can be demanded that is reasonable. 
Now, I will ask, before this amendment that I have offered is voted 
upon, that the House will take a vote upon the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is all right. Now let us vote. 

Mr. SYMES. And that is in accordance with your agreement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; not in accordance with my agreement. 
My friend from New York has offered an amendment since—— 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Minnesota will send his 
proposition to the desk. 

The Chair will state, as he understands the t now, that 
the House shall vote upon the tion of the gentleman from Min- 
nesota before voting upon such amendments as may be submitted to 
the one offered by the gentleman from Illinois, and if the proposition 
of the gentleman from Minnesota is not agreed to, that the House will 

to amend the other. Is that the understanding? 

Mr. BURROWS and others. It is. ; 

[Cries of ‘All right !’’] 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. If I un- 
derstood the Chair correctly, he used the words ‘‘ the House shall vote 
upon the ition.’’ I wish to know by what authority the Chair 
makes that decision ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that such was the agreement. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. When was it made? 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen havejust this moment come to the un- 
derstanding. Is there objection to it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. ‘It has been agreed to already. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I object. 

Mr. SYMES. It is too late to object. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I make the point of order that the 
agreement had been made and was not objected to some time ago, be- 
tween the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman from Maine. 

The SPEAKER. But the from Iimois and the gen- 
tleman from Maine can not make agreements that will bind the 

Mr. BURROWS. But it was understood and agreed to by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Unless a proposition is stated from the Chair and 
assented to by the House, the Chair does not think it is more than a 
private agreement. 

It is now stated that the agreement was made some time ago, per- 
~— during the absence of the present occupant of the chair. 

r. SPRINGER. For the = bringing the House to some 
understanding in reference to bill, I will for the present withdraw 
the amendment. 

Now I want to ask unanimous consent that the proposition of the 
gentleman from Minnesota may be considered as having been read, and 
then I will move to adjourn so that gentlemen can read it in the Rrc- 
ord. Otherwise, I will have to insist on sitting here until it has been 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 


sent to with the reading of the proposed substitute, and asks 
that it be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. I object. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Then let it be read; and I desire to state that as 
soon as it is read 1 will move to adjourn, and no business shall be done 
after the reading, if I can avoid it, so that gentlemen who do not de- 
sire to remain can leave the Hall, and I will stay with the gentleman 
from Florida to take care of the floor. [ Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. The proposition of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has already been printed once in the Recorp, but it will be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this is a very 
im matter; and we are not all going to sit here to hear it read, 
as it will consume some hours, we are told. It does not seem to me to 
be good legislation to have it read in the absence of the members, and 

The eee ; and accordingly (at 40’cl 

motion was to; ingly (at 40’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 12273) for the relief of 
Newton C. Ridenour—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 12274) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Brainerd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYNUM: A bill (H. R. 12275) to increase the pension to 
John W. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12276) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. J. O’NEILL: A bill (H. R. 12277) granting a pension to 
Clara Leigh Freeborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 8. V. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 12278) authorizing the pay- 
ment of the pension of Edward 8. Smith, accrued at the date of his 
death, to his mother, Catharine Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 12279) granting a pension to Joseph 
Stoeser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FISHER: Petition of A. W. Comstock and 13 others, ask- 
ing for increase of duty on lumber or forest products—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of 133 citizens and of 131 citizens of De- 
corah, Iowa, for a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manu- 
facture, importation, etc., of all alcoholic liquors—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of American nurserymen, in favor of 
restoring the former duty on fruit trees, plants, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUDD: Petition of chiefs, headmen, and members of the 
Menominee Indians of Wisconsin, for an act allowing them to sell the 
dead and down pine timber on their reservation—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of Typographical Union No. 6, of 
New York City, in favor of the Chace copyright bill—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of H. K. Roads and 54 others, citizens 
of Highland County, Ohio, to grant a higher rate of pension to William 
Estle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of James Mason, of Joseph Hoff- 
man, and of E. M. Pitzer, administrator, of Berkeley County, West 
Virginia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 


FRIDAY, January 18, 1889. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burien, D. D. 

The Secretary read the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Journal? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; I rise to move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no motion to correct or 
amend the Journal, it will stand approved as read. The Senator from 
Missouri suggests the absence ofa quorum. The roll of the Senate will 
be called. 
The Secretary called the roll, and after some delay the following 
Senators had answered to their names: 

Aldrich, 





Does the Senator rise to a correction 


Farwell, Hoar, Stewart, 
Allison, Frye, Ingalls, Stockbridge, 
Berry, George, Manderson, Teller, 
Blair, Gibson, Mitchell, Vance, 
Chandler, Gorman, Morrill, Vest, 
Colquitt, Gray, Payne, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hale, Platt, Walthall, 
Davis, Harris, Reagan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dawes, Hawley, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 
Edmunds, Hiscock, Sherman, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum being present, further 
proceedings under the call will be dispensed with, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

W. R. WHEATON AND C. H. CHAMBERLAIN—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 

To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 3646, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 

of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain, of California,” 


These parties were, respectively, for anumber of years prior to 1879, the regis- 
ter and receiver of the land office at San Francisco, in the State of California. 
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Prior to July, 1877, they had collected and retained, apparently without ques- 


tion, certain fees allowed by law for reducing to writing the testimony heard by 
them in establishing the rights of claimants to public lands. 

On the 9th day of duly, 1877, these officials were notified by the Acting Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office that monthly thereafter, and dating from 
July 1, 1877, such fees should be reported with other fees to the General Land 
Office. 

This notification furnished clear information that whatever may have been 
the justification for their retention of these fees in the past the parties n 
must thereafter account to the Government for the same. 

On the 8th day of February, 1879, the beneficiaries were peremptorily required 
by the Conimissioner of the General Land Office to deposit in the Treasury of 
the United States the sums which they had received for the services mentioned 
since July 1, 1877, and which, though reported, had not been paid over. Soon 
thereafter, and pursuant to this demand, the sum of $5,330.76, being the aggre- 
gate of such fees for the nineteen months between July 1, 1887, and February 1, 
1879, was paid over to the Government. 

On the 19th day of February, 1879, these officers were authorized to employ 
two clerks, each upon a salary of $100 per month 

The purpose of the bill now under consideration is to restore to the benefi- 
ciaries from the money paid over to the Government, as above stated, the surn 
of $3,800. This is proposed upon the theory that clerks were employed by the 
register and receiver to do the work for which the fees were received, and that 
these officials having paid them for their services they should be reimbursed 
from the fund, 

It will be observed that whatever services were performed by clerks in the 
way of writing down testimony, and ~_ for by the beneficiaries, were per- 
formed and paid for after July, 1877, and after they had in effect received notice 
that eon employment and payment would not be approved by the Govern- 
ment, 

Upon this statement the claim covered by the bill can hardly be urged on 
legai grounds, whatever the Government may have allowed prior to such no- 
tice. 

Il am decidedly of the opinion that the relations, the duties, and_the obliga- 
tions of subordinates in public employment should clearly defined and 
strictly limited. They should not be permitted to judge of the propriety or 
necessity of incurring expenses on behalf of the Government without author- 
ity, much less in disregard of orders. And yet there are cases when, in an 
emergency, money is paid for the benefit of the public service by an official 
which, though not strictly authorized, ought, in equity, to be reimbursed. 

If there is any equity existing in favor of the beneficiaries named in the bill 
herewith returned, it is found in the fact thatduring the nineteen months from 
the lst day of July, 1877, to the Ist day of February, 1879, they paid out certain 
moneys for which the Government, in the receipt of the fees which they paid 
over, received the benefit. Manifestly such equity in this case, if it can be 
claimed at all in view of the facts recited, is measured by the sum actually paid 
by these officials to the persons, if such there were, who did the work from 
which the feos arose which were paid over to the Government. 

In other words, if certain clerks were paid by the beneficiaries from their pri- 
vate funds for doing this work, there should be a distinct statement of the sum 
so paid,and their claim should rest upon indemnity and reimbursement alone. 
But no such statement appears, so far as I can see from an examination of papers 
presented to me by the Interior Department and from the report of the Senate 
committee who reported this bill, except as it may be gathered from the rather 
indirect allegations contained in a paper prepa by counsel. 

No vouchers have ever been received at the General Land Office for money 
— for clerical services rendered during the period for which reimbursement 
ssought. The verified statement of the claimants annexed tothe committee’s 
report contains only the allegation that they paid for the necessary clerical 
services, and the affidavits of the clerks themselves furnish no clew to the 
amount they received. Such an omission, in my opinion, discredits the claim 
made, and the allowance of the sum of $100 per month for two clerks during the 
period of nineteen months covered by this claim, because that was the sum 
authorized to be paid thereafter for clerks’ services, is, it seems to me, adopting 
a standard entirely inapplicable to the subject. 

In any event these beneficiaries should be required to establish the sum neces- 
sary for such indemnification, and the amountappropriated for their reliefshould 


be limited to that sum. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 

F.xecctTrvE Mawsron, January 17, 1889, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire what bill it is that the President ob- 
jects to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to William R. Wheaton, ex-register, and to Charles H. Cham- 
berlain, ex-receiver of the land office at San Francisco, Cal., jointly, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,800, being a 
portion of the amount deposited in the Treasury of the United States by them 
as fees for testimony which was taken by clerks whose compensation was paid 
from the private funds of said ex-register and said ex-receiver. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the bill and veto message be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and the message will be 
referred to the Committee on Claims, if there be no objection. 


Mr. BERRY. Did not the bill come from the Committee on Public 


Lands? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the files ex- 
amined to ascertain. 


Mr. BERRY. Iam of the opinion that it came from that commit- 
tee. 
Mr. STEWART. Then let it go to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the bill 
was reported by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPpH] from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BERRY. Then I move that the bill and message be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

‘Mr. STEWART. I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there Le no objection, the bill will 
be referred, with the message of the President, to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. HALE presented the credentials of WILLIAM P. Frys, chosen 


by the Legislature of Maine a Senator from that State for the term be- 
ginning March 4, 1889; which were read and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of 400 members of the 
Methodist Church of Otsego, Mich., praying for the passage of a Sunday- 
rest law; which was referred tothe Committee on Educationand Labor, 

Mr. CULLOM presented two petitions of members of the Embury 
Methodist Church, of Freeport, Ill., and AF ppg of Labor Assembly 
No. 6576, Knights of Labor, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the passage of 
a national Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of 7,315 citizens of Minnesota, pray- 
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the biil (S. 3674) to amend ‘‘An act to incorpo- 
rate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia,’’ which was received by the President August 10, 
A. D. 1888, and became a law without his approval, reported it with 
an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3752) to incorporate the Homestead Savings Bank of Washington, 
D. C., reported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (8. 3837) to authorize the Secretary 
of State to appoint agents to procure copies of all papers in possession 
of the Governments of Great Britain, France, and Spain relating to the 
history of Louisiana Territory and East and West Floridas; which was 
— twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 

tions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3838) for the relief of J. G. 
Fellers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. . 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3839) granting ions to 
Annie D. Rundlett and Annie Howard Rundlett; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred tw the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (8. 3840) to establish a light-ship off 
Great Round Shoal, near Nantucket, Mass.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


THE REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9051, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the reve- 
nue, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] is entitled to the floor, the question being upon agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ‘Aline. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the committee. 


The PRESIDENT pro From the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. ent, the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee contains a ition to give a bounty of 1 cent a pound on sugar 


proposi 

produced in the United States from beets, sorghum, and from sugar-cane. 
If those Senators who reported the bill had remembered the pleasure 
which it may have given them as it did me at the time before dimes 
and half dimes were coined to purchase fourpence ha’penny worth of 
maple sugar for immediate consumption, I think they would put maple 
sugar in the list. It may be that the sugar-maple does not grow in 
Iowa. I donot knowastothat. If it does not, is reason enough 
to excuse the Senator from Iowa for forgetting maple sugar, but I do not 
see how we can excuse the Senator from Rhode who lives neigh- 
bor to New Hampshire and Vermont, which a few years ago were among 
the largest producers of maple sugar. I do not know how it is at this 
time. 


The debate on this bill has certainly resulted in some good, in that 
it has at last compelled the admission by the friends of the bill that 
high duties increase the price of commodities, and that the consumers 
of such imports pay that increased . This is that much of an 
achievement in the interest of right and of justice, and it is to be 
hoped we will not again hear the assumption in the of this 
debate that increased duties do not increase the cost of products to the 
consumer. 


The Senator from Iowa repeatedly stated in the discussion on yes- _ 


terday that the high duty now im upon sugar ly increased 
the cost of sugar to the producer. of course we to be 
true, and he seemed to make it a point of t that it took so 


much money from the people and turned it over into the public Treas« 
ury. 





1889. 


I wonder that it had not occurred to the Senator in making that 
point that the duties we impose upon-iron, upon steel, upon cotton 
and woolen goods and like fabrics also take large amounts of money 
from the people that go into the public Treasury for the support of the 
Government. But unlike sugar, which furnishes revenue almost en- 
tirely, the duties imposed upon the articles I have just named not only 
take the money from the people to put into the Treasury for the sup- 
port of the Government, but take several times as much from them and 
transfer it from the rightful owners of the money into the coffers of the 
man ing establishments without price and without consideration. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] y expressed, as he 
had several times before expressed, the idea that it was right and 

for Senators to legislate for the benefit of their own constituents, 
avowed that that was the rule upon which he acted. I am aware, 
sir, that it is very hard for us to divest ourselves ef all idea of selfish- 
ness. I am aware that it is our duty to take care of the interests of 
our immediate constituents, as it is our duty to conserve the rights of 
all the American people; but in taking care of our constituents we 
should be careful that we do not do so by being unjust to other people, 
for that would be inexcusable. 

The Senator from Kansas vindicates himself, however, against any 
supposition that he would benefit his own constituents at the mse 
of others by the support which he gives to this bill, which is a bill for 
the benefit of manufacturing capital at the expense largely of the ag- 
ricultural people of this country, and he represents a peculiarly agri- 
cultural State. As was said at a former time by the late Senator Ben- 
ton, the West and the South are recognized in this bill ‘‘ for its burdens 
and not for its benefits.’’ The position which they occupy in it is that 
they furnish the bounty, the bonus, which Congress proposes to give to 
people engaged in other vocations than in agriculture; and my surprise 
during the whole progress of this debate has been that gentlemen rep- 
resenting agricultural communities, who are to bear the immense bur- 
dens imposed by these laws for the benefit of other people, should find 
themselves compelled by party exigencies and party discipline to sup- 
port a measure which distinctly and clearly sacrifices the interest of the 
people they represent for the benefit of others. 

Yesterday the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis] very aptly re- 
ferred to the bill before the Senate as indicating a change in our theory of 
Government. When we remember that our Government, as it was orig- 
inally constituted, was expected to conserve and protect the interests of 
all alike, and to give exclusive and ial privileges to none, and con- 
trast it with this bill, which is intended to impose monstrous burdens 
upon the great masses of the people for the benefit of a few capitalists, 
individuals and corporations, we may well understand the force of the 

on of that Senator that this bill isthe announcement of a change 
of the character of our Gov ent. 

Mr. President, the grant of constitutional power under which this leg- 
islation is to take place is ‘‘ to lay and collect duties, etc., to pay debts, to 
= for the common defense and general welfare of the United States. ”? 

is the power and the only power under which such a law as this 
can be I know of no other. I know of no other power given by 
express grant of power or which follows as an incident to any granted 
power. This ignores the idea embodied in the tenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, that the powers not granted in the 
Constitution are reserved to the States, respectively, or to the people. 

It assumes in Congress unlimited we over the property of the peo- 

le of this country. It ignores another idea of the Constitution in the 

amendment, that — property shall not be taken by the Gov- 
ernment except for public use, and not then except upon just compensa- 
tion. ignores the whole theory of our constitutional system of gov- 
ernment, owalftionl the rights and property of the people under the 
control of a political majority, freed from the limitations and restraints 
and protection of the Constitution. 

The view has been advanced upon different occasions during the prog- 
ress of this debate that if we may levy duties at all for the support of 
the Government, that necessarily imposes upon the people Gopiees be- 
yond the support of the Government and transfers to the protected 
manufacturers ow of the consumers in an amount equal to the 
rate of the tax. inly it has that effect; and then we may be asked, 
why urge the constitutional objection? That is urged because the 
power given in the Constitution and the reason for giving it was to 





collect revenue for the support of the Government and the payment of 


its debts. 

The object of this bill, as it has been stated over and over by Sen- 
ators on the other side of the Chamber, is to give protection to do- 
mestic industries subordinating to the question of revenues. Indeed, 
assertions on that side have been repeatedly made that one of the ob- 
jects held in view by this bill was to reduce the lus of revenue by 
the exclusion of imports into this country; but of that I shall say more 
afterawhile. _ 

But when we impose a tax for the collection of revenue it is true 
that to the extent to which that tax goes it furnishes protection, not as 
® principal object of the law or of the Constitution, but simply as an 
jncident to the power to collect revenue by an indirect tax. I submit 
that it is a plain perversion of the Constitution to assume that protec- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





















“the Legislature can not * 
citizen and give it to an individual, the 


power. This would not be legislation. 

for pubic purposes. When it is prostituted to objects in no way connected 

__ the public interest or welfare, it ceases to be taxation and becomes plun- 
er. 
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tion of domestic industries can constitutionally be the object of such 
a bill. 


If we can reduce revenue by excluding imports, the logical result of 


such a policy is to destroy our foreign trade, to take from our people the 
foreign markets for our agricultural products, which last year amounted 
to more than $523,000,000 worth, and was about 75 per cent. of all our 
foreign imports—such a policy would bankrupt our people, destroy our 
prosperity, isolate us commercially from the balance of the world, and 
turn us back into barbarism. 


It has occurred several times that gentlemen have spoken with some 


feeling about the charge against this bill that its object is to transfer 
the property of one part of the citizens to another part without con- 
sideration, and they have complained that it has been denounced as 
robbery. That denunciation is not new to this body or to this debate, 
as I shall show by the presentation of one or two authorities. Mr. 
Cooley, in his work upon Constitutional Limitations—and he is per- 
haps as high authority as we can refer to on such a question—makes 
the statement: 


But we think it clear, in the words of the supreme court of Wisconsin, that 
* * in the form of a tax, take the money of a 
ublic interest and welfare being in no 


way connected with the transaction. The objects for which money is raised by 
taxation must be public, and such »3 to subserve the common interest and well 
being of the community required to contribute.”” Or,as stated by the supreme 
court of Pennsylvania, ‘‘ the Legisiature has no constitutional right to 
levy a tax or authorize a municipal corporation to do it in order to raise funds 
for a mere private purpose.” 


Such as improving the fortunes of a manufacturing company—I put 


that in parenthesis, not as part of the authority— 


No such authority passed to the Assembly by the general grant of legislative 
Taxation is a mode of raising revenue 


That is not my word. It is the word of the supreme court of Penn- 


sylvania. 


Transferring from the owners of it into the possession of those who have no 


title to it, though it be done under the name and form of tax, is unconstitutional 
for all the reasons which forbid the Legislature to usurp any other power not 
granted to them. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cuttom in the chair). Does the 


Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to call his attention to 
the fact—— 

Mr. REAGAN. Ishall be obliged if the Senator will put his question 
when Iam through. It will interrupt the course of my argument. I 
do not wish to exhibit any discourtesy, but I would like very much te 
continue my statement, and then I shall be glad to yield to the Senatot 
for any question he wishes to ask. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not intending to put a question. I only 
wanted to call the attention of the Senator to the fact, pertinent to the 


| precise point he is debating, that the supreme court of Michigan some 


years ago held constitutional an act of the Legislature of that State 
granting a bounty to encourage the production of salt, and afterwards 
on appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States the Supreme 
Court of the United States treated that act as a legal enactment. 

Mr, REAGAN. Whatever the reasons may have been for the decis- 
ion of the supreme court of Michigan, the general ground laid down 
in these decisions can not be controverted successfully. Mr. Justice 
Miller, in delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of the Loan Association against Topeka, decided in 
20 Wallace, uses this language: ° 

To lay with one hand the power of the Governmeut on the propert 
citizen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private 
enterprises and build up private fortunes is none the less robbery because it 
was done under the forms of law andis called taxation. This is not legisla- 
tion; it is a decree under legislative forms. 

So it will be seen that when we speak of this bill as being a measure 
to plunder and to rob the people, we are following the language of 
some of the ablest courts in this Union, and we are presenting a case 
which, it seems to me, with all deference to those who hold a different 
view, is placed upon the firmest foundation of justice and truth and 
common honesty, and can not be overthrown by sophistry and by art- 
fal statements. 

I know, sir, how easy it is for persons—for we all have something 
of human nature in us—to believe that that is right which is to our 
interest or to the interest of our friends. It is the old case of thelaw- 
yer who persuades himself that his client, however guilty, is an inno- 
cent man. If it is to the interest of our particular constituents that 
they shall be enriched by the money of the constituents of some other 
Senator, it seems that we can find arguments to justify the plundering 
of that other Senator’s constituents for the enrichment of our own. 

This may be more the fault of the weakness of human nature than 
the fault of individuals, who yield to the seduction presented by the 
hope of gain to those who seek it. Our Republican friends have in- 
dicated by this bill and by their speeches that they are animated, not 
by the purpose of securing equal rights, equal privileges, equal pros- 
perity to all, but by the purpose of using the Federal Government to 
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enrich partienlar classes of the American people at the expense of 
others. Their policy is the use of the Federal Government to enrich 
their friends. There can be no faithful observer of the history of that 
party that does not understand and clearly comprehend that their idea 
of success in policy rests upon the promotion of the interests of the 
moneyed classes as against those who contribute to the fortunes of 
moneyed people, the agricultural and laboring classes and all others not 
engaged in manufacturing. 

There have been no class interests resting upon money that it has 
not done all that it could do from its origin as a party to aid and 
strengthen, and the interest of the people as contradistinguished from 
the privileged classes is rarely spoken of unless upon the eve of a Pres- 
idential election. On such occasions we hear a great deal said about 
the interest of labor and the interest of the people. 

I had occasion to notice that during the debate of last summer and 
to say then that after the election we should not hear much from the 
same Senators on the subject of the rights of labor and the interests of 
the people until we approached the time for another Presidential elec- 
tion. 

Their policy is to assume the paternal care and management of the va- 
rious pecuniary interests of the people of this country and to determine 
the amount of bounty which they confer upon their wards at the expense 
of people not so blessed by their favor. Noonecan doubt this whosees 
the policy by which they are animated. To accomplish this purpose 
they have in the bill before the Senate combined most skillfully the 
classes of interests, the moneyed interests of privileged classes, and which 
it was supposed would be sufficient to enable them to carry this bill suc- 
cessfully through, and Senators who represent agricultural States and 
parts of the country, I trust, will not consider meas too presumptuous 
when I say that, if such a law can be putin foree, they will yet hear 
from their constituents on that subject, not about the result of the last 
election, but about the oppression and robbery of themselves by a law 
passed by the aid of their Senators. 

Sophistry may answer for certain purposes, but the cold logic of facts, 
the cold experience of oppressive taxation, of privation of benefits for 
the enrichment of the already afiluentand powerful, can not escape the 
attention of the American people and will not escape that attention 
permanently, and Senators had as well understand this. 

Thisseems to be a fine frolic here to impose unlimited duties for the pur- 
pose of excluding imports because there is a majority that has the power 
to doit. The majority must understand, however, that there are sixty 
millions of American people behind us with vast and varied interests, 
each interest looking to its own welfare and criticising action which 
tends to its injury. in this combination of interests for the purposeof 
carrying this bill of plunder, this bill which I think I have a right to 
call a bill of robbery, originally, as it was reported by the committee, 
agriculture was left out of the combination because it was necessary to 
have some field from which to draw the revenues to enrich the particu- 
lar classes intended to be benefited by the bill. 

That most numerous class of the American people, that class which 
has done most to enrich this country, to conserve civil liberty and pop- 
ular rights, to maintain the manly independence of the American citi- 
zen, is selected by the framers of this bill as the class which is to be 
the victim to be plundered for the benefit of the beneficiaries of the 
bill. But it seems to have occurred to Senators in the progress of the 
debate that perhaps they had made a mistake in entirely leaving agricult- 
ure out of the benefits of this bill, and, notwithstanding, in their report 
and speeches, after making an argument against the high duty on sugar, 
after showing that it was burdening the people with an undue and un- 
just tax, they concluded it was n in this combination to em- 
brace at leasta part of the agricultural interests of the country, and so 
they come in, ashamed or afraid to go back on their ts about the 
high tax on sngar, with an amendment proposing in lieu of the high 
duties to give a bounty of 1 cent a pound on all sugar made in the 
United States, thus embracing not only those who make cane-sugar in 
Louisiana, Texas, and other Southern States, but doubtless especially 
to throw a bait to the great agricultural Republican States of the West, 
such States as Iowa and Kansas, on the idea that they are to have a 
bounty on sugarif they will make it out of beets and sorghum. 

It is said that the production of in this country was about 
5,000,000 pounds for the year 1887-’88. It was 290,000 
which would make 5,800,000 pounds. This would give a bounty of 
$580,000 on that amount of sugar Pan of sugar. Of 
course, if the policy of the law should in augmenting the pro- 
duction of sugar, the amount would be increased; but on basis 
of $580,000 te be given to the whole Union, how much is the price 
which is to be paid to Iowa and to Kansas for their part of this $580,- 
000 to justify the violation of the Constitution and the adoption of a 
most pernicious policy? I would like to know whether the citizens of 
those two great agricultural and Republican States think they ought 
not to sell for a better price than this for the adoption of such a policy 
and for the violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I prefer that the Senator should reserve his 
question and let me get through. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Texas declines to yield. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, where do the Senators find the war- 
rant in the Constitution for the giving of bounties, for the levying of 
taxes upon one part of tne people to make a gift to another part of them? 
Under what clause of the Constitution may it be found? From what 
power conferred by the Constitution may it be derived? 

Mr. MITCHELL, Will the Senator allow me now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will hear a question from the Senator, but I do 
not know that I will answer it now. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I understand the Senator from Texas has repeat- 
edly said since he commenced his discourse that the protective system 
was not only robbery, but was unconstitutional. He has repeated that 
several times. I wamt to ask the Senator from Texas if he indorses 
the Mills bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator wants to know whether I indorse all 
the a — — I say to nee y that there are 
many of them whi o not approve, but tl er that 
bill to the still worse one of the Senate. idee rd 

Mr. MITCHELL. The next question is, does the Senator indorse 
the provision of the Mills bill that fixes a rate, I think, of about 60 per 
cent. tariff on sugar? 

Mr. REAGAN. I donot know thatI de But qill ask the Sen- 
ator now—— 

Mr. M ELL. Then I—— 

Mr. REAGAN, I do not wish to be diverted further. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Oneother question, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. REAGAN. I must ask the Senator not to insist on farther 
questions at this time. I will cheerfully answer all questions when I 
am through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas declines to 
yield further. 

Mr. REAGAN. I donot believe the duty ought to be as hich on 
sugar as it is under the existing law. I do not believe that it ought to 
be as high on rice as under the existing law. I would not take the en- 
tire duty off of wool; I would not take the entire duty off of lumber. 
I state these things in order that Senators may know why I prefer the 
Mills bill, as it is called, bad as I conceive it to be in some respects, 
to the Senate bill, though it does not meet my approval as a whole; and 
the Senator knows, and all other Senators know, that in matters of leg- 
islation no one Senator can expect to embody his views upon a question 
affecting all the great material interests of this country. All such leg- 
islation must of necessity be a compromise of opinions and of interests. 

I say further to the Senator that I have conversed with Democratic 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, and I 
have never conversed with one of them who expressed himself satisfied 
with that bill. There is not one of them who has not said it was not 
such a bill as he desired, but it was al! he could get under the cir- 
cumstances. I feel just as they felt. It is not such a bill as I would 
desire, but I would take it rather than the present law and rather than 
adopt the Senate substitute. 

On the subject of the allowance of bounties I would read a para- 
graph or two from a report of Mr. Clay, made on the subject of bountics 
on the 19th of January, 1858: 

That, after a eareful and elaborate examination of the whole subject of fish- 
ing bounties and allowances, the committee has been irresistibly led to the 
conclusion that they originated in the fallacious but now almost universally 

of to the manufacturer, on establishing the fact of 
re-exportation amount of duties paid on the raw material enterin 
the product of his industry and skill. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to inquire whether he 
said that was written by Henry Clay ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Henry Clay. 

Mr. TELLER. Notatall. Ifhe willlook he will see it was not 
Henry Clay. Henry Clay was dead at that time, and he never enun- 
ciated such a sentiment while living. 

Mr. REAGAN. I believe, on reflection, the Senator is right. I 


thought it was Hi Clay. 
Mr. TELLER. I Bee. I am right. 
Mr. DAWES. It was Clement C. Clay, of Alabama. 


Mr. REAGAN. Yes; Clement C. Clay, of Alabama. 

Mr. TELLER. Clay, of Alabama. 

Mr. REAGAN. Isuppose thatas to thatSenator, because Mr. Clay was 
from Alabama, hisreport would have no t. Anything that ap 
from a Senator south of what is called Mason and Dixon’s line, I am 
aware, is no kind of, authority for the Senator from no mat- 
ter how much of virtue and of wisdom is in it. I understand that, but 
it is not necessary for us to prolong the discussion upon that point, and 
he understands it as well as I. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will read from the works of Henry 
Bey, Se SE SE OED SEIT en Pe ee 
wi 


Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will me, I will read 
from the utterances of Mr. Henry , south of Mason and 
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line,to which Ishould like to have the approbation of the Senator from 
Colorado, too, before this debate gets through. : : 

Mr. TELLER. I did not say I would approve of everything he did 
or said. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iso understood the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. But I did not want the Senator from Texas to make 
the impression that the remarks of Clement C. Clay, of Alabama, were 
those of Henry Clay, of Kentucky. 

Mr. REAGAN. I merely saw the name of “ Mr. Clay’’ at the head 
of the report which I hastily read, and I gave the date of the report, 
ae that Mr. Henry Clay was not then alive. 

shall continue the reading of the paragraph, and trust I shall not 
be interrupted again until I get through. 


Thai this view of the and object of these gratuities, whether granted in 
the of drawbacks, or bounties, according to the phraseology 
of the law authorizing them, has not only been adopted by the different com- 


mittees of Congress to whom the subject has at di mt times been referred, 
but has been demonstrated in their reports by an array of facts and reasonings 
anda lation of the acts bearing upon it that can scarcely be resisted by 
any disinterested and unbiased mind; that the omens made to this body April 
10, 1840 (Senate Document No. 113, Twenty-ninth Congress, first session), by 
Hon T. H. Benton, covers the whole subjectand its history from the commence- 
ment of the Federal Government to the date of said report, and leaves nothing 
for your committee to add further than to state that the subsequent and current 
history of our cod-fisheries illustrates the arguments and strengthens the con- 
clusions of that masterly report, and shows that the bounties (in the language 
of the Secretary of the in January, 1857) “instead of furnishing en- 
couragement for seamen, mainly encourage the commission of multiplied per- 
juries, and tend to the demoralization of a large class of the community.” 


I will read another paragraph of that. After discussing the ques- 
tion as to whether they need the bounties the report adds: 


If they do need it, it is inexpedient to grant it, because the mackere!, whale, 
and other fisheries, our merchant and military marine, certainly afford ample 
means for training seamen without the aid of bounty. And, if both expedient 
and necessary to sustain the cod-fisheries, it is unjust and tnconstitutional to 
levy contributions on all other kinds of labor for their support. 


I leave the authority upon its own reasoning. Its author was an able 
lawyer and one of the purest men I ever knew. 

If this bill with this amendment, or whether with or without this 
amendment, could become a law, the students of American history 
would in after years mark its passage as a distinct change in the char- 
acter of this Government, leading to its inevitable downfall and the 
inauguration of an aristocracy of wealth and of a merciless despotism. 

Mr. President, on this subject I am tempted to read a somewhat 
lengthy paragraph from a speech made by Mr. McDutfiie, of South Caro- 
lina, ina debate on the tariff of 1828, and lam inclined to read it because 
it so much more clearly and powerfully expresses the ideas and feel- 
ings which pervade my own mind than anything I can say that it will 
Las oa for the Senate and better for the country that his words should 

h : 


Sir, if the union of these States shall ever be severed and their liberties sub- 
verted, the historian who records these disasters will have to ascribe them to 
measures of this description. I do sincerely believe that neither this Govern- 
ment nor any free ment can exist for a quarter of a century under 
ion. Its inevitable tendency is to corrupt not only the 
public functionaries, but all those of the Union and classes of society 
who have an interest, real or imaginary, in the bounties it provides, by taxing 
other sections and other classes. 

What, sir, is the essential characteristicofafreeman? It isthat independence 
which results from an habitual reliance upon his own resources and his own labor 
for his support. He isnot in facta freeman who habitually looks to the Govern- 
ment for pecuniary bounties. And I confess that nothing in the conduct of those 
who are the prominentadvocates of this system has excited more apprehension 
and alarm in my mind than the constant efforts made by all of them, from the 
Secretary of the Treasury down to the humblest coadjutor, to impress upon the 
— mind the idea that national prosperity and individual wealth are to be 

ved, not from individual industry and economy, but from Government 
bounties. An idea more fatal to liberty could not be inculeated, I said on an- 
other occasion that the days of Roman liberty were numbered when the people 
consented to receive bread from the public granaries. From that moment it 
eapacity and made the greatest 
but the sumogouns who would promise to dis- 
ls of the plan — apr nes See was elevated 
m populace. Everything became venal, 
even in the country of Fabricius, until finally the empire itself was sold at 
public auction! 


To which I think we are rapidly hastening. 
and Senates and Congresses now. 


And what, sir, is the nature and tendency of the system we are discussing ? 
bears an analogy, but too y striking, to that which corrupted the 
republican purity of the Roman people. God forbid that it should consummate 

triumph over the public liberty by a similar catastrophe, though even that 
is an event no means improbable, if we continue to legislate periodically in 
this way, to connect the election of our Chief rate with the question 
of dividing out the provinces, 


rs 


annually from one part of the community to another— 
And now under this law from five to six hundred millions would 
be so transferred— 


when I consider the d ise of disinterested patriotism under which the basest 
and most profligate ambition may perpetrate such an act of injustice and polit- 
ieal prostitution, I can not hesitate fora moment to pronounce this very sys- 
bounties the most stu us instrument of corruption ever 

placed in the hands pe fanctionaries. It brings ambition and avarice 
nation which it is fearful to contemplate, because it is 

almost impossible to resist. Do we not 


traordinary and melancholy spectacle 


We sell Presidencies 


eae 


ve at this very moment the ex- 
less than one hundred thousand capi- 


And now between three and four hundred thousand mannfacturing 
establishments— 
by means of this unhaliowed combination, exercising an absolute and despotic 
control over the opinions of eight millions of free citizens— 

Now sixty millions— 
and the fortunes and destinies of ten millions? Sir, I will notanticipate or fore- 
bode evil. I will not permit myself to believe that the Presidency of the United 
States will ever be bought and sold— 

He was living in a day earlier than this— 
by this system of bounties and prohibitions. But I must say that there are cer- 
tain quarters in this Union in whichif a candidate for the Presidency were to 
come forward with the Harrisburg tariff in his hand, nothing could resist his 
ee ae if his adversary were opposed to this unjustsystem of oppression. 

es, sir, that bill would bea talisman which would give a charmed existence to 
the candidate who would pledge himself to support it. And although he were 
covered with all the “ multiplying villainies of nature,’’ the most immaculate 
patriot and profound statesman in the nation could hold no competition with 
him, if he should refuse to grant this new species of imperial donative. 

Mr, President, for seventy years in the history of this Government 
the American people presented a spectacle to which the world was un- 
used, of brave, earnest, honest, free men, patriotic in the broadest and 
noblest sense, seeking to promote the general welfare of all, and deny- 
ing special privileges or advantages toany. A sense of justice per- 
vaded the lower strata of communities as well as the higher officials; a 
sense of patriotism and pride in the welfare of all animated the whole 
people. Now, sir, after twenty-odd years of Republican rule under 
the policy of governing by money and corporations, what is the condi- 
tion of the popular mind? It is a feeling of apprehension, a remem- 
brance of injustice done and fear of wrongs to come which takes away 
from men that broad patriotism and loveof country which would come 
naturally to a people undera just and impartial government. 

When fifty years ago Mr. Girard, by accidental good fortune, had 
become the possessor of a fortune of $3,000,000, it was the wonder 
of our people—a fortune which came to him not strictly in the legiti- 
mate pursuit of any regular business, but because, being the owner of 
ships, the people of San Domingo and Hayti who were being massa- 
cred placed their valuables on his ships and did not live to call for 
them. But he was guilty of no crime in plundering the people to make 
his fortune. So it went on until twenty-odd years ago. The wealth 
of this country was more equally distributed among the people than 
in any other country beneath thesun. The fruits of that wealth were 
more universally enjoyed than by any other people known to us in an- 
cient or modern times by proud, upright, patriotic, brave, honest Ameri- 
can citizens, enjoying the blessings of the best government that had 
ever been given to man. How is it now? Under a system of laws 
conferring bounties upon corporations and privileges to banks and by 
financial management in favor of the interests of bondholders and 
bankers by the Republican pariy, we have built up men’s fortunes by 
the ten and by the hundred million. We do not become astonished to 
hear now that a man’s fortune is worth a hundred or two hundred mill- 
ion dollars. 

Mr. PLUMB. In that line does the Senator find in his recollection, 
and if notI will refresh it and recall it, some Democratic favoritism 
tovards national banks somewhat recently exercised ? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not remember what the Senator refers to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I refer to the deposit of about $60,000,000 of his 
money and mine and money of the people of the United States in na- 
tional banks without interest by this Administration. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator perhaps chooses to attempt to divert 
me, and I will answer him directly ifIcan. Thereisa very goodanswer 
to that, but I do not choose to be turned off just now; and I do not ad- 
mire the policy of attempting at every effective point to try to turn an 
argument off by a question. I am dwelling upon the condition of this 
country, upon the character, the hopes, and the prospects of the Ameri- 
can people, and upon the fact that under a system of legislation which 
was intended to and has promoted the fortunes of a few men and of 
many corporations, the great body of the American people are becom- 
ing poorer and poorer, and this day more than one-half of the Ameri- 
can people are unable to secure to themselves the ordinary comforts of 
life and to meet all the obligations which are imposed upon them by 
their duties to their families and to society. 

If the Senator can find any Democratic party, or any Democratic of- 
fice-holder, or citizen who has favored these policies, I join him in de- 
nouncing that party and that man with as much vigor as he dares to 
use. Iam not heretojustify wrong by any one, if wrong has been perpe- 
trated, but to try to point out the evils of this sort of class legislation 
for enriching the few at the expense of the many; for degrading the 
character of the American citizen, and making him a poor dependent, 
a menial at the foot of power and of money. 

Mr. President, the Senator asks me if a Democratic administration 
has not loaned $60,000,000 without interest. I might add that money 
to a very considerable amount, not $60,000,000, was so loaned, and it 
was loaned in pursuance of a policy that had been adopted by previous 
Republican administrations, which, I suppose, the Senator thinks was 
all right. It was loaned because there seemed to be an impending 
danger of a financial crisis. It was loaned on security by the deposit 
of Government bonds, which made the Government absolutely secure. 
The holders of bonds run them up until it was impossible to buy them 
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without paying exorbitant premiums. The banks had retired a portion 
of their cirenlation. The President and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
it seems, conceived the idea that it was better that this money should 
go into the hands of the banks, where it could reach the people and 
ward off the danger of a financial crisis, without loss to the Government, 
than that it should remain in the Treasury, where it would draw no in- 
terest and where it was doing nobody any good. 

What objection has the Senator to that? Does he think it would 
have been better for the country to retain that money inthe ‘ 
where it was drawing no interest, than to have loaned it to the banks, 
where it drew no interest, but where it went into the circulation to 
stave off the possibility of financial disaster and to aid in the business 
operations of the country and give the reward of labor? 

Mr. PLUMB rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FARWELL in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not want to argue the question. I simply 
wanted to have the Senator do as he has now done—justify loaning the 
money to the banks. That is all I care about. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator thinks he has answered all I have said 
about the policy of the Republican party with reference to banks and 
the bondholders by saying that the Democratic Administration loaned 
money to banks. The Democratic Administration did not adopt the 
policy of theact of 1869, by which the people of thiscountry were loaded 
with an additional burden of not less than $500,000,000 to give increased 
value to the bonds of the Government in the hands of men who paid 
at the rate of about 50 cents onthe dollar for those bonds. The Demo- 
crate never did that. The Democrats are not responsible for the de- 
monetization of silver in 1871-’72, when the country was on the verge 
of bankruptcy, when the currency had been contracted to such an ex- 
tent that property was being sold for taxes and the country and peo- 
ple were unable to pay their debts. The Democratic party was not 
responsible for the passage of the act which required the taking up and 
cancellation of the legal-tender notesand retiring them from circulation 
when the people were suffering for the wantof currency. But it is re- 
sponsible for having remonetized silver and restored the silver coin of the 
country to some extent tothe people. It is responsible for the repeal of 
theact for the retirementof the legal-tender notes after perhapssome $50, - 
000,000 of those notes had been retired, arresting the operation of that act 
to retire them and preserving to the people $346,000, 000 of legal-tender 
notes asa partef thecurrency of the country intended to aid its industries 
and to reward its labo*. But it is not responsible for all the vast bounties 
given to railroads and other corporations in land and in money witha view 
to open up railroad communication with the Pacific, which wasall right 
and proper. If the Government's bounty had been used to build those 
roads no complaint would have ever come from me; but as I under- 
stand it, the men who combined to build those roads, instead of usi 
the land and money given by the Government, pocketed it and issu 
stock and bonds with which to build these railroads, and the people 
have yet to pay for their construction in paying for transportation of 
persons and of freight, while a few men are furnished with fortunes of 
hundreds of millions of dollars given to them for the patriotic purpose 
of aiding to construct a railway or railways across the continent. 

I did not have it in view to speak of any of these subjects, Mr. 
President. I simply aimed at present to level whatever remarks I 
made at the policy of this bill, and at the more infamous policy of giv- 











' 
indefensible positions upon his part, to what he honestly believed to 
be the true construction of the Constitution. Yet, after thirty years’ | 
service with him, I have been compelled this morning to sit by his side. 
and hear him charge me and a majority of the Senate with the moral’ 
turpitude of an indifference as to whether we violated the Constitution 
or not. 

I desire to put two or three plain interrogatories to the Senator. If, 
the Senator believes the statement which he has made here upon this 
floor, is it not incumbent upon him to lay before the Senate and the 
country the ground for the charge of moral tude against me anda) 
majority of the Senate? I do not ask him to show how utterly incon-. 
sistent with his idea of the Constitution is my idea of the Constitution. 
Iadmit that. Iadmitthat the Senator stands up here, as he has to-day, 
in an honest advocacy of a construction of the Constitution which, to 
my mind, is utterly groundless and indefensible, and appears to me as 
strange as it is indefensible; but I should hold it as much a violation 
of my relations to him as a gentleman as it would be in violation of the 
rules of parliamentary order and courtesy to charge him with moral 
turpitude in advocating that doctrine. 

I put this other question to him, whether it is not due from him to 
do one of two things, withdraw that charge before the public and the 
Senate, or lay before the Senate the evidence he has that I, a Senator 
sworn to support the Constitution of the country, am deliberately and 
apne guilty here of an indifference as to whether I violate that oath 
or not 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator will allow me a word. I am sorry 
that the Senator takes the view that anything I said had a personal ap- 

lication to any individual Senator, and y to him, for whom I 

ve always had the greatest personal and political respect. I think 
I did use an expression something like this—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I will read to him 
the precise expression which he used. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall be obliged if the Senator will read it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator said: 

I have no idea that the Senators who advocate this policy will pretend to an- 
swer this question, for I suppose it is a matter of utter indifference upon this 
subject as upon most others to them whether they violate the Constitution or 
sustain it, so that the policy which subserves their purpose can be carried out. 

Mr. REAGAN. My purpose was not to characterize individual ac- 
tion, not to impute a motives to individuals, but to character- 
ize the policy of the Republican party. However, I fear that in doin 
so I used language not altogether justifiable, and I beg, so far as 
may be liable to such construction, to wi w that language. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I regret that the Committee on 
Finance have, while proposing a bounty on sugar, deemed it expedient 
to give that bounty on sugar from cane. It seems to me that while 
they have omitted any bounty on maple surgar they might also well 
have omitted to propose a bounty on cane sugar. It appears that the 
raising of sugar in Louisiana, according to the statements made by the 
chairman of the subcommittee, is not an industry of this country 
which upon correct principles of protection is entitled to assistance 
either by a duty on foreign sugar or by the bounty which is proposed 
by the committee. 

AsI on eh the —— of the ae oo saa of 
sugar raised in country is com vely insignificant uanti' 
compared with the amount Shaanll tee casio I wolseneal 
further that it is the opinion of the committee that this industry ig 

































ing bounties, making gifts toa particular industry by a tax levied upon | not making that which entitles it to either by a 
the other industries of the country. I shall _ until the vote is | high rate of unaie a es or by a bounty... e I shall vote in ac- 
taken that the Senate will have too much respect for American inter- 


ests, the rights of American citizens, the Constitution of the United 
States, which, as has been said, and wisely said, is the sheet-anchor 
of our liberties, to take this other step and pro: to vote bounties 
out of the Treasury, levied upon other ind for the support of 
the sugar industry. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I have been many years associated 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in the public service, and 
during all that time our relations, so far as I know and believe, have 
been such as become the intercourse between gentlemen having confi- 
dence in the integrity and honesty of purpose which actuated each 
other. I have not risen now at this late day in our association in that 
service to measure words of vituperation with him nor to undertake 
now to question his honesty of conviction. During that service he and 
i have differed very widely upon matters of constitutional law and of 
the power of Congress under the Constitution. He has gone very far 
during that time in his construction of those powers and of that instru- 
ment away from.our common path, and has led by his construc- 
tion into positions and attitudes which very much surprised and pained 
me. 

I rejoiced when he began to retrace his steps and came back into a 
common service in the other House and here with me as we began our 


a 
cordance with the judgment of the committee on this subject upon the 
principle laid down by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Smmpman} in the 
outset of the discussion on this bill, I regret that they have proposed 
that a bounty should be given for the protection of cane sugar, which, 
ing to their own showing, is an industry in which is 
not sufficient in this anes eee the care and protec- 
tion of the Government, w the Senators from Louisiana desire 
shall be accorded to it by a high rate of duty, while they oppose the 
bounty by the committee. 

Mr. ART. If the Senator will allow me, I suggest that he can 
relieve the Senators from Louisiana from the embarrassment of this 
bounty by moving to strike out ‘“‘cane sugar’’ wherever it occurs in 
the amendment. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nevada can make that motion 
if he sees fit; but I have stated m ition upon the question, which 
though nee athe tee Senden ae = the 

regret are W way to encourage 
growth of sugar-cane tthe purposes of making buat when they a 
mit that there is no ity the industry will ever be a suc- 
cess in this country. 

More than that, Mr. President, I regret that the committee, even if 
2 : this were an industry worth ing by a bounty, should insist upon 
public service together. But during all that time and during all that | protecting it against the opposition of the two Senators from the State 

od of what seemed to me to be so strange a wandering from what Se ok een It seems to me that if those Senators d. 
thought was the true construction of the Constitution, I never charged | not want this form peeing See ee ee 
the Senator with any purpose to violate the Constitution of the United | can conceive of no reason for doing it, except that the are of 
States or any indifference to the matter whether he did violate it or inion that those Senators do not representsthe of their State. 
not, but attributed all those strange, and, as it seemed to me, utterly | If they do not then possibly the Senate may wisely take notice of that 
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fact and legislate in accordance with what they believe to be the desire 
of the people of Louisiana without regard to the wishes of their Sen- 
ators. But unless that be the situation it is to me an anomaly in legis- 
lation upon the tariff question either to continue an unnecessary duty 
upon sugar or to insist when making a needed reduction in that duty 
upon giving a bounty on the production of sugar in a State against the 

es of the Senators from that State. It is also an anomaly in prac- 
tical legislation to insist upon retaining an enormously high duty upon 
rice, a of South Carolina, when the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. BuTLER] upon the floor of this Chamber has stated that he 
does not desire that the duty shall be retained. 

There is another reason why I do not think that the sugar of Louisi- 
ana should be entitled to excessive care from the Government, and that 
reason is that the laborers upon the sugar plantations of Louisiana do 
not have the same advantages in the race for life that the laborers do 
in other sections of the country. Senators on the other side have had 
& great deal to say about duties protecting only the capitalists, and have 
contended that duties do not increase the wages of labor. There isone 
duty which I admit does not increase the wages of the labor of those 
a. - making the product for the benefit of which the duty is im- 

an 


that is the duty on sugar, for reasons which I will endeavor 
to state. 


Capital and labor, employers and employed, in the strife of life un- 
doubtedly have contention with each other. The employer 
tries to get labor as cheap as he can. The laborer, the operative, the 
mata tries to get as high wages as he can obtain. Both the em- 

er and the employed ina free country, certainly in a free repub- 

can agitate and can organize, each class for its own benefit. 

Throughout the Northern States of this Union the operatives in our 

factories, the minersin our mines, and the wage-earners ofall kinds can 

for their own protection. They have trades unions, they 

have Knights of Labor, and they have various other organizations of 

workingmen engaged in the great struggle of life, all endeavoring by 

these means to increase the share which shall come to them of the 
joint product of the capital of others and their own labor. 

But, Mr. President, this privilege is not accorded to the negroes of 
Louisiana en in producing sugar upon the plantations of that 
State. When Louisiana Knights of Labor with black skins under- 
take to get a higher rate of wages from the sugar-planters the militia 
is called out and they are shot down by the white military companies. 
That is the way capital controls labor in the sugar State of Louisiana. 

I desire to call to the attention of the Senate a letter which I have 
received, signed by Hugh M. Wallis, editor of the Terre Bonne Times, 
published at Houma, La. It is as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE TERRE BonNE TIMeEs, 
Houma, La., December 17,1888. 

Dear Sir: Being persuaded that a correct and truthful account of some of the 
owe outlawry on the part of the local 
——— le value to you by — — the faa of ~ United States in 
pre ng some way for the r pro on ©) © lives an rty of Re- 

ailcans in this State, I am induced to trouble you at this ~ apa : 
About one year ago there was a laborers’ strike organized throughout several 
the parishes for an increased rate of wages, and the order known as the 
Knights of Labor led the strike. There was some rioting, in a small way, en- 
in by some es unknown, but to counteract any criminal acts upon 
partof the strikers the governor of the State sent the military to several 
, which overawed and subdued all opposition tothe will of the plant- 
ers, and the laborers were forced back to the plantations at the rates offered by 


said planters. 
Then the tions of the laborers were begun by judicial process. Both 
white and black men were arrested upon of tres , compelled to 
give unreasonable bond or lie in until the meeting of the court. These 
cases were brought before a d jury the foreman of which was one of these 
self-same planters, and had m a@ Very prominent figure in the aenee, 
a ee ey memes of local reputation. True bills were found in every case 


for crim: t The cases were put upon trial, a petit jury impaneled, 
and evidence introduced, and argument of counsel and charge of the judge de- 
livered, and the case ~~ 3 ven to the jury for judgment. And, to the dis- 
gust and evident defeat o! persecutors, the jury brought in a verdict of 
“not guilty ;’’ whereupon the plantersand Gnieadenieitiene and tools formed 
a@ vigilance committee at once under the cover and protection of the State 
wonee, Saneee guns and Winchester rifles with funds subscribed by the plant- 
ers and other Democrats of this parish and of the city of New Orleans. 
The vigilants proceeded at once to organize and n g people 
the parish, and have continued their qpemee up to the present time. ™ 
der cover of this organization acts of intimidation and bulldozing were prac- 
ticed before, du , and after the Stateelection in April last. There was one 
colored man . killed by these vigilants on or about April 19, 
1887, and the house of R. B. Johnson was fired into by the same gang on the 
same night, as the bullet holes in the doors and windows bear silent but certain 
evidence of the fact. Other houses, some three or 2 ee, wre 7 
night-time soon afterwards, and, fortunately, no lives were ut 
the owners and their families have been com ts fen teen = 


led to the h, 
Some dozen or so of colored Kn: of Labor, ar Republican, have oA sme 


= of no Siem toe ao either of = 

State or ; and still no investigation any au’ y whatever 

‘ are of public notoriety, known of all men. 
which a. says ‘that noone 


B. Johnson ever lived 
. GIBSON must know that such an assertion as that can 


as it is an untruth in whole and in every 

B. Johnson was a member of the State Legislature, in 1877 from this 
parish, during the contest for the governorship between Packard and Nicholls, 
and has lived here ever since, ha a home in this town belo to him. 
All of the other run out of by threats to kill and by 
at them and their friends in houses in the night-time have never 
although several of them have property here. 
At the election for President and Con in this district and parish 
not balf of the vute was polled by reason of and intimidation. The Dem- 


laborin, 


Democracy of this parish will be of 





ocratic leaders and their henchmen openly practiced their arts of bulldozing and 
intimidation upon the leaders of the colored Republicans by visiting them at 
their homes and threatening them with death in case they attempted to carry 
this parish for the Republican ticket. They did these things so openly this time 
that their names are known almost to everybody, and yet the nd jury im- 
neled just awhile ayo failed to indict them for theircrime, At last an attempt 
oo been made to assassinate the editor of the Terre Bonne Times because he is 
a Republican and shows up the iniquities practiced by these same lants. On 
December 3, this year, such an attempt was made on us by three mocrats, 
local leaders and members of the campaign committee of their party, to get 
rid of us; but it failed. We have always stood up for Republican principles, 
and will continue to do so as long as we live; and the Times will continue to 
hold up to the public gaze such creatures for such scorn and contempt as they 
chly deserve. I suggest to you the e of a new election law to enable 
Republicans to vote as they may wish ; also, that you push your motion for an 
investigation of the late election in this State, as you will unearth a real political 
bonanza in the matter. 

You are at liberty to use this letter in any way youchoose. I have preferred 
not to burden it with the names of individuals who are known to meas criminal 
in these matters, but have stated facts that can be substantiated by indisputable 
evidence. If you think proper you can ask R. L. Gibson, Andrew Hero, jr., Gov- 
ernor Warmoth, H. ©. Minor, or any other reputable gentleman in Louisiana, 
who Dr. Hugh M. Wallis, editor of the Terre Bonne Times,is. There is every 
incentive urging our friends to act and we hope you will not cease to urge your 
motion unti —— crowns your efforts. 

- HUGH M. WALLIS, 


Editor of Terre Bonne Times, Houma, La, 

Hon, Wri11AM E. CHANDLER, 
United States Senator from New Hampshire. 

I will not in this discussion at this time——- 

Mr. GIBSON. As the letter alludes to me, will the Senator allow 


me to make an explanation to the Senate? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Not until after I finish. 
Mr. GIBSON. It will be very brief. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I intend to be very brief myself and should pre- 


fer to have the Senator wait. If he wishes to ask me a question or to 
state any single fact I shall be glad to yield to him, but if he desires 


to make a speech on this general subject there will be plenty of time 
hereafter. 

Mr. GIBSON. I only want to state two or three facts that will dis- 
sipate entirely the impression which the letter has produced upon the 
mind of the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have not finished all I desire to say, but if it 
will gratify the Senator to say now what he wishes to state with refer- 
ence to this letter, I will yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. GIBSON. The letter just read to the Senate by the Senator 
from New Hampshire purports to have been written by H. M. Wallis, 
a resident of Houma, Terre Bonne Parish, Louisiana. It informs the 
Senator from New Hampshire that the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Grsson] stated an untruth when he declared in the debate on the 
Chandler resolution last summer that he did not believe there was any 
such man as Johnson residing in Terre Bonne Parish, and that his own 
statement showed be had suffered no harm or injury on the occasion 
referred to. The letter also informs the Senator | Mr. CHANDLER] 
that there is a reign of terror in Terre Bonne Parish; that the strike 
which occurred there some months or some years ago was put down 
by the militia, and that the free will of the people had been suppressed 
at the recent election. 

It is evidently the intention of the Senator from New Hampshire, by 
reading this letter to the Senate, to cast a slur upon me and upon the 
good people of the parish of Terre Bonne. I have been a resident of that 
parish since my childhood, and still own a plantation I inherited, situ- 
ated about 20 miles from the village of Houma, which formerly pro- 
duced large crops, yielding a net revenue of from twenty-five to fifty 
thousand dollars a year. . 

For many years past, with the exception of the main house and yard, 
the entire property has been in the possession and use of the former 
negro slaves. The colored people and some white people who have 
lived upon it occupied the houses, raised their cattle and their crops 
without paying a sou of rent or of the taxes. 

much for my contribution to the reign of terror in Terre Bonne 
Parish; so much for my oppression and denial of rights and privileges 
to my former negro slaves. 

I have been a great deal absent from Terre Bonne Parish, and not- 
withstanding the statement of the Senator’s correspondent, which it 
has pleased the Senator to parade before the Senate, with the view of per- 
haps wounding my feelings, I can say truthfully I never heard of the 
man alluded to in the letter. I have never heard his name mentioned 
except in the communications addressed to the Senator from Kansas and 
to himself. It is quite possible that I might make this statement with- 
out uttering a falsehood, for it is quite possible that such a man might 
live in Terre Bonne Parish without my knowing him. 

I know many peoplein Terre Bonne Parish, and when I go to my old 
home, both on the plantation near the , eighboring village, which 
the citizens have named in honor of me, Gibson City, and when I go 
to Houma, I have always been received with every mark of esteem, 
I may say friendship and affection. I did not know, until informed 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, that I had an enemy in my old 
parish or that there was any person in it who would characterize any 
statement I might makeas untrue. Nor did I believe there was a Sen- 
ator in this body who would so far forget decorum and good manners, 
which always mark the relations of gentlemen and which we have the 
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right to expect from American Senators, as to read a letter, with the 
view to wound the sensibilities of an associate, from one of his political 
correspondents, 

I remember some year or two ago (I can not fix the date) there was 
a strike on some of the sugar plantations in La Fourcheand Terre Bonne, 


and I heard something about it on one of my visits to Louisiana. I 
heard that the district judges of La Fourche and Terre Bonne were exer- 
cising the powers of their office and their influence and standing in the 
county to endeavor to persuade the strikers from persisting in a course 
of conduct in violation of the laws. They had become the disturbers 


of the peace and putin peril life and property. The officers of the law 
interposed to preserve order and to vindicate the laws, No one was 
more active than the presiding judge, who is one of the leading Re- 
publicans of the State. 

There was a militia company organized under the laws of the State 
in Terre Bonne Parish. It was organized, notfor any poiitical purpose, 
or to accomplish any political object, but for recreation and drilling 
and social entertainment, and to aid, if occasion should require, the 
civil authorities. The captain of the company is William J. Minor, a 
leading Republican. I have never heard of any outrage in the parish. 
It is true [ am, as [ before observed, absent a great deal; indeed, I 
vistt the parish generally once a year, and then only for a few days at 
atime; but I have always had occasion to congratulate myself and my 
neighbors and friends, my fellow-citizens of that parish, upon the re- 
lations of confidence and kindness existing between the white people 
and the colored people. 

It is a Republican parish in politics. The Republican party gener- 
ally, indeed, I believe, always, carries the parish for both parochial and 
State officers. 

The Republicans elected the members of the General Assembly in 
1880, and again in 1888. The leading native Republican resides in the 

arish, and he is the largest planter init. I refer to H. C. Minon. 
Ve differ in politics. He is a Republican and I am a Democrat, but 
we are neighbors and friends. I can say that he would bean honor to 
the Republican party in any State in this Union, and a credit to any 
community in which he might reside. A Republican parish, Repub- 
lican office-holders, Republican rfémbers of Legislature, and yet the 
Senator would have the Senate believe a reign of terror prevails there, 
the voice of the people suppressed and the laborers robbed of their earn- 
ings. 

How deeply the Senator’s sympathies are excited for the wrongs of 
people at a great distance from his own home and people! How quickly 
he responds with remedies for all the grievances of these people so far 
away, while overlooking and neglecting opportunities for his sagacious 
and ample benevolence at home!. I wassurprised thatany one residing 
in Terre Bonne Parish and in intimate correspondence even with the 
Senator from New Hampshire should have suffered himself to cast a 
slur upon me, but I was still more astonished to find a Senator who 
could descend to reading such letters to the Senate. 

But, sir, the Senator feels that perkaps he has been commissioned by 
the good people of New Hampshire to offer reproach and opprobrium 
and insults to the good people of Louisiana, and that, devoting himself 
to the mission, he may receive proper reward. The Senator allowed 
himself to utter the declaration that the Senators from Louisiana do not 
represent the people of the State. I have no doubt it would suit the 
Senator better if he could appoint the Senators from that State him- 
self, but meantime I suggest that he might employ his time to more 
advantage by looking after the election of the next Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Sir, let us examine the grounds of these extraordinary statements of 
the Senator. 

My credentials show and the fact is that I received the unanimous 
vote of the Legislature of Louisiana, Democrats and Republicans, white 
and colored members. The first time I was elected to the Senate every 
member of the Legislature voted for me. At the election in May last 
there was but one vote in the General Assembly against me. 

There were several candidates for the second place, but there was no 
candidate against me for the seat I occupy in the Senate. I was nom- 
inated and elected without opposition. I had no coalition, no com- 

romises, no understanding. Pad gone before the people of the State 
ace to face from one end of the State to the other during six long months 
of the mosi extraordinary canvass that ever took place in Louisiana, 
and I confess I felt proud of their approval of my course as their Sen- 
ator. 

I have never heard the faintest whisper against the fairness of m 
election. ‘There was no opposition athome. There wasnocomplaint. 
Republicans and Democrats had alike extended the trust to me, had 
joined in conferring the honor. There was not a petition, not a com- 


plaint, not a contest, not a memorial of any kind from any citizen of 


that State, not even an affidavit was forthcoming at the bidding of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. There was absolutely nothing before 
the Senate excepting my credentials and the broad seal of the State, 
certifying my dante without opposition to the Senate. 

Under these circumstances it was reserved for the Senator from New 
Hampshire to offer a resolution—a resolution without a precedent in 
the hundred years of the existence of the Government—to instruct the 








Committee on Privileges and Elections to investigate the conduct of 
the recent State election in Louisiana; not the election for Representa- 
tives in but the State election for State officers. And now 
he regales the Senate by reading a letter that may wound the sensibil- 
ities of one of his associates and cast odium upon the people of his 
State—create a false impression for political effect. 

From my earliest boyhood I was taught to revere the Senate of the 
United States, and when I came here I to find it filled with 
gentlemen whose bearing and conduct would be in keeping with the 
august powers which the Constitution clothes this body with and the 
splendid traditions which have given it a foremost tion among all 
the deliberative assemblies in the world, for dignity, decorum, learn- 
ing, and wisdom. It will fall from this lofty position if Senators shall 
condescend to convert themselves into mere scavengers of scandal and 
seek not how best they may serve their country, but how best they can 
belittle their fellow-countrymen of the Southern States of the Union, 
sow the seeds of dissension, discord, and hate, and with what impunity 
they may violate the courtesy and candor due from one gentleman to 
another, and not less from one Senator to another. 

Public life has not sufficient attraction for me to remain in it if the 
Senate shall decline upon the lower plane suggested by the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the general discussion of the ques- 
tion upon which the Senator has entered may well be deferred until 
the resolution for the investigation of the election in Louisiana in April 
last is taken up, and any difference on that subject between me and 
the Senator who has just spoken may be settled at that time. 

Fortunately, as [ now understand the Senator, he makes no objec- 
tion to an investigation. On the contrary, he has offered in the Senate 
a resolution directing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to open 
up the whole subject of the condition of the suffrage throughout the 
United States. I welcome the Senator to the ranks of those who believe 
that the Senate of the United States, in order to preserve its own purity, 
its own integrity, in order to ascertain the regularity of the composition 
of the Senate, may investigate the condition of the suffrage in all the 
States, and when his resolution is amended by striking out its limita- 
tion to the three States of Louisiana, Rhode Island, and Massachusetts, 
I shall certainly give it my support, and hope it may receive the unani- 
mous vote of the Senate. 

By means of these investigations we shall find out to what extent 
the suffrage in the States of this Union is corrupted and to what ex- 
tent votes are influenced by intimidation and political murder. 

Senator made reference to an anonymous letter. No anony- 
mous letter has ever been used by me in the Lonisianadiscussion. The 
names of one or two correspondents have been withheld, but no anony- 
mous letter has been read; and to-day, when I have produced to the 
Senator a letter bearing testimony to the murder of colored Knights of 
Labor engaged in making sugar upon these protected Louisiana plan- 
tations, I have given to him the signature to that letter, and the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana has uttered no word in condemnation of the signer, 
Dr. Wallis. 

The letter which the Senator says I would not have introduced into 
this discussion if I had shown a proper regard for the decorum of the 
Senate was also not an anonymous letter, but was signed by R. B. 
Johnson, and it was dated at New Orleans April 25, 1888. It was 
addressed to Maj. Andrew Hero, jr., of New Orleans, the Republican 
candidate in April last for lieutenan: , and a man who al- 
though a Republican is the peer of any i Democrat. 

That letter makes a succinct statement of outrages in Terre Bonne 
Eee pases by a gang of Democratic roughs under the lead of 
Mr. T Gibson, a brother of the Senator. e letter was not in- 
troduced into the discussion by me first, but is to be found in a speech 
madeon a previous occasion by theSenatorfrom Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS]. 
All the answer the Senator from Louisiana has ever made to the dis- 
tinct charges contained in the letter has been to say what Dr. Wallis 
recites, that ‘‘no one in Terre Bonne was injured ;’’ “no such man 
as R. B, Johnson ever lived in that parish.’’ 

Mr. President, I leave the further elucidation of the subject which 
the Senator has discussed at considerable length until the resolution 
for investigation is before the Senate, and I will come back to the pre- 
cise point which I undertook to-day tomake, and which is this: I do not 
believe that the Senate should undertake to foster the unnatural indus- 
try of the raising of sugar in the State of Louisiana by giving a bounty 
at this time, particularly when the Senators from the State diate 
the proposition to give the bounty and to vote against it, and 
when more es y there is no by which the laborers upon 
Oe og eo een oe eet ee” eee 
product of that State, because whenever they agitate or organize for 
that purpose they are shot down by the Louisiana militia sent to the 
scene by the governor in order to Temonstente that whatever rights of 
organization laborers in the other States may have, the poor su- 
8 aks Gye nes a ee 

Mr. t, in this discussion yesterday the Senator from Ala- 

bama [Mr. MorGan] made a singular statement, which I will read: 


This supervision of the people over the exercise of the taxing power has been 
put into eclipse by the coming of the Senate between them their constitue 
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tional ta. The three hundred and twenty-five Representatives of the ple 

are d buted over the whole country in ao to Papen. and their 

demand for the House bill is the demand of majority of the whole people, 

while ten of the Senators who vote to destroy this bill of the people, by the 

le, and for the ple re tfewer le and asmaller area of country 

are contained or uate State of the Un ion. The simple reason why the 

are not allowed to have the bill that does justice, even in stinted meas- 

ure, to them is that the manufacturing industries of the United States are most 

largely under the care of those ten Senators, and they prefer a bill that is dis- 

tinctively and carefully framed for the purpose of supporting those manufac- 
tories by the taxation of the people. 

If the Senator from Alabama meant anything by these assertions he 
meant that in reference to this pending question concerning the Mills 
bill and the Senate substitute, the House of Representatives, which 
passed the Mills bill, stands at some advantage over the Senate, and 
that the House is entitled tosome voice upon this question greater than 
that of its mere utterance ——_ by the majority by which the 
Mills bill passed the House. e also seems to attempt to convey the 
idea that the Senate is seeking to express and enforce its views in some 
other way than by the majority vote of its members. 

I must confess that I do not quite understand the point of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama when he denounces ten Senators upon this floor, 
who exercise Ste pone only through a final vote of all the Senators, 
as improperly ing in the way of the wishes of the people of this 
country because the House of Representatives has passed the Mills bill 


yeas to 149 nays, being a majority of 13. A change of seven votes 
would have defeated the bill; seven changed votes would have passed 
@ bill revising the tariff substantially as the Senate bill revises it. As 
the Senator from Alabama has set up the House of Representatives as 
entitled to represent the whole people as against the Senate, and has 
condemned the Senate, unduly influenced, he said, by these ten Sena- 
tors, for refusing to adopt the Mills bill, I desire to call attention to 
the number of Kepresentatives which the six New England States have 
upon the floor of the House of Representatives. They have twenty- 
six. The six Democratic States to which I have alluded have thirty- 
four Representatives in the House, giving a sufficient surplus over the 
New England States to account for the passage of the Mills bill, al- 
though last November when the people of the United States were pass- 
ing upon this precise tariff issue there were 819,613 popular votes be- 
hind the twenty-six New England Representatives, and only 609,034 
behind the thirty-four Democratic Representatives. The number of 
Representatives in the House from these respective States is as follows: 


Number of Representatives in House. 











7 
and sent it to the Senate for consideration. ; 6 
Mr. President, I do not know to what ten Senators the Senator fro a" 
Alabama alluded. If he meant the New England Senators, there are — 
twelve. He does not specify. Assuming, however, that he meant the a 
New England Senators, it has occurred to me to see how many voters 2 
of this country in the last Presidential election were behind the Sena- 12 
tors from the six New England States, and how many voters were be- c rn 2 
hind an equal number of Senators who are advocating the passage of ND epcnth océcctuin cicienicttecesocs cocccsucontevesaunetatipnses eoccetensenenecetocnboeudbentececten accecele 4 
the Mills bill. Ihave taken the State of Alabama, the Senator’s own 26 
State, and the States of Delaware, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, Votes 
and Louisiana, all of which are represented by Senators who vote for | The districts represented by the 149 members who voted against the : 
the Mills bill and against the Senate substitute, while all the twelve | __ Dill cast ...........--s0vvesnsenssneesssnrrseesnnesnneensnnt sonsnsstnuersnnuertteensvn tes veneen eens 4, 629, 424 


Senators from the six New England States vote against the Mills bill 
and for the Senate substitute. 

In the six New England States there were 444,645 votes for Harrison, 
355,071 for Cleveland, and 19,897 for Fisk, making the total for Pres- 
ident on the 6th of November last in the six New England States of 
819,613 votes. 

In the six Southern States mentioned there were 181,193 votes for 
Harrison, 424,523 votes for Cleveland, and 3,318 votes scattering, mak- 
ing a total of 609,034 votes, showing 210,579 votes less in the six South- 
ern States which are casting 12 votes in this body in favor of the Mills 


bill than in the six New England States whose Senators are voting the 
other way. 


The districts represented by the 162 members voting for the bill cast.. 3, 816, 022 


Popular majority against the members supporting the bill......... 813, 402 
NORTHERN STATES—22. 


The districts represented by 133 members voting against the bill cast.. 4, 279.521 
The districts represented by 60 members voting for the bill cast......... 1, 921, 863 


SOUTHERN STATES—16, 
The districts represented by 16 members voting against the bill cast.. 349,903 
The districts represented by 102 members voting for the bill cast........ 1, 894, 159 
I have prepared four groups of Congressional districts which have 
elected seven or more members of the present House of Representa- 
tives, and I find the result following: 


Total vote. 
: . cic dicesncccitncnssotenbitntnovecebbidindibenaenniecetatenstncdtinndgiassiinn: GND 
The figures in detail are as follows: Second Alabama district ............cccrseeeenrerecennsannnereenseseseens oe sseeeeeee 5, 659 


Third Alabama district...... 
Fifth Alabama district ... 
First Arkansas district... 
Fifth Arkansas district... 
Seventh Kentucky district (W. P. C. BreckINRIDGER’s) 


eam ssh 4, 662 
States. Harrison, | Cleveland.) Scattering. 


we. 6,333 
-«« 6,092 
- 4,746 
ptelipapboincessneasvecebeness 4, 808 








57,197 117, 310 583 Making a total vote in this first group of 36,520 votes, which elected 
12,973 16, 414 400 | seven Representatives. 
26, 659 561 403 | * : : : 
s 100, 472 1, 802 The second group I take entirely from the State of Georgia: 
easeceessonenansensncesens 13, 740 GB, S25 J o.cescsererereees I a cscennenteinncodtinireescenmetnnnianttoneibibinnliinanisiasiiibiiaasan ee 2,078 
i ccnsincnnsanbets thie te-strentninonged | 80,181 84, 41 130 | Second Georgia district.............cvevesesssesesssesnsssseessvenseeersnsersese-srararsterccccccees 2, ALL 
$n nmnmmmn= | Mhird Georgi GIStrict ........+..0+.--scesesersessscnseserseseerserenseescnessneressssesteccesceeccccs 1, 704 
Total............ Re a | 181,193 | 424,523 8,818 | Fourth Georgia district.. 








Fifth Georgia district..... 2° 999 

New eepene States: odie. Sixth Georgia district... 1,722 

REIEAD snakecteuebidedhthansterchcepapanehtancnanes 2,6 Seventh Georgia district 6, 680 

New Hampshire............ catenneodiannseii 43, 1,592 | Kiehth Georgia district..... 2,377 

Sal nintriehetsthinseenidieaieiesactancideniianton 7. = Bintis Geamgin Pittrict...........ccccosesers sossversoccersceecesroneonsesetenscnccroesncssessoeecoscesess 2, 366 

at — — ast 1281 nn I, GUIUDIIIGI. 4... cadnsnaneahpeseencencesenns pociamenaeneneeimmapantinaiadiimnenadietini 1,944 
Connecticut.... 


Making only 27,520 votes cast in the ten districts of the State of 
Georgia. 
The third group includes: 


. 


anneceeeneccceneessesnes resaseneesnenensenans sesare 19, 897 








ee ener MOIR, ncenncceupe: connsequnonsthoonccessasee seccasestcocssneseiseninenipese. Uh TOO 
I SmI 1 SUI OUI IIIT os san catltsncnmstnsntacionnbagsaneasisanmmensaemnwcieeiameiadinne ais Me 
Se ie GS INI FINO oo ctnsitansssichqcsesenschcchickpersencensenmibiliinmasesoorerinesl SS | UIE IT oo sree denenseunsnorniionnitagsnesessessahapemnsinaiioniomten OMT 
———— | Third Mississippi district..... 6, 900 

Ny TN TNO siti tects idicdikas xdteabicanilesniicbicacteeonticaiiiainemass 210,579 | Fourth Mississippi district . 3, 086 

ps in Fifth Mississippi district... 4, 316 

And yet the Senator from Alabama stands up here to criticise and to | Seventh Mississippi district. ; 4,514 





condemn the Senators from New England because through the vote of 
this Senate, the majority vote of this whole Senate. varying from 2 to 
12, all the eee on the other side are voted down and the Sen- 
ate stands by the American system of protection to American industries. 
It may be said, possibly, that the six Southern States which I have 
selected did not, on the 6th of November last, cast their full vote, and 
it is lamentably true that they did not. There are included in this 
table the States of Louisiana and South Carolina, where the Republican 
vote is substantially suppressed, either by intimidation or by false count- 
ing. however, the votes of those six States had been lawfully in- 
creased fall, as they might have been, until they reached the ag- 
of the votes of the six New England States, the increased votes 

ld not have beep cast for Grover Cleveland, but would have been 
The Mills bill passed the House of Representatives by a vote of 162 


Making 37,874 votes only behind this third group of seven Represent- 
atives. 

The fourth group is made up entirely from the State of South Caro- 
lina—seven districts in the State of South Carolina. 
ne eens, Giiiad. __._._...... ... sumasaghesstbetntenumndtenpiteiuecccemnpionenetiingiies 
Second South Carolina district..........00cscersessrseeesnseeeseerereeccessaesenenees 
Third South Carolinadistrict....... suiteocnunstcteancénstbeensbqocenpeusoequeedouneinabemintine 
Pourth Gouth Caroline Gistrick.........0....cccrossesccescsccoveseocccssscescsvocvevessesconsere 
Ton ccna cletnnntonectnedestbehastiabennsageesiniomenheninnanbemmeal 
SOR Os Ge CE CEI osc 00- nec nse scsrencccccsesévecnsesoconssee sncnesesnossnscesonnnnes |, tn MOU 
ey I I ais cr cccceccnescthcenciscescccdsccceccccciossisssencsacaannsiinl 12, 476 

Making a total of 39,077 votes only in this fourth group of seven 
South Carolina Representatives, which constitute the majority that 
passed the Mills bill. 
_ Now, note the contrast. In the second district of New Hampshire, 
in which I reside, there were cast (on the same election when all these 
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Mills bill Southern free-trade Democrats were precipitated into the 
House of Representatives) 39,559 votes. Yet on this showing the Sen- 
ator from Alabama stands upon this floor and claims that the House of 
Representatives represents the whole people of the United States, and 
that the Senate should bow to the popular will! 

Mr. Président, upon this whole subject the people of this country 
are learning many things. They are not only learning something upon 
the Southern question, but they are learning something upon the tariff 
question, and wherever there is a free and honest vote and a fair count, 
and wherever the influence of the rum power has not been felt at the 
polls, the Republican party has been gaining votes throughout the 
land, 

There is progress that is not unhopeful even in the State of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. As we are to be gratified in the next by 
having a Republican Senator from Delaware to help uphold the tariff 
system of the United States, in which nocommunity is more interested 
than the State of Delaware, so it is not unlikely that many Senators 
now upon this floor may see a Republican Senator, a high-tariff Sena- 
tor, here from Missouri. 

The Republican vote in the State of Missouri has been steadily in- 
creasing. Garfield had 153,567 votes only; Blaine had 202,929, while 
Harrison had the magnificent vote of 236,253. The Democratic major- 
ity in Missouri is still quite large, but it is steadily declini Han- 
cock had 55,042, Cleveland 33,059 four years ago. Last he had 
only 25,701. The same tendency of the popular mind is visible in vari- 
ous other States, the Senators from which have championed the cause 
of a tariff for free trade, or ‘‘a tariff for revenueonly,’’ if they prefer to 
have that term used. 

Take the State of Kentucky, which is represented by aSenator whom 
we all respect [Mr. Beck], now absent on account of sickness, who has 
labored so much here toward breaking down the American tariff sys- 
tem. The Republican vote in Kentucky was 104,550 in 1880. In 1884 
it was 118,122; in 1887 Mr. Bradley had for governor 126,473, while 
Harrison had 155,134 votes. The Democratic majority during the three 
last Presidential elections has gone steadily down from 43,449 to 34,849, 
and last year to 28,666. 

North Carolina is a State in which the Republican party is hopefally 
growing, where the —— are rising up to gradually overcome the 
Democratic forces arrayed against the natural development of that State 
and in favor of a tariff for revenue only. The vote in North Carolina 
for Garfield was 115,878; for Blaine, 125,068; for Harrison, 134,784. 
The Democratic majority for Cleveland of four years ago was 17,884, 
while last fall it was only 13,118. 

So I might challenge the attention of Senators to the growing Re- 
publican strength in Tennessee, Wost Virginia, and Virginia; and I 
believe that within the next four years, instead of the voice of the pres- 
ent House of Representatives, to which the Senator from Alabama has 
undertaken to ascribe so much potency, being re-enforced by the a 
proval of the people, the Republicans in the Senate who stand for the 
protection of American industries will be re-enforced, as they have al- 
ready been from Delaware, as they are likely, even, shortly to be from 
West Virginia, by the advent into this Chamber of several other Re- 
publican Senators from States which are now Democratic. 

Mr. SPOONER withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 
dix. ] 

Mr, EUSTIS. The Senator will allow me to supplement the in- 
formation he has given with a brief statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; but I am through. 

Mr. EUSTIS. For instance, in the ten years from 1865 to 1874, in- 
clusive, the product was 490,000 tons. 

Mr. FRYE. For ten years? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Yes, sir. Fora like period from 1875 to 1884 it was 
1,030,000 tons, an increase of more than 100 per cent. in a single dec- 
ade. ‘This supports the position the Senator from Wisconsin has 
taken—— 

Mr. FRYE. Can the Senator give the ten years from 1850 to 1860? 

Mr. EUSTIS. I can not. This supports the position of the Senator 
from. Wisconsin that it is not exactly fair to compare the statistics of a 
few years after the war with those vious to the war. There is no 
rT which the war so devastated as the sugar crop. 

r. TELLER. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Louisiana how he accounts for the 
fact that in 1877, in 1879, in 1880, and in 1881 the sugar crop was 
much larger than it was in 1887 ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is owing to seasons. 

Mr. ALLISON. Climatic influences ? 

Mr. EUSTIS. Climatic influences which we can not control by law. 
For instance the crop of 1887 and 1888, which produced 200,000 tons, 
is the largest crop that hasever been produced in Louisiana, except the 
crop just before the war. 

_Mr. SPOONER. While this has been a revenue duty, at the same 
time having been a protective duty to Louisiana, I want te call atten- 


tien to these figures and then I shall have finished. epee 


1851 and ending with 1887, I want to show the vast 


the Louisiana sugar crop to the ——— sugar and the 


sum 
of money which the people of the 


nited States have paid by way of 


ee me ON OR a ae | oe 


duty upon imported sugars during those years. The total production 
in Louisiana during those years was 7,559,053,405 pounds. That was’ 
from 1851 to 1887. The total amount of sugar imported and used by 
the people of the United States during those years was 47,587,912,647 
pounds, and the amount of money in the way of duties during 
mo years was $961,318, 340.30, or nearly a thousand millions of dol* 


Mr.BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish to add tothe information whi 
has been given to the Senate on this subject, and in pursuanc. ot what f 
attempted to say yesterday, and which I was prevented by the Chair 
from doing, although my reference was to a former session of Con 
and I supposed I had the right to refer to it as a historical fact, i 
was prevented from doing so. Now Ihavethe Recorp. I find in the 
REcorD of July 8 of last year an amendment offered by Mr. CANNON, 
of Illinois, to the tariff bill then under discussion. I will not read the 
whole amendment, but the section which has reference more especially 
tothe matter now under consideration, to wit, a bounty to the producers 
of sugar in this country. I find in the last section these words: 

On sugar, 2 cents per each pound of crystallizable sugar contained therein 
ascertained by the pol 


as 
Pahove oe degrees by the 


On molasses, testi , 6 cents per gallon; 
testing not above 56 by the polariscope, 4 cents per gallon. 

And the bounties provided for in this act be out of any moneys in 
the Treas not otherwise appropriated, under such ons as the 
tary of the shall prescribe. 


In di that amendment, Mr. KELLEy, of Pennsylvania, used 
the following which I shall read for the of correct- 
ing a misapprehension on the part of some of the tors who have 


discussed this question, who have stated that under the operation of 
the law as it now exists the production of has not increased in 
Segienipll gaat wale SEAdi hs prepens to wee he orate 

und upon w proposes to vote for ity 
system, that the Louisiana producers were sluggish and indolent, and 
had not availed themselves of the advantages which the le of this 
country had a right to from them. Mr, KELLEY, of Pennsyl- 
vania, said upon that subject: 

Now, my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] was mebantte candid when he said 
protection did not stimulate the production of sugar in Sir, war is 
the science of destruction into practice Sy Seen Louisiana is even 
now recovering from five years of war, during w her cane-fields were over- 

d the butidings that housed it wenttodecay. Im- 
the people of all the Confederate States were, their 
e, their insurance companies without sree their private fortunes 

ho 000,000 pounds of sugar per 
0,800,000 pounds, though in 
of the war with wasted estates and fortunes ene, oes under protec- 


people would not adopt for Ham: and W 
ington and what they would not sustain if this House could be tempted to per- 
petrate the folly of trying to put the industries of the country under such a form 
of protection, 

That is what this high and reliable authority on the subject of pro- 
tection said in the House of Representatives on the 8th day of last July. 

Mr. President, a friend has handed mea containing interviews 

of Represen 
to 


with several of the gentlemen of the House got bane 4 
ap thne eggs Dees creamer aman read, beginning wi 
ir. RS. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
Mr. Peters, of Kansas: “‘I am not favorable to the proposition of the Senate 
Finance Committee to establish a bounty of 1 cent a pound on sugars produced 
in this country, in compensation for a 50 per cent. cut in oe ee any 
= — rate peers present aa te Sateen < > 
ustry in my State. majori Kaneas. 
ta . The of Kansas are interested 


. protection by a d 
this subjectof sugar. ‘The district Irep of thirty 


e 


1889. 
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In answer to the question whether he 


the protection of of either beet, 
sorghum, or cane sugar could ever be profitab 


in this country, Mr. Perers re- 


“Tean —_ concerning the production of sugar from sorghum-cane, 
because I knowledge of the beet or Gated cane industries. 
It ant teen onan demonstrated in Kansas that under existing laws sugar 
can 


a - 
a of Kansas: *‘I think the pro tion of the Senate committee 
satisfactory to the peeple of Kansas if it were not for the 
fact that cap capitalists are afraid oft — poms ayetem, m, and fans not like to put their 
money into en that n whole or pes their pecuniary suc- 
af bounty paid erie eethenes eethenes Seaneery, ae own judgment, how- 
ever, fo that that wach 4 provinion as the Senate corn ittee proposes, making the 
ae ee S Geapended tar te 
the end give confidence to capitalists, 
sugar interests of the United States. I think the majority of our ple prefer 
byd petne Seas Sy benny, end et I think the system 
y well, as it would ann y save to the consumers of 
na nited States many millions of dollars. 
an of Kansas are largely interested in the subject, + fn neve 
the recent ex: ents made in the man 
cee nat oy! believe that in a very few antes Mieke wiih te sok ak che 


Eifet think they would prefer the b Union. if not the largest, and because of 
— the bounty system in part to an actual reduction 


a 


a 


r cent. of the t protection. 
“a eS wer oubtful whether the House wie son any bill that 
the — but if two Houses can nm the er provisions of the 


bill I meere tay wae caper wees pee anes ve to sugar. 

“Tn conclusion let me say that this year Kansas has grown and manufactured 
more than 1,000,000 pounds of sugar and forty car-loads of sirup. New 
works will be erected during coming season and more seeds planted than 
ever before, unless some unfavorable } ion is enacted.” 

of Kansas: ‘I am heartily in favor of the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee’s proposition, provided, of course, that such a bounty would not be sub- 
jected to the caprice of each Congress. In my opinion a bounty of 1 cent per 
— would bo bus te all istepartiream concerned. There is is no doubt that the pro- 
uction of sugar from the cane in See comntey fe pastteble and that 14 enn be 
made still more so. Why, last year a factory in Topeka, Kans., declared a divi- 
dend of 9 cent., and cxuttahe ts thacoughty interested in the development of 
the ind The manufacture of sugarin the United Statesisstillin its infancy. 
I think that at this time it would be unfair to make a reduction of even 25 per 
cent., with no bounty, in the duties on imported sugars, and that such a cut will 
be unfair until such a time as the indus ss so far developed as to equalize all 
the advan gained by experience. The sugar-men would prefer a cut of 50 
— cent. in duty with a ouie of l cent per pound toa cut of 25 per cent. in 
uty and no bounty. Bounties are as fair a means of developing industries as 
any other method. who oppose bounties are simply prejudiced — 
— om opinion the House would adopt the Senate proposition if 
Mr. Ryay, of Kansas, said he thought the = roposition‘of the Senate commit- 
tee was unwise and unj ust to the industry. He was confident that sugar could 
be Sead produced in this ey, and that we could produce enough to 
mary ow our bane consumption within the next fifteen years, if Congress shall 
ts duty. He fears that a 25 per cent. cut in the with no bounty might 
ve the effect of en Sr of capital. The sugar-men, in his 
opinion, would be satisfied with neither a 25 per cent. cut and no bounty nora 
: nous. < cut oo a county. He was op’ 
es, ught the Republicans o 
z tion rather a vote nst the Mi 
Funston, of Kansas: e sugar-men of Kansas do not want a bounty in 
compensation a a 50 per cent. cut in duties. You ask me if a 25 per cent. cut 
in duty with no bounty would preven the growth of the sugar indust - in this 
country. Lanswerthatit would not prevent fit, but that it would retard it. The 
sugar-men do not want a cut of 25 = cent. in ‘duty and no bounty, neither do 
they desire a cut of 50 per cent, with a bounty of 1 centa pound. They want 
the present duty. These bounties are a humbugand always have been. There 
is no excuse under the sun for making sugar an exception to the general pro- 
tective system. Nothing will be done in this Congress in regard to sugar any 


w 
- Morritt, of Kansas: “I a ve the proposition of the Senate Finance 
Committee. The effect of sucha nty will be more direct than that of a tar- 
iff. Itis my impression that the sugar-men of Kansas prefer the bounty, be- 
cause, as I have said, the os rotection is more direct, I can not say whether a 25 
po Rn cent. - in duty, with no bounty, would pas the wth of the sugar 
in the United States or not. The great factor involved is that of labor. 
I Sauer that in the development of new edestrios bounties are a stimu- 
lant. They should only be continued, however, for such a period as is abso- 
lutely necessary to protect the industry. It is my opinion that | if aiaeiineal to 
ittoday. the zaee. would reject the Senate pro tion in regard to the sugar 


wethe o> peodination of sugarin this country can be made profitable. Kansas is 
much interested in the orn of this new industry, ally in the 
es and western f the State. Plants for the man are of sugar 
established. There is no section of the State in which sorghum can 

pa wnat little expense. Beets are not so certain.”’ 

Mr. Fetron, of California: “‘I think the Senate proposition would be accept- 
able to the beet industry of California and the Pacific coast, st the con- 
tinuance of the annual payments of the bounty should covera period of, say, ten 
years, I will add, however, that in my opinion the ple of the Pacific coast 
prefer the duty to the bounty. Iti a éutin the antes ties of 25 per cent., with 
no bounty, would materially interfere, = not prevent, the development of the 


to bounties on general princi- 
e House would accept the Senate 


industry in this country. It is a a cut to leave a profitable 
nm under the present conditions of the industry. Of course the sugar-men 
aa a refer a cut of 50 per cent. with a aor of 1 cent a pound, rather than 
< 25 percent. in duty and no bounty. to bounties I may say that 
to the principle which enaattios I much — if the 

House would adopt ition if it was transmitted to 
< wate eer a the production know nothing cheat sorghum 
i of cane-sugar) in the United States can not only be made profitable, 


4 that the industry is development, and that at no distant 


time the manufacturers of this "produce will de able to sup ply a country. I 
think Iam justified in maki is statement from the ok f last year’s i 
erations in this industry in California. Sixteen thousand tons 


Pony in one locality, the percentage of saccharine juices Solus a litle lone 
han 12 per cent.” 


General VANDEVER, of California: “I think the People of California prefer 

n bounty to the ao In of opinion the bounty would best give the indantzy 
the impetus which it need 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentlemen whose views are here given are, I 

believe, all Representatives from Kansas and California, some dissenting 

from the principle of the Senate bill and some thinking perhaps that 

it would afford the necessary protection. I assume that these inter- 






views are a therefore I have taken the liberty of hav- 
ing them presented to 


e Senate. 
The amendment of the Senate Finance Committee proposes— 


That until April, ee there shall be _ to the producer of sugar testing not 
ro 


less than 80d by the ey m beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane grown 
within the U) United States, a bounty of 1 cent : 


regulations as the Commissioner of — 
Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe 


r pound, under such rules and 
Sovenas, with the approval of the 


I differ with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] entirely in 


regard to the views he has expressed as to the power of Congress to give 
a bounty to any agricultural industry, and I can not discover why it 
would not be as competent, according to his theory, ‘or Congress to give 
a bounty of $5 a head to every man who raises beef in this country; 
why it would not be as competent for Congress to give a bounty of $3, 
or $2, or $1 a head for every sheep raised in this country, or $1 for every 
hog raised in this country. 


The Senator puts his advocacy of this bounty upon the ground that 
it is in aid of a languishing industry; that the sugar industry has not ad- 


vanced under the high protective tariff which has heretofore existed and 


to which he gives his assent; that it is solely upon the ground that it is 


a languishing industry, and ‘that he desires to protect and support and 


build it up by giving a bounty of 1 cent a pound on sugar. 

Mr. SPOONER. I know the Senator wants to represent me cor- 
rectly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. My argument was based, so far as the question of 


expediency was concerned, upon the statement that it was a new in- 


dustry so far as beet sugar and sorghum sugar are concerned. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a new industry so far as beet and sorghum are 
concerned, but the Senator will not claim that it is a new industry so 
far as the production of sugar is concerned. 

Now, take the Senator’s own view of it, if that be true. Suppose 
it is a new industry; admit that in five years from this time they may 
come into Congress and say that the industry has not prospered under 
your 1 cent bounty, and they want 2 cents, or want 3 cents, or 4 cents. 


‘Suppose the beef industry in this country should languish, as I am told 


it is languishing now, why have not the cattle-raisers of this country 
the same right to come to Congress and demand of us, upon that prin- 
ciple and upon that theory of taxation and legislation, that the agri- 
culturists of the West and Southwest shall have for every head of beet 
cattle raised a bounty of $5? I can not for the life of me see the dis- 
tinction. So if I were prepared to admit the constitutional power of 
Congress to grant this bounty (which I do not admit), I say as a mat- 
ter of policy it is vicious and unjustifiable beyond measure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from South Carolina a 
question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly; I will yield to any one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the act of 
Congress of the 16th of February, 1792, which provided for giving a 
bounty of one and one-half dollars a ton upon small fishing vessels, and 
of $2.50 a ton on larger ones, and so on, in order, as I suppose, to en- 
courage the fishery interests of the United States; and I ask him how 
he distinguishes in point of constitutional authority this act passed in 
the time of Washington and Jefferson and Madison and the other fathers 
of the Republic who made the Constitution and the bounty now pro- 
posed ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, I do not think that one wrong 
of that kind will justify the repetition of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Of course not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not believe even at that time, as construed by 
the gentlemen to whom the Senator from Vermont refers, there was a 
constitutional right or power to make that bounty. I do not believe 
they had it then, and I do not believe we have it now. 

There is-much in what the Senator from Wisconsin said as to the 
past construction of the Constitution, one school of statesmen in this 
country insisting upon what he chooses to call a strict construction of 
that instrumentand the other school insisting upon a more latitudinarian 
construction, if I may use the expression. Iwasvery happy to hear the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] say that it was no longer a 
sectional or a party question, and he cited the opinion of a very dis- 
tinguished gentleman from south of the Ohio River in support of the 
construction which he put upon the general-welfare clause, te which 
I have never assented aud can never give my assent. Whilst I have 
very great respect for the opinion of that gentleman upon general shb- 
jects, [can not subscribe to the view which he took of the general-welfare 
clause. My theory upon thesubjectis that the general-welfare clause re- 
latesentirely to such subjects asare within the grant of powers delegated 
to the Congress of the United States under the Constitution. Congress 
may legislate, within the limits imposed by the Constitution, for the 
general welfare of the people of the United States, and I think we may 
just as well claim that there is no restraint whatever upon Congress, 
that a majority may pass any act which in its judgment is for the gen- 
eral welfare, in absolute and utter disregard of the written Constitution 
under which this Government is administered, that there are no re- 
straints imposed upon the will of the majority, but that if that major- 
ity should regard one system of legislation as conducive to the general 
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welfare, it may enact it into law. That seems to me to be the logic] Mr. BUTLER. Then the object, as I understand the Senator from 
of that position. Iowa, is not for protection. It is not for protection that you offer this 

So, Mr. President, if we take the view which the high protective | bounty instead of high protective duties, but to save money for the con- 
people of this country take, there is no justification whatever for this | sumers in this country 


bounty of 1 cent a pound on sugar. It has been demonstrated again 
and again that in the first place it will not afford the protection claimed 
by those who entertain that view. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to interrupt the Senator just long enough 
to state, if he wiil allow me, the ground of public policy upon which 
this proposed bounty is made. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly I yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator asks, why should we not put a bounty 
upon cattle and upon other agricultural products? The idea of those 
who propose this bounty is that having tried for a century what 
effect high protective duties (to use the Senator’s own language) have 
on the production of sugar, we find that it has been a failure. Find- 
ing that sugar is an absolute essential of civilized human life, and 
enters into the cousumption of every household, and that we pay to 
foreign countries from $100,000, 000 to $130,000,000 annually for sugar, 
increasing every year, it was believed that it was a wise thing to test 
the experiment of whether or not by stimulation, as a question of broad 
public policy, we could produce this necessary article of human life 
in this country. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will permit me there-— 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the ground upon which this is placed. 

Mr, BUTLER. That being the ground on which the committee 
have reported this provision in the bill, will the Senator from Iowa be 
good enough to explain to me and to the Senate and to the country how 
it is that he can extract that 1 centa pound bounty to accomplish what 
he insists has not been accomplished by a high protective tariff? I 
should like very much to get at the process by which the Senator rea- 
sons out a result different under this method from that resulting under 
a high protective tariff. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, may I ask the Senator theques- 
tion which he has not explained; and that is what difference there is 


between the method of payinga bounty directly and the method of pay- 


ing a bounty indirectly, as he suggests the present tariff does? I ask 
him if there is any difference. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator does not answer my question. I puta 
question tohim. Iam sitting at his feet for light, and he putsaques- 
tion to me as to the very information I asked of him. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, I will give the Senator theanswer. 

That is the reason which operated on the minds of those who favor 
this bounty. They believe that if you can place before the ewho 
ave so situated as to be able to produce sugar, either from um or 
beets, that they will have a definite and distinct sum for each pound 
of sugar thus produced, it will encourage them to make the necessary 
expenditure which they have not hitherto made without it. Now, if 
the Senator wants my individual view, I will repeat what I said yes- 
terday, that in my belief with this bounty it will be a slow process. 

I want to say another thing, if the Senator will allow me, partially 
in response to the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. I do not believe 
that it would be a fair and just disposition of this matter to confine 
the bounty te the production of sugar from beets and sorghum and 
not extend it also to the sugar from cane, which is a competing in- 
dustry with sugar from sorghum and beets. Therefore I am not will- 
ing to grant a measure of encouragement to the production of sugar 
from sorghum and beets that I would not be willing te grant to those 
who are engaged in the production of sugar from cane. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, ing to the Senator’s own state- 
meat let us see where he finds himself. He says that he proposes to 
make this experiment—because it is an ent according to his 
own admission—with practically a new industry upon the theory and 
upon the ground that the high protective-tariff duties have not devel- 
oped it as rapidly with Louisiana sugar-cane as was expected and an- 
ticipated in this country. . 

t 


Mr. ALLISON. One moment. I did not say “ anticipated.’’ 
is nbsolutely impossible to develop it from sugar-cane. 

Mr. BUTLER, en, ing to the Senator’s own admission, the 
high protective-tariff duties have not been tested in regard to the pro- 
tection of sugar from beets and hum. How, therefore, can hesus- 
tain the proposition that the proposes to the pty ong duties 
to a bounty in order to encourage a new ustry, W himself 
admits has never been tried in this country ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is only a partial thing. I 
tion with that to save to the people who consume sugar in this coun’ 
the difference between the present rate and the proposed rate; 
also, if the Senater will allow me, to give the people an to 
use more sugar, because it has been thoroughly demonstrated that 
where sugar is a free product it is consumed much more largely by the 
people than it is where it is a heavily-taxed product. 

r. BUTLER. isely. 

Mr. ALLISON. And if I maybe for alluding to that sub- 
ject, when sugar was made free in Britain, from that time for- 
ward steadily the consumption of sugar in Great Britain increased, so 


that it is now about 73 pounds per capita as compared with 54 or 55 
pounds in oar own country. 


in connec- 


Mr. ALLISON. For both purposes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Both purposes. For the purpose of protection and 
for the purpose of saving money to the consumers of sugar. That I 
understand to be the proposition of the Senator now. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is for the purpose of endeavoring to secure, if 
practicable, the development of the sugar industry of this country and 
to see if it is practicable to produce sugar here for our own consump- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then the Serator abandons the protection theory 
and doctrine, in a measure at least, and throws himself upon the ques- 
tion of economy to the people of this country. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam notdealing with little catch-wordsabout what 
I am stating respecting this thing, and I trust the Senator from South 
Carolina is not. 

Now, I should like to ask him, if he will allow me, as he has the 
floor—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask himif heisin favor of protectingthe industry 
in this country engaged in the production of sugar beyond the protec- 
tion given to any other industry in this country, or a protection equal 
to the protection of any other industry? 

Mr. BUTLER. I tell the Senator very frankly that I am not; and 
I tell the Senator with equal frankness that my position upon this sub- 
ject is that where it is necessary to raise $300,000,000 revenue it is the 


Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to goa further. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would adjust the duties for the purpose of raising 
revenue for the economical administration of this Government, with pro- 
tection as an incident of that adjustment of the tariff, in contradistine- 
tion to the position which I understand the majority of the Committee 
on Finance to occupy of making protection the object and revenue the 
incident. I say te the Senator that I would so adjust the tariff that, 
i i not only not complain but should 
rejoice at it. But why the committee have selected the two 
agricultural of sugar and rice and cut them down 50 per cent. 
and raised the tax on other commodities of equal consumption in this 
country is something that I have not been able to comprehend. 

Mr. President, I will say farther to the Senator that, instead of my 
having any feeling of hostility to any Northern manufacture, as indi- 
cated by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], in the votes 
that I have given and shall give upon this bill, I feel profoundest 
interest in the development of every section of the Union without re- 
oe ee. Ss See and as readily, if the 
uties were adjusted as I think they ought to be adjusted, to give the 
manufacturers of Jowa and New England the same benefits that I would 
claim for the industries in my own State. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin must not assume, because it is not true, that a high ive tariff 
or any adjustment of the tariff relates to industries of Mason and 
Dixon’s line. He must not assume, because it is not true, that Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio and Wisconsin are the only States in the Union that 
= He must not assume that the New States and 

ew York and Ohio are the only States in this Union interested in the 
development and encouragement of cotton manufactures, because that 


is not true. 
But I have never been able to and neither the Senator 


which increases, 
the tax on cotton-ties to 100 per cent., runs it up from 35 to over 100. 
per cent. in the interest of perhaps half a dozen manufacturers of hoop-| 
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iron in one section of this when not one dollar of the increased 
duty will go into the Treasury of the United States, but eight hundred 
thousand or a million dollars will go inte the pockets of those manu- 
facturers? How does he justify that? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator desire an answer? 
Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

ALDRICH. 


Mr. Then eo Senator. The me Ahem 
we to place upon cotton-ties is a protective duty for pur- 
pets of the caceuragueent of um American industry and to better 


reward American labor. ‘The duty upon sugar is a pure revenue duty, 
laid upon an article which is a necessity of life, and it is the purpose 
of this bill, in accordance wiih the message of the President of the 
United States calling the attemion of Congress to the excessive revenue, 
to reduce the revenues of the United. and we say that therevenue 
can not be reduced any tetter than upon article of prime necessity. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator says it is a protective duty. 

Mr. ALDRIOH. The duty on cotten-ties is a protective duty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it not prohibitory? “Will it not be prohibitory? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On cotton-tie? 

Mr. BUTLER. On cotton-ties, wpon which it is raised from 35 to 100 

cont, ? 

eur, ALDRICH. I do not think it is prohibitory. Ido not think 
the Senator from South Carolina bas any warrant for saying that it will 
be prohibitory. It is the same rate of duty which is imposed upon 


other of hoop-iron. 

Mr. BUTLER. Tee Senator anys he thinks 200 percent. on an arti- 
cle used by twelve or fifteen or twenty millions of the American peo- 
ple will not be . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will point the Senator te an article with 113 per 
cent. duty used by sixty-five millionsof people that is not prohibitory, 
and the article is raised in the Senator’s own State. 

Mr. BUTLER. Rice! Oh, Mr. President, the ghost of rice always 

to haunt the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And it will remain to haunt the Senator from 
South Carolina, too. ’ 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the Senator from Rhode Island make a fair 
preposition in regard to rice, and not manifest that hostility to rice 
which he does not show to industries in another part of this country 
and I wili meet him on half-way ground. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will see that the Senate bill proposes 


| 


| 


selected sugar or rice, and I take no stock in the idea that the Ameri- 
can laborer may not compete successfully with the laborer of any part 
of the world. 

Mr. President, I have discovered during the progress of this dehate 
that whenever any act of iniquitous legislation is attempted to be jus- 
tified gentlemen cross the Atlantic Ocean and seek that justification in 
the economic laws of the monarchies of Europe; notably the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the other day, referring to the practices 
and laws of Germany in regard to sugar bounties, justified them upon 
the ground that Germany and France had granted bounties, and there- 
fore the United States Government might grant a bounty. The Ger- 
man Government is essentially a paternal government, and 
may do a great many things which would not be justified under our 
form of government and under our system of laws. France and Bel- 
gium and England may doa great many things which would not be 
justified in America. 

I have also discovered that when a justification is sought for increas- 
ing the duties we are told by gentlemen from the New England States 
that the profits of manufacturers are not greater than the lowest rates 
of interest in this country; that it isa great fallacy, a mistaken idea, 
that the manufacturers of this country are making money and piling 
up immense sums in fortunes and monopolies, but that, instead of be- 
ing profitable, they are in many instances barely self-supporting, mak- 
ing a very small percentage on the investment of the capital. If that 
be true—and we must assume that it is trne, because honorable gentile- 
men tell us so—under the high ive-tariff system that we have 
had, if manufactures have ceased to be profitable under the high pro- 
tective system, would not the dictates of common sense, tosay nothing 
of common honesty, require that we should change that system, lib- 
eralize our tax laws, start out upon a new venture, experiment, as the 
Senator from Iowa says in regard to this bounty, and see if by the ex- 
ercise of common business principles each individual, each corporation 
standing upon itsown basis, unaided, unsupported by the Government, 
would not make more satisfactory progress? But the Senators who 
advocate this system say no; the profits of manufacturers have gone 
down under the operation of the high protective system; therefore we 
must go to the Government of the United States, to the Treasury of 
the United States, to the pockets of the tax-payers of the United States 
and re-enforce and supplement and build up the languishing manvu- 
factares of this country, and when that is done perhaps for five or ten 


to place a rate of duty upon rice of 45 cents a bushel, rice being raised | or fifteen or twenty years and manufactures again languish, go to the 


in South Carolina, Georgia, and Louisiana, and it 


to place the | Treasury, go to the tax-payers again and demand with a ‘‘stand-and-de- 


proposes 
rate of duty on beans raised in the Northern States at 25 cents a bushel. | liver’’ policy an increase of taxation toencourage American industries 


Mr. BUTLER. Yes, I understand that. 

Mr. ALDRICH, And beans coutain more nutriment than rice and 
are of more value in a family. Now, can the Senator say that we have 
treated the industries of the South differently from those of the North? 
Yes, wehave. Wehavegiven the two industries of the South, to which 
the Senator has alluded, protection than any other agricultural 
items in this bill. Thatis the way we have treated them. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is not the question, and I deny that proposi- 
tion, and the Senator has not met the point that I made in regard to 
cotton-ties, and I could select a hundred others if I had time. 

The claim of the Committee on Finance is that it is their intention 
or their wish or their pu to reduce the revenues. They claim that 
the revenues are too high with $100,000,000 of surplus in the Treas- 
ury, and it must be reduced; and yet they take two articles, and in- 
stead of making a reduction proportioned to the present duty, as they 
have on other articles, they cut them down 50 per cent. and then say 
that there is no discrimination and that still the duties are higher. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator aliow me? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Their bill not only does not decrease the duties on a 
great many articles of staple production but increases them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; and then the Senatorsays, because I have 
made some complaint about this enormous reduction of the rice tariff, 
that is not true, that still rice is more highly protected than any other 
commodity in this country, in the face of the fact that it has been 
demonstrated over and ever and over again in this debate that 
have increased the duty in certain regions and localities and strike 
these two, claiming at the same time that your object is to 
American industries ! 


He asked me if I thought the rice 
South could get along without a protective 
they could compete with the cheap labor of 
those articles? I tell the Senator that my 


planters and 


i 


such an estimate of,I have such confidence 
industry, in the capacity of the American mechanic 
I believe he can compete 

the earth in any department of industry. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How as to sugar? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think, perhaps, he may with sugar, and I have not 


} 
| 


| and increase the wages of American laborers. 


I have observed another thing, Mr. President, that when it suits our 
friends on ‘the other side to rely upon the opinions of the great founder 
and expounder of the American system, as he named it, they quote 
from Mr. Clay to support their propositions, omitting to mention the 
fact, which is a fact, that the very foundation-stone and basis of Mr. 
Clay’s advocacy of « protective system for America was that it pro- 
tected Americans against the protected industries of England. He put 
it upon the ground that, whereas England had a high protective tariff, 
it was necessary for the development of American industries that the 
American people should construct a parallel against the citadel which 
England had erected around her industries; and he put it upon that 
ground alone, as I have understood. 

It has been asserted again and again in this debate that the effect of 
a high protective tariff was to increase the wages of American laborers, 
to protect them against the pauper labor of Europe; and Senators cite 
Germany, they cite France, they cite Belgium, as examples to be fol- 
lowed in the matter of tax laws, and in the next breath they depict in 
pathetic language the squalid, depraved condition of the European la- 
borer, brought about by what means? I had heard so much of that, 
that when two years ago it was my good fortune to visit the continent 
of Europe I went with my eyes and my ears open, expecting to find 
on every hand, in every direction, among all classes of the laborers of 
Germany and Belgium and England and France, squalor, degradation, 
poverty, ignorance, and vice. I had some regard to their condition, in 
traveling through these countries, and I have never seen in this or any 
other country what appeared to me to be a more contented set of de- 
bauched, degraded people than I found upon the continent of Europe. 

Thad been told that in Belgium and in Germany they degraded 
women and worked them in carts by the side of a dog, that they were 
disregarded, degraded; and the first scene that greeted my eyes after 
landing upon the American shores was to witness four or five poor 
Irish women in free America, where labor is so happy, 80 presperous, 
as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmunpDs] told us the other day— 
to see four or five poor Irish women on their knees scrubbing in a res- 
taurant for the bread of life. Poverty, Mr. President, iseverywhere—— 

Mr. FRYE. Washing the floors, the Senator means. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; scrubbing. 

Mr. FRYE. Horrible! 


Mr. BUTLER. It was horrible. When I had heard my friend 
from Maine depict in such eloquent the condition of the labor- 
ing people on other side of the water, I did not suppose they ever 
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were called upon not only to wash a floor—if we had listened to the | we have a capacity of six hundred millions of natural laborers in A 
eloquent speech of the Senator from Maine we would suppose they all | ica to-day, and I suppose it would be as fair to epply that toh 
lived in fine houses and arrayed themselves in linen and silks—— to this country, even with emphasis, as that Mr. Clay d have 

Mr. HAWLEY. [should like to ask the Senator whether they do | done it in 1824 to Great Britain. 
not wash their floors in South Carolina, and whether every family can So I repeat that with the wonderful, marvelous, unheard-of advance 
hire a servant; and, if so, who is that servant, because some degraded | made in labor-saving machinery in this country the manual or 
person must do it? natural labor is almost imperceptible in estimating the compound of the 

Mr. BUTLER. That may appear to be very smart to the Senator | fabrics produced. Therefore I think it is a legitimate t and 
from Connecticut. a safe assumption to say that we can compete, in view of this wonder- 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itis. ful advance in machinery, with any people on earth in any department 

Mr. BUTLER. Extremely smart! But he can not get rid of that | of industry, and at the same time to the laboring classes of this 
fact by attempting to interject a ridiculous and stupid remark to me, | country equal or better wages than they now get under your high pro- 

and it would be more becoming, if the Senator will permit me to say | tective-tariff system. 

80, to admit the fact, which was denied by the Senator from New York | Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me? 

[ Mr. Hiscock] the other day, that there are poor people in New York. | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
That Senator said there were no poor people in New York; no poor | lina yield? 

peopleatthe North. Ihave ridden by the mile and the hour in the great | Mr. BUTLER. For a question. 

cities of the North and have seen the poor people with their heads{ Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator if he does not lose sight of the fact 
hanging ont of the windows of narrow tenement houses gasping for | that these improvements in machinery are also in the of the 
breath; and yet the gentlemen say there are no poor people there ! people of other countries? Our patents come in use there, and we util- 

Senators are not going to lead me aside by the absurd inquiry whether | ize theirs here. So really this matter of labor-saving is 
people wash floors in South Carolina. I expect they them about | practically out of the account. 
as often as they do in Connecticut, and perhaps a little oftener. It is Mr. BUTLER. Nothing like it. 
true thet we have poor people there who do that work. There is no| Mr. BLAIR. Much of our machinery in the manufacture of cloth, 
doubt about that, and the Senator from Connecticut is belittling the | for instance, comes to us from abroad. 
argument. Whilst I do not mean to intimate that he is intentionally | Mr. BUTLER. There is no comparison in that regard between this 
misrepresenting the condition of things, he and other Senators do mis- | country and Europe. 
represent when they say that all the pauperism andall the povertyand| Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator is laboring under a mistake. 
ali the pauper labor in the world are to be found on the other sideofthe | Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 
water, and that this system of legislativerobbery—an expression which | Mr. COKE. I will suggest to the Senator from South Carolina, if 
does not seem to be entirely agreeable to gentlemen; of course I do not | he will permit me, that the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], 
mean it personall y——- when he was Secretary of State, in one of his reports stated that the 

Mr. CHANDLER. Perfectly agreeable. United States were twenty-five years ahead of the most favored nation 

Mr. BUTLER. What did the Senator from New Hampshire say? | in Europe in labor-saving 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is perfectly agreeable. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘‘Perfectly agreeable.’’ The Senator from New 
Hampshire has a very singular way of manifesting his delight and 
pleasure, and be has a very curious way of allying himself with rob- 
bers. if thatis agreeable. The pretense that this system of what I 
call legislative robbery elevates all American laborers, that they are all 
happy, that they all live in fine houses, that there is no want, no pov- 
erty, but all are taken out of the domain of poor people by high taxa- 
tion, which increases the cost of their living 47 per cent. on every $100 
they pay for the necessaries of life—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. They pay 82 per cent. on sugar. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, sir, let it be 82 per cent. they pay on every 
pound of sugar, if you please, or on rice 100 per cent. I say to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that that is legalized robbery and a wrong 
to the poor people who have to pay it. 

Senators quote Mr. Clay as authority on the high protective system. 
Let us see what Mr. Clay said upon that subject in the great speech he 
made in the House of Representatives in 1824: 

The great desideratum in political economy fs the same asin private pur- 
suite; that is, what is the best application of the aggregate ind of a na- 


ioe that can be made honestly to produce the largest sum of wealth? 
wmbor— 


Mr. BUTLER. And I think the Senator from New York was en- 
tirely within bounds when he made that statement; and it is a fact, I 
believe, admitted on all hands, that the American mechanic, the Amer- 
ican laborer with his machinery will do at least one-third more work 
in the course of a day than a similar class of workmen in Germany or 
in Belgium or in England. 

Mr. BLAIR. With the Senator’s I will simply say that 
as I understand this matter the superiority of American machin- 
ery over that of foreign countries isin the direction of improvements in 
6 pe geoegt paar re I do not understand that in the manufacture 
of cloth or of cotton or of woolen or hosiery, or any of the great depart- 
ments of manufacture which clothe the body or protect the body from 
the elements, our labor-saving machinery is better than that of Great 
Britain, which is our principal competitor. In fact, a great deal of our 
machinery comes to us from Great Britain, and much of our machinery 
has been invented on our own soil by the inventors of that country, 
and there is an interchange taking place between the two countries 
with reference to many improvements. So I do not think the state- 
ment of the Senator from New York, if he made it in that broad way, 
is correct, that in the matter of labor-saving machinery on the whole 
we have much advantage of Great Britain. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator from South Carolina will allow me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. The senior Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], 
when Secretary of State in 1880, after examining the consular reports, 
in his report to the House of Representatives assumed the great su- 
periority of American manufactures; and Mr. Blaine, when Secretary 
of State in 1881, after a similar examination of the reports of consuls, 
in his report to the House of Representatives gives our superior ma- 
chinery and the longer length of hours of labor as the reason why we 
could aes in cotton manufactures. 

Mr. B I have never heard that tion contradicted 
before. All the literature that I have been to get hold of on that 
subject conceded that the American mechanic and the American la- 
borer have ie the world in invention, in capacity for produc. 
tion. Take the of shoes alone, made in Lynn, Mass., which. 
believe, is one of the chief points for the manufacture of shoes, the 


Says Mr. Clay—and this is Mr. Henry Clay, if the Senator from Col- 
orado will take notice, and not Mr. C. C. Clay, of Alabama. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give the date of that speech? 

Mr. BUTLER. Eighteen hundred and twenty-four. 


Labor is the source of all wealth, but it is not natural labor only; and the 
fundamental error of the gutaate from Virginia, and of the school to which 
he belongs, !n adducing m our rse Poe emer ng our unfitness for the in- 
troduction of the arts, consists in their not tly weighing the importance 
of the power of machinery. In former times, when but little comparative use 
was made of machinery, manual labor and the of wages were circum- 
stances of the greatest consideration. But it is otherwise in these latter 
times. Suchare the improvements and the perfections in machinery that in ana- 
lyzing the compound value of many fabrics the element of natural labor is so 
inoonstboontee as almost to escape detection. This truth is demonstrated by 
many facts. 

Formerly Asia, in consequence of the density of her population and the con- 
sequent lowness of wages, laid Europe under tribute S many of her fabrics. 
Now Europe reacts upon Asia, and Great Britain in throws back 
upon ker countiess millions of people the rich treasures produced by artificial 
labor, to a vast amount, infinitely cheaper than they can be manufactured by 
the natural exertions of that portion of theglobe. But Britain is herselfthe most 
striking illustration of the immense power of machinery. Upon what other 
pri pes e can you account for the enormous wealth whichshe has accumulated 
and which she annually produces? A statistical writer of thatcountry several 
years ago estimated the total amount of the artificial or machine labor of the 
Sabese Soe eee Leake re one t day it to the 
Subsequent estimates of her presen carry 
enormous height ef two hundred millions, But the of the three 
kingdoms is 21,500,000. aaa that to furnish labor to the 
amount of foar million the natural labor will be but 2 per cent. of the artificial 
labor. Inthe production of wealth she operates, therefore by a power (includin 
the whole population) of two hundred and twenty-one tnillton five hamdved 
thousend, or, in other words, by a power eleven times greater than the total of 
her natural power. 


Mr. President, apply that principle to this country, multiply sixty 
millions by eleven, and you will find in this country that 
has been so much improved over the day to which Mr. Clay refers that 


works more ann, aes his work out better and quicker than the 
ea ah ve been informed; and so it is in all the depart- 
ments of industr, 


Mr. BLAIR. the Senator will bear with me a moment further-—— 
Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. . The difference between the man, between the human 

eaten: in production in this country and in the Old World, 
superiority of ours, has always been admitted as the result of the 

matter of education, to which, I believe, I have on one former occasion 

et ae 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, I have heard that frequently from the Senator. 
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Mr. BLAIR. I think a few Congresses since I had occasion to look 
into that, but not recently. 

So far, however, as machinery is concerned, made use of in the text- 
ile fabrics of the two countries—I am comparing now our own coun- 
try to Great Britain because we are the chief competitors—I do net 
understand that there is any marked superiority on the part of Amer- 
ican machinery. in fact, on the contrary, a great deal of our ma- 
chinery is invented and is appropriated by us from Great Britain her- 
self, and, as I have said before, there is an interchange of inventions 
and improvements, and in the very nature of things no such proposi- 
tion as that which I understand the Senator to be contending for can 
be true, because it is only a week between these two countries, and the 
—— for the market of the world will necessarily result in their 
making use in England of every improvement, which we have in this 
country, while, on the other hand, we do precisely the same thing with 
reference to the improvements made in Great Britain—and there is 
nothing to prevent it; inevitably it must be the case. The statements 
that are made here in this way I do not understand to be applicable to 
the manufacture of textile fabrics at all. 

Mr. BOTLER. Then theeffect of the statement of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, if he be correct, is that the American laborer is inferior 
to the English laborer? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not atall. The American laborer does not work as 
many hours as the laborer in Germany. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, according to all the statistics 
the reverse is true. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator is quite mistaken except, it may be, as 
to the Southern States. The laborer works from ten to twelve and 
fourteen to fifteen hours in the factories of the South, and so the women 
work, but they do not in the North, and so the children work down 
to ten, nine, or eight years of age; and by the utilization of child-labor 
and the great length of hours, and by the operatives, quite the equal 
of the North, and in many respects the superior of the Northern oper- 
ative, the manufacturers of the South do have a great advantage in 
that respect. But take the operative of the North with his ten or nine or 
eight hours’ labor, as the case may be, and he does not, as a rule, give 
as much time to his work as is given in the old country. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does the Senator refer to Louisiana? 

Mr, BLAIR. Iam not aware that they have manufactures to any 
extent in Louisiana. 

Mr. GIBSON. We have cotton manufactures. 

Mr. BLAIR. At what point? 

Mr. GIBSON. At New Orleans. 

Mr. CoKE rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must address the Chair. 
The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CokE]. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwill say, if the Senator will permit me on that point, 
that my statement was made from personal observation, witnessing the 
labor itself as it was occupied in Georgia and some other points in the 
South. I know nothing of Louisiana. 

Mr. COKE. I desire to read what I have heretofore quoted in the 
Senate from the report of Mr. Evarts. Ina letter Written by Hon. 
WILLIAM M. Evarts, then Secretary of State, and now a distinguished 
member of this body from New York, dated May 17, 1879, transmitting 
the reports of American consuls on the state of labor in Europe, the 
honorable Secretary, in an enumeration of his conclusions drawn from 
the reports, on page 36, says: 

9. That the average American workman performs from one and a half to 
twice as much work as the av European workman. This is so important 
7 in connection with our ability to compete with the cheap man ures 


Europe, and itseems on first t so strange, that I will trouble you with 
reports in support thereof. 


He then proceeds to make the quotations to sustain his conclusion 
= the ee 
. BLAI That does not conflict with what I stated. I was 


one of the comparison of er precise point which the 
from South raised. I have not said that the Amer- 
ican workman was not su b 
y, Mr. President, I have never heard it contra- 
before, not only that the American laborer, the American me- 
superior to any other in the world, but that he worked 

the output of his labor was greater, that his product was 
, and that, therefore, we have always insisted, when a compari- 
is made between the wages paid to Sharia See and in this 
try, that they deserved and were entitled to better wages here, be- 
of their greater number of hours of labor and because of the su- 
ty of their work and the quantity of the output of their labor. 
believe if you reduce the hours of labor for the American laborer, 
if you reduce the product of American labor to that of Great 
mary or Belgium, or Germany, it will be found that the laborer in 

reat Britain gets equal to those paid in this country. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has the Senator’s attention been called to this point, 


F 
= 


eH 
Ee 


as to whether the in Europe is or smaller per product, | ject. 
that in by units of production, by the yard or by the plese, than it i 
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in this country; that is, whether it costs the American manufacturer 





more in labor to have a certain piece of work done than it costs the 


manufacturer in England for the same sort of work ? 
Mr. BUTLER. I understand not. I was just stating that, in my 


opinion, if the hours of the American laborer were reduced to those in 
Great Britain or in Belgium or in Germany, andif his daily or weekly 
or monthly product was reduced and put on all fours with theirs, it 


would not cost the manufacturer in this country more than it does in 
Europe. 

Mr. COKE. If the Senator will permit me, I will state that I have 
here an extract from a report of Mr. Blaine, made when he was Secre- 


tary of State, which shows that in the manufacture of cotton, English 


wages, judged by the product of English labor as compared with the 
product of American labor, are at least as good as those paid for Amer- 
ican labor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. I remember that statement of Mr. Blaine 
when he was Secretary of State, and I have referred to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know I am intruding somewhat, but if the Senator 
will allow me, I ask, are there any reports, and is it claimed that there 


are any facts stated or propositions laid down in any of these reports 
to the effect that the wages received for a day’s work by the European 
operative, whether in England or upon the Continent, are equal to those 


received by the operative in thiscountry? I understand that thereare 
none. In the matter of sustenance the English operative needs to eat 


three times a day; he needs food, shelter, and clothing, precisely as the 


American operative; whereas, as a matter of fact, I understand that 
the American at the end of his day’s work will have his dollar and a 
half, while the Englishman will have only his dollar, and that the ex- 
pense of living is no gre.ter here than there, probably less. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand that to be true. On the con- 
trary, the cost of living in this country is very much higher. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the Senator is wrong. 

Mr. BUTLER. The cost of living is very much higher in America 
than it is in Europe, and it has been made so by reason of the very 
system of taxation’which the Senator himself advocates, because it puts 
a tax upon everything that the American laborer consumes for himself 
and his family, and necessarily the expense of living must be higher. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will pardon me, does he not see that 
everything which is eaten and drank by the American laborer must be 
oo here than abroad? We export those same articles of food, pay- 
ing the additional cost of transportation across the water to those same 
English populations. As I understand it, the expenses of living are 
cheaper, averaging the whole, in this country than there, when every- 
thing is of the same quality. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator forgets that although thiscountry does 
export quite a large quantity of what might be termed the food prod- 
ucts of England and Great Britain, itis by no means the entire food 
product they consume that we export. The Argentine Republic is to- 
day sending in refrigerating ships thousands and thousands of carcasses 
of beef and sheep and swine to Great Britain. 

Mr. BLAIR. We ourselves sell in competition with them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely, and that is what I complain of in behalf 
of the American farmer. The product of the American farmer is sold 
in competition with the product of the cheap labor of South America 
and of India, and yet when he comes to buy his supplies he must pay 
47 cents in every dollar’s worth that he buys under the high tariff im- 
posed by the American Congress. That is exactly what I complain of. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the Senator has raised altogether a new issue, and 
he has evaded the point which was at issue between us. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. The question was as to the relative cost of the neces- 
saries of life in this country and in England. The fact that we sell 
those same necessaries of life in England in competition with the prod- 
ucts of South America, or that we are able to sell those products there 
at all, paying the cost of transportation between here and England, 
shows that the cost of those commodities in our own country is no 
greater than there. That is the point. The Senator does not reach 
that point by returning to his other favorite one of the abuses that the 
agriculturists may be suffering under. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not see the force of the Senator’s argument, for 
he says that a large proportion of the food product of Great Britain is 
brought into that country from the cheaper labor of the countries of 
South America and of India in competition with ours. As a matter of 
course that must bring down the price of those commodities in Eng- 
land. It must make them cheaper. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is all I claim. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no doubt myself that in point of fact the cost 
of the absolute necessities of life is cheaper in Great Britain than in 
Americato-day. I am confident of that because I have made a personal 
test of it. I think it will not be denied by any Senator or any man who 
has crossed the water that so far as woolen clothing is concerned, and 
every article necessary to protect a man and his family, itis from at least 
25 to 30 perhaps, or 40 percent. cheaper in Belgium, Germany, and Great 
Britain than in this country. I think there is no doubt upon that sub- 


Therefore I say that I have a right to assume that the cost of living 
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1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


931 





disadvan if it really existed, of the lower wages of labor in Great Britain. 
The upon fore : Sor for the raw eee _ any ae mapu- 
facture been ever considered as a discouraging fact. © state of our pop- 
ulation is peculiarly favorable to the most extensive introduction of machinery. 
We have no a to no persons todrive out of employment. The 
pamphlet to which we have had occasion so often to refer in enumerating the 
causes which have brought in England their manufactures to such a state of 
wi eces shies “aad od epee 2 of then, ie -- oie om, 
all competition, not asone ow : 
First, capital; secondly, extent and costliness of onary and, thirdly, 
steady and persevering industry. 
Notwithstan 


ding the concurrence of so many favorable causes in our country 
for the introduction of the we are ee from making the 
and our ultimate failure is confidently predicted. Why d we 


? Nations, like men, fail in nothing which they boldly aitempt, when sus- 
tained by virtuous purposes and firm resolution. I am not willing te admit this 
depreciation of American skill and enterprise. I am not wil to strike before 
an effort is made, All our past history exhorts us to proceed, an us with 
animating hopes of s of our incapacity have failed and 


present predictions will not be real > 

I think this proposition of a bounty to be paid to the sugar-planters 
of this country is wrong in principle and wrong in policy. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin must not assume that the Louisiana sugar planter 
is alone interested in it. The people of Kansas, the people of Minne- 
sota, of California, of every State in the American Union are interested 
in the fair adjustment of the tax on sugar. In my own State the sor- 
ghum of which we have heard so much, from which such satisfactory 
results have been in Kansas, grows to great luxuriance, and 
south of the parallel of Jatitude in which I live two crops of it in one 
year can be grown. It would be a great boon to the agriculturists of 
that part of the country if some system could be devised by which 
they could diversify their crops and abandon, what I have always in- 
sisted was an evil practice, the concentrating of their energies and their 

ital in the cultivation of cotton alone. 

the alluvial lands along the Savannah River, where corn crops of 

50 or 60 bushels per acre have been destroyed three years successively 

by floods, sorghum cane could be grown almost without limit. Instead 

of 10 or 12 tons peracre, which I understand is the averagecrop in Kansas, 

I believe that those rich lands would make 20 or 25 tons, and the crop 
would not be injured or destroyed by the high water. 

So it is not the people of Louisiana alone, or of Kansas alone, who 
are interested in this question. I want to see the duty so adjusted 
that equal and exact justice shall be done to all parts of the country, 
not alone to Louisiana or to Kansas; and if Congress can agree upon a 
rate of duty which will effectuate the results claimed by the commit- 
tee.as desirable, to wit, the reduction of the surplus in the Treasury, 
and at the same time afford protection to these industries, not only 
will I support it cordially, but I shall be rejoiced to see it become alaw. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have not taken part in this debate on 
the general principle of the tariff this winter. It has been a subject 
of discussion for American people now for many years. It occu- 
pied to the exclusion of all other business the great part of the atten- 
‘tion of the House of Representatives, and later of the Senate at the 
last session, and it was thoroughly argued before the great tribunal of 
the people, which rendered its fort Ooms at the recent election. 

But the Senator from Texas [Mr. Coke] the other day read to the 
Senate some testimony, taken before a commission in Massachusetts, 
of one or two persons of whom nobody here, so far as I know, knew any- 
thing, undertaking to give a wretched picture of the condition of the 
working people in the cotton industries of the important city of Fall 
River. Fall River is a rapidly growing center of cotton manufacture 
in this country. It already has, I suppose, more than fifty cotton fac- 
tories and a population approaching 65,000 or 70,000 persons. Un- 
doubtedly that cotton industry under decent protection will be increased 
very largely during the next ten years. Measures are already taken 
for the building of new and large mills. 

I have requested my honored friend, the Representative from that 
district, who lives in that city and is largely interested in its industries, 
to obtain from a trustworthy source, a manufacturer and manager of 
mills of large experience, a few statements which I think will utterly 
and entirely overthrow the supposed facts introduced by the honorable 
Senator from Texas. Without detaining the Senate at this hourin the 
evening with any further remarks, I desire to have the letter read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Fat. River, Mass., January 16, 1889. 


Dear Sir: Below I hand you list of wages paid by the Shove Mills: 





. 6 

covevees cvscececestberesseoreosecubeccestovesten: eon: . 08 

SON, SID COO CUO G icceceainhnstensnaceccceustencsesseestebecessor: an 4.62 
Doffers, frame-spinners’ room (DOYS) ..........sececssevecrveeeeseseeeceesevensees 4.00 
SEDI Giiinsesc cxonce cssnindeebethnigavetsedbeigenbinuseuneses encivediennescnssceeees cose ceecceoe ° 3. 00 
aeasteaapsnansiaaabante etetbomee extannimewiwneniseetenene 7.50 

Section hands, weaving-TOOM..............0.0000.s-cccccssesseessseeeceeceavesscssssenees 9. 43 
Secapd hands 10.50 


We think the above list is about the ave 


for the . Mulespinners will 
earn in some of the mills that have long about $13 per week, 7 









During the last ten years we have run full time, except during the years 1884 
and 1885, when we were shut down for four and eight weeks, res ‘avely, ow- 
ing to the ove’ uction or underconsumption of our style of goods. This 
applies to all the mills in this city,except ten, that were shut down during the 
year 1884 by a strike of the mule-spinners. This lasted about three months. 
There has not been a strike of any magnitude since that time. 

We employ in the cotton mills of this city about 19,000 operatives, men, women, 
and children; about 7,000 of these are weavers, and 800 are mule-spinners; the 
balance are divided among the various departments. 

We have on deposit in our institutions of savings about $11,800,000. There is 
no record kept as to the occupation of the persons that deposit, but we are in- 


formed by the treasurers that a very large part of the deposits are made by the 
operatives of our mills. 


The Shove Mills employ about 600 hands; of this number 215 are under 
twenty-one years of age and 385 over twenty-one years. We had the overseers 
make a careful canvass of the mill as to the number of persons that owned 
their own home, with the following result: Real-estate owners, 103; real-estate 
owners and members of their families employed, 167. 

t more than one-fourth of our employés live in homes of their own. 
We do not think the average for the city would equal this showing, but very 
many of the homes in this city are owned by the workers in our cotton mills. 

If there are any other points that we can give you, should be pleased to do so, 


Yours, truly, 
©, C. ROUNSEVILLE, Treasurer. 
Dr. R. T. Davis, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HOAR. Ido not think my honorable friend from Texas can 
cite an instance on the face of the earth, unless it be in the manufact- 
uring communities which have grown up under the American protect- 
ive system, which can present a picture like that which these simple 
statistics afford. I do not think he can find an instance on the face of 
the earth where there is a body of 19,000 wage-earners, outside of the 
United States of America, so large a proportion of whom receive these 


comparatively large wages and so large a proportion of whom are dwell- 
ers in houses which they own. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISoNn] from 


the Committee on Finance, to insert what has been read on page 86 
after line 57. 


Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH answered 
to his name. 


Mr. CALL. Iask that the amendment may be read. 
Mr. HOAR. Ido not object to the amendment being read, but I 
desire that the rule that after a Senator has answered to his name there 


shall be no further debate may be enforced after the amendment is 
read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. CALL, I withdraw the request for the reading. I did not 
know that it was the same as the printed amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall be willing that debate be regarded as closed, 


but I should like myself to hear the amendment read, if it is not vo- 
luminous, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The SECRETARY On page 86, after line 57, it is proposed to insert 
the following additional sections: 


Src, —. That until April, 1900, there shall be paid to the producer of sugar 
testing not less than eighty degrees by the polariscope, from beets, sorghum, or 
sugar-cane grown within the United States, a bounty of | cent per pound, under 
such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. 

The producer of said sugar to be entitled to said bounty shall have first filed 
with the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a notice of the place of produc. 
tion, with a general description of the machinery and methods to be employed 
by him, with an estimate of the amount of sugar proposed to be produced in 
the next ensuing year and an application for a license to so produce, to be ac- 
companied by a bond in a penalty, and with sureties to be approved by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, conditioned that he will faithfully observe 
all rules and regulations that shall be prescribed for such manufacture and pro- 
duction of sugar. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, upon receiving the application and 
bond hereinbefore provided for, shall issue to the applicant a license to produce 
sugar from sorghum, beets, or sugar-eane grown in the United States at the 
place and with the machiuery and by the methods described in the application ; 
but said license shall not extend beyond one year from the date thereof. 

No bounty shall be paid to any person engaged in refining sugars which have 
been imported into the United States, or produeed in the United States upon 
which the bounty herein provided for has already been paid or applied for, nor 
to any person unless he shall have first been licensed as herein provided, and 
only upon sugar produced by such person from sorghum, beets, or sugar-cane 
grown in the United States. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury,shall from time to time make all 
needful rulesand regulations for the manufacture of sugar from sorghum, beets, 
or sugar-cane grown in the United States, and shall, under the direction of the 
Secret ry of the Treasury, exercise supervision and inspection of the manu- 
facture thereof. 

The bou herein provided for, including the expenses incident to the pay- 
ment thereof, shall be paid from the duties collected and paid into the Treasury 
on sugars imported into the United States, and a sufficient sum for said purpose 


is hereby ted, and shall be paid annually from the duties so collected, 
such appro and payment to continue until the Ist day of April, A. D, 
1900, and no longer. 


Src, —. That any person who shall knowingly refine or aid in the refining of 
sugar imported into the United States or upon which the bounty herein pro- 
vided for has already been paid or applied for, at the piace described in the 
license issued by the Gontaghedanen of Internal Revenue, and any person not 
entitled to the bounty herein provided for who shall apply for or receive the 
same, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof,shall pay 
a fine not exceeding $5,000, or be imprisoned for a period not exceeding five 
years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 


Mr, CALL. It was my intention on the pending amendment to make 
some observations on the subject of the proposed bounty, but at the 
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request of numerous Senators who desire a vote to be taken this even- | Colquitt, Hale, Morrill, Sabin, 
i ae and as what I should say would not change the result of the vote, a —_ Z lum. ie tiem 
I will postpone making my observations until morning. Edmunds, McPherson, Ransom, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The roll-call will be resumed on | Evarts, Morgan, Riddleberger, 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. So the amendment was to. 
The Secretary resumed the call of the roll. Mr. ALLISON. In this connection I ask the Senate now to proceed 


Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania[Mr. CAMERON]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 


Mr. CALL (when his name was called), I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn ]}. 
Mr. CHACE (when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the Sen- 


ator from Georgia [Mr. CotquitrT]. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], and therefore can not vote. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is absent 
from the Senate this evening. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. The 
Senator from Iowa has inadvertently already voted, as he informs me. 
I therefore transfer my pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON] and record my vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunpDs]. If he were here, I should vote 
“ na ahd 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopcetr]. If it isnecessary 
I will announce once more that if he wére here I should vote for the 
committee’s bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WiLson]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam paired with the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. CuL- 
Lom]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ I presume he would 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr, COCKRELL. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLumsB], who is necessarily compelled to be absent for a few 
minutes. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay,’’ and he would vote 
ai yea. ) 

Mr. PUGH. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpmunnDs] to the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], 
and record my vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but I cmailibe that pair to the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM], so that both the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. GRAY] and myselfcan vote. I vote “‘yea.’’ 

Mr. GRAY. Being released from my pair by the transfer, I vote 
nay.” 

Mr. HOAR (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom], but inadvertently 
voted. I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Breck]. If he were here, I should vote “‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] is 
paired with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom], 
who is absent, and Iam paired with the junior Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLcmB]. I suggest that we let the senior Senator from North 
Carolina be paired with the junior Senator from Kansas, and that we 
both vote. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. HOAR. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will announce that the senior Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] is paired with the junior Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]; and that the senior Senator from North Caro- 
lina would vote ‘‘nay,’’? and the junior Senator from Kansas would 
vote ** yea,’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Manderson Sherman, 
Allison, Frye, Mitchell, * Spooner. 
Blair, ewer. Paddock, ford, 
Chandler, H ‘ Palmer, 
coon a Piatt. Telle 

Ja wes, r. 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 

NAYS—23. 

Rate, Fauikner, Harris, Turpie, 
Berry, . Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 
Brown Gibson, Pugh, v 
Cockrell, Gorman, Quay, Vi 
Coke, Gray, ‘ Walthall. 
Euatis, Hampton, . 

ABSENT—26. 

Beck, Butler, Cameron, 

Blackburo, Bowen, Call, * Chace, 


with the sugar schedule, page 121, Schedule E—Sugar. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
* Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Heywood Brothers & Co. and 
21 others, chair manufacturers, of Worcester County, Massachusetts, ' 
praying for the imposition of a duty on chair canes and reeds; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PAYNE presented petitions of the German Church and the First 
Presbyterian Church, of Cleveland, Ohio, and a petition of the Presby- 
terian Church, of Sandusky, Ohio, praying for the passage of a national 
Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of the Brotherhood of Loco-| 
motive Engineers, of Florence, 8. C., praying for the of a na-, 
tional Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on Edu-' 
cation and Labor. i 

Mr. EVARTS presented petitions of citizens of New York City,! 
Sterling, Waverly, and Clintondale, in the State of New York, praying’ 
for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; which were referred to’ 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of Port Angeles, Wash- 
ington Territory, praying that Port Angeles be made a port of entry;) 
which was stews to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented a communication from the Secretary of 
War, inclosing certain papers in support of a bill to place Robert Will-' 
iams, now a sergeant of ordnance stationed at Vancouver Barracks, on! 
the retired-list as a sergeant; which was referred to the Committee on' 
Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to! 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3321) to incorporate the Washington, 
and Great Falls Narrow-Gauge Rai Company, reported it with’ 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. f 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom’ 
was referred the bill (S. 3111) to incorporate the trustees of the National’ 
Industrial Institute in Washington, D. C., reported it with anjend-' 
ments, 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 787) to protect innocent purchasers of patented articles, and 
for other purposes, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. Inconnection with the report just made by the Senator 
from Connecticut, as I am a member of the committee, I wish to state 
that I may object to some of the provisions of the re just made, and 
may ask leave to present a minority report, if Ishould think it necessary. 

The PRESID protempore. That right will be reserved, if there 


be no objection. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 3841) granting a pension to Hepza 
Hobson Werden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3842) for the relief of Charles G.. 
Merriam; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3843) granting a pension to 
Clara Leigh Freeborn; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3844) to authorize the construc- 
tion and maintenance of a railroad bridge across the Detroit River; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to state that I do not wish to be considered 


as committed, even by im) ion or inferentially, to the bill 
one or the other by introd it. LI introduce it by request. I 
move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


The motion was agreed to. 


FORLORN HOPE STORMING PARTY. 
Mr. COCKRELL. On the 3d day of January I reported, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs, the bill (S. 1140) author- 


izing the Secretary of War to and present suitable medals to 
the survivors of the ‘frlorahope storming party’ of Port Hudson 
e€ 


and submitted a written report report has been printed 
so badly, with so many mistakes in it, that I ask leave to withdraw 
that and submit a substitute 


report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will We so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 
EVENING SESSION ON MONDAY. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that on Monday next we 
may take a recess at 5 o’clock and convene again at 8. I want tg give 
notice thus so that Senators will not be embarrassed by it. 
The PRESID.  aprose The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
at 


mous consent that session of Monday next a recess be taken frofa 
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5 o’clock in the afternoon until 8 o’clock. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


COLUMBUS PORT OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. FRYE. The bill (H. R. 12060) to constitute Columbus, Ohio, 
a port of delivery, and to extend the provisions of the act of June 10, 
1880, entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ to said port 
of Columbus, came over yesterday, and was ordered to lie on the table. 
The Senate Committee on Commerce instructed me yesterday to report 
favorably a bill of exactly the same terms as the House bill. I ask 
that the House bill may be taken from the table and placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PAYNE. Before that order is made, I ask that the bill may be 
now considered. There will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate may now proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 12060. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object if it will take no time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, January 19, 1889, at 
11 o’clock a. mm. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 18, 1889. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. Miipurn, D. D. 


APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal will be ap- 
proved. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object, as the Journal isnotcorrect. It is un- 
important in itself, but it may become dangerous asa precedent. The 
Journal states by unanimous consent the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] withdrew the substitute, H. R. 8466, and reoffered the 
substitute previously offered by him and ruled out of order. All that 
occurred at that time is set forth in the Recorp, and these are the 
words: 

Mr. Sprincer. Mr. Speaker, as this amendmentis now before the House and 


the reading of it has been waived, I desire to call attention to certain amend- 
ments which I desire shall be offered thereto. 


Mr. Baxer, of New York. Are you going now to ask for a vote on the substi- 
tute as printed in the RecorD? 

Mr. SprinGer. The gentleman from New York does not object to taking a 
vote on the substitute which I have offered us printed in the Recorp, contain- 
=acey such amendments as are germane to House bill 8466. 

r. BAKER, of New York. I suggest that the first thing in order is a vote on 
the substitute of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MAcDoNnALD]. 

Mr. Sprincer. The gentleman from New York who is now in the chair 


[Mr, Cox] desires to move an amendment, and as he is not on the floor I will 
offer it for him. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox). The Chair will state the proposition. 
Unanimous consent has been given that the substitute proposed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois is now pending—the substitute as printed in the Recorp—to 


which the gentleman offers an amendment. 

No request for unanimous consent was submitted to the House from 
the Chair. The gentleman from Illinois[Mr. SprRinGER] and the gen- 
tlem-n from New York [ Mr. BAKER] themselves agreed that this sub- 
stitute should be in order. The Chair thereupon seems to have taken 
it for granted that the House coincided with them, and stated it from 
the chair. I was standing within 30 feet of the chair, and I could not 
hear, owing to the uproar, even that consent had been given. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] was 
occupying the chair temporarily when these proceedings occurred, and 
the present occupant has no personal knowledge of what was said or 
done upon the floor. Afterwards, during the afternoon, when the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair resumed it, this question was made and unan- 
imous consent was given. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I said that it was of little importance except as 
a precedent, for, as the Chair knows, unanimous consent can not be given 
save by the House. 

Mr. COX. I wish the report in the Recorp had been a little more 
complete. I think it was generally conceded after the report was pre- 
sented to the House yesterday that the Chair did present to the House 
the request for unanimous consent. Some members on the other side, 
where the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] sits, perhaps, 
did not hear the request and the order. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER], the gentlemen from Dakota [Mr. Grrrorp] and Colo- 
rado [Mr. Symes], and all the gentlemen on this side coincide with my 
statement that the request had been made and was granted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if he states that he submitted the request to the House. 


Mr. COX. I submitted it to the House in as plain a way as ever a 
proposition was put. It was done in rather an interrogatory method; 
supposing, as will be seen by the RecorD, that all preliminaries led up 
to it. Now,the House will remember thatafterawhileit, after reconsid- 
eration, came back to the substitute; and after awhile, when it seemed 
to be dropped, it came back again to the samesubstitute. I remember 
well that the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois was presented. 
I had an amendment to it, and therefore remembered it. It did come 
in; and cui bono, what is the good of raising this question now? The 
substitute of the gentleman from Illinois was offered. It has been 
agreed that the substitute of the gentleman from Minnesota is to be 
first voted upov. Why, therefore, all this discussion? Iam ready to 
vote, irrespective of the order in which matters arise; though I was 
not willing to give our business, like the gentleman from Illinois, to 
the other side of the House. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Doesthe gentleman make the definite statement 
that hesubmitted the question different from what it appears as printed 
in the Recorp ? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir; and besides there is a friend of mine here who 
will make affidavit that the question for unanimous consent was sub- 
mitted, though no affidavit is needed. 

Mr. TOOLE. I heard it. 

Mr. DUNN. [I heard it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. With that statement I am content. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Either the Recorp should be corrected or the 
Journal made to conform to the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the motion to correct ? 

Mr. SYMES rose. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not move to correct the Journal in that re- 
spect, as the gentleman from New York states that he did make the 
statement to the House; therefore the dangerous precedent as appears 
from the RecorpD has passed away, and I do not move to correct the 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal, then, will be approved. 

Mr. SYMES. I understood 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 

Mr. SYMES. I want it to appear in the Recorp that I understood 
it was put and consented to. 

COURT-HOUSE AND POST-OFFICE AT FRANKFORT, KY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, submitting a report of the Supervising Architect show- 
ing the names of claimants and amounts alleged to be due by T. J. 
Collins, contractor for labor and material supplied for the construction 
of the court-house, post-office, etc., at Frankfort, Ky., as called for by 
the sundry civil act approved October 2, 1888; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.| 

Mr. HAYES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 

ten days, on account of important business. 

LEAVE TO PRINT DOCUMENTS. 
_ Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
for the use of the committee the documents and testimony taken by 
the select committee to inquire into the importation of contract labor- 
ers, paupers, ete. 

The SPEAKER. Will the work cost more than $500? Because if it 
does the proposition must go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FORD. No, sir; it will not. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. COX. I rise to correct the REcoRD in relation to the matter to 
which the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] has called 
attention this morning. What the occupant of the chair said on the 
occasion referred to was this: 

The Chair will state the proposition [calling the attention of the House to it]. 
It is understood that unanimous consent is given that the substitute proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr,. SPRINGER] is now pending—the substitute 
as printed in the Recorp—to which the gentleman offers an amendment. 

Corrected in that way, the report of what the then occupant of the 
chair said will be accurate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I call up the unfinished business of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, under the rule it is set aside 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar, unless that order 
is dispensed with by the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to dispense with the consideration of 
private bills for to-day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now call up the unfinished business of yester- 
day. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I ask unanimous consent to make a report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen hav- 
ing reports to present may have leave to file them with the Clerk. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that that leave apply to 
reports of a general nature. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, gentlemen having reports 
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to present from committees, whether of public or of private bills, will 
be allowed to file them with the Clerk. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

HENRY V. BASS. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11803) granting a pension to Henry V. Bass; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

BENJAMIN F. HENRY. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3492) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Henry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY PERSONEUS. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12048) granting a pension to Mary Per- 
soneus, late widow of William B. Crisfield, deceased; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM VY. CRONK. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ee 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11967) granting a pension to William 
V. Cronk; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SUSANNA MITTS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill ag R. 11868) oes) ya to Susanna 
Mitts, widow of James H. Mitts, deceased; w was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CALEB CRAWFORD. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11997) granting a to Caleb 
Crawford; which was referred to the Committee of Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH A. JOHNSOY, 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11612) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah 
A. Johnson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

S. U. FLETCHER. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11726) granting a pension to 8. U. 
Fletcher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIJAH WEST. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11508) granting a pension to ah 
West; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
7 CRIB IN LAKE MICHIGAN. 

Mr, DUNHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11901) to authorize the city of Lake View, 
Tll,, to erect a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 6705) to increase the pensions of those 
now cn the rolls who are incapacitated from performing any manual 
labor whatever from $30 to $45 per month; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 11502) to increase the i 
of those who have lost limbs or the use of them; which was to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 12280) to in pensions in certain cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


IRVING W. COMBS, 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12014) granting a pension to IrvingW. 
Combs; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

LAURA J. IVES. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2979) granting a pension to Laura J. 
Ives; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS RED RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (8. 3666) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘Anact granting to the 
city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across 
the Red River,’’ approved May 21, 1888; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF SAULT STE. MARIE. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2318) to extend to the port of Sault 
Ste. Marie, Mich., the privileges of inland transportation in bond; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MANUFACTURE OF FLAX AND HEMP. 

Mr. GLASS, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (8. 2560) to improve and encourage the cultivation and 
manufacture of flax and hemp; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the atate of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11811) to amend an act 
‘*to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown Railroad Company 
of the District of Columbia,’’ which was received by the President Au- 
gust 10, A. D. 1888, and became a law without his a val; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-BOAT ON OYSTER BED SHOAL, HUDSON RIVER. 


Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-boat. 
with fog-bell on Oyster Bed Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN H.'M’CHESNEY. 


Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, rted back 

favorably the bill (H. R. 6284) for the relief of Martin H. : 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 

vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM LOGAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON, = California, van ( as > amines on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8801) granting a pension 
to William ; which was referred to the Committee ofthe Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Now I call up the unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on thesubstitute proposed by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MacDoNALD] for the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the substitute of Mr. Mac- 
DONALD; and the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 86. 
pa BURROWS, Mr. FARQUHAR, and others called for the yeas 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
117, nays 122, not voting 83; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 

Adams, Brown, Ohio Darlington, Guenther, 
Allen, Mass. Brumm, Davis, Harmer, 
ern = ~Soeeee Deer a 
Arnold, Dorsey, mL 
Atkinson, Butterworth, Dunham, Hermann, 
Baker, N. Y. Cannon, Farquhar, Hiestand, 

— Cheadle, Flood’ Hitt, " 

Clark, Faller, Holmes, 

Boothman, Cogswell, Funston, Hopkins, Ill. 
Bound, Conger, Gaines, 
Bowden, Cooper, Gallinger, ‘Hunter, 
Bowen, Crouse, Gear, Jackson 
Brewer, Cutcheon, Grosvenor, Kean, 
Browne, Ind. Dalzell, Grout, q 
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Kennedy, O’Do Russell, Conn. Thomas, Ill 
La Follette, O'Neill, Pa. Ryan, Thomas, W: 
Laidlaw, Sa ‘ Thompson, Ohio 
Leh! Parker, Turner, 
Lind, Patton, Sherman Vandever, 
. Payson, Smith, Wade, 

Long, Perkins, Spooner, Warner, 

Peters, Steele, eber, 
Mason, Phelps, Stewart, Vt. White, N.Y. 
McCormick, Plumb, Struble, Whiting, Mass, 
pratt? ——— 

y. y: 
0 Rockwell, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Morrill, Romeis, Taylor, J.D., Ohio 
i Thomas, Ky. 
NAYS—122. 

Abbott, Dibble, Lawler, 
Anderson, Miss, Dockery, Lee, Rowland, 
Anderson, Dunn, Lynch, Russell, Mass, 
Bacon, El el Sayers, 
Bankhead, Ermentrout, Martin, 
Barnes, ‘oran, Matson, Ww 
Barry, ae, McA: Shively, 
Blanchard, French, McClammy, wden, 
Biand, Glass, M » Spinola, 

Bl Glover, McKinney, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes,” ae onan Ge i. 
rec ge,Ky. Grimes, , Ga. 

Buckalew, Hall, . Stockdale, 
Bynum, Hare, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Hatch, Montgomery, Stone, Mo, 
Campbell, T.J..N.¥. Heard, oore, Taulbee, 
Candler, Hemphill, Morgan, Thompson, Cal, 
Carlton, Herbert, Morse, Iman, 
Caruth, Holman, Newton, y, 
Catchings, Hooker, Norwood, Townshend, 
Chipman, Hopkins, Va. ‘Turner, Ga. 
OClardy, Howard, O'Neall, Ind, ance, 
Cobb, Hudd, Outhwaite, Walker, 
Compton, Hutton, Peel, Weaver, 
Cowles,’ aS eee Wilkins 
wiles, an, nson 
; Laffoon. Randall, — -.. 
DP, Lagan, r, n, W. Va. 
Culberson, Landes, Rice, Yoder, 
Cummings, Lane, Richardsen, 
rgan, Lanham, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—383. 
Allen, —. | > ey - oon Pideock, 
Allen, vidson, err, Pugsley, 
on Sodas — ss 
U0 ; ; ney, 
Bingham, ‘ La . Seymour, 
Boutelle, Felton, tymen. Simmons, 
Breckinridge,Ark. Fisher, affett, Snyder, 
wer, i Mahoney, Stahinecker, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va.Ford, Maish, Stephenson, 
Brown, J.R., Va. Gay, M Washington, 
ce, Gest, M : West, 
Bunnell, Gibson, McKenna, White, Ind. 
Burnes, Goff, Whiting, Mich. 
Burnett, G Morrow, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Hayden, Neal, Wi a 
Campbell, Ohio Hayes, Nichols, Wilber, 
= Henderson, no OF i Willies, 
ran, s e i 
Collins, Hi O'Neill, Mo. se, 
n, Hi N. Y, Owen, Yost. 
Davenport, Johnston, Penington, 
So the substitute was rejected. 
During the vote, 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, said: Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded ? 


The SPEAKER. The gentlemen is not recorded at all. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think thatif there 
is any way under the rules by which a member may be allowed to vote 
- a amt Oe re f ae pyre has — med _ days in fili- 

ustering, he ought ve oe do not think we ought 
to be prevented from voting because we happen to come in here thirty 
minutes afterthe meeting of the House, supposing that the whole day 
would be consumed as yesterday was. 

oe SPEAKER. The gentleman can state how he would have 
vo 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I would have voted for the amendment. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. § , I ask leave to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his name 
was called ? 

Mr. McKENNA. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House the gentleman’s vote 
can not be received. 

Mr. MCKENNA. If I had been present, I should have voted ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I was entering the House just as my 
name was called, but as I did not know what was before the House I 


was unable to respond. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman was inside the Hall when his 
name was called, the Chair thinks that, under the practice which has 
grown up, he has a right to vote. 

Mr. COOPER. I vote “‘ay.’’ 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. er, what does the Chair mean by 
‘inside the Hall?’’ Is the lobby inside the Hall? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 


Mr. ROMEIS. Mr. Speaker, I was in the Hall when the name of 
Mr. Post was called. I went into the cloak-room to take off my coat, 
and when I came out I did not hear my name called. I would like to 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will state that there may be some ques- 
tion as to whether or not the cloak-rooms are part of the Hall, but the 
Chair is inclined to think that they are; and as the gentleman says he 
simply stepped in there from the Hall, his vote will be received. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I vote ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHING- 
TON] was in the corridor when his name was called, and he should be 
allowed to vote if the gentleman from Ohio is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Romets} states 
that he was actually in the Hall, and simply stepped into the cloak- 
room for a minute. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. 
was right at the door. 

Mr. COX. If it will not change the result, I suggest that the votes 
of both gentlemen be received. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty is that in allowing members to vote 
upon a statement that they were within the Hall when their names 
were called, the Chair is really going beyond the letter of the rule. 

The rule of the House is that the roll shall be twice called, and that 

r the Speaker shall not even entertain a request for nvanimous 
consent to vote. But it was thought the literal enforcement of this 
rule might in many cases impose a hardship on members, who, owing 
to the confusion on the floor of the House, had actually failed to hear 
their names. Therefore in practice the rule has been relaxed to the 
extent of allowing members to vote who were in the Hall when their 
names were called, but no further. The Chairdoes not think the rule 
ought to be further relaxed, as even under the present practice a great 


I was just as much in the Hall as he was; I 


| deal of confusion sometimes results. The Clerk will announce the 


pairs. 

The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notice: 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. NICHOLS. 

Mr. BRYCE with Mr. WILBER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. WICKHAM. 

Mr. HAYEs with Mr. Tuomas H. B. BROowNE. 

Mr. Simmons with Mr. McCuLLoea. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. DELANO. 

Mr, Prpcocr with Mr. BRowER. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. Briees with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. Gorr. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. WEST. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LArrp. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Bowen. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. JoHN R. Brown. 

Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

The following-named members were announced as paired for this 
day: 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. KercH am. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. BouTELLE. 

The following members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. CoLLIns with Mr. JonnsTon, of Indiana, 

Mr. CLEMENTs with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HAYDEN. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire now to submit an amendment to section 
3 of the substitute. 


PRINTING OF STATISTICAL ABSTRACTS. 


The SPEAKER, Before that question is submitted, the Chair, if 
there be no objection, will present two propositions for changes of ref- 
erence. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], from the 
Committee on Appropriations, asks that that committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of Executive Document No. 50, relating 
to the printing of the statistical abstract annually prepared under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. If there be no objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


CHARTING THE SKY. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. RANDALL] 
also asks that the Committee on Appropriations be discharged from 
the further consideration of Executive Document No. 46, relative to 
the proposed international project of charting the sky, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which order will 
be made if there be no objection. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
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ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I now move the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
At the end of section 3 of the substitute insert: 
"Seventh. That at the election for delegates to the constitutional conventionin 


South Dakota each elector may have written or printed on his ballot the words 
“For the Sioux Falls constitution of 1885,” or the words “Against the Sioux 
Falls constitution of 1885;”’ and if a division of the Territory is authorized as 

rovided in this section, and if a majority of all votes cast on this question shall 

»e ‘For the Sioux Falis constilation of 1885,” then it shall be the duty of the 
convention which may assemble at Sioux Falls as provided herein to resubmit 
to the people of South Dakota, for ratification or rejection, at the election 
vided for in this act, the constitution framed at Sioux Falls and adopted in 'No- 
vember, 1885, and also the articles separately submitted at that time, including 
the selection of the temporary seat of government, with such changes only as 
relate to the name and boundary of the proposed State, to the reapportionment 
of the judicial and legislative districts, and such other amendments as may be 
necessary in order to comply with the provisions of this act,”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I-move the previous question on this amendment 
and the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I hope that motion will not prevail. 
I am very sorry my friend from Illinois should undertake to move the 
previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thought we had given every opportunity to 
the other side up to this time. I must insist on the previous question. 
If the gentleman from New York desires to state a request I will hear 
whatitis. If it be reasonable I think it ought to be granted; other- 
wise we ought to go on and bring this matter to a conclusion. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I think there are considerations to be 
submitted in connection with this question other than those already 
presented to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have been engaged all the week on this sub- 
ject; and I have yielded everything in reason to the other side, even 
allowing them to have the vote in such a manner that they could fix 
up the substitute which this side of the House desired to offer. Now 
I think we ought to bring this question to a decision. 

Mr. BURROWS. This amendment is just offered, and there ought 
to be at least a little debate upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Five minutes on each side? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Oh, no; that is not fair. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have had a fair hearing of this all round, and 
I new insist we shall have a vote. If gentlemen desire a short time 
for debate I would like to know just exactly what time they do desire. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The gentleman from Illinois offered 
this same amendment yesterday. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Illinois to say that this is the same amendment offered by him yester- 
day ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Substantially, but not in words. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I think it is different. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is different, as I have stated, but it is satis- 
factory to the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Not the Delegate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, not the Delegate. Ti conferred with the 
Delegate from Dakota on everything up to this time, but I can not 
see everybody. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But the gentleman says it is satis- 
factory to the gentleman from Dakota. Now, what gentleman from 
Dakota does he refer to? I understand the gentleman fror. Illinois 
[ Mr. SPRINGER] to say that he has not submitted it to the Delegate 
irom Dakota. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
can not help it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Of course we understand thatif we do 
not like it we can lump it; but that is not the sort of an answer weex- 
pected from the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER], chairman of the Committee on the Territories, will 
not insist on his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I must insist on my demand for the previous 
question, as we have been on this subject since Tuesday last. 

Mr. WARNER. While it is trae there has been general discussion 
on the other bill, it is also true that there has been no discussion on 
the gentleman’s substitute, and the fact is but few members have read 
it or know anything about it. Reasonable time certainly should be 
given to debate. 

Mr. COX. How long does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Of course we ought to have a reasona- 
ble time. 

Mr. COX. What time does the gentleman propose? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. We ought to have an hour at least, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The House must come to order. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York demand the 
regular order? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 


If the gentleman is opposed to it of course we 


question on the third reading of the bill. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] 
on the other side ? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. An hour. 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 


demanded the regular order. 


Mr. SYMES. Unless we have an hour for debate and to offer addi- 


tional amendments we will filibuster against that amendment. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to continuing the debate for 


one hour, the time to be divided equally between the two sides of the 
House. 


Mr. RANDALL. This matter has interrupted the consideration of 


the regular appropriation bills, and I ask the gentleman from I\linois 
not to take up any time with unnecessary debate. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Iam now between two opposing forces and I must 


insist on my demand for the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. The question then recurs on the demand for the 


previous question. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 2. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Noquorum has voted. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If necessary we will have the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. BAKER, 


of New York. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 


what length of time is asked for debate? 


Mr: BAKER, of New York. A reasonable time is all we ask. 
Mr. SPRINGER. To bt equally divided between the two sides of 


the House. 


Mr. COX. How long? 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. One hour. 
Mr. SPRINGER. We will agree to that if the debate is to end en- 


tirely on the bill in one hour. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. One hour on this side. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Very well. Then I will take ten minutes to 


reply to all that may be said, and that will make one hour and ten 
minutes. 


The SPEAKER. Is that agreed to? 
Mr. PERKINS. . I ask the gentleman to consent that amendments 


may be offered and considered as pending. There are some amend- 
ments which ought to be considered. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I understand this bill is being con- 


sidered in the House as in the Committe of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. Several gentlemen desire to submit amendments to this 
substitute. Now can they offer those amendments in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole? 


The SPEAKER. This proceeding in the House as in committee is 


outside of the rules and is governed by a combination of the rules and 
the practice of the House and of the Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. And when considering matters in the House asin 


Committee of the Whole it is always usual to allow motions to lay on 
the table, for the previous question, and others which are admissible 
under the rules in the 
fore, upon the submission of the question by the Chair, that the House 
might close debate upon the bill. So there is a combination of the 
rules and practice in the consideration of a bill in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole of both practices. : 


House; and the House has determined hereto- 


Mr. BURROWS. Can the right of amendment be cut off? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. It has been usual to allow 
vious question. 

r. BURROWS. Then this is not considering it in the House as in 


The SPEAKER. It is; it has always been the practice when con- 


sidering measures in that way to allow all such motions as the Chair 
has just stated. 


Mr. BURROWS. But in Committee of the Whole we have the right 
to offer amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly; and so also in the House when act- 
ing as in Committee of the Whole, until by an order of the House that 
right is terminated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to see, Mr. Speaker, if we can arrive 
at some agreement—— 

Mr. BLAND. order, 

TheSPEAKER. regular order has been demanded, and the tell- 
ers will take their places. 

Mr. SPRINGER. _Is there any objection to the request that an hour 
and ten minutes shall be all for debate, to be divided as I stated 
a few moments ago? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri demands the regu- 
lar order, which is equi it to an objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. It is evident that we 
can not come to any understanding. 

Mr, SPRINGER. Then I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Those in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will 
rise and stand until counted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the demand. 
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The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays being with- 
drawn, the tellers will take their places. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I withdraw it. 3 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that under the rules 
of the House I would be entitled to five minutes in explanation of the 
amendment, and that any gentleman on the other side who chose to 
take the floor would be allowed five minutes to oppose it. Is that the 
understanding of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states the rule correctly, but an- 
other gentleman may move another amendment and discuss that first 
under the rule. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I understand we are proceeding as in 
Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. And that amendments may be offered 
under that ruie? 

TheSPEAKER. Unless the House shall determine otherwise. 

The Chair has simply held that when the House is proceeding in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole amendments may be oifered until 
the previous question is ordered by the House, or until the House de- 
termines to proceed to a vote in some other way besides ordering the 
previous question, or until the bill has passed the stage where it is sus- 

tible of amendment. 

r. SPRINGER. Gentlemen on the other side desire time for de- 
bate. Now, will they be satisfied with two hours, at the expiration of 
which time the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the 
amendments, and on the engrossment and third reading of the bill? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. We will take only such time as may 
be absolutely necessary in our judgment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not exceeding two hours? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Notexceeding what we consider neces- 
sary and proper. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But let the time be fixed at not exceeding two 


urs. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from Illinois will find this mat- 
ter will dispose of itself in much shorter time than he can dispose of it 
in the manner in which he is now proceeding. 

a See Will the gentleman from Maine assist in dispos- 

of it? 

r. REED. Certainly I will. If the gentleman will simply allow 
the matter to go on in the way in which it was understood that we were 
to proceed, namely, that amendmentsshould be offered and voted upon, 
there is no disposition on this side of the House to attempt to delay un- 
necessarily or on any account the proceedings in regard tothe bill. All 
this delay has been the result of misunderstandings. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It all results from the fact that my friends on the 
other side will not allow this side of the House to vote upon the sub- 
stitute we have prepared, but insist on preparing one for us. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It all results from the fact that this is 


an attempt to w obstructive measures in the way of the admission 
of South Dakota. 

Mr. BLAND. R order. 

The SPEAKER. e question is on agreeing to the amendment of 


the gentleman from Illinois, on which ten minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, five in sup of and five in opposition to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I reserve my time. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. A question first of information as to the 
For i this proposition. Is it to be debated for five minutes and then 
a vote 

Mr. DOCKERY. We are proceeding under that rule. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, this proposition, to 
my mind, illustrates forcibly the fact asserted here over and over again, 
that the scheme of the other side of the House to put through the ‘‘ om- 
nibus bill’’ is simply a resort to obstructive measures inaugurated and 
conceived and intended to prevent the admission of South Dakota. It 

nts a new proposition here to be rushed through the House, and 
oes not offer the opportunity for a clear, fair, and intelligent vote upon 
the question of the admission of South Dakota. 

We have a straight, fair, and square proposition in Senate bill 185 as 
it has been amended by this House. hope the House will allow a 
vote upon it; and I pledge my word, and I believe I can speak for 
the Republicans of House, that they will go forward in a manly 
way and vote and act upon a proposition for the enabling act for each 
of the other Territories Sent in this substitute. 

What is the substitute offered by the gentleman from Illinois? It 

roposed originally to provide for the admission of Dakota as a whole. 
ow, a3 printed in the REcoRD the day before yesterday, it provides 
for a division. It provides an enabling act for South Dakota, and ig- 
nores, sets aside, and disregards utterly the proposition for the imme- 
diate admission of that. State. It provides, further, a mere enabling 
ect for the other Territories. It does not facilitate their admission into 





the Union as States. It does not hasten the day when they may be ad- 
mitted to the sisterhood of States. It does not hasten one moment 
when they may have representation upon the floor of Congress, but it 
simply retards the admission of South Dakota. It hinders, it delays, 
it obstructs the expression, the wishes, and the will of four hundred 
thousand people who have for seven years been knocking at the doors 
of Congress; and this amendment has no other purpose, it can have no 
other purpose, except to mix up the whole proposition and to distract 
the attention of Congress from that which is embodied in the bill which 
has passed the Senate and is now before the House, and it is a proposition 
to amend by substituting the so-called omnibus bill, a monstrosity, 
and which is wrong in principle and unjust to the people concerned, 
and a violation in fact of the constitutional rights and privileges of the 
people of that great Northwestern State. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this amendment should be voted down, 
and think that the House, in justice to itself, in justice to the people 
of the country, as a matter of constitutional right, and in justice to 
the people of Dakota, should vote down this proposed substitute, the 
omnibus bill, offered by the gentleman from Illinois, and give us a 
straight vote upon the proposition to admit at once South Dakota; 
and then, as I have already intimated, we will go on, and in one day, I 
pledge you, pass an enabling act for each and every one of the Terri- 
tories deserving such an act. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman rise to propose an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I rise to discuss the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willstate that under the rule the Chair 
is compelled to recognize gentlemen on one side of the proposition, and 
afterwards to recognize the gentlemen on the other side of the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. SPRINGER (to Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois). 
a formal amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move to strike out the last woud. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to 
participate in this discussion, nor do I now intend to occupy the atten- 
tion of the House but a few moments. I am notsure but that I would 
be willing to vote foreach and every one of the Territories proposed in 
this amendment to be admitted as States into the Union, even includ- 
ing New Mexico, if submitted as separate propositions; but I do wish 
most earnestly, Mr. Speaker, to protest against the further keeping of 
South Dakota out of the Union as a State, 

It has been my pleasure to visit that Territory about once a year for 
five or six years past, and I have witnessed the wonderful growth and 
prosperity of the people of that Territory. When I first visited Da- 
kota, some six years ago, I stopped at a town of five or six hundred 
inhabitants. I was there a few days before this session of Congress 
convened, and I was glad to see that it had trebled its population. It 
had just erected a school-house at a cost of $17,000, I believe, that 
would be creditable to a town of three or four times its size. -Its 
streets were lighted with electric lights, and they have there an agri- 
cultural college with from two hundred and fifty to three hundred 
students, I think, attending every day. I allude to this to show the 
character of that people, and you may travel from one end of Dakota 
to the other and find the same characteristics. I have gone through 
the northern portion of it; I have gone to the Missouri River through 
the southern portion, and from the southern part north to the center 
of the Territory, visiting their towns, and I have found in every part 
of that Territory of wonderful fertility and beauty where I have 
gone an intelligent, energetic, enterprising people; and yet they have 
been kept out of this Unioh, until yesterday it was proposed by my 
friend from New York to so amend the bill under consideration as now 
to give Southern Dakota two Representatives in the Congress of the 
United States. And yet my colleague, Mr. SPRINGER, and the other 
side of the House are still, it seems, disposed to add further obstacles 
to the admission of that Territory into the Union as a State, and to ob- 
struct it by attaching to it Territories which ought not, perhaps, to be 
admitted until they have made further progress in the way of popula- 
tion and improvement, and which certainly have no such claim to ad- 
mission as Southern Dakota. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did you riot just now vote for the amendment in 
favor of these other Territories? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I voted for it because it does not ob- 
struct the admission of South Dakota as a State. And I give my col- 
league to understand that I will not vote for any proposition that will do 
so; and if the other side of the House are disposed to commit further 
wrong and outrage upon the people of Southern Dakota they can do so. 
I will not vote for nor support any proposition which does not provide 
for the admission of Southern Dakota, and that at the very earliest 
day which can be agreed upon for such admission. There are four or 
five hundred thousand people in the southern part of Dakota. They 
are an intelligent people. They are of our own blodd and kindred. 
They demand admission into the Union, and they ought to have it at 
the earliest possible moment. 

The SPEAKER. 


You can make 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. COX. I listened with pleasure to the eloquent remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois. I am in favor of the admission of Southern 
Dakota. I began on this and within the lines of my own party until 
the last session of this Congress. We have from time to 
time until we have a proposition now in the third section of this bill 
for the division of Dakota. That isan advance. My friend approves 
of that advance. He approves of giving two Congressmen to South 
Dakota. That isan advance. Now we propose this amendment in 
the third section of the bill; a further advance, much farther than our 
Democratic caucus went, much farther than gentlemen are disposed to 
go in party questions; and therefore, looking to the good of our Gov- 
ernment and with a view to favoring South Dakota, and having my 
eye at the same time on the Senate, and after reading the reports of 
all the committees that have reported for several years, I think—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will the gentleman allow aquestion ? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. ‘The gentleman states that he has his 
eye on the Senate. Does he expect to move to Dakota? [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. COX. I never had any ambition to be anything except a 
member of Congress and to cultivate the graces of my friend from New 
York. [Laughter.] They tendered me an office & New York City, 
which I declined, I am so happy to be with u gentlemen here, 
where even my word is taken on a matter of dou fal veracity. [Re- 
newed langhter.] But, Mr. Speaker, I meant to say this, that gen- 
tlemen who are really patriotic, who desire to help these people in 
their enterprises, who are proud of the progress of our people in all 
that makes up modern civilization, might defer a little to the general 
sentiment of the country just now, and if we ean not get all that we 
want in any one measure, let us refer certain matters of a local char- 
acter to those amendments which come in organic legislation, and to 
the Legislatures of the Territories to be established in these States. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. ‘Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. 

Mr. 


COX. I have not much time. 
HENDERSON, of Illinois. It will be a simple question. 

Mr. COX. I knowit will be simple [laughter], but I can not yield. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Can my friend give me one single, 
solitary good reason why his side of the House should not now vote for 
the admission of South Dakota? 

Mr. COX. That is not a simple question. That is complicated. 
[Langhbter.] When the gentleman votes for the admission of South 
Dakota under this bill, he will have solved the complications which 
my distinguished friend from Illinois is in the habit of making in this 
House. So that I prepose now, out of general good-will, that we vote 
for this amendment, which has come up gradually into 
vote for this amendment, and vote for these other Territories also, | 
then we can say to the people of these Territories, ‘‘ We have done the 
best we can for you, and we submit the matter to your judgment both 
on questions of division and on other local questions pertaining to the 
Territories.’’ 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me t ask 
him a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to put a question to the gentleman. 

Mr, COX. I will answer both of them together, then I will not be 
complicated. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask the gentleman from New York to explain the 
exact effect of this proposed amendment which is now actually pend- 

before the House. 

ir. COX. This amendment proposes te submit the Sioux Falls con- 
stitution to the people. I am democratic enough to desire that we sha! 
infuse the least possible public sentiment into the convention and lei 
the people reratify the constitution if necessary. 

Mr. ADAMS. Isthatall? This is not what is printed in the Rrc- 
ogD. It omits an essential feature. 

Mr. COX. Here it is [holding up the manuscript]. 

Mr. BARER, of New York. Nobody can read that. 

Mr. COX. It was read in the gentleman’s hearing. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do not think it was understood when it was 
read. Idid not understand it. 

Mr. COX. Well, if the tleman from Iowa and I can not under- 
stand it no one else can. | Laughter. ] 

Mr. STRUBLE. I think that when it was read there was too much 
noise for any one to understand it. 

ir. WARNER. Mr. S er, I would ask, in order that the House 
may know what is before it, that the amendment offered by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories this morning be now reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again read the amend- 

ment, 
The amendment was again read. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I certainly shared in the general joy 


that was e ienced yesterday at the confession by the 
gentieman from: New York “ Cox] that there had been change of 
hheast on the part of the chairmen of the Committee on Territories, a 


change in the direction of the interests of the people of the Territories. 





ment as just read is the same as that off 
there been any c 


offered this morning. oe. 
been made since yesterday has 


I feltthat we were progressing. But I can truly say that certainly there 
has been no advancement made by the 
Illinois since he offered his amendment to section 3 of the substitute 
upon yesterday. This morning he carefully omitted from that amend- 
ment the very provision that gave it vi 
rendered possible an early admission of South 
sire to read for the information of the House the amendment as offered 
yesterday by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], to be found 
on page 953 of the RECORD. 


gentleman from 


ty, that gave it force, that 
Dakota. I now de- 


e to ask whether the amend- 
a little while ago. Has 
hange since it was first read this morning? 
Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 
Mr. WARNER. The ‘amendment as now offered omits words which 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I would li 


were important. I think I heard the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] asking this side of the Chamber 
whether we were willing to provide that the admission of South Da- 
kota should be declared by 
States, and the answer was 
submitted yesterday provided: 

And if tall be of the votes cast on the ratification o- Sieetion, of the con- 
stitution shall be for the constitution irrespective of the ly = 
mitted, then the President Up e his 


proclamation of the President of the United 
‘yes.’ One clause of the amendment as 


may 
as @ Biate in dec Galen temmaad 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is left out of the amendment as 


now offered. 


Mr. WARNER. That, by an inadvertence—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is stating the matter very mildly. 

Mr. WARNER. Is intentionally omitted from the amendment 
So that the progress which has 
been rather that of the crawfish. 

A Memsper. The crab. , 

Mr. WARNER. Yes,thecrab. I am willing to yield that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, in whose fairness and candor in these matters 
have implicit confidence, may state to the House why this 
been made. Is it in the interest of South Dakota? Is it d 
hasten the admission of that Territory—this empire, of which the 
tleman talks so eloguently—into the sisterhood of States, or is it to 
tard it? 

A MEMBER. Or is it a trick? 

Mr. WARNER. Certairly it can not be a trick. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman’s time is up, I will take the 


floor. 
Mr. WARNER. Certainly; I would be pleased to yield to the gen- 


tleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. ire = ip = emma ee 

Mr. WARNER. Certainly; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I will tell the gentleman why this 
change has been made by me. The election at which this constitution 
is to be voted on will take place, under the provisions of the substitute 
as it now stands, on the Tuesday following the first in Novem- 
ber next. Upon the same day y the people of North Dakota, under this 
substitute, will vote on the ratification or rejection of their constitu- 
tion; and I assume that both North Dakota and South Dakota will 
ratify their respective constitutions. It would be impossible for the 
President of the United States to receive official information of the re- 


tee eee 
of December—say thirty days thereafter. be within a 
week, at most, of the time when Congress could pass this ques- 
tion, and admit both these States together. It would be very incon- 
venient for the people of North Dakota to have a Territorial 
organized for the brief period of one week. In view of the confusion 
which might thus result, and as a period of only a week or ten days at 
most would elapse before both States could come in her, I thought 
justi to have the right to determine 
these donations of land and the 
other conditions of the bill in the terms enacted oe a had 
to assume her of the debts of the of Dakota. 

Mr. WARNER. Now, will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER. Under the amendment as offered by the gentleman 
yesterday no action was required to secure the admission 
of South Dakota after the approval of this constitution. That is true, 
is it not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 


Mr. WARNER. The amendment as offered y: left it simply 
with the President of the United States to issue his ion; 
is true, I believe , 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WARNER. Now, ee ee com- 
ae to come back before they can 
Mr. SPRINGER. tne, an appt not delay the matter more 


aaa ten 
AENED. Walt a mon @ moment. We can understand something 


i 


¢ 


oe 
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of the delay which may occur when we remember that South Dakota 
has been here now for three years—— 

A Member. Seven years. 

Mr. WARNER. Yes, seven years, knocking at the doors of Con- 
gress, in season and out of season, for admission; and yet there has been 
no action up to this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will treat this matter 
frankly. Does he not concede that it would be very inconvenient for 
North Dakota to be compelled to have a Territorial government which 
could not last beyond a week or ten days at most, during which time 
the various Territorial officers would have to be qualified, and there 
would be great confusion as to their status? 

Mr. WARNER. It might be inconvenient for the people of North 
Dakota to be kept out of the Union a week or ten days under a Terri- 
torial form of government, but it would be a greater inconvenience, 
hardship, and wrong upon the four hundred thousand people of South 
Dakota to keep them out of the Union awaiting the action of the next 
Coffgress, involving a delay, whether of a week, a month, a year or 

instead of admitting them certainly within the coming summer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the first day of December next both branches 
of Congress will be Republican, and there will be a Republican Presi- 


dent. 

Mr. WARNER. Yes, thank God; and that is the hope of the Terri- 
tories of this country. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yet the gentleman will not trust his own party 
to deal with this question. 

Mr. WARNER. Oh, yes, I will trust my own party. Iam thank- 
ful that theaction of my party at the last election has stricken thescales 
from the eyesof the gentleman, so that he now proposes to do something 
that he refused and scorned to do before the ides of last November. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; we were struck with “‘ blocks of five.”’ 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Allow mea question. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Inonemoment. Iassume, therefore, Mr. Speaker, 
that no injustice can be dene to South Dakota, because at that time she 
and her tatives will be in the hands of her own friends. 

Mr. BA of New York. Allow me a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Therefore, there is no advantage taken. 

Mr. WARNER. Pardon me further. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Wait a minute and allow me to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois a question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Missouri wishes to ask me 
another question, and I will yield for that ‘ 

Mr. WARNER. The gentleman has not answered the question I 
have already put to him. Is not the effect of the amendment which 
the gentleman offers to-day instead of the one offered yesterday of ne- 
cessity to delay the admission of South Dakota? Let me ask the gen- 
tleman further whether, when he offered the amendment yesterday and 
wanted the previous question to be ordered upon it, he had not then 
fully considered all its conditions? Why, then, does he now propose to 
change it? 

Mr SPRINGER. I have stated why it was changed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the committee—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can only answer one question at a time. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But you have not answered even that 


on. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York can submit his 
question, and I will try to answer both together. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish to be courteous to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Proceed. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Is my friend willing that South Dakota 
shall be admitted now, at this session of Congress ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam willing that she should be admitted under 
the terms of the substitute now pending. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. And that, the gentleman from Llinois 
will admit, is simply an enabling act in effect. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman understands it as well as I do. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. And that is the reason I so stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to call theattention of the House to the 
proceedings of a meeting held in Minnehaha County, one of the largest 
counties in Southern Dakota, one day last week, in a convention, com- 


posed of Democrats and Republicans, called by the chairmen of the 
committees of both ies to i 
appoint 


; nt delegates to a convention held 
= week. They Santon and let me read what they 


serious defects exist in the Sioux Falls constitution, notably that 
Pasting the State indebtedness to $500,000, when the bonded debt made on be- 


_ _< e public ae —— in — Dakota <=! exceeds $667,000, 
from present prospects State of South Dakota is liable to begin busi- 
ness without a dollar in the treasury ; and 3 os 
7 7 
“Whereas the population of South Dakota since the choice of these delegates 
in June, 1885, has increased from 263,000 to over 375,000, nearly one-third of the 
present electors having had no voice in what was then done. ‘ 


“* Be it resolved by the eiectors of Minnehaha Cownty in mass convention assembled, 
Ghasthotetenmte etalk clanece il bo tembeuheurvedby edamiaciontnneenn Union 


under a constitution which does not contain the objectionable features found in 
the Sioux Falls constitution, and which will give every legal voter now inSouth 
Dakota an equal voice in determining certain disputed provisions of the consti- 
tution, the choice of temporary State capital, and the selection of State officers, 
members of the Legislature, and Congressmen. 

“ Resolved, That we, electors of Minnehaha County, firm in the belief that the 
quickest, best, and most satisfactory way of getting into the Union will be under 
a new constitution, favor the calling of a new constitutional convention for the 
making ofa new fundamental law for the State of South Dakota, 

‘“‘ Resolved, That the delegates chosen by this convention to represent Minne- 
haha County in the statehood convention at Huror, on Wednesday, January 
16, be instructed to urge that convention to ask the Legislative Assembly of Da- 
kota, which is now in session at Bismarck, to pass a law providing for a new 
constitutional convention for South Dakota, whose delegates shall be appor- 
tioned upon the total vote polled at the late election for Delegate.” 

On the call for adivision of the house it develo that of the one hundred and 
fifty persons, more or less, who were present, all but twelve or fifteen favored 
the resolutions. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Does not the gentleman know that at 
this moment there is in session at Huron, Dak., a representative con- 
vention which not only asks but begs and implores to be admitted into 
the Union under the Sioux Falls constitution ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Does the gentleman set up here against 
the action on the part of South Dakota the action of one county only ? 
Does he call that equity, justice, fair play, to the people of the great 
Territory? One hundred and fifty counties against one. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I think this is a pretty long question. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. What 
I wished to say was that there is there a representative convention of 
delegates coming from the people, who know what they want, whocan 
read and write, and who have as much right to be in this Union as a 
State as the State of Illinois, which the gentleman in part represents. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will my friend be satisfied now that he has an- 
swered his own questionj? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
tleman dared to do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the 
House further to a letter which I have received from a distinguished 
citizen of Minnehaha County, sending me these resolutions, in which 
he says: 

The sentiment of our people (barring a few politicians who assume to be the 
Territory politically) is decidedly opposed to what is known as the “ Platt bill,”’ 
and while our people all want statehood there are great divisions of sentiment, 
even among the Republicans, as to the division and admission under the Sioux 
Falis constitution. Now in case that constitution was submitted toa vote of 


the Territory it would, in my opinion, be voted down by a large majority in 
the south part of the Territory. * * * 


As between the adoption of the Platt bill and the question of admitting the 
Territory as a whole— 


A very objectionable thing to South Dakota— 
the latter would carry to-day by a large majority. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman now take up and read 
about twenty-five letters which I have in my desk right on the other 
side? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can read them in his own time. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). 
tleman from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to ask the attention of the House fora few 
moments. 

This proposition to compel the people of South Dakota, with all their 
intelligence, to vote twice upon the adoption of the constitution, which 
has been already adopted by that people, is in very strange contrast to 
the position my friend from Illinois has taken on the question of the 
admission of the Territory of New Mexico, about which he seems overly 
anxious. 

Mr. SPRINGER. . I believe that Iam entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois has expired. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a paper, the Santa 
Fé Herald of December 29 last, copies of which most of us, if not all, 
have received, containing a letter written by the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories to Governor Ross, of that Terri- 
tory, which letter is quite interesting as illustrating his liberality to 
one Territory as contrasted with his peculiar and marked illiberality to 
the people of South Dakota, who are really solicitous, and have been 
for a long time, for admission into the Union. I will read this letter; 
it is as follows: 


Allow me to ask the gentleman one 


Yes, sir; and far better than the gen- 


The time of the gen- 


STATEHOOD FOR NEW MEXICO. 


We are permitted by Governor Ross to publish the following letter from Con- 
gressman SPRINGER, received by the governor a few days ago. The letter ex- 
plains itself: 

’ “ House oF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
* Washington, D. C., December 20, 1888. 

“My Dear Sim: Your letter of the 15th is received. Iam very glad to have 
your views as to the admission of New Mexico. 

“There is an impression here that New Mexico does not desire admission. 
Therefore I hope you will prepare a memorial to Congress praying admission, 
through an enabling act, and ask to be included in any bill that may pass for 
that purpose. Set forth your os resources, and claims. Sign yourself 
officially, and get signatures of leading officials and citizens of the Territory. 
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Send to Mr. Josep and iet him present it. If your ure meets this win- 
ter, have a joint resolution passed asking to be included in ony bill for the ad- 
mission of Territories, ete. You know what is wanted. This is very impor- 
tant 


“The onto will be taken up January 15, and will be disposed of, I think, in 
two days. Have your memorials, etc., by that time. 
I think we can pass the omnibus bill, with the caucus amendment for divis- 
fon of Dakota. 
“Tam, very truly, yours, 
“W. M. SPRINGER. 

“ Hon, E. G. Ross, Governor of New Mexico.” 

Here is a spectacle, Mr. Speaker, that we have before us to-day of a 
leading Democratic statesman trying to work up a State-admission sen- 
timent in the Territory of New Mexico, when for fourteen years her 
Legislature has met regularly biennially and never passed resolutions 
favoring admission; and although this Territory has had its Delegates 
here for fourteen years in Congress none of them has ever presented a 
bill asking or claiming admission into the Union. But notwithstand- 
ing that fact, here is a prominent Democratic statesman, the chairman 
of the Committee on the Territories, trying to urge the people of New 
Mexico to make this move and take the initiative steps in regard to 
this matter. I repeat, sir, it is in marked contrast with the action of 
the gentleman from Illinois in regard to the admission of Dakota. It 
illustrates the inconsistency with which the gentleman has been act- 
ing in regard to this matter, the inconsistency of one of the great 
leaders in his party; and in my opinion the vote we are soon to take 
ought to show, and I believe it will show, that his proposition now will 
receive at least the unanimous and unqualified disapproval of the Rep- 
resentatives on this side of the Chamber. [Applause. j 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to what the gentleman 
trom Iowa has stated I want to call his attention to the fact that Ihave 
received official notice from the president of the senate of the Territory 
of New Mexico that a resolution had been unanimously adopted by that 
Republican body tendering the thanks of the people of that Territory 
to the honorable Delegate and myself for our tance to the Terri- 
tory in getting into the Union. [Applause on the Democratic side. } 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of the people of New Mexico are hereby extended 
to Delegate Anrnoxy Josern and Chairman WriLi1Am M. Srrixeer, of the 
House Committee on Territories, for their able efforts in behalf of statehood for 
New Mexico. 

The resolution was adopted unanimously. 

So while I may not have the appreval of the gentleman from Iowa 
himself for my course in regard to the people of New Mexico, the Re- 
publican Legislature have unanimously indorsed my action in the 
matter. 

Mr. DORSEY. How about the people of Dakota? What havethey 
done in regard to it? haat 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the sentiment of our 
people regarding the adoption of the present constitution and the pas- 
sage of the Platt bill, our Territorial Legislature is nowin session and 
I have received information by telegraph from the president of the 
council that a memorial has passed the legislative body unanimously 
approving of the Platt bill and the admission of South Dakota under 
the present constitution, It is on its way here to the Capitol at this 
time. 

I have also a telegram from the convention called at Huron and from 
delegates to that convention from Minnehaha County, who wereselected 
at the last meeting the gentleman spoke of, which convention has 
passed or adopted unanimously the following resolutions in regard to 
the admission of the State: 


Resoived, That we favor the immediate admission of South Dakota by the 
present Con 


gress. 

Resolved, Second, failing in this. that we ask the President-elect to convene a 
special session of Congress to provide for the admission of the Dakotas; and, 
third, failing in both ef these, that we ask—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to call the attention of the House to the 
last resolution. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Vory well— 


that we ask the Territorial Legislature to provide for a new constitutional 
convention for South Dakota. 


In case there is no action at all, either by Congress at this session or 
in case that a special session is called—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why are they willing to have another conven- 
tion? Why not stand by the Sioux Falls constitution ? 

Mr, GIFFORD. Simply because they think it is the most expedi- 
tious way of getting into the Union. One word in reference to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

I had some little hope when this amendment was offered, and it was 

rinted in the Recorp this morning, that something could be done to 
Cee the admission of Dakota, even by our friends upon the other 
side of the Chamber. One provision of this amendment was that in 
case our people voted favorably on the adoption of the Sioux Falls con- 
stitution at the election of delegates for the constitutional convention 
to be held in May, that South Dakota might be admitted upon the 
ss of the President. nis side aaa 

The amendment that he proposes morning 
sion of Dakota far longer, rT understand the purport and meaning of 
this amendment, than the ten days that he mentioned. It depends 
wholly on another act of Congress. Now, by the amendment he pro- 


posed yesterday South Dakota might be admitted, well, say, in July,| 
or as soon as the constitutional convention convenes. "Bonth Dakets 
could be admitted by the Ist of August, 1889; and under his present 
amendment there is no possible way for South Dakota to be itted 
except by an act of Congress at its next session. 

This amendment, which is now before the House and which was pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Illinois, is of no earthly benefit to the 
people of Dakota. We want nothing of that sort. Senate bill 
contains all the details which our desire. It is a complete, per- 
fect act within itself. It admits South Dakota under the t con- 
stitution. This amendment, which is now presented to the is of 
no 7 use. It will not farther the admission of Southern Dakota 
at all. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

Mr.SYMES. The gentleman has given me the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. SYMES. ‘The first statement I desire to make to the House this 
morning is that I somewhat misinformed the House yesterday as to 
the contents of the amendment or substitute which was to be offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD]. I had been 
informed by the Delegate from Dakota [Mr. GIFFoRD] and by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] that that amendment con- 
sisted of nothing more, as I understood, than the substance of the Sen- 
ate bill with the amendments that we had adopted, immediately bring- 
ing in the State of South Dakota or admitting it in by the month of 
June or July next. 

Now, sir, I appealed yesterday to this House and to the fairness of 
the chairman of the committee to allow the omnibus bill or substitute 
to be amended by the adoption of the amendment of the 
from Minnesota and stop all the trouble and caviling and all the de- 
lay. Mr. Speaker, from the explanation made by the gentleman from 
Minnesota as to the particular purpose of his amendment—lI took that 
amendment this morning early, and I went @ver every section of it and 
made an abstract of it. I find, sir, that it has correctly incorporated 
in it the Senate bill, with the amendments to that bill adopted by this 
House for bringing in the State of South Dakota next June or July. 
So far so good. I sup that to be all there was of the Macdonald 
amendment; but, sir, in addition to that it goes on and incorporates 
in it also substantially the provisions of the omnibus bill brought in 
as a substitute here by the chairman of the committee for enabling 
acts for Montana, for Washington, and for New Mexico, and for their 
admission in due time. 

Now, I desire to ay Mr. Speaker, that the first thing I pro; to 
do this morning, if opportunity had been offered me, as I under- 
stand it was to be, but by mistake in the agreement of the gentleman 
from New York I was deprived of that privilege, was to have appealed to 
this House to amend the Macdonald substitute by striking out all these 
provisions for Montana, W: and New Mexico, so thatit would 
not interfere with the substitute of the chairman of the committee ex- 
cept so far as to incorporate Se eer the Senate bill for 
the immediate admission of South ota. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope I am now understood in my position before this 
House, which I labored all day yesterday to have presented before it 
ina fair form. Mr. Speaker, after a great deal of canvassing in this 
House upon this im t question I am fully that all the 
Republicans of this House and quite a number of Democrats upon the 
other side of this House are in favor of the Macdonald amendment to 
the a of the oe a wean en Be ip took 2 
much time spent so much work upon to perfect for purpuse 
bringing into the Union a number of t Territories thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the man has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gen from Colorado will be al- 
lowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SYMES. Now, Mr. § er, acting upon the tion that 
favor of the substitute omnibus bill of 


form, 
should accomplish the object of the Senate to bring in the State 
of South Dakota during the summer, I have labored to give this 
Relea nee ee ee to vote 
upon that proposition. But the difficulty has been, Mr. 8 , that 
w we were about to do it there has been conduct which has pre- 
vented us from doing it. I am not here at this time to criticise that 
conduct. I say that the amendment which was offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [ Mr. ed by ah yesterday was somewhat in accord 


with the amendsaent offered by the gentleman from Montana and voted 
into this omnibus bill—the amendment which allows the to vote 
on the constitution which they adopted in 1884, I voted amend- 


ment offered by the gentleman from Montana. I believe it was right, 
sir, to let Montana vote upon that constitution, because, to my knowl- 
it is as good a constitution as a new constitutional convention 

co rte Now, Mr. Speaker, what does this amendment do? I 
to House to vote down the previous question until there 

be an opportunity for the majority of this House to vote upon the 
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ae to perfect the omnibus bill, so as to bring in South 
during the coming summer, That is all weask. That is all 
the gentlemen representing Dakota ask. That is all the Republicans 
of this House ask. That is all, as Iam persuaded, that a large num- 
ber of Democrats in this House ask. 

Now, how shall we doit? It is very simple. It isa mere matter 
of detail. But the amendment off by the chairman of the com- 
mittee this morning, as has been shown so well by my friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. WARNER] does not accomplish that object. The amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] last even- 
ing would b in the State, but it has been this morning 
from the am t offered last evening, so that the people of South 
Dakota are placed in the same situation that they would be without 
any amendment. Mr. Speaker, the people of South Dakota, so far as 
I can see, will be delayed in admission into the Union until the time 
when all these other tories can come in, unless this amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois is amended and perfected in accordance 
with the provisions of the Macdonald amendment or in accordance with 
the provisions of the Senate bill. 

In conclusion let me say that all we ask now is an opportunity to 
present a fair amendment which shall bring in South Dakota within 
three months, and an opportunity for gentlemen upon this side of the 
House—those who desire it—to vote upon the question whether or not 
they wish to bring New Mexico into the Union. I appeal to the chair- 
man of the committee, and I appeal to the fair-minded Democrats upon 
that side of the House, to give us that simple opportunity. We can 
agree upon the details, we can perfect it in fifteen minutes, and all this 
——— and all this trouble, and all this silly partisanism will cease 
and the people of South Dakota will be made happy and have simple 
justice done them. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, according to the statement of the gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat the difference between the two sides 
of the Chamber is narrowin tly. According to him, they desire 
in Dakota to come into the Union next summer. Under our bill, if it 
should become a law, the State could come in in December, and in the 
mean time, as there is no general election pending, I can not see that 


there is anything left to differ about except the very short period of 


time between the summer and the winter. Two or three days ago I 
very much sympathized with and felt inclined to advocate the propo- 
sition for the admission of South Dakota under the Sioux Falls consti- 
tution, but more thought and investigation, and especially what I have 
heard said in this building within the last day or two, have changed 
my opinion greatly. First and foremost, the Sioux Falls constitution, 
even under the Senate bill, has to go back to be remodeled in several 
respects. The name is to be submitted to a separate vote. It is not 
what the people originally adopted, and who adopted it? Thirty-one 
thousand people only voted, and that was over three years ago. The 
vote last fall shows that there are from 65,000 to 70,000 voters there, 
and more than half of those voters have been practically disfranchised 
so far as the adoption of this constitution is concerned, because they 


have had no o ty of voting upon it. 
Again, the ered have been changed by the Senate; and you 
undertake, without submitting the matter to the people, to turn 


out of South Dakota and to put into North Dakota a large number of 


ee many Iam unable to say—even when, according to the 
Falls constitution, they had voted and declared their desire to 
become a part and parcel of South Dakota. Here you undertake to 
override that expressed desire of those people—— 

Mr. SYMES. The gentleman will allow me to suggest that when 
the Sioux Falls constitution was voted upon it was voted upon by the 
people of South Dakota only. 

. MANSUR. The gentleman has not understood me. You pro- 
gusty Seah tal, penn : a ee as proposed 
the Sena‘ you cu a parcel of those le from 
South Dakota, where they ‘would be under the Sioux Falls constitu. 
tion, and put them into North Dakota without their assent. 

Mr. SY Mark you, by the amendments as adopted in the 
House to the Senate bill two days ago, that matter has to be submitted 
ee ne eee and South Dakota. 

Mr. MANSU I do not understand ee 
kota, under the bill as it came from the Senate, have anything to do 
with the question. I am now about the Senate bill and your 
amendments ing the of South Dakota. 

Mr. SYMES. y friend will me a moment. The amend- 
ments adopted by this House the other day fix the time for holding the 
election by the people of South Dakota and North Dakota, and provide 
that both North Dakota and South Dakota shall vote on this question. 

Mr. MANSUR. That does not meet my point. By the terms of the 
bill as it came from the Senate you undertake to transfer to North Da- 
ne ages their will part of the people who voted to be in South 

Mr. GIFFORD. Has the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANsuR] 
received a single intimation that that is distasteful to the people of 
North Dakota? 


Mr. MANSUR. It doesnot make any difference. Here is the action 


those people; and we have heard nothing indicating that they de- 
Sader tee i 












declari 


Again I would say to the gentleman [Mr. Grrrorp] that by another 


amendment, which he introduced himself within the last forty-eight 
hours, it has been agreed to submit the location of the capital anew to 
a vote of the people, and that by a separate vote, 
by prominent Republicans that this was done on the demand of one of 
your Senators-elect, who stated that unless this was submitted to a 


new vote of the people he would oppose the adoption of the Sioux Falls 
constitution. 


I have been informed 


Then, there is another thing. It is now being stated around the 
House that whereas that constitution, in section 1 of article 17, pro- 
vided that no corporation should be created or established except by 
general law, such was the dissatisfaction of the railroad corporations 
and others with this provision that $50,000 was spent to secure the 
adoption of section 3, which is in direct conflict with sectionl. If any 
gentleman will turn to sections 1 and 3 of article 17 of this constitu- 
tion the conflict will be apparent; for there, upon a condition of hold- 
ing its charter subject to the constitution, itis provided the Legislature 
can pass a general or special law for the benefit of any business corpo- 
ration. This is the information that has come to me within the last 
forty-eight hours. Twodays ago, as I have stated, I was almost per- 
suaded it was well to let the people of South Dakota-—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MANSUR. I would like to oceupy five minutes more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think this courtesy ought to be accorded to the 
gentleman, as it has already been given to another gentleman. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to allowing the gen- 
tleman from Missouri to continue his remarks five minutes longer ? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANSUR. I now appeal to every member on the other side of 
the House to examine this constitution, which is embraced in the re- 
port of the committee before us, and to observe the conflict between 
sections 1 and 3 of article 17. If it be true that this conflict is the re- 
sult of the influences I have suggested, then, without dispute, there 
ought to be another constitution framed. 

Again, by a separate vote the people of South Dakota were called 
to pass upon the question of prohibition. Bya majority of only 300— 
15,000 and odd votes being cast on each side—the proposition on that 
subject was adopted. Since that time, from all that we have been able 
to see and learn in committee, a great change has come over the people 
of South Dakota. They are to-day, under local option, voting for high 
license, which a large number of their counties have adopted. It comes 
to us in various ways, so that there can be no doubt of the fact, that 
if this question were again submitted the action had at the former elec- 
tion would be overthrown; and to prepare the way for this it is pro- 
posed by the other side of this Chamber to submit that question again 
as a separate matter. 

So that we are to have some four or five separate votes on different 
matters connected with this new constitution, namely, on boundary, 
on its name, on the location of its capital, and on prohibition. Why 
not submit the whole question of a new constitution, instead of tink- 
ering itup in this manner? The people of that Territory are now 
assured by the dominant sentiment here, not alone on the other side, 
where I may say it is unanimous for their admission, but also on this 
side, that we desire to let them into the Union at the earliest practica- 
ble period, while giving at the same time every facility to South Da- 
kota for obtaining a constitution which shall be in accord with the 
wishes, not of a majority of 31,000 of their voting population three 
years ago, but of the body of the people as now existing, embracing 
70,000 voters. I repeat all this can be accomplished this summer or 
next fall; and there will be no delay to those people. In the next 
Congress, as my distinguished colleague [Mr. WARNER] has said, the 
other side will have control of this House and Senate. Certainly gen- 
tlemen on the other side can trust the action of the next Congress; and 
in view of what we have heard within ‘the last few days, which may 
account for whatever dissatisfaction in Dakota may exist in regard to 
the constitution as already voted upon, I ask, why should we not send it 
back and authorize a new convention to be called to form a new con- 
stitution? 

Do that and you will treat the people there fairly. Do that and you 
will doit ina way that all Democrats would like to be treated, and in a 
way that all Republicans would like to be treated; and that is, that 
they shall pass upon the organic law upon which their new State is to be 
launched into the Union. Do that and you will do no injustice. Do 
that and you will deprive no one of any substantial right. Do that, 
and if there be delay it will only be for three or four months, and when 
the people uaderstand the reasons for the delay they will thank us for 
having given them the opportunity to pass again upon their organic 
Sone, Sidkotehs it may have caused some little delay. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to offer an amendment by striking out all 

after the words ‘‘ which may assemble at Sioux Falls, as here pro- 

vided,’’ and inserting ‘‘ to certify such votes to the President of the 

United States, and the President may thereupon issue his proclamation 
the State of South Dakota admitted into the.Union.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. So that it will read—— 

A MemBeER. What section does it come in? 

Mr. ADAMS. Myamendment will come in about the middle of the 
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substitute, where it is provided it shall be the duty of the convention 
‘‘ which may assemble at Sioux Falls, as here provided, to resubmit,’’ 
etc., and my amendment comes in there. 

The SPEAKER. It is the amendment to the amendment now pend- 


ing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment be read as it would be if the 
amendment to the amendment were adopted. 

The amendment as proposed to be amended was then read. 


Mr. SPRINGER. What becomes of the question when you get your 
constitution ? You accomplish nothing. You have aState withoutan 
oflicer, or——— 

Mr. ADAMS. Does this come out of my time? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman yields it dees. 

Mr. ADAMS. I did not yield. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will not deduct it from thegentleman’s 
time. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I of course do not pretend that an 


amendment to an amendment to a pending proposition will make the 
whole proposition a perfect one. I admit to my colleague that some 
further amendments will have to be made in order to make my col- 
league’s substitute a perfect one. 

Now, the purpose of my amendment is simply this: It is provided 
that the people of South Dakota shall have an-election in Jane. At 
that election they are to choose delegates to a convention to frame a 
new constitution. But by this new amendment proposed this morn- 
ing they are also allowed at that same election to express their pref- 
erence for a constitution already made at Sioux Falls. If they do ex- 
press that preference, then the delegates chosen to make a new consti- 
tution are not permitted to frame one, but must resubmit the consti- 
tution already made. That is, they shall ask the people of South Da- 
kota to accept for the third time a constitution which at the election 
of delegates they have already accepted the second time, This is ab- 
surd. If at the June election the people of South Dakota are permit- 
ted to express a preference for the Sioux Falls constitution, they ought 
at the same election to be permitted to take all other steps necessary 
to make South Dakota a State in the Union under that constitution. 
If the delegates elected in June are not to be permitted to frame a 
new constitution because the people have expressed a preference for 
the old one, the bill should be amended so that the duty of the con- 
vention will be to report to the President of the United States the fact 
that the people of South Dakota have accepted the Sioux Falls con- 
stitution with certain modifications, and the President can then issue 
his proclamation declaring the State admitted. 

Now the proposition of my colleague as it was printed in the RECORD 
this morning had some force and effect. _ It provided that after the peo- 
ple had ratified the constitution next November it would not be neces- 
sary to wait for the slow process of passing a bill both branches 
of Congress. The President could issue his next Novem- 
ber, and South Dakota would then beaState inthe Union. The propo- 
sition as presented to-day is very different. The provision for an ad- 
mission of the State by proclamation of the President has been omitted. 
Its only effect as it stands is to prevent the delegates chosen next June 
from proceeding to frame a new constitution. Theduty of theconven- 
tion ought to be either to frame a new constitution or to report to the 
President that the people of South Dakota prefer the constitution already 
made, with the modifications necessary by the change of name and 
boundaries. AsI havealready said, if my amendment is adopted some 
changes will have to be made in other parts of the bill to make it a con- 
sistent whole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that if this proposition is adopted, when the vote is taken, and the 
people have agreed to the Sioux Falls constitution, they will have a 
constitution in force without a single State officer to execute any of 
the provisions of the law, because I assume that the other provisions 
of the bill will be agreed to, which provide for the election of State 
officers only in November next, and until that time there would be no 
officer in that State. An anomalous condition of affairs would exist in 
regard to the separate articles and the location of the capital, and the 
other provisions of the bill, all of which have been carefully considered 
by the Committee on the Territories; and thisamendment, Mr. 
— how mye it is for a gentleman who has had no ex 
such matters to undertake to fix up a proposition and t through 
the House after a few moments’ tones oupedlio’ which has 
been considered for two years by the committee—and that, too, after he 
has given but about five minutes’ attention to it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, no, not exactly that, for I have felt that I could 
at all times rely upon the almost infinite know) of my colleague 
to supply any defects in the other parts of the bill inorder to out 
the intention which he seems at some time to have to admit the State 
of South Dekota into the Union. 

I will ask the gentleman now whether this election to which he re- 
fers in June to declare the sense of the people of South Dakota in favor 
of the general features of the Sioux Falls constitution, whether the same 
election could not declare the wishes of the people with regard to any 
modification of that constitution ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes; if you submit them seriatim, 


Mr. ADAMS. Further, can not that same election declare or pro- 
vide for the election of the State officers ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. Thatisall l want. If the gentleman will give me 
time I will prepare the other amendments are necessary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, if the gentleman will give the Committee on 
the Territories time—say about two weeks—we could probably evolve 
something rational out of his amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam willing you should have that time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I think we have had debate enough to un- 
derstand the amendment, and I demand the previous question upon it. 

Mr. SYMES. I appeal to my colleague on the committee to give 
opportunity, of which we are now availing ourselves, to prepare and 
offer an amendment to incorporate in substance the provisions of the 
Senate bill, or the first part of the Macdonald amendment, which will 
bring in South Dakota. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the previous 
question only upon the amendment of his colleague from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from Illinois desires to with- 
draw that amendment and allow the gentleman from Colorado to for- 
mulate his views in another, I have no objection, but am entirely will- 
ing to that he shall do it. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the 
House to some remarks which were just made by the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. MANsuR]}. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois withdraw the 
demand forthe previous question ? 

Mr, SPRINGER. I withdraw it. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I refer to the criticisms made upon the constitu- 
tion by the gentleman from Missouri, and also to some statements 
which he made in that connection; and 1 wish to read now the two 
sections of the constitution relating to corporations to which he has 
referred, and the House can judge for itself as to whether there is any 
inconsistency. The constitution, article 17, section 1, in regard to cor- 
porations, provides as follows: 

Srerron 1. Mio conpeuntinn: abel Gb-anehed ax Caen a Gentes enenaes, 
changed, or ame: by special laws, except those for charitable, educational, 
penal, or reformatory which are to be and remain under the patron- 


age and control of the ; but the Legislature shal! provide by general laws 
Gor the exgnaniantion of all quspesutions hesenther te be enacted. or 
Section 3 provides as follows: 


Sec. 3. The Legislature shall not remit the forfeiture of the charter of any 
corporation now existing, nor alter nor amend the same, nor pass a 
Ce ee ee ae the con- 

ition that such co nm shall thereafter its charter subject to the pro- 
visions of this co tution. 


Now, further, Mr. Speaker, to the gentleman from Missouri let me 
say that I certainly hope he will not bring in to make mere capital the 
gossip of Dakota in regard to this matter or any other matter bearing 
upon the question. He referred to some statement or story he heard 
in reference to the location of the temporary capital of Dakota. First 
the gentleman from Illinois commences to criticise our action because 
every separate proposition in that constitution was not submitted to a 
vote of the I sent to the Speaker’s desk an amendment and 
proposed to submit it, and now the gentleman from Missouri rises to 
criticise that action of mine. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did you offer that on yesterday ? 

Mr. GIFFORD. No, sir; on the first day-—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. But when you had the right to amend your bill 
on y you did not offer that amendment. 

Mr, GIF It was overlooked by the Clerk, but I propose now 
to ask unanimous consent that it may be taken up. - It was a mere 
oversight. 

I never heard a single statement from any gentleman in Dakota, not 
a statement made to me, that any opposition would be made to the 
constitution provided these propositions were resubmitted in respect 
to the location of the tem tal. Now I would like the gentle- 
man from Missouri to us who it was to whom he referred when he 
spoke of a matter of $50,000 being in reference to this cor- 
poration clause of the constitution. It is a piece of gossip that I have 
never heard of, and I would like to know w it comes from. It is 
mere gossip around there the that is bound 
to come to the sometimes in the discussion of such a question 
as this. Such gossip may be found in all localities, and, as I say, it is 


! 
: 
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proper. 
mere matter of 
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perfectly to those The same is true as to these 
propositions in the constitution-—the questions of _———— or mi- 
nority representation, or re-election of officers, and adoption of the 
constitution as an entirety. All this has been done to meet the objec- 
tions of our Democratic friends in the House and the Senate. And if 
the gentlemen will keep their noses—if I may be allowed to speak so 
harshly and perhaps discourteous!y—out of the business of Dakota, we 
will get along very well. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Dakota to the fact that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. MANSUR] 
is not in his seat, and therefore he can not expect a reply from him. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask whether the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] on 

is the ding amendment’ wh 

The SPEAKER. The amendment which the gentleman from Illinois 

= SPRINGER] offered yesterday afternoon was withdrawn in order 
t a vote might be taken upon thesubstitute proposed by the gentle- 

man from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD]. That vote was taken, and 
now the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER | has offered his amend- 
ment as a substitute, and to that the gentleman from Ilinois has pro- 
posed an amendment, which is now pending; and during that no other 
amendment is in order. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. I understood that the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
ApDAMs] had withdrawn his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SprinGer], if it is in order. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order at this time. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I have an amendment that I desire to offer. 

Mr. ADAMS. At the request of the gentleman from Dakota [Mr. 
GirrorD] I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I desire to offer a substitute forthe amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 3 of the substitute insert: 

“Seventh. That at the election for delegates to the constitutional convention 
in South Dakota each elector may also have written or printed on his ballot the 


words ‘ For the Sioux Falls convention of 1885,’ or the words ‘Against the Sioux 
Falls convention of 1885’—— 
It 


Mr. SPRINGER. It should be the “‘ Sioux Falls constitution.”’ 
is a mere clerical error. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have taken the words as the amendment was 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will make the correction. 

The Clerk then read as follows: 

“Also have written or printed on his ballot the words ‘ For the Sioux Fal!s con- 
stitution of 188,’ or the words ‘Against the Sioux Falls constitution of 1885,"’ 
and if a majority of all votes cast on this question shall be ‘ For the Sioux Falls 
constitution of 1885,’ and if a division of the Territory is authorized as provided 
in this section, then it shall be the duty of the convention which may assemble 

Sioux Falls as herein provided to resubmit to the ple of South Dakota, for 

or rejection at the election provided for in this act, the constitution 

November 3, 1885, and also the articles and 

separately submitted at that election, with such changes only as 

relate to the name and boun of the proposed State, to the reapportionment 

jive d and such amendments as may be neces- 

sary in order to comply with the visions of this act; and if a majority of the 

fication or saudied of the constitution shall be for the con- 

irrespective of the articles separately submitted, then the President of 

the United States may issue his ation, declaring the State of South Da- 

kota admitted as a State in the Union from and after the date of such proclama- 

And the Territorial oe of the Territory of Dakota continue 

in existence thereafter and apply to that portion of the Territory not embraced 

the of South Dakota until the State of North Dakota is admitted into 

Union ; but the archives, records, and books of the Territory of Dakota shall 

eo North Dakota until an agreement in reference thereto 
reached by State.” 


Mr. SPRINGER. The last word should be ‘‘States.’’ 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now I want to ask the gentleman, if he desires 
a@vote upon the amendment, if he will not to insert, so as to make 
it clear, after the words ‘‘ tely submitted,’’ ‘* including the propo- 
sition in reference to the location of the seat of government.”’ 

Mr. PERKINS. ILamoffering this asa substitute to theamendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My proposition is merely to make it clearer, so 
that there may be no misunderstanding or misconstruction. Let it in- 
clude the question of relocation of the permanent seat of government 


as in a = 
SPEAKE The question is on the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Delegate from Dakota has an amendment 
which he desires to offer; and to give him the opportunity to do so I 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I offer as an amendment to the substitute offered 

the gentleman from Illinois the amendment which is sent to the 
erk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that the gentleman from Dakota 
has sent up a proposition here that it will take an hour to read. 


& 


; 
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Mr. GIFFORD. Oh, no, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I submit now that good faith requires that you 
[Mr. GrvForD] should offer amendments to this proposition, and not 
try to rehabilitate the Macdonald proposition. 

Mr. GIFFORD. This relates only to Dakota. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know; but you are going to try now to elimi- 
nate propositions which were settled by the vote of the House, and you 
are doing what is not in accordance with the agreement. 

Mr. GIFFORD. No; this simply relates to Dakota; nothing else. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know; but it takes Dakota all out of this bill, 
and furthermore, it will take an hour to read it. 

Mr. WARNER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WARNER. I understood the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] to say that he rose to a question of order. He stated no 
question of order, but at once entered into a dispute with the Delegate 
from Dakota. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has 
presented no question of order. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Dakota has not yet been read, and the Chair does not know what 
it is, or whether it is in order or out of order. The Clerk will report 
the amendment. 

Mr. GIFFORD. 
length. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It seems to me that the gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber are determined that this side of the House shali 
not have any vote at all upon this question. I have never seen such 
persistent violation of faith in my whole parliamentary career. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. SPRINGER. My point of order is, this amendment is not ger- 
mane to the amendment that is pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the amendment now 
pending, offered by the gentleman from Illinois, is one which relates 
to the methods of taking the vote in South Dakota. 

Now the gentleman from Dakota proposesa substitute for that, which 
the Clerk is about to read, which relates to Dakota and to the admis- 
sion of that Territory as a State. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is an amendment that is not germane to the 
pending proposition. I can demonstrate that ina moment; and I now 


ask the gentleman from Dakota to state what it is that he proposes 
to do. 


Several MemMBeRs. Let the amendment be read. 
Mr. SPRINGER. It will take an hour to read it. 
Mr. GIFFORD. I can state in a very few words—— 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I insist upon the reading of the amend- 
ment. 


The amendment of Mr. Girrorp is as follows: 


That the State of South Dakota is hereby declared to be a State of the United 
States of America, and is hereby admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original Statesin all respects whatever ; and that the constitution which: 
the people of South kota have formed for themselves be, and the same is 
hereby, accepted, ratified, and confirmed, subject, however, to the provisos here- 
inafter contained. 

Src. 2. That the following shall be the boundaries of the said State of South 
Dakota, to wit: Beginning at the point of intersection of the western bound- 
ary line of the State of Minnesota with the northern boundary line of the State 
of Iowa, and running thence northerly along the western boundary line of the 
State of Minnesota to its intersection with the seventh standard parallel where 
in its easterly course it intersects said boundary line; thence west along the 
said seventh standard parallel to the easterly bank of the Missouri River at low- 
water mark; thence up the said Missouri River along the easterly bank there- 
of at low-water mark to the point of intersection with the forty-sixth parallel 
of north latitude; thence west along the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude to 
its intersection with the twenty-seventh meridian of longitude west from Wash- 
ington; thence south on the twenty-seventh meridian of longitude west from 
Washington to its intersection with the northern boundary line of the State of 
Nebraska; thence easterly along the northern boundary line of the State of 
Nebraska to its intersection with the western boundary line of the State of lowa; 
thence northerly along the western boundary line of the State of lowa to its in- 
tersection with the northern boundary line of the State of lowa; thence east 
along the northern boundary line of the State of Iowa to the place of beginning. 

Src. 3, That the said State of South Dakota shall have concurrent jurisdiction 
of the river Missouri and of every other river bordering on the said State of 
South Dakota, so far as the said rivers shall form a common boundary to the 
said State and any other State or States or Territory or Territories now or here- 
after to be formed, said rivers to be common to both; and that the said river 
Missouri shall be a common highway,and forever free as well to the inhabit- 
ants of said State as ai] other citizens of the United States, withoutany tax, duty, 
impost, or toll imposed by said State of South Dakota therefor. 

Sc. 4, That until the next census and apportionment shall be made the said 
State of South Dakota shal! be entitled to two Representatives in the House of 
Representatives of the United States Congress. 

Sec. 5. That to defray the expenses of the constitutional convention held by 
the ple of said State, and of elections held therefor and thereunder, the sum 
of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out 
of any funds in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, ts be paid to the 
treasurer of said State upon the requisition of the slature thereof, setting 
forth the items and particulars of such expenses so incurred. 

Sec, 6, That sections 16 and 36 in every township of the public lands of the 
United States within said State,and where such sections, or any part thereof, 
shall be mineral lands, or shal] have been sold or otherwise disposed of by the 
United States according to law, other lands equivalent thereto, in legal subdi- 
visions of not less than one quarter-section, are hereby granted to the said State 
for the support of common schools; and such sections shall not be subject to 


I have no desire to have this amendment read at 
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pre-emption or entry, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, but shall be reserved 


for schoo] purposes only. 

Src. 7 at thirty entire sections of the unappropriated public lands within 
said State, to be selected and located by direction of the Legislature thereof, with 
the approval of the President, shall be, and are hereby, granted, in legal subdi- 
visions of not less than one quarter-section, to the said State for the purpose of 
erecting public buildings at the —— of said State for legislative and judicial 
purposes, to be disposed of in such manner as the Legislature shall prescribe. 
The lands may be selected out of the public lands within the boun es of said 
State, whether surveyed or unsurveyed. 


Sec. &. That so much of seventy-two sections of land granted by the act of 
February 18, 1881, to the Territory of Dakota for the use of. a university as lies 
within the said boundaries of the State of South Dakota is hereby granted and 


confirmed to said State for such pur , and, in addition thereto, a sufficient 
number of sections to make a total of seventy-two. If any of the lands nted 
by said act of February 18, 1881, and lying within the boundaries of said State, 
have been sold under the provisions thereof, then the proceeds thereof shall go 
to said State in lieu of the land sold. 

Sev, 9. That ninety sections of land, to be selected and located as vided in 
section 8 of this act, are hereby granted to said State for the use and support of 
anu agricultural coliege in said State, and none of the lands granted by this act, 
or the proceeds thereof, shall be used for ~_ other purpose than that for which 
the grant is specifically made whatever; and for the maintenance of a school of 
mines at Rapid City, Dak., there is hereby granted, with the conditions afore- 
said, fifty sections of land. 

Sec. 10, That so much of the lands belonging to the United States as have been 
acquired and set apart for the purpose mentioned in “An act appropriatin 
money for the erection of a penitentiary in the Territory of Dakota,” approv 
March 2, 1881, together with the buildings thereon, be, and thesameis hereby, 
granted, together with twenty sections more of the unappropriated public lands, 
. be aoe as herein provided, to the State of Sout ota for the purpose 
aforesaid, 

Sxc. 11. Thaé 5 per cent. of the net proceedsof sales of all public lands made 
by the United States within the limits of the said State, prior or subsequent to the 
passage of this act, after deducting all expenses incident to the same, be, and the 
same is hereby, granted to the said State of South Dakota for the support of 
publie schools, 

Sxc, 12. That all mineral land sbo!l be excepted from the grants provided for 
in this act. 

Src. 13. That immediately after the taking effect of this act the governorand 
the commissioner of schoo] and public lands of said State shall proceed to ascer- 
tain the number of sections 16 and 36 within the limits of said State which are 
mineral lands, or which shall have been sold or otherwise disposed of by the 
United States according to law ; and the said officers shall then proceed to select, 
from any unappropriated public lands in said State,a number of sections equal 
to such mineral lands and the lands so sold or disposed of; and said officers 
shall also, in addition thereto, select a number of sections equal in number to 
the total number of sections nted in this act for other than common-school 
pu ; and when such selections shall have thus been made said officers 
shall certify a list of the same to the Secretary of the Interior, and if the same 
shall be approved by him the title to the same shal! vest in the said State of 
South Dakota. 

Src. 14, That all lands herein granted for common-school purposes shall be 
sold only at public sale and at a price not less than $ per acre and in parcels 
not exceeding one quarter-section to any one person, the proceeds to constitute 
@ permanent school fund, the interest of which is only to be expended in the 
support of common schools. 

Seco. 15. That the State of South Dakota shall constitute one judicial district, 
which shall be called the district of South Dakota, and the circuit and district 
courts therefor shall be held at the capital of said State for thetime being. The 
judge of said district shall receive a yearly of $5,000, payable in four equal 
installments, on the Ist days of January, April, July,and of each year, 
and shall reside in his district, There be appointed clerks of said courts, 
who shall now their offices at the capital of said State. There shall be ap- 

ointed for said district one district judge, one United States attorney, and one 

nited States marshal. The regular terms of said courts shall be held at the 
lace aforesaid, on the first Monday in April and the first Monday in November 
neach year. For judicial purposes the district of South Dakota shall be at- 
tached to the eighth judicial circuit, and only one grand jury and one petit jury 
shall be summoned in both of said courts. 

Sec. 16. That the circuit and district courts for the district of South Dakota, 
and the judges thereof, respectively, shall possess the same powers and juris- 
diction and perform the same duties possessed and required to be performed by 
the other cireuit and district courts and judges of the United States, and shall 
be governed by the same laws and regulations. 

Src, 17. That the marshal, district attorney, and clerks of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the said district of South Dakota, and all other officers and other 

rforming duty in the administration of justice therein, shall severally 
ss the powers and perform the duties la’ d and req 
Re performed by sinllar officers in other districts United States, and shall 
for the services they may perform, receive the fees and compensation allowed 
- 4 —_ » = State of Nebraska to other similar officers and persons performing 
similar duties. 

Src. 18, That that portion of the Territory of Dakota not included within the 
boundaries of said State upon the admission of said State cf South Dakota into 
the Union shall, until otherwise provided by act of Congress, continue as a Ter- 
ritory by the name of North Dakota; and all provisions of the acts of Congress 
and of the Legislative Assembly of said Territory of Dakota, not locally inappli- 
cable, shall continue therein in fuli force and the same as no por- 
tion of the Territory of Dakota bad been admitted into the Union; and the 

overnor, secretary, United States marshal, and district attorney of the present 

rritory of Dakota shall continue to hold and exercise their ive offices 
withiv and for said es North Dakota; and the my and three 
of the associate justices, to designated by the ane, continue to 
hold and exercise their respective offices for and within of North 
Dakota; and temporarily and until otherwise provided by the As- 
sembly of said Terri of North Dakota, the governor, , and sec- 
retary thereof may divide sgid Territory into cial districts and = 


id thereto, and into t ty council and tative 
on therein to which each district shall be entitled in 


apportion the re; tation 

the ive ae Provided, however, That the act of Congress ved 
March 8, 1879, creating fourth judicial district for the Territory of E 
shall n y to the Territory of North Dakota. 


Suc. 19, t all eases of appeal or writ of error heretofore prosecutedand now 
pending ia the Supreme Court of the United States upon any record from the 
supreme court of Territory of Dakota, or that may hereafter lawfully be 
presses from said court, may be heard and determined by the said Supreme 

‘ourt of the United States ; the or of further 
ings shali be directed 
or district court of the district 
State of South Dakota, or to the supreme court of the 

asthe nature of the case may require; and each of said last-mentioned courts, 
respectively, shall be the successor of the supreme court of the Territory of Da- 
kota as to all such cases, with full power to proceed with the same and toaward 
mesne or final process therein; and that from all judgments and decrees of the 


$e to 


supreme court of the Territory of Dakota prior to the admission of said State 
the parties to such judgment shall ey ey a ee and 
writs of error to the Supreme Court of the United as they ve had 
by law prior to the admission of said State into the Union. 

Src, 20. That in respect to all cases, and in the 
supreme or district court of the Territory of Dakota at the time of the ission 
of said State into the Union, whereof the circuit or district courts by this act es- 
tablished might have had jurisdiction under the laws of the U States had 
such courts existed at the time of the commencement of such cases, the said cir+ 


cuit and district courts, respectively, shall be the successors of said supreme and 
district courts of said Territory ; and in respect to all cases, proceedings, and 
matters a the limits of the Territory of North Dakota, the courts of 
North Dakota Territory shall Se ee Se ee 


Dakota; and all the files, records, indictments, and relating 
shall be transferred to said circuit, district, and courts, respectively, 


and the same shall be ed with therein in due course of law: 
however, That in all civil actio: congen, 008 pueeeinae in which the Uni 
States is not a party, such ers shall not be made except upon the w 


request of one of the parties to such action or proceeding filed in the proper 


court, 
Sec. 21. That the Legislature provided for in said constitution shall have the 
t effect, for the transfer 


power to provide, by an act to 


of oS aethene, ges. 
proceedings, and matters pending in the supreme or district courts of the Ter- 
ritory of ota at the time of the admission of the said State of South Dakota 


into the Union, arising within that of the said Territory of Dakota herein 
prescribed asthe proposed new of South Dakota, and not included within 
the provisions of the foregoing sections, to such courts as shall be established 
under the constitution of said State; and no indictment, action, or Lem peern 3 
shall abate by reason of any change in the courts, but shall be proceeded 
in the State courts according to the laws thereof, 

Sec. 22. That the following division of the publicdebt of the former Saeiey 
of Dakota ismade: All the public indebtedness thereof which has been i 
for the pu of publie institutions within the limits of the State of South Da- 
kota shall be assumed and paid bythe said State of South Dakota. The said 
State of South Dakota shall make immediate provision for the settlement of 
said indebtedness. All the remaining funded indebtedness of the former Ter- 


ritory of Dakota shall be and remain a debt of the Territory which this act 
is organized out of the remaining ion of said former Territory. —_ 
lature of said Territory of North ota shall make immediate provision for 


the settlement of indebtedness. One-half of the funds remaining in the 
treasury of the er of Dakota at the passage of this act, and of all receipts 
from taxes imposed by former Legislatures thereof, less the expense of collect- 
ing, and after the payment of any unfunded indebtedness that may be a charge 
ne the same, shall be paid by the treasurer of said Territory to the treasurer 
of the State of South Dakota. Allarchives and records of the former Te 
anaes nents eee Tes 1 
vernor or the secre of the said State 


of South Dakota the of South Dakota ll furnish to the 
werner oe North Dakota full and accurate copies of all such archives and rec- 
ords at cost of State of th Dakota. 

Src. 23. That until otherwise provided by act Assembly 
of said Territory of North Dak the of Bismarck shall be the place of 
holding the ons of the ve Assembly therein, which place shall be 
the capital of said Territory until changed y such Legislative Assembly ; and 
the governor thereof shall also have power to designate tem iy, and until 
otherwise provided by the laws of said of North the. p 
in the first, second, and third judicial districts w the courts shall 


district 
exercise the jurisd m of district and circuit courts of the United States. 


Sec, 24. That in 
said 


or, and pay all the indebtednessof the 

build of the Territory which are built and 
by law to be built, within the limitsof said State; and 
Dakota shall assume and be liable for all the 

Dakota incurred for public buildings of the Terri 
ated, or which are provided by law to be built, wi 

tory of North Dakota. 

Sec. 25. That there is hereby granted to the Territory of North Dakota so man 
somone <¢ Be sesnees public ee Pad p Tipe mcnen fone Sag age | 4 
selected and set apart under the of Feb- 
such additional sec- 


Dakota the question of the amended bounda- 
ries and name; and to that ome sheeting to Seamer gurares te behest Se S> 
th ey 7 a Eee nies upon 
e 
which there shall be itted to said electors the following propositions 
Is epee. 
accepted? The form of the ballots to be used shall be as follows: 
Benge of name to South Dakota accepted. Yes. Or, change of name to South 
accepted. No. Change of boundaries to seventh standard parallel 
of the Missouri River accepted. Yes. Or, of boundaries to seven 
Sec, 27 That nt the time of the elogtion siiasiiidh ote. enenbaas 
said proposed State of South Dakota ( 


Chetz mequeative eigen, and Gey and emer thus elected 
shall their offices until the next general election ‘ovember, 1890, uri 
less otherwise provided by the laws of said State, and until their successors are 
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duly elected and qualified. The governor shall have authority to af once con- 
vene said and said Legislature thus elected may, in the manner 

vided by law, elect for said State two Senators to serve in the Senate of the 
nited States Canara, and the Representatives duly elected at said election 


provided forin this on, and the United States Senators thus chosen, if other- 
wise qualified, be admitted to represent said State of South Dokota 
in the of the United States. 


Sec. 28. That said election shall be governed in all respects by the laws of the 
Territory of Dakota governing elections and the canvass and return of the votes 
thereof. Within twenty daysafter the day of said election, the respective officers 
and county canvassers having by the law of the Territory of Dakota such duties 

make returns of the votes so cast for and against each of said 
ns to the governor of said Territory of Dakota. And within ten days 
hereafter, or sooner, if the returns are all received by him, the said governor, 
calling to his assistance the azditor and chief-justice of said Territory of Dakota. 
shall with them said vote, and immediately —— was thereof 
to the President of the United States, who shall issue his p ion announc- 
gS result of said vote. 

29. That ifa wae of the votes cast at said election shall be in favor of 
ce of the change of name and boundaries, and also for said 
“ less of the te articles, then said State of South Dakota 
shall be admitted into the Union of States on an equal footing with the 

riginal States in all whatever. And this act of admission ll then 
ve full force and effect, and said constitution shall be deemed amended so as 
conform to said changes. But if a majority of said votes so cast shall not be 
favor of both of said propositions, and not in favor of the adoption of said 
constitution, then this act, so far agit relates to South Dakota, shall cease to 
have further force or effect. 

Sxc. 30. That the inhabitants of that ion of the Territory of Dakota in- 
cluded and within the boundaries here’ r as North Dakota be, 

the same are hereby, authorized to form for themselves out of said portion 
of said Territory a cunstiution and a State government, with the name of the 
State of North Dakota, which State, when formed, shall be admitted into the 
Union pee oe footing with the original States in all respects whatso- 


ever, as provided. 

Sec. 31, That the said State of North Dakota shall consist of all the territory 
included within the following boundaries, to wit: Beginning at the point of 
intersection of the eastern oagntony, line of the Territory of Dakota with the 
northern aera of the United States, and running thence southerly along 
the western bou' line of the State of Minnesota to its intersection with the 
seventh standard parallel of the Territory of Dakota; thence west along the said 
seventh standard parallel to the Missouri River; thence up and along the left 
bank of said river at low-water mark to the forty-sixth degree of north latitude; 
thence to the twenty-seventh meridian of longitude west from Washington ; 
thence north said twenty-seventh meridian of longitude to its intersection 
with the n boundary live of the United States; thence easterly along 
the northern boun line of the United States to its place of beginning. 

Sec. 32. That in order to secure the formation of State government the 
qualified electors resident within said boundaries are hereby authorized, on the 
second Tuesday, the 9th — of April, 1889, and in conformity to the laws of the 
Territory of Dakota relating to the election of county o rs as nearly as 
Pp and in so faras they may be applicable, to elect delegates possessing 
the qualifications of such electors within the limits of said boundaries. That 
there shall be elected at said election the following number of delegates, who 
shall be apportioned among and elected by the qualified voters of each organ- 
ized county within said boundaries, the following number of delegates from 
such ized county, to wit: One delegate for each 3,000 inhabitants thereof, 
andaddition thereto; one delegate for the major part of the fraction of said 3,000 
inhabitants: Provided, however, That each organized county within said bound- 
aries shall be entitled to at least one delegate. That said delegates shall each 
be an inhabitant of the county from which he may be That it shall be 
the duty of the officers of the several counties herein named to provide for the 
election of said delegates, by calling and giving notice of said election and can- 
vass the returns thereof, as is provided for in the election of county officers as 
near as the same may be appl ie and practicable. 

Sec, 33. That said aes shall meet at Bismarck, in the Territory of Da- 
kota, on the second Tuésday of June, 1889, at 12 o’clock noon, and when organ- 
ized shail declare on behalf of the people of that portion of the Territory of Da- 
kota within said boundaries hereinbefore set forth that they adopt the Consti- 
tution of the United States; and thereupon said convention is hereby authorized 
to form a constitution and State government for that portion of the Territory of 
Dakota within said described boundaries, and said State, when formed and or- 
oat shall be known and called the State of North Dakota: Provided, never- 
theless, That such constitution shall be republican in form,and make no distinc- 
tion in civil and political rights on account of race or color, except as to Indians 
not taxed, and not repugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the 

ples of the Declaration of Independence: Provided further, That such con- 
stitution shall provide that neither the money nor the credit of the State, or of 


5 


i 


ESE 


any city,town, or other municipal corporation therein, shall be given or loaned 
to or in aid of any association, a or private undertaking, and that 
the debt of the State shall not at any time exceed $200,000: And pro- 


vided , That such constitution shall vide that the Legislature of said 
State shall under no circumstances exempt any portion of the property within 
said State belonging to any corporation, except corporations organized for re- 
ligious and educational purposes, from taxation, and that no distinction what- 
ever shall be made in the assessment and collection of taxes between an indi- 


vidual and a en aa That said convention shall pro- 
vide by an ordinance, i without the consent of the United States and 
eee and the free exercise of religious 

sen it shall be secured ; the inhabitants within eels prepeaed State do 
agree and declare that they forever disclaim all tand title to the unappro- 
blie lands the Indians title to which has not been ex- 

therein, and that the same shall be and 
sropoty Uren vloncing tether shen 
rein o the United 

Indian tribe or Indians sustaining tribal Selntions” or which may 
purchased by the United States; and that all navi ie waters 
within said State shall be and remain public highways free to all citizens of the 


b vention, having formed such constitution as provided i 
this act, shall provide by ordinance forsubmitting the same to the people of said 


atan to be held at such time and 


! 
e 
: 
: 


places and under such regu ns as said convention may prescribe, 

Src. 35. That at the election last aforesaid the legal voters of said new State 
shall vote directly for or such p constitution, and the returns 
thereof shall be made oneness of Territory, who, with the sec- 
aay a dtetavaae and the t of said convention, or any two 


can the same, and if a ity of the | votes so cast i 
Sal pnchoneditaets chal better eid acuatination., Sidqeventer ain certify the 
same to the President of the United States, together with a copy of said consti- 


Suc. 36. That on receipt of such certification of the votes so cast at said elec- 


adoption of said constitution the people of the said Stat 
aforesaid, Sadog of cad coalldiod eienttalnain tie Peenine at an 
+ 
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United States, if said constitution and ordinances shal! conform to the require- 
ments of this act, shall thereupon transmit a copy of said constitution and ordi- 
nances and result of said vote to Congress, and thereupon the said State shall be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States by a spe- 
cial act of Congress for that purpose. 

Sec. 37. That until the next general census said State shall be entitled to one 
Representative in Congress. 

Ec, 38, That such Representative and the governor and other officers that may 
be provided for in the constitution of said State shall be elected on a day to be 
fixed by said constitutional convention, and which may be the same as the one 
fixed for the submission of the pro constitution to the people for ratifica- 
tion or rejection as aforesaid, and that until said State officers are elected and 
qualified the Territorial officers shall continue to discharge the duties of their 
respective offices, 

Sec. 39. That from and after the admission of said State into the Union in pur- 
suance of this act the laws of the United States not locally inapplicable shall 
a the same force and effect within the said State as elsewhere in the United 

states, 

Src. 40. That the Legislature provided for in said constitution shall have the 
power to provide by an act to that effect for the transfer of all actions, cases, pro- 
ceedings, and other matters pendingin the supreme or district courts of the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota at the time of the admission into the Union, arising within the 
limits of said State, to such courts as shall be established under the constitution 
to be thus formed and the laws of the United States, and no indictment, action, 
or proceeding shall abate by reason of any change in the courts, but the same 
shall be transferred to and proceeded with in the State courts according to the 
laws thereof. 

Sec. 41. That sections 16 and 36 in every township of the public lands of the 
United States within said State, and where such sections, or any part thereof, 
shall be mineral lands, or shall have been sold or otherwise disposed of by the 
United States, other lands equivalent thereto, in legal subdivisions of not less 
than one quarter-section, are hereby granted to the said State for the support 
of common schools; and such sections shall not be subject to pre-emption or 
entry, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, but shall be reserved for school pur- 
poses only. 

Sec. 42. That ninety other sections of the unappropriated non-mineral public 
lands of the United States within said State, to be so selected as aforesaid, are 
hereby likewise granted to said State forthe use and support of an agricultural 
college and for the promotion of industrial science therein. 

Src. 43. That thirty other sections of such lands, to be selected as aforesaid, 
are hereby likewise granted to said State for the erection and maintenance of 
suitable public buildings at the seat of government thereof, when permanently 
located, for legislative and judicial purposes. 

Src. 44. That fifty other sections of such lands, to be selected as aforesaid, are 
hereby likewise granted to said State for the erection, maintenance, and sup- 
port of a State penitentiary. 

See. 45, That seventy-two other sections of such lands, to be selected as afore- 
said, are hereby likewise granted to such State for the erection, maintenance, 
and support of a State university. 

Sec. 45. That 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of the sales of public lands lying 
within said State which shall have been made after the 30th day of June, 1880, 
shall be paid to said State for school purposes. 

Sec. 47. That all lands herein granted for common-school purposes shall be 
sold only at public sale, and at a price not less than $5 per acre, and in parcels 
not exceeding one quarter-section to any one person, the proceeds to constitute 
a permanent school fund, the interest of which only is to be expended in the 
support of common schools. 

— hae all mineral land shall be excepted from the grants provided for 
in this act. 

Sec. 49. That immediately after the taking effect of this act the governor and 
the commissioner of school and public lands of said State shall proceed to as- 
certain the number of sections 16 and 36 within the limits of said State which 
are mineral lands, or which have by any means been appropriated to private 
or other uses, or in any way diverted from school purposes; and the said 
officers shall then proceed to select, from any unappropriated public lands in 
said State, an equal number of sections to those thus diverted ; and said officers 
shall also, in addition thereto, select a number of sections equal in number to 
the total number of sections granted in this act for other than common-school 
oe and when such selections shall have thus been made, said officers 
shall certify a list of the same to the Secretary of the Interior, and if the same 
shall be approved by him, the title to the same shall vest in the said State of 
South Dakota. 

Sec, 50. That the said State shall constitute one judicial district, and be called 
the district of North Dakota; that for said district a district judge, a marshal, 
and a district attorney of the United States shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, with the same right, powers, 
and duties as provided by law for similar officers in the other districts except 
as herein otherwise provided; that said district of Dakota shall be attached to 
and constitute a part of the cighth judicial circuit, and a term of the circuit 
court and district court for said district shall be held at the seat of government 
in said State on the first Tuesday after the first Monday of January and the 
first Monday of June in each year, and one grand jury and one petit jury only 
shall be summoned and serve in both of said courts. 

Src. 51. That the circuit and district courts for the district of North Dakota 
and the judges thereof, respectively, shall possess the same powers and juris- 
diction and perform the same duties possessed and required to be performed by 
the other circuit and district courts and judges of the United States, and shall 
be governed by the same laws and regulations. 

Sec, 52. That the district judge appointed for the district of North Dakota 
shall receive as his compensation the sum of $3,500 per annum, payable in four 
equal installments, on the Ist days of January, April, July,and October of each 


year. 

Sxc. 53. That the marshal, district attorney, and clerk of the cireuit and dis- 
trict courts of said district of North Dakota, and all other officers and persons 
performing duties in the administration of justice therein, shall severally pos- 
sess the powers and perform the duties lawfully possessed and required to be 
performed by similar officers in other districts of the United States, and for the 
services they may perform shall receive the fees and compensation allowed to 
other similar officers and persons performing similar duties by the laws of the 
United States, excepting such provisions thereof as are specially applicable to 
some particular office or district. 

Sec. 54. That all cases of writ of error or appeal! heretofore presented and now 
pending in the Supreme Court of United States upon any record from the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Dakota, or that hereafter may be lawfully pre- 
sented from said court, may be heard and determined by said Supreme Court of 
the United States; and where the same arose within the limits of said State, 
the mandate of execution or of further proceedings shall be directed by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to the circuit or district court aforesaid, or to 
the enpeuse court of said State, asthe nature of the case may require; and each 
of said last-mentioned courts shall be the successor of the supreme court of said 
Territory as to all such cases, with full power to proceed with the same, and so 
award mesne or final process therein ; and that from alijudgmentsand decrees 
of the supreme court of the said Territory rendered prior to the admission of 
said State, the parties of such judgments and decrees shall have the same right 
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to prosecute writs of error and appee|s to the Supreme Court ofthe United States 
as they shall have had priof to such admission; and as to all such cases —s 
within the limits of said State, the like subsequent proceedings shall be 
therein as aforesaid. . 

Sc. 55. That in respect of all cases, proceedings, and matters pending in the 
supreme or district courts of the Territory of at the time of admission 


of said State inte the Union, arising within the limits of said State, whereof the 
circuit or district court by this act established might have had jurisdiction 
the laws of the United States had suck courts existed at the time of the com- 


mencement of such cases, the said circuit and district courts, respectively, 
be the successors of said supremeand district courte of said Territory ; and all 
the files, records, indictments, and proceedings ge. pene shall be trans- 
ferred to said circuit and district courts, respectively, and the same shall be pro- 
ceeded with therein in due course of law: Provided, however, That in all civil 
actions, causes, and proceedings, in which the United States is not a a 
transfer shall not be made except upen the written request of one of parties 
to such action,or proceeding filed in the proper court. 

Sro. 56. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall ascertain and audit the ex- 
penses incident to the formation of said constitution and the submission of the 
saine to the people of said proposed State, including such com 
officers and members of said convention as is allowed to the members and offi- 
cers of the Territorial Legislatures; and the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof 
as inay be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for the payment thereof: any money 
hereby appropriated not necessary for such purpese shall be covered into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Sro. 57, That at the election of delegates to the constitutional convention for 
North Dakota and at the election in South Dakota upon the acceptance of the 
change of name and boundaries as hereinbefore for, ae 
elector may have written or printed on his ballot words “ For " or 
the words Against division.” And ifa 


North Dekota or in South Dakota as herein bounded shall be division 
at said elections, then, and in that case, all the foregoing Vv relating to 
South Dakotaasd North Dakota shall cease to have force oreffect and 


from that time shall be inoperative and void. 


The Clerk read the first three sections of the amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I withdraw the demand for the further 
reading of the amendment. 

Mr. SOWDEN, Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio to withdraw 
his demand for the reading of the amendment, but if the regular order 
is demanded, of course that is the regular order, and the Clerk will 
continue the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, sufficient has been read to inform the 
House of the nature of the proposition, and I hope the demand for the 
regular order will be withdrawn. r 

Mr. SOWDEN. 1 withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I have no desire to be captious about this at all. 
I do not desire the reading of the amendment at length, but only so far 
as may be necessary for the information of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, { desire to be heard a moment in 
regard to this. I understand that it is a proposition to insert in this 
part of the bill the Senate bill itself and fifty-seven sections of the Mac- 
DONALD proposition which was voted down this morning. Is that it? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRENGER. To insert the Senate bill at this place in the pend- 
ing bill and the greater part ot the MACDONALD proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe amendment is the same as the Senate bill, 
the Chair thinks it is not in order, because the question now pending 
before the House is simply the question between the substitute and the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was the point of order that I made. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Is it not a substitute which relates to 
the same matter? 

The SPEAKER. If the amendment proposed the gentleman 
from Dakota contains any substantial provisions which are not con- 
tained in the Senate bill, the Chair thinks it would be in order to ofter 
it as a substitute for the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois; 
but it would not be in order to offer as a substitute the identical pro- 
visions of the Senate bill. That is the question now pending before the 
House. 

Mr. SYMES. I can state that there are in the amendment as now 
offered provisions quite different from the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment has not been read, and therefore 
the Chair has net been informed as to its contents. 

Mr. SYMES. I have read it carefully and made an abstract of every 
section of it. I am sure my statement is correct. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I appeal to the other side of the House whether 
we have not conceded everything they asked when we gave them a vote 
upon the Macdernald amendment before we were allewed to vote on the 
substitute I have offered; and I have now consented to admit the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] and have a vote 
upon it, that being an amendment im good faith to the pending sub- 
stitute. But to undertake now to inject into this substitute the whole 
of the Senate bill and ths greater portion of the Macdonald substitute, 
when the pending proposition is to strike out the Senate bill and in- 
sert what I have submitted, is entirely fereign te the rules and to the 
understanding which was had. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order, as the Chair has said, to 
move to insert the Seaate bill, but it is stated that this amendment 
contains provistens different from those of the Senate bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no idea what they are. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Then we had better have the amend- 
ment read. I ask for the regular order. 













Mr. GIFFORD. I withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. PERKINS. I desire, then, to reoffer the amendment I heretofore 


presented. 
Mr. STRUBLE. Let it be reported again. 
The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Perkuys, as follows: 


At the end of section 3 of the substitute insert: 
“Seventh. at 


se 
roclamation, the 
Enion from and after date <a eae And the Territorial gov- 
ernment of the Territory of Dakota continue in existence thereafter and 
apply, to that portion of the ne oe embraced in the State of South Dakota 
until the State of North Dakota is : 
records, and books of the 
North Dakota until an agreement in reference thereto is reached by said 
Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
Kansas, before the vote is taken upon his amendment, to accept an 
amendment which merely perfects the text and does not change the 
substance of the propesition a particle. 
this amendment: 
After the words “ 


ee as a substitute for 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SprrncEr]. 
Mr. MACDONALD. Iam in favor of the adoption 


morning. 
this because I was led to believe that 
offered b: gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPrnvGER] was the one 


now ing and which is printed in the Krcornp to-day. But that 
amendment and the one submitted by that eman are not the same; 
and, as shown, omits providing for South being admitted by 
the proclamation of the President. , 80 far as I was concerned 


I was misled. I make this statement in justice to myself, as otherwise 
it might appear singular that I made no more effort than I did to press 
The amendment about to be voted upon is satis- 








1889. 





Mr. SPRINGER. This puts Montana in precisely the same position 
as South Dakota. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That isall right. 
“cc Vote ! <a 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SA ER. of New York. Now, there should be the same in re- 

to Washington. 
Ore WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move an amendment, in line 17 of 
section 12, to strike out the words—and I ask the attention of the chair- 
man of the committee—‘‘not less than $6 per acre.’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. And insert what? 

Mr. WARNER. Insert no amount. Leave these lands to be paid 
for at their appraised value. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Other school lands can not be sold for less than 
$10 per acre. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I suggest to the gentleman that he move to strike 
out ‘six’ and insert “‘ten,’’ and then it will be in accordance with 
the other provisions of the section. 

Mr. WARNER. I yield to thegentleman from Dakota fora moment. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Missouri will 
withdraw his amendment for a moment I will move to strike out all of 
that section after the word “company,” in line 9 of section 12, ali the 
remainder of the section. I think it should all go out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] 
has just put in an amendment that this provision shall not apply ex- 

t to settlements before surveys were made. 

r. GIFFORD. I think this whole provision is objectionable all 
through. But I will withdraw the amendment temporarily and allow 
the gentleman from Missouri to proceed. 

r. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I offer this amendment, and think 

it would be in the interest of the public schools of that Territory if it 
was adopted. It provides that these parties who have settled upon 
the school lands shall be permitted to take them at their assessed value 
exclusive of improvements. That is all the amendment provides. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let the amendment be read. 

The amendment was stated at the Clerk’s desk. 

‘Mr. PAYSON. I move to amend the amendment by inserting the 
necessary words to provide that these lands may be taken, under the 
circumstances specified, at $1.25 per acre, and I desire to be heard upon 
the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PAYSON. This section provides for securing to the people who 
have gone on these public lands affected by the operation of this pro- 
vision in advance of survey the right to the lands under certain con- 

. ditions. They went onto the lands without any anticipation of the 
fact that the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections would eventually be 
reserved for public-school purposes. I insist that after they have made 
their settlements under the general land law of the United States, and 
did all that was required of them under the law, they should not now 
be required to pay a high price for availing themselves of that oppor- 
tunity which law gave them. They are there and went there in 
good faith. This legislation is against the interests that they are at- 
tempting to build up for themselves; and when they made their settle- 
ment, being invited thereto by the existing law, they had a right to take 
these lands at $1.25 per acre, and because this bill provides that if any 
settlement so made shall interfere with the sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections to which Dakota would be entitled under the general law 
when admitted, then I -hold that these settlers who went in good faith 
upon the lands, and I think it will not be disputed as a matter of 
right, should be allowed to take them at the rate at which they could 
obtain them under the general law. It isa perfectly clear proposition. 
Why have an appraisement fixed upon the hereafter, when the 
only reason a title now is the fact that the lands are 
unsurveyed? The Government invites the setiler to go upon the un- 
surveyed lands and under the pre-emption or homestead laws—under 
the pre-emption if payment is required—he may acquire his title by 
complying with the conditions of the law and upon the payment of 
$1.25 per acre. You now supplement these laws by this legislation, 
giving the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections to the States for school 
purposes, and because these lands so revert to the State we should not 
require these settlers who have goneon them in good faith to pay more 


[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ 


than would have been required to pay under the general land law. 
Mr. LIND. Let me to the gentleman that he is proceeding 
upon the that settlers went upon the lands with the 


anticipation that they could acquire title to them from the Government. 
That does not seem to be correct, for the bill says, ‘‘ with the intention 
in good faith of purchasing such lands from the State upon its admis- 
sion.’’ So that in this connection the amendment of gentleman 
would be wholly improper, Ithink. The gentleman provides for a con- 
which can not arise. 

Mr. PAYSON. The section seems to be intended to provide for the 
disposal of the occupied school lands settled upon prior to survey. 

Mr. LIND. No, prior to. certajn date. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then it has been amended. 

Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman will have it read, he will see that 
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he does not want the amendment to this provision. It will bea rob- 
bing of the school funds. 

Mr. DORSEY. It will give the settlers on school lands the same 
right as on other lands. 

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will allow me—— 

Mr. PAYSON. In order to save time I will withdraw my amend- 
ment, reserving the right to renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, which is to strike out the words read by the Clerk. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WARNER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 48. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I propose an amendment to section 2. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from Iowa per- 
mitted to renew his amendment? 

The SPEAKER. He withdrew it on that condition. The Clerk 
will read the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words from lines 18 and 19 of section 2: ‘‘ Butnoelector 
shall vote for more than two persons for delegate to such convention.” 

Mr. STRUBLE. It will be noticed by gentlemen who are giving 
this attention that this section provides for the election of three dele- 
gates from the respective districts. ‘These words which I propose shall 
be stricken out limit the electors to two votes for these delegates in 
these Territories, with a view of adopting the minority principle of 
representation. The minority principle may be popular in the State 
of Illinois. For one, I am opposed toit. I wantitleftoutof this bill, 
and therefore I hope that members will join me in giving it the “‘ grand 
bounce.’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. It simply provides that in each of the districts 
there shall be elected three delegates to the constitutional convention, 
and that each elector shall vote for two of those three. Thatis giving 
the minority a chance to be represented in the constitutional conven- 
tion, while the majority has the right to control. I am informed by 
my friend from Pennsylvania that the delegates to the last constitu- 
tional convention of that State were elected in the same way. Itis pro- 
posed in a spirit of fairness to everybody. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let these people make this provision when the Ter- 
ritory has become a State; then they can pass on it for themselves. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They may make that provision. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Very well; butdo not force it upon them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is to provide for delegates before the conven- 
tion meets; after they are in convention they can fix it for the future 
as they like. South Dakota submitted this proposition, and over 
11,000 people voted to put it or a similar provision in the constitution 
for the election of members of the Legislature. I hope in deference to 
that large number this concession will be made. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I have no objection to the State making that pro- 
vision, but I do not think Congress ought to force it upon them. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I desire to state that, so far as our people are con- 
cerned, they do not desire this proposition. I have not said anything 
about it up to this time because it related to the other Territories; 
but we want no minority representation in Dakota at all. 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. Of course not. 

Mr. GIFFORD. It is true it was voted upon when it was sub- 
mitted to the people; but there is no demand for it. There is no dis- 
cussion there; none of these people desire it or care anything about it; 
and we "yo do not want it, so far as we are concerned. [Cries of 
“Vote!” 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that he was 
unable to determine how the House had voted. 

The House then divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 74, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I felt disposed to ask for tellers upon this; but I 
will not. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 5 the following: ‘And if it shall appear therefrom that the pro- 
visions of this act have been complied with in connection with the Territories 
of Washington and New Mexico, and a majority of the votes have been cast in 
favor of the constitution, the President of the United States shall thereupon 
issue his proclamation declaring such States admitted to the Union; and there- 
upon said States shall be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States without any further action on the part of Congress.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. The purpose of this amendment is to place the 
Territories of Washington and New Mexico, with reference to a speedy 
admission into the Union, in precisely the same attitude in which the 
Territories of Dakota, North and South, and Montana have already 
been placed by amendments recently adopted; and I know of no good 
reason why the Territories of Washington and New Mexico should be 
deprived of such an opportunity of a speedy method of admission into 
the Union. I therefore hope my amendment will be adopted. 

Every one understands the uncertainty incident to and attendant upon 
an effort to secure legislation through Congress, and although the ob- 
jection might be urged that Washington and New Mexico at this time 
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are not provided with constitutions, it is as certain as anything that 
has not yet transpired that they will adopt constitutions, The pur- 
pose of this amendment is simply to give to Washington and New 
Mexico the same privileges accorded to Montana and Dakota, and I 
think it is no more than just and right that the amendment should 
revail. 

: Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it 
competent to ask for a division of that question? We have voted 
arately in regard to Dakota and in regard to Montana, and I do not see 
the propriety of putting these propositions together. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I simply want to treat all the Territories fairly. 
I have no objection to striking out New Mexico and letting the Dele- 
gate from that Territory offer the proposition. Let my amendment be 
confined to Washington. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Washington Territory to the fact that this is not putting the other Ter- 
ritories upon the same footing with South Dakota and Moutana, for the 
reason that South Dakota and Montana have presented constitutions 
which are before us now and have been printed, and upon which we 
have passed for ourselves and satisfied ourselves that they are republi- 
can in form; but no constitutions have been formed in Washington, 
New Mexico, or North Dakota, and therefore we have simply reserved 
to Congress the right to admit those Territories when they come here 
with constitutions in accordance with the terms of this act. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, in response to the observations of 
the chairman of the Committee on Territories, I desire to state that 
Washington did adopt a constitution in 1878, and the only reason we 
are not before Congress to-day asking for action upon that constitution 
is that, because of the policy of non-action which has characterized Con- 
gress in connection with this matter, we have grown away from the 
constitution made in 1878. For that reason, and for that reason alone, 
we are not here with a constitution. 

Mr.SYMES. Ihopethe amendment will be adopted. Several States 
have been admitted into the Union upon the proclamation of the Pres- 
ident, the last being the centennial State—Colorade. That State was 
admitted inte the Union without the constitution being brought here 
and submitted to Congress. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is very well to say 
that Congress does not know what kind ofa constitution will be adopted ; 
bet I think the President of the United States is an intelligent gentle- 
man, familiar with the rules which govern republican institutions in 
this country, and I think that the people of this great Territory are as 
competent to-day to judge whether a constitution is republican in 
form and to provide for emergencies in their organic laws as are the 
members of Congress of any of the States in this Union, and I hope that 
this amendment will be adopted, and that Washington Territory will 
be admitted into the Union under the proclamation of the President, 
as other States have been. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. VOORHEES, and 
it was rejected—ayes 58, noes 64. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now demand the previous question, and pend- 
ing that I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], who 
desires te offer an amendment to the twelfth section. 

Mr. WARNER. [also wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, to come in at the end of section 7. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 





Provided, That the rights of all settlers on unsurveyed lands under the n- 


eral land laws, upon land found upon survey to be within sixteenth or - 


sixth sections, where their settlements were made before survey, or the 


proval of this aet, shall be preserved, and where payment shall be required % 
shall be at the rate of $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. SPRINGER. With that modification I have no objection to 
the adoption of that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the pre- 
vious question. The question is upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion upon the amendment and upon ordering the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 5. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. No quorum. 


Mr. SPRINGER. _ I withdraw the demand for the previous question | of 


in order to allow the gentleman from Florida to offer his amendment. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. I offer the following amendment, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


In line 7 of section 1, after the words “ New Mexico,” insert ‘‘ Utah and Ari- | 0 


zona,” 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
is not in order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already decided this question of 
order upon a proposition offered by the gentleman from Illinois him- 


self at the beginning of these proceedings. The amendment must be 
ruled out as not germane, 
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becanse I believe it to be right in 


judgment because of their 





I make the point of order that that amendment | be 


JANUARY 





Mr. SPRINGER. If the 
ERTY ] desires to be heard five minutes, I have no obj n. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. I would like to be heard. 


The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House upen which 
debate is in order. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. Imoveto amend by striking out the last w 


gentleman from Florida [Mr. Dovax® 


My purpose in offering the amendment which was was to 


the admission of Utah and Arizona as States of the Union. Iam un- 
able to understand why a bill which is characterized as an “omnibus 
bill,’’ coming from the Democratic side of the House, should undertake 
to bring in all the Republican Territories of the United States and ex- 
clade the Democratic Territories, are and 


nage if I 
were in charge of this measure the plan I would pursue would be to 


exclude the Republican Territories till after the next Presidential elec- 


tion and admit all the Democratic Territories. This ought to have 


been done long since, and all naturally inclined that way would now 


be Democratic States. [Laughter and a 


J 
Mr. REED. The Democratic party has done one-half of what you 


want. 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. If I had my way I would do the whole thing, 
and policy also. 
Mr. REED. You are a more sincere than the rest of them. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY. I hope I am as much s0 as any. 
Mr. Speaker, why are the le of Utah excluded? Itisin my 
wale belief. They are among the most 
reliable Democrats in this country. have been persecuted into 
that political faith. and a ] Mr. Speaker, does 
this interruption come out of my time? A gentleman that 
I should always be willing to a but, sir, a from 
the Republican side of the House is usually ttome. Ido 
not often get it, and when it comes from the Republican side it frightens 
me; I fear I may be going wrong. 
Without passing any opinion as to the religious belief of the people 
of Utah, for it is none of my business, I know they are right in their 


political belief when they belong to the Democratic party. [Renewed 
laughter and applause.}| These other Territories, had they been 


romptly admitted by the Democratic while in the majority 
on would now, in all probability, have been reliable Democratic 
States. 

A great deal has been said as to the constitutions under which these 
Territories are to be admitted. A great deal of talk has been indulged 
in on that subject; and I am ready to believe that it has changed just 
as few votes as what Iam saying will change, because on a question 
like this no speech ever delivered on this floor ever changed, in my ex- 
perience and observation, a single vote. Gentlemen who are here as 
representatives of the American people are competent to make up their 
minds upon a subject without information from other members, and 
usually do so. 

But, recurring to these constitutions, every ——- here knows 
well that, once admitted to the Union, those having be- 
come sovereign States, can do as the other States of this Union are at 
liberty to do—alter, revise, or amend their constitutions at pleasure. 
Still, while I believe it is not competent for the Congress of the United 
States or the whole Government to interfere with a man in his relig- 
ious belief, it is competent for Congress in the organic law for the 
admission of Utah to put restrictions which will t the practice 
of a religion in such a way as to be violative of law of the land. 
It is a wise provision in Constitution which tae any inter- 
ference with the religious opinions of any t there is nothing 
in it to prevent the inhibition of the of any religion which is 
shocking to the moral sense of civilized mankind and contrary to the 
law of this country. I believe that all these Territories should be 
admitted. Certainly Utah has all the qualifications which have been 
urged in favor of the admission of these otber Territories. She has 
peoedetien, she has industries, she has resources. Her people are 

onest, thrifty, and industrious. Why should she be kept out? She 
has offered a constitution forever doing away with her curse of polyg- 


amy. 
“Tistieve that i is bad politis for any party to admit Territories in 
such a way as to increase the strength of their opponents and keep out 
ahs ]_ It is bad poli ~ hij 
ter. 
or, itis none at all. 
statesmen upon this floor, has 
the position it now occupies, 
is honest and fair to strengthen their party. it is right to con- 
trol by Jaw the action of men, it is not just or right to ve them 
emocratic because of religious 
pinions entertained by them. as see fit, but 
control by law their actions. Let in Arizona and Utah; will both 
DemocraticStates. New Mexico willalsobe Democratic, Putinto 
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But a disregard of such a policy and the leadership of such states- 
men as have been described are what have brought about, in the lan- 
eee ae Mississippi [Mr ALLEN], in a speech of 

is the other day, ‘‘ the condition and not the theory which confronts 


us.” [Applanse. | 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
. SPRINGER. I now ask the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks the previous 
= on the amendments and on ordering the bill to be read the 
me, 

Mr. KERR. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we have had enoughamendments. I in- 
sist upon the demand. I hope the gentleman will let us have a vote. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous queston, there 
were—ayes 85, noes 5, 

Mr. KERR. No quorum. 

Mr.SPRINGER. I withdraw the call for the previousquestion, and 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr]. 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend by striking out, in line 12 of section 
3, the words “both those events,’’ and inserting “‘either of those 
events. 

Mr. Speaker, the provision of the bill, as it stands, requires that both 
Territories shall, by their votes, declare in favor of division, otherwise 
there shall be no division. Now, in view of the fact that the people of 
these Territories have already declared by their vote in favor of divis- 
ion, and in view also of the fact that three-fourths of the population of 
these Territories are now in South Dakota, it would be a manifest in- 
justice to allow the seperate statehood of South Dakota to be d dent 





An act (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to Mary A. McCool; 

An act (H. R. 9178) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 

An act tr R. 9310) granting a pension to Capt. William J. Duley; 

An act (H. R. 9759) granting a pension to John Wallace; 

An act (H. R. 10032) granting a pension to Milton Waller; 

An act (H. R. 10073) granting a pension to P. F. Jonte; 

An act (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Leach; 

An act (H. R. 10488) granting a pension to Myra Sinclair; 

An act (H. R. 10908) granting a pension to Mrs. Almira J. Towner; 

An act (H. R. a for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch; 

An act (H. R. 6334) for the relief of Isaac Roshon; 

An act (H. R. 8521) for the relief of William A. Mathes; 

An act (H. R. 10659) for the relief of Elizabeth C. Cole; 

An act (H. R. wat} to increase the pension of Joseph Holmes; 

An act (H. R. 7887) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C, 
Harrison; and 

An act (H. R. 5919) restoring to the pension-roll the name of James 
Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased. 


DAKOTA. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Several members demanded a division. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. We had better have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
133, nays 120, not voting 69; as follows: 
















YEAS—133, 
upon an affirmative vote in North Dakota in favor of division. LI insist, | Abbott, Dibble, Macdonald, Sayers, 
therefore, that the amendment I have submitted ought to be in the bill. Aageaeen. tone Dockery, Maish, Seney, 
I will say further that I am in favor or the bill, if this amendment be | 40Gcreon’ Til Deeneety, Martin’ Shively 
made. I believe that these Territories, including New Mexico, ought | Bankhead, Elliott, Matson, Smith, ° 
all to be admitted into the Union as States, if they have the requisite a, —s ees Sowden, 
population, and I believe they have. But if this provision is not in- | pi "%j.a eoeats Motreary?” ce neenl 
serted in the bill, and the separate statehood of the great Territory of | Bland, * Forney, McKinney, Stewart, Tex. 
a Dakota . = to depend upon the will of another Territory, —, A aca semee, Seven Ga, 
can not vote for ill, kinrid . @ . M : . 
Mr.SPRINGER. The gentleman does not intend to vote for it any- noose ~~ Grins, Scaiiiinden, Stone’ i. 
way, I belive a — fmt 
Mr. KERR. I do, if this amendment be agreed to. Campbell, Ohio _ Heard, a Thompecn, Cal. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I now move the previous question upon the pend- | Campbell,T.J.,N.¥Y.Henderson, N.C. Neal, Tillman, 
ing. ceneniveents, and upon the third reading of the bill. candier, seaznest, + ade eee is 
Pein. can 
. , ngs, opkins, Va. Fe Jance, 
aie. Chi : ard, O’Nealil, ind. valker, 
not agreed to, there being—ayes 74, noes 92, ct ~ Hosa OvNsil, a Washington, 
PSP SHUR HATE. —* a... Wheeler, 
A message, in writing, was received from the President of the United nee, — eye vane Mich, 
States by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. : Cowles; Bee, Randall, Wilkinson, 
The message further announced that the following bills having been | Cox, Lagan, Rayner, Wilson, Minn. 
presented to the President January 4, 1889, and not having been re- | Crain, Landes, Rice, Wilson, W. Va. 
turned by him to the House of Congress in which they originated | GTS? same eee, we. 
— = ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had become laws Cummings, Lawler, Rogers, as 
thou’ ture: gan, e, ussell, Mass, 
An act (H. R. 3608) to grant an increase of pension to William E. NAYS—120. 
Prince; Adams, Darlington, Kean, Reed, 

; : Ver: Allen, Mass. Davis, Kelley, ‘ 
eae EE tee) tele tear mek | Ate = inet. Kennedy, Romels, 
Italso announced that he Sed aaaneved and signed, January 16, 1889, ‘Aikinawe, Denbee, La ‘Follette, Reuscell, Conn, 

bills of the following titles: Baker, N. Y Farquhar, Laidlaw, Ryan, 
te or H i sone} o adie Gemiiciean avemnnition and equi Baye, Flood Ling seul 
° . - en, ‘uller, e, ymour, 
. Boo! h . F , Lo ’ ’ 
Poftn act (HH. R. 195) authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to the | Bondy, Ganen Metomes, ——-Bpooser, 
. 1 , , ® ’ 
governor of the Territory of Sone er military stores — the use of the Bowden, Gear, MeKenn “ Stephenson, 
enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia; rewer, . cKinley, Stewart, Vt. 

‘An act (i. R. 7261) granting the tof wa through certain Indian sen, Ind. smeenan, Milliken, Struble, 
Spateientieliiiie of Mtamasetel ts tha Uhserbend. Laack Lake end Herth. | Rene: Guenther, Morrill, Taylor,E.B., Ohio 
ern Railway Com ‘ Harmer, Nelson, Taylor, J. D.,Ohio 

An act (H. R. 11794) to amend the postal laws of the United States | Burrows, © Haugen, O'Donnell. Zhen ey 
oe t ~s ving i ~delivery stamps Cannon, Henderson, tl. Osborne, Thomas, Wis. 

9663 gran pension we , rman , ’ ’ 

An = R. O84) an : pension = ao Beppe 7 ? Hiestand, Parker, Vandever, o 

An act R. 10494) gran’ a pension to Emelia Mumm; Cogswell, Hit P. of Ww oo 

An act (H.R. 10694) granting a pension to John W. Ellis; Conger, Holives mS Berns, Weber,” as 

n 0769) granting a pension to John M. Krunk; Crouse, Ho N.Y. Plumb Williams 

An act (H. R. 10825) granting a pension to Jane Jelly; Cutcheon, J et Woodburn, 

An act (H. R. 10911 granting a pension to Ira Baldwin,’ Dalzell, Johnston, Ind. Pugsiey, Yardley. 

An act (H. R. 9776) for the of N: E. Sawyer; NOT VOTING—69. 

An act (H. R. 10199) for the relief of W: Springstein; Allen, Miss. Brown, J. R.,Va, Davidson,Ala, Goff, 

= ~ a = pron & the 7. of ne en and a ee ee: Se 

° 0575) to increase the pension illiam Gallagher. | B8co"- , . ’ 

And on January 17, 1889, bills of the f titles: Dieeharn, Butler," Felton, Tepdon, 

An act (H. R. granting a pension.to Henrietta Waldron; Bowen, Campbell, F., N.Y. Fitch, Hayes, 

An act R. 7928) granting a pension to Samuel M. Reese; an Sa Gan on 

An act R. 8613 granting a pension to Ann Bryan; Browne,T.H.B. , Va. Davenport, Glover, Houk, 
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Hunter, McOullogh, Rowland, White, N. Y. 
Ketcham, McMillin, Rusk, Whitthorne, 
laird, McShane, Scott, Wickham, 
Latham, Morrow, Simmons, Wilber, 
Lyman, Nichols, Snyder, Wise, 
Lynch, Nutting, Stahlnecker, Yost. 
Maffett, Penington, — Kans. 

Mahoney, Phelps, Weat, 

Mason, Pidcock, White, Ind. 


So Mr. SpRINGER’s substitute was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BAKER, of New York, the reading of the names 
was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. FeELUX CAMPBELL with Mr. Gorr, until further notice. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Yost, until further notice. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. Houk, until Monday next. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Werte, of New York, for this day. 

Mr, Forp with Mr. BinGuaM, for this day. 

Mr. ROWLAND with Mr. WICKHAM, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. HAYDEN for this day. 

Mr. STAMLNECKEK with Mr. Nutrrna, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Upon the passage of the bill I demand the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
with the following instructions. 

The SPEAKER. The instructions will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit the bill with instructions to report forthwith: First, a bill 
ing for the admission of South Dakota into the Union; secondly, enabl 
fur North Dakota, Montana, and Washington Territories, respectively. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. On that I move the previous question. 

The previous gaestion was ordered. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. On the motion to recommit with in- 
structions I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This simply leaves out New Mexico and brings 
in » separate bill for each Territory —— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It does not interfere with New Mexico 
at ail. 

‘The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 131, not 


Pending that, I move to recommit 


rovid- 





voting 73, as follows: 


YEAS—118. 
Adams, Davis, Kennedy, Romeis, 
Ajlen, Mass, Dingley, Kerr, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich, Dorsey, La Follette, Russell, Conn, 
Arnold, Dunham, Laidlaw, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Farquhar, Lehlbach, a 
Baker, N. Y. Finley Lind, Scull, 
Baker, Ill, Flood, I Seymour, 
Bayne, Fuller, Lopg, Sherman, 
Belden, Funston, McComas, Spooner, 
Boothman, Gallinger, McCormick, Steele, 
Bound, Gear, MeKenna, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, 7 McKinley, Stewart, Vt 
Bowden, Grosvenor Milliken, Struble, 
Brewer, Grout, Moffitt, Sy 7” 
Browne, Ind. Harmer, Morrill, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brown, Obio Haugen, Nelson, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brumm, Hood oun, Iowa O'Donnell, ey 
Buchanan, Hender ‘son, Ill. O'Neill, Pa. ‘Thomas, Ili. 
Burrows, Hermann, Osborne, Thomas, Wis. 
Butterworth, Hiestand, Owen, Thompson, Ohio 
Caswell, Hires, Parker, Vandever, 
Cheadie, Hitt, Patton, e, 
Clark, Holmes, Payson, Warner, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Ti, Perkins, Weber, 
Conger, Hopkins, N, Y. Peters, Whiting, Mass. 
Cooper, Hunter, Plumb, Williams, 
Crouse, Jackson, Post, Woodburn, 
Cuteheon, Johnston, Ind. Pugsley, Yardley. 
Daizell, Kean, Reed, 
Darlingten Kelley, Rockwell, 

NAYS--I31. 
Abbott, Caruth, Foran, Laffoon, 
Anderson, Iowa  Catchings, Forney, I . 
Anderson, Misa. Olardy, French, Landes, 
Anderson, Dl. Cobb, Glass, Lane, 
Bacon, Compton, Grimes, Lanham, 
Bankhead, thran, Hall, Lawler, 
Barnes, Cowles, Hatch, Lee, 
Barry, Cox, Heard, Macdonald, 
Blanchard, Crain, Hem 5 h, 
Bland, Crisp, Henderson, N.O. Mansur, 
Bliss, Culberson, Herbert, Martin, 
Blount, Cummings, Holman, McAdoo, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dai Hooker, McClammy, 
Buekalew, Dibble Hopkins, Va. McCreary, 
Burnes, Dockery, Ho MeKinney, 
Bynum, Dougherty, Hudd, McRae, 
Campbell, Ghio Dunn Hutton, Merriman, 
Campbell, T.J.,N.Y. Elliott, Johnston, N.C, Mills, 
Candler, Ermentrout, Jones, . 
Carlton, . Kilgore, Moore, 
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Morgan, Randall, 
Morse, Rayner, 
Neal, Rice, - 
Newton, Richardson, 
Norwood, Robertson, 
Rogers, 
O’ Ferrall, Russell, Mass. 
O’ Neall, Ind, Sayers, 
O'Neill, Mo. Seney, 
Outhwaite, Shaw, 
Peel, Shively, 
Perry, Smith, Tracey, Yoder, 
Phelan, Sowden, Townshend, 
NOT VOTING—73. 

Allen, Miss. Davenport, . Pideock, 
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Ala, Houk, Rowland, 
Biggs, Davidson, Fla. Ketcham, Rusk, 
Bingham, De Lano, Laird, Scott, 
Bowen, Enloe, Latham, Simmons, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Felton, Lyman b 
Brower, F Lynch, . 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Ford, Mafteti, Turner, Kans, 
Brown, x R., Va. Gaines, Mahoney, 

ce, Gay, Mason, White, Ind. 
Bunnell, Gibson, Matson, N. 
Burnett, Glover, MecOu Whi e, 
Butler, Goff, MeMillin, Wickham 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Granger, McShane, Wilber, 
Cannon, . 1 —— wis, 
Chipman, uenther, ichols, 
Clements, Hare, Nutting, 
Cockran, Hayden, 
Collins, Hayes, Phelps, 


So the motion toe recommit with instructions was rejected. 

On motion of Mr. an by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Davipson, of Alabama, with Mr. LYMAN, on all political 
questions, until farther notice. 

Mr. Matson with Mr. Gauygs, for the rest of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the demand for the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, before the question is taken on the 

ssage of the bill, I ask the indulgence of the House for five minutes. 

Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ “ Vote!’’] 

TheSPEAKER. Under the rules the gentleman is entitled to an 
hour to close the debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I only want five minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the aoe 
that the proposition which is now pending and which will soon be 
upon its passage provides for the admission of five States into the Union, 
if Phe people of shall determine on the division of that Terri- 
tory. If they shall not favor such division, it will bring in four States 
at the beginning of the next session of The advantages of 
this measure over the Senate bill are these, 
only deals with Dakota while this deals with four of the present Ter- 
ritories and makes possible the creation of five great States. 

If the House should pass this Senate bill it would be all the legisla- 
tion which we could reasonably in 
this session. South Dakota has no just grounds to claim this distinc- 
tion, this special favor, this nae our hands, while more popu- 


lous to-day than any other proposed State; yet North Dakota, Montana, 
Washington, and New Mexico have each a population above the ratio 
of one member in the House of Representatives, and are equally en- 


titled to admission. Let them all come in , not only upon an 
equal footing with the original States, but upon an equal footing as to 


it's idle to speculate upon the future politics of these new States. 

i orthless. No man can tell whata 
cao aes the West. In 1892 
th Sonth Delete ney 00 ee ee ee 


go West to better their 
and the most progressive. 
variably expand their ideas and 
The man of contracted vision in the East becomes, in the 
gauged and fall of charity for all mankind. 
tined in the near future to furnish the country w 
jurists, Sara its greatest statesmen. 
plause. 

It is a great mistake to su: 
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millions of inhabitants. With the superior skill and enterprise of 
our ple, with more salubrious climate and productive soils, what 
possibilities does not the future offer in this respect! The results 
already realized demonstrate that irrigated lands are more productive 
than those depending upon natural rainfall. The wonderful devel- 
opment of Southern California furnishes conclusive proof on this 
int. 

vt will cost less of human effort to reclaim the arid regions of the 
West than it has already cost per acre to subdue the forests of Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, and Indiana. Hence there will be no waste places or 
unproductive plains in this country in the near future. Our deserts 
are already responding to the touch of husbandry, are already furnish- 
ing food and fruits for millions of our people, are fast filling the land 
with wealth and plenty. The deserts having been reclaimed and made 
available for homes for the people, immigration will rapidly move west- 
ward, new and great commonwealths will spring into existence in place 
of our sparsely-settled Territories; cities which will rival New York 
and Philadelphia in magnificence will within the next century dot the 
plains and nestle in the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains. The center 
of population within the next quarter of a century will be at a point 
near the banks of the Mississippi River, and within fifty years from 
this time two hundred millions of people will find happy homes and 
remunerative employment and enjoy the blessings of freedom in the 
States of the American Union. [Applause. ] 

As the course of empire is rapidly moving westward let us prepare 
our Territories for the coming tide of population. Let us clothe them 
with all the habiliments of statehood. Let us extend to their people 
all the rights which we of the States enjoy. Under the bill which I 
have pro two Dakotas may be admitted if the people there desire 
it; and Montana, Washington, and New Mexico, five States in all, may 
be added as bright stars to the constellation of the Union. 

The population of these prospective States is over 1,100,000 at this 
time, and with the dawn of the twentieth century they will have 
at least 5,000,000 inhabitants. Their combined area is nearly 500,000 
square miles, an area larger than the thirteen original States and Great 
Eritain and Ireland combined. Their resources, nowin their infancy, 
will soon contribute untold millions of dollars to the wealth of the 
nation. Their conservatism and patriotic devotion to our flag will add 
new strength and security to the Union. Other Territories of equal 
promise for the future will soon be ready for admission into the Union 
as States, and the time is not far distant, I trust, when there will be 
no Territorial provinces within our jurisdiction to mar the perfection 
of the Republic. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. SOWDEN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The queston was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
145, nays 98, not voting 79; as follows: 
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YEAS—145. 
bbott, Dibble, Long, Seymour, 
ae a oe 
erson, y, i Shi 
Anderson, Iil. Dunn, Mansur, Smith. : 
Bacon, Elliott, Martin, Sowden, 
Bankhead, Ermentrout, MeAdoo, Spinola, 
Barnes, Fisher, McClammy, Springer, 
3 Foran, McCreary, Steele, 
Forney, MeKinney, Stewart, Tex, 
d, French, McRae, Stewart, Ga 
liss, Gibson} Merriman, Stockdale, 
Sati we Melee Mont Mo. 
Ky. ontgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Brewer, Hall Moore, Symes, 
Browne, Ind. Hatch, Morgan, Tarsney, 
B ae Hemphill Neal” Thomps 
urnes, em ' i ompson, Cal, 
Bynum, Monten, N.C. Newton, Tillman, 
Campbell, Ohio Herbert, Norwood, Tracey, 
Senge 25 » N.Y. Hoge, Townshend, 
Candler, Holman, oO’ Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Holmes, O’ Ferrall Vance, 
Caruth, : "Neall, ind. Walker, 
Catchings, Hopkins, Va. O'Neill, Mo, Warner, 
Cheadle, Howard, Outhwaite, Washington, 
Chipman, udd, Peel, Weaver, 
Clardy, ulton, Perry, , 
Clements, Johnston, N.O, Phelan, Whiting, Mich. 
Cobb, ones, Randall, Wilkins, 
Compton, Kilgore, Rice, Wilkinson, 
Cothran, . . Wilson, " 
Cowles, Wilson, W. Va, 
Cox, Landes, Rockwell, ae . 
Crisp , , Rogers, x 
Cul Russeli, Mass, 
Cummings, Lawler, Sayers, 
Dargan, . Seney, 
NAYS—98. 
Boun 1, Dunham 
Mi Bou Conger, Farquhar 
Allen, Mich. Bow Cooper, Finley, ; 
Arnold, Brown, Ohio Crouse, Fuller, 
er, N.Y. arrows, Cutcheon, Funston, 
t Til. Butterworth, Daizell, Gallinger, 
Oswell’ a ae 
c well, vis, 
/Boothman, Clark, s Grosvenor, 
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Grout, La Follette, Patton, Stewart, Vt. 
Guenther, Laidlaw, Payson, Struble, 
Harmer, Lehlbach, Peters, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Haugen, ge, Phelps, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Henderson, Iowa McComas, Plumb, Thomas, Ky. 
Henderson, DL McCormick, Pugsley, Thomas, Ul. 
Hermann, McKenna, Reed, Thomas, Wis. 
Hires, MeKinley, Romeis, Thompson, Ohio 
Hitt, Milliken, Rowell, Turner, Kans. 
Hopkins, Ill. Moffitt, Russell, Conn, Wade, 
Hopkins, N. Y. Morrill, Ryan, Weber, 
ny Nelson, Sawyer, Whiting, Mass. 
Johnston, Ind. O'Neill, Pa. Scull, Williams, 

ean, Osborne, Sherman, Yardley. 
Kelley, Owen, Spooner, 
Kennedy, Parker, Stephenson, 

NOT VOTING—79. 

Allen, Miss. Davenport, Houk, Perkins, 
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Ala. Hunter, Pideock, 
Atkinson, Davidson, Fla, Kerr, Post, 
Biggs, De Lano, Keteham, Rayner, 
Bingham, Dorsey, Laird, Rowland, 
Bowen, Enloe, Latham, Rusk, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Felton, Lind, Scott, 
Brower, Fitch, Lyman, Simmons, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va. Flood, Lynch, Snyder, 
Brown, J. R., Va. ord, Maffett, StahInecker, 
Brumm, Gaines, Mehoney, Vandever, 
Bryce, Gay, Mason, West, 
Buchanan, Glover, Matson, White, Ind. 
Bunnell, Goff, McCullogh, White, N. Y. 
Burnett, Granger, MeMillin, Whitthorne, 
Butler, Greenman, MeShane, Wickham, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Hare, Morrow, Wilber, 
Cockran, Hayden, Nichols, Wise, 
Collins, Hayes, Nutting, Yost. 
Crain, Hiestand, Penington, 


So the bill was passed. 

During the call of the roll, on motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unani- 
mous consent, the reading of the names was dispensed with. 

TheSPEAKER. Before announcing the result of the vote the Chair 
will lay before the House the following personal request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ENLOE requests leave of absence, on account of sickness. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the leave will be granted, 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to amend the title of the bill so as to cor- 
respond with the act, and send the proposed title to the Clerk’s desk; 
and on that I move the previous question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to move an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has demanded the 
previous question. 

The amendment of the title proposed by Mr. SPRINGER was read, as 
follows: 

A bill to enable the people of Dakota, Montana, Washington, and New Mex- 
ico to form constitutions and State governments, and io be admitted into the 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, to provide for the division 
of Dakota into two States, and to make donations of public lands to such 
States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
to debate. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question is ordered before there is 
any debate, there will be thirty minutes for debate. 

‘The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I nfove to recommit the proposition with in- 
structions to report the following as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that a motion to recom- 
mit an amendment is in order in the House. This is an amendment 
to the title of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Do I understand the Chair to rule that this 
motion to recommit is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit an amendment is not in 
order under the rules of the House, and by reason of the rules alone. 
Under the express rules of the House it is in order to recommit a bill 
after the previous question has been ordered, but a motion to recom- 
mit an amendment is not in order, and has never been in the House. 
It is at the other end of the Capitol, but not here. Under the rules of 
the House there are thirty minutes allowed for debate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR withholds his remarks for revision. 
pendix. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I reserve the time on this side. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, upon the final vote upon this meas- 
ure I felt constrained to vote in the negative. It would have been a 
great pleasure to me had the bill been so protected that I could have 
voted in theaffirmative. I voted for the so-called Macdonald amend- 
ment. I also voted for the motion 40 recommit with instructions. But 
there is that in this bill which I can not support, in thatit indefinitely 
postpones the admission of Dakota, or any part of Dakota, while it 
keeps the word of promise to the ear and breaks it to the hope. Ican 
explain in but one way the course of our Democratic friends on the 
other side. If they had passed the Macdonald amendment this morn- 
ing, then on the first Monday ofnext December there would have been 


I suppose thaton that question we have a right 


[See Ap- 
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here two Representatives from Dakota, and two Republican Senators 
at the other end of the Capitol, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER], and those who follow his lead, were not willing to witness 
that spectacle. 

The gentleman has told us that the proposition which has just been 
adopted will make a difference of only a few days; yet he well knows, 
from his long experience in this House, that no measure is going — 
the next Congress in the first ten days, or the first thirty days;or the 
first ninety days. He knows perfectly well that the rejection of the 
Macdonald amendment means the keeping of Dakota out of the Union 
until the close of the first session, and probably until the close of the 
second session of the Fifty-firstCongress. Mr. Speaker, lam prepared to 
enable every one of these Territories, including New Mexico. I believe 
myself that we can not draw the line upon the number of educated peo- 
ple in a Territory nor upon the number that speak English tongue. I 
believe that New Mexico ought to be enabled, in due course, to prepare 
herself for the duties and responsibilities of statehood. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I am utterly, positively, and forever opposed to tying this 
carcass of New Mexico upon the living body of Dakota. Let it stand 
upon its own basis. Let each stand upon its own merit. Let them 
come in in due order and sequence, when they shall have complied 
with their several enabling acts. But to longer keep out this ifi- 
cent Territory of Dakota, which long years ago was ready for all the 
functions, duties, and responsibilities of statehood, is an outrage, not 
only upon that great community, but is equally an outrage upon the 
community from which those, our fellow-citizens, have gone forth to 
make their home upon the Western prairies. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to the title. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the title was 
amended; and also moved that the motic n to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the preamble, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Upon that I ask the previous question. 

Several MempBers. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the preamble. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the people of that part of the Territory of Dakota lying south of the 
forty-sixth parallel of north latitude did, on the 25th day of September, 1885, by 
a convention of delegates called and assembled for that purpose, form for them- 
selves a constitution and State government, which constitution is republican in 
n 


form and in conformity with the Constitution of the United States, and has bee 
adopted by a popular vote; and 

Whereas said convention and the people have asked the adinission of that 
part of said Territory included within the boundaries of the proposed State into 


the Union of States on an equal footing with the original States in all respects 
whatever: Therefore, etc. 


Mr, SPRINGER. I move to strike out the preamble. 

Mr.STRUBLE. No,no. That is the best thing there is in the bill 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the question is, Will the House 
agree to it? 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 71, noes 82. 

Mr. WARNER, of Missouri. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move to 
make the preamble apply to the other Territories? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks no The preamble is no part 
of the bill in a parliamentary sense. It must be agreed to or disagreed 
to. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the preamble; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 91, nays 108, not voting 123; as follows: 


YEAS—91, 
Adama, Dingley, dlaw, Romeis, 
Allen, Mich. Dorsey, Lehlbach, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Dunham, Lind, Russell, Conn, 
Baker, N. Y. Farquhar, " Ryan, 
Boothman, Flood, Long, Sawyer, 
Bound Fuller, M . Scull, | 
Boutelle, Funston, McCormick, Sherman, 
Bowden, Gallinger, McKinley, Spooner, 
een ei ‘ — Som. 

rowne, nd, Gest, offitt, ephenson 

Brown, Ohio Grosvenor, Morrill, Struble, : 
Bachanan, Guen i O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Burrows, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, Ky. 
Butterworth, Henderson, Tl. borne, Thomas, Til. 
Cannon, Hermann, Owen, Thomas, Wis. 
Caswell, Hiestand, Parker, Thompson, Ohio 
Cheadle, Hitt, Fayson, rer, 
Conger, Hunter, Perkins, ; 
Cooper, Jac ‘ Peters, Wade, 
Crouse, Johnston, Ind. Post, Warner, 
Cuteheon, ean, Pugsley, 
Darlington, Kennedy, Reed, Yardley 
Davis, Kerr, Rockwell, 

NAYS—108. 
Abbott, Bankhead, Blount, Candler, 
Anderson, Iowa Barnes, Brecki Ky. Carlton, 
Anderson, Miss. Barry Buckalew, 
Anderson, Ill, Blanchard, Bynum, Clardy, 
Bacon, Bland, Campbell, 
Baker, Til. Bliss, Campbell, T.J.,.N.¥.Cobb, 
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> Herbert, Merriman, Sowden, 
Cowles, Hogg, Mills, Spinola, 
Cox, pst . Montgomery, Springer, 
Crisp, Holmes, oore, Stewart, Tex. 
Cummings, Hooker, Morgan, Stockdale, 
Decuan, Hopkins, Va. Morse, Stone, Ky. 
Dibble, Hutton, Norwood, Stone, Mo. 
Dockery Kilgore, Oates, Tarsney, 
Dougherty, Lagan, O’Ferrall, Tillman, 
Billet, Lan Perry Townshend 
e, . °o en 
Forney, Lawler, Phelan, Turner, Ga.” 
French, Macdonald, Randall, Vance, 
Gibson, % Rice, Walker, 
Glass, Mansur, Wi ’ 
Grimes, Martin, Robertson, Weaver, 
Hall, cAdoo, Rogers, ; 
Hare, McClammy, Sayers, Wilkinson 
Heard , Seney, c Minn. 
Hemphill, McKinney, Shively, Wilson, W. Va. 
Henderson, N. 0. McRae, Smith, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—123, 
Allen, Mass. Davidson, Ala. Kelley, Plumb, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Fla. Ketcham, Rayner, 
a Kans. DeLano, ee Rowland, 
Arp oe, ette, Russell, 
Ba > Ermentrout, Laird, Rusk, 
Bi — Finke Latham, Soe 
. niey our, 
Bingham, Fisher, Lee, Shaw, 
pemen, ak yam qomes. ag 
Brecki rk. Foran, aoe ma } 
Brower, a vi a Mahoney Stewart Ga 
rowne,T.H.B., Va. 
Brown, J.R., Va. Gay, Mason, Stewart, Vt. 
Brumm, “ Glover, Matson, es, 
Bryce, Goff, McCullogh, ulbee. 
Bunnell, Granger, McKenna, Taylor, BE. B., Ohio 
Burnes, Greenman. MeMillin, Thompson, 
Burnett, Grout, McShane, Weber, 
Camptell F.,N.Y. Hatch, ’ Nal” White, Ina. 
op tNe Be ’ , in 
Caruth, § ~ Hayden, Nelson, hite, N. 
Chipman, Hayes, Newton, Whiting, Mich, 
Clark, Henderson, Iowa Nichols, iting, 
Cockran ea’ 
Cogswell, i O’Neall, Ind. Wickham, 
Collins, Hopkins, N. Y. oa Mo. Wilkins, 
Co ouk, waite, 
orate a Howard, k Wise, 
Culberson, Hudd, Penington, Woodburn, 
Dalzell, Johnston, N. C. Phelps, Yost. 
Davenport, Jones, Pidcock, 
So the e was disagreed to. , 
On of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, the recapita- 
lation of the names was th 


dispensed with. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
rnia, with Mr. MCKENNA, on this vote, 

Mr. Nga with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. FELTON, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dockery). This being Friday, 
and the hour of 5 o’clock having arri the House, in accordance 
with its ing order, takes a recess until past7 o’clock to-night, 
the evening n to be devoted to pension business. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at half past 7 o’clock p. m., and was called 


to order by Mr. McCrREARyY as Speaker pro tempore. 
The Clerk read the following: 


SPEAKER'S Room, House OF REPRESENTATIVES 
: ‘ashington, D. C., January 18, 1889, 
Sir: Hon. James B. McCreary is to preside as Speaker pro tem- 
pore at the session of the House this , 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon, Joun B. CLARK, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
REBECCA H. LYON. 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
chairman 


requested their to ask unanimous consent for the passage of 
the bill (H. R. 11757) gran 





The bill was read, as follows: 
at ete. ph tes et en yw tewe ine 5 bebe 9 Phe me 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll the name of Rebecca H. 
@ nuven in the inte wan, oak pap her openeien af Sb pereanth. 


The report (by Mr. MaTSoN) was read, as follows: 
iS?) qeoaies on tn Babee I keen Enideaeinent te 
now submit ee te 

The claimant herein, 
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® volunteer nurse in the Union Army during the late war. She was not regu- 


enrolled asa nurse, but served faithfully as such, paying her own expenses, 
saurintel of her own means, in conseq' that to the 
,amount of $20,000. ie engaged as such nurse, at peat rfax 
Seminary, she contracted rheumatism, For more than twenty years she has 
been a heipless cripple, unable to walk or even to lift her hand to her mouth. 
= * oomperly and permanently disabled and de wholly on private 
ity. Washington Gazette of July 9, 1882, co: the following in re- 
lation to the claimant: : i 
pene 208 5 anh netatnded of 0 very icture I saw a few 
days since ss R, H. Lyon, one of the volunteer nurses during the late war, 


,walked one step. Her hands drawn out of shape, her fin: 

ple, deathly hue, are a sight to being teoee to one’s eyes. [recently visited her, 

at $18 Pennsylvania avenue, and found her actually painting in oil colors a 
some one had ordered. 

“A servaut held the canvas up for her, another one supported her arm and 
ion, and in this way Miss Lyon makes her ‘daubs,’ as she calls 
a Sane, Soe Sage. whee an effort I have to make to reach the top 

mountains!’ a I saw! A woman who gave her time 
and money, health, and more life for the Union and the ‘boys in blue,’ 

ting with these poor deformed hands to earn something to support herself! 
We area 


ple ! »” 
the evidence 


i 


re us, wo find that claimant was a sound, healthy 
prior to her service as a nurse; that she incurred rheumatism while en- 
in said service, which has increased in severity until she became totally 
less ; that she is now in entirely destitute circumstances, and dependent 
upon charity for subsistence. We believe the case is one which justifies Con- 
action, and we therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend 

© passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poe ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the special order; and pend- 
ing that motion I ask unanimous consent that the course heretofore 
yous be adopted this evening; that is, that the names of members 

called in their alphabetical order, commencing where the Clerk left 
off on the last occasion, and that each member as reached be permitted 
to call = bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request ot 
the —s from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] that in Committee or 
the Whole House this evening the proceedings be conducted as hereto- 
fore, each member being permitted to call up a bill when his. name is 
reached in alphabetical order, and that the Clerk commence the call 
where he left off at the last session for pension business? The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CHIPMAN, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 


of the ial order, it was agreed to. 

The aie gly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

Mr: SAWYER. I understand that the call stopped somewhere in 
the letter S. My name was first on the list upon the last call, but I 
was not here when it was reached. I ask unanimous consent that I be 
permitted now to call up a bill. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 


ROWLAND WARD. 


Mr. SAWYER. I call up the bill (H. R. 11578) to increase the pen- 
sion of Rowland Ward. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Rowland Ward, late private of 
Company E, Fourth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, to $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
land Ward, have had the same under con- 


lowi : 

Fourth Regiment New York 
une 23, 1865, when on 
at Ream’s Station, August 25, 1864. 
The nature of the wound and its effects are fully set forth in the report of the 
case in the Medical and Surgical History of the Rebellion, of which the follow- 


Oe ion 

Private land Ward, Company E, Fourth New York Heavy Artillery 
wounded at Ream’ Station A 25, 1864, 

ogee Snes. vee 8 monet %. bes fragmen 


ie 


Ji] 
E 
: 
} 


mitted to Hospital, W: August 28,1364, The did well 
and im ly. On December 9 fu’ for 
Fe eterreciant eh tle dakocahs be wee tantntnee en ne Maye and 





fact worse than that of persons who have lost both hands or bot 
disabilities a higher rate of “ge ge than that asked for in the bill is provided. 
y 





cision was made 2} inches in length down the median line of the neck, termi- 
nating 1 inch above the thyroid ; two lateral incisions, one upon each 
side, of equal length, righ ied to the vertical incision, these incisions cor- 
responding to the base of the jaw. These flaps were then carefully dissected 
up, brought together at the middle incision, and secured by three hare-lip 
needles, the parts being supported by adhesive straps. Frequent application 
oa was made to protect a from the injurious effects of the saliva, 
which was being constantly secre The healing proceeded rapidly, the parts 
uniting by first intention. Power of articulation and degus 
improved. The needles were removed on the third ee 

“On April 22, 1865, the parts being in a favorable condition, ether was admin- 
istered and a second operation was performed. Two incisions, one on the right 
and one on the left, parallel to the inferior border of the inferior maxillary 
bone, each 3 inches in length, severing both the facial arteries, which were se- 
cured by ligatures. The upper flaps were carefully dissected up as far back as 
the —~ e of the jaw upon each side. The anterior edges of these flaps were 
freely incised, as well as the superior edge remaining efter the first operation. 
The flaps were then bro t into apposition and retained by four hare-lip 
needles, two in the — p forming the lip, and one upon each side, uniting 
the lower edge of the flap to the freshened of the ween after the first oper- 
ation. Dry lint dressings were applied, and the patient was fed through agum 
catheter. The hare-lip pins were removed from the longitudinal incision on 
the third day, the others being removed on the fourth day, at which time the 
remainin ins, together with all the sutures, were removed, the parts being 
po throughout the remainder of the treatment by straps of adhesive 
plaster. 

“On the morning of the 27th of April, secon: hemorrhage occurred from 
the left facial artery, which was readily controlled by digital compression. 
Owing to the constant secretion of saliva from the sublingual gland, which was 
carefully preserved — operation, a slongh was produced at the junction 
of the inferior angle of the flaps. This was checked by the application of a 
weak solution of nitric acid. On June 23 the ient was disc at his own 
request, a fistulous orifice, one-fourth of an inch in diameter, only ae 
in consequence of the constant secretion of saliva from the sublingual gland, 
which prevented the from closing by granulation. He is able to articu- 
late quite plainly, which he has hitherto been unable to do since the date of his 


tation was much 


ury. 

‘Until the completion of this operation the patient was compelled to assume a 
recumbent position to receive his nourishment oreven a swallow of water. He 
can now take his food and drink in an erect posture without any difficul*;. By 
the use of a rubber button, properly adj to the fistulous orifice, the secre- 
tion of saliva was prevented from making its exitexternally. The photogra hs 
were printed from negatives prepared at Lincoln Hospital, under the direction 
of Surg. J. C. McKee, United States Army, who was the operator in the case.” 
(See First Surgical Volume of the Medical and Surgical History of the Rebellion, 


373, 

For hte terrible wound and its effects upon the 
allowed a pension under the general law at the various raies, until it was in- 
creased to per month, under the act of March 3, 1883. On July 5, 1884, Con- 
gress panes’ an act further increasing his pension to $40 per mont Since that 
date the disability has further increased, as is shown by medical evidence, b 
reason of heart disease, which first made its appearance in 1872, and chronic di- 
arrhea, caused by inability to appropriate sufficient nutriment from the food he 
is capable of masticating. This is shown by the affidavit of Dr. B. T. Kneeland, 
the attending physician, dated September 28, 1888, who also states that pensioner 
in consequence of his disabilities has but very little vital energy left. 

Ward is now seventy yearsofage. His condition issurely gang and in 

feet, for which 


neral system, Ward was 


The committee are clearly of opinion that the increase asked should be 


granted, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH CLOVER. 
Mr. SHERMAN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11629) 


granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Clo- 
ver, mother of A. 8, Clover, late a private in Company G, Forty-fourth Company 
New York State Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 a month, 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
were read, as follows: 


Strike out, in line 5, the word ‘‘ mother” and insert “ widow.” 
Strike out, in line 6, the word “company” and insert “ regiment,” 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invaiid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11629) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Elizabeth Clover is the widow of Albert 5S. Clover, who served as private in 
Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment of New York Volunteers, from September 
25, 1861, to October 11, 1864, and died of phthisis pulmonalis October 29, 1881. 

Her claim for pension has been rejected by the Pension Bureau because, in the 
opinion of the medical referee, the death cause is not shown to be chargeable to 
the soldier’s military service. 

Soldier was a pensioner on account of chronic diarrhea and bayonet wound 
of left hand. e last medical examination, bearing date of August 10, 1881, 
shows the following: 

. ge: forty-four years; height, 5 feet 9 inches; weight 100pounds, This man 
is under weight, is extremely nervous, and we believe the disability to be caused 
from diarrhea; his tongue is red and dry.” 

Dr. Clement T. Guillaune, a eo of repute, testifies that he treated 
the soldier from July 1, 1880, until date of death. His physical condition at 
the former date was as follows: 

“A variable number of fluid and semi-fiuid evacuations daily ; ae pains 
about the umbilicus ; —— poor and variable; food did not digest well; dry- 
ness and constriction of skin, which was shrunken and sallow; nervous sys- 
tem deranged; troubled with much headache and eae ; some cough. 
Affiant treated the soldier principally for chronic diarrhea and irritability of the 
stomach. About nine weeks before his death soldier had an attack of hsemop- 
tysis, after which there was diarrhea, emaciation, pyrosis,anddeath. Fortwo 
months and more prior to his death he was confined to hisbed. In anotheraffi- 
davit the same physician states that the cause of soldier‘s death was phthisis 
pulmonalis and marasmus.” 

Your committee are clearly of Rony that the fatal disease was directly 
e le to the diarrhea admit the Pension Bureau to have been con- 
tracted in the military service of the United States, and therefore report favor- 
ably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by 
striking out the word “mother” in line 5, and insert therein instead the word 
oe Ww. 
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The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


WALTER N. SMITH. 


Mr. SPOONER. I call up the bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to 
Walter N. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ti enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed te place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Walter N. Smith, late a captain of 
Company B, Eleventh Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SpooNER) was read, as follows: 


‘The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions ( No. 1572 of the pres- 
ent session) is full and exhaustive, and discloses the following facts: 

Said Weiter N. Smith was a captain in Company B, Eleventh Massachusetts 
Yoluntecrs, and while returning in the evening and on horseback from car- 
rying @ message or dispatch from his commanding officer (Colonel Blaisdell), 
anc by his orders, he rode into a well which had been dug thatday and left un- 
covered, whereby the horse which he rode was so badly injured that he died or 
was killed on account of his disabling wounds, and Captain Smith was seriously 
injured and permanently disabled. This was on or about the day after the re- 
treat of Generai McClellan from Fair Oaks, Va. 

Captain Smith's claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Office on the 

‘ound that ‘‘the records fail to show that the alleged disability was incurred 

n line of duty, end claimant is unable to establish that point,” h the 
fact that Captain Smith was directed by his coramanding officer to the 
adjutant's horse and carry the message or dispatch referred to is verified not 
only by Captain Smith's own testimony, but also by the testimony of Major 
MeDonald, Corporal Kavanagh, and Private Donahoe, all of said Eleventh 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. As to his injury and its cause there is no 
question, while his disability therefrom, as stated by the medical examining 
board, is equal to the logs of a limb. 

The real cause of rejection seems to have been based upon hypothetical sug- 
gestions sustained by no testimony, and upon an i nary state of affairs 
which there is no good reason to suppose existed and which are negatived by 
the (estimony on file. 

Your commitiee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


Mr, STONE, of Missouri (when his name was called), said: I have 


Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky, called up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. ogo to Enoch B. Vice. 
The was read, as follows: 


Be it That th 
i n a y C, aw ry, subject to the 
The report (by Mr. HunTER) was read, as follows: 


eo for pension February 
25, 1875; namber of m, 201846. The claimant alleges that while in line of 
duty dng his ciaktberen oh inbocios kan ctolis chester sapien eines tenn 
breaking his rightarm and injuring his right shoulder, causing ysis of said 


claiman action at Mount Sterling, Ky.,and captured, paroled 
in Match, 185, and was absent March and Apr, 186, on parole by onel 


slee a a that os not treated in a. — 

ry was trea a farm-house near Covington, Ky., by a an 

Indiana t,name unknown. The first surgeon who him after 
dead, Dr. John ‘ord. 


Se . 

cinity. On scout claimant Vice was ¢hrown from his horse and so much 
injured that he was sent back tocamp; thinks the accident occurred while they 
were making a charge on a house to surround it, believing it to be occupied by 
rebel soldiers; is not positive, however, but is positive as to claimant’s being 
injured by being thrown from his horse. 

Capt. . E. Rice says that claimant was brought to him in October, 1862, in a 
disabled condition from a fall from his horse; was disabled in left side and 
right elbow; supposed some ribs broken. 

Gin ciclacerananbested by the Pension Office for the reason that “no disability 
toa Soom injary So.gun.ene aboaiter 20 evigen sien Sate 
of d .” The claimant states that the reason he could not furnish further 
evidence in regard to his wounds is because he can not find anybody else to 

rove it by, and that Dr. John Fleming, the surgeon of regiment, says he 
Ce lost his records from a fire during the war and can not state anything definite 
in rd to his disabilities. The claimant is now unable to do any labor, has a 
family, and can do no work to support them. He has been an inmate of the 

in Bath County, Kentucky, for several years. 


healthy hen he en- 

a bill which I wish to call up, butat present it is not at my desk. Re <n poy tay at when aan eek, onal 
The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the gentleman’s name | is now-a ph wreck. 

will be passed, with leave to return to it when he gets the bill. ‘This is 6 meritorious enne, and your comentites mnie Chin foversbio repert and 


reeommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ISAAC N. HAWKINS. 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri, called up the bill (S. 3221) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac N. Hawkins. 
The bill is as follows: 


There was no objection. 


EMILY ROMINE. 


Mr. STRUBLE called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10289) 
granting a pension to Miss Emily Romine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place = pension-rolls the name of Miss Eanily 
Romine, helpless daughter of William Romine, of Company C, Thirteenth Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry, who died in the service of the United States, and 
that she be paid a pension of $18 per month during life. 


The report (by Mr. HunTER) was read, as follows: 


Bett etc, Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll ean enerens see 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isane N. Hawkins, late a captain in 
the Seventy-third ment Volunteers, at the rate of $45 a month. 


The claimant ts the poor, helpless a =e, Yates P. punine, whe was The report (by Mr. acne was read, es sn 
a private in Co ny O, Thirteen entuc’ olunteer In‘ m Octo- The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted, an passage 
ber 12, 1861, and Ried in service, from typhoid fever, on the 20th of Marels, 1862. | of the bill is recommended. ; 


The mother of the claimant died in the year 1852, 


The claimant was born August 10, 1851, and was a pensioner from the date of 
her father's death until she reached the of 


sixteen years. 

The testinzsony before your committee, in the nature of affidavits and a pe- 
tition numerousiy aoa by residents of Somes Ky; show that the 
claimant is clmost poe, See aes pounds, and is unable to 
form any labor of any kind. is dependent upon the charity of neigh 


ns friends, and a brother-in-law who has contributed to her support is now in- 
solvent. 


There are precedents in support of pensioning helpless children of deceased 
voldiers, and your committee reports the bill back to the House with the recom- 
moeondation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendtion that it do pass. 
GEORGE W. FOGLE. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR called up the bill (8. 2833) granting a 
pension to George W. Fogle. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ect to the 


SENATE REPORT, 


The claimant enlisted as a private in October, 1861, and was discharged May 
bb, Seth au anteuab el Guamdeeunsitedtn estan, He is now receiving a pen- 
sion of $36 a month by special act passed in the Forty-ninth Congress, and asks 
that that pension be increased. 

wae following extracts describe the wounds for which claimant is receiving 

nsion : 
ve wen chet on three different occasions. Besoveting: sufficiently from his 

j i his last and most ter- 
Ble wanes A musket ball entered his right shoulder and passed down into 


though he had it n 
a Medical and S of the War ofthe Rebellion, . Vol, II, 
>: aeee lak Licclonmat Ha of ce ecind Oto 


523 1 Seven as fol- 
Rae: Wounded at Bull Ran, A 30, arm; at Lookout Valley, 
kle; in shoulder. 


his 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Fogle, Company G, | wou some time after he returned to his ‘ 

Sixty-second Ohio Volunteer Infantry. n, on October 29, 1863, at Lookout Valley, he was wounded iff the left 

The report (by Mr. Tmompson, of Ohio), was read, as follows: RN ee eee ee a ee ee 

Seer etes) ant enke past tase Gap raed 8 Gn Genens Garey The iatuant heventiwed ever Glass to Sadhen eetete at, Caving Sutet 

Pensions, onan the passage of the bill. law, he was compelled to abandon his profession, and having several 
The Senate repo: as follows: 


{Senate Report No. 1065, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on Pensioas, to whom was referred the bill granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Fogle, have examined the same, and 2 

The applicant was a private in Company G, Sixty-second Ohio Volunteers. 

He enlisted October 7, and was discharged June 1, 1863. Shortly after en- 

service he was taken sick from exposure ard was sent to the hospital, 

a doclaration 


rejected 
of insufficient eoliines to show origin of disease in the service. 
is a and completely broken in health, and although unable to 
evic moan ta coaasens ty Che Rapestnans, Se special examiners in their re- 
port give it as their opinion that case is 


meritorious. 
After a careful review of the evidence the committee feels justified in recom- 
mending the passage of the bill. 


The bili was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


The bill is as follows: 
mendation that it do pass. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aw 





___ —_ 


_ tober 26, he 


: Byes A was to support, du her lifetime, the Charlotte Ayres. 
said in Ayres moved to 
mother a home, and 
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thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su to the provisions and 
limitations of the laws, the name of Squire W: , father of George W. 

deceased, of Company H, Second Regiment of West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Toompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


- granting a pension to Squire Walter, having considered the same, report 
as tollows: 


The applicant, Squire Walter, is now nearly seventy-five years of On Oc- 
filed an application as parent of Geo 


enrolled on the 2ist day of August, 1861, at Augusta, Me,, and died in regi. 
mental hospital, Camp Griffin, January 15, 1362. 

“The claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the father 
was not dependent on his son at the time of his enlistment. 

“A number of witnesses testify to the son’s assistance in supporting the fam. 
ily up to the time of his enlistment. On this point Benjamin F. Teague testifies 
that knew the soldier before his enlistment; that in the spring of 1860, sol- 
dier’s father left home and went to New York to sell fruit-trees; that the soldier 
remained at home and took care of the farm and the family ; that he did so up 
to his enlistment; that at this time the claimant was involved in debt, that the 
farm and personal y, except what was exempt, were sold to pay his in- 
debtedness; that affiant was an officer and attached some of the property ; that 
the soldier was the only son upon whom the family depended. 

“Thomas G. Bendin lived in same school district with claimant eight years 

rior to son’s enlistment; knows that soldier contributed to support of family, 
‘or the reason that he paid affiant for supplies. 

“Solon Chase swears that he knew the soldier from his boyhood; that he 
worked for affiant, and his wages were paid to his father; that he contributed 
in various ways to his father’s oom. 

“There is other and ample evidence to show that the son, prior to enlistment, 


a 


was his father’s main su rt. 

is also eevee that Squire Walter has had piles ever since 1861; that since then | ‘Philip Bradford testifies that he has known claimant for forty years; that 
he has disabled fully one-half for the performance of manuai labor, and | in 1861-’62 he was oneof the selectmen and assessors of the town of Turner; that 
that he We en Cente th upon his son during his lifetime for support. | claimant's income from the land owned by him would not exceed $50 per annum, 
Four of his rye henge fe eg te oly his | His opinion is based upon knowledge ed as assessor and neighbor. 

debts, and that eo ess, and living have kept him tisin| “About the time of the son’s enlistment it aqpeare that the claimant was em- 
testimony that two of men loaned him $275, without note or other evi- | ployed to sell fruit trees, from which he says made enough to live on; but 
dence of indebtedness, to help him buy a small tract of land, and not until | since his marriage, January 1, 1867, he has been supported by his wife. In 1862 
some years after did — note or security, and then did it for fear of other | his leg was broken, and since that time he bas been lame, and, to some extent, 
creditors; that it took several years to reduce this small debt to $200 and | disqualified for active eccupation. His first wife died in 1863. His son, the 
pay the and then some one else aided him in up that 


soldier, died in 1862; his son John died in 1863, and his daughter, a child of two 
years old, died in 1863, The history of the case shows that the claimant was 
continuously in debt and embarrassed; that he had numerous afflictions, and 
extraordinary expenses, incident to sickness and funeral expenses; that what- 
ever property he had was incumbered beyond its value; that he became in- 
solvent. His second wife had property in her own name, over which he hed 
no control, and which explains saying that she for a time supported him, 

“The Pension Office charges him with the admission that he was physically 
sound at the time his son enlisted. In a letter in the hands of the committee 
he ss that statement by saying that his appetite and digestion were good, 
but he walked with a cane—sometimes with two—for support. In a letter ad- 
dressed to the Commissioner of Pensions he says, after two years’ sickness, 
from 1868 to 1869. he found his indebtedness was more than he could pay. He 
mortgaged his little farm for $500, what he paid for it. He had ten small chil- 
dren, except one grown up and away from home, and his soldier son, who as- 
sisted in supporting the family. In 1860 he was advised by physicians to 
give up manuallabor. In consequence of his poor health Mr. Kelley, of Roches- 
ter, N. Y., offered him employment, and to give him all hecouldearn. Hesent 
home his earnings, which, with his son's bounty money, supported the family. 
In 1862 his property was all sold underattachments. Then followed the break- 
ing of hisleg. His family was broken up. He says he is a dependent father 
to-day; no means of support, and seventy-three years old. 

“The postmaster at Canaan, Conn., whose name does not appear, writes a 
‘confidential’ letter to the Pension Office, in which he says: 

“*In 1869 D. A. Ricker was keeping the Stevens House at Canaan, Conn., and 
continued to do so until 1880. e Stevens House was a good country hotel, 
worth at one time $15,000, but was sold a year and a half ago by claimant for 
about $9,000. The real estate was in the name of his wife, as well as the per- 
sonal property. Claimant had nothing in his own name. 

“ This statement is not sworn to, and there is no reason why it should not be 
in the form of competent testimony if it is true. There are witnesses whose 
testimony under oath isin direct variance with this statement; and from which 
ita’ he was at work on his farm, was agent for a Rochester nursery, and 
adap paumenent abiding place during all the eleven years this confidential 
letter says he was keeping a hotel. 

“The evidence shows that he was dependent upon his son at the time of en- 
listment and death. The inference’ is that he married a wife who had some 
property in her own name, which she controlled; that he was in continual pov: 
erty and distress; that that is his condition now.” 

Your committee report the bill back favorably and recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHRISTIAN SANDERS. 


Mr. WALKER called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11177) 
granting a pension to Christian Sanders. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Christian Sanders, late a pri- 
vate of Company D, Seventy-ninth ment Enrolled Missouri Militia, sub. 
ject to the limitations and regulations of the pension laws. 


The report by (Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11177) granting a pension to Christian Sanders, have considered the same, and 
now report: 

Christian Sanders was mustered in as captain of Company D, Seventy-ninth 
Regiment Enrolled Missouri Volunteers. In October, 1864, he with his com- 
pany reported to the constituted authorities at Cape Girardeau, Mo., and re- 
mained there until about November 5, 1864. 

In his application he alleges that whilestationed at said place, in the discharge 
of his duty, on or about Octuber 4, 1864, without any fault or negligence on his 
part, he incurred the following disabilities: 

“Injury to the right side of his face and head and right ear, causing severe 
continuous pains in his head in the on of his eyes and injury to the hearing 
of his right ear, caused by the side of his head being forced in contact with a 
wet tent cloth while asleep, the tent being much crowded; that a frost oceurred 
—— night, and the cold and dampness then existing injured him as 
stated, 

The physician who treated him at the time and for some time after is dead. 

He alleges that he was disabled at the time and was reported by the orderly 
sergeant as unfit for duty. Samuel J. Leasly,a member of claimant’scom y, 
corroborates the claimant’s statements. It isalso corroborated by Joseph Chand- 
ler and others who were members of said organization and by physicians and 
others since the alleged incurrence of said disabilities, and that the same have 
contirued up to the present time. 

The committee, being satisfied that the injuries alleged were received by the 
soldier while in the service and line of duty, report the bill with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


aT 
i 
i 


was in the exercise of a pri and notin performance of duty 
he was amusing if and while bathing took 

his own risk and was not in the line of duty when drowned, as it is not shown 
But bathing with the knowledge and consent 
of his officers. It has heretofore been held the Attorney-General and not 


or 
“To determine the right of pension the question is not whether when the 
cause of disability or death occurred the party was on duty or not, in active serv- 
ice or on furlough, or on leave, in arrest or not, but whether in any of the 

ible conditions of service the cause of disability or death was sapetiovens 
q , dependent on, or connected with acts within, or acts without line of 
duty.’ Se. Ate, Gen., 150.) 

's captain states that the man was bathing with ission and 
ee hor ee ne ee December 13, 1887, the case 
was submitted by the examiner for n, but was rejected by the Pension 
uary 


1888. 
There is some evidence showing that claimant had property subject to taxa- 
n, but it is abundantly proven he could not debts, that he had no 


e from any source, and was indebted to those w ve him employment. 
po the whole case we feel warranted in moasntmpendices the nomena of the 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLOTTE AYRES. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, called up the bill (H. R. 11316) granting 
a pension to Charlotte Ayres. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place upon the pension-roll, at the rate of $25 per month, the name 


of Charlotte Ayres, the dependent mother of Benjamin Ayres, a private soldie 
of Company I, Fifth Regiment Kansas Cavalry. e ” 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 

® Charlotte Ayres, the claimant under this bill, is the aged motherof Benjamin 
who was enrolled as a soldier on the Ist day of October, 1861, in Company 
I, Fifth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and died of disease in the regi- 

mental hospital near Little Rock, Ark., Se ber 13, 1863. 
the husband of the said Ayres, and father of the said 
Ayres, died near Hicksville, Ohio, in 1852, and on hisdeath-bed gave 
his estate to the said Benjamin Ayres, with the understanding that he, the said 
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in 1860 to secure for‘himself and 

a soon thereafter enlisted as a soldier and lost all his prop- 

; that the said Charlotte A has been, since the death of the said Benja- 

min Ayres, wholly destitute means of support and Sean, and is now, 

in her old , entirely destitute and helpless, and that she has lied for a 
pension ber claim has been rejected on the 


the ground that 
widow. The widow drew a pension during her widowhood, but she has since 
——_ and no one is now drawing a pension on account of the death of 
r 


Your committee aha recommend the passage of the billl, with an 
amendment out “at rate of $25 per month” and inserting ‘ sub- 


ject to provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to; 
and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the reommendation that it do pass. 

DANVILLE A. RICKER. 

Mr. VANCE called up for consideration the bill (S. 2646) granting 
a pension to Danville A. Ricker. 

The bill is as follows: 

eek iatnie ae Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, subject rovisions 
limitations of the laws, the name of Danville A; Ricker fatheref ean 
G. Ricker, late private in Company K, Seventh Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2646) 


ting a pension to Danville A. Ricker, having considered the same, 
ep Seatings the eagued atte Seante estanaliiee astaewe, wine nob ak 


"This is a bill to pension Danville A. Ricker, father of Henry G. Ricker, late 
® private in Company K, Seventh Regiment Maine Volunteers. The on was 


a 
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i 


956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





ELIZABETH HARPER. 


Mr. WASHINGTON ¢alled up the bill (H. R. 11089) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Harper. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required io place on the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Har- 
per, widow of William 8S. Harper, late a private in Company G, One hundred 
and twenty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, subject to the limitations and pro- 
visions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11089) granting a pension to Elizabeth H: r, submit the following report: 

In this claim of Elizabeth M. Harper, widow of W. 8. H r, late of pany 
G, One hundred and tw ity-third ent Pennsylvania olunteers, the Pen- 
sion Bureau rejected it on the ground that the death cause, of lungs, was 
not accepted ag due to the service. The facts are as follows: 

W. 8. Harper enlisted August 7, 1862, for nine months, and was di 
with his company May 13, 1863. He was wounded in the left shoulder about 2 
inches below the collar-bone, at the battle of Fredericksburgh, Va.,; December 13, 
1862, and was absent the rest of that month and January and February follow- 
ing. On April 27, 1863, on the march to Chancellorsville, he gave out, was sent 
to division hospital, Third Division, Fifth Corps, by Assistant Surgeon Stewart, 
and was never able to return to his regiment. 

In evidence taken by the Pension Department many witnesses to hav- 
ing seen the scar from the bullet-wound on the left breast. Several of his sol- 
dier comrades testify to having seen him at the time he was shot; others saw 
hie wound while he was in the hospital, and many witnesses who knew him 
and worked with him from 1864 until his death, which occurred May 7, 1874, 
from hemorrhage of the lungs, testify that he never recovered; that he had fre- 
quent hemorrhages of the lungs from the close of the war until he gradually 
wasted away and died as stated. 

Dr. Gecrge P, Henry states that he knew the soldier, W. S. Harper, since 1868, 
when he began to treat him for Jung trouble, which patient claimed was due to 
the wound; oa examination found partial solidification of one lung; was 
troubled with hemorrhages, increasing in severity until he died, in 1874; sol- 
dier’s condition impressed deponent that the fatal disease was due to the 
wounds and exposure, or to want of attention, as the soldier had claimed. 

The following is the affidavit of Hugh Harper, father of the soldier: 


SraTe or PENNSYLVANIA, Allegheny County, ss: 


Iam the father of the late W. 8. Harper, who was a member of Company G. 
One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and who was the husband of Elizabeth M. Harper, of Nashville, Tenn. I am 
past eighty a of age, and have been a resident of Allegheny, Pa., since the 
year 1833. y ancestors lived to be very old. My wifedied ator near a critical 

eriod in a woman's life. I had four sons in the Union Army, John, William, 
Krobert, aot Joseph. They were all spared to get out, but not without wounds 
or injuries. 

* Robert lost an eye and drawsa pension. Joseph was wounded atthe battle 
of Williamsburgh, Va., and receives a pension. John was wounded and was 
troubled with catarrh after his return from the Army,and when it went to his 
wounded lung it caused con ion of the lungs, of which he died. William 8. 
was renamed | at the battle of Fredericksburgh, Va., and his health was never 
the same after his return from the Army. e was always a healthy child and 
a fine- looking young man when he enlisted in the United States Army to help 

ut down the rebellion. My oldest son, Thomas, is now sixty years of and 
to alarge family. I now have seven living children, three sons ant deer 
daughters. My youngest daughter isthe mother of four children. I have 
thirty-two grandchildren. There was no hereditary consumption in my fam 
Most of my children reside in Allegheny City, Pa., and those who do not 
in Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 


“HUGO HARPER. 


“Signed and sworn to on the 24th day of December, 1887, before L. Blattner, 
notary public, Allegheny, Pa.” 


The following is the affidavit of Lieut. Reuben Bartley, of the soldier's com- 
pany: 

“SravTEe or Inprana, County of Harrison, ss: 

‘In the claim of W. 8. Harper, a corporal ia Company G, One hundred and 
twenty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, I would state said W.S. Harper was 
wounded at Fredericksburgh, Va., December 13, 1862, and sent to hospital. I 
saw him leave the field soon after beingshot. Thenon the march to Chancellors- 
ville, Va., on April 27, 1863, he (Harper) gave out and was sent to division 
hospital (Third Division, Fifth Corps) by Assistant Surgeon Stewart, of our 


reyiment. This was the last time he wasonduty. The regiment was mustered 
ont on May 12, 1868, at Harriebure, Pa. 


‘I was intimately acquainted with said Harper forsome years after his return, 
and know he never regained his health. I know the facts stated from personal 
observation, having kept a diary and making entries daily of what transpired ; 
and further, Iam not related to said claimant and have no interest in this claim. 

“ REUBEN BARTLEY. 
‘* Late Second Lieutenant One Hundred and Twenty-Third 
“ Pennsylvania Voluntecr Infantry. 

* Signed and sworn to before James A. Barnes, notary public, Harrison County, 
Indiana, July 2, 1885.” 

ln view of these facts and after a careful examination of all the and 
proof on file, your committee conclude that the evidence warrants the belief 
that the soldier's death was the resultof his wound contracted in the line of duty 
at Fredericksburgh, Va., and therefore recommend that the bill do pass, 

During the reading of the foregoing 

Mr. KILGORE said: Mr. Chairman, I rise to make a parliamentary 
inquiry or two, 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HEARD). The gentleman will state his in- 


quiry. 

Mr. KILGORE. In the first place, I wish to say that there is a 
great deal of confusion in the Hall, and these reports are very enter- 
taining and we ought to be able to hear them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point made by the gentleman from Texas 
is well taken, and the Chair will endeavor to preserve order upon the 
fioor. 


Mr. KILGORE. Now another. The Clerk is reading a little too fast 


and I can handily keep u Laughter. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The an overrules the point of order. 
The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


_mendation that it do pass. 


JULIA M, EDIE. 


Mr. WHEELER called up for consideration the bill (8. 3325) grant- 
ing an increase of to Julia M. Edie. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the 
the Interior be, and he is , autho and 
sion-roll the name of Julia M. Edie, widow of the iate 
Edie, Ordnance Department, United States Arm: 


modore ©. 8, McCauley, United States Navy, at the rate 
of the pension which now receives. 


The report (by Mr. CorpMAN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred 


of this act the Secretasy of 


iter of the Com- 
per month, in lieu 


, and nd hereto the report of the 
Senate Committee on Pensi: gre 


ons giving reaso 
The beneficiary under the bill is the widow of a brilliant ordnance officer of 
the Army, and ter of a late distinguished commodore of the Navy. Bvt, 
Maj. John Rufus Kdie, who was graduated at West Point in June of , went 


directly into service, and won commendation at Bull Run in July; was assist- 
ant to chief of ordnance at 


Fredericksburgh, Chancellorsville, and Gettysbu 
and chief of ordnance through the campaign of the Wilderness. 
heavy responsibilities cast — the young officer were made more onerous be- 
cause he was then asufferer m malarial poison contracted theswamps 
of oe Seirenouay, on8 which eventually destroyed his health, mind, and 
life—he having died in the Government H tal for the Insane—leaving to his 
widow the care and support of the two ch n which were the fruit of their 


The widow is new reset the pension due to the rank of her deceased hus- 
band; but it is thought that, in tion of the exceptional 
formed by this husband, resul in an end so sad and tragical, 


per- 
accom 
with loss of fortune and with the also, of the and of her 
on protection 


t father, the Commodore McCaulcy, the country can not w its re- 
gard for the memory and services of both husband and father more 


ively span Oe eee make comfortable the life of the widow and her chil- 
ren. 


Among the testimonials placed before the committee in oes of the bill is 
one from Brigadier-General Benét, Chief of Ordnance, which is herewith given: 
“ OrpNaNncE Orrice, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
“Washington, July 11, 1 


“Srr: In connection with the bill for an increase of the pension of Mrs, Julia 
M. Edie, I have the honor to inclose an official copy of Dr. Nichols’ certificate of 


her husband’s death and of the cause of it. Major Edie was a young officer of 
ordnance of great promise, who during his short career had done most excel- 
lent and distinguished service, and whose untimely death was caused by malarial 
peiee contracted amid the swamps of the Chickahominy under General Mc- 


“His widow is justly entitled to this small increase of her pension proposed in 
_ ” vor onda or obedient servant 

ery y, your 0 ’ sn ©. br, 
“ Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance. 
“Hon. T. W. PALMER, 

“United States Senate. ” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, that bill was only read with an 
agreement that no objection would be made, provided it should be re- 
ported favorably to the House, the previous question ordered upon its 
passage, and that the bill should go over to a full House, with thirty 
minutes’ debate. The gentleman from Indiana, I understand, will 


object unless this t is concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. e bill will be with a favorable rece 
ommendation, and the gentlemen can the arrangements in the 
House. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I want the understanding to be distinct; because 
I do not desire to be compelled to keep in mind the particular number 


of each case. : 
TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair will then, that the bill be laid 
aside with the recommendation to the potent F sesuneaes go 


tion be considered as ordered on the third and passage 


bill, that thirty minutes be allowed for general nay Hy aie 
that the consideration of the bill be fixed at some time in future. 
When would the gentleman ? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. a full House. 


Mr. WHEELER. That is the 


Mr. CHEADLE. I do not care when the is fixed. The gen- 


The . Without objection this bill will be rted to, 
the Hoa, shen, with the recommendation stated, ad itconnderation 


be set for next immediately after the reading of the Journal. 
There was no ‘was so ; 
Mr. . Chairman, I understand the rule to be that: 

where a bill is called up in this manner and does not go , that 


the member has the t to call up another one. 


his opportunity. 
JAMES T. TEEPLE. 


for the valief of James reported gee ae Oomanitans 4 ie 
ames i. on 
sald Deamionn wilh ennansalietie 

The bill was read, as follows: ; 


Be i enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 


and ‘Bvt, Maj. John it. 
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rected and authorized to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James T. Teeple, late of Com- 
pany A, Seventh Michigan Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. Co1PMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
10025) for the relief of James T. Teeple, report: 

The claimant is now, and has been for popes toteBy biaed, He alleges sun- 
stroke as the primary cause. poe neat a7 we does brief is as follows: 

“Claimant was drafted rae - 864, and cateryee on November 30, 
1864. While in a skirmish on the Po River, V he had an attack of diz- 
zinessand blindness which he claims was sunstroke. His conditionthat day was 
observed by his a who hadhim goto therear. After this, in hot weather, 
he wes oubject to these attacks, and one day a few years after the war, while at 
work in a log roll-way, he was seized with one of these attacks and was unable 
to avoid a log which struck and rolled overhim. His head was severely hurt, 
and he became totally and permanently blind.” 

The Commissioner of Pensions rejects the claim on the ground that soldier 
prior to enlistment had been inj in a steam-boat explosion, claiming that 
as the primary cause of the loss of sight. 

The man was drafted, which is prima facie evidence that he was sound at that 
time. He claims that fatigue, ex re,and hard marching brought on this 
vertigo, during an attack of which, as above stated, he lost his sight. 

He is in needy circumstances, having been unable for many years to earn a 
living for himself and family, and is necessarily dependent on charity for sup- 
port. He is a county charge. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: Strike out the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws” and insert “ at the rate of $40 per month.” 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

MARY THOMPSON. 


Mr. YARDLEY called up the bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension 
to Thompson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place the name of Mary Thompson, widow of Cornelius Thompson, 
late a private in Company D, One hundred and ninety-second Regiment Ohio 


Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the rules and regulations of 
the pension laws, 


On motion of Mr. DUNHAM, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the report was dispensed with. 


The report (by Mr. YopER) is as follows: 


Cornelius Thompson, the husband of Mrs. Mary Thompson, enlisted in Com- 
pany D, One hundred and ninety-second regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on 
the 27th day of February, 1865, was discharged September 1, 1865, and died Au- 
gust 4, 1874. Mrs. Thompson filed her claim for pension, as the widow of the 

eceased soldier, September 15, 1875, on account of chronic rheumatism con- 
tracted by her husband, in the service and in line of duty, from the effects of 
which he died. Claim was rejected by the Pension Department for the reason 
that there was no positive medical evidence to prove that the immediate cause 
of death was traceable to his service in the Army. There is no evidence on 
file to prove the contrary, and yet there is no itive medical evidence that the 
feed cause of his death was chronic r eumatism. The evidence goes to 
show clearly that he was a sound, robust man when he entered the service. 
There isalso abundant evidence on file in the Pension Department to prove 
that he contracted chronic rheumatism while in service, from exposure and 
the hardships of the service. 

A number of his former employés, who are creditable witnesses, testify that he 
was a stout, healthy man and free from rheumatism when he entered the serv- 
ice, and thatafter his return home from the service he was suffering with chronic 
rheumatism and unable to perform manual labor. Mr. Louis Jennings testifies : 

“T was well uainted with above-named Cornelius Thompson a long time 
before he en the United States service, as he worked for mea great deal, 
and I know that he was a stout, healthy man, but after his return he was badly 
crippled up with rheumatism, of w: diseasefhe had no symptoms before he 
entered the service. I know the above to be true, as he wasa neighbor of mine 
and worked for me a great deal before he entered the service.” 

And many other creditable witnesses testify to the same effect. Noah Merica 


“I first became acquainted with the deceased during the fall of 1869; was ac- 
* quainted with him until his death, and know that during that time he was un- 
for manual labor, on account of rheumatism.” 


te — M. D., ie pal hag in —. 

“Twas uaint Cornelius Thompson three years before 
he the United ‘States service. Ties @, mea. of good heslth bnd of 
sound constitution. I was called to attend him immediately after his return 
from the Sacee, on ee om and his general health was bad, and he had a severe attack of 


Dr. T. McCullough testifies, 
wh 


5 


with to his last illness, that— 

“The claimant resided of the Varnene Sey pe part af the time 
with another, and that ent eens 0 houses, that he did at 
different times prescribe for Mr. Cornelius Thompson; that he has no doubt that 
he has bed for him; that when peered renee: a Seam, f pala 
at the time, does not usually keep account of prescriptions.” 

A number of his intimate tances and near relatives testify as to the 
cause of his death, and the continuous suffering from rheumatism from the time 
Oe eer ‘It appears that wher, he became unable to work that he lived 
among his ves, and that he was too poor to have a regular attending phy- 
SP ee aie ceiiaee oe eee Ere whe teat of the cance 

death. The ptoms from which was suffering as 
described, and the as given ‘ 


is di traceable to th 
disease he contracted in the service. Mrs. Thompson, the cla sant and widow 
now quite old and 


is feeble and t 
shoit Sams as she is confined ihe So helpless condition and without any 
means port whatever. Your committee 
meritorious , and therefore recommend the Seamune ofthe eed i 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES A. STOCKMAN. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, called up the bill (H. R. 10260) to place 


: 
| 
lt 
ze 
: 
r 


ae of Charles A. Stockman, of Dundee, Mich., on the pension- 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 








thorized and directed to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of Dundee, 
Mich., late a private of Company B, Fete = cag Michigan Infantry Volun- 


teers, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws. 


The report (by Mr. CoIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10260) to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of Dundee, Mich., on the pen- 
sion-roll, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to submit the 
following report: 

The claimant enlisted in Company B, Twentieth Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teers, July 23, 1862, and was mustered out June 12, 1865. 

He alleges that at the battle of Chickahominy, Va., he was wounded in head 
and taken prisoner. His claim has been rejected on the ground of the ineffi- 
ciency of the evidence in support of his allegations. 

The records of the War Department show that claimant was captured at the 
above-named place June 14, 1864, confined at Richmond, and from there sent to 
Andersonville; paroled at Charleston, 8. C., December 11, 1864; reported at 
Camp Parole, Md., December 16, 1864; furloughed December 26, 1864, for thirty 
days; returned January 30, 1865; sent to Camp Chase, Ohic, February 16, 1865; 
was again furloughed February 24, 1865, for thirty days; returned May 10, 1865, 
and was mustered out-as above stated. 

Claimant was on the skirmish line at the time he was wounded and captured. 
The only one with whom he was uainted and knew of the wound was one 
George Miller, who died at Annapolis, Md. 

Prescott M. Skinner, a reputable witness, who was orderly sergeant and aftere 
wards first lieutenant of the company, testifies that he was not present when 
claimant was wounded, but that he was reported wounded and a prisoner by a 
member of the company and regimentand was so reported on the muster-rolls. 
Affiant has no doubt that claimant was wounded at the time and place stated. 

Medicai examination shows that ball struck over lefttemporal ridge about 2} 
inches from orbit; scar about five-eighths inch in diameter; cicatrix quite ten- 
der; disability therefrom rated at three-fourth total. 

It is not strange under the circumstances that claimant is unable to furnish 
direct evidence of the receipt of the wound. He was, according to his own alle- 

ion, unconscious until he arrived at Richmond on the following day, where 

e got among strangers. He never returned to his command after he was re- 
leased. The only treatment received for the wound was at Pemberton Hospi- 
tal, Richmond, Va., but there appear no records of said hospital on file. 

Claimant is a credible person, and so is the witness, Skinner, who testifies to 
the general report in camp of the wounding of the former. 

Your committee are of opinion that the claimant is entitled to the benefit of 
this uncontroverted statement, and therefore report favorably on the accom- 
panying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS WYNNE. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, called up the bill (S. 3116) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Wynne. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Thomas Wynne, late a private of 
Company C, United States Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 a month, 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The committee recommended an amendment striking out the words 
‘* $50 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving’ and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ for the disabilities resulting from the 


gunshot wound of right leg and rheumatism, and for disabilities now 
found to exist.’’ 


On motion of Mr. GEST, the reading of the report (by Mr. SAWYER) 


was dispensed with, and it was ordered to be printed in the Recorp. 
It is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3116) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne, have examined the same, and re- 


ort: 

The petitioner, Thomas Wynne, is receiving a pension of $8 a month for a 
wound received at the battle of Bull Run, July 21,1861. He is now wholly and 
hopelessly disabled by rheumatism, believed to be the result of his service, but 
the Pension Office has decided that he is not entitled to increase; he therefore 
appeals to Congress for a rating corresponding with his helpless condition. His 
military history is shown by an abstract of the record of the Adjutant-General’s 
Office to be as follows: 

“Thomas Wynne was enlisted February 16, 1855, and assigned to Company 
C, United States Infantry. He was discharged February 1, 1860, by re-enlist- 
ment in the same company and regiment. He was wounded in the leg and 
taken prisoner in the battle of Bull Run, Va., July 21,1861. He was confined at 
Richmond, Va., until October, 1861, when sent to Columbia, 8S. C., where con- 
fined until May, 1862, when returned to Richmond, and there paroled in May, 
1862, — on the 25th of that month was ordered to be discharged on account of 
wounds. 

“He again enlisted in the general service in 1862 and was assigned to duty at 
headquarters of the Army, where he served until September 1, 1865, when trans- 
ferred to duty in the Adjutant-General’s Office. He was discharged as an en- 
listed man in the general service August 11, 1882, by reason of an appointment 
as an assistant messenger in the Adjutant-General’s Office. He was discharged 
from this position May 12, 1888, in consequence of being permanently disabled 
for the performance of any duty by reason of sickness—chronic rheumatism. 

‘The record of his several discharges as an enlisted man gives his character 
as excellent, and his whole service of thirty-three years in the Army and in this 
office shows him to have been faithful and conscientious in the discharge of his 
duty.” 

‘Assistant Inspector-General N. H. Davis, United States Army, certifies that 
Wynne was under his command, to his faithfulness and efficiency as a soldier, 
and to his having been wounded and taken prisoner at the battle of Bull Run, 

His good conduct as a soldier is certified to by Assistant Adjutant-General 
Kelton, Major-General Halleck, Maj. Robert N. Scott, and Assistant Adjutant- 
Generali Ruggles. 

Dr. Murphy, of Columbia Hospital, certifies that he is a cripple from chronie 
rheumatism, contracted, as he believes, during his imprisonment; that he is 
unable to perform any manual Jabor, and is a man deserving of every consider- 
ation. 

Dr. Sothron, of Washington, certifies, May 21, 1888: 

“IT have this day examined Thomas Wynne, and find that he has had a gun- 
shot injury of the middle third of right thigh, the cicatrices of entrance and exit 
well marked; and I further find that he is a confirmed invalid from chronic 
arthritic rheumatism, resulting in partial anchylosis of knee joints. In my 
opinion this disease is of very long standing, and no doubt brought on by ex- 
posure incident to the life of a soldier.” 
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Surgeon O' Reilley, United States Army, in a letter to Adjutant-General Drum, 
states that Wynne was treated by the ntedical department between the years 
1868 and 1882 for rheumatism and other ailments, 

Surceou-General Moore, United States Army, in a letter to General Drum, after 
desoribing chronic arthritic rheumatism, says: 

‘As Wynne’s record and habite from the time of his discharge in 1862 are 
vouched for as good, I have no difficulty in accepting the opinion of the medical 
men who have certified in his case that his disease, which became manifest in 
1869 or 1870, must be attributed to exposure during his previous service.” 

The claimant, dvring a part of his imprisonment, after he was wounded and 
captured, was confined in the jail at Columbia, S. C., and compelled to sleep on 
the floor of stone flagging, without blankets or fire. 

The committee are not only of the opinion that his present allowance of $8 
for his wound is inadequate, but that he is entitled to pension at the full rating 
for total disability. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 








SETH F. MYERS. 

Mr. ATKINSON called up the bill (8. 2595) to increase the pension 
of Seth F. Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized ond dintsted to inasnnps So pangien of Seth, ¥. Mam. lets snagesn 
qubjest to the geoyidlens antl Henlindionh at the pansion lawe. 

The report (by Mr. LyNcH) was read, as follows: 


She Geng on Raped Beaionn, to wheme encores Oe te 
increase the pension of Seth F. Myers, have had the same under 
and leave to report: 


The was a surgeon in the rs of Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry in the war of 1861. He was May, 1865, upon sur- 
certificate of disabilit chronic diarrhea, induced in 














FANNY A. BOYD. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, called up the bill (H. R. 9963) to in- 

crease the pension of Mrs. Fannie A. Boyd. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that this bill has already 


The sworn medical and lay y, in reference to his condition in the 
passed both Houses and is in the hands of the President. [Laughter. ] youss 1004, 1005, and 1588, chows shat ho wae dusting oli these mand hed 


CAPT. MICHAEL PIGGOTT. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Then I withdraw that, and call up 
House bill No. 7633, granting a pension to Capt. Michael Piggott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, to the isions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael , of Quincy, T1., 
late captain of Company F, Sixty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and pay, 
him a pension at the rate of 5 a month in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


ae) monatinere poauton te Onge taehenl Piggott, cuneen eewten teins 
7633) granting a pension to Capt. report: 

This soldier enlisted on the 11th day of September, 1861. On a ob day of 
March, 1862, he was made captain of F, Fourteenth of Mis- 
souri Volunteer Infantry, afterward Company F, Sixt: ent Illinois 
Volunteers, and was honorably discharged on the day of January, 1865. 
On the léth day of May, 1864, soldier received a wound in right ankle from 
musket-shot, which caused amputation just below the knee. This soldier isnow 
drawing a pension for amputation of leg just belowthe knee. His application 
for increase under act of August 4, 1886, was rejected, the Department saying 
that- 

*‘ Inability to use an artificial limb does not entitle one to a higher rating ex- 
“- when amputation is above knee or elbow.” 

he report of the examining surgeons who examined Captain Piggot has the 
foliowing statement: 

“The right leg is amputated 2 inches below the knee, lea just 2 inches or 
the tibia. The covering over end of bone is quite thin, nents tover en- 
tire surface, andapparently very tender. He so adjusts the Bly limb, which he 
uses, that the entire w t is borne on the knee just at the lower border of the 
potella, where a large callus exists. He states that he can not bear any weight 
on the stump below the knee because of the pain induced thereby. The mus- 
cles of the thigh are much atrophied. The thigh just above the knee measures 
4 tuche< less t at the upper part, 5 inches less than — 
— thigh. We believe the disability to be equal to amputation at knee- 
joint.”’ 

This report is signed by all three of the examining su ns. ‘The commit- 
tee, therefore, from a consideration of the evidence in this case, arrive at the 
conciusion that the disability of the soldier is ans wy to amputation at the knee- 
joint, and that this pension should be increased, and therefore the committee 
recommend that said bill be amended ls out the words “forty-five,”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “thirty-six,” and that the bill when so 
amended do pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to; and 


the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


way, the skin and shriveled, the joints of toes distorted, both 
joints iaeed ae rmauscles of the third and fourth fingers are atrophied to the 
wrist, and there are other toms of chronic rheumatism. 

When the diarrhea relaxes rheumatism is increased, and there seems to 
be an intermittent contest between the two complaints—when one abates the 
other comes on with increased severity. He is described by the coomieing 
surgeon, Banks, May 23, 1866, as a man “totally disabled for work, though 
always uiring the attendance of a third a 

Wedel: tine tee dhesnana.te this case closely related to each other, and the 
saat tealiaee ot We pontian te Gaenteal GP gar month, enabouhied tor 

an on month, as ‘or 
in the bill, the passage — is recommended. ~ 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THIRZA 8S. JENNER. 


Mr, BAKER, of New York, called up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 12039) granting a pension to Thirza 5. Jenner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
ke ee ee the name of Thirza 8S. Jenner, the insane 
mother of Henry Jenner, late private Company C, Twenty-second Reg- 
Sees rend nena amen etse ta 

benefit of said Thirea’ and in case of his death to her legally consti- 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

granti penal othe so x submit the folle = . 
nsion to rza S. Jenner, su’ e Ww. 2 

The deuess ta this case is the mother of Charles H. Jenner, who died of 
6m. x while in the military service of the United States. The evidence 
nmi shows that the parents are now without means of support and the mother 
isinsane. The invariable rule of Congress has been to grant relief in caseslike 
ee ee er ete a ane ee 
pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ERASMUS W. JONES. 


Mr. BELDEN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11459) 
granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jones. 


ELLEN SMITH The bill was read, as follows: 
i : ‘ ‘ Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
Mr. ARNOLD called up Senate bill 2705, granting a pension to Ellen | rected to place pension-roll, subject provisions and 
Smith. of te pansion lowe, the name of Hensmun W. Sones, into chagiain of the 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of th, James 
Smith, late a private in Company O, Eighty-eighth Regiment of New York Vol- 
unteers, 


Invalid whom 
11459) granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jones, submit the following favorable 


was of Twenty-first Regiment United States Colored 

The report (by Mr, SpoonER) was read, as follows: file epplication comp sapeeetay tbe Benaien because claimant's 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the oO See to farnish the required evidence his own. In his appli- 
granting a pension to Elien Smith, adopt the Senate report hereto attached, cation claimant deafness, resulting malarial fever con- 
recommend the passage of the bill. tracted at Head. 5. C., im September, 1865, and rheumatism. He was 


SENATE BEPORT. 

The a is the widow of James Smith, late a private in Com Cc, 
Fighty-e New York Volunteers. The soldier was severely sountok in 
the left thigh and head, in the service, for which he was pensioned September 
4, 1867. ns ore ee the evidence thai he never aes 
his limbs, tbe injuries to his head produced mental 

On the 2th of March, Sele eee eee oe 


a 
‘ g 
BE 
i 
z 
y 
i 
i 
it 


Ss Seen 0 eae tn he See aes am nt eee ee 
tucket, R. I., m company with two other men, a railroad cross- | evidence than his own of its érigin. He not have medical treatment there- 
ing asa train was coming, His com: easily got out of the of the | forforsometimeafter or 
train and sup) that he would do the same, but owing to his condi- | treatment of the ear a , and who has treated Jones, says in an affi- 


tion and his hot Sey Se ee 

Ths elites’. ules re pension war spies ground that her hus- 
band’s death was in no way the result of military service. 

The evidence clearly proves that the man’s death was due to his infirmity 


d it aiso clearl that his i due to hie military service, i | ortne. . snd Bena tates Gomamtamagter tan, 0: i, Pesnee, i 
@no it aso ole 4 was i. o 
for this reason the committee feel - in recommending the passage “the Seems carats One oe 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ee 
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Your committee think the claim has merit, and recommend that the bill do 
pase, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


HENRY B. DAVIDSON. 


Mr. DOCKERY (when Mr. Biaes’s name was called). I ask unani- 
mous consent to present for consideration for Mr. Bias the bill (H. R. 
11751) to remove the political disabilities of Henry B. Davidson. As 
the House knows, Mr. Biaas is a very old and feeble man, and not able 
to attend these night sessions. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

. vidson, of 

BO ene on, Dao pean eee wae Teay E. De Ae 
of the United States be, and the same are hereby, 

The report (by Mr. CULBERSON) was read, as follows: 
Representatives No. Lit, “io remove the political disabilities of Henry 3. 
Davidson,” beg leave to report the same to House with the reeommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Tmeteets (when Mr. BINGHAM’s name was 


reached). My colleague, Mr. Buy is necessarily absent to-night 
eries of ** order!’’], and is very anxious that I 
call up a bill for him. [Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’] 
The C. . The regular order 


JENNIE HARRIS. 

ee the bill (H. R. 7858) 
granting a pension to Jennie H. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
ete., That the Secretary of the 


Beit hereby is, au- 
thorized and to place upon the oa of the United States the 
name of Jennie of Company D 
BHightieth Regiment IMlinois Volunteer Infantry, war of now deceased, an 
See eer re the passage 
oO 

The report (by Mr. YopER) was read, as follows: 

in this bill, is the ter of John B 


eee ee magunet am extent. 
the : 


His widow was to support herself child Jennie by working 

SS the day and week as she couid obtain, assisted only by 

a oe ene ee wi. In 1864 the child Jennie was, upon 
e 


Mrs. Harris, now Mrs. , drew a pension from the date of the death of 
© the date of her remarriage, which was continued to 
ved at the age of sixteen years, when it ceased under the 


The committee feel that this is one of the cases aie egpent waa steonghy 
to the sense of liberality of Congress as well as to a sense of what Sopeatty ue 


from the people of this nation to the helpless orphan of a faithful soldier who 
died at his post. We therefore recom of the bill, with the fol- 


mend the 
lowingamendment; In line 9, strike out “twenty-five” and insert “ eighteen.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to; and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
CLARA M. OWEN. 


Mr. BOUTELLE called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11052) 
a pension to Clara M. Owen. 


F 
; 
: 


d 


The was read, as follows: 
Beit eic., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
auth: directed to place upon pension-roll, a the provisions 


orized 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Owen, widow of 
iiliam H.. Owen, late of Company B, Twentieth Maine Volunteers. = 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: ; 
Clara M. Owen is the widow of William H. Owen, who served as private of 


= 


Com B, Twentieth Regiment Maine Volunteers, from A til 
July . Her claim for bas been on en ercana that his 
death by drowning, August 31, 1884, is not shown to be chargeable to his mili- 


considered the bill of the House of | 


everything seemed to indicate that he had fallen dead. The depth of the water 
where he was found is given by some as 5, by another witness at 8 feet. His 
last footprints were very near the body. : 

Dr, Hannibal Hamlin, who was acquainted with the soldier from his dis- 
charge to death, testifies that he saw the body recovered from the water; there 
signs of death from suffocation or drowning; lungs were not filled 
with water, nor was the face livid or purple Saene, a. 
opinion death was not produced by drowning . 
paralysis of the heart's action. 


In affiant’s 
buat by a sudden 


Dr. Louis ©. Ford is of like opinion. 
The medical referee holds that the claim ean not be medically established be- 
cause no mortem examination was 


held. 

From the history of the ease it does not appear that soldier incurred any risk 
or that he did not use the care and caution which ord prudence wou 
dictate should be exercised by one ina disabledcondition. He was accustomed 
te take his baths at the same spot for years, was well acquainted with ail the 
surroundings, and met his death ata season of the year when the water was best 
adapted for bathing purposes. The opinion of the physician who saw the bod 
taken from the water shortly after death, taken in connection with the medica 
history of the case, leaves little doubt as to the immediate cause thereof. Three 
years’ faithful service, and years of sufferings from disability contiacted therein, 
should, however, be sufficient justification to solve any remaining doubtin favor 
of this poor widow. 

The committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MES. MARIA C. M’PHERSON. 


Mr. BREWER called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 10523) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C. McPherson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Mrs, Maria O. McPaerscn, widow 


- a McPherson, a corporal of Company C, Twenty-fourth Michigan 
ofantry. 


The report. (by Mr. CarpMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions,to whom was referred tho bill (H. R. 
— granting a to Mrs, Maria C. McPherson, submit the following re- 


port: 
Maria ©. McPherson is the widow of Daniel McPherson, late corporal of Com- 
pany C,Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted 
in 1861, served until and was wounded at the battle of Gettysburgh, July 1, 1863, 
in the shoulder, dislocating the head of the right humerus, and in the second 
finger of the right hand, necessitating an amputation. 

After he bad grown somewhat better of his wounds he was transferred to the 
Veteran Reserve Co from which he was disebarged October 31, 1864, on ac- 
count of disability ing from said wounds, as will be observed, over a year 
after he received them. Al! this appears by the records of the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office. He never applied fora pension, not being, during his life, in need of 
it. Hedied on the 16th of April, A. D. 1880, and on the 6th of June, 1881, his 
widow applied to the Pension Office to be put on the pension-rolls, Her claim 
was rejected on the ground that the origin of the disease of which he died was 
not legally established, 

The testimony in the case 


‘ven by persons of high respectability, who knew 
him from his boyhood until 


is death, shows strongly that he entered theserv- 
ice a robust, healthy young man, and came out of it physically broken 
down prematurely old. As did not improve enough in health during 
the months after receiving his wounds until his final discharge to be 
fit even for duty in the Veteran Reserve Corps, or during the remainder of his 
a = ~ an invalid and fell into a decline, which resulted in lung disease, 
an ed, 

How much testimony is needed to connect his death with his wounds; how 
much to prove that a robust man, who is perfectly nae to the time of re- 
ceiving severe wounds and is never healthy afterwards, by reason of the 
wounds, may be so nice a question as to be beyond practical solution, but or- 
dinary sense would connect the wounds with the ill health, and the il) heaith 
in its different phases with the death. At any rate thereseems to be doubt, and 
if there is this great Government ought not to split hairs with the widow of a 
— who served years during the war, and who gave his youth and health to 

country. 
We recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, called up for consideration the bill (S, 
2091) granting a pension to Frances H. Plummer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!l, subject to the limitations 
and of the pension la the name of Frances H. Plummer, widow 
of Gen. Joseph B. Plummer, United States Army, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $100 a month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. FRENcH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. 2091) 
granting a pension to Frances H. Plummer, have had the same under consider- 
ation, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Mrs. Frances H. Plummer is now on the pension-rolls, under special act of 
Congress oa March 3, 1863, at the rate of $50 per month, as the widow of 
the late Brig. Gen. Joseph B. Plummer. 

The records of the War Department show the following facts concerning Gen- 
eral Plommer’s services: Graduated from West Point July 1, 1841, and ap- 
pointed second lieutenant ; promoted to first lieutenant March 15, 1848; to cap- 
tain May 1, 1852, and major Highth United States Infantry, April 25, 1862. Served 
in the war with Mexico at Vera Cruz and city of Mexico; subsequently in Texas 
and the Indian Territory, where he was stationed at the breaking out of the late 
war, in command of Fort Cobb. While most of the United States troops in that 
section of the country either surrendered or were captured, Captain Plummer, 
after a long and tedious march, during which the troops were on short rations, 
suceeeded in bringing his men safely into Missouri. where he arrived. at that erit- 
ical moment which, for a time at least, gave the Confederate fore-s control of 
the southern and western part of that State. . 

Captain Plummer participated in the battle of Wilson’s Creek, Missouri, Au- 
gust 10, 1861, in which General Lyon was killed and the Union forces, after a 

sperate fight against superior numbers, were finally compelled to retreat, 
Captain Plummer, while leading the regulars toa final charge, received a se- 
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rious wound in hip from a la minie-ball, which was never removed. He 
continued the fight until he fell from exhaustion. On September 25, 1861, he 
was mustered in as colonel of the Eleventh Missouri Volunteers, and on Octo- 
ber 22, 1861, he was promoted to brigadier-general. Heserved with his t 
in Missouri until March 1, 1862, peng ooaaes with the enemy at - 
town; commanded the post of Cape Girardeau until he joined General Pope’s 
expedition against New Madrid and Isiand No. 10. General Rosecrans, in gen- 
eral orders announcing General Plummer’s death, says: 

“Ay New Madrid by General Pope’s order. - i mary circuitous march, he 
(Plummer) seized Point Pleasant, and by skillfully placing his men in rifle-pits 
and covering his batteries successfully held it nst numerous furious assaults 
of the rebel gunboats, thus cutting off all supplies by transport to Island No. 10. 
After taking partin all the toils and privations of thisarmy,which were crowned 
by the capture of Island 10, and the forces under MacKall, he commanded his 
brigade during the advance on Corinth and one of the divisions of the left win 
during the 35 miles’ pursuit of the rebels after the evacuation. Brave, honest 
true, and experienced, the country, as well as his companions in arms, will 
mourn his loss.”’ 

General Plummer died suddenly on the 9th of August, 1862, at Corinth, Miss. 
of congestion of the brain, unquestionably brought on from overexertion an 
anxiety for the successful termination of the then pending conflict. 

General Pope, in a recent letter filed with this committee, says: 

* * * “Tn all these operations he [Poncess Pluramer) rendered most dis- 
tinguished services, and was remarkable for intrepid conduct and most excel- 
tent miNtary judgment. * * * He died in the field from diseases con’ 
during the fatigues and exposures of active campaign. . I knowno officer of the 
Army of his grade who das rendered more valuable and distinguished services 
to his country or who is better entitled to the most favorable consideration of 
his Government,”’ 

Major-General Schofield, in a letter addressed to this committee, and who 
was personally associated and acquainted with General Plummer, speaksin the 
highest terms of the latter’s ability and devotion to the Union cause and his 
zealous discharge of every duty. 

Mrs. Plummer is dependent upon the pension now received, not only for her 
own support, but for the maintenance of a daughter, who isagreat sufferer from 
&® nervous ailment which prevents her from making any exertions toward her 


support, 

me of the gallant services of the deceased officer and the dependentcon- 
dition of his surviving family, your committee are of opinion that the relief 
asked for should be granted, and therefore report favorably on the bill and ask 
that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out the words “‘one hundred,” 
in line 6, and insert therein instead the words “ seventy-five.” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, ifthe House will — 
me just one minute I will state the facts regarding this case. 
Senate unanimously allowed this widow $100 per month. The House 
committee struck out $100 and inserted $75. Opposition will be made 
to the passage of the bill, and I ask that the Committee of the Whole 


. adopt the amendment and order the bili to be reported favorably to the 


House; that when in the House the record shall show the previous 
question was ordered, and the bill then go over to be voted on in the 
regular way in a full House. 


Mr, CHEADLE, And that there be thirty minutes allowed for de- 
bate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that the 
amendment be adopted, the bill reported to the House favorably, the 
previous question considered as ordered, thirty minutes allowed for 
debate, and its further consideration postponed until next Friday im- 
mediately after consideration of the bill which has been ordered to be 
reported under the same conditions. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.}] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MARIA BEISER. 


Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4591) 
granting a pension to Maria Beiser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of Maria Beiser, 
widow of John Beiser, late a private in Com y C, One hundred and eighth 
Regiment of Ohio Volunteers, subject to the | ons and restrictions of the 
pension laws (pension claim numbered 295276). 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4591) granting a pension to Maria Beiser, submit the follow report: 

Maria Beiser resides in Cincinnati, Ohio; is the widow of John Beiser, who 
was a private in Comener C, One hundred and eighth ent of Ohio Vol- 
unteers. He was discharged from said service on June 9, after nearly three 
years’ service, and died —_ 6, 1872. 

The doctor who treated him during his last illness and reported his death to 
board of health says immediate cause of death was pneumonia. He did not 
give the remote cause of death, and when a special agent of the Pension Office 
took his testimony he could not recollect the case so as to say anything more 
than was in his report to the board of health. 

The evidence of Adam Dilg, hospital steward, and privates Lewis Mullisk and 
J. Hampock and William Meyer seems to have the Commission f 
Pensions that soldier con the chronic diarrhea and rheumatism while in 
the service and line of duty, and the further testimony of Dr. Zeporlin, Dr. 
Querney, and of various neighbors of the deceased, shows conclusively that he 
came home from the Army suffering from chronic diarrhea and rheumatism, in 
a weak and debilitated condition, and that he y failed in health and 

w weaker from month to month, and that ® year or 
death he was only able to walk around a’square in the city by the aid of a cane, 
and ee be ee Ce ee ee 


the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM H. MARSTON. 


Mr. BURROWS called up the bill (S, 3112) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Stanton. : -_ 


ae TD SA AC A eT A —_ 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to increase the amount of pension allowed William H. Marston, late 


of the Seventeenth Michigan Infantry, to the sum of $45 per month, in lieu of 
the amount he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CotPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The following is the Senate report on the bill, which is undoubtedly correct 
in statement o eS ee it: 

Claimant enlisted in Company B, Seventeenth Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
June 2,1861; was wounded in the tibia of right leg in the line of his military 
duty re a vo June 18, 1864,and was discharged on s n’s 
certificate of disability May 5, 1865. He is now genes a pension of r 
month on account of gunshot wound of right leg. Claim for increase of e 
under act of Co: approved August 4, 1886, was rejected November 23, 1886. 
Grounds of rejection not stated. 

In a letter dated June 23, 1858, claimant states that he has not been able to at- 
tend to any business during the past three weeks on account of sickness; that 
he has a wound in foot, with partial loss of the bones of the heel, and that 
he is a constant sufferer from rheumatism, chronic diarrhea, ant peti that he 
thinks himself entitled toa — of at least $50 per month; if his health 


permitted he could get a salary per yearand ; that he is ready 
to come to Washington, if necessary, at any time, aad teoaer heiees any board 
of examining surgeons the Comm er of Pensions may designate; that he 


has never made any claim for pension on account of wound of foot, with loss of 


a porties heel bone, rheumatism, ic diarrhea, or piles, 
affidavit executed July 3, 1888, claimant states that many fragments of the 
bone of his — leg Sean Sones. and that having set in his case 
ess; 


ngrene 
was declared hopel: health is greatly broken down. 
In affidavit filed A mstant L late colonel of claimant’s regi- 
ment, testifies that t served with honor to himself and to the satisfaction 


$ pas poets Seen Se Sete af his enlistment to the time he was wounded, in 
une, , 
In affidavit filed A 26, 1888, Dr. E. J. Bonine, late surgeon of claimant’s 
regiment, testifies oe Se. while on duty received a gunshot wound 
th of tibia near the knee-joint, Z 
nearly off; that he insisted upon amputating the leg at the time, but claimant 
to have it done; that the leg has wasted away, and that a large portion 
of the tibia has been removed; that he has frequently examined Gakaaete 
wound since 1865, and is satisfied that he is a great sufferer ali the time from 
pain and nervous prostration; that claimant’s condition is worse now than it 
would have been had the leg amputated at the time the wound was re- 


In affidavit executed July 3, 1888, Dr. Bonine further testifies that claimant is 
wholly disabled for manual! labor, and is in a worse condition than he would be 
had been amputated above the knee, and that claimant has lost the en- 

the knee to the ankle. 
In a letter dated May 30, 1888, Dr. Bonine states that claimant is now suffering 


Z the wound of his t leg. 
filed April 28, 1888, Dr. William . of Niles, Mich., testifies 


from . 

tion of : — and that amputation ed ast te performed now without 

In affidavit executed June 19,1888, Dr. 0. P. Soda, of Use, Mich, testifies thathe 
personally examined claimant on the 14th day of June, 1883, and found him badly 
afflicted in his right leg; that he is suffering with wounds of a dangerous nature 
which will certainly shorten his life; that the discharge 
matter and broken pieces of bone, and that claimant is disqualified for the per- 
formance of any kind of manual labor. 
case warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill with the amendment: Strike out 
the word “fifty,” in the sixth line, and insert the ** fo’ ” 

The amendment reported by the committee to strike out ‘‘fifty,”’ 
in the sixth line, and ** forty-five’’ was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid asidé to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH VAN ARSDEL. 


Mr. CHEADLE called up for consideration the bill (TI. R. 4763) to 
grant a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel. 

Mr. GEST. I ask unanimous consent that in this case, and in the 
other cases which may be considered this evening, the bill alone be 
read with the recommendation of the committee. We consume a vast 
deal of time here in the reading of detailed statements of fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole has heard the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Gest]. Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. I can not consent to the course suggested. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it Secretary of the Interior be, and he is, au- 


That the 
thorized and to place tne qgactowcell He name 
del, as father of William ©. ‘an Arsdel, iate Twenty-second 
indiana. Artillery the tations 


; 
i 
E 
i 
: 
E 


are not able to afford their father a comfortable living, but do what they can to 
assist him. The father, by reason of age and infirmities, is no longer able to 
earn his own support. During the war -aeerenety, hee Se 
spentin care of his sons. Hemade six to the Army tocare for them 
when sick, nursed and cared for them after discharge. Having spent 
covenaains eohen toon ales. ~ See 
seven poor, . 

The for is on bis dependence on his 

oon Willan Of Te eens ped ep erp aptety by 
soldier left a widow and 80 the father was not entitled under the gen- 
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The widow was pensioned until her remarriage, andthe child until sixteen 
pa. Both are now dead. The second son, Isaac, also left a widow, who 
ih io eqpanets t, then that the applicant can not be pensioned under the gen- 
eral law and must come to Congress for @ special act. The issue is simply one 
In view of the infirmit y, and poverty of the father, of the number of sol- 
diers he contri to thaenonnef bin oxantey and of personal services 
and sacrifices involved, your committee believe this is a case wherein the rules 
of Be gunomn tows should be relaxed, and therefore they recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS DAVEY. 


Mr. CHIPMAN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6532) to 
pension Thomas Davey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas a late of eee D, 
Sixteenth Michigan Volunteers, in the late war for the nion, and to pay him 
a pension of $30 per month from the date of the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. Cuo1PMAN) was read, as follows: 

The claimant, Thomas Davey, is now sioned at the rate of $14 per month 
for gunshot wound of left leg and iting varicose veins. The examining 
su in their nal report, certify he was quite lame from the effect 
of a. This was in 1877. In 1880 the certify that ‘this vari- 
cose condi is quite extensive. The tumors are numerous and quite large, 
enhene the whole of = mite part of = leg and ankle i — — pain 

n standing or walking ong.” In 1884 board certify ‘ ey have no 
doubt that the claimant's disability is a serious interference with the use and 
streneth of the leg, making it almost impracticable for him to perform any 
work or walking. : 

He has applied for and been refused an increase on the ground that he is rated 

enough already, and because the varicose condition of the right leg (for which 

Be dear Pua semeben'at Sigh memesanly end okt erie’ a 

a y an , certifies “ e 

edad leg so obstructed the venous circulation that an exag- 

reading over both lower limbs 

g or doing any manual work. 

hernia, which is dependent on the diseased 

because of their enlargement, it is impossible to hold in place 

by any known This interference with the circulation has produced 
serious changes ia 


digestion, causing nS an vated nature, with 

ae yee a a irregularity of the heart.’ this opinion Dr, Chittick, of De- 
co! 

Davey is undoubtedly ina very bad condition. His appearance is one of ex- 

treme zene grows worse from day to day, as those who have known 


e is lame, weak, and appar- 
ently suffe . His business was that of a clerk in a retail grocery heuse, 
which he has 


compelled to abandon, as his bad breath and physical ina- 
bility render him undesirable in that employment. His only property is alittle 
home in Detroit, which he manages to keep, as well as to support his family in 
a feeble way by ee awe which are always beyond his strength and 
with but little remun: . Without at all imp ing the decision of the 
Pension mee, his case is one of nearly total disability. Iteclearly arises from 
injuries received in the service, and almost isolates him because of the offen- 
siveness of his breath. He is and always has been a man of good standing. 
We recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
KATE C, VAN ARNUM. 
Mr. CLARK called up for consideration the bill (S. 3422) granting a 
pension to Kate C. Van Arnum. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kate C. Van Arnum, widow of 
John W. Van Arnum, late a private in Company D, Fourth New York Heavy 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 
The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 


on Pensions, which is as f : 
“ This is a bill to the widow of John W. Van Arnum, late a private 
i November 14, 1863, 


= Cmenny D, Fourth New seek Sear 
w he drew until the date of his death, 


deceased enlisted December 14, 1861, was 
a The Pension Office rejected the widow's claim on the und 


and 
There is also a complete femoral 
veins, and w. 


was allowed a 


tary s death was not due to asthma, nor otherwise due to mili- 
’ was made to the Secretary of the Interior, who sustained the Pen- 
sion simply relterati its decision. ’ ~ 3 
“Tt a the testimony that Dr. Van Arnum was & severe sufferer 

ma; that the attacks were ic, occurred without warning,and 
he was known to fall down as one These facte were all known to the 


extravasation of 

“Dr. G. Wythe Cook testifies to the contusion on the head; that he presently 

recovered consciousness,and was taken to his home; that he grew worse and 
died ; Oe Re ae < Nest the brain. 

Francis intimate with him ; 

b and night; Knows of his personal 

ledge warning ; seen n 
Slaontel oun tana, te tie hemes, be aii ales a’ of 


“Be. 0. was professionally and 
had been with him at all hours of the 
kno that his attacks came on 


, and 


that these attacks were produced by over-exertion, the odor of cer- 
tain by the fumes emanating from trees or hs afflent enw him 
on the of November 4 NE eres Liets | Be yas partetly relent ; 
his speech was coherent and ct; he assisted in taking him home and in 
“Dr. Lewis, proprietor of the drug store, testifies to his intimacy with de- 
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ceased, to the violence and frequency of his spasmodic attacks, and to their ow 
currence at times without any cause other than the condition of the atmosphere. 

“Dr, Taylor was acquainted with the deceased, and testifies to the severity 
of his disease. He has seen him drop down as one dead, turn black, froth 
the mouth; has seen him so attacked when eating, when riding, when abou 
to ride, and otherwise; that affiant heard of his at the time of his death, 
and then made the remark, ‘It is one of his usual attacks ;’ aftiant saw him as 
soon as he could (after the fall); he was then in a condition similar to that in 
which affiant had often seen him. Affiant has no hesitation in saying that from 
his knowledge the injury of which soldier died was caused by the disease for 
which he was pensioned—s odie asthma. 

“The s' n, in his certificate of discharge, says he is incapable of discharg- 
ing the duties of a soldier because of asthma ‘contracted in the line of duty 
since enlistment.’ 

“The Pension Office examining surgeon describes asthma, with much bron- 
chial disease, much cough, uent and severe attacks of difficult breathing, 
and says he is totally disabled for manual labor. 

‘*He was pensioned from the time of his discharge, although it was pees 
to be a case of total disability and much suffering, at the inadequate and incon- 
sistent rating of $8 a month. y 

“In this case there is no und for a suspicion of foul play. His watch, 
money, and valuables were found upon his person, and soon after he was taken 
into the drug-store he recovered consciousness. If he had been hurt otherwise 
than in the manner shown by the testimony, he would have informed the med- 
ical attendants and devoted friends who were with him. Thecommittee regret 
that it is so frequently incumbent upon Congress to extend relief by special leg- 
islation in cases that are so clearly proved. 

“The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do 2 

Your committee are of opinion that the claim is meritorious, and likewise 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the reccm- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY JANE HARRIS. 


Mr. COGSWELL called up the bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension 
to Mary Jane Harris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane Harris, mother of George M. Har- 
ris, Company C, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6755) 
granting a pension to Mary Jane Harris, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following re: 

Mary Jane Harris isthe mother of George M. Harris, who died August 6, 1864, 
while serving in Company C, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Cay- 
alry. Her claim for pension has been rejected by the Pension Office on the 
ground that she wes not dependent upon the soldier at time of his death, but 
was supported by her husband, whoat that time was of a farm valued 
at about $2,000, subject to an incumbrance of $600. This farm was subsequently 
sold and another place purchased, which remained in the possession of the par- 
ents until 1866, when it was transferred to one of the sons for and in considera- 
tion of a life support for claimant and her husband. This latter property was 
incumbered, however, by a mortgage of $2,200. 

This son has been unable to pay off the mortgage, and the pornesty has now 

ssed out of his hands. Claimant’s husband, the father of the soldier, died in 
875. She has supported herself a greater part of the time since by nursing and 
other labor, but her age (eighty years) no longer permits her to work, and in 
consequence is entirely dependent upon others. Claimant had four sons in the 
Army, who, in the aggregate, gave eleven years of service to the Government. 

The case is one of extreme merit and should receive favorable consideration 
at the hands of Congress. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ELLEN HAND. 


Mr. CONGER called up for consideration the bill (8. 3264) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Ellen Hand. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Elien Hand, widow of Swaim 
Hand, late a private in Company D, Nineteenth* Regiment Iowa Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as foliows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3264) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen Hand, respectfully report: 
oun they adopt the following Senate report, and recommend the passage of 
e e 
[Senate Report No. 1890, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ]} 


The husband of the beneficiary was a pensioner on account of rheumatism 
contracted in service. After his death his widow filed aclaim for pension, which 
was rejected on the ground that his fatal disease, which was certified to be 
caused by typhoid fever, cystitis, and functional disease of the kidneys, was not 
‘a ly conn ” with that for which he was pensioned. 

. C. T. Moorman, the physician who attended the soldier for the last six 
years of his life, and who gave the certificate of the soldier's death and its cause, 
states in an affidavit of April, 1885— 

“ Affiant frequently ager treatment for soldier prior to his death for 
rheumatism and irritation of kidneys and bladder, the rheumatism being largely 
———- upon the kidney disease for its origin.” 

n October, 1885, in answer to an office letter of inquiry, Dr. Moorman states: 

“ When I gave the type of fever of which soldier had died as typhoid, I did 
not mean a nt fever with inflammation of the glands of the bowels, but 
typhoid in character, rendered so partly by the condition of the neenees. the 
falling to perform their functions properly, and leaving the bicod laden wit 
the poisonous constituents of the urine, which would have been eliminated had 
the kidneys been in anormal condition. The depressing influence thus brought 
to bear constituted a factor in the case. * * * The cheunpntinn, 
with which he was troubled was largely dependent on the condition of the kid- 
neys. Iam convinced that if the condition of the kidneys had been he 

robably would not have had the attack of which he died, and if he had it would 

ve been of a different character and more amenable to treatment.”’ 


The account of the fenag sovecien establishes the fact of intimate con- 
kidney d rhe i 


nection between the 
yphoidal attack; and though not the 


of both when the soldier suffered the t 
primary, his pensionable disease, with its complications, was clearly a second- 
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ary cause of his death. In this view the committee report favorably upon the 
bill and recommend it for passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


































words ‘‘and pay to her legally-constituted guardian, for her use and 
benefit, a pension of $18 per month,’’ was read and agreed to; and the 
bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH BR. FISHER. 


Mr. CUTCHEON called up for consideration the bill (S. 3016) for the 
relief of Sarah R. Fisher. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, su t to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Sarah R. Fisher, mother of James K. Fisher, 
late Company A, Third Regiment. Michigan Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3016) 
for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher, submit the following report: 

They << the Senate report, which is as follows: 

“The claimant under the bill asks pension on account of the death of her 
son, James K. Fisher, late Company A, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteers, 
who incurred sunstrokes in the Army, and whose death, it is alleged, was 
caused by such sunstrokes and their effects. 

“The fact of sunstroke is proved by a comrade, who witnessed the stroke 
and saw the soldier carried from the field on a stretcher. The facts of robust 
health before service, and of continuous infirm health after, with death by what 


peared to be quick consumption, but was not medically certified ; the indi- 
mun but not utterly poor condition of parents for the part of the time 
m 


since the son’s death; their present state of almost toma the be- 
ing seventy-two years old and the father seventy-five, both infirm. and the 
father unable to labor for support; these facts are established by credible testi- 
mony, whose appeal to justice as well as sympathy is given ~~ force by the 
further fact that this venerable pair gave two sons and ason- Ww 
volunteers from Mi a 
““The*case was bunglingly presented to the Pension Office, and failing to meet 
the requirements there, was rejected ; but there is equity enough in it for adouble 


pension. With this opinion the committee report favorably on the bill, and 
recommend its 


The committee add that the tendency Of all legislation to provide 


law for indigent ts ‘ht to brace the aged ho = Met 
ww for nt parents oug’ em e woman w re 
now, s0 that she may benefit by it before she dies. 

We recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do 
Mr. BAKER, of New York (when the name of Mr. DAVENPORT was 
called). My colleague, owing to the sickness of his wife—— [Cries 
of ‘Regular order! ’’ ] 
ADALINE A. SMYTH. 


Mr. DINGLEY called up the bill (8. 2765) granting a pension to 
Adaline A. Smyth. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the laws, the name of Adaline A. Smyth, a volunteer 
—- the war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension during life of $25 per 
month, 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

Claimant under this bill was a volunteer nurse, having served in the Judi- 

Square Hospi at Washington, D. C©., for a of seven months, 
without pay from the Government, her services being tendered immediately 
after the e of Gettysburgh, at that time being a resident of Lewiston, Me. 


It is clearly shown that during her service in tal claimant became se- 
riously ill, from which illness she has never 


recovered. 
The Senate bill proposes to tt pension at the rate of $25 per month durin 
life. There can no Gesglan ante ton manta Sinan buh tn the ould © 
the committee is to place volunteer nurses on the roll at $12 per month, unless 
extraord: services were rendered, your committee recommen. the 
bill be amended by striking out the words “during life of twenty-five” and 
substiti the words “of twelve,” so that the bill will read, “and pay hera 
pension of $12 per month.” 


As thus amended your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out, in line 7, 
the words ‘‘during life of twenty-five’ and insert ‘‘of twelve,’’ so as 
to read ‘‘and pay her a pension of $12 month,’’ was read and 
agreed to; and the bill as amended was aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

NONA J. TILLERY. 

Mr. DOCKERY called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11711) 

pene See to Nona J. Tillery, minor child of Wyatte L. Til- 


a ne ye 
Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
ml, tothe and 


HARRISON WAGNER. 


Mr. COOPER called up the bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Har- 
rison Wagner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is — = au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and liraltations of the pension laws, the name of Harrison Wagner, late a 


nurse in general hospital No, 1, Frederick, Md., and pay him at the rate of $25 
per month. 


The report (by Mr. Tompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend that the biil be amended by 
striking out of the bill as amended by the Senate the words “ twenty-five”’ and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “twelve,” and that the bill when soamended 
do pass; and the committee hereby adopt and make part hereof the report of 
the Senate Committee on Pensions, which reads as follows: 

It appears that the claimant was a medical student in the year 1862, and dur- 
ing the fall of that year, after the battle of Antietam, he enlisted in the military 
service of the United States as a nurse et General Hospital No. 1, Frederick, 
Md., September 27, 1862, and remained in the service until April 12, 1863, when 
be was honorably discharged. 

The papers show that when he enlisted he was a strong, healthy, and able- 
bodied man, but that during the period he was nursing the sick and wounded, 
from indigestion and constipation, as the result of that service, he contracted 
internal bleeding hemorrhoids, from which he has been suffering ever since, 
80 much so that in the year 1875 he was obliged to quit his profession. 

The statements set forth in the petition of the claimant are fully sustained - 
the evidence of Dr. William H. agner, Dr. Luther M. Zimmerman, W. H. 
Myers, Mrs. Amelia J. Anders, Mrs. Mary Myers, Mrs. Mary Alcott, Elizabeth 
Fleming, Mrs. Esther Beck, Mrs. Mary Barrack, Benjamin Smith, James 
Woods, William Wilson, William Grimes, Henry Working, Samuel Myers, 
Jacob Hyder, George Gilbert, William Nort, Enoch Watz, Henry Hinea, Levi 
Pipinger, and wthers. 

The committee eddressed a letter to the Secretary of War, asking for the rec- 
ord of the claimant, and in reply to that inquiry received a letter from John 
Moore, Surgeon-General of the United States Army, which is hereto annexed, 
marked “ Exhibit A.” 

As Congress bas established the precedent in a number of cases of giving a 
pension to army nurses where they are not disabled by reason of their service 
as such, or at least not requiring proofs that the d ity originated in the serv- 
ice and by reason of the duty devolving upon them, the committee is of opinion 
that, as the proof in this case is conclusive that the claimant, by reason of the 
service rendered by him as a nurse contracted the disease from which he is now 
suffering, and ata time when he was regularly enlisted and borne upon the 
rolls of the Surgeon-General’s Department as an army nurse, he comes clearly 
within the spirit of the pension laws, and should receive recognition at the 
hands of Congress. 

The committee would recommend that Senate bill 332 be amended in line 4, 
a‘ter the werds “ pension roll,’’ by inserting the words “ tweaty-five dollars; ” 
and as so amended the bill is reported favorably. withthe recommendation that 
it do pass. 


Exnutrerr A. 


War DEPARTMENT, SURGEON-GENERAL’s OFFICE 
Washington, D C., May 8, 1888. 
Sim: T have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 14th in- 
stant, addressed to the pane of War, requesti for use of the United 
States Senate, a record of the enlistment of Harrison Wagner as nurse in Gen- 
eral Hospital No. 1, Frederick, Md., and evidence of his treatment in hospita) 
for internal bleeding hemorrhoids, and in reply to inform you that the records 
of this office show Harrison Wagner to fave served under contract ac nurse in 
No, 1 General Hospital, Frederick, Md., from Septemaber 27, 1862, to April 12, 
1863, inclusive. That be was sick is evidenced by copies of prescriptions for 
medicine ordered for him, but the nature of his disease is not stated, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN MOORE, 


Surgeon-General, United States Army. 
Hon. Cearies J, FAULKNER, 


United States Senate. 


The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out, in lines 7 
and 8, the words ‘*‘twenty-five’’ and insert “‘ twelve,’’ was read, and 
agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANNIE MAY PIFER. 
Mr, CROUSE called up the bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to 
Annie May Pifer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie May Pifer, invalid daughter 
¢ ecnaiins Pifer, late of Company F, Second Regiment Dlinois Volunteer 

vairy. 


thorized and to place on the pension-rc provisions 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nova ; nes Cee 
yatte a member of Capt. J. W. Younger’s company of Clay 
Cauaite Enrolled ittasour! Militia. 

The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill R. 
11711) granting a to Nona 3. Tillery, minor child of Wyatte L. > 
have considered the ng report: 

as appears from the papers be- 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 765) 
granting a pension to Annie May Pifer, submit the following : 

The beneficiary in this case is the invalid daughter of us Pifer, late 
of Company f, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteers, who died tn hospital Sep- 
tember 13, 1862. Thisdaughter received a pension until 1878,when it ceased be- 
cause she had arrived at the age of sixteen. The wiaow remarried, and noone 
is now receiving a pension on account of the death of this soldier. The evidence 
shows that she been a constant sufferer al! through life from a nervous af- 
fection of the left side, is unable to walk but little, and then frequently falls; 
that she is mentally weak, unable to perform any manual lJabor or to care for 


This case comes clearly within the rule adopted by Congress, and your com- 
mittee therefore reeommend the passage of the bill, with the amendmentadded, 


“and pay to her legally-constituted guardian, for her use and benefit, a pension 
of $18 per month.” 


The amendment reported by the committee, to add to the bill the 
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was contracted from an attack of measles while in the service of the United 


fo Coapetee, who served as post sw of said military organization, 
gestificn that be treated soldier fer bronchitis of the lungs, and which was then 
seiewet by him to have been superinduced by an attack of measles, which the 
said Tillery Jape that he had a short time previously. He had no personal 


the T results. 

W.F. Tillery : That he knows that the deceased soldier contracted measles as 
stated, and that his death resulted therefrom 

The mother of claimant has remarried, and did not, i widowhood, 

y for pension. The claimant herein was born April 1 
r carefully considering all the facts in this case the committee believe that 
the relief coil for in the bill ought to be granted, and therefore submit a favor- 
able report, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McCREARY. Thirty-eight bills have been agreed to in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, to be reported to the House, and I move that the 
committee rise in order they may be disposed of before the hour for ad- 
journment. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Thirty-eight bills have to be disposed of this even- 
ing, and the time is very short in which to do it. 

Mr. McCREARY. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Does it require a Guorum to rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 8. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCREARY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the special 


order, had directed him to report to the Housesundry bills with various 
recommendations. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 

House bills of the following titles without amendment were severally 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 11578) to increase the pension of Rowland Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss Emily Romine; 

A bill (H. R. 9946) granting a pension to Enoch B. Vice; 

A bill (H. R. 10448) granting a pension to Squire Walter; 

A bill (H. R. 11177) granting a pension to Christian Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 11617 granting a pension to Elizabeth Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of 
Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to 'Thirza S. Jenner; 

A bill (H. R. 11459) granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 11052) granting a pension to Clara M. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C. McPherson; 

A bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension to Maria Beiser; 

A bill (H. R. 4763) to t a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel; 

A bill (H. R. 6532) to pension Thomas Davey; 

A bill R. 6755) granting a pension to Mary Jane Harris; and 

A bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to Nona J. Tillery, minor 
child of Wyatte L. Tillery. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 

Amendments reported to House bills of the following titles were 
severally agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be en- 

and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord- 
gly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 11629) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover; 

A bill (H. R. 11316) granting a pension to Charlotte Ayres; 

A bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael Piggott; 

A bill (H. R. 7858) granting a pension to Jennie Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 765) ting a pension to Annie May Pifer; and 

A bill (H. R. 10025) for the relief of James T. Teeple. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

The bill (H. R. 11751) to remove the political disabilities of Henry B. 
Davidson, reported favorably, was ordered to be en 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

SENATE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported favorably, were a SeeRInY 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


ting a pension to Ellen Smith; 
to increase the of Seth F. Myers; 
3422) granting a to Kate C. Van Arnum; 
a 3264) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen Hand; and 
bill (S. 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher. 
SENATE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 


mendments reported to Senate bills of the following titles were 
severally agreed to; and the bills as amended were ordered to a third | 
Y dane thin tied tiene, and passed: 


nee 


> Ph hh > > > 


(8. 3116) Coaling an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne; | az 


| hard and trying to her strength, 


- bill (S. 3112) granting an increase of pension to William H. Mars- 


‘A bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; and 
A bill (S. 2765) granting a pension to Adaline A. Smyth. 


BILLS POSTPONED TILL FRIDAY NEXT. 


In accordance with the recommendation of the Committee of the 
Whole, bills of the following titles were postponed till Friday next, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal, the previous question con- 
sidered as ordered on their passage, thirty minutes to be allowed for 
debate: 

A bill (8. 2091) granting a pension to Frances H. Plummer; and 

A bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. Edie. 

Mr. MORRILL moved tg reconsider the several votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. PHILENA T. CARPENTER. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimousconsent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter, and 
put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter, ot En- 
gilewood, Ill., who was a volunteer nurse during the war of the rebellion, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3042) 
granting a pension to Philena T. Carpenter, submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate committee is herewith adopted and the passage of 
the bill recommended. 


[Senate Report No. 2313, Fiftieth Congress, first session. } 


Claimant was a hospital nurse in the service of the United States Army dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion. She now asks to be pensioned at $25 per month, 
and furnishes the following testimoney in support of her claim: 

Claimant states that upon solicitation of representatives of the sanitary com- 
mission she went to Mound City, [11., to help care for the wounded soldiers after 
the battle of Pittsburgh Landing; while there she was compelled to work night 
and day during a part of the time; they were surrounded by water for three 
weeks and deprived of every comfort of life ; ; were compelled to sleep in rough- 
boarded quarters, through which the rain and wind could play at will. 


After 
her service at Mound City she was sent, to Cairo, Dl., in Dr. Gray’s regimental 
hospital, and thence to Jackson, Tenn.; in both places she found the duties 


She was not compensated for her services, as 
the ladies of the sanitary commission failed to have her sworn in, and her name 
was not, in consequence, placed upon the pay-roll. 

In affidavit. filed June 28, 1887, Dr. William M. Gray, of Allegheny, Pa., certi- 
fies that he was surgeon in charge of the general hospital at Mound City, Iil., 
where twenty or thirty women were brought to him as nurses, among whom 
was Mrs. Philena Carpenter, whom he did not know personally, but who was 
prominently brought to his attention upon being transferred to the hospital at 
Cairo, where he was surgeon in charge of the hospital of the Sixtyt-third Jilinois 
Infantry ; that she was faithful and efficient, and could be trusted with all kinds 
of cases, being much superior to many of the other nurses. 

Dr. Lyman Hall, assistant surgeon of the Sixty-third Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, testifies substantial! y as above. 


During the reading of the report, 
Mr. GALLINGER said: As there are numerous precedents for this 


class of pensions, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the further 


reading of the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; there may be no objection to the bili, but 
we should have these reports read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report as above. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that as Iam 
next on the alphabetical list for next Friday night, I will waive my 


grossed and read a | Tight. 


| Several Mempers. That is right. 


WILLIAM BARNES. 
Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of 
| the bill (H. R. oe granting a pension to William Barnes, and put 
it upon its p 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. I desire to make a statement before that bili 
is taken up. I will be the next member called. I have been present 
here to night and had hoped to reach it. I can not be here next Friday 
night. 
Mr. McCREARY. I can not be here myself on next Friday night, 
but if the gentleman desires me to withdraw in his favor I will do so. 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The Chair would like 
to recognize both gentlemen. The gentleman from Kentucky can send 
| up his bill and have it read, and the Chair will endeavor to recognize 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania also. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. All right. 
= bill called up by Mr. McCrREARY was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
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rovisions of the pension laws, the name of William Barnes, Company D, Third 
Keniocky Cavalry. 


There being no objection, the reading of the report was dispensed 
with. 


The bill was considered and ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
l 





passed. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES MILLER, 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. I ask unanimous consent to extend the time 


for five minutes—— 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no. Iam willing that the time shall be ex- 
tended to finish the gentleman’s bill, but no longer. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Very well. Then I ask unanimous consent 
to discharge the Committee of the Whole House from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to James Miller, 
and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ‘enacted, ets., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject ‘to the pew and 
limitations of the pension law, the name of James Mil er, of the city of Reading, 


Pa., late a private in Company B, of the Two hundred and fifth Soglanent of 
Pennsy lvania Volunteers, 


Mr. CHEADLE. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
report in that case be dispensed with and thatit be printed in the Recorp. 
There was no objection. 


The report (by Mr. Lyncq#) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
538) Grentiog a pension to James Miller, submit the following B two 

Soldier enlisted August 18, 1864, as a private in Company B o hundred 
and fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and was discharged June 2, 1865. a 
for a pension was based on rheumatism of the heart, and rejected, as 
there is no medical evidence of the alleged disability and no 20am of its exist- 
ence in the service nor untila couple of years after discharge of 

The testimony on file feat clearly that for several years 
claimant was a strong th man. He was never known to complain or 
suffer from pains or si this state of health and continued until, 
in camp at Petersburgh, ‘ann complained of pains in bones and rheu- 
matism; that these pains continued, but claimant refused to go to hospital, be- 
cause he said he did not want to be called a hospital bum. Soldier's comrades 
testify that before the exposure to bad weather without fire (which was pro- 
aa at Petersburgh t was free from pains and did not complain, 

but that from that time he was a sufferer. His neighbors at home, since the 
war, testify that claimant has suffered severely and continuously most of the 
time. 

1t would seem, from a carefulexamination of al] the papers on file, that soldier 
should have based his claim for a pension on other grounds than rheu 
of the heart—perha = Be that as it may, itis evident that while on 
duty in service at ersburgh, Va., this soldier who up to that time had been 
a perfectly healthy, sound man, was taken with severe in the back, chest, 
and legs, which at intervals have continued to date. Upon these main 


al! of the witnesses 
Although there is at resent no great disability from rheumatism, as would 
var from the medical examination, yet there can be no doubt that ae 
did: suffer from rheumatism while in service, and rheumatism being accepted 
a potent factor of disease of the heart, which does now exist, it, together with 
the malarial poisoning f7om which he suffered during ne as shown by the 
record, can reasonably be accepted as the cause of his present trou! 

Your committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. FANNIE A. BOYD. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the 
same order made in reference to the bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the 
pension of Mrs. Fannie A, Boyd, widow of O. B. Boyd, as was 


Capt. 
made in the other two cases to-night. This is the bill I called upin 
conimittee. 


The SPEAKER pro 
on the s' 
in 


tempore. The Chair is informed that this bill is 
es list. The Clerk will read the order heretofore made 
t bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Postponed to July 12, at 8 o'clock p. m.; ara minutes’ debate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Then I ask unanimous consent that 
the third reading of that bill be dispensed with, and that it be now 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection that order will be 
made. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
. MARY THORN. 
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
se bill (H. R. 2861) granting a pension to Mary Thorn, and put it upon 


oF. KILGORE. The hour of 10 o’clock has arrived. 
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Mr. JACKSON. I hope ee will not object in this case. 
I have not been able to secure passage of any of these bills. 

Mr. eee You have had plenty of opportunities to get bills 
throug 


Mr. JACKSON. No. Owing to circumstances beyond my control 
I have not had o ies. 

Mr. KILGOR All right. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask unanimous consent to extend the time for 
five minutes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to that. 

Mr. JACKSON. Then I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of the bill. This is a meritorious case. 

Mr.GALLINGER. But the hour has arrived for adjournment under 
the order of the House: 

Mr. JACKSON. Let this bill be read. It will take but a moment 
or two. 

Mr. HUNTER. No objection. Let it go through. 

ee SPEAKER protempore. Without objection the bill will be re- 
ported. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


Be it enacted, etc. 
thorized and directed to place on the n-roll the name of Mary Thorn, de- 
pendent mother of James 8S. Thorn, steward in 


, late acting hospital ste 
ohacge 4 Union qehtiees ——s jan hetine of Shiloh hand saan bn Baring Hos- 
sion laws relating Selating hinniees mothers of of deceased enlisted volunteer soe 
° 
The esmiaiittes recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 
Strike out line 6 and all after that, and insert in lieu of it the following: 

'“ Late acting assistant surgeon of volunteers, subject to the provisionsand lim- 
ae, of the pension laws, and grant her a pension at the rate of $17 per 
mon 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
third reading of the bill and put the bill upon its passage. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. JACKSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


ei and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
And then, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER (at 10 o’clock and 4 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 





PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 


and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. ATKINSON : A bill (H. R. 12281) granting an 
Saoinoek an the Committee on In- 


Mrs. Mary 
increase of pension to 
“oy Mr. BOUTELLE: bill (H. R. 12282) ting jon 
r. A 1 @ pens to 
Nancy B. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid audit Penlens 
By Mr. CANNON: a H. R. 12283) providing for - 
of arrears of pension J. Martin, of Paris, ll.—to Com- 


mittee en Tari Pensions A bill (H. R. 12284) ting ion to An 
, @ pension to An- 
drew J. H ae Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. H LMAN: A bill (H. Se @ pension to Anna 
Linenweber—to the Committee on In ee 


Cc. 
Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 12286) granting a pension to Lewis 
siawet> sho tee Guaaaaearan Tavalid Pensions 
Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12287) granting a pension 
to William Wheeland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12288) for the relief of William H. Cayce—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. SPOONER: A bill (H. R. 12289) granting a pension to Michael 
O’Neill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. W. L. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 12290) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin P. Moore—to the Committee on Claims. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the ru eee 
By Mr. A IN: Petition of 200 citizens of Pennylvania, for a 
distribution of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to theschool of the 
country—to the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Jobn McFarlane and other citizens of 
Detroit, Mich., relative to traffic on railroads—to the Committee on 


Commerce. 
By Mr. CONGER: Petition of American Nurserymen, for the restora- 
tion of 30 per cent. duty on fruit trees, plants, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 
py Mr. "COX: Resolution of the common council of the city of New 
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York as to the pressing im of the improvement of the Harlem 
River and Spuyten Du Creek, etc.--to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of L. J. Newton and other citizens of 
Carey County, Kentucky, asking an a A pg to build certain 
bridges across Green River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYES: Two petitions of citizens of Datoka for admission, 
but protesting against the Sioux Falls constitution—to the Committee 
on the Territories, 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of Jane F. White, and of the heirs 
of Walker V: n, of Culpeper _— Virginia, for reference of 
their claims to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Hi Miller, executor, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims, of Henry A. Poffenberger, of 
Washington County, Maryland, for reference of his claim tothe Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the New York Dairymen’s Associa- 
tion, and of C. 8. Griggs and others, in favor of branding skim cheese— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of farmers of North Berwick, Me., for pro- 
tection to a ture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. 8 NER (by request): Petition of Sarah J. Martin, widow 





























which fill a box 2,4, by 1,4 by 1,4 feet. It has not been practicable to copy these 

exhibits owing to the demands made u the time of the clerks by the regular 

business of the Department. To furnish such rs will require the services of 

a com nt clerk at least twelve months. I will, if desired, have copies made 

of said exhibits for the use of the Senate, but if ee atan earlier period than 
Vv 


that stated, it is aeenty suggested that provision be made for the necessary 
additional clerical force. 


Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. Jonny J. INGALLS, 
pro tempore United Stdtes Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution to which this is the 
reply was offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and 
the communication, with the accompanying papers, will lie on the table 
until he comes in, if there be no objection. 

Mr.HALE. What is it that accompanies the letter? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The papers are contained in the pack- 
age now lying on the Secretary’s desk. : 

Mr. HALE. That is the manuscript report, but not the copy of the 
testimony upon which the report is based, as I understand. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not examined the ac- 
companying papers. The Secretary will read the partof thecommuni- 
cation that refers to the papers and accompanying exhibits. 

The Chief Clerk read the portion of the communication referred to. 


©. S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 


. 


of — Martin, an H, rae oe Volunteers, for ALASKA SEAL AND FUR COMPANY. 

anny ir earn — Sate <n C uaaiene, Council of | . The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senatea communication 

Ne 2 York City, uaging the necenstty of tion for the im- | {0m the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report from the gov- 
woman Masten thver enk ayeen a the Com- | Tor of Alaska relating to certain operations of the Alaska Seal and 

ee cn taeeitn andl Whiten, P y Fur Company, submitted by him in pursuance of section 5 of the act 


By Mr. STEELE: Petition and letters of citizens of Washington Ter- 
ritory, asking that a pension be granted to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


of May 17, 1884; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS. AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of the Leg- 
islative Assembly of the Territory of Dakota, favoring the division of 
that Territory and the admission of each portion into the Union as a 
separate State; which was referred to the Committee on Territories, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Denver (Colo.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, favoring an appropriation for the construction of a 
deep-water harbor on the coast of the Gulf of Mexico, in Texas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Miss Frances E. Willard and the 
other officers of the National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
representing 150,000 members, praying for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, 

He also presented the petition of J. M. Dalzell, late a private in the 
One hundred and sixteenth Ohio Infantry, praying to be reimbursed 
for commutation of rations alleged to be due him; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER. I havea petition from the Denver (Colo. ) Chamber 
of Commerce like unto the one just presented by the President of the 
Senate, but I do not think it worth while to present it, inasmuch as 
one has already been presented. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of 572 citizens of Tennessee, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of 1,222 citizens of Virginia, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of the Southern Methodist 
Church of Hardin, Ky., and a petition of the citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Catharine Fish Stebbins, 
praying the removal of her political disabilities; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11785) to authorize the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia to permit the temporary occupation and 
crossing of certain streets in the city of Washington and District of 
Columbia*by the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, 
to meet the demands of increased travel incident to the inaugural cere- 
monies on the 4th of March, 1889, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 3709) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to 
permit the temporary occupation and crossing of certain streets of the 
city of Washington and District of Columbia by the tracks of the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad Company, to meet the demands of increased 
travel incident to the inaugural ceremonies of March 4, 1889, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 3845) to provide for the establish- 
ment of alight-house near the entrance to St. Catharine’s Sound, State 
of Georgia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to have read and referred with the bill a 


The following petitions against — of the international copy- 
= bill were received and severally referred to the Committee on 
‘atents: 
By Mr. DORSEY: Of citizens of Nebraska. 
By Mr. HOWARD: Ofcitizens of New Albany and Jeffersonville, Ind. 
By Mr. RICE: Of 3 publishers of Delano, Minn. 





SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 19, 1889. 


Prayer by the Onaplain, Rev. 3. G. B 
rayer by i ev. J. G. BuTrLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CREDENTIALS. ~ 
Mr. DAWES presented the credentials of Groner Frispre Hoar, 
ee ae the dth of Marche eorehioh 
years commencing on 1889; which 
were read, and ordered to be filed. : 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
a . a the ne — ¥" senate and — 
ves legiietare of the State of Delaware, which 
will e read, 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
STATE OF DELAWARE, ss: 


Be it known that the of the State of Delaware did, on the 16th day 


of January, in the year of our Lord 1389, at an election in due manner held, ac- 
cording to the form of the act of Congress in such case made and provided elect 


Anthon i to be a Senator from said State in the f ii 
ny Higgins e in Senate of the United 


to commence on the 4th day of March t. 
Given under our hands the 16th day of Jan A. D. 1889.” a 


AIAH L, ee, 
Attest: 9 - 
ABRAM VANDEGRIFT, 
Clerk of the Senate. 
aan X. eae. 
W. AG Speaker of ‘ouse of Representatives. 


Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections is not t. I move to refer that communication to that 
committee. It is evidently not in conformity with the requirements 
of the laws of the United States. They had better consider it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The communication will be referred 
vo the Committee on and Elections and printed. 


DUTIES ON SUGAR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

communication from the Secretary of tue Treasury; which was read: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
We , D. C., January 18, 1889. 
ee ee ee eS ae h 
transmit herewith a y of the manuscript report of aration 
= and SS are a ed ngs 1, 1887, “a pubenl by spec- 
™: . Aubrey Byrne, o: partme report is the sam 

ae to in the resolution — — dated March 1 ~~ its sey: 

progressed as ra’ y as current wor flice cha 
thereof would permit. report was accompanied aby 7 towttcy exhibits, 


¢ 
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communication from R. D. Evans, commander United States Navy, 
naval secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read and referred with 
the accompanying papers, if there be no objection, to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, Orrics or THE Ligut-Hovuse BoarRD, 
‘ashington, January 18, 1889. 
Sim: In the board’s estimates for the next fiscal year is the following item for 


important work in your State: 
Si. Catherine's Sound light-station, Georgia, $20,000. (See Book of Estimates, 


PPh +~4 been omitted from the sundry civil bill, and it is understood that the 
House Committee on Appropriations intend to exclude all items not recom- 
mended by the Committee on Commerce. A special bill should therefore be in- 
troduced for this work, and a copy of a bill suitable for the purpose is herewith 
inclosed. The board is prepared to furnish information. as to ite importance and 
wes. "Respectfully, yours, 
R. D. EVANS, 
Commander Uniled States Navy, Naval Secretary. 
Hon, J, E, Browx, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask that the communication be referred with the 
bill to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (8. 3846) providing for the erection of 
certain light-house structures and fog-signals on the coast of North Car- 
olina; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
letter from the Light-House Board, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (S. 3847) providing for the establish- 
ment of certain lights upon the coast of Mississippi; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr.GEORGE. I also present with the billa letter from the secretary 
of the Light-House Board, setting forth the necessity of the light-house, 
and I move that the letter and bill be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3848) providing for the erection of 
certain light-house structures and fog-signals on the coast of Maine, and 
the constraction of a new steam-tender for service on that coast; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (8. 3849) providing for certain bea- 
cons upon the coast of South Carolina; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (8. 3850) to extend the 
streets and avenues of the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read 
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. DANTEL introduced a bill (8S. 3851) providing for certain works 
connected with the Light-House Establishment in the State of Virginia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 3852) providing for certain bea- 
cons upon the coast of South Carolina; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committeeon 
Commerce. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3853) providing for the establish- 
ment of certain lights upon the coast of Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (8. 3854) oumfuting certain powers 
on the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3855) for the construction of four 
semi-submerging torpedo-boats,with armored protected deflective decks; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (8. 3856) granting a pension to Lydia 
L. Owen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a biil (S. 3857) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Lydia E. Quaw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. : 

Mr. DANTEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisionsof the act of March 
3, 1883, known asthe Bowman act; which was referred to the Commpit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to James Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to Annie May Pifer; 

A bill (H. R. 2861) granting a pension to Mary Thorn; 

A bill (H. R, 4591) panting @ pension te Slain Delowh 


A bill (H. R. 4763) to grant a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel; 

A bill (H. R, 6532) to pension Thomas Davey; 

A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to Mary Jane Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael Piggott; 

A bill (H. R. 7858) granting a pension to Jennie Harris; 

A bill H. R. 9946) ting a pension to Enoch B. Vice; 

A bill (H. R. 10025) for the relief of James T. Teeple; 

A bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of 
Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll; 

A bill : R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss Emily Romiae; 

A = Or R. 10448) granting a pension to Squire Walter; 

A bi 


R. 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C. McPherson; 
A bi Ut 


. R. 11052) granting a pension to Clara M. Owen; 
. R. 11089) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harper; 
. R. 11177) granting a pension to Christian Sanders; 

. R. 11316) granting a pension to Charlotte ares 

- R. 11459) granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jon 

. R. 11578) to increase the on of Rowland Ward; 

. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary Thompson; 

. R. 11629) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover; 

A bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to Nona J. Tillery, minor 
child of Wyatte L. Tillery; 

A bill (H. R. 11751) to remove the political disabilities of Henry B. 
Davidson; 

A bill (H. R. 11757) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Lyon; 

A bill or R. 11999) granting a pension to William Barness and 

A bill (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to Thirza S. Jenner. 

br ot also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing : 

A bill (S. ost granting a pension to George W. Fogle; 

A bill (S. 2595) to increase the pension of Seth F. Myers; 

A bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to Danville A. Ricker; 

A bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Ellen Smith; 
bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Walter N. Smith; 
bill fs 3016) for the relief of Sarah R. Fisher; 
bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs. Philena T. Carpenter; 
bill (S. 3221) granting a pension to Isaac N. Hawkins; 
bill (S. 3264) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen Hand; 
bill (S. 3422) granting a pension to Kate C. Van Arnum; and 

A bill (S. 3733) to abolish circuit-court powers of certain district 
courts of the United States and to provide for writs of error in capital 
cases, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had the bill 
(S. 2765) granting a pension to Adaline A. Smyth, with an amend- 
ment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

THE REVENUE LAWS. 


I move to proceed to the consideration of House 


b> b> b> b> > 


Mr. ALLISON. 
bill 9051. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there farther morning business? 
If there be none, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII 
being in order, the Senator from Iowa moves that the Senate do now 
proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the 
revenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. 
will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


SCHEDULE E.—SUGAR. 

eae. 18 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 

test as follows, namely: 

217. All sugers not Shave: No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, 
sirups of cane juice or of beet agony — concentrated me concrete and 
concentrated molasses, testing roe ———— _ above 75 seven- 
{onthe of | cent per pound end tee every etdnionsl or fraction of a de- 
o oes by polariscopic test, two-hundredths or cent per pound addi- 


218. a 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the 


Datch of color and pay ee as Bp stag Spe = All sugarabove No. 
13and not above No. 16 Du stam'ard color, ome per ve 


und. 
219.. All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. standard of color, i} 


Schedule E, which was passed over, 


cents perpound, 
220. a reer tee noes pene ae pein gg 2 cents per pound. 
yey ae ee: rene Sordi 
an export shall sugar or molasses by country 
from whence the nee ey ts bane , Such Ghane et enclanten on tenpaeted 
salt Grodbeh ve aaron by law prior to the passage of this act. 
222. Sugar drainings an ae ee ene aoe 


chocolate confectionery, 
or less per pound, and 

or rie any way pe me None they 

chocolate confectionery, not specially 


cent. ad valorem 
Glucose, or grape sugar, three fou ofl cent per pound. t 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the ne sain. The read- 
ing of the sugar schedule has been completed, the Secretary informs 
the Chair. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offered an amendment on the 16th instant in re- 
lation to cutlery, which was passed over at the request of the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. Vest], which I wish to have considered. 


ugar candy uding 
a. wine or ia part of sugar at 12 cen 
sugars after bein aoe refined, when 2 at colored, 
5 = 
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Mr. BROWN. TheSenator also passed over the question of the duty 
on rice. 

Mr. ALLISON. We can take that up subsequently. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa will be read. 

The Curer CLERK. On page 116 it is proposed to strike out para- 
graph 173 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

178. Pen-knives or pocket-knives of all kinds, or parts thereof, wholly or ly 
manufactured, valued at not more than 50 cents per 12 cents per dozen ; 
valued at more than 50 cents per dozen and not exceeding $2 per dozen, 36 cents 
ot eee: valued at more than $2 per dozen, 60 cents 


dozen; and in addi- 
Sepees oe ae a ete, en oe ee Rasors and rasor-biades, 


finished or unfinished, valued at not more than $4 per dozen, $1 per dozen; val- 
ued at more than $4 per dozen, $1.25 dozen; and in addition thereto on all 
the above razors and razor-blades, 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. VEST. That istosome extentanimprovement upon the substi- 
tute as offered by the Finance Committee, and yet it is a very large in- 
crease upon the existing law and the duties proposed by the House bill. 
The increase under the amendment proposed by the Finance Commit- 
tee is upon those articles of cutlery and pocket-knives which are most 
largely consumed in the United States, and not upon the higher-priced 
articles of pocket-knives, but upon those used by the common people 
of the country, and which are articles not of luxury but of absolute 
necessity. I do not propose to engage any more in this discussion in any 
generalities or abstractions. We have had toomuch ofthat. For the 
balance of this debate, speaking for myself, I propose to confine myself 
to practical matters and to items of the bill until we have finished it, 
and I sincerely hope that other Senators will do the same, instead of 
having political dissertations on Northern and Southern outrages and 
general economic observations which are about as old as this Capitol. 

Mr. ALLISON. I fully concur in thesentiments 80 well uttered by 
the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. Lam glad to have the concurrence of my friend from 
Towa, because I think we have all suffered alike. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the practical operation of this amend- 
ment? I have in my hand a statement by an expert, giving the ad 
valorem rates under the t law, under the Senate substitute, and 
under this amendment which is the particular matter under discussion. 
I will give the foreign cost per dozen upon four-bladed knives, which 
is $1.22. The present duty is 50 per cent. ad valorem, and the Senate 
substitute increases that to 181 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator referring now to the bill as origi- 
nally reported? 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, I am talking about the bill and 
this amendment under discussion. I will repeat that in the analysis 
which I have in my hand I am giving the foreign cost of the different 
classifications of pocket cutlery, then the ad valorem duty under the 
proposed Senate substitute, and then the ad valorem duty under the 
amendment to the Senate substitute. I suppose that makes it plain. 

On pen-knives, which cost abroad $1.22 a dozen, and upon which the 
present duty is 50 per cent. ad valorem, the Senate substitute increases 
the duty to 181 per cent., and the Senate amendment increases it to 80 

cent, ad valorem, an increase of 30 per cent. over the existing law. 

n knives costing $1.34 a dozen, and upon which the duty is 50 per 
cent. ad valorem—lI speak now of four-bladed knives—the Senate sub- 
stitute increases it to 175 per cent. ad valorem, and the present amend- 
ment to 77 per cent. ad valorem. 

On four-bladed knives costing $1.46 per dozen, the present duty of 
course on all these being 50 per cent., the substitute increases it to 162 
per cent. and the Senate amendment to 75 percent. On the next clas- 
sification of $1.58 cost per dozen the substitute fixes the duty at 157 
per cent., the present amendment 73 cent., and so on down. I 
will not weary myself and the Senate by reading all the items. 

I come now to the av <a at $2.63 per dozen, upon which the 
uty of 100 per cent. ad valorem and the 
$2.92 a dozen the Senate 
amendment 70 per cent., 
now mark the differ- 
Senate substitute puts a 
per cent. ad valorem, the amendment puts a duty of 
55 per cent. ad valorem, the difference increase between the 
existing law and the amendment being only 5 pe 

Upon knives costing $16 a dozen, upon which the present duty of 

cent., the substitute puts a duty of 36 per cent. ad 

duty of 54 per cent., or 

per ing law. Upon the 

highest-priced knives, which cost $86 a dozen, the present duty is 50 

per cent., the Senate substitute puts on them a duty of only 27} per 

eent. ad valorem, and the present amendment puts a duty of 51 per 
cent., or an increase of only nt vent. over the existing law. 

So that the knife for poor man which costs $1.22 or $1.34 
or $1.46 a the increase of duty is from 25 to 30 per cent. ad 
valorem, and upon the knife for the rich man which is an absolute 
article of luxury, which costs abroad $86 a dozen, the increase of duty 
is 1 per cent., and so on through all these schedules a manifest injustice 
= — eas of adnate being ee in every one of 

ese items a system 2 arity and pertinacity which could 
not have come from accident. ees © : 7 

Now, we will take three-blade knives, and upon those which cost 


oe 


abroad 48 cents a dozen, the present duty being always 50 per cent, 
ad valorem, the Senate substitute increases the duty from 48 per cent. 
to 330 per cent. The present amendment puts it at 75 per cent. 

Upon knives costing 61 cents a dozen abroad the Senate substitute 
increases the duty to 270 per cent. and the present amendment puts if 
at 109 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is that? 

Mr. VEST. Upon three-bladed knives costing 61 cents a dozen 
abroad, about 5 cents a piece. I have them here, and will come to an 
object-lesson in a few minutes. Upon knives costing 73 cents a dozen 
or about 6 cents apiece the Senate substitute increases the duty to 230 
per cent. ad valorem, and the present amendment increases it to 9%per 
cent., or an increase of 49 per cent. over the present law. 

I will put all these tables in the Recorp. I have given the lowest- 
priced three-blade knives which the poor people of the country use— 
and I come to those which cost $6 a dozen, the highest price. Theduaty 
under the substitute was 50 per cent., mo increase over the existing 
law, and under the amendment it is 60 per cent., an increase of 10 per 
cent. 

When we conie to two-blade pocket-knives, the lowest cost abroad is 
37 cents a dozen, 3 cents and a fraction apiece. The present duty 
always being 50 per cent., the Senate substitute increased the duty to 
294 per cent. ad valorem, and the Senate amendment makes it 80 per 
cent. 

Upon two-blade knives costing 61 cents, a little over 5 cents apiece, 
the foreign cost, the present duty always being 50 per cent. ad valorem, 
the Senate substitute made it 133 per cent., and theamendment makes 
it 109 per cent. Upon the highest-priced two-blade knife, which costs 
abroad $1.95 a dozen, the Senate substitute made it 76 per cent. ad 
valorem, an increase of 26 per cent., and the amendment makes it 68 
per cent., or an increase of 18 per cent. over the existing law. 

Now we come to the commonest and cheapest knives, used by chil- 
dren and by the poorest persons in the country, one-blade pocket- 
knives. 

Mr. GEORGE. Barlow knives. 

Mr. VEST. No, my friend from Mississippi is mistaken; they are 
not as good as Barlows. The Barlow knife is an excellent knife, the 
best cheap knife ever manufactured, and these knives are not at all 
equal to the Barlow knife. Upon knives costing 18 cents a dozen, on 
which the present duty is 50 per cent., the Senate substitute increased 
the ad valorem to 302 per cent., and the amendment puts it at 117 per 
cent, That is, upon a knife that costs 1} cents apiece abroad the duty 
under this amendment would be 117 per cent. 

Now, the highest-priced one-blade knife that is made abroad is $1 a 
dozen, and the duty under the substitute is 75 per cent., and ander 
the amendment is 86 per cent.; so that on the knife costing a cent and 
a half the increase of duty under the amendment is from 50 to 117 per 
cent., while on the best quality of one-blade knife, which costs $1 a 
dozen, the duty is only increased from 75 to 86 per cent., which would 
be only 11 per cent. increase upon the knife which the man in moderate 
circumstances, not to call him a rich man, would ordinarily purchase. 

Mr. President, here are those knives. [Exhibiting.] If any Senator 
feels any interest in the matter, he canexamine them. Here is the com- 
monest knife, that is made at 17 centsa dozen, the foreign cost, not quite 
a cent and a half a piece. The present duty is 50 per cent.; the Sen- 
ate substitute makes the duty 300 per cent., and the amendment makes 
it 120percent. Thatisonthisknife. [Exhibiting.] Hereis another 
common knife, costing 93 cents a dozen; the present duty is 50 per cent., 
the Senate bill puts it at 186 per cent., and the amendment at 88 per 
cent. Upon the highest-priced knife, costing $21.90 a dozen abroad, 
the present duty is 50 per cent., the Senate bill made it 35 per cent., 
and the amendment puts it at 52.8 percent. Here are all these differ- 
ent grades, showing what I assert to be the absolute truth, that upon 
the lower class of cutlery, which constitutes 60 per cent. of the im- 
portations into the United States, both the substitute and the amend- 
ment have increased the duty, whilst they have not increased it by any 
means in the same proportion as to the higher-priced cutlery. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the Senator would enlarge his illustration 
and explanation a little by showing the price of those knives now in 
this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both at wholesale and at retail? 

Mr. ALLISON. Those imported, so as to give a little indication of 
the profits of the importers. 

Mr. VEST. I have just come into the Senate and have not arranged 
my papers; but in the testimony which was taken by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Vance] and myself which I thought I had before 
me, the prices in this country are stated by the witnesses; but the point 
to which I call attention is that the increase of duty is put upon the 
knives that are used by the common people of the country and which 
enter most largely into consumption. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator would go on and explain how the 
amendment will increase the cost to the consumers of the country by 
showing what price we pay now for these knives, and who receives the 
profit on them, I should like to hear him de it. 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt that the cutlery interests of the 
United States are not in so dilapidated a condition as to require this 
enormous increase of duties unless you propose to exclude all foreign 
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competition. That will be the result of the adoption of this amend- 
ment as stated by the witnesses. It is true they are importers, but 
they are American citizens, and are as much entitled to an equal and 
just administration of the law as any other class of the American peo- 
ple, and they have testified with an unbroken testimony that the o 
eration of this substitute and of the amendment will be to exclude all 
foreign competition. If Senators want to do that, let them avow it; 
let us know it distinctly and emphatically that they propose to shut 
out the foreign article entirely from competition in this coun 

Iam frank to say my idea in regard to the matter is that of Presi- 
dent Garfield. If you impose duties let them be such as will 
an honest and healthy foreign competition, not to break down and de. 
stroy the American manufacture, but let the result of the whole inure 
to the benefit of the consumer, and not to put around this country a 
wall which excludes entirely all foreign competition. If that be the 
intention, the sooner we understand it the better. That is the case as 
to cutlery, and now let us look at razors. 

Upon razors which cost abroad 72 cents a dozen, and upon which 
the duty is 50 per cent. ad valorem under the existing law, the Senate 
substitute—now I call the attention of the Senate to this matter— 
is 95 per cent. ad valorem, and this amendment increases it to 190 
per cent. ad valorem, an increase of nearly 100 per cent. over the sub- 
stitute. Upon razors costing abroad 96 cents a dozen, the duty on 
which under the existing law is 50 per cent. ad valorem, the Senate 
substitute imposed a duty of 78 per cent. ad valorem, and this amend- 
ment puts 154 per cent. And on razors costing $1.20a dozen the Sen- 
ate substitute imposed an ad valorem duty of 68 per cent., and this 
amendment puts it at 133 per cent. On those costing $1.44 a dozen 
the Senate substitute put 60 per cent. ad valorem and this amend- 
ment puts 120 per cent. On the next grade of razors, costing abroad 
$1.68 a dozen, the Senate substitute put a duty of 55 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, and this amendment puts 110 Ai cent. On those costing a 
litle over $1.92 a dozen, on which resent duty is 50 per cent., 
thesubstitute put a duty of 48 percent. ie the amendment 96 per cent. 

So on until we reach the highest-priced razors, at $12 per dozen, and 
on them the Senate substitute put a duty of only 29 per cent. and the 
amendment 60 percent. The rich man who can pay a dollar and a half 
or two dollars or two dollars and a half for his razor is taxed to the ex- 
tent under the Senate substitute of 29 per cent. and under the amend- 
ment of 60 per cent., but the poor man, the workingman, the darling 
of the Republican party, the object of their idolatrous worship, if he 
wants to buy a cheap razor that costs abroad 6 cents apiece, is made to 

pay 190 per cent. ad valorem, and that is the way we d in 
iavor of the poor people of this country as against the rich and luxu- 
rious. 

If our friends propose by the imposition of these duties to hermeti- 
cally seal the American market against all foreign competition, let them 
say 80, for that is the result of this amendment, both as to razors and 
cutlery. “There should be no disguise of that fact, because it is most 
unquestionably and absolutely true. 

Mr. President, there is another statement made by the manufact- 
urers to the effect that they want this duty so as to protect them against 
frand. They stated in their testimony before the Finance Committee 
that cheap German goods such as I have produced here, these low- 
priced knives and razors, are manufactared in Germany and then put 
under the brands of American makers and retailed in the American 
market as being either of American manufacture or in some instances 
with the English brand—the Sheffield brand—and then soldas i 
goods. I assert that the testimony shows, which I will produce in a 
few moments, that the American manufacturers y and 
from year to year take foreign brands and put them upon their goods 
and retail them to the American consumer as English cutlery. I will 
produce the identical articles here and show the knives which are made 
in this country, put under the English brandis and then retailed as 
made in England, when they never saw England, and never went ont 
of the limits of the United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is that because of the fact that the Englixh goods 
See or because of the fact that they have that reputation, or 

Mr. VEST. The witnesses siate that it is principally because they 
have the reputation. There are who think they can not get a 
good pocket-knife unless it is mak rg vag te in or Wostenholm. 

Mr, VANCE. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, I have 
the testimony here to which he refers. 

Mr. VEST. I have it myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the Senator reading 

Mr. VANCE. I am 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and myself by a delegation of the 
American Hardware Association. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was a little curious to know. I tried to find it 
in our volume of testimony, but could not find it. 

Mr. VANCE. It was not taken before the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Finance; it was taken before a self-constituted committee 
composed of myself and the Senator from Missouri, which we offer for 
the consideration of the jury for what it is worth. 


Mr. HARRIS. It is, I suppose, the testimony of men experienced 
and expert in this particular Tate. 





from? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


from the testimony taken before the | req 


JANUARY 19, 


Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; men of high character, who were both im- 
porters and manufacturers of cutlery, whose names are given: 


Senator Vance. You do not impose them— 
This was table cutlery— 


on anybody as American-made knives? 
Mr. Saxton. No, sir. 


Senator VANcE. You do not deny the fact that they are made in Germany? j 
Mr. Saxton. Not at all, 


_Senenee Fam . Still, the point, then, I suppose they make is that there is noth- 
in these brands which shows that they are made here. For instance, not 
; | being an expert, it should lock af that brand T would say it was an Americar 
ook oor teal Mi ge hen I lock: at that’ eters eee 
on our ives. course, W 
know it was made in Sheffield, 
Mr. Saxtoyx. How would you know but that that was put on in America? 
Vest. The question is whether it shows the make; I would not 


know 
Mr. Korn — it~ et ghey ae Os Com This is| 
a New York cor concern } , and this same Ro Rockwell who comes! 
here es these goods ‘ae the ie Fasex Cutlery P Company; ” and that is one of 
the wamnee er — about. On each knife you see ‘ ' Sheffield, England; 
cutlers er 

ee vane, hat is all right. Anybody would know that that is an En- 

fe 

° Mr. Kory. But it isan American knife. 

Senator Vest. I know you sell them, nat they see made abroad. 


= yn gt try hy nd are American > 
r. SAXTON. the poorest class goods they make. 
Senator Vest. makes these knives? 

Mr. SAxTon. All the American manufacturers 

Senator Vest. That is a clear fraud. It has the rampant lion. 

Senatér Vance. Where is this knife made? 

Mr. Korn. It is made in Connecticut. sea Galen te en tte Con- 
They do not put down “ Cutlers to Her 


necticut ee cy 
ere they put down “Sheffield Knife Company, eer iicmat 
Senator VANCE. Lene: By tg: apne of that kind in New England? 
Mr. Saxton. We never do that at i 
Senator Vest. How do oa Sie caslinh camped does this? 
Mr. Korx. We 
a Vesr. You bowel the knives from those parties? 


. Certain 
Senstor Viner. That is pretty good evidence. 
These samples wh yes ser: phe mag aya erie nda ga 


self in the original packages in which they had been purchased 
these Connecticut man upon the package the words, 
**Cutlers to Her Majesty Sheffield, ”? and so on. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr, President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator if the witness is a party who 
assists in the of the fraud? 

Mr, VANC No, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I 


the Senator to ne Rak he party buys 
these knives with the foreign stamp for the purpose of selling them 


Mr. VANCE. The party buys them from the Connecticut manu- 
facturers with this stamp upon them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Whatdoes he purchase them for? 

Mr. VANCE. He purchases them for sale. 

Mr. BLAIR. yaa ma na on er y= Ne mg 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; he buys which are offered to him, 
but he says he does not sell them as foreign cutlery. 

Mr. BLAIR. Notwi the stamp. 

Mr. VANCE. He repudiates 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from North Carolina 


yield to the Senator from t? 

Mr. VANCE. Iam the floor by the courtesy of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. If he I have no objection. 

_ PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri is entitled 
to floor. . 

Mr. PLATT. I simply desire to say about this testimony that it is 
not testimony taken thecommittee. These same testified 


before the committee and did not make these statements. Mr. Rock- 
well was present when they testified before the committee, and I think 
they did not make these statements before the committee. 

to the statement of Mr. Korn, that Mr. 


I do that there was not a knife exhibited there which had 
“Sheffield, England, Cutlers to Her ee ee upon it, _ ae 


not true. It is true that on table-knives at one oe 
ago, for a short time, one cutlery-manufacturin lishment, at 
uest of dealers, put on the knives “Sheffield Knife 


of that name having been put on table-knives at the request of dealers 
fora short time. It was wrong, and is wrong. 


Mr. VEST. I do not know what the Senator from Connecticut 
means by ‘‘ ” -I would attach the word ‘ e” to 
the prod of so ordinary asa e have the 


an penknife. 
identical knives here, and we give the testimony for what it is worth, 
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Mr. PLATT. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I did not refer to any- 
that has been said on the other side asa parade. I referred to 
this testimoney which these importers gave, as read by the Senator 
from North Carolina. 
' Mr. VEST. When I left the discussion I was alluding to the charge 
made by the manufacturers before the Finance Committee that the 
English brand or trade-mark was used for the purpose gobs tagee ba 
cheap German-made pocket-knives upon the American public, or that 
tho teevions trade-mark was used upon these mae Ro goods 
for the same purpose. This is denied; butin the from which 
Soclebectiagyand tble-eutery SeGs anp mundo tn iin country onl 
table-cutlery are e coun’ 
eg under the British trade-mark for the of being sold to 
American public, and that this is done by the American Cutlery 
Company, and that is the company that was most conspicuous in the 
testimony before the Finance Committee in making this charge of fraud 
against the importers. 
Mr. PLATT. What ae 
Mr. VEST. The American Cutlery Company. 
Mr. PLATT. I know of no such company in the United States. 
Mr. VANCE. The Essex Cutlery Company. 
Mr. VEST. There was another called the American Cutlery Com- 


pany. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Is there any such thing as the Essex Cutlery Com- 


pany? 
Mr. PLATT. There is no American Cutlery ey, and there is 
no Essex Cutlery Company man knives in nited States. 
It is a brand which has beeen adopted to deceive the public. 

Mr. VANCE. The witness, Mr. Korn, testifies that it is called the 
Essex Cutlery Company, and that he bought goods from them with this 
false Sheffield mark upon those 

Mr. PLATT. He says ‘‘it is a New York concern in Cincinnati.’’ 
I state that there is no Cutlery Company manufacturing these 
knives in the United States to the best of my knowledge and belief, 
and I think I know about it; neither is there any concern called the 
American Cutlery Company. It is a brand which has been put upon 
foreign goods to deceive the American public. 

Mr. VEST. That is a very important admission. I have not time 
to turn to the testimony that was given before the Senator from North 
Carolina and myself as to the names of these associations. They are 
American corporations; whether by one name or another does not af- 
fect the argument. We can turn to that afterwards as a matter of 


detail. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it the a of the present argument of the 
Senator from Missouri to justify the use of American names by German 
manufacturers? 


Mr. VEST. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know but that it was; he was using it 
in the same connection. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator certainly does not mean to be so offensive 
as to impute to me that I would stand here and defend any sort of fraud. 
a gl gm this thing and uses a false brand is guilty of 

ud. 

But these gentlemen, at whose solicitation these schedules have been 
so enormously increased, in order to depreciate the testimony of import- 
ers who are just as much American citizens as they are, went before the 
Finance Committee and said they were guilty of this fraud. I under- 
take to say if that rule works at all it ought to work both ways, and 
that the testimony shows, unless the men who came before the Senator 
from North Carolina and myself are willful and deliberate slanderers 
and falsifiers, that this thing is habitually done by American manu- 
facturers; that they take the British brands, put them on their own 
goods, and sell articles as Wostenholm’s manufacture that the factory 
of Wostenholm & Co. never saw. 

. It is somewhat singular that this importers’ asso- 
whom may be American citizens, did not make this 
before the Finance Committee where there would have been a 
charce for cross-examination and where the American Cutlery Asso- 

was represented by its president. 
r. VEST. Is there an American Cutlery Association ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think so. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Connecticut says there is not. 

Mr. PLATT, No, I did not there was not an association of 
manufacturers, a I say there is no ‘“‘American Cutlery Company”’ 

ves. 
Mr. VEST. I meant the ‘American Cutlery Association’’ if I did 
* use the word ‘“‘company.”’ 

Mr. PLATT. do not manufacture knives. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ey do not manufacture knives at all. 

Mr, VEST. The persons who dictated or solicited this increase of 
—— the persons whom I have in my mind when I make these state- 
men 


Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Missouri certainly does not wish to 
make statements which are not correct. 
~ palin Not if I know it. 
. There is no ‘‘American Cutl Com ” 
facturing knives in the United States; ast ts «t Bisgoe 


manu- 
Cutlery 


Company’? manufacturing knives in the ee, Oiaten, and this as- 
sociation of manufacturers does not manufacture by itself; it is one cf 
the associations which is common in business. It is not a trust or 
anything of the sort, but it is an association of manufacturers. 

Mr. VEST. Here is the name that is given in the testimony: 

Senator Vance. Who did that? 

Mr. Kory. This American Association. 


Senator Vest. Where is that factory? 
Mr. : Fees At Bridgeport, Conn. It is closed up now. They have de 
stroyed it, 


It is the American Association. 

Mr. PLATT. That is a manufactory which some importers, Messrs, 
Wiebusch & Co., undertook to establish in the United States in com- 
petition with American manufacturers and found that they could not 
carry it on. 

Mr. VANCE. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, in the 
statement which was taken before the committee, and therefore must 
be valid, this same gentleman, Mr. Rockwell, stated that foreigners— 
the Germans especially, have been despicabie enough to place American names 
upon their wares. which of itself is ample evidence that American manufact- 


urers, however slender their profits, have carefully guarded American names 
and reputation for good quality. 


That is the same gentleman who is interested in this Essex Cutlery 
Association, who sold his goods under the name of ‘‘ Sheffield, England, 
cutlers to Her Majesty.’’ 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know how many times it is necessary for me 
to say that that is not true. Whatever Mr. Korn may have testified 
to, I think I can state with absolute certainty that the gentleman re- 
ferred to has never been guilty of any such practice. 

Mr. VANCE. Which statement does the Senator say is not true~ 
the one that I read now, or the one I read from the testimony before 
the Senator from Missouri and myself? 

Mr, PLATT. The statement that the gentleman, Mr. Rockwell, to 
whom the Senator refers, has put that brand upon any American-made 
knives, or is interested in the Essex Cutlery Company. 

Mr. VANCE. Heasserts herethat theGermans especially have been 
guilty of this meanness, and Mr. Korn testified that the Essex Cutlery 
Association, or company, with which Mr. Rockwell was connected, did 
the very same thing, and he exhibited original packages with the printed 
brands, as I have repeated again and again, upon those packages, and 
said that he bought those goods from the Essex Cutlery Association, or 
company. It may be untrue. I can not tell anything about that. 

Mr. PLATT. It is scarcely worth while to be contending over a 
matter of evidence. I wish to state once more that Mr. Korn says this 
Essex Cutlery Company is a cutlery concern which does basiness in 
Cincinnati. That does not connect it very closely with Connecticut, 
I say there is no Essex Cutlery Company manufacturing goods in the 
United States. 

This is one of the brands which have been put upon German knives, 
Now let me read a few of them, premising that none of these are actual 
companies—not one of them that Iam going to read—but they come 
very near in name to representing actual companies. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion for information. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me read a specimen of these names that are put 
on German knives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri is entitled 
to the floor. Does he yield ? 

Mr. VEST. I prefer that the Senator from Connecticut would take 
up the debate regularly. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me read these names. 

“<> sn peemmmeg OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri declines 
to yield. 

Mr. VEST. Of course I will yield to the Senator if he is absolutely 
anxious about it. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it perhaps well to put in these names at this 
period of the discussion. 

Mr. VEST. I was about to state what I believe to be the facts in 
regard to the matter of brands, and then the Senator can reply to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missouri yield? 

Mr. VEST. Let the Senator go on if he insists on it. 

Mr, PLATT. The Senator yields, There are placed upon knives 
made in Germany these brands: ‘‘ New England Cutlery Company,’’ 
‘* Bay State Cutlery Company,” ‘‘ Granite State Company ’’—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Where are they located ? 

Mr. PLATT. There are no such companies. ‘‘ Pennsylvania Cut- 
lery Company,’’ ‘‘ Western Cutlery Company,’’ ‘‘ Chicago Knife Com- 
pany,’’ “* Maine Knife Company,’’ ‘‘Ames Cutlery Company,”’ ‘‘ Ful- 
ton Cutlery Works,’’ “‘ Manhattan Cutlery Company,’’ ‘“Knickerbocker 
Cutlery Company,’’ ‘‘St. Lawrence Cutlery Company,”’ ‘‘ National Cut- 
lery Company,’ ‘‘ Derby Cutlery Company,’’ ‘* Chatham Cutlery Com- 
pany,”’ New York Cutlery Company,’’ ‘‘ Essex Cutlery Company,”’ 

‘Windsor Cutlery Company,’’ ‘* Mt. Vernon Cutlery Company,’’ ani 
Southfield Cutlery Company.’’ Those are only specimens of more ti 
three hundred brands of the same character which are put upon Ger- 
man knives to sell them in this market. The ‘‘ Essex Cutlery Com- 
pany ’’ and ‘‘American Cutlery Company ”’ are simply companies which 
do not exist, nor do any of these supposed cutlery companies exist; and 
the brands are not put on by American manufacturers either. 
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Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I did not expect this schedule to come 
up, and therefore I am not able to present consecutively what I had to 
say, but I will try to get the facts out before I am through. In the 
testimony that was taken before the Senator from North Carolina and 
myself, the Senator from North Carolina said to the witness, Mr. Sax- 
ton, who represents the firm of Alfred Field & Co.: 


Senator VancE. It is stated here that the bulk of the cheap German knives 
are sold here as American knives. 

Mr. Saxton, That is not true. 

Senator Vance. I thought perhaps if there was no brand upon it, that was the 
reason. Is American cutlery esteemed to be any better than foreign cutlery? 

Mr. Korn. } believe the average of foreign cut) is the best. 

Senator Vaxycr. What reason would men have for passing off these foreign 
knives as American knives? 

Mr. Korn. They like to have some well-counding names, because they are 
easier to remember, easier to talk to the people of than anything foreign which 
they can not speak. For instance, there was in New York the concern of Peied- 
mann & Lauterjung, importers. They made as high a grade of cutlery as an 
body did, but nobody ever could nce their name; no American cou 
call it. Persons do not like to have such a name on When an 
American merchant wants to buy goods made on a special 7 he likes to 
have # name that he and his traveling man can pronounce, and not 
he can not pronounce; for itis a great deal easier to put down — 
with which ev erybody is familiar—that everybody can speak. But American 

oods have been made as poorly in this country as they ever have been made 

= ae land or Germany. There have been just as poor goods made in Amer- 
ly, there have been very few good goods made i daueien es far as 
cutlery is concerned. 
AxTON. The system of special bonding 
fifteen years. It has come about from the brand 
keener and keeneramong allithetime. Ifaman had thesame 
of knife, the same pattern in the same city, it would cut his profits to pieces; 
if he has the ——— under different brands, then he can maintain Mis penaen, 


a 


goods has wn up in the last 
fact that com tion has base 


That is the reason why there have been so — brandsof cutlery. We 
tea, who sta between the ha wo rer, very much 
prefer to have our own brands, and onour because 


to get our 
we can not possibly put on the brands of the makers. 
If an order comes in for $10,000 worth of pocket-knives we Peorad be in 

from fifty or sixty or covey different man and it would be im: 
ble to get every man’s name on them. We mix them all up, and 
where they are. We take half a cms mar ofa venaant ote and 
that eae of one quality, and —— of another quality, and so on. ve 

a Seen eel strike brands for each grade. Here is our 
ae [exhibiti: On the best grade of goods we put our own name, 
We get them made. beanie the knives that. come under that brand are from 
fifteen or twenty different manufacturers, but we grade them that way and 


brand them. 
puton that brand [exhibiting], Continental Cutlery Com- 


poss 


On the next grade we 
ny, the Continental ond On the next oo = = Alexander, Fraser & 
.. Simply a ae sg quality of goods. Then 
we have our German Here [ hibiting] <n H. ‘Cesenwell Criterion Cut- 
lery. That is part of name of one of our partners. H. Cromwell Field is 
hispname. The next grade is the Brandford Cutlery Company. 
people comptain abont is that they are sold as American goods. They are not 
sold as Arnerican 
Senator Vance. It is your own classification for your own convenience. 
Mr. Saxtox. That is all; it is for our own convenience; and that is the case 
with jobbers all over the country. 
e ora Vance. You do not impose them on anybody as American-made 
nives? 
Mr. Saxtox, No, sir. 
Senator Vaxcr. You do not deny the fact that they are made in Germany? 


Mr. Saxtor. Not at all. 
Senator Vrs, Still, the point, then, I suppose they make is that thereis nothing 
ey are made here. For in not bens 


in these brands whieh show that th: 
an expert, ff I should look at that brand I would say it was an 
The brand ia “‘H, Cromwell Criterion Cutlery.” ere you have Sheffield = 
all your English knives. Of course when I look at that k knife [indicating] I 
know it was made in Sheffield, England. 


I have those knives here. 


Mr. Saxtox. How would you know but that that was 

Senator Vest. The question is whether itshows the ; I would not know. 

Mr. Kory (exhibiting). Here is one brand, Essex Company. This 
is a New York concern in Cincinnati, and this same Mr. Rockwell who comes 
here makes these goods for the “ Essex 
the names they complain about. On each 
cutiers to Her Majesty.” 

Senator Vest. That is all right. Anybody would know that that isan English 


knife. 
Mr. Korn. But it isan American knife. 
Senator Vest. I know you sell them, but they are made abroad. 
Mr. Kory, No, they are American-made. 
Mr. Saxton. That is the poorest class of goods they make. 
Senator Vest. Who makes these a 


American man 
Senator Vest. That is a clear fraud. go oT 
Senator Varner, Where is this knife made? 


Mr. a Snel Ths ap ne is anoies ® knife made oo 
necticut exhibiting}. They do not _ “ Cutlers to Her Majesty ; 
Change their label but they put down “Sheffield Knife Company, Sheffiel Shemicid, 


England.” 


Here is a box of these knives, which were made in Connecticut. 
They are branded ‘‘George Wostenholm & Sons’ Celebrated I. X. L. 
Cutlery, Warranted.’’ The witness goes on and states that Wosten- 
hoim &'Co., with their immense reputation and large custom extend- 
ing to all parts of the world, have not thought this matter of sufficient 
importance to stop it, although it has been drawn to their attention. 
So as to these knives which I have here. Here is a very cheap Amer- 
ican knife [exhibiting], the cheapest that is made. They are manu- 
factured in this country, and they are sold under a foreign brand. 
That is the commonest knife made any where. 

Here is a knife [exhibiting] made in the United States—in Con- 
necticut, I believe—and hera is the brand. I have it here, the orig- 
inal package, the outside cover upon it, andall. It is made in the 
United | States and branded, ‘‘Onedozen. Warranted. No. 1% Han- 
dies and blade one solid piece, composed of shears steel. Select Shef- 


given. Here is a trade-mark consisting of a B with a 
Shefiield.”’ 


them as English goods, which they im 
they have a right to do, as imported 


of one 0: 





field Knife Company. Plated. Each knife bears our brand nam 
Sheffield, England.’’ These are table-knives, with the unicorn coat 
rampant lion and all the indicia of British manufacture. 

Mr. BUTLER. That knife was made where? 

Mr. VEST. It was made in Connecticut. As to these brands or 
trade-marks, I have a large number of them here that are placed upon 
cutlery in this country. These are the brands to which Mr. Saxton 
alludes as being fictitious: “Alexander Fraser & Co.’s Celebrated Shef- 
field Cutlery. Warranted.” ‘Richmond Cutlery Company, Rich- 


mond, Ind.’’ Thereisnofraudaboutthat. ‘‘ Pioneer Hardware Com- 
pany. The best grade of pocket-knives, scissors, and razors.” **Cleve- 
land Cu Company. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no such 


Mr. VEST. Of course there may not 4 but these are brands, and 
I have tried to make the Senator from Connecticut understand that. 
Mr. Saxton says there is no such company, but that these are his trade- 
marks, which he has a right to use. 

Mr. ‘BUTLER. Are they frauds? 

Mr. VEST, ‘These are not frauds, because there is no English mark 
about them. He simply takes up a certain name; for instance, in one 
case part of the name of one of the partners in the firm of Alfred Field 
& Co., but they did not say it was an English knife; they did not put 
Sheffield on it. Here is the ““H awk-Eye Cutlery Company’s celebrated’ 
pocket cutlery, manufactured of the best quality of steel.’’ They do 
notstate where itis made. Here is or the ae Cutlery Com- 


y.* These are scissors, warranted; . Here i is Pribyl 
’ trade-mark, “‘ unsurpassed unsurpassed” quality 3 blades war- 
ranted;’’ no place is given. ‘‘J. B. Champlin. scissors; 


ety y none, equaled by few; warranted;’’ no 

ven; and here is ‘‘J. B. F. Ghanian t cutlery. ” Bat 
eg fs no oa trade-mark on them, there is no lion, no unicorn, 
no Sheffield, no Wostenholm & Sons; they are the ¢ trade-marks of the 
American importers. 

Here is the “‘Brandford Cutlery Company’s celebrated pocket cut- 
lery, manufactured of the best quality of steel,” and no place at all 
ent around 
d & Co., 
English brand, made in England aah 
from — and sell, as 

eu 


si be age we — cutlery manufactured by Alfred 
t is 


“Continental Cutlery Company’s superior , Sheffield,’’ 


pocket cu 
another brand of English goods. Here is the ‘‘ H. ‘Cromwell Criterion 
Company, surpassed by none, equaled by none, satisfaction warran 


pe peabys go + arte aes te sho beta otic ts nae aff the comme 
the partners of Alfred Field & Co., and is taken and used as 
atrade-mark. But that is not put upon English goods; it is put upon 
goods bought from the American manufacturerers. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to know if those are not put on German goods, 
every one of them. 

Mr. VEST. It makes no difference whether they are put on German 
or American or goods, if no place is stated. Mr. Saxton testi- 
fies that when they receive an order for a large amount of cutlery, he 
buys from probably fifty or sixty different manufacturers and then puts 
on all different pu this trade-mark of the firm of Alfred 
Field & Co. But there is no fraud in that, because he does not put 
England there, or Germany, or the United States. He may buy apart 
of the goods from oo er as een Sa. ate ee on 
American, but unless he makes the false impression that he gets his 
goods from Wostenholm or Rodgers or some celebrated manufacturer, 
there is no fraud in it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. To assist in understanding this, let me say that 
when that manufacturer exhibited a handful of knives before the sub- 
committee of the Finance Committee, . maps tobethere. I was 
looking over, expecting just this, knowing if he exhibited knives 
at all, he would show thecharacter of that trade. I picked up a Brand- 
ford knife, for having a eee eee I thought possi- 
bly they might have had a little cutlery ny ae Se oe my 
know and I asked him if that was one eof these knives. 
‘**Certainly.”’ He did not put “ ne or any- 
thing else upon that knife, but when i Pemapicanin’? “wy. 8.,”? and 
*‘Columbia ’’ are put on a cheap German knife it does not deceive the 
person. who does it, because he orders it done; it does not deceive the 
dealers next to him in different cities to whom he selis them by the 
hundred dozen, but he deceives the average purchaser, and he does this 
thing with that intent. Now, whoever does that is a liar and a thief. 

Mr. VEST. I admire the Senator’s vocabulary, especially in the 
United States Senate. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is very likely that has been done in Connecticut 
at some time, but it is a dishonest the Senator bas said that 
himself, to put upon a foreign | knife a name that will lead everybody 
to think it is an American knife, or to put on an American knife the 
words ‘Sheffield, England,’’ when it was not made there at all, or to 


put ‘* Wostenholm ” upon a blade, the name of one of the best 
makers in the world, when it was made or in Germany. Those 
things are dishonest in trade, but the are full of it, and some- 


times Americans do it, though I do say most of the American cut- 
lers are anxious to establish each for himself the value of his trade- 
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for their trade-mark in English courts and American. 

Mr. VEST. I will let the Senator from Connecticut choose his own 
epithets, In language of my own I will say that I denounce fraud 
wherever it cxists, whether in this country or abroad. But the ques- 
tion in this case is whether the er parte testimony of these persons who 
went before the Finance Coramittee and denounced al! these importers 
as having perpetrated frand shall go without answer or attack. I be- | 
lieve the testimony of the gentlemen who appeared before the Senator | 
from North Carolina and myself. I did not hear them before the Fi- | 
nance Committee, for I have not the honor of being a member of that 
com mittee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will pardon me. 
fore the comnnittee. 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator alluded to the Brandford Company. The 
rule, as I understand it, which he himself adopts and to which I as- 
sent and have stated over and over again, is this: That any importer or 
manufacturer has a right to make his trade-mark and use it as to any 
article of cutlery, provided there is nothing in it which misleads. 
Here is the trade-mark of the Brandford Cutlery Company: ‘‘ Brand/ord 
Cutlery Co. celebrated pocket cutlery, manufactured of the best quality 
of steel.’’ That is a registered trade-mark. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. VEST. Then I do not understand the testimony if it is not. 

Mr. PLATT. It could not be registered as a trade-mark. The 
name of the place could not be registered as a trade-mark. 

Mr. VEST. It is not the name of the place. It is the name of the 


Both sides were be- 


company. 
wn PLATT. There is no such company near there and never will 

Mr. VEST. There itis. There is the brand, and these men swear 
that it isa trade-mark. Here are the cabalistic letters upon it, the B 
with the serpent around it, and upon that branded ‘‘ The Brandford 
Cutlery Co.’ No place, no country, no England, no United States, 
no Germany upon it; and Mr. Saxton testifies he uses that mark upon 
cutlery that he buys and he has a right to doit. That is a very dif- 
ferent proposition from putting ‘Sheffield’ on the box and Sheffield 
on the knives. Some of these knives are made here in the United 
States, and they have upon them ‘‘ Wostenholm, Sheffield,’’ and ‘* Eng- 
land.’’ and these same men go before the Finance Committee and de- 
mand an increase of duty on cutlery already bearing 50 per cent., an 
increase on the cheapest grades, in some instances amounting to 95 and 
100 — cent., and they still say that their testimony must be taken as 
absolutely true, without contradiction or suspicion. 

I submit for insertion in the Recor the table of which I spoke in 
the earlier part of my remarks. 


Comparative ad valorem rate, present duty, Senate substitute, and Senate | 
amendment as reported. 


FPOUR-BLADE POCKET-KNIVES. 








Senate j 
substi- 

tute, 50 
cents per, Senate | 

i amend- Senate amendment. 





Comparative ad valorem rate, present duty, etc.—Continued. 


THREE-BLADE POCKET-KNIVES. 





Senate 
| substi- 
Four } tute, 50 
blade, | Present |“°PtSPer) senate 
foreign | duty, 50) SO7P" | amend- | Senate amendment. 
cost per per cent. ox | ment. 
dozen and 3 | 
; per cent. 
ad valo- i 
rem. 
| 
Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent. 
$0. 48 50 330 | 75 Value 50 cents per dozen and under, 
| 12 cents per dozen and 50 per cent. 
. 61 50 270 109 
72 | 50 230 99 
.3 50 201 92 
-87 50 | 180 87 
1.10 50 | 162 83 Value from 50 cents per dozen to $2 
1.22 50 | 151 380 per dozen, 36 cents per dozen and 50 
1.34 50 | 137 77 per cent. 
1.46 50 | 127 75 
1.70 | 113 7 
1.82 50 107 6 || 
1.95 50 103 68 || 
2.07 50 | 98 80 |} 
2.19 50 | ot 77 
2.31 50 | 90 7 
2.43 50 | 87 75 
2.56 50 | S4 73 
2.68 50 | gi 73 | | Value more than $2 per dozen, cents 
3.00 50 | 75 70 || per dozen and 50 per cent. 
3.50 50 | 68 7 
4.00 50 | 62 65 
4.50 50 | 58 63 | 
5.00 50 | 55 6 | 
6.00 50 50 6 
i 





| | 
Per cent. 
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TWO-BLADE POCKET-KNIVES. 
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} 


971 

















Per cent. | Per cent. | 

$1. 22 181 80 

1.34 7 77 Value 50 cents per dozen and under, 
1.46 162 6B 12 cents per dozen and 30 per cent. | 
1.58 1357 73 ad valorem ; from 50 cents to $2 per 
1.70 143 71 dozen, 36 cents per dozen and 50 | 
1.82 135 70 percent. ad valorem. | 
1.% 128 69 

2.19 7 77 

2.43 107 vid 

2.68 100 73 

2.92 bu 70 

3.16 388 69 

3.41 St 68 

3.65 80, 67 

3.89 76 66 

4,14 73 6 

4.38 70 Gi 

4. 62 68 eS | 

4.87 66 @ | 

5.11 64 @ | 

5.35 62 6l || Value over $2 dozen, 60 cents per | 
5.60 60 61 |{ dozen and 50 per cent. ad valorem. | 
5.83 59 oO | 
6.07 58 6 | 

6.70 5S 59 

7.2 82 58 

12.00 42 55 

16. 00 36 M4 

24.00 33 52} 

30. 00 31 51 

36, 00 30 51 

48. 00 29 5h 

60.00 28 51 

72.00 23 51 

86. 00 27% Sl 








| Per . | Per cent.) 
$0. 37 5O | 204 | 80 | oe 50 cents per dozen and under, 12 
.48 50}; 23 | 7 |f cents per dozen and 50 per cent. 
-61 | 50 | 138 109 | 
73 50 > 161 | 99 
8 50 142 | 92 | 
97 50 | 128 87 
1.16 50 116 83 || Value from 50 cents to $2 per dozen, 
1,22 | 50 106 80 | 36 cents per dozen and 50 per cent.; 
1.34 50 | 100 77 value over $2 per dozen, 60 cents per 
1.46 | 50 | 93 vi | dozen and per cent, 
1.58 50 | 88 73 | 
17 50 S4 71 
1.82 50 | sO 69 | 
L.% 50 | 76 68 |) 
ONE-BLADE POCKET-KNIVES. 
| 
Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent. | 
: - 
$0. = = y~4 109 | | Value 50cents per dozen and under, 12 
“= | 50 | 164 | a cents per dozen and 59 per cent. ad 
“43 50 | 127 ‘| 7 valorem. 
61 | 50 | 106 109 Value from 50 cents to $2 per dozen, 36 
73 50 | 93 99 cents per dozen and 50 per cent.; 
85 50 | 84 92 value over $2 per dozen, 60 cents per 
1.00 50 | 75 | 8b | dozen and 50 per cent. 
RAZORS, 
sine ——_— _ vintipaliiel ingle 
Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent. 
$0.72 50 9% 190 
-96 50 | 7 154 | 
1.20 50 68 133 
1.44 50 | 60 | 120 | 
1.68 50 | 55 110 | 
1.92 50 | 51 102 |} 
2.16 | 50 43 96 | | Value $4 per dozen and under, $1 per 
2.40 50 46 92 |{ dozen and 50 per cent. 
2. 64 | 50 | 44 ss || 
2.88 50 | 42 85 | 
3.12 | 50 | 41 82 | 
3.36 50 | 40 80 | 
3. 60 50 | 39 73 | ° 
3. 84 | 50 | 38 76 | 
4.08 50 7 80 
4.32 50 36 7 
4.56 50 36 77 
4.78 50 354 j 76 
5.00 50 | S | 75 
5.50 50 | a 3 Value over $4 per dozen, $1.25 per 
6.00 | 50 33: 0 dozen and 50 per cent 
6.50 50 32 69 : 
7.00 50 32 Gn 
8.00 50 Sl 66 
9.00 50 30 | 64 
10.00 50 | 30 2) 
12,60 50 29 60 








Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, before speaking of this duty I want to 
say once more that I think the statement which the Senator from Mis- 
souri made, that the same men, the manufacturers who come here ask- 
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ing for such protection of their industry as will enable them to live and | Relative cost 
carry on their. business in the United States, are engaged in the frand 
of putting English names upon American-made knives, is not true. 
The Senator has been misinformed, and that is enough for me to say. 
I do not desire to go into that further. 

Now, upon the question of duty I wish to say thatin the year 1882, 
prior to the enactment of the present tarifflaw, there were twenty-five 
manufacturers of pocket cutlery in the United States. To-day there 
are seventeen, and eight of them have been either driven out of busi- 
ness or have failed or left the business; they have failed. ‘Three more 
have failed and reorganized. So under the present rate of duty one- 
half the number of pocket-cutlery establishments in the United States 

























prices of German, Se ee etter 









Description, 


No. of blades. 


Brass-lined pen-knife— 
















Conti 
have been driven out of business. The capital engaged in the produc- 3 inches aie 89 $1. 35 
tion has been reduced $450,000 in that time. ‘The number of dozens - weseee 43 1. 4.46 
manufactured per annum has been reduced 146,500and the value $505,-| 9) inches 27777" af . 
000. Most of these are small establishments; but one or two of them EDD cckineisicnoes cain 149, 1. 4.76 
have a basiness of over $100,000 a year. 2 en sgeecaae 50, 2. 5.45 
The capital engaged is small capital. Thesalaries paid are extremely | “cari po pen) | 

meager. The concern which make the most pocketcutlery and sells itin Ing: 

the United States paysits presidentand manager$1,500ayear. Notasin- De 12.00 
gle company or firm manufacturing pocket cutlery has made expenses, or eet ™ io. 
at least anything more than expenses, during the past year; nodividends Do js: 00 


have been declared in the cutlery business. The pocket-cutlery busi- 
ness in the United States has about two-fifths of the value of the trade. 
It has a little more than one-sixth of the amount of trade in dozens. 

Now, from what I have said it is perfectly plain we do not seek to 
conceal the situation that either there must be an increase of this 
duty or the pocket-cutlery business must stop in the United States. 
Half of the coneerns have failed since 1883; none of them are making 
any money; and the importation of foreign goods is increasing rapidly, 
while the American production is rapidly decreasing. Those producers 
have asked for an increaseof duty. There was great objection made to 
the duty as proposed originally in the Senate bill. It was made by 
jobbers; it was made by merchants as well as importers; but I under- 
stand that except at the hands of the importers is no serious ob- 
jection on the of American merchants and jobbers to the present 
proposed amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. President, this is an increase which both the Republican and 
Democratic parties have bound themselves to; yet it is not an increase 
which compensates for the difference between the !abor engaged in the 
production in the United States and the labor engaged in foreign coun- 
tries. What did the Democratic party say on that subject in its na- 
tional convention at St. Louis? 

Our established domestic industries and enterprises should not, and need not, 
be endangered by the reduction and correction of the burdens of taxation. On 
the contrary, a fair and careful revision of our tax laws, with due allowance for 
the difference between the w: of American and fachon labor, must promote 


and encourage every branch of such industries and enterprises, by giving them 
assurance of extended market and steady and continuous ons, 


The Democratic party at St. Louis recognized this principle, that in 
revising and adjusting the tariff there must be a ‘‘due allowance’’—I 
quote from the platform—‘‘for the difference between the of 
American and foreign labor.’’ Just look at this business in of 
the difference in labor in the United States and in foreign countries. 
In the testimony before the Committee on Finance the labor cost was 
very carefully shown. It has not been questioned. Itis accurate. It 
is made up from American statistics and =r statistics, and 
they have verified until it can not be questi , or, if it can be, 


I wish to take one or two instances. The same disproportion of cost 
runs through them all. Take for instance a knife which costs 56 cents 
a dozen in Germany—a 4-inch jack-knife, one blade, wood covering, 
iron-lined. It costs 91 cents in England, and it costs $1.90 in America, 
and 56 centsinGermany. Why? Because the cost of the labor on that 
knife is 35 cents in Germany, 70 cents in , and $1.42in Amer- 
ica per dozen. The duty which is proposed by the Senate amendment 
does not compensate for the difference in labor. 

Now I take another class of knives. A brass-lined, two-and-a-half- 
inch pen-knife, two blades, with ivory or stag covering, costs 81 cents 
in Germany to produce, in England $1.39, in America $2.92. Why? 
Because the labor in Germany is 57 cents, in England $1.15, in America 
$2.30. The duty which is proposed here does not equalize that differ- 
ence in the cost of labor. 

Take another of a hi price. Take a three-and-a-half-inch pen- 
knife, three blades, pear ee enna $4.42a 
dozen, in England $6.25adozen,in $12adozen. Why? Because 
the labor in Germany costs $1.82, in England $3.65, in America $7.30 
per dozen. There is no such protection here as there is difference in 
the cost of labor. The Democratic party, as well as the Republican 
party, is committed to that doctrine; and the only hope that the pro- 
ducers of ee cutlery have is that by this increase of duty 
the importation sale of these goods may become somewhat less 
profitable to the importer and the jobber, so that there may be some 
chance of getting them to handle and to deal in American knives of 
better quality, which can be sold at the same price. 

Just take the knives which the Senator from Missouri has shown us. 
Here is a one-bladed knife which he says cost abroad 17 cents a dozen. 
I never heard it put at less than 18 cents a dozen before. That knife 
is sold to the boy or the girl that the Senator desires to protect for 5 
cents. See what an immense profit there is between the manufacturer 
in Germany and the consumer here. Now, you may put on the duty 
which is proposed by the amendment and that knife will still be sold 
at 5 cents to the consumer. So with the knife that is sold to him at 10 


$6 has not been. Fe er Te ee dian apadl 

Now, I will put in my remarks all this table. It is printed in the | S¥™¢t- There a profit impo e 
testimony Defore the committee, but I read from a paper for conven- | Jobber and the retailer, but it more nearly the margin of 
ience. The table is as follows: profit which there is for the importer and the and the retailer 


and the consumer when an American makes the knife. That is all. 
Relative cost prices of German, English, and American pocket cutlery. 


[Per dozen. } 
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| Total cost 





BURRIS win cec cxscssiinces $1. 9 $1. 90 knives, with Rodgers Wostenholm and that class of manu- 
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to him without any increase in price. Simply this will happen: The 
New York jobber will not get 100 per cent. profit on his importation; 
there will not be 200 per cent. profit to be divided between the im- 
porter and the dealers; and therefore the great inducement which im- 
portcrs and jobbers have had to deal in German knives, which I think 
on every principle of fairness and honesty ought largely to be prohib- 
ited from coming into this country, will cease to exist. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, one of the witnesses who appeared be- 
fore the Senator from Missouri and myself gave testimony concerning 
the impossibility of making a fair rate on cutlery by specific duties or 
by compound duties, and at our request he prepared a statement show- 
ing the impossibility of putting any fair rate of taxation upon cutlery 
in any other way than by ad valorem rates. I ask that this table, 
which is short, may be incorporated in the Recorp. I do not care to 
have it read unless Senators desire to hear it read. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire whether that is a table which relates to 


the bill as it was originally drawn or to the proposed amendment of $s 


the committee ? 


Mr. VANCE. It is a table showing generally the impossibility of = 


a fair rate of taxation by specific and compound duties, and it 
illustrates by taking the rates proposed by the substitute first, but 
for the general purpose any other rates might as well be taken. The 
table works out any given specific rate upon the cheaper articlé and 
_ upon the higher-priced article. 

Mr. PLATT. It isnot constructed, then, upon the plan of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Finance Committee? 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; but, as I have endeavored to explain, it will 
illustrate the general impossibility of a fair rate of taxation by specific 
and com duties, 

The P ENT pro tempore. The paper will be printed as part of 
the Senator’s remarks, if there be no objection. 

The paper is as follows: 


Table showing the impossibility of making a specific rate or a compound 
rate on pocket cutlery to equal a uniform ad valorem rate or to make a 
rate that will be anything like fair. 


ONE-BLADE, 


15 cents | All spe- 

per cificduty, 

rr cost per | dozen | 30 cents 
‘dozen, | knives per 
and 2 | dozen 


e 15 cents | All spe- 
per All spe. | 
Foreign cost per | dozen | 30 cents 
ozen, knives per 
and 25 | dozen 
per cent.| knives, 











Per cent. | Per cent. «| Per — Per cent. 








100 150 43 
Bt 120 44 38 
77 100 42 33 
63 75 40 30 
56 60 38 2 
50 50 
*Average cost abroad of each line. 
TWO-BLADE. 
30 cents : | 30 cents 
| per | Ef cents per | Ghicents 
Foreign cost per | dozen > Fore cost per| dozen 
dozen. knives denen ozen. knives dian 
and 25 an ; 
percent. knives, per cent. knives. 




















213 50 50 

100 156 45 42 

86 125 42 36 

75 104 40 31 

64 89 38 28 

63 78 37 23 

59 69 36 23 

55 63 35 21 

THREE-BLADE. 

wise Maeete : fie, a, Tagets Ss : ific, 
‘orei cost per perdozen per ‘oreign cost per |perdozen er 
‘Seen. and 25 dozen Tes. and 25 Selon 
per cent.) knives. per cent.| knives. 

Per cent. | Per cent. Per cent.| Per cent. 

88 1% 38 a 

81 ill 36 22 

vt] 100 35 20 

65 80 34 18 

59 67 33 17 

54 57 32 14 

50 50 31 13 

47 45 81 il 

45 40 30 10 

43 37 30 9 

42 23 29 s 

40 30 











* Average cost abroad of each line, 









Table showing the impossibility of making a specific rate, etc. —Continued, 
FOUR-BLADE. 


| | 
| 62s cents | Specific, | 62} cents | Specific, 
Foreign cost per perdozen $1.25 per || Foreign cost per |jperdozen) $1.25 per 
dozen. |} and25 | dozen ozen. and25 | dozen 
| per — knives, | per —) knives, 
| 


Per cent. | Per cent. 
33 15 











32 14 
3 13 
31 11 
30 10 
28 7 
28 5 
27 4 
26 4 
26 3 
26 2 
26 2 
25 lk 


*Average cost abroad of each line. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the Senator from Connectient [Mr. 
PLATT] has told us what a difficult time the manufacturers of cutlery 
were having in this country, and that, out of some twenty-odd manu- 
facturers, nine, I belieye, had failed and gone out of business because 
they were undersold by the foreign cutlery, and so on. 

Now, Mr. President, I have great respect for the Senator from Con- 
necticut; I have great regard for his integrity of character, for his pa- 
triotism and honesty of purpose, as well as for his intelligence on mat- 
ters pertaining to the science of political economy; and I want to ask 
him upon his conscience this question: If it isshown that a manufact- 
urer, protected by a duty of more than 100 per cent. upon the cheaper 
articles used by the great mass of the people, can not make money and 
sustain himself and do business with that great protection, I ask the 
Senator if that manufacturer ought not to go out of business? 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator want a reply now? 

Mr. VANCE. In one moment. I also want to ask the Senator if 
he thinks it conduces to the accumulation of public wealth to tax the 
public at large at the rate of more than two for one in order to enable 
that man to continne in business? 

Mr. PLATT. I willendeavor to answer the question, and to answer 
it fairly and squarely. 

In the first place there is no 100 per cent. ad valorem duty to be 

placed on these articles except in a very rare instance. The duty of 
12 cents a dozen or 36 cents a dozen being extended over goods of dif- 
ferent prices, it is possible that one particular knife might run up to 
100 or more per cent., but the average duty will be about 65 per cent., 
not higher than on woolen goods, not higher than on structural iron, 
not higher than on a very great variety of articles. So that premise 
can scarcely be one upon which the question ought to be auswered. 
We should take perhaps the average ad valorem duty that will be im- 
posed under this, and that is about 65 per cent. as shown by expert 
calculation. 
Now, putting the question in that form, ought the American manu- 
facturer to go out of business if he requires a duty of 65 per cent. to 
compete with foreigners, I say no, and I say that in my judgment and 
on my conscience—because the Senator asks me to answer on my con- 
science—it is better for the United States, it is better for the people of 
the United States, it is better for the people of North Carolina, that that 
business should be done in the United States than to have it done abroad, 
even though an average duty of 65 per cent. is required in order to en- 
able the American manufacturer to maintain his business and to com- 
pete with the foreign manufacturers. That is my belief about it. 

Secondly, I think that in this particular instance I have shown, and 
I believe it is capable of demonstration, that these goods will not be 
one penny higher to the consumer by reason of the increase of this 
duty, that no boy who buys a jack-knife and no lady who buys a pen- 
knife in North Carolina will pay one cent more for it. The result will 
be simply this: whereas the importer now has all the profit and all the 
opportunity to make money, and the people are taxed, if at all, to sup- 
port the importer, there will be an opportunity for the manufacturer 
to make a little something and for the Jaborers employed to continue 
their employment; and upon the theory of the Senator from North 
Carolina (the correctness of which I utterly and absolutely deny), the 
tax instead of being paid to the importer of foreign goods will be paid 
to the American who makes them. I deny thatthere is any tax; but 
even upon the Senator’s own theory that is all there is to it. No con- 
sumer is going to be asked to pay anything more for his knife. 

Mr. VANCE. Well, Mr. President, the Senator has answered my 
question with the candor which I expected. 

Many things in this schedule will be raised by the amendment of the 
committee largely in excess of 100 per cent., and if the Senator holds 
that it is good political economy to have those things manufactured here 
at a cost of 100 per cent. upon their value, I should like to know where 
there is to be any limit to that principle. If 100 per cent, can be jus- 
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tified, 200 can, 500 can, and a thousand can; and if in all that increase We find, then, a razor imported, if we can believe the importers, at 


of taxes upon the article the price is still to remain the same to the 
consumer, I should be mightily pleased indeed to be let into the secret 
of how the manufacturer is to be benefited. 

‘The Senatorseems to think that the importer is gettingall the profit, 
and if there is such a large margin of profit for the importer, it seems 
to me that there is the place where the manufacturer should come in 
and divide this profit with him. 


But I will not undertake to enter into the mysteries of that great 
principle, that the more tax you put upon an article the cheaper it is 
to the consumer, and at the same time that the tax leads to the manu- 


facturers’ benefit. That is one of the mysteries of protection that I ex- 
pect to die in utter ignorance of. 

The great fact remains that this schedule upon cutlery, pocket- 
knives, table-knives, carving-knives, razors, and scissors is so arranged 
by this committee by the application of specific duties as to make the 
cheaper articles used by the great mass of the people bear one, two, and 
three hundred per cent. more than the highest-priced articles, as will be 
shown by the table which I have asked to be inse~ted in the Recorp. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr, PLATT. Suppose the duty were entirely taken off from that 
knife that costs 18 cents a dozen and that knife were let in free to this 
country, its value would be a cent anda half when it comes to our 
shores. Does the Senator suppose that that knife would be sold toa 
boy or girl in North Carolina at less than 5 cents? 

Mr. VANCE. I suppose it would. The same argument, I remem- 
ber, was made upon the reduction of the duty on matches, and it was 
stated that matches would remain at 5 cents a box no matter whether 
the duties were on or off. 

Mr. DAWES. There was-a tax on matches, not aduty. The tax 
was an internal-revenue tax. That is a burden put right on here. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, I see the distinction the Senater makes. The 
duty on matches—I am obliged to him for the correction—the tax on 
matches, the internal-revenue tax on matches, was what I was referring 
te. Now, I have gotit correctly. We were told that a box of matches 
would be sold for 5 cents whether the tax was on or off; and yet we 
found in a very short time that we got two boxes of matches for 5 cents. 
Why should it not be the same under the influence of competition? 
Why should not the retail dealers in all the little establishments at 
every cross-roads in the United States soon learn to give a boy two 
kuives for 5 cents instead of one knife? To say that the price will 
always be the same is to assume that the force of competition in trade 
amounts to nothing, which it seems to me will not do. 

‘Therefore, without consuming further time on this subject of cut- 
lery, it is sufficient for me to know and it is sufficient for the people 
of this country to know that whatever rate of duty is necessary even 
for the maiataining of the manufacturers of this country, the principle 
is violated at the expense of those who are least able to bear it, that 
instead of imposing the ieast burdens and the lightest burdens upon 
the weak, this bill and this amendment impose the heaviest burdens 
upon the weak and the lightest burdens upon the strong, who are able 
to bear them better. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think the character of the criti- 
cisms of this bill which are made by the Senators on the other side or 
the Chamber is very well exemplified by the arguments which have 
beon made upon the pending amendment. ‘ 

I do not care to allude to what I understand to be the argument ot 
the Senater from Missouri [Mr. Vest], that the American manufact- 
urers of cutlery are not entitled to fair treatment on account of the im- 
putation which the importers make that they are engaged in repre- 
hensible practices, but will takea few minutes to examine another 
phase of the argument of the Senator from Missouri. He attempts to 
prove by the high ad valorem rates which he insists we have imposed 
on knives and razors the enormities of the bill in placing exorbitant 
duties upon articles in common use as distinguished from the duties 
placed upon Juxuries, 

In the testimony, or so-called testimony, of the New York Importers’ 
Association, taken before the Senator from North Carolina and theSen- 
ator from Missouri, the importers stated that we imposed a specific 
duty of $1 a dozen on razors, and that one class of imported razors cost 
abroad 72 cents a dozen or6centseach. Of course aduty of $1 adozen 
er 8} cents on a razor worth 6 cents abroad woy)d be equivalent to 
more than 100 per cent., to which an addition of 35 per cent. ad valo- 
rem is made. This statement is used by Senators on the other side to 
show that we have-imposed enormous duties upon articles in common 
mse, 

Now, let us examine this particular statement from a practical stand- 
point. I recently visited a numberof the principal hardware and cut- 
lery stores of this city for the purpose of ascertaining the price at which 
this class of razors was sold. The lowest price at which I could pur- 
chase a razor in any oneof these establishments was 40 cents, and I 
was told frankly by the proprieter of the stere that this razor would 
not shave a man and he would advise me not to buy it; and that he 
would advise me not to buy one costing less than 75cents. Aside from 
this one establishment the lowest-priced razor I could find was 50 cents. 


72 cents a dozen, while the lowest price of any razor at retail in this 
country is 40 cents. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. Did hefind that any of those 40-cent razors were made 
in the United States? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. VEST. They were all imported ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. All imported. 

Mr. VEST. Did the Senator examine into that point? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir; I did. 

Mr. VEST. Then, if they are not made in this country at all, why 
does the Senator want to put on them this duty in order to protect the 
American manufacturer? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think myself that the question of the 
amount of duty we put on a 6-cent razor is at all material to the ques- 
tion at issue. That is the very point I desire to make, not only in re- 
gard to cheap razors, but in regard to cheap knives, that the &,.nators 
on the other side are making an argument which has no pertiaency or 
practical application to the question at issue. For instance, the Sena- 
tor from Missouri says that upon a certain grade of pocket-knives, 
which are valued at 17 cents a dozen abroad, we propose to put a spe- 
cific duty of 12 cents a dozen and an additional ad valorem rate of 50 
per cent., amounting to a very high ad valorem rate in the aggregate. 

Mr. PLATT. One hundred and twenty per cent. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Yes; 120 percent.ad valorem. The knives which 
are imported at that price, if any are so imported, are largely sold to 
consumers at 10 cents each, and the Senator from New Jersey and other 
Senators upon that side of the Chamber have expended much eloquence 
in demonstrating that we have imposed an enormous duty upon the 
10-cent knife which the school-boy purchases. 

Now, let us see whether the duty we have placed upon these grades 
of either knives or razors will impose any additional burden upon the 
masses of people of this country who purchase these articles. 

Take a 6-cent razor, for instance, with a specific duty of 8} cents, 
making a cost of 144 cents, and then add the ad valorem rate, which 
would amount to 2 cents more, making under the provisions of the 
amendment the total cost of that razor 16} cents. If razprs of that 
kind should continue to be sold for 40 cents each to the American peo- 
ple, then you have a profit to the importer or the dealer of 150 per cent., 
or they could be sold with a reasonable profit at 25 cents each. 

Take the 10-cent knife. Suppose thatin addition to the foreign cost, 
which the Senator from Missouri says is less than a cent and a half, we 
add another cent for the specific duty and three-fourths of a cent for 
the ad valorem rate; then we have a total cost of 3} cents for a knife 
which sells to our boys at retail for 10 cents, or 200 per cent. profit to 
the importer or to the dealer or to both. 

The importers of this class of goods are taking advantage of the pres- 
ent situation to impose worthless goods (which in many cases are branded 
with American names, or siniulated American names) upon the Ameri- 
can public at an enormous profit to themselves or to the persons through 
whom they are sold. 

lf Senators on the other side of the Chamber care to pose before the 
country as advocates of these gentlemen and their methods, I can not 
object, as it is a matter in which they must consult their own tastes and 
judgment; but do not try to deceive the American people into the be- 
lief that the rates of duties we impose, which are, we admit, equivalent 
to a large ad valorem rate upon these worthless goods, would increase 
their cost to consumers. 

The duty could be doubled above the rates proposed by the amend- 
ment now under consideration and the cost of these goods would not 
be increased to the American consumer; that is, supposing that a rea- 
sonable profit was to be allowed to the importer and to the dealer. 

The fact is, in regard to this paragraph and many other paragraphs 
in this bill, that the importers, who of course are desirous of breaking 
down every duty which results in the protection or encouragement of 
American industry, seek to mislead the public as to the character of 
the duties imposed. They can readily show, it is true, an enormous 
ad valorem rate upon inferior goods, which are imported greatly below 
their real value and sold to the American people greatly above their 
real value. 

Ifrazors are made anywhere in the world at 6 cents each, 8 cents spe- 
cifie duty is a large rate upon them, and it would be a still larger rate 
if 3 cents apiece, or 2 cents each, or 1 cen¢ were taken as the price. . 

It is very easy for Senators on the other side of the Chamber, 
under the advice and guidance of the importers, to show the enormity 
of this bill in this peculiar manner. These Senators have repeatedly 
charged the committee with having prepared this bill under the dicta- 
tion of the American manufacturers. This is quite as praiseworthy, I 
assume, as to attempt to amend it at the dictation of the importers of 
New York. , 

Senators say that these importers are American citizens. I venture 
to say that not one-tenth of them are American citizens. 

The Senator from Missouri brings here the samples and the state- 
ments of these men to break down an American industry which now 
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commands but one-third of the American market in value and one-sixth 
in number of pieces produced, and taking isolated cases of worthless 
goods, greatly undervalued, seeks to mislead the American people as to 
the true character of the rates imposed by the terms of this bill. 

Mr. VANCE, Will the Senator allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. VANCE. What isthe possible undervaluation of anything that 
is worthless? The Senator has repeated time and again that worthless 
articles were greatly undervalued. I have a curiosity to know if a 
thing is worth nothing how can it be undervalued. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Take the case of the razors to which I have alluded. 
These razors have a foreign market value; they certainly have a cost 
of production; still they are worthless to the purchaser for use. I did 
not use the word ‘‘ worthless,’’ which the Senator understands as well 
as I do, in connection with the value for the agsessment of duties, but 
the value for actual use. 

Mr. VANCE. How do they run out the American article? I can 
not understand why people would continue to buy them if they are 
worthless for actual use. They must shave somebody. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because of the ability of the people he represents 
here—the importers—to deceive the American people. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as to the question of undervaluation, 
about which we have heard so much, in reference to these importers, 
particularly Alfred Field & Co.—and I never saw any of them, I never 
knew there was any such firm in existence until they came before the 
Senator from North Carolina and myself—I have simply to say that I 
have here their proposition in writing to the Secretary of the Treasury 
that he might send an agent to examine their books from the timethey 
eommenced business, and if any evidence of undervaluation was found 
in their importations they were willing to submit to any penalty, any 
increase of duties, or otherwise, that the Department might assess upon 
them. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to say that I have reen—I had it in my pos- 

session until a day or two ago, but can not lay my hands upon it at 
this time—an affidavit made by one of these same people who testified 
before the Senator from North Carolina and the Senator from Missouri 
that Mr. Field’s house undervalued cutlery 46 per cent. There is one 
of them testifying against the other, and that affidavit was filed in 
the Treasury Department and I have seen it and had a copy of it in 
my possession. 
Mr. VEST. In this testimony is the statement of Mr. Saxton, 
whom I never saw before and whose manner and testimony impressed 
me that he was an honest man, that a worthless character whose name 
he gives—a vagabond—was employed by the Treasury Department, 
whose business it was to assail the importers, and who was dismissed 
afterward for drunkenness and misconduct by the Treasury Depart- 
ment. That isthe man, I suppose, who made this charge. 

Mr. PLATT. No, no; it was Mr. Taussig, one of your witnesses, and 
as regards this other man, I wish to say that I know him—— 

Mr. VANCE. Osborn? : 

Mr. PLATT. I know him, and have known him for years, and since 
he has been thus attacked by Mr, Saxton I desire to say that I believe 
he is as honorable a gentleman as Mr. Saxton is. 

Mr. VEST. I have practiced law so long that I am not astonished 
at any statement of this sort. Every man stands by his own witness. 

Mr. BLAIR: I understand he says that he is no worse than Mr. 
Field is. 

Mr. VEST. My friend from New Hampshire is the contingent that 
always comes in on the homestretch; but 1 am quite through with it. 
Here is a letter about Mr. Taussig. I will read it: 

DECEMBER 26, 1888. 

Dear Str: Our Mr. Taussig was a member of the committee from the Whole- 
sale Hardware Association who bad a hearing before your committee on De- 
cember 12, and stated to yourcommiittee that, as manufacturers of razors in this 
country, we were fully satisfied with the 50 per cent. protection afforded us by 
the present tariff. The main complaint made by manufacturers, as our Mr. 

understood, was that, owing to general undervaluation, the American 
manufacturers could not compete. The only other manufacturer of razors of 
any consequence in this country besidcs ourselves is Mr. J. R. Torrey, and we 
have learned that this manufacturer, who has been importing ket-knives to 


sell in connection with his razors, has in several instances his invoices ad- 
vanced on account of being undervalued. 


We simply desire to state to your honorable committee, in comment of above, 


we cheerfully unite in offer made by the president of the Wholesale 
Hardware Association as to the examination of our ks, etc., 


And remain, v respectful! 
es ¥) You WIEBUSCH & HILGER (Limited), 
Hon. W1Lt14m B, ALLIson 
Chairman Finance Committee, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to find out whether this is the same Mr. 
Taussig that the Senator from Connecticut has said had made an afti- 
eee the firm of Field & Co. undervalued their cutlery 46 per 
cen 

Mr. VEST. I do not know, and I knownothing about that affidavit. 
This is addressed to Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, chairman of the Fi- 
nance Committee, and is the same tion made by Alfred Field & 
Co., that the Secretary of the Treasury should have their books exam- 

and if any undervaluations were found that such penalties should 


imposed as he thought x 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the from Missouri think that if these 





people were engaged in undervaluing their goods their books would 
show it? 

Mr. VEST. I do not know what sort of testimony would be avail- 
able in this matter, but they proposed to submit themselves to any 
test that might besuggested. I want to say to theSenator from Rhode 
Island that I am as impersonal in this debate as any one. I do not 
know the manufacturers; I do not know the importers; I donot know 
anybody in the matter except my constitutents and the other consumers 
of this country. I have no sort of personal interests or feelings and 
could not possibly have any. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The thing which struck me as a little singular 
was that the importers should have appeared before two Senators in 
an informal way and given testimony, which was published by order 
of the Senate at their request, and that the other people, the manu- 
facturers and the consumers, were not represented before that commit- 
tee, and they have not cited and introduced any testimony here from 
them. 

Mr. VEST. I think I can allay the virtuous fears of my friend from 
Rhode Island. I am not a member of the Finance Committee, but 
nothing is more natural than that I should hear from importers or the 
people whose interests are against these high protective duties. Is it 
very singular that the manufacturers should appear before the com- 
mittee? It is an open secret that they could not be satisfied. They 
claim now that they elected Harrison and that they are entitled to any 
protection they ask. ; 

There is no limit to their demand. Here are the mannfacturers’ 
organs, the Iron and Steel Bulletin, and the Philadelphia North Ameri- 
can, and the Manufacturer, which I have here before me, all of them de- 
manding in so many words that the manufacturers are to be protected 
to the full extent of their demands and not their necessities. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state, if the Senator from Missouri will 
allow me, that we heard very fully Mr. Field and Mr. Saxton and all 
these gentlemen in the committee-room. Mr. Saxton had full oppor- 
tunity to be heard, I think he was there on two different occasions. 

Mr. VEST. I have not any doubt about it. My only connection 
with this matter is that after I took my public stand in the Senate 
Chamber against this increase of duty upon everything, I received com- 
munications from men whose interests—and I use the word advisedly— 
were not for high duties, giving me information so that I could fight 
this bill. I donot pretend tosay that their motives were disinterested, 
and I do not care. I want the truth, let it come from one side or the 
other or from any source whatever. What doI know about these man- 
ufacturers? None of them would ever come to fe. They would as 
soon go to the shade of a upas tree as to me to increase the duty. 

Mr. PLATT. I think that is so. 

Mr. VEST. The Senatorsaysthatis so. Yes, it is, because we have 
an enormous surplus in the Treasury, and I want to reduce it, and | 
want our Republican friends to make good their platform of 1884, that 
they intended to reduce the surplus and reform the inequalities of the 
tariff, instead of coming in with increases of duty upon everything. 
The Senator talks as if I wanted to strike down the industries of the 
country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does not the Senator agree with the Finance Com- 
mittee that the effect of our bill will be to reduce the revenue ? 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know whether it would reduce it or not. I 
know it puts up duties. I know that it puts up the duty upon one 
grade of knives 100 per cent. (1am taking the average); upon two-blade 
knives, 70 per cent.—I am taking the amount of the amendment, not 
the substitute, for that is a great deal more; upon the three-bladed 
knives the increase is 60 per cent.; on the four-bladed knives 40 per 
cent., and upon razors 100 per cent. 

If that reduces the revenue it is not my idea of the way to reduce it. 
I think when you put up the duties, and the goods come into this 
country, that increases the revenue, I have heard it intimated on this 
floor before that the Democratic party, myself particularly, wanted to 
strike down the manufacturing interests of the United States. Well, 
I think I can treat that with contempt as an American Senator and an 
American citizen. The men who make that sort of charge make it for 
political purposes. My State has more manufacturing interests than 
a@ majority of the New England States. 

Mr. PLATT. More than Connécticut ? 

Mr. VEST. Not as much Connecticut, but more than New Hamp- 
shire, more than Maine, more than Vermont, and within three millions 
as much in value as Rhode Island, more than Indiana, and more than 

Maryland or Iowa. Missouri has $73,000,000 in manufactures, and I 
am advised that my course here will send a Republican Senator to this 
body in my place. Ifso, nobody will accept that result more cheer- 
fully than myself, provided it is the august verdict of the people, but 
I will take their verdict and not thatof my political opponents. I will 
wait to hear from them and from nobody else. 

The Senator from Connecticut says that our platform in 1884 pledged 
the Democratic party to not reduce duties below that standard which 
would farnish protection sufficient to equalize the difference between 
the cost of labor in this country and abroad. I never wanted anything 
else. If our friends on the other side would content themselves with 
that platform, I would go with them. 
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Mr. PLATT. I will. 
Mr. VEST. Very good. I will put the Senator to the test. Here 
is cutlery. I read from the official report of the Treasury Department 
on the census of 1880: 
Cutlery and edged tools, product of the United States.................<ss00 
Amount paid for hired labor..........ccccscceesscccesseeeneeseens senennceetons ; 
IEE BRDOR . coccpececsetenguterenne’ gilinipieeneadlaiiatadiilinietiaeiaieaes 

And the Senator says himself the average duty in this cutlery sched- 
ule is65 percent. I say it is 75. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator of course desires to be entirely fair. 

Mr. VEST. I do. 

Mr. PLATT. And he must know that the cost of labor on pocket 
knives and the cost of labor on edged tools are not alike. They are 
ail embraced in one column there. If he will think a moment about 
a pocket-knife and the extreme minimum of cost of the material, he will 
see that almost all of it must be labor. Asa matter of fact, it is 85 
per cent. labor, on an average. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have again and again gone to the Treas- 
ury Department and attempted to get the difference in labor on specific 
articles in this country and abroad without success, and it is not ac- 
cessible, and all that I can take are the official reports of the Treasury 
Department of the averages. 
can obtain it; it is an official document furnished by the Treasury De- 
partmeat and shows the cost of labor in this country as to specific 
products, Of course that is the average, and here is cutlery, 38.1 per 
cent. as the cost of labor. " 

Mr. PLATT. Including edged tools of all sorts. 

Mr. VEST. I can not help that. Here are razors with 100 per cent. 
advance in duty, and all these different grades of cutlery averaging 
from 40 up to 100 per cent. The Senator himself admits that the in- 
crease on an average is 65 per cent. Is it necessary to put 65 per cent. 
on razors and pocket-knives, and all edged tools, if you inclade them, 
in order to make up the difference between the cost of labor in this 
conntry and abroad ? d 

Mr. PLATT. To 65, not of 65 per cent. 

Mr. VEST. I say it is more than 65 per cent., and I have had the 
increases mathematically made out. They range from 40 to 100 per 
cent. in the amendment brought forward by the Finance Committee; 
and yet we are told that this enormous increase is necessary in order to 
make up the difference between 38 per cent., the cost of labor on this 
branch of industry in the United States, and the cost of labor abroad. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look at the practical operation of this mat- 
ter. Here is a knife—and I will take the average; if Senators will turn 
to the amendment they will see what I mean—a knife costing $2.62 per 
dozen, a four-bladed knife. The present duty is 50 per cent. ; the Sen- 
ate bill makes it 101 per cent.; and the amendment makes it 72.9 per 
cent. That four-bladed knife (whichis the knife that goes into the con- 
sumption of the middle classes of the United States, not the extremely 
rich nor the extremely poor), and the subsequent knife, at $1.33 per 
dozen, on which the duty in the amendment is 77 per cent., constitute 
nearly 60 per cent of the importation. 

The Senator from Rhode Island has told us they are almost worth- 
less, that they are brought into this country and imposed upon Ameri- 
can consumers, and that under the present tariff these ign im- 
porters are robbing the people of the United States, and yet we have 
twenty-five cutlery establishments in the United States at the lowest 
calculation. The Senator from Connecticut is my authority. 

Mr. PLATT. Seventeen. 

Mr. VEST. Seventeen. 


$11, 661, 370 


” : 


We have had twenty-five; and yet with 
that duty of 50 per cent. the American citizen concludes it is to his in- 
terest to buy frém the foreign importer. Why, to listen to the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island you would think that all the cutlery made in 
the United States was of greatly superior quality to any that is brought 
in from abroad. 

There is a knife made in Connecticut which costs 30 cents a dozen, 
wholesale. It is not worth two-eighths of 1 cent, intrinsically. It is 
absolutely worthless. There is not any purpose to which it could be 
put except as an ornament for some boy to suy ‘Here is my knife,” 
without ever attempting to cut anything with it—the most worthless 
thing in the shape of a knife that I have ever seen. Thatis the Amer- 
ican article; and yet my friend from Rhode Island is filled with virtu- 
ous indignation when he contemplates the foreign imported article 


which is used to rob the American le ! 
I do not want to gointoa semanel Gobet, but 


friend has taunted 
me with the fact of my association with the f importers. His 
association has been with the manufacturers, and the result of the as- 


sociation is shown in the substitute and in the amendment also, 

These importers, I have not the slightest doubt about it, are actuated 
by self-interest. If there was ever a question on this earth that de- 
velopsselfishness, greed, and rapacity, it is this, the tariff; andifa man 
undertakes to fight all of this rapacity as he must do on a plane of com- 
mon justice and equality he is a very fortunate public man if he is not 
dragged down and befouled in the conflict. I want to show the spirit 
that auimates these manufacturers. Here is the 


I have this table here, and any Senator | ceeds of which 


lecture to our friends in of this substitute. It is the ‘‘ hand- 
writing on the wall’’ unless they give, give, give. 
BAD FAITH NOW MEANS FUTURE DEFEAT. 


It goes on to say that the Republican party was restored to power 
upon the distinct pledge of protecting all the industries of the United 
States. 


Is there any reason for apprehending that the party will not keep faith with 
the people? We assert that there is and we base the assertion upon the con- 
duct of the Republicans in the Senate with respect to the tariff bill now under 
discussion. These persons propose of their own motion— 


There ought to be an amendment there, ‘‘ These Senators;’’ it says 
‘* These persons’’— 


deliberately propose of their own motion to reduce protective duties upon the 
products of certain industries, and they indicate a purpose to reduce others by 
means of a dicker for votes. The scheme for knocking off $27,000,000 from the 
sugar duties aimsa at the y ¥ industries of Louisiana and Kansas, and 
at the beet-sugar business, which is just beginning to assume importance. It 
is true that compensation is to be offered in the shape of bounties to sugar- 
growrees: but this is not in fact a compensation. In the first place it sacrifices 
the principle of tariff eames oo and in the second place it compels the Ameri- 
can people to pay the nty instead of forcing f. to pay it. The bounty 
system because the Senators desire to retain the internal taxes u 
spirits, which we alone pay; and the operation of the system is that we 
continue to collect from the people an exorbitant tax on alcohol, with the pro- 
of w we shall pay the bounty to the sugar-grower. 
On the other hand, a customs duty on sugar may be and probably is 
1 ly paid by the foreign producer as the price of admission to this market. 
dccnantia suger intuary hegtestebabeinagp pulberiees. tentenae, the ae. 
om sugar ustry ve eanwhile, the du- 
ties upon certain kinds of iron are to beeut down, although Republican orators 
won votes in the iron districts with declarations that the duties would be 
mound tants to go up than down. The rates on lumber are to be cut, the wool- 
growers are gra a with the wool schedules, and in some other 
cases there is to be either reduction or a failure to make such increase as is fairly 
uired by the needs of the affected industries. 


e are that 
ate, They work amid a clashing of interests, and it seems necessary to 
some compromises if they are to accomplish anything. This want of harmony 
of opinion within the protectionist ranks is the greatest of all the obstacles to 
the success of the cause. The free-traders are united. 


I never knew that before. 


They all want the same thing and they stand posvbately. together to fight for 
it. The protectionists are harassed by the cowardly selfishness of some of their 
own people. A Senator is eager to strike down the iron-workers 
of Pennsylvania, but he waxes indignant when a proposition is made to touch 
the sugar duties. Michigan is resolute for maintenance of the lumber duties, 
but her representatives would re; to have a chance to expose the woolen 
and cotton manufacturers of the to u ual rivalry from Europe. The 
antagonisms and jealousies within the Republican ranks were hushed during 
the campaign, but victory has quickened them into normal vigor, and they are 
now expressing themselves with as much vehemence as ifthe Republican party 
had gained, somehow or other, a lease of power which can never again be ques- 


But it will be questioned. It is questioned now by the iron-workers in the 


Schuylkill Valley, who perceive with amazement that Republican Senators ap- 
pear to have fo ten all the glorious rhetoric of the campaign w exalted 
the value of the home market, the uses of the tariff asa producer of high 7 


and the vital importance of sheltering American industry. It is questioned by 
the wool-growers, to whose resolute oe of the Republican candidate his 
election was largely due; and all over a workmen who voted 
the whole ticket in their own interests and what they were taught to regard as 
the interests of the country are the dicke and the paltering in 
the Senate Chamber with indignation and disgust. If that body sacrifices the 
protective ple in any form it will hear from the ple two years hence. 

The mass of the voters, at least, were in earr.est in November, and they will 
not bear to be trifled withnow. Whatthey want is athoro y ective tariff, 
and if the Republican party shall not keep its promise to give it to them, it will 
be held 


ble for the neglect. If present Senate can not frame a just 
bill it had far better drop the matter and permit the next House of Representa- 
tives to deal with it. 


Mr. PLUMB. I wanted to know the mental disturbance which the 
Senator must have undergone when he found he was on the platform 
of that paper on the sugar duty and on the question of a bounty. He 
and the writer of that article seem to have in exact accord upon 
that important question, while he finds on the of the arti- 
cle that the manufacturers are utterly to this tariff 
bill. I find myself some consolation in that, because I have been a 
little bit distrustful of any bill that absolutely met their requirements. 
I havea many feelings in common with the Senator about some 
of these things, but I am a little distressed about the manner in which 
he appears to wobble just now. 


Mr. VEST. No, Mr. President, there is no wobb in me—— 
Mr, PLUMB. He is with these manufacturers the — 
bounty; he is on all fours with he is opposing this biil 


Senator occasionally when I get to be a little less practical than some 
of my associates here, I do not know whom I can carom on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am very glad the Senator from Missouri has 
placed upon the public record this statement of a paper which I un- 
derstand to be the official organ of the manufacturers. . It is the very 
best answer which could be made to the charge which is constantly re- 
peated upon the other side that in the of this bill we have 
ceo ne een NEON Creer 


Mr, VEST. As to what the Senator from Kansas has suggested, that 
the editor of this paper and myself agree about the bounty, I will con- 
fess that; but for some other considerations, it would give me a little, 
trouble, that is, I should go into a strict self-examination if I believed 
paper indorsed me on the tariff question, and I might find a Turk- 
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ish bath and a little calomel necessary to reform my system politically. 
But to be against bounties is a very different proposition from being in 
favor of the illimitable increase of duty which that paper advocates con- 
sistently and persistently in all its editorials. Its cause for opposing 
the bounty is a very different one from mine. It opposes a bounty be- 
cause it comes in the way of unlimited protection. —_— the bounty 
because I am opposed to the principle of bounties, as I am opposed also 
to the principle of unlimited protection. It comes to its conclusion 
from very different motives to those which actuate me. 

Mr. President, I may as well say just now, without going into a gen- 
eral debate, that I was very much astonished at a statement—not as- 
tonished, but I heard with some doubt the other day a statement by 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ]—that the first effect of increas- 
ing the duty as is proposed to do now in this cutlery schedule—and we 
have heard the same thing substantially in all this debate—was to in- 
crease prices, but that the ultimate result was to diminish them. That 
is a- favorite assertion of the Republican party. We heard it every- 
where in the last canvass. All their famous orators, from Mr. Blaine 
down, rehearsed it over the country that the effeet of a high protective 
tariff was to decrease duties to the consumer by reason of the domestic 
competition. In other words, that the tariff was the prolific and bounti- 
ful source of cheap commodities to the American consumer. 

If that be so, it would logically follow that in a free-trade country 
there would be no lessening of prices, because in the absence of a tariff 
that oe not be brought about. Ifthe tariff has diminished 
prices in the United States, then there ought not to have been any less- 
ening of prices upon the same commodities in free-trade England, be- 
cause the two propositions are utterly inconsistent; they can not stand 
together. I have here a statement which I intended but for the ad- 
journment of the Senate to have read when the Senator from Ohio made 
that statement. I have here from Mr. Carroll D. Wright, Commis- 
sioner of Labor, a statement of prices in England for seven years, from 
1878 to 1885: Value of cotton manufactures, piece goods, in 1873, 7 
cents; in 1878, 5.6 cents; in 1880, 5.5, and in 1885, 4.7 cents. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President—— ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. VEST. I should rather put in the table first, but the Senator 
can go on. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I will wait. 

Mr. VEST. The table is as follows: 


Exports from Great Britain. 











Values per yard. 
Articles. 


1878. | 1880. 





Cotton eonmnieeiueas: 
Piece goods, p 
Piece goods, printed or colored....., ....6..... a 
Linen: 


* Prior to 1882 woolen “ stuffs"’ were included with worsted stuffs. 


a = amounts and percentages of increase or decrease from 1878 to 1885 are as 
follows : 


Goign eee: eon ma. 
Piece goods, plain, decrease per yard, $0. 009 .............0..cccccseeereeereeeeeeeee 6. 07 
— goods, printed or colored, per yard, $0. 015.............5.. 17. 65 
Piece goods, decrease SCE veivbiitniendiatnssiscadavereiinhetviecetcnsciecet 1. 
Woglen mpaatiiunee re ; : na on 10 - 
Cloths, coatings, stuffs, » decrease per yard, $0. 194...............cccsseee -99 
W orsted coatings and stuffs, increase per SE tikicidentiecsietcbeeriee 6.91 
Carpets and druggets, decrease per Se actanichecepurbtstniecscaesecsie 15. 58 


That table I obtained from Mr. Carroll D. Wright. Now I will hear 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand the Senator from Missouri, he 
states that if in a protected country the effect of protection is to de- 


crease the in a free-trade country the effect of free trad uld 
pygmy +! oe 
that. 


Mr. VEST. No; I did not 

Mr. HISCOCK. I the Senator to that. 

Mr. VEST. I did not say that. I said that if the tariff was the 
cause of decrease in the United States, then, there being no tariff in 
Engine, how oun wo explain the'tict that there hes been = decrease 


Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator then did not assert what I have stated, 
but he seemed to indorse what I have stated. I will put it in this 
way-— 

Mr. VEST. No, I did not mean that. 
aes ae The Senator said logic- 

ee ecreased prices here, trade should increase prices 
in Eng . 


xXX——452 





Mr. VEST. I misstated my proposition if I said that. What I 
meant to say was that the tariff has not decreased the price of com- 
modities in the United States, because I point to free-trade England, 
where there is no tariff, and to a decrease there. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As was stated in the discussion that we had the 
other day, the cause of the decrease of prices, as we claim, is that the 
large increase of the volume of the production on account of the stimu- 
lation by protection of the indutries in this country, thrown upon the 
market of the world, has the effect to decrease the price of commodi- 
ties relatively everywhere the world over; that, as it was illustrated 
in the case of sugar, the sugar planting of beets equaling the cane- 
sugar planting and being added to it, has had the effect to decrease the 
price of sugar in the markets of the world the world over. 

Mr. VEST. I might admit that. I heard the Senator make that 
statement in the former debate we had. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I apprehend the Senator from Missouri must have 
made the statement a little stronger than he intended when I rose to 
question him. It seemed to me that that was too fallacious. 

I will say further, if he will pardon me, that taking England with a 
given amount of plant with which perhaps she could supply her colo- 
nial market and her home market and supply the United States to a 
large extent, if you shut her out of the market of the United States 
her plant is forced to be idle or go down to a lower price of product 
there with a view of getting into our market or finding new markets. 

Mr. VEST. I might admit all that the Senator has said, and still it 
does not affect the proposition that I am discussing. I have not any 
doubt but thatif there were free trade all over the world the production 
would affect the price; that an immense production would diminish the 
price and a scarcity of articles would increase the price, on the familiar 
doctrine and principle of supply and demand. 

But my friend from New York and his colleagues stand before the 
American people with a specific and isolated system of protection which 
is fast coming to the point of absolute exclusion. They make to the 
American ple this argument in favor of a high protective tariff. 
They say ‘‘ The free-traders,’’ as they call us, ‘‘ tell you that the duty 
is put on the cost of the article to the consumer, and therefore the 
higher the tariff the higher the price. We point you to the fact that 
under this high protective system, which we have had for twenty-odd 
years, the price of all these articles of consumption, necessaries of life, 
has gone down, and therefore ’’—and there is the fallacy of the whole 
thing—‘‘ the protective tariff has done it.’’ I say the protective tariff 
has notdone it. The prices of the same articles have gone down in 
spite of the tariff under natural causes, 

Mr. HISCOCK. What we say with reference to it is that the price 
has gone down on account of the increased production and on account 
of the competition, and in accordance with the very law the Senator has 
stated, of supply and demand. 

Mr. VEST. But the Senator does not allow that law to have free 
course, because he puts up the artificial barrier of the tariff hetween 
us and the rest of the world. He does not permit the entire product 


070 | Of the whole world to operate under natural and what I contend to be 


legitimate laws. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the effect of our protective legislation is to 
stimulate competition and stimulate increased production. 

Mr. VEST. Iunderstand theSenatorclaims that. TheSenator and 
his party contend all the time that if you will shut out the whole 
world, then domestic competition will bring down the price to the con- 
sumer, when we know it does not do it, for the simple reason that as 
soon as you destroy foreign competition then the domestic manufact- 
urers regulate the prices for themselves by means of combinations and 
trusts, and ‘‘sympathetic movements,’’ as the witness on cotton-bag- 
ging called it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand from the Senator from Missouri 
that there are not many very remarkable or striking instances in which 
the effect of domestic competition has not forced down the price even 
lower than the foreign price? 

Mr. VEST. I have simply to say that if domestic competition forced 
it down, then if you let in reasonably foreign competition it will still 
further —_ down the price to the consumer. If competition works 
inside of the tariff and you let in foreign competition and take away at 
least the exclusive tariff, then you have more of the same sort of result 
and the prices would still continue to go down. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator believe that if goods can be made 
more cheaply abroad than they can be made here we ought to suffer 
that to be done, or ought we to put ona duty here to equalize the cost 
of production? 

Mr. VEST. I have simply to say in answer that I can not make 
my opinions any plainer than I haye done. I am not discussing the 
question of absolute free trade, because it is not a question in the United 
States. It is absolutely impossible 'to have free trade here. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will pardon me, then modify the 
proposition or the question of the Senator from Connecticut. Does he 
think it would be wise in any case? Let us lay aside for the present 
all the immense profits that are talked of to manufacturers, Does the 
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Senator believe that it is right and proper in any ease to equalize the 
conditions in this country and in Europe in respect to labor alone and 
give the protection necessary to protect labor? 

Mr. VEST. I would be perfectly willing, without any abstract prin- 
ciple about it, to agree to a compromise of that sort, if the manufact- 
urers and their friends would be satisfied with it; but I know they will 
not be, and they are not, as to any item or schedule in this bill. The 
great vice in this protective system is that you can never satisfy the 
manufacturers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is just this difference between myself and 
the Senator from Missouri. I do not believe that there is an item in 
the bill in which we have gone beyond that line. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, well, that is just what we are discussing. That is 
just what I am here to try and prove to the American people is not 
true. lam willing to take the official report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and I will agree to put on a duty here that will be ample to 
equalize the difference between the cost of labor in this country and 
abroad. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I want to make one qualification of my statement. 
On account of the difficulty in drawing the division lines between dif- 
ferent rates for the same goods, there is no sort of doubt but that there 
may be some provisions in this bill which afford protection beyond that 
to cheaper grades of the same classof goods; but it does no harm for the 
reason that as to those goods we can compete with the world to-day. 
With that exception the bill is framed on that line. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, there is article after article here where we have 
shown by the official export tables that the manufacturers supply the 
domestic market and then have a surplus to go abroad, and still our 
friends put up the duty, and they have put it up and kept it up on 


see a large increase of duty, if you will turn over to the importations 
importation. 


you will see a 

Mr. K. Allow me to say right here in reference to that— 
hea whee know what we have done better than the Senator from 

issouri—— 

Mr. VEST. Ido not belong to the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In all cases we have investigated the question of 
labor. The importation, as a matter of course, is the most positive 
proof that the conditions as to labor have not been equalized. Else 
with all the capital that we have in thiscountry, with neces- 
sary for doing it all, our people would make the goods the impor- 
tation would not be continued. That is simply considered, and has 
been received asa bill of evidence. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the honor to be a member of the Committee 
on Finance, but it isa most remarkable fact that the Senator from New 
York tells us they have examined this question of labor, and then ad- 
vances the remarkable proposition that the amount of importations set- 
tles the amount of labor. 

a I beg the Senator's pardon; I said nothing of the 

Mr. VEST. What did the Senator say? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I simply said that it was received as corroborating 
evidence or as evidence of some sort on that question upon the process 
of reasoning that I have indicated; but it never has been received in 
the way in which the Senator seems to state that I said. 

Mr. VEST. It is remarkable that whilst we have read as to almost 
every item the estimate of the Treasury Department giving the amount 
of labor put into the American product, in not one si instance 
have our friends on the committee teld us what was the cost as to the 
same article of labor abroad. If they had that information they ought 
to have given it to us. 

Mr. RICH. The Senator from Connecticut within ten minutes 
has read within the hearing of the Senate that very statement. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Connecticut has as to one knife, but 
even that is brought here now for the first time in the debate. 

Mr. PLATT. I referred to it this morning with referenceto a great 
number of knives. I put the table in my remarks. It is published 
in the testimony. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to say that neither the Treasury Depart- 
ment, nor the Bureau of Statistics of the ee Department, nor 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the United States, nor any other of- 
ficial source, has ever furnished any statistics or made any statement 
of the comparative cost of production growing out of the cost of labor 
between articles produced in this country and in competing countries 
abroad. When that statement is furnished authoritatively and truth- Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I was going to say, that it appears 
fully I am willing as one protectionist to make the rates of duty in | in the testimony. 
every instance conform to that difference in conditions and make the Mr. PLATT. Ithas not been questioned by any importer. 
rate of duty simply large enough to equalize the conditions between Mr. VEST. The Committee on Finance have not even given us the 
the two countries. calculation of experts as to increases of duties in the bill or in any 

M:. VES. It may be true that in one document the cost of labor | amendment that they have offered. They have given us no such cal- 
in the United States and the cost of labor abroad as to each specific ar- | culation. 

icle are not given, but I have before me an official statement, Washing- Mr. ALLISON. What is this statement here? 
ton, D. C., Junuary 5, 1884, taken from the census of 1880, giving Mr. VEST. That is no statement of the ad valorem increase in 
specific and enumerated articles and the cost of labor in the United | your bill, It is the ad valorem duty under the existing law. Will 
States in their production. the Senator point me to where they Sew done it? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will pardon me, if he will examine} Mr. HISCOCK. You can reach that result-—— 
that statement he will find this, afl that I have ever seen, that the} Mr. VEST. They have left us to go to experts whom we could find 
more finished product is classified with the raw material which makes | and to pick up information here and there from importers and others. 
up the more finished product; and then again, in reference to those | They have never given us the calculation of the increase of duty or the 
products taken as a whole, their raw materials are nowhere taken into | change in duty by reason of the substitute that they have brought in 
account in making that statement. Take it in reference to the manu- | here. If they have I should like to see it. We have a column here 
factures of steel, tracing it back to the coal, to the ore, and all those | opposite each one of these items of ad valorem rates, but that is under 
things, nothing of that kind has ever been done. existing law, because I worked it ont after I acquired a little expert 

Mr. VEST. We will not go back intothat. ‘The Senator from New | knowledge and was able to do it myself. 

York and myself had that out before. Mr. HISCOCK. It is fair the Senator should say that so far as the 

Mr. PLATT. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, but will he it | statement is concerned in all cases, usually at least, it gives the unit 
me right on this question of cutlery to state, and to illustrate it by a | of value, and it is no great difficulty for him to work out the ad va- 
single knife, that we are not equalizing the cost of labor? ‘This is in | lorem himself. 
the testimony, and I have some means of knowing that it is accurate. Mr. VEST. It was done with a great deal of difficulty when I com- 
Take a four-bladed knife, which cost in Germany $1.56 a dozen. I | menced this work. 
think that is pretty near what the Senator gave as the cost of hisfour-| Mr. HISCOCK. I wish tosayanother thing, that, in the main, so far 
bladed knives. as the items in this bill are concerned they were very largely prepared, 

New, the labor in Germany costs $1.06. The manufacture of that i i 
same knife costs in America $5.45 a dozen, the labor cost in it being 
$4.23. We do not go back tothe iron mines. That isthecost in mak- 
ing the knife. So thedifference in the cost of labor in this country over 
Germany in the making of that knife is $3.17. By thisbill, by the 
amendment which the Senator is attacking so, the duty is only $1.14. 
Se we have not come to the difference in cost. We have not half come 
to it. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no doubt that isolated instances like that can 
be discovered, but we are bound to take the average through the 
whele schedule. It is beyond credibility that asto these rt 
knives the cost of labor should be in any such proportion as t 
stated by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Bui I want to make this statement, for I do not want to go into a 
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general debate. Throughont this whole discussion and in all the ac- | have at last obtained this little 
tion of our friends on the other side, one si fact is absolu be-| I suppose it will be discredited, for it comes from Michael G. Mul- 
yond question, and it is that they have never to the q of | hall, F. 8. 


labor to guide them in fixing their rates; they have looked to importa- 
tions. I have called attention to this again and again. Wherever you 
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ment, and which I am to return; I will put the concluding portion of 
it in the Recorp. It takes twenty articles comprising 90 per cent. of 
all human industries, products, or manufactures, and rans out the prod- 
uct of the world with the general decrease of price since 1850. Here 
is the conclusion: 


The above twenty items comprise 90 per cent. of all human industries as re- 
gards products or manufactures, and therefore enable us to arrive at the exact 
Gaines of price level for the whole world, that is , the rise or fall in the pur- 

power of gold since 1850. The result is as follows: 


Years. 





ce-level of the decade end- 
rom that of 1861-’70. This is much less than 


We find, therefore, a fall of 5} = cent. from the 
ing 1850, or nearly 15 per cent. 


le in England rally suppose, because it is the fauit of Englishmen to 
limit their of aeacrelion this island 


to , by look 
nations, we might be better disposed to form a correct judgment. 
regards the causes which led to the fall in price-level | have nothing now 
to say, my a having simply been to fix ly the relative value 
of gold as compared with merchandise in the thirty-five years that have elapsed 
since the great discoveries of the precious metal in California and Australia. 


I read this simply to show that there has been a fall of prices all 
over the world. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Everybody admits that. 

Mr. VEST. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr. VEST. When our friends claim, then, that the high protective 
tariff has caused the fall specifically in the United States, it is not sus- 
tained either by the facts in this country, or the facts in England, or 
the facts as to the whole world. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to make one suggestion in response to that. 
We will take iron and steel. Of iron America now, I think, is the 
largest producer in the world. 

Mr. PLATT. It is. ' 

Mr. HISCOCK. America is the largest producer in the world. Her 

_immense product, added to the market of the world, has forced down 
the price of iron and steel goods the world over. That is the reason 
why we are in favor of protection. We believe in that policy. There 
is nothing which illustrates it more completely than the immense de- 
velopment of the iron and steel industry throughout the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of pro- 
longing this debate, but I know the Senator from Missouri would not 
desire to do an injury or an injustice to a Connecticut industry. He 
pot a knife here as an object lesson, which he said was the worst 

ife made in the world, absolutely good for nothing, and that it was 
made in Connecticut. I have a little pride in having the quality of 
Connecticut manufactures sustained, if it is possible, and therefore I 
will ask him if upon second thought he is sure that that knife was made 
in Connecticut, and whether on the whole he does not think it is one 
of those German knives that we have been talking about? 

Mr. VEST. I might have taken up the wrong knife, but there is a 
knife here made in Connecticut almost exactly like it, which I will try 
to show to the Senator. I would not do any injustice to Connecticut 
or to any other State. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, a few days since the Senator from 
Missouri entertained the Senate for a good 5 eign of a day upon the 
great enormity and crime of taxing salt. ose who heard the Sena- 
tor at that time and had not taken the pains to look at the amount of 
the tax on salt, the production of salt, etc., and the importations, must 
necessarily have felt that there was great injustice being done to the 
people of the United States. The Senator grew warm in his denuncia- 
tien of this robber system, as he called it, on one of the necessaries of 
life that everybody used, and, as I said before, on another occasion he 
grew somewhat pathetic over the sufferings of the t masses of the 
people in paying this great duty on salt. If all of the duty on salt 
were added to the price of salt in this country it would amount to 1 
cent and one-tenth of a cent per capita to the people of the United 
States. Later the Senator discoursed at great length upon the enor- 


mity of the tax upon tin-plate because of the universal use of tin-plate 
or of articles manufactured from tin-plate. 
Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator yield to me? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 


? ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield to the Senator when I get through. I 
do not care about yielding now. 

To-day the Senator from Missouri has spent some considerable time 
in discussing the great enormity of the tax on jack-knives, pen-knives, 
and razors, and the vast increase of expense to the people of the United 
States by means of the great duty now existing and the proposed duty 
on knives, razors, and that class of cutlery. If all the duty that has 
been collected on knives and razors and articles of that character 
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should be added to the cost the sum total would be about 1} cents 


per capita. 

We have had denunciation by one Senator and another, but particu- 
larly by the Senator from Missouri, of a system that would enable the 
manufacturers thus to rob the people of the United States. When it 
was stated here that that which cost a mere fraction of a cent was sold 
for eight or ten times what it cost and the profits went into the pockets 
of the importers, the Senator had no denunciations for the importers 
and fortheirgreed. Yesterday, when the sugar schedule was before the 
Senate; when, if the Senator is correct in his theory that all the duty is 
added to the cost of the article (and undoubtedly that is true on the 
sugar schedule, for we have not been able to manufacture sugar enough 
in this country to change the rule), $56,500,000 would be added, or 
more than 90 cents per capita for every man, woman, and child in the 
United States, young and old, great and small, the Senator was conven- 
iently absent from that debate. 

Mr. VEST. Why, Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I expected then to see the Senator rise, as he indi- 
cated he would some days ago, and denounce that robbery; but I do 
not recollect to have heard him denouncing it yesterday at all. 

Mr. VEST. I did not expect the Senator would do me the honor to 
recollect that I took any part in that discussion, but I opened the dis- 
cussion against the bounty amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that. 

Mr. VEST. As to sugar itself there is a protection of nearly 50 per 
cent. upon sugar by the Senate bill. 

Mr, ALLISON. Practically 50. 

Mr. VEST. Practically 50 per cent., and because I did not say any- 
thing against that provision of the bill I am taken to task by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood that the Senator had had the floor; I 
understood that he had had the opportunity; and I understood that 
he did not take advantage of the opportunity to say a word in favor of 
the proposed reduction of the tariff on sugar. 

Mr. VEST. What opportunity or necessity was there? 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that he was somewhat disturbed by 
the proposition to take off the tariff on sugar and make it up by a 
bounty. The only thing he was heard on yesterday was as to the 
enormity of increasing the production of sugar in this country by a 
bounty. 

Mr. VEST. Iam opposed to a bounty. 

Mr. TELLER. He is opposed to the bounty. If there is any one 
thing that must be admitted in this debate it is that the Senator from 
Missouri is not a protectionist. He does not pretend to be. He says 
that we can not have free trade, yet he admits himself that if there was 
any way to have free trade he would be in favor of free trade. If the 
excise duties collected would run the Government without customs he 
would have free trade absolutely. He has denounced protection as a 
robbery system, as an unjust system, taking money from one person 
and putting it into the pocket of another. The Senator could not have 
been in favor of continuing the tariff on sugar because of its protective 
character. He hassaid over and over again on this floor that we did 
not need it for revenue. 

What is the reason why he did not oppose it, Mr. President? Is it 
because it is in the Mills bill practically as it now stands, and that his 
party is committed to the Mills bill? If there is any other reason it 
must be because of the peculiar locality, geographically, of the in- 
dustry, which I should not like to insinuate or intimate. The other 
day when I called his attention to the enormity of the provision of 
the existing law as to the duty on sugar, he intimated that he would 
be heard in denunciation of it. He has not been heard; he will not 
be heard, Mr. President. 

I do not propose to go into a general debate on the tariff. I agree 
with the Senator from Missouri who got up here this morning and de- 
clared that the time was now too late for general debate, although he 
proceeded at considerable length to discuss the general tariff question. 
I do not intend to discuss it at length. I agree with the Senator that 
a general discussion of the tariff question is probably inopportune now; 
but when I hear the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], as I did a 
day or two ago, the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] who sits néar- 
est to me, and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and other Sen- 
ators on that side speak of this tariff as an outrage, as a vioiation of 
constitutional law, I can not help but call the attention of those, Sen- 
ators to the fact that the American system is much older than any man 
on this floor. I can not help calling their attention to the fact that it 
came in with the very advent of the Government under which we live, 
and that the second statute put upon our statute-book was one de- 
claring that it was the duty of the American Congress to encourage 
and protect American manfactures. 

I do not think that it would be out of time or out of place for me to 
suggest that nearly one-third of the men who signed the Constitution 
and who participated in making it were members of that Congress, and 
every one of them supported that bill, which was a bill introduced by 
Mr. Madison and advocated on the floor of the House by Mr. Madi- 
son. Between that time and 1812 no less than twelve separate bills, 
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every one of them clearly recognizing the American principle of pro- 
tection to our manufactures, became laws with the approval of the 
class of men of whom I have spoken—George Washington, Benjamin 
Franklin, Alexander Hamilton, Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, 
and James Monroe, the two Adamses, and Andrew Jackson. All the 
leading men of that day were committed to the American system, not 
simply by their votes, but by their open and avowed declarations. 
Heary Clay, in the Senate of 1842, declared that the constitutionality 
of protection had never been questioned in the United States until 
1820. 

Yet in this late hour of the day, with innumerable statutes upon 
our statate-books that met the approval of the principal and leading 
men of our early history, and of our more matured growth—men like 
James Buchanan, Thomas H. Benton, and Silas Wright, who approved 
of the protective system—we are now told that when we advocate pro- 
tection with revenue as incidental thereto instead of protection as in- 
cidental to revenue we are violators of the Constitution of the United 
States. In the House of Representatives in 1816, when Mr. Clay and 
Mr. Calhoun and the great strong men of that day took part in the 
discussion, not of the constitutional question, because it then had not 
been raised, it was deciared that protection was the main thing and 
revenue was incidental thereto, It was upon that theory that the act 
of 1816 was passed with the approval and with the support on the 
floor both of Henry Clay and John C. Calhoun. And yet the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] tells us that we who still adhere to what 
the fathers declared was right are willful and open violators of the 
Constitution of the United States. I will take my law upon constitu- 
tional questions from Daniel Webster, from Silas Wright, from James 
Buchanan, from Thomas H. Benton, and from that class of statesmen, 
in preference to any modern ligt, whether sitting here or elsewhere. 
Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the constitutional ques- 
tion. It has passed beyond the domain of discussion. It is incerpo- 
rated, as I say, in statute after statute that has had the approval of 
every President that we have ever had, unless it may be one or two of 
modern date. There is not a Democratic President, unless it beGrover 
Cleveland, who has not signed bills recognizing the correctness of the 
protective policy, for there never was a tariff bill passed that could be 
called a revenue bill alone. Only within the last week ten or twelve 
Senators sitting on the other side of the Chamber gave their votes in 
favor of the protective system when it was a question of placing a duty 
on coal. 

As to the power of the General Government, I have discovered that the 
Senators on the other side who insist upon a strict construction of the 
Constitution have never found any difficulty when their local interests 
demanded their vote to satisfy their consciences that the power existed 
in the Government, whether it was to feed the sufferers on the 
sippi River who were suffering from high water, or whether it was to 
handle and keep out the dread scourge of yellow fever. Nay, more, 
even when drought had attacked some portions of the country a very 
large number on that side found the power for the Government of the 
United States to furnish seeds for the distressed settler, and the Demo- 
cratic House at least found authority to send that kind of a bill here. 
So always, when there is a desire to exercise the power, they find it. 

I want to say that in my judgment it is not because Senators on that 
side doubt the power of the Federal Government to laws of this 
character that they oppose this class of legislation, and I would notsay 
that if it had not been so repeatedly declared that we were in open vio- 
Jation of the Constitution. 

They oppose it, in my judgment, because they are hostile to the in- 
dustries of a section of country of which they have not so many as they 
ought to have; for when it is a question of local protection to coal, or 
giass, or sugar, whether they say it is for revenue makes no difference; 
they are found then voting for the exercise of the power. 

Everybody knows that we donot need $56,000,000 a year from sugar, 
every dollar of which comes out of the people of the United States, and. 
yet there has been nobody on that side of the Chamber who has de- 
nounced that. They have saved their denunciations for the cent and 
one-tenth of a cent per capita on salt, the small increase on tin cups, 
or something of that character, and they have let this great big rob- 
bery, if they are right in their position, of more than 90 per cent. for 
every person living in the United States to go untouched and unchal- 
lenged. 

Mr. VANCE, Mr. President—— 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. TELLER, Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator stated that every dollar of the sugar 
tax came out of the people of the United States, to which I agree, 
but I thonght he contended that the foreigner paid that. 

Mr. TELLER. The foreigner would pay it if we had a large produc- 
tion of sagar. He pays it on salt, Why? Becanse we manufacture 
enough sait in the United States to control the market. Whenever we 

manufacture enough sugar in the United States to control the market, 


theu the foreigner will deduct the duty from his profits on sugar; but 


so long as he controls the market as he does, he fixes the price. 
is the rule always on ail commodities, If we send our wheat abroad 


in great quantities we may determine what the price is ourselves; but. 
if we send it in small lots, then theother country determines the price. | 
That is true of all products that come here. As soon as we get to mani-| 
ufacture in considerable quantities, then the prices godown. We have 
not yet got to manufacture sugar so that we can do that. There is no 
reason to believe that we ever shall do it with aduty and a duty alone.' 
I have grave doubts whether even the bounty that we put upon sugar, 
if it shall become a law, will so stimulate its production in this couti- 
try that we shall become self-supporting with reference to sugar, pro- 
ducing all that we need or anything like the amount we need in this 
country. We haveso far failed tostimulate and encourage that indus- 
try. We can not afford to put more duty on it, and yet every Senator 
on that side is in favor of continuing the present duty, or, at least, the 
duty in the Mills bill, and in fact I think they are in favor of continu- 
ing the present duty. Not one, I believe, on that side of the Chamber, 
isin favor of stimulating this industry ex by the tariff. It will not 
do for Senators to say that it is a revenue duty. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will simply say that I have declared myself in 
favor of reducing the duty on sugar and rice below what it is in the 
present law. 

Mr. TELLER. I believe the Senator did say he was in favor of re- 
ducing the duty on sugar below what it is. I suppose he is in favor of 
just what the Mills rovided. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Beasts has no right to suppose what my opin- 
ion is until I express it, I 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator did not say how much he was in favor 
of reducing it. He had no words of commendation for this provision 
of the bill that does reduce it one-half, and I do not know whether he 
is in favor of reducing it one mill. I do not know how much the Sen- 
ator is in favor of reducing it. He can state if he chooses so to do. 

The protective system, in my judgment, is a valuable system. I 
do not want to say anything unfair or harsh. Iam entitled to my be- 

‘lief, and I am entitled to it without having any Senator on the other 
side, hecause I profess my belief in the protective system, to say I am 
a willful and open and knowing violator of the Constitution. I believe 
that the protective system is absolutely indispensable to the preser- 
vation of the liberties of the e of the United States. I do not be- 


lieve you can maintain in this country a free government unless you 
protect the people who labor. 


I do not believe you can protect the 

ple who labor in this country in any other method or manner than 

y the protectivesystem. I eve if we shall be induced, which we 

are not likely to be, to abandon the protective system there would be 

want and distress and squalor and vice and crime in this country that 

would in the end destroy the character of the Government in which we 

have taken so much pride. If we can maintain the character we 

maintained for many years for the laboring people of country, we 

can always hope for the maintenance of the American Republic with 
all its institutions intact. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the question now before the Senate is not 
one relating to the abstract wisdom or unwisdom of a protective tariff. 
Toconsider that question properly we would have to enter into 
of thought and information which are entirely different from those af- 
fecting the proper adjustment of the tariff. It may, however, be said 
in reference to much that has been said now and on previous occa- 
sions that the protective policy, as it was understood by Mr. Madison 
and those who originated it and advocated its constitutionality, was 
never intended to do away with the i of freedom of 
trade between the different countries of the world. That question 
was investigated with very great consideration by all the great states- 
men of the country, originally by Mr. Jefferson, more notably by Mr. 
Madison and by his successors in the Presidency. It will be sufficient, 
however, for my purpose to refer very briefly to Mr. Madison’s letter 
to Mr. Clay from Montpelier, written in April, 1824. He says: 

With views of the subject such as these, Iam a friend to the 


e 
of a Picasa than di domal tins af eetnon ean ae ke 
other hand, I am less a friend to the legal patronage of domestic 


ufact- 
went, an ihe cn Reponena mais Sunes Sees De Soares Soe 


é 


tingencics. 3. Cases where eee eee Cee Se 
ory enue will introduce a manufacture, w , once intro- 
duced, will wil it That there are such cases is 
proved by the man by the impulse of the war andthe 


traordi degree in w manual labor is abridged oy macnn: saree. 
4. A vere pete on results from the frequency of wars among 
man effect of a state of war on the price of their manu- 
factures and lity that domestic substitutes will be provided by 
establishments not outlast occasions of such uncertain duration. 


1889. 
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tion made here that there was a distinction between the constitution- 
ality of a duty for the encouragement of manufacture or of industry 
and atax ora bounty. This opinion has no foundation in the construc- 
tion of the Constitution as maintained by Mr. Madison and by the 
fathers of the Republic. In the letter of Mr. Madison to Mr. Cabell, 


and his notes upon that letter, on the 30th of October, 1828, he uses 
the following language: 


It appears that the clause, as it originally stood, simply expressed ‘“‘a power 
to lay taxes, duties, ae and excises" without pointing out the objects ; 
and, of course, leav m applicable in carrying into effectthe other specified 
powers. It rther, t a solicitude to prevent any constructive dan- 
ger to the val ty of public debts contracted under the superseded form of gov- 
ernment, led to the addition of the words “to pay the debts.” 

This phraseology having the appearance of an appropriation limited to the 

yiment of debts, an express appropriation was added “ for the expense of the 
vernment, ete.” ; 

But even this was considered as short of the objects for which taxes, duties, 

and excises might be required ; and the more comprehensive provision 

was made by substituting “for expenses of Government”’ the terms of the old 

Confederation, namely, “and provide for the common defense and general wel- 

fare,” making duties and imposts, as well as taxes and excises, applicable not 
only to payment of debts, but to the common defense and genera! welfare. 

question, then, is, ‘What is the import of that phrase, “common defense 

and general welfare,”’ in itsactual connection? The import which Virginia has 

always asserted and still contends for is that they are explained and limited to 

the enumerated objects subjoined to them, among which objects is the regula- 


tion of fore commerce; as far, therefore, as a tariff of duties is necessary 
and proper in saquteting foreign commerce for any of the usual purposes of 
such regulations it may 


be ss by Congress, and consequently for the 
perpeee of encouraging manufactures, which is a well-known purpose for 
which duties and imposts have been usually employed. This view of the 
clause _eovitios for revenue instead of interfering with or excluding the power 
of regulating fo trade corroborates the rightful exercise of power for the 
encouragment of domestic manufactures, 

It will be seen that Mr. Madison in his construction of the Consti- 
tution, which has become the foundation of an established policy of 
the Government, lays down the proposition that the regulation of com- 
merce is an enumerated object in the Constitution for the exercise of 
the taxing power either by duties on imports or by excises or taxes, 
and that within the term ‘‘the regulation of commerce’ is the en- 
couragement or the discouragement of domestic industry. The term 
‘regulation of commerce,’’ according to his elaborate argument many 
times repeated, which I have here before me, in different parts of both 
his official and private life and in his performance of public duties, in- 
cludes the protection of the manifold industries and interests of the 
country, whether by taxation or whether by dutieson imports. There- 
fore, so far as the question of power is concerned under the Constitua- 
tion it has prevailed, commencing with General Washington and ex- 
tending to the present time; the power of laying duties on imports, or 
of taxes, or of excises, rests upon precisely the same interpretation of 
the Constitution, and the same clause of the Constitution, as main- 
tained by the Jeffersonian or Virginia rule of strict construction. 

The power to lay duties upon imports for the purposes of the com- 
mon defense and the general welfare, even in the strictest school of con- 
struction, was interpreted to be for the enumerated objects in the Con- 
stitution. The power of regulating commerce therefore being one of 
these specified objects, comes within the strictest rule of construction, 
and the power to levy taxes, equally with the power to impose duties, 
comes within the power of regulating commerce as construed from the 
beginning of the Government to the present time. 

So that upon the mere question whether the power of encourage- 
ment of domestic industries or of manufactures is exercised by direct 
taxation, by excise, or by the imposition of duties, there is not-any dif- 
ference in the power. The power of appropriation for all purposes of 
regulating commerce is of course co-extensive with the necessities of 
the regulation of commerce. So that there can be no question that, as 
a matter of power, the levying of the taxes and the appropriation of 
the money for any legitimate purpose within the term ‘‘ regulating 
commerce ’’ are within this construction of the Constitution which has 
become historic and traditional in the country. 

The material question here, as in the adjustment of all taxes, is only 
in reference to the amount and effect of the duty, and the extent of 
the tax should bear equally and fairly upon the country, for it is quite 
manifest that you may levy a tax in such a shape and on such amount 
and on such things as to build up a privileged order. It does not 
matter whether you call it the manufacturers of cutlery or the manu- 
facturers of any other product; if you have given them a bounty, whether 
it is in the shape of a right to collect higher prices for their goods or by 
a direct payment from the Treasury—if you have placed them by legis- 
lation in any circumstances whatever which advantage them unduly 
and beyond the great mass of people of the country, you have created 
an aristocracy, and in doing so have impoverished the great mass of the 
people. The question, therefore, is in the extent of this imposition, in 
the character of it, in the fact whether or not it is a permanent imposi- 
tion u vie nacre y Pigerane it —_ easily and fairly and equally 
upon all the e of the country and not unduly upon the poor and 
most duiMaie cleans, oT 

If we shall confine our investigations to this reasonable proposition 
we shall be enabled to arrive at some just conclusion. But in reference 
to all these sectional claims and sectional prejudice, or as to the con- 
sistency of this or that person, it has nothing to do with this great and 
important question. 













We are now laying a system of taxation, for the idea never prevailed 
and has no force that the imposition of a duty, of a tax of any kind, is 
not borne by the consumer of the thing taxed. That is a proposition 
which is impossible in nature and unreasonable, having no kind of a 
foundation in reason. A tax upon consumption must be paid by the 
consumer, and the cost from the beginning to the end by a necessary 
law of political economy is borne by the consumer of the article. In 
all these discussions by Mr. Hamilton, by Mr. Madison, by Mr. Jeffer- 
son of the question of the effect and character of taxation this has been 
an admitted proposition. That it should be denied here and claimed 
that under any possible circumstances in any case, except a single ex- 
ception here and there not germane to the proposition, as if a man 
should abandon his property should give it away—that there should 
be any discussion in this body that it was possible under any circum- 
stances whatever for a tax upon consumption to be paid by any other 
person than the consumer or user, or that any part of it should be paid 
by any other person, is somewhat surprising because so entirely un- 
reasonable. The productions of a country or a man must be used or con- 
sumed by some one, and he or they who use it must give in exchange 
for it something, otherwise there could be nothing but uncompensated 
and voluntary producing classes on one side and non-producing and 
consuming persons on the other. 

Mr. President, we have heard much said here in regard to the question 
of a tax being laid; that it is a small amount on each individual; and we 
are told that salt pays but little; that each individual person contributes 
but a mite, a few cents; that the duty on knives, cutlery, and articles 
of that kind is an infinitesimal! tax upon each person. It is true that 
ail taxation must be upon the general consumption, and each person 
will pay but little. But suppose we investigate that proposition a little. 
I have here a treatise by Mr. Edward Atkinson, based upon an analy- 
sis, which I will read: 


What I wish to bring out is this: Out of an estimated product of the present 
population, at the same ratio as that used in the treatise on wages, to wit, 
$11,400,000,000 in 1835, against $10,000,000,000 in the census year— 
Food and drink take up, at the minimum, about 
Clothing, etc., at the maximum 


$5, 000, 000, 000 


slp cthiidinccinetinsineeceitilinnin eocanduntasitetatbbes eous: 1, 500, 000, 000 
Repairs, maintenance, and construction of dwellings for working 

Cabbie taebdturbantrcckatciithecdssncdcaccyecente sess i alas aieiahidecatiniieliteadinaian 460, 000, 000 
Repairs and construction of dwellings for the well-to-do, at double 

i atehaidlieiiitidatiitacdeinees conceit dbiguvevastaientheeesecssasuiasedibbesuupbagplennte 40, 000, 000 


7, 000, 000, 000 
Leaving $4,400,000,000 to be accounted for in the consumption of all other ar- 
ticles aside from food, drink, clothing, and shelter. Out of the distribution of 
the remainder would come the luxuries of the rich, the comforts of the well- 
to-do, and all our additions to capital and to the savings of the people. 

But in this analysis it will be observed that the proportion of the total ex- 
penditure assigned to food is far short of that which is the well-ascertained 
proportion in workmen’s families, both in this country and in Europe, which 
is 50 per cent. of their income in respect to the better class and 60 per cent. in 
the lower grade. At 50 per cent. of our estimated gross income food and drink 
costs $5,700,000,000. 
What, then, is the conclusion? Is it not that even in this sparsely-populated 
land, of almost unlimited potentiality in its production of grain and meat, 
more than one-half the struggle for life is still a mere struggle for food? Can 
this low plane of mere existence, which many fail evento attain, be attributed 
to monopoly of land, to institutions established by law,or to causes wholly 


remediable by legislation? If not, wherein do we fail,in spite of our much- 
vaunted civilization? 


Accounted for 


If this statement is true, and it is proved clearly, it behooves all wise 
men of every class to consider it carefully in imposing taxes. If more 
than one-half the struggle for life is still a mere struggle for food, 
which many fail even to attain, it is a fact which carries with it much 
of warning and wise suggestion. 

We will perceive from this statement and from a further statement 
which will be found in this book, which I will not oceupy time by 
reading, that 1 cent a day is the margin in this struggle for food, 1 cent 
a day the margin between want and suffering and comparative comfort 
to the greater number of our people. 

When we are discussing questions of taxation and say that it is but 
a few cents per capita in the year, but a half-dollar for salt, or a few 
cents for knives, we forget the fact that we are legislating for 65,000,- 
000 people, the larger portion of whom are engaged in a struggle for 
existence, for food, in which a cent a day means comfort or the loss of 
it starvation and want. We must not forget the fact that in the levy 
of the taxes in all nations and at all times they must be levied upon 
the great body of the people and upon those things which they con- 
sume most universally, for that is the law of taxation. Taxes must be 
paid out of production, not out of something that does not exist, 
and consumption is taxed simply as the means of levying upon pro- 
duction, and production can only be by the use and employment of all 
the labor, all the energy, in some form or other, of all the people. 

But if we are insensible to the fact in the levy of a tax, and because 
it is a minimum, because it is an insignificant amount, we shall disre- 
gard it, we will destroy the great body of the people, and we must have 
consideration of that, first, because the people have a right to happi- 
ness and comfort, and second, because before a government reaches 
that point of oppression the people will turn and destroy it. There- 
fore Mr. Madison and Mr. Jefferson and these other great men, Mr. 
Adams and Mr. Hamilton himself, recognized the fact that the wrong 
of any system of taxation, be it a tariff or be it a direct levy of taxes, 
is in the oppressiveness of the tax upon the great body of the people, 
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and you can not relievé that by any system which will exclude trade, 
which will forbid commercial intercourse between the nations of the 
world, 

You will only enhance the sufferings of the people. You can not 
deny competition “between one man and another,or one country and 
another, forcompetition is the same whether it be domestic or whether 
it be foreign, whether it be between great bodies of people and great 
organized industries or afew. The principle recognized by all people 
has been that free industry, free trade should be encouraged, as a rule, 
checked and limited only in instances by the exercise of this protect- 
ive power so as to create and encourage by moderate taxes and toa 
limited extent the industries which may advantageously be pursued 
in acountry. This power is subject to great abuse. It may be ex- 
tended, like the taxing power, to everything; it may be exercised in 
such a manner as to destroy the people, to build up privileged classes, 
and that has been the history of the world, and amongst all the gov- 
ernments of ancient history it has been oppressively used, and has con- 
tributed to that accumulation of wealth in the hands of a few and that 
general poverty which has preceded their downfall. 

\lexander Hamilton, in his report upon manufactures when Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, which with Mr, Madison’s constitutional argu- 
ments and advocacy upon the subject may be said to have been the in- 
troduction into this country of this system, and the great source from 
which the ideas in its defense originated, says as follows in his report: 

To these observations the following appears to be a satisfactory answer : 

First. If the system of perfect liberty to industry and commerce were the pre- 
vailing system of nations, the arguments which dissuade a country in the pre- 
dicament of the United States, from the zealous pursuit of manufactures would 


doubtiess have great force. It will not be affirmed that they might not be per- 
mitted, with few exceptions, to serve asa rule of national conduct. In sucha 


state of things each country would have the full benefit of its peculiar advan- 
tages to compensate for its deficiencies or disadvantages, If one nation were in 
a condition to supply manufactured articles, on better terms than another, that 
other might find an abundant indemnification in a superior capacity to furnish 
the produce of the soil, and a free exchange, mutually beneficial, of the com- 
modities which each was able to supply, on the best terms, might be carried on 
between them, supporting, in full vigor, the industry ofeach. And though the 
circumstances which have been mentioned, and others which will be unfolded 


hereafter, sender it probable that nations merely agricultural would not enjoy 
the same degree of opulence, in proportion to their numbers, as those wie 
united manufactures with agriculture, yet the progressive improvement of the 
lands of the farmer might, in the end, atone for an inferior degree of opulence 
in the mean time; and in a case in which opposite considerations are pretty 
equaliy balanced, the option ought, perhaps, always to be in favor of leaving 
industry to its own direction. 

But the system which has been mentioned is far from characterizing the gen- 
eral policy of nations. The prevalent one has been regulated by an opposite 
spirit. The consequence of it is that the United States are, to a certain extent, 
in the situation of a country precluded from foreign commerce. They can, in- 
deed, without difficulty, obtain from abroad the manufactured supplies of which 
they are in want, but they experience numerous and very injurious impediments 
to the emission and rent of their own commodities. Nor is this the case in ref- 
erence to a single foreign nationonly. The regulations of several countries with 
which we have the most extensive intercourse throw serious obstructions in the 
way of the principal staples of the United States. In such a position of things 
the United States can not exchange with Europe on equal terms, and the want 
of reciprocity would render them the victim of a system which should induce 
them to confine their views to agriculture and refrain from manufactures. A 
constant and increasing necessity on their part for the commodities of Europe 
and only a partial and occasional demand for their own in return could not but 
expose them to a state of impoverishment, compared with the opulence to which 
their pelitical and natural advantages authorize them to aspire. 


All persons will perceive how foreign to this proposition have been 
the arguments that have been made upon this subject looking to an 
isolation of this country, looking to prohibitory or oppressive restrictions 
upon trade, maintaining the idea that this country should be inde- 
pendent of the commerce of the world, and that the theory of protec- 
tion should go to the extent of preventing trade and commerce, in- 
stead of the reasonable and limited encouragement and stimulus which 
may be necessary to build up necessary and useful industries, which 


are necessary in time of war or necessary to secure the independence of 


the country, and which places us ina condition to stand fair competition 
with theother people of the world. The theory as maintained in the origi- 
nal legesiation upon this subject was limited strictly to this extent. Ifthe 
argument be maintained that by bounties, by duties on imports, we are 
te develop and encourage the building up of every possible form of em- 
ploymentin this country which may be advisable, who are to pay for it 
while it is being done, and who are to maintain it after it shall have been 
done? Somebody must pay. This encouragement must be either by a 
prohibition or by a tax levied upon the thing imported. If the tax be 
sufficient te amount to a prohibition, we simply say that we will leave 
to the natural causes in our own country the production of these manu- 
factures. Was that the idea of Mr. Hamilton? Letussee. Hesays: 

The aid of foreign capital may safely, and with considerable latitude, be taken 
into caleulation, Its instrumentality has been long experienced in our exter- 
nal commerce; and it has begun to be felt in various other modes. Not only 
cur funds, but our agriculture, and other internal improvements, have been 
aalmaanen by it. It has already, in a few instances, extended even to our man- 
ufactures 

It isa well-known fact that there are parts of Europe which have more capi- 
tal than profitable domestic objects of employment. Hence, among other 
proofs, the large loanscontinually furnished to foreign states. And it is equally 
certain that the capital of other parts may find more table in 
the United States than at home. And, notwithstan there are ty in- 
ducements to prefer the employment of capital at home, even at less profit, to 
an investment of it abroad, though with greater gain, yet these inducements 


are overruled, either by a deficiency of employment, or by a very material dif- 
ference in profit. Both these eauses operate to produce a transfer of fore 


capital tothe United States. Itis certain that various objects in this country hold 











out advantages which are with difficulty to be equaled elsewhere; and under 
the increasingly favorable impressions which are entertained of our Govern- 
ment, the attractions will beeome more and more strong. These impressions 
will prove a rich mine of Peg CS aaa, if they are confirmed and 
strengthened by the progress of ouraffairs. And to secure this advantage, little 
more is now necessary than to foster industry and cultivate crder and tran- 
quillity at home and abroad. 


It is not impossible that there may be persons disposed to look with a jealous 
eye on the introduction of foreign capital as if it were an instrument to deprive 
our own citizens of our own industry; but, perhaps, there never could be a 
more unreasonable jealousy. Instead of being viewed as a rival, it oughtto be 
considered as a most vaiuable auxiliary, conducing oe in motion a greater 
quantity of productive labor and a greater portion useful enterprise than 
could exist without it. It is at least evident that in a country situated like the 
United States, with an infinite fund of resources yet to be unfolded, every farth- 
ing of foreign capital which is laid out in internal meliorations and in indus- 
trious establishments of a permanent nature is a precious acquisition. 

And, whatever be the objects which originally attract foreign capital, when 
once introduced, it may be directed towards any purpose of beneficial exertion 
which is desired. And to detain it among us there can be no expedient so ef- 
fectval as to enla the sphere within which it may be usefully employed, 
Though introduced merely with views tospeculations in the funds it may after- 
wards be rendered subservient to the interests of culture, commerce, and 
manufactures. But the attraction of foreign capital for the direct purpose of 
manufactures ought not to be deemed a chimerical expectation. There are al- 
ready examples of it, as remarked in ancther place. And the examples, if the 
disposition be cultivated, can hardly fail to multiply. 

Mr. President, the object which Mr. Hamilton and others had in 

imposing this duty, this tariff in its protective features, was to invite 
the foreign capital of other countries; and such must always be its 
effect. This great man perceived that the natural effect of a privilege 
granted to a particular pursuit was to invite capital from abroad, and 
the persons, the laborers, who had the means to accomplish it, to the 
more favoted country, and thus to produce an interest for this country 
in the employment of persons who might be there or might be brought 
there in increasing the subjects of taxation and increasing the amount 
of production. But we will perceive that this may be carried toa 
great extent. You may by legislation invite competition from abroad 
to come and build up these great interests here, and while that would 
have its advantages, you do not wish to give inducements to one class 
of persons by oppressive taxation imposed upon the great body of 
the people, for it does not matter in what form the imposition comes, 
it does not matter in what shape the people of the country furnish the 
inducement, it must be a moneyed inducement, it must be a profit of 
some kind and from some source as the result of your legislation, and 
your laws can affect only your own country. 
You can not build up what you call a great protected system by op- 
pressive impositions upon the great body of your own people. You 
must develop by gentle stimulation the natural opportunities and ca- 
pacities of the country. Such was the law and such was the argu- 
ment and such was the theory of those who maintained that there was 
a power in the Government, in the regulation of foreign commerce, to 
levy duties upon imports for the purpose of encouraging American in- 
dustry and American manufacture. 

Mr. President, it may not be uninteresting to us, while upon this 
subject, to give a little consideration to the systems of taxation which 
have prevailed in other countries and in former periods of time. We 
are not the only republic that has ever existed, and compared with 
some we are yet in our infancy. We may not live to see the long 
centuries pass which witnessed the duration of some other republics— 
Athens, the Grecian states, the Roman republic, the empire. The 
democracy of Athens was more completely a popular government than 
our own, and it is of interest to us to see how far their people were de- 
veloped, how wise they were, how they had investigated all these sub- 
jects which we have been discussing here, with what profound and ex- 
haustive thought they had considered the sources of taxation and the 
methods of it, and how they correspond with our own. 

The ordinary revenues of the Athenian states— 

Says this book, Ancient and Medieval Republics, by Mann— 


The ordinary revenues of the Athenian states were from customs and harbor 
duties, the excise on sales in the public market, the tax on aliens, the tax of 3 
obols for every slave, which was likewise from every freedman, court 
fees and fines, the rent of the public lands, and the income from the mines. 
Public lands, pasture and arabic, as well as publie buildings not needed for 
public use, were let to the highest bidder. butary states paid a sum equiv- 
alent toad cent. duty on all commodities exported and imported by them. 
In the Gourkiding pesledal the republic the annual revenue collected from these 
various sources amounted to about 2,000 talents. 


Abont $2,440,000. 


Extraordinary expenditures, rendered necessary by war Or other exigency, 
were met by a tax on pores Sa resembled in some respects the forced 
loans exacted by Italian repub in the middle ages. 


We see, then, that this system of duties on imports from customs ex- 
tended away back to the days of the Athenian democracy. We come 
on down to the days of the Riven republic and empire. The Roman 
empire resorted to it in order to meet the great expenses of adminis- 


The cost of supporting the legions was borne by the provinces in which they 
wove qeumteell | Gah ie expense of the pay and equipment of the troops sta- 
tioned in Italy, and of the maintenance of the fleets which guarded the coasts 
and protected the commerce of the empire, was.metfrom the general treasury. 
Other financial burdens of an imperial nature were the compensation of the 
numerous subordinate officials engaged in the various d ents of the Ro- 


man civic government, the equ t of the vastarmy of employed upon 
eee tecden tie pach okealinndbenmebeel eeeaaaeaael the expend- 
iture for corn, wine, and oil, corn being given away to the poorer citizens, and 
wine and oil sold at an almost nominal price, 
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The ancient tax known asthe tributwm had fallen into disuse during the flour- 
tshing period of the asmmonwealth, when the treasuries of the wortd wore be- 
coffers domain, having been allotted 


citizens, 

order to meet the tly increased 

Se Eansccstepenst a real property and u polls. The 
of the provinces was divided into rilons known as euptia of the estimated 

value of 1,000 solidi in one such unit, so that one large proprietor might 

be rated as the owner of a number of capita, while the land of several smal! 


nothing, were simply rated according to their polls, and 
the sum due was collected from their masters or ree. In some of the 
t revenue was collected in kind for the 
Peek the os with corn for public distribution, and, instead 
uce exacted,the landowner was required to deliver 
storehouse a fixed quantity of grain based upon an esti- 
mate of the productive nature of the soil. 
In provinces not ly designated as 2 
accepted at its value to an extent limited by the requirements of the 
vernment, but the demand was, as a rule, quite equivalent to the supply, 
for the not needed for sustenance of armies engaged in almost 
continual warfare and of the multitude of slaves in the public employ were 
readily disposed of to the Roman populace. The state continued, as in the re- 
publican age, to derive an income from gold, silver, and other metallic mines 
and quarries of marble and other valuable stone. mines were let to con- 
tractors or associations of publicani, as during the commonwealth period, and 
the state supplied the contractors with the foreed labor of convicted criminals, 
and sometimes with the reluctant industry of regular soldiers. : 
At a later period the population of mining districts, which probably included 
a large p rtion of released convicts, was reduced to a sort of peonage. being 
bound to soil and forbidden to emigrate, but allowed to hire out their own 
labor in the mines. Salt-works, fisheries, and forests were likewise farmed to 
contractors; but the state kept in its own hands the collection of duties on ex- 
ports and imports, of the toils and dues of cities, roads, and bridges, and of the 
ee imposts with which the luxuries, and even the necessities, of life 
were bu 


And in a foot-note the author goes on: 


Augustus increased the duties on exports and imports, and also increased 
the number of articles liable to such duties. The ordinary rate of duty was one- 
fortieth of the value of the goods, but a person might import free of duty any 
article intended for hisown use. Smuggling was common, and the means taken 
by agents of the customs to detect smuggling were as offensive and annoying to 
travelers as they are at the present day. 

We perceive, therefore, that in those days of the Roman empire the 
amount of duty on imports was about 2} per cent. instead of our duty 
of 47 per cent.; and so, if we go on, we find when we come to the 
Venetian republic, with Florence and Venice, and their twelve hundred 

ears of existence, the same system prevailing, the same system of 

imited and moderate duties upon imports and exports; no theory of 
the exclusion of trade; no theory of enormous and oppressive and pro- 
hibitory rates of duty; and we must perceive that the maintenance of 
a system of this kind of extravagant taxation and of prohibitory duties 
is not only unwise, not only inconsistent with the general prosperity of 
the people, but will have the effect of building up immense privileged 
interests, of creating an aristocracy of wealth, as veritable and com- 
pletely plutecratic government as if by law certain privileges were 
made hereditary in certain persons and in certain families, and the same 
resuit will come to us from the same cause as came to Venice and to 
Florence in the final periods of their twelve hundred years of exist- 
ence, F 


corn or other produce was 


What do these facts signify—eight thousand millions in twenty-three 
years and seven hundred millionsin the last year? They indicate that 
whatever is the amount of tax or duty you impose upon that eight 
thousand millions exchanged into an import—for it is only an export 
of a value or property of your own people converted into something 
else and brought back here, and the value is simply transferred and ex- 
changed into another product—the import and the export represent 
only one value increased by transportation and exchange-and stil! rep- 
resents the original value exported and the persoris who produced it; 
whatever it may be, if the amount that you impose upon it be 100 per 
cent., or if it be increased until you destroy its value entirely by plac- 
ing it beyond the reach of the consumer, you have only destroyed that 
much of your own production and have laid it upon the class that pro- 
duced it just as if you had burned at your seaports this $8,000,000, 000 
of production, and that is a law which you can not alter, The excess 
of a man or of a country’s production—for it matters not which—must 
be exchanged into something else of value or destroyed. That is a nat- 
ural law. 

Therefore it is that, however true and however wise it may be to 
encourage new or to maintain old industries, however wise to create an 
independence in the country, however constitutional and lawful to ex- 
ercise the power of taxation or of imposing duties on imports, it must 
be done with reference to the fact that an import is but an export and 
@ production of your own converted into something else of value, and 
that the tax you impose upon it is in every form and necessarily a tax 
upon your own people, whether it be produced by poorly paid or well 
paid labor when you have purchased it with the wheat or tobacco or pro- 
visions of the United States—it is their value, their property, and the 
more you tax it by a high duty you lessen the value of the exchange, 
and you diminish the capacity of the home producers or home market 
to buy and pay for yourhome manufacture. Therefore itis evident that 
the interests of protection to home manufactures and productions forbid 
a high rate of duty and demand such a system as will permit an expor- 
tation of all surplus production, and as large an export of all kinds as 
is consistent with the encouragement of such manufactures and such pro- 
ductions as theindependence of the country in time of war requires, and 
as the natural capacities of the country enable us to make with ad- 
vantage. 

Now, as to the practicability of such a system of encouragement as 
the section of this bill relating to sugar provides, namely, a system of 
bounties, as to its operation upon the people, its effect upon the people at 
large, it seems to me there can be no question that aspecific tax applied 
to a specific purpose would be a lighter burden than a tax upon the gen- 
eral consumption of the country, and that it would avoid some of the 
more important objections to a system of high duties on imports, but if 
adopted, for one I can see no reason why it should not be adopted for 
all. 

The’ encouragement by Government aid of home manufactures and 
home productions is one thing, and the methods by which it shall be 
done is another. The manner in which a tax shall be levied and the 


appropriation of it, and the reasons which govern each, are as distinct * 


But, Mr. President, these questions relate altogether to the care with | as any two things in nature. 


which a system of duties may be.and should be imposed. Mr. Madi- 
son, in his review of the different tariffs and in his letter to Mr. Clay, 


lays down the proposition that the abuse of this power of taxation, the | 


abuse of a system of levies upon imports, is the great evil that is to be 
apprehended from its use—the increased duty, the éxaggerated duty, 
the application of it to cases to which it should not be applied, to cases 
in which the foreign production is better for the interests of a country 
than the home production would be; and he urges that it should be lim- 
ited to articles necessary fer the thorough independence of a country 
in a time of warand to the articles absolutely necessary for human life 
which the natural capabilities of the country favored, all with the un- 
derstanding that the system of trade and commerce is a necessity for 
all people, an economic necessity, and that nothing but absolute pro- 
hibition will prevent commerce between countries. 

But, Mr. President, before I depart from this view of the subject as 
to the inefliciency of extravagant and prohibitory duties and the im- 
possibility of their being imposed consistently with the public inter- 
ests, I wish tocall attention to another fact. 

It is certainly true that any stimulus of any kind, either natural or 
artificial, to production which increases its quantity will diminish its 
exchangeable value if the demand does not correspondingly increase, 
provided the increased supply is accessible to the markets of the world. 
That is an inevitable law, unless artificial combinations prevent its 
operation, and any stimulus, either by prohibition or by bounty, or of 
encouragement by combination of associated capital and enterprise, 
may develop industries and production in one country or another, but 
there will be a surplus in every country. You can not adjust the wants 
and the production of a people to a precise equality. There must be 
a surplus somewhere, and that surplus can not be carried away, either 
from a man or a country, except by exchanging it for something else. 
I find that in the twenty-three years from 1560 to 1883 there were 
eight thousand millions of breadstufis, provisions, and cotton exported 
and exchanged into foreign productions and imported into this coun- 
try, and there were nearly seven hundred millions in the last report of 
the Treasury Department of imports into this country. 


One important difference between the two methods, that of direct 
appropriation and that of protection by a duty on imports, will be 
found in the free competition which the direct appropriation permits 
under the system of duties. 

When you have stimulated the home production, or when you have 
created the domestic competition which may produce its natural ef- 
fects, when you have produced it to such an extent as you desire, it is 
true it will have its effect upon the value of the thing produced unless 
artificial combination or causes which are within the creation of man 
are intervened to check this natural and necessary result, but all this 
time the people will be paying an oppressive tax. 

We have had a proposition to change the form in which this method 
of encouragement or this stimulus to the development of new employ- 
ments is applied from a duty on imports to an appropriation in the form 
of a bounty for one production only, and that one sugar, the best reve- 
nue subject. As I said in the beginning of my remarks, I can see no 
difference in the constitutionality of the appropriation of this money 
in the shape of a bounty or in the levying of a tax directly or in duties 
on imports. It matters not which, for it derives its validity from the 
fact of its being a lawful object of the power of levying taxes and from 
the fact of its being within the power to regulate commerce as con- 
strued by all the early Presidents of the country and the founders of 
the Constitution. Therefore, as to its constitutionality I think there 
can be no objection, 

I have failed to see what necessary relation there was between the 
imposition of a tax upon the entire consumption of a country and the 
encouragement of a particular industry or employment. Why tax the 
whole people and give an unlimited range of higher prices to the 
founder of a new industry? It has been done in allages. It was 
done in Rome, is was done in Athens, it was done in Venice, it was 
done in Florence, and it is a well-established policy in our own coun- 
try and in all European countries, but it produced that distinction of 
classes there, and it will produce it everywhere, Itis a bounty larger 
than the necessities or purposes to be accomplished require, and it 
places the whole consumption, the whole demand within the control 
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of particular persons, of the persons who engage in an industry; and 
although it may be true that this inducement may carry many intoit, 
and thus cgeate competition, it is also true that that competition may 
be limited, and yet the burden be continued indefinitely on the people 
of the country. 

As to the duty on sugar, the question should be, for purposes of pro- 
tection, whether or not the tax should be Jaid upon the consumers of 
sugar equally with the consumers of manufactured goods, of woolen or 
of cotton goods, or of iren manufactures, so as to afford an equal rate 
of protection to each. While that is true, the question of proportioning 
this taxation for the encouragement of these industries, if they are to 
be promoted equally, leaves the sugar tax and the sugar interest to 
stand or fall upon the line of equality and encouragement with those 
other interests, and makes special provision in the nature of a duty and 
2 bounty for it, but no account being taken of the fact thatif we are to 
have a revenue duty, this is a revenue article and most suitable, and 
as tea or coffee would be, and better for the purposes of collecting a 
revenue than any other article. 

It is upon this ground that the high duty on sugar has always been 
maintained and successfully defended, and for the purposes of revenue 
and protection combined there can be no doubt that it may claim a 
right to be placed in the highest scale of duties; and if we are to con- 
sider the protective feature and its application to the case, it should be 
that sugar should stand upon this fair and just equality of protection 
with any other protected article. As to the question which of the two 
forms of taxation, the tax by a duty or the tax by a bounty, is the 
easier for the people, there can be no question whatever upon that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. Hamilton said in his article: 

Bounties are sometimes not only the best but the only proper expedient for 
uniting the encouragement of a new object of agriculture with that of a new 
object of manvfacture. It is the interest of the farmer to have the production 
of the raw material promoted by counteracting the interference of the fore 
material of the same kind. It is the interest of the manufacturer to have t 
material abundant and cheap. If prior to the domestic production of the ma- 
teria! in sufficient quantity to supply the manufacturer on good terms a drty 
be laid upon the importation of it from abroad, with a view to promote the 
raising of it at home, the interest both of the farmer and manufacturer will be 
disserved. By either destroying the requisite supply or raising the price of the 
article beyond what can be afforded to given for it by the conductor of an 
infant manufacture, it is abandoned or fails, and there being no domestic manu- 
factories to create « demand for the raw material, which is raised by the farmer, 
it is in vain that the competition of the like foreign article may have been 
destroyed. 

Mr. President, it is quite plain that these observations, in some re- 
spects at least, are well founded, and that so far as raising the price 
is concerned the appropriation of a bounty has no effect whatever ex- 
cept the indirect effect of stimulating production. Until that object is 
attained there is no increase of price levied upen the people of the coun- 
try by the appropriation of the bounty. I can therefore see that it 
woald be a wise thing if all this encouragement to industries—except 
in extreme cases where for reasons of public policy temporary exclusion 
or prohibition should be necessary—was in the shape of a specific ap- 
propriation, in the form of a bounty, for it would relieve the people of 
the country of this oppressive ang uncertain cloud which hangs over 
them of an excessive price for the necessaries and comforts of life; and 
that is the danger to be apprehended. Itis not in the wise and rea- 
sonable exercise of the power to encourage domestic industries, manu- 
factures or others, by Government aid, which has become an established 
policy i in this country, but in the abuse of that power; and Mr. Jeffer- 
son's idea, as interpreted by Mr. Madison in his letter alluding to Mr. 
Jefferson’s opinion upon the subject, in insisting that the power to pro- 
mote and encourage the development of manufactures and industries 
was that it should be exercised upon the revenue basis so as to save it 
from abuse, and, as ho says, to have a moderate and fair and equal im- 
position upon every portion of the country. 

Therefore this bill and its provisions in which this tariff on some ar- 
ticles is run up to the extent of 60 and 100 per cent. is an unwise one; 
it is an unreasonable taxation; it is an excessive taxation, and that 
limit should be carefully observed which will confine the protection 
afforded to these different industries to such limited protection as will 
induce and preserve a competition between the productions of foreign 
nations, not a disadvantageous competition, but a fair and a just compe- 
tition, as Mr. Madison said, as Alexander Hamilton said, as Mr. Jef- 
ferson said, the principle of all economic laws being that of free industry 
and free interchange, limited and checked only to the extent necessary 
for the encouragement and the development of special and particular 
interests in a country. 

When there shall be reciprocal trade; when the nations of the earth 
shall learn that these restrictions are inall cases and everywhere a bar- 
rier in the way of the general comfort and the greater abundance of 
everything to every individual; when the nations of the world shall 
have learned that in unrestricted commerce with each other and upon 
fair and just terms, regulated by proper, by equal conditions, that in 
that commerce lies the hope of the comfort and abundance of each in- 
dividual, of the progress of the arts and the higher civilization of man- 
kind—a system looking to that as the final resalt, but still preserving 
independence and prosperity by reasonable and limited encouragement 


in exch form as will be ke be least vento to the tax-payers, is the just 


application of this system, which has become a part of the traditional 
public policy of this Government, and which Mr. Madison in the article 
which I have read supports and defends. 

I will not detain the Senate upon this subject farther than to say 
that all the early Presidents adopted this view of this power in the 
Constitution and of its exercise, and maintained while it should be ex- 
ercised for its protective effect and purposes, it should be limited to a 
low rate of duty, and such a rate as should not be eee: empe? of trade 
and commerce. The whole authority of the early history of the coun- 
try is to that effect and only to that effect. 

There has been frequent assertion in the debate on this bill that the 
Democratic party was a free-trade party, and the Republican party for 
protection and a friend of American industries and the workingmen. 
It will be of some interest to consider the true distinction between 
these two parties, as given by Mr. Jefferson in a letter to Mr. Adams, 
in the philosophic calm and retirement of the honored old age of these 
two great men. 

From his home in Monticello, under date of June 27, 1813, Jefferson 
wrote to John Adams as follows: 


Men have differed in opinion, —_ been divided into parties by these opinions, 
from the first origin of societies, and in all ne where they have been 
permitted freely to think and to speak. same political ies which now 
igitate se as a existed through al me time. a “. Ps 
of the people or of the apera should prevail, were ns W 2 
the states of Greece and Rome in eternal convulsions, as _ now schismatize 
every people whose minds and mouths are not shut up > gag of a despot. 
And, in fact, ee eee Se and Tory belong to natural as well as to civil 
viduals They denote the temper and constitution of mind of different indi- 


nanan our own country, and to the times when you and I became first 
we well remember the violent parties which agitated the old Con- 
oe and their bitter contests. There you — I a together, and the Jays 
and the Dickinsons and other anti-in were arrayed against us. 
They cherished the monarchy of England, and we vethe eiae ton our countrymen. 
When our present Government was in the mew, passi ng from Confederation to 
— how bitter was = = ge mp ante er Antis. une au = 
were together ragain. For ough for a moment separated an 
from the scene of action, I favored the opinion that nine States should con- 
firm the Constitution, in order to secure it, and the others hold off until certain 


amendments, deemed favorable to freedom, should be made. I rallied in the 


first instant to the wiser —— of Massachusetts, that all should confirm, 
and then all instruct their delegates to u those amendments. The amend- 
ments were made, and all were recon to the Severnesees. But as.soon as 
it was put into motion the line of division was again drawn. We broke into 
two parties, each wishing to give the Government a different direction; the one 
to strengthen the most pop’ branch, the other the more permanent branches, 
and to extend their permanence. Here you and I separated gh the first time, 
and as we had thoudi ictqur team guesbetbeaven the poll ic theater, and 
therefore were more familiar to our countrymen, the party which considered 
you a3 thinking with them placed your name at their ; the other, for the 
same reason, selected mine. 


The people on one side; the a@oz¢roz, the few, the privileged, on the 
other. This seems to be the perpetual contentions from age to age. 
The Democratic party the party of the people—others the apzéroz. 
How wise is it that this distinction shall not be pressed too far, and 
that neither of the two great political parties of this country shall be 
characterized as against the people by the laws which they enact. The 
taxing power, the grant of benefits by law to individuals for public pur- 
poses, realor pretended, while it has always been public policy in every 
state, has always been the ultimate cause of ruin to all governments, 
both free and despotic, because of its natural tendency to excessive and 
oppressive taxation in the interest of privileged classes and not for pub- 
lic objects. It will be wise in the Republican party, now controlling 
the public policy of this country, that this bill shall not be of this char- 
acter, but that it shall largely reduce the oppressive and ey 
taxation under which the people are now suffering. In all wise 
ernments taxes should be im in such way as will be least bu 
some to the people, and the chief object of every tax should be the of 
lection of revenue. Therefore it was in the early history of the 
country the protective effect of a tax, a duty, was regarded as the inci- 
dent, and revenue as the object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa a ALLISON ]. 

The amendment was 

Mr. VANCE. I offer the sai which I send to the desk to come 
in at the close of the amendment just adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add: 

Provided, That no article mentioned in this 
per aguarntd tag tall par cont. orem. 

Mr. VANCE. That is the rate that the Senators on the other side 
estimate the amount of daty under the amendment to the substitute 
just adopted would a I propose to confine it to that, for the 
reason that the same kind of articles, as already explained, of the 
cheaper kind are over 100 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro t The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

ae and nays were ordered, and the Se Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I 
should vote *‘ yea.”’ 


and paragraph 172 shall 
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Mr. DAWES ae Mr. Hoark’s name was called). My colleague een, Fase, Some, Voorhees, 
De. are the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ran- McPherson, Plumb, Sherman, win Sa 
eli, ’ . 
Mr. PA (when his name was called). I am paired with my | Morgan, Quay, Vance, 


colleague [Mr. SHERMAN], and therefore withhold my vote. 

' Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT], but I am entirely 
willing that a transfer of the pair be made in order to keep up a 
quorum. at liberty to vote, I should vote for the committee bill 


ht t throu, 
Me TE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
— Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis], and therefore decline to 
v 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. My with the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Breck } 
is transferred to the tor from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], and I vote 

nay. 

ay PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota has 
vo °° 

Mr. HALE. I understood the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] 
to announce a pair with the Senator from Minnesota, and I arranged 
with the Senator from Indiana to transfer it. 

Mr. TURPIE. I was not aware that the Senator from Minnesota 
ae oe name recorded ? 

e ENT pro tempore. It is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. TURPIE. Then I am at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr, HALE. I withdraw my vote, and my pair with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr, Beck] will stand. - 

Mr. CULLOM. I am paired with the junior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Gray], and will not cast my vote. 

Mr. IN. In the confusion I inadvertently voted, forgetting 
that I was paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON }. 
I now take the li of transferring that pair to the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Pius], and will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was paired with the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
PLUMB] and the pair has been transferred, as stated by the Senator 
from Iowa, and Inow vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the affirmative). I inadvertently 
voted. Iam paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Florida that he trans- 
fer his pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES], who is ab- 
sen 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I inquire of the Chair if paragraph 172 has 
been read? I have it marked as ‘‘passed over.’’ I move to amend it 
by striking out ‘‘20’’ and inserting ‘'15,’’ in line 730. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph has been read, and 
the amendment, in line 730, to strike ont ‘*20’’ and insert ‘15’ is now 
pending. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for action on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 115, paragraph 172, line 730, after the 
word ‘‘ pieces,’’ it is proposed to strike out *‘20’’ and insert “‘15;”’ so 
as to read: 

172. Table-knives, forks, steels, and all carving, butchers’, cooks’, hunting 
kitchen, bread, butter, vegetable, fruit, cheese, plumbers’, painters’, palette, and 
artists’ knives of all sizes, finished or unfinished, valued at not more than $1 per 

r dozen pieces, 15 cents per dozen; valued at more than $1 and not more than 

3,50 cents per dozen; valued at more than $3 and not more than $8, $1 per 


dozen; valued at more than $8, $2 per dozen; and in addition upon all the above- 
named articles 30 per cent. ad valorem. 


ae amendment was agreed to. 

r. ALLISON. Onpage 117, paragraph 181, I move an amendment, 

which I send tothe desk. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 181, line 760, page 117, it is pro- 

posed to strike out all after the word ‘‘ guns’’ and insert: 

Valued at not more than $% each, $2each; valued at more than $% and not moro 
than $12 each, $4 each; valued at more than $12 each, $6 each; and in addition 
thereto on all the above 35 per cent. ad valorem. 

Single-barrel breech-loading shotguns, $1 each and 35 per cent. ad valorem, 

Revolving pistols, valued at not more than $1.50 each, 40 cents each ; valued at 
more than 31.50, $1 each; and in addition thereto on all the above pistols 35 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT proitempore. Paragraph 174 was passed over in 
the reading. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let that be taken up, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The paragraph will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


174. Gold-leaf, $2 per package of five hundred leaves. 


Mr. ALLISON. I find paragraph 289 was passed over. Has that 
ph been réad, I inquire? I have it marked as ‘‘ passed over.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Was the amendment to paragraph 174 agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There was no amendment to para- 

graph 174, It was read and no amendment proposed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask if paragraph 289 has been read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

Mr. VANCE. It was not read originally, being passed over by re- 


t. 

Mr. CALL. I will do that if there is no objection, and permit my 
vote to stand. 

Mr. BATE. The junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULK- 
NER] is with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QuAyY}. 

Mr..CULLOM. I understand the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. MiTcH- 
ELL] is absent and not paired. I will therefore transfer my pair with 
the tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] to the Senator from Oregon, 
and vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Cor- 
quitr]. If he were present he would vote “ yea’’ and I should vote 
. na a 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam advised that the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. Dorn] is not present, and that my pair has been transferred 
tohim. If that be the case, I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will be 
recorded in the negative. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoRGAN F and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. IN, of Iowa. I am paired with the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Witson]. If he eat sep, I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DANIEL. am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘yea’’ and he would 
vote “‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I call the attention of the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
CuL1LoM] to the fact that the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] has 
just announced a pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 23; as follows: 


quest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understood. It will 
now be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


289. Salt.—Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 12 cents per 100 
pounds; in bulk, 8 cents per 100 pounds: Provided, That exporters of meats, 
whether packed or smoked, which have been cured in the United States with 
imported salt shail, upon satisfactory proof, under such regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall prescribe, that such meats have been cured with 
imported salt, have refunded to them from the Treasury the duties paid on the 
salt so used in curing such exported meats, in amounts not less than $100: And 

rovided further, That imported salt in bond may be used in curing fish taken 

y vessels licensed to engage in curing fish on the shores of the navigable 
waters of the United States, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe ; and upon proof that the salt has been used for either 
of the purposes stated in this provisothe duties on the same shall be remitted. 


Mr. ALLISON. That paragraph being read, I ask that paragraph 
287, which I think was passed over without reading, be now read. 

Mr. VEST. What was done with paragraph 289? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nothing. It standsin thebill. I havenoamend- 
ment to offer to it. 

Mr. VANCE. We have made our record upon free salt while dis- 
cussing the amendments on the free-list. 


¥RAS—19. Mr. ALLISON. ‘The record has been fully made up, I think, on the 
Bate, Cockrell, Gorman, Saulsbury, salt ti 
Coke, Ham Turpie question. 
Blackburn, Eustis, —_ Vest, Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. 
Brown, George, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall. The Secretary read as follows: 
Call, whee, Meagan, 287. Rice.—Cleaned, 1 cent per pound ; uncleaned rice and rice flourand meal, 
NAYS—23. one-half of 1 cent per pound; rice, broken, which will pass through a sieve 
ldrich, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, known cummectlaiy as No. 12 wire sieve, and paddy, one-fourth of 1 cent per 
Allison, Frye Morrill Spooner, pound. 
Piss er Hawley, Paddock, ee tace, Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I desire to offer a substitute for that 
Davis, * Ingalls,’ Platt, Teller. ph, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Riddieberger, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 
ABSENT—S. The Secretary. After the figures ‘‘287’’ it is proposed to strike 
Beck, Cameron, Daniel, Faulkner, out the remainder of the paragraph and insert: 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Gray, Rice.—Cleaned, 2} cents per pound; uncleaned, 14 cents; paddy, 1} cents. 
Bowen, Colquitt, Hale, Broken rice or rice-flour which will pass through a si ercially k 
Butler, Cullom, Farwell, Hearst, as No. 12 wive aleve, 20 per cont afl Seven, ee eee Per 
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Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, in providing revenue for this Govern- 
ment, 1 wouldnot collect a dollar not needed by the Government by 
apy character or form of taxation for the purpose of protecting any 
American interest, either of capital or labor. 

in other words, I would never collect by taxation a dollar not needed 
by the Government io protect any industry or anybody. I am not, 
therefore, a protectionist per se. But in the proper adjustment of the 
tariff I am a strong protectionist. Say the Government must raise 
$350,000,000 a year for its economical support and to meetits obliga- 
tions, which is about what will be necessary, I suppose, for the ensu- 
ing year. Now, I would raise this sum and all other sums necessary 
to the economical support of the Government by tariff taxation at the 
custom-houses, and I would repeal absolutely the internal-revenue 
jaws, with sll their abominations, iniquities, oppressions, and domicil- 
iary vexations. 

in raising the money by tariff taxation for the economical support 
of the Government i would so adjust it as to give all the reasonable 
protection in my power to American capital and American labor, in 
preference to foreign capital and foreign labor. I would generally 
admit such articles as are raised in foreign countries and are not raised 
in this country duty free, because the tariff assessed upon articles of 
this character could protect nobody ia this country, as nobody here 
either raises or manufactures such articles. 


TEA AND COFFEE FREE, 


For instance, I would put tea and coffee on the free-list. We can 
raise neither tea nor coffee in this country to any profitable extent, 
and we certainly can not raise coffee. Therefore, the tariff imposed 
npon coffee or tea would protect no American capital and no Ameri- 
can labor, as neither American capital nor American labor is employed 
in the culture of either commodity. 


PROTECTION FOR WOOL AND COTTON FABRICS, 


It follows, therefore, that I would impose the tax upon such articles 
imported from abroad as are produced in this country, so as to give to 
American capital invested, and American labor employed in producing 
such articles, whatever protection may result from the tariff im 
upon such articles. While I would put coffee and tea on the free-list, 
I would put manufactured fabrics, both of wool and cotton, and other 
like commodities, upon the dutiable-list, because, while wool and cot- 
ton are manufactured abroad and the product introduced into this 
conatry, wool and cotton are also manufactured in this country, and 
there is at least an incidental protection to the manufacturer of wool 
or cotton when a tariff is imposed upon those commodities impor 
from abroad; and this incidental protection is advantageous to the 
American maaufacturers until the encouragement afforded them by 
tariff taxation has built up enough of establishments in our country to 
produce all the commodities of that character which are needed by our 
people. In other words, until the home competition has regulated the 
price independently of the tariff law or the foreign importation; or till 
our factories have reached a point where competition among themselves 
regulates prices, 

It has been said in ridicule, that our infant industries in this country 
are now hoary with old age, that the New England factories are almost 
as old as the English factories, and that itis a deception when it is 
claimed that they must be aided by the Government as infant indus- 
tries. 





SOUTHERN INDUSTRIES ARE YOUNG AND NEED PROTECTION. 

It is not my purpose at present to discuss the question as to the age 
er maturity of New England factories. It is enough for me to know 
that they are much farther advanced than the manufacturing indus- 
tries of the South. In other words, if the manufacturing interests of 
New England have passed the stay of infancy and reached mature man- 
hood, it can not be denied that in the main the industries of the South 
are still in their infancy and need protection. Itis onlysince the abo- 
lition of slavery that the spirit of development has taken hold of the 
South, and manufacturing interests are springing up in every direc- 
tian. 

‘The high protective tariff, as it is usually called, has been a main 
motive power in producing this result; and while there may be some 
few articles, as in case of coarse cotton cloths, that can be manufact- 
ured successfully without the protection growing out of tariff taxation, 
in the main it is not so, and it is only a question with us whether we 
shall continue a high tariff as it is termed, and contiuue to build up 
under it until the Southern manufacturers have large investments in 
their establishments, have skilled labor, and are to compete 
with New England and with Old En and have built up home 
markets for our planters. The infant industries of this country so far 
as the manufacturers are concerned are to be found mainly in the 
South, and that section of this Union is more interested to-day in 
maintaining the doctrine of reasonable incidental on, both in 
theory and in practice, than any other section of Union. 

Repeal the tariff and strike down the protection now afforded to the 
Southern manufacturing industries in their infancy, and they will fall 
wita a general crash, and our people will be remitted back to the posi- 
tion of planters and farmers, who must buy their manufactured articles 
from New ngland, which is further advanced and has more capital, 
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and from Old England, which is still more hoary with age and better 
supplied with capite! aud skilled labor.- As a Southern Senator, there- 
fore, I protest against such legislation as will destroy or seriously cripple 
the great manui. uring interests of my own section, which, if aus- 
tained, are soon ic become the leading wealth-producing agencies of 
that great section of the Union. 

Strike down the factories of various characters and those now en- 
gaged in operating them must seek other employment, and as nothing 
else would offer, they will be obliged to return to the cultivation of 
thesoil. Take a half million of people out of the factories and out of 
the different mines and other branches of industry and put them in 
the cotton and corn fields and you will produce a larger supply of these 
commodities than is needed for home consumption and a larger supply 
than can find ready market abroad. 

You would therefore reduce the price of the farmer’s production by 
increasing the quantity produced ond the necessary consumption. 
On the other hand, if you can induce half a million more of the popu- 
lation of the South to leave the agricultural fields and go into manu- 
facturing, to that extent you lessen the amount of agricultural pro- 
duction, and you to that extent increase the price paid the farmers 
for the smaller quantity which will be produced and put upon the 
market. I desire that the people of my State and my section shall 
diversify their interest and their labor as much as possible and build 
up a healthy industry aud healthy competition in every department. 
To do this we must continue to give reasonable protection to our in- 
fant or youthful industries. 


NEW ENGLAND'S EXAMPLE, 


It is said that New England has made immense sums of money and 
grown very rich by the benefits of protection in manufacturing. If 
New England has made enormous sums of money by her manufactur- 
ing industries, and the South, as will be admitted, has a more genial 
climate, more water-power, and more coal for steam purposes, with 
immensely greater natural resources than New England, why should 
not the South imitate the example of New England and move forward 
energetically and grandly on the same line until she has accumulated 
much greater wealth than New England has been able to amass? 

New England manufacturers may have not only grown rich, but her 
manufacturing establishments in towns and cities have also enriched 
her agricultural population by affording a ready home market for their 
productions at the highest price, and very greatly enhancing the value 
of their plantations and other real estate. Instead of sitting down and 
complaining that eur neighbors are growing rich, let us adopt the same 
line of policy that has made them rich, and press forward until we have 
built up our own section in wealth and power as oneof the most favored 
in the United States. 

I think I may safely say that no section of the Union is making as 
id strides in development and in the establishment of factories of 
characters as the Southern States. 

PROTECTION VALUABLE TO THE SOUTH. 

Without the protection afforded by the tariff laws this rapid develop- 
ment would have been impossible. Therefore no section of the Union 
has been for a number of years or is likely to be as much benefited 
by protection as the Southera section. No section has so much de- 
pendent upon the continuation of protection for its future prosperity 
and development. 5 

PROTECTION FOR THE RICE INDUSTRY. 

But, Mr. President, I intended to confino myself mainly to the rice 
culture, and to the tariff upon rice. It may be said that rice culture 
is not an infant industry. Rice as cultivated by slave labor was an 
old industry and a profitable one, but rice cultivated by free labor is 
an infant industry, and one that is not able without protection to sus- 
tain itself. What will be the result of permitting it to be crushed out 
by withdrawing the necessary protection? None other than the re- 
establishment of a monopoly in the hands of the Asiatic rice-planters, 
who will control our market and dictate their own prices so soon as 
our planters have been driven to abandon the business, This I will 
illustrate before I close my remarks. 

I will now address myself more particularly to the rice interests in- 
volved in the debate. The present duty on cleaned rice is 2} cents 
per pound; on uncleaned rice, 1} cents; on paddy, 1} cents; on granu- 
lated rice, 20 cent, ad valorem. 

The Mills proposes to reduce the tariffon cleaned rice to 2 cents 
per pound, on uncleaned rice to 1} cents, on paddy to 1 cent, and on 
granulated rice to 15 per cent. ad valorem. The Senate bill now under 
consideration proposes to reduce cleaned rice to 1 cent per pound; un- 
cleaned rice and rice flour and meal, one-half of 1 cent per pound; rice 
broken, which will pass through a sieve, known commercially as No. 12 
wire sieve, and paddy, one-fourth of 1 cent per 

As a justification jor this ruinous reduction it is claimed that rice 
is an agricultural production, and that the present tariff on rice is much 
higher than the tariff on any other tural uction, and that 
it ought therefore to be reduced. We must not however, that 
cleaned rice in the market ready for use is not only an agricultural 
production, but a manufactured product. Let us see what are the dif- 
ferent stages through which it passes. The rough rice, or grain with 
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the chaff on, as it is thrashed from the straw, is called paddy. The 
the outer chaff removed, but with the inner cuticle and 
ee ee Bs 

grain, after it been run through proper machinery, 
|the inner cuticle and flour which is on the grain in the rough state are 

ed, and the grain has been polished, is called cleaned rice. It is 
then fit for food. It costs about 28 per cent. of the value of the paddy 
to clean with proper machinery and for market the rough rice. 
of rice upon which there is at present a tariff of 20 
per cent. ad valorem is known as granulated rice, which is the rice 
that is broken or crushed in the cleaning or otherwise, and is not suit- 
able for family use, but is used mostly by the brewers. 


WHY RICE SHOULD BE ESPECIALLY PROTECTED. 


The fact that it costs 28 per cent. of the value of the paddy to pre- 

it in the proper mills for use, shows clearly that rice is not an or- 

i article of agricultural production. Itis more than that. It is 

an agricultural production manufactured into the proper condition for 

use, the cost of manufacturing being more than one-fourth of the value. 

For this reason, if for no other, it ought to be made an exception to tke 
general rule applicable to agricultural soneenens. 

But there is another cogent reason why the rule or per cent. of tariff 
applying to other home productions should not apply to rice. The rea- 
son grows out of the necessary exception which exists in the case of the 
cultare of rice. In the preparation of the soil and the mode of culture 
it is not like other crops, and it is much more subject to disaster than 
the ordinary crops. The great bulk of our rice is grown on reclaimed 
swamp land, which has to be traversed in every direction by banks, 
canals, and ditches. Most of this work isnecessarily performed by hand 
labor, and not by machinery. Embankments have to be built and kept 
in repair, and the canals and ditches keptopen witha spade. They ar? 
obliged to be opened at least once a year, and probably oftener. The 
cultivation of rice is done mainly with a hoe, and it is harvested with 
asickle. The nature of the production and the exceptional style of its 
culture forbid to any considerable extent the use of machinery in its 
cultivation. 

Our most intelligent rice-planters, in connection with our most skilled 
mechanics, have for years studied the problem of the application of ma- 
chinery to rice culture, and with the exception of horse-power used in 
drilling or planting the rice and the ordinary machinery used in thrash- 
ing the grain or paddy from the straw, the culture must be conducted 
by hand labor entirely. 

After the crop is made it is prepared for market in rice-mills, with 
appropriate machinery for cleansing the rough rice. The machinery 
for preparing the rice is, however, very expensive. 

There is nearly half a miilion dollars invested in rice-mills in Sa- 
vannah, and a still larger sum in New Orleans and Charleston. But 
you may ask why is it necessary to reclaim swamp lands and to cut 
canals and ditches and build embankments all through the rice-fields. 
The reply is that the crop passes through certain periods when it must 
necessarily be flooded to make a successful crop, and at other periods 
the water must be drawn off, and the hand culture to which I have 
referred must be applied. To use the water by letting it on when itis 
needed, and drainingit off when it is not needed, main ditches or canals, 
and side ditches, with draws and gates, must be provided, that the 
water may be used according to the exigencies of the crop. 

If a freshet occurs in the river or stream upon which the land is lo- 
eated at any critical period of the crop, and breaks the dams and over- 
flows the land, the crop is ruined. Besides, it is subject to several other 
contingencies that may very seriously interfere with its success. 

But it may be said if the rice crop is subject to so many contingen- 
cies, why not abandon it, and raise other farm products on the lands 
known as rice lands, where the rice crop is now cultivated? Many of 
our most intelligent planters, and as a class no other is more intelli- 
gent, are anxiously desiring to find some means of using their rice lands 
to advantage in the cultivation of other crops less uncertain. But it is 
found impossible to do so. The lands used for rice culture, as already 
stated, areswamplands. They are very rich, but they lie very low, and 
they lack the necessary fall to drain them sufficiently for other crops. 

The rice crop can be best produced on such land because it needs 
flooding at different periods of the culture and does best on low, damp 
land. Ina word, the lands in question, and there are large tracts of 
them, seem by nature to have been better adapted to rice culture than 
to the culture of any other crop. 


RICE DEMANDS AT LEAST 2 CENTS A POUND TARIFF. 


I am informed by some of our most intelligent rice-planters who are 
gentlemen of honor and veracity, that taking the run of the seasons 
one with another, and counting good crops and bad crops, it actually 
costs them 4 cents a pound to produce and prepare for the market the 
entire rice crop of the South, and that in this calculation no estimate is 
made for the interest on the money invested in the ion, but that 
is the actual cost, taking one year with another, of rice on the plan- 
tation and preparing it for the market. 

If this be true, and I have no doubt about the fact, then the plant- 
ers of the South must be protected by a tariff high enough to prevent 
foreign planters from bringing their crops into our markets and selling 
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them for less than 4 cents a pound. It has been claimed by some per- 
sons that our rice is of superior quality and therefore does not need 
protection te the extent that would make foreign rice in the market 
cost as much per pound as ours costs. 

I am informed that in fact a great deal of the foreign rice is every 
way the equal of ours. There is nothing in thesoil, climate, or culture 
of China that causes the rice there to be inferior to ours. Sometimes itis 
damaged by the long voyage at sea, which those in charge of it have to 
make to reach our ports, but this applies only to sailing-vessels, and as 
the growing tendency is towards steam transportation, that difficulty 
will doubtlessly very soon be overcome. Then our tariff must make 
foreign rice cost the consumer as much in the market as it costs our 
planters to make rice and prepare it for the market, or our planters 
must abandon the business and retire from the field of competitien, and 
rice culture in the United States must come to an end. 

What are the facts as to the cost of foreign rice laid down in our 
ports? According to the United States Treasury reports, the import 
value of the average foreign clean rice is 2 cents per pound. The act- 
ual cost counting no interest on the plantation of the average Ameri- 
can rice is, say, 4 cents per pound. ‘The present tariff is 2} cents per 
pound. This gives the American planter one-fourth of 1 cent per pound 
the advantage in the market. The Mills bill proposes to reduce the 
tariff to 2 cents a pound. This puts foreign rice and home-produced 
rice in the market on termsof equality so far as priceisconcerned. In 
other words, the price of home and foreign rice in the market would 
be the same, each 4 cents per pound after the tariff was put upon the 
foreign rice. The Senate bill proposes to reduce cleaned rice to 1 cent 
a pound. This gives an advantage to the foreign importer who pays 
the tariff of 1 cent a pound in the market, which must inevitably 
drive the American planter out of the business. 

But it may be asked why this great difference exists, as the South- 
ern planters prior to the war produced rice as cheaply as it was pro- 
duced anywhere, that they held the home market almost exclusively 
to themselves on a 20 per cent. ad valorem duty, and that they fuar- 
nished a large part of the European supply. This, I understand, is 
true. With slave labor the Southern planter produced rice almost as 
cheaply as it could be produced in China, and with the advantage of 
distance, the transportation being then conducted by sail vessels, and 
the occasional injury to rice during the long voyage, they were able to 
compete successfully and hold their own market. Now the whole 
matter is changed. Slave labor can no longer be used in the cultiva- 
tion of rice. White men as a rule can not work in the rice plantations 
in the summer any considerable length of time without being down 
with fever. Colored labor only is adapted to the culture, and large 
numbers of our colored people who as slaves labored on the rice planta- 
tions have left them and gone into other pursuits, and it is difficult, 
many 2 time, for the planters to secure the necessary labor to cultivate 
the crop. 

I am informed by Hon. Houstoun Clinch, a highly intelligent and 
honorable rice-planter of Savannah, Ga., that the wages paid day la- 
borers on the rice plantations vary from 40 to 60 cents. Their work is 
not computed by the hour, but by the amount done (the task), and is 
mostly done by women. The more active hands have generally com- 
pleted their task by mid-day, and it is seldom that they are at work as 
late as 2 o’clock p.m. The foremen, carpenters, teamsters, and trunk- 
minders are hired by the year. They work as farm laborers do else- 
where, from sunrise to sunset, with the usual intermission for m-als. 
They receive from one hundred and eighty to three hundred dollars a 
year, with rations, a house, and land to cultivate, free of cost, when 
they are not serving the employer. 

As a rule they each own a horse, and most of them some cattle and 
hogs, as do the day laborers, who usually reside on and cultivate places 
of their own in the vicinity of the large plantations. Take the day 
laborer who gets 40 cents aday. This, counting three hundred days 
to the year, would be $120 per annum. ‘The day laborer who gets 60 
cents a day receives $180 perannum. Theclassof foremen, carpenters, 
teamsters, and trunk-minders get $300 per annum, making the aver- 
age say about $180 per annum which the rice-planter pays each la- 
borer. 

And Iam informed by Col. John Scriven, one of the most distinguished 
rice-planters in the Southern country, that 75 per cent. of the whole 
cost of raising the rice and preparing it for market is the cost of the 
labor. Colonel Scriven has been for forty years a rice-planter and has 
looked into this question with great care, and doubtless speaks with 
great accuracy. The cost of labor in Georgia per annum in the rice 
plantation is therefore an average of say $180 per annum. The rice- 
planter comes incompetition with the laborers of China and other East- 
ern countries where the imported rice is raised. 

RICE LABOR FAR HIGHER IN AMERICA THAN IN CHINA, 


Now let us see what is the difference between the price paid in 
Georgia for labor on the rice-fields and the price paid in China. We 
learn from the report of the United States minister at Peking (Reports 
from Consuls of the United States, September, 1887, No. 83, page 
498), that labor in the rice-fields of China is paid about as follows: 
The average wages of an able-bodied young man is $12 per annum, 
with food, straw shoes, and free shaving. Deducting $4 for his clothing, 
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he saves $8 only, or may do so. Ten years’ saving will enable him to 
buy one-third of an acre of land, value per acre, $150, and necessary 
implements by which he can obtain by his own labor a subsistence. In 
twenty years he can become possessor of two-thirds of an acre and one- 
third of a buffalo, and with six years’ more saving he may purchase a 
wife, with whose assistance he can maintain himself on his own land, 
in his own hut, and rear children. 

In Japan field hands receive their food and lodging with wages from 
$8.60 to $12.96 per annum. The wages of females are about $6 per 
annum. (See the United States Consular Reports, No. 48, December, 
1884, page 732.) In British India we learn from the British Indian 
famine report, 1871-’81, that in Delhi labor is paid for—males, per 
diem, 6 cents; for females, 14 cents. 

Colonel Scriven, to whom reference is already made as a distin- 
guished rice-planter, estimates the cost of a hand on his rice planta- 
tion at $168 per annum, while the wages of a hand in China, as already 
stated, is $12 per annum. 

AMERICAN RICE LABOR FOURTEEN TIMES HIGHER THAN ASIATIC, 

Colonel Scriven says: 

The American is therefore paid fourteen times more than the Asiatic laborer, 
and his wae constitute 75 per cent. of the field cost. If the difference in the 
cost of production should be the measure of ‘protection, it is clear that the pres- 
ent duty on rice is not only not excessive, but in fact inadequate. Anyalleged 
excess is only in sound, and this is amply substantiated by the fact that 36 per 
cent. of the rice consumed in the United States in the past five years is Asiatic 
and Hawaiian. There is nothing prohibitory in the present duty. It merely 
cxearnae the prime cost of introducing the Asiaticand producing the American 
rice, 

After that the ordinary elements governing the price of commodities 
will fix the price of each kind. ; 

If, then, the rule agreed to by both political parties in their plat- 
forms, that the difference in the cost of introduction and of produc- 
tion should be the measure of protection, it is clear that the present 
duty on rice is not as high as it ought to be, and the provision in the 
Mills bill which cuts off a quarter of a cent a pound is erroneous and 
improper, and the provision in the Senate bill which will cut down 
cleaned rice to a cent a pound is a ruinous stab at rice culture in the 
United States, 

The Senate substitute, if passed, reduces the tariff on cleaned rice 
from 2} ceats to 1 cent per pound. On uncleaned rice from 1} to one- 
half a cent per pound. And it proposes to reduce paddy from 1} to 
one-quarter ef 1 cent per pound, or to one-fifth of the present tariff. I 
believe this is the heaviest and most ruinous reduction by the 
bill on any commodity. The bill proposes to take off four-fifths of the 
present tariff on paddy, while it increases other articles over 100 per 
cent. Why this fatal stab at this struggling agricultural interest ? 
Why should a Repubiican Senate crush it by withholding the protec- 
tion indispensable to its existence ? 

I am aware that there are patriotic gentlemen who would say in this 
case, as they say in case of any other protection of American capital 
or American industry, that if the business can not sustain itself with- 
out high protection, it should be left to its fate, and our planters re- 
duced to bankruptcy, should be compelled to discontinue their busi- 
ness. 

Intelligent persons may without emotion speak of striking down a 
great American industry, rather than afford the patos: necessary 
to its very existence. What will be the effect of such a policy when 
carried out? ‘Let the experience of the people of the United States, 
and especially of the Northern section of the Union, within the last 
twenty-five years, answer the question. 

THE LESSON OF THE WAR AS TO RICE PROTECTION. 

Prior to the war, rice-planters, with slave labor, were able to make 
all the rice needed by the people of the United States, who were much 
less numerous then than now, and to sell the rice at from two to four 
dollars per 100 pounds. 

The dark clouds of war gathered in our horizon, and the storm burst 
upon the country in 1861. e fortunes of war and the superiorstrength 
of one of the contending parties soon environed the Southern States in 
a blockade, and commerce between the two sections was virtually pro- 
hibited. Many of the negroes were taken from the rice plantations by 
their owners, under order of the military, and instead of cultivating 
rice were employed in building fortifications. The rice fields were 
greatly neglected, and no more rice was made than was necessary to 
supply the needsof the Confederacy. The result was that the Northern 
people could not get rice from the South, either for their daily use, as 
a necessity or luxury, and they could not even get it for their army 
hospitals. What was the result? The Asiatic planters very soon dis- 
covered the advantage which they possessed, and the price of rice was 
at once raised in our market, and it went upward and upward until it 
reached at last $14 per 100 pounds, and in exceptional cases $15.50 

100 pounds, which was paid by the American and y 

the Northern section of the American people, for rice, whether used 

for daily subsistence, or luxury, or in the hospitals. 
PROTECTION CHECKS FOREIGN EXTORTION. 
By reference to the American Almanac for 1888, which gives a tabu- 
lated statement of the price in New York for each year from 1825 until 
1886, iuciasive, «period ofsixty-one years, it will beseen that theaverage 













































price for the first thirty-seven years was $3.75 per hundred pounds. And 
from 1861 to 1869, when the market of New York was supplied almost 
exclusively by foreign rice, the price averaged 9.83} cents, or nearly 
$10 per hundred pounds. The difference between $3.75, the average 
price paid for thirty-seven years, and within a fraction of $10 per hun- 
dred pounds, the price paid for eight years, including the war period, 
isvery marked. Foreigners were taking their revenge, or rather reapin 
their harvest, growing out of our folly in destroying at home this grea: 
interest. 

Strike down the present tariff upon rice, or strike it down so low that 
it will destroy the culture, and it will be but a few years till rice will 
again reach in our market $10 per hundred pounds and possibly run 
to a higher figure. It is much cheaper therefore to deal justly by this 
great interest and give it such protection as will keep it in existence 
and interpose it as a constant barrier to the extortions of foreign rice- 
planters, who, if our culture is destroyed, will haye us perpetually at 
their mercy, as they will then bave a monopoly of the business and 
can dictate their own terms. 


PRACTICAL IDEAS CONNECTED WITH RICE CULTURE, 


Before concluding my remarks I desire to present some points taken 
from the report made by a committee of planters to the Rice Associa- 
tion of Savannah, which was prepared with a great deal of care. In 
doing so I shall adopt the ideas presented in the report and shall make 
no apology for the reproduction of it, though it — done partly in 
the very language used by the committee itself. ey speak of three 
periods in the rice culture. 

The first extended down to the year 1860, or the commencement of 
the war. With the year 1860 ended the first period, which was dis- 
tinctive in the absence of the importation of foreign rice, in maximum 
home production, in low prices, and in exportation, which controlled 
the markets of foreign countries and made them large contributors to 
American prosperity and wealth. 

The second period began in 1861 and ended in 1866, with character- 
istics the reverse of those which distinguished the first period. In 
1860 there was no import of foreign rice, and the export of domestic 
rice reached 75,373,000 pounds; but in 1861, the first year of the Con- 
federate war, there were imported 148,550 pounds, and there were ex- 

rted 39,683,000 pounds. The blockade of the Southern ports was 
Case in 1861, and from this time the Government record of domestic 
rice could have been partial only, and therefore affords no criterion of 
the amount of rene or of the capacity of the country to export 
for that year. t the following year, 1862, the statistics are decisive; 
domestic production and consumption of.the domestic product were 
almost exclusively confined to the. Southern States, and the Govern- 
ment statisticsshow that in 1862 there were imported 56,961,317 pounds 
of foreign rice and that there were ex only 3,552,000 pounds, the 
latter being doubtless foreign rice reshipped for lack of a market. 


THE GREAT GROWTH OF FOREIGN RICE IMPORTS. 


In the first year of the third period, 1865-’66, the domestic produc- 
tion was 11,592,600 ee and the foreign rice imported was 60,407,- 
756 pounds. Asearly as the fifth year the domestic production, under 
a tariff of 2} cents per had swelled to 53,937,000 pounds, show- 
ing an increase of nearly 365 per cent., indeed overlapping the fore 
importation; but still the gross importation (292,909,944 ) 
the first five years exceeds the gross domestic production (which was 
119,122,120 pounds) by 183,780,824 pounds. 

These facts show conclusively that the consumption of the foreign 
import has greatly increased, though not in the same volume, as that 
of the domestic product; but it is clear that at no time since 1866 has 
the duty been so onerous as to impede the demand for foreign rice, or 
to prevent its importation, while a large surplus is always in bond in 
the United States custom-houses held any exigencies of the 
market, and decisively restricting the price of American rice. It has 
been seen that the domestic uction increased 130 per cent. in 
twenty yea:s from 1840 to 1860. 

During this period the duty on foreign rice was 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. In all the ric2-producing division of the country slave labor 
was then employed, a: 1 no foreign rice was imported; quite contrary 
to the present experience, when so little domestic rice is exported as to 
be inappreciable in the marketing of the crops. More than 147,000- 
— ene were “et in 1850, and 112,000,000 pounds in 1860. 
In the former year the average price of rice in the New York market 
was $3.18}, in the latter year $4.20 per hundred pounds, The average 
price of the whole period from 1850 to 1860 was materially increased by 
the great storm of 1854, which swept away a greater of the crop of 
that year,and by the draft made on the labor of South Atlantic 
States by the emigration to the West and the Southwest. 

But it may be stated as an evidence of the cheapness of production, 
not anterior to this Se ee ae oe sold 
in the Savannah market for $1.50 to $1.75 per pounds. 

The per diem of slave labor did not much, if at all, exceed 20 cents, 
and on this basis the cost of cultivating rice was about 110 cents per 
hundred 


In 1862 the importation of foreign rice was 56,961,317 pounds. Ex- 
cept for the internal supply of the Southern States the cultivation of 
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rice was then rapidly diminishing. The rice-fields, which lay chiefly 
in the great tidal deltas, the first to be reached in the military opera- 
tions against the South, were soon laid waste and abandoned. The 
planters retreated with their slaves into the interior. The result was 
that in 1865 the crop had dwindled from 187,000,000 pounds in 1860, 


with an exportation of 75,000,000 pounds, to 12,000 pounds pro- 
duction, with an importation of 45,000,000 pounds. Indeed, the im- 
a for 1864 was nearly 100,000,000 pounds and the production 
naught. 

FOREIGN RICE CAPTURED OUR COUNTRY. 


In short, Asiatic rice had taken entire possession of the American 
markets, except within the Confederate military lines, and at this time, 
despite the immense volume of importations, the price in the New York 
market ranged as high as from $12 to $14.50, in some exceptional 
instances as high as to sixteen dollars per hundred. The duty 
on cleaned rice had been raised in 1862 to 1} cents per pound. In 1864 
it was increased, to 2} cents per pound. 

This duty was imposed in time of war, but why may it not be con- 
tinued in time of peace? In time of war it was contributory to the cost 
of the war, but it was alco a tax onaforeignmonopoly. In time ofpeace 
it remains a tax on a foreign imported commodity undiminished in 
volume, and contributory to the maintenance of the Government, while 
it is a necessary prevention inst the re-establichment of a foreign 
monopoly and a protection alike to the American producer and con- 
sumer. At no time since 1865 could rice have been cultivated as a 
staple product without the protection afforded by the import duty on 


In 1885 the inland rice crop and those on the short streams of South 
Carolina and Georgia were destroyed by excessive rains and inunda- 


tions, and in 1887 those on the ter streams, as the Savannah 
and Al were swept away by ts; and from similar causes 
great losses were suff in Louisiana; and on some longer streams, 


especially the Savannah, the freshet of 1888 has been still more de- 
structive. 

The main bulk of rice other than granulated has hitherto been 
brought into the United States from China at an import value of only 
2 cents per pound, while the cost of the American product is not less 
than three and a half cents pound without taking into considera- 
tion the peculiar hazards of the industry by freshets and otherwise, or 
the interest on the capital invested in lands and improvements. The 
present duty on cleaned rice is two and a quarter cents per pound, so 
that foreign rice should bring four and a quarter cents per pound. i 
leaves a very small margin to the American ucer, all of which may 
be swept away in the signal casualties to which the rice-fields are pe- 
culiarly and always ex 

Prior to the war, when we used slave labor, rice lands were worth 
ee aaa a ‘<ieaae oo cease Their value is now 
greatly redu a acreage, y of lands most exposed 
to floods and storms, has been abandoned. This diminution of value 
and of acreage is not due to casualties alone, but in t degree to the 
impoverishment of the planters from other causes. Sie Americ pro- 
ducer labors, too, under the disadvantage of the import of rice free of 
duty from the Hawaiian Islands. Although it seems to me there is 
no adequate commercial benefit derived by the United States from the 
Hai reciprocity treaty, an annual average of 9,000,000 pounds 
with a maximum of 12,000,000 — of rice has been imported in 
ope five years from those Unlike the Asiatic rice an- 
nually remaining in bond, although approximating it in amount, the 
Hawaiian import is not only a check but a direct and unconditional 
participant in the freedom of the market pari passu with the home 
product, is produced by Asiatic labor, and shares none of the burdens 
of government borne by the home producer. 


THE HOME RICE PRODUCT INCREASES. 

Notwithstanding the disadvantages under which our rice- ters 
have labored, such has been their persistent effort that with the aid of 
the tariff an extraordinary increase in the home product in twenty- 
one years has been seen. Since the culture was resumed in 1865~’66.it 


has ae about 12,000,000 to 156,000,000 pounds annu- 
ally. This has been accompanied by a decline in prices so marked as 
to correspond with those for several years anterior to the war. 
These conditions have resulted the adjustment of the import tax 
so as to encourage the home ind without discouraging the foreign 

undiminished, the duty forbids monopoly to either. 


minished so as to become ineffective as a means of healthy growth 
to the domestic industry, the domestic competition will be weakened 
and finally abandoned, and monopoly practically created in favor of 
the act. When such a foreign mo: ly existed, from 
1863 to 15 the prices of rice were higher than had e 
in its history before or since in this country. Such consequences fol- 
lowing upon an import duty ineffective to promote the home industry, 
its abandonment may be ex , and the lands remanded to natuye. 
There are now cultivated in rice, approximately, 200,000 acres of 
rich lands, yielding 156,000,000 pounds of commercial rice per annum, 
and su a laboring population alone of about 200,000 persons, 
withont including proprietors, mill-men, mercantile agents, and others 


ever been known | graph as it is proposed to be amended. 


engaged in the commercial organism of the rice industry. Abandon- 
ment would entail great suffering upon all of these, but mest upon the 
proprietors and laborers; upon the former a total loss of investment, ' 
for, extraordinary as it may appear, experience has demonstrated that 
the rice lands of the tidal regions are incapable of any other profitable 
culture. On the laborers, now sufficiently tried, before a generation has 
survived the throes of recent emancipation, such a change would fall 
with cruel severity. 4 


CONCLUSION, 

Mr. President, in the name of a liberal and just incidental protec- 
tion; in the name of one of the most useful branches of industry in the 
whole country; in-the name of a large number of honorable, intelli- 
gent, and useful citizens, who in former days and under different cir- 
cumstances have in good faith invested their money in this great in- 
terest, and in the name of two hundred thousand men, women, and 
children (a large proportion of them colored citizens of the United 
States) engaged in this culture, who would be turned out of employ- 
ment without the means of making a comfortable support, and in the 
name of the whole people of every section of the Union, who would be 
injured by the re-establishment of the Asiatic rice monopoly, which 
would more than double the price to the consumer, I protest against 
any legislation which strikes down or seriously cripples the production 
of this indispensable and very valuable commodity and brings ruin 
alike to the capital invested and the labor employed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is especially unfortunate, I think, that the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], who addressed the Senate on 
this subject the other day, is now absent from his seat, as there seems 
to be a radical difference of opinion between these representatives of 
two rice-producing States as to the necessity of protection on this ar- 
ticle. The Senator from South Carolina stated the other day that there 
was no necessity for any duty on it, that it could be produced as cheaply 
here as anywhere in the world, while the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Brown ] now thinks that the present rate, which is 113 per cent. ad 
valorem, is inadequate for the protection of rice in the State of Georgia. 
Perhaps this item had better go over until we see whether an agree- 
ment can not be reached as to the facts between the Senators specially 
interested in the question. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Do I understand the Senator from Rhode Island to 
suggest that we do not take a vote on this to-night? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it would be better not to take a vote on it 
until the Senator from South Carolina can be present. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we can have an understanding that this matter 
may go over until Monday morning I should like to offer a few amend- 
ments that will not, probably, be specially objected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, DAwEs in the chair). Is there 
objection to letting the rice matter go over? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 107, on page 98, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 107, on page 98, under the heading 
‘*Glass,’’ it is proposed to amend as follows: In lines 286, 287, 289, 
291, and 292, strike out the word *‘ plain’’ wherever it occurs in those 
lines, and in line 290, after the word ‘‘lime,’’ insert ‘‘ bottle.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. How will the paragraph read as amended ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It simply strikes out the word “plain.” It will 
mean glass bottles. The word ‘‘ plain’’ there is liable to two construc- 
tions. It was intended to cover the ordinary glassware, but a plain 
bottle might have an initial ora name upon it and still be plain glass- 
ware in the sense of the original proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is only to make more certain the intent and pur- 


PThe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In paragraph 158, line 669, I move to insert what 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

The SecreTary. It is proposed toamend paragraph 158 as follows: 
In line 669, after the word “‘from,’’ insert ‘‘tin-plate or the;’’ in line 
670, after the word ‘‘steel,’’ insert ‘‘or tin-plate;’’ in line 671, after 
the word “‘such,’’ insert ‘‘tin-plate;’’ inline 673, after the word ‘‘the,”’ 
insert ‘‘ tin-plate or the;’’ and in line 675, after the word ‘‘or,’’ insert 
‘‘of,”’ and after the word “‘ which”’ insert ‘‘they.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. That is made necessary, I will say to the Senate, 
by the adoption of the tin-plate amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I would like to hear how the paragraph will read 
when amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the para- 


The Secretary read as follows: 


158. All articles not jally enumerated or provided for in this act, wholl 
or partly manufactured, made from tin-plate, or the sheet, plate, hoop, band, 
or scroll iron or steel or tin-plate herein provided for, or of which such tin-plate | 
sheet, plate, hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel shall be the material of chief 
value, shall not pay a lower rate of duty than that imposed on the tin-plate or 
the sheet, prband, or scroll iron or steel from which they are made or 
of which they shall be the material of chief value. 


ae 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to add as a new paragraph, afler paragraph 
434, what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed new paragraph will 
be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Print-roliers suitable for use in printing wall-paper or floor-cloths, $10 per 
roller of 2} feet. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment may be considered as pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say a word after the remarks of the Sen- 
ater from Missouri [Mr. Vest] respecting Mr. Mulhall’s pamphlet as 
to the decline in prices, as I had not the opportunity of looking at the 
pamphlet until I got it in the Reporter’s room. Before we adjourn I 
should like to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to one or 
two things in this pamphlet that he may have overlooked. The par- 
ticular thing to which I would call his attention is that-certain articles 
known as agricultural products have largely increased in price during 
this time—which he inadvertently omitted to state. 

Mr. VEST. I only read the concluding portion of the paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Mulhall says: 

The same quantities of products and merchandise consumed annually from 
1881 to 1884 would have cost in previous periods— 

That is, the period from 1841 to 1850— 
at the prices then ruling, as follows. 


Then Mr. Muthall’s figures show that the price between 1841 and 
1850 on meats amounted to £560,000,000 sterling, and that the same 
quantity if bought between 1881 and 1884 would have cost £830,000, - 
000 sterling, showing a very large advance in meat products during 
those thirty-five or forty years. 

The same is true of dairy products, which were £236,000,000 ster- 
ling between 1840 and 1850 and £340,000,000 sterling between 1881 
and 1884, showing a large increase in the value of dairy products. 
The same is also true of potatoes, the periods comparing as follows: 
£135,000,000 sterling from 1841 to 1850 and £181,000,000 sterling 
from 188] te 1884. Raw cotton for the period 1841 to 1850 was £76,- 


this country have not been depressed by means of this tariff system of 
which the Senator speaks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 473, line 1905, I should like—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Before going on to that I would like to make one 
remark. ‘ 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to offer 
a formal amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would like to finish my offer. 

Mr. GEORGE. I would simply like to correct a statement of the 
Senator from Iowa as to cotton. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘Will the Senator allow me to offer this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 
read 



































































The SecreTary. In paragraph 473, on page 163, line 1905, it is pro- 
posed to add: 
— bird-skins prepared for preservation, but not further advanced in manu 
ure, 


Mr. GEORGE. On what page is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 163. Itis paragraph 473. The amend- 
ment is to add to that paragraph: 
ns bird-skins prepared for preservation, but not further advanced in manu- 

ure, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have another amendment relating tothe leather 
paragraph, which I will offer and let it be considered as pending. ‘ 

Mr. VEST. Let it be printed. I will ask that these amendments 
be all printed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They have all been adopted except this one. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Iowa offered one that was to go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes. 





000,000 sterling, while for the period from 1881 to 1884 it was £87,- Mr. VEST. Let this be and go over. 
000,000 sterling. The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That order will be made, if there be 
Mr. STEWART. How is it as to the period from 1871 to 1875? no objection. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have not that table here. So raw cotton has ad- 
vanced largely between 1850 and 1884. 

Take another article—tobacco. The price has increased from 1850 to 
the peried. ef 1881—84 as 29 to 37. 

Now, take manufactured products, as in this bill. I find hardware, 
a very large article of consumption, showing a consumption in 1850 of 
£576,000,000 sterling, while the same articles in the period from 1881 to 
1884 cost £384,000,000 sterling, showinga large reduction in the price of 
those articles. The same is true of cotton and weolen goods. So while 
this is true of manufactured products, the reverse is true of the great 
agricultural preducts that are consumed in our country and in every 
other civilized country. 

I wanted to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the fact 
that according to this estimate of prices on these twenty great articles 
of producticn, these great articles of agricultural production have largely 
advanced, instead of declined, during this period. So whatever may be 
said of the oppression of our agricultural class during this period, it is 
true that those articles they produced havelargely advanced. I wished 
that statement te accompany the statement of the Senator from Mis- 
sourl. 

Mr. VEST. I had not overlooked that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield. 

Mr. VEST. Ithought the Senator from Iowa had concluded his re- 
marks. I had not overlooked those statements, and I obliged to 
the Senator from Iowa for calling my attention to them. 

We are always met, in a discussion of the tariff question, with the 
statement that the tariff has reduced the prices. Now, what Mr. Mul- 
hall says strengthens our position, which is, that the improvements in 
machinery, in mechanical skill, and in experience have reduced the 
prices of commodities manufactured, but as to the vegetable products, 
as to meat and wheat and cotton and cern, as a matter of course, im- 
provements in machinery do notaffect them, and the increase of popu- 
lation and the increased demand have put up the prices, whereas the 
immense advantages which the improvements in machinery have given 
to the manefacturer have bro’ down the prices of manufactared 
goods; and that is the solution of this whole question. It is not the 

tariff that brings down the prices of commodities. 

Mr. ALLISON. No one has ever disputed the fact that new inven- 
tions, such as the Bessemer process in steel and other similar processes, 
have reduced the price of iron. Nobody has ever denied that machin- 
ery has tended te reduce the prices of articles. I have never heard 
anybody say that those improvements in manufacture have not had a 
tendency to reduce the prices of manufactured articles. But what I 
want to call attention to is the fact that the agricultural interests of 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to have the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa if I can secure it. I do not know that I understood exactly what 
the Senator said with reference to the price of cotton between 1840 and 
1850. Will the Senator kindly repeat that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated that there had been an advance in the price 
of cotton comparing the period 1841-50 with the period 1881-’84, and 
the relative amount of that advance I stated. Ihave not the book now 
before me, but I think it is about 15 cent. 

Mr, STEWART. I would like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
or anybody else—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi has the 
floor. Does that Senator yield to the Senator from Nevada ? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir; I donot. I want to dispose of this cotton 
matter. Then I will yield. 

Mr. ALLISON. According to this statement quoted by the Senator 
from Missouri, $76,000,000 would have as much raw cotton 
in the period from 1841 to 1850 as $87,000,000 would have purchased 
in the period from 1881 to 1884, a relative advance in the pro- 
portion that $76,000,000 bears to $87 , 000. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, that statement, if true, is misleading. 
In 1840, 1841, 1842 (especially 1842), 1843, and 1844, from causes 
known to every person acquain ie eases as Ger ie 
country, there was very great depression, especially in the 
States, with reference to all agricultural products, and especially with 
reference to cotton. I remember, sir, that in 1844 I sold some cotton 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mississippi 


1d? : 
vr. GEORGE. No, sir; I do not, because I shall get through di- 
aa PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. GEORGE. The average price now in New Orleans of middling 
eotton for this season is less that 9} cents. 

Mr. STEWART. I think there is an entire misapprehension here as 
to what affects prices. From 1810 to 1850 there was a money famine. 
The total uct of gold and silver reached an annual average of about 
$40,000,000. From 1850 to 1875 we had a good supply of money and 

rose. Can any man show me any article of farm produce or any- 
oor cidken Sedtienensitatebon eden @are was some local cause 
for it—between 1875 and the present time? G 

This question of the rise and fall of prices was very extensively con- 
sidered, and a very large number of witnesses were examined upon it 
before the royal commission, and there was a unanimous concurrence 
on all hands that the principal reason for the fall of prices during the 
last fourteen years, particularly in farming products, was the demone- 
tization of silver. Some of them thought that it was a good thing be- 
cause they wanted cheap food in England, and they wanted to be re- 
lieved of being tributaries to America, but they all concurred that the 
principal element in the fall of prices from 1875 until now was the de- 
monetization of silver. 

As to the dairy product, there is an obvious reason why it should 
rise in value, because your prairies, where cattle could run wild, have 
been exhausted, and there are local reasons for some variation in par- 
ticular articles. But the general decline of prices has always occurred 
when there was a money famine. Up to the period of the demonetiza- 
tion of silver we had for some years been having an average of nearly 
$200,000,000 per annum. Since then we have had only about $100,- 
000,000, because we abandoned one of the precious metals. That fact 
is having its effect, and there never will be any increase in prices until 
we have more money. 

Mr. BLAIR. A question was raised here yesterday with reference 
to the relative cost of living in this country and in England, and 
another question, which was still farther discussed this forenoon by 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT], as to the effect of the protective 
tariff on wages in this country. I find in my mail to-day the Daily 
Press, of Manchester, in my own State, in which there is the verdict 
and finding of a gentleman who was sent to this country by an asso- 
ciation of British laborers to investigate these two points and report 
for their benefit. I send to the Secretary that he may read it the 
finding of this gentleman who was intrusted with this important mis- 
sion by British Seceme, in order to settle to their satisfaction these 
two gy points. I ask the Secretary to read the article that 
I send up. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

[Daily Press, Manchester, N. H.]} 
PETTIFER'S CONCLUSIONS, 
H. J. Pettifer, came over last year to investi 


the Englishman who 
relative cost of living in this country and in Great Britain for work 
with a view to an 


e the 
men, 
unprejudiced statement of the facts to an association 
men, has run counter to Sir Lyon Pla 


of British oe ir, who made a 
similar investigation th the medium of first-class h and restaurants. 
a recent issue of the journal called Fair Trade Mr. Pettifer says this: 


“Talso e lately returned from America, and while there have had excep- 
of this question, having addressed thirty large 
one in a prominent manufacturing town, scattered over six 
In each town I either visited the milils or factories personally, 
or else received deputations of workingmen engaged in the different industries, 
with a view of obtaining all the information possible = the question of pro- 
tection and its effect upon the age ens class. was also allowed in I 
think eens when ae or factory, to inspect the time-sheet and 
wages- ; and not only this, but both this year and last (for this is my 
ee ae ene nee ae aeneiion 5 onal on So the price cf food, 
rent, the conclusions I have come to are directly opposed to 
those of Sir Lyon . His opinion is that as far as America is concerned 
isa failure when it claims to be the source of high wages. 
“My opinion is thatas far as America is concerned protection is a gigantic 
success when it claims to be the source of high wages. 
“But now comesthe most vital part of the whole 


e 


on. Canaman live, as 


far as food is concerned, any in Great than he can in the United 
States? Lassert that hecan not; is to say, if he has to live up to the same 
standard. The very fact that a great proportion of the bread and beef, pork, 


cheese, etc., that we consume in this country comesfrom America clearly 
that it must fetch atleast as high a price hereas it doesin America. Poor, 
ish fellow as Sir Lyon evidently thinks the Yankee is in the matter of 
tection, we must y give him credit for selling where he can get the best 
ce, and if flour, meat, , cheese, etc., fetched a price in America 
do here he would them at all, he as high a price 
or a bit (to pay for carriage) in this country than he at home, kov 
can we bay these anticlan atiy clteapar hace than se-can buy thems in America.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. TowLzs, its 
Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills, 
each with an amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the 


i 








report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses upon the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5870) 
to amend the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, for 
the protection of girls, and for the punishment of the crime of rape. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
185) to provide for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the 
Union, and for the organization of the Territory of North Dakota, with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. PLATT. Ishould like the bill for the admission of the Terri- 
tories to be laid before the Senate at the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 185) to provide for the 
admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union, and for the or- 
ganization of the Territory of North Dakota. 

Mr. PLATT. Imove that the bill, with the amendments, be referred 
to the Committee on Territories and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


PUNISHMENT OF RAPE. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask leave to present a conference report in ref- 
erence to a bill the conference report on which has been adopted by 
the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received. 

The Chief Clerk read the re; rt, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5870) toamend the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to the District of Columbia, forthe protection of girls and for the 

nishment of the crime of rape, having met,after full and free conference 

_ agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with amendments az follows: 

Strike out, before the word “ District,” in line 4, the words “any Territory” 
and insert the word ‘the;"’ in line 5, after the word “place,”’ insert ‘‘ except 
the Territories; ’’ in line 8, after the word “‘State,”’ insert the words “ or ‘Terri- 
tory;’’ in line ll, before the word “years,” strike out “five” and insert “‘ fif- 
teen;"’ in the same line, after the word “and,” strike out the words “for the 
second or other” and insert ‘‘ each subsequent,”’ and in line 18, before the word 
“years,” strike out “‘ten’’ and insert “thirty;” so as to read: 

“ That every person who shall carnally and unlawfully know any female un- 
der the age of sixteen years, or whoshall be accessory to such carnal and unlaw- 
ful knowledge before the fact in the District of Columbia, or other place except 
the Territories, over which the United States has exclusive jurisdiction, or on 
any vessel within the admiralty or maritime jurisdiction of the United States, 
and out of the jurisdiction of any State or Territory, shall be guilty of a felony, 
and when convicted thereof shall be punished by imprisonment at hard iabor for 
the first offense for not more than fifteen years, and for each subsequent of- 
fense, for not more than thirty years."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee further recommend that the title of the bill be amended so 
as to read: 

‘‘ & bill to punish, as a felony, the carnal and unlawful knowing of any fe- 
male under the age of sixteen years.”’ 

OHAS. J. FAULKNER, 

JNO. CC, SPOONER, 

Cc. B. FARWELL, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate, 

JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 

BARNES COMPTON, 

WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Conferees on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. CALL. I think that had better lie upon the table. That isa 
criminal law and one imposing severe penalities. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator object to the pres- 
ent consideration of the report? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therules require that that question 
must be determined immediately and without debate. It can be 
waived by unanimous.consent. Is there objection to the report lying 
upon the table and being printed? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not know the object and purpose of the 
objection the Senator makes. So far as the objection that he suggests 
is concerned, it is certainly better than the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CALL. I think it ought to be examined; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will lie on the table and 
be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension to James Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 765) granting a pension to Annie May Pifer; 

A bill (H. R. 2861) granting a pension to Mary Thorn; 
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A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (Hl. R 


- 4591) granting a pension to Maria Beiser; 
. 4763) to grant a pension to Joseph Van Arsdel; 
. 6532) to pension Thomas Davey; 
A bill (H. R. 6755) granting a pension to Mary Jane Harris; 
A bill (H. R.'7633) granting a pension to Capt. Michael Piggott; 
A bill (ZI. R. 7858) granting a pension to Jennie Harris; 
A bill (A. R. 9946) granting a pension to Enoch B. Vice; 
A bill 7 R. 10025) for the relief of James T. Teeple; 
A bill (H. R. 10260) to place the name of Charles A. Stockman, of 
Dundee, Mich., on the pension-roll ; 
A bill (A. R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss Emily Romine; 
A bill (H. R. 10448) granting a pension to Squire Walter; 
A bill (H. R, 10523) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria C. McPher- 


800; 

A bill R. a granting a pension to Clara M. Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 11089) granting a pension to Elizabeth Harper; 

A bill (H. R. 11177) granting a pension to Christian Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 11316) granting a pension to Charlotte Ayres; 

A bill (H. R. 11459) granting a pension to Erasmus W. Jones; 

A bill ca R. 11578) to increase the pension of Roland Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 11617) granting a pension to Mary Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11629) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clover; 

A bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to Nona J. Tillery, minor 
child of Wyatte L. Tillery; 

A bill (H. R. 11767) granting a pension to Rebecca H. Lyon; 

A bill (H. R. ao granting a pension to William Barnes; and 

A bill (H. R. 12039) granting a pension to Thirza 8. Jenner. 

The bill (I. R. 11751) to remove the political disabilities of Henry 
B. Davidson was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM., I move that the Senate do now proceed to the con- 
eideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, January 21, 1889, at 11 o’clock 
a. m, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 15, 1889. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Charles E, Vandever, of Indiana, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Navajo agency in New Mexico. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 


Andrew J. Smith, late colonel of the Seventh Cavalry, to be colonel 
of cavalry in the Army. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Subsistence Department. 
« Capt. Douglas M. Scott, of the First Infantry, to be commissary of 
subsistence, with the rank of captain. 
First Lieut. Charles Hay, of the Twenty-third Infantry, to be com- 
missary of subsistence, with the rank of captain. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 19, 1889, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Second Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut, Frank U. Robinson, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Alvarado M. Fuller, to be first lieutenant. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavairy. 
Capt. Michael Cooney, of the Ninth Cavalry, to be major. 
Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lieut. Joseph Garrard, regimental adjutant, to be captain. 
Seventh Regiment of Infantry. 
Capt. Daniel W. Benham, to be major. 
First Lieut. Daniel Robinson, to be captain. 
Second Lieut, Lewis D. Greene, to be first lieutenant. 
Eighth Regiment of Infantry. 
Maj. Alfred T. Smith, of the Seventh Infantry, to be lieutenant-col- 
onel. 
Capt. Edgar R. Kellogg, of the Eighteenth Infantry, to be major. 
Thirteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Lieat. Col. Montgomery Bryant, of the Eighth Infantry, to be col- 
enel. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 


First Lieut. Robert F. Bates, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Charles B. Hardin, to be first lieutenant. 
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Transfer. 
Second Lieut, Charles G. Lyman, of the Fifth Infantry, to be second ° 
lieutenant in the Second Cavalry. 
UNITED STATES CONSUL. 
Henry W. Beckwith, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States at 
Bermuda. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 
Walter L. Bragg, of Alabama, to be an Interstate Commerce Com- 
missioner. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Frank F. Randolph, of Huron, Dak., to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at Watertown, Dak. 
TERRITORIAL PROBATE JUDGES. 
R. W. Cross, of Weber County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county. 
James A. Stark, of Piute County, Territory of Utah, to be judge of 
probate in said county. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 19, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
ILBURN, D. D. 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
VETO MESSAGES. 


The following veto messages were a laid before the House, 
read, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered 
to be printed. 
To the House of Representatives : 

I return on eos House bill No. 9173, entitled “‘ An act granting a 


pension to M 
this bill to pension the beneficiary therein named as the 


It is pro 
widow of Newton E. Drake, who served as a soldier from August 1, 1863, to Jan- 


8, 1865. 
whe rec records do not show that he suffered from any disability during his term 
serv 
He Ane an application for pension September 23, 1879, claiming that he con- 
tracted hampeniine October, 1864, 


about 
He died June 7, 1881, and there does not a to have been any evidence 
produced as to the cause of hisdeath or , except by the allegations 
isease or disability in the 


of his own application, that he contracted any 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


H. 


service. 
EXEcUrIvE MANSION, January 18, 1889, 


To the House of Representatives: 
I return without roval House bill No. 9252, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Mrs. Catherine Barberick, of Watertown 
The beneficiary named in this bill ‘is the mother ot William Barberick — 
enlisted 19, 1862, and died of small-pox August 2, 1864, at his 
while on veteran furlo oe. 
It is not claimed that the soldier contracted as fatal disease meet as _ oa, 
On the contrary, the testimony taken upon his mother’ Pe 
to the Pension Bureau shows that ape a np ne per pF Soralatt — 
h, and that several of his fam contagious disease 
fell a victim before he was 
In these circumstances, unless eee 
principle that ae are to be 
ted to the m 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 18, 1889, 


from the 
= for death or disability in some way re- 

itary service, this should not beaome w law 
ROVER CLEVELAND. 


To the House of Representatives: 
hout approval House bill No. 9296, entitled “‘ An act granting a 


pension to Bridget Carroll.” 

Carroll h pane a hale Army 
who 

8 it is'stated, hae ceegndl tevun of enlistment. 

In Septembe » 1886, be peing absent from his at Fort Warren, M 

ones bea ry ig aged andi need elenar tettaeeris ho pretense that 

n 

he eidieradeath Gee the least related to his military service 

sure no one could fail to be gratified ity to join in accord. 


Tam 
i aid te thin Gapentions off taather-al a a 
that such e departure as is just principles 


should be made from the 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 


in 1881, this — 


upon which ought to be 
EXECUTIVE Manston, January 18, 1880. 


To the House of Representatives : 
al House bill No. 9175, entitled “An ont grasting # 


fclars named ta this bill filed an 
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